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NONSEMISIMPLE FUSION ALGEBRAS AND THE
VERLINDE FORMULA

J. FUCHS, S. HWANG, A.M. SEMIKHATQOV, AND |.YU. TIPUNIN

ABSTRACT. We find a nonsemisimple fusion algelrg associated with each
(1;p) Virasoro model. We present a nonsemisimple generalizafitre Verlinde
formula which allows us to derivie, from modular transformations of characters.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fusion algebras [%, 2; 3, 4, 5] describe basis-independsrdcts of operator
products and thus provide essential information aboutaroml field theory. They
can in principle be found by calculating coinvariants, i imost practical deriva-
tion, which at the same time is of fundamental importancdras the modular
transformation properties of characters, via the Verlifatewula [1]. The relation
between fusion and modular properties can be considerediafx@nciple under-
lying consistency of CFT.

A fusion algebrar is a unital commutative associative algebra ovewith a
distinguished basis (the one corresponding to the “settorgprimary fields, of
the model) in which the structure constants are nonnegatiegers (we refer to
this basis as theanonical basis of F in what follows).

For rational CFTs, which possess semisimple fusion algeltine \Verlinde for-
mula is often formulated as the motto that “the masixliagonalizes the fusion
rules.” This involves two statements at least. The first isalyea lemma of linear
algebra and can be stated as follows: there exists a nrathat relates the canon-
ical basis in the fusion algebra to the basis of primitivengetents. This property
is not specific to fusion algebras originating from conforfield theories, and in
fact applies to any association scheme [6]; we borrow theitexlogy from [6] and
call p theeigenmatrix. The second, nontrivial, statement contained in the \idelin

formula is that the eigenmatyixis related to the matrig that represents the modu-

0 1

lar group elemensg = on the characters of the chiral algebra; this relation

IS given byP = SKg4ig, WhereKys,, (the denominator in the Verlinde formula) is
a diagonal matrix whose entries are the inverse of the disigmed row of thes
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matrix. WithP expressed this way, we arrive at the statement that the cestof
the regular representation of the fusion algebra are delgmd by thes matrix.

This cannot apply to nonsemisimple fusion algebras, howéwewhich the reg-
ular representation matrices cannot be diagonalized. diagan between modular
transformations and the structure of nonsemisimple fusigebras is therefore
more difficult to identify, which considerably complicata$empts to build a non-
semisimple Verlinde formula.

Nonsemisimple fusion algebras are expected to arise irritbgac models of
conformal field theory:[7,:8::9, 710, 11,12, 13, 14, 15], whereducible repre-
sentations of the chiral algebra allow nontrivial (indegmsable) extensions. In
what follows, we generalize the Verlinde formula and deneesemisimple fusion
algebras for the series af ;p) Virasoro models with integes 2.

The (1;p) models provide an excellent illustration of complicatiamglved in
generalizing the Verlinde formula to the nonsemisimpleecasnlike the ©°;p)
models with coprime’p 2, the (1;p) model is defined not as the cohomology,
but as the kernel of a screening, and the first question that beianswered in
constructing its fusion, as well as the fusion beyond mihmmadels in general, is:

Q1: How to organize the Virasoro representations into agfimitmber of families?
That is, which chiral algebra, extending the Virasoro atgels to be used to
classify representations?

Assuming that such an algebra has been chosen, the fuseralgan in principle

be derived using different means, e.g., by directly findiogneariants (if, against
expectations, this is feasible). Another possibility ia @i Verlinde-like formula,
starting withcharacters of representations of the chosen chiral algebra. Compared
to the semisimple case, the basic problems with constigi@manalogue of the
Verlinde formula are then as follows.

Q2: The matrices implementing modular transformationfiefdharacters of chi-
ral algebra representations involve the modular parametarddo not there-
fore generate a finite-dimensional representation of SL (2;Z ). How to extract
a -independent matrig representing 2 SL (2;7) on characters?

Q3: With fusion matrices that are not simultaneously diadjaable, it is not a
priori known which “special” (instead of diagonal) matriorin is to be used
in a Verlinde-like formula. In other words, how to define thgemmatrix
P that performs the transformation to a “special” form in a semisimple
fusion algebra?

Q4: Assuming the matrix is known and the matri® that performs the trans-
formation to the chosen “special” basis has been seleatedare S and P
related?
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The most nontrivial part of the nonsemisimple generalarabdf the Verlinde for-

mula is the answer to:Q4. We also note that with a chiral algebosen in Q1, we
face yet another problem of a “nonsemisimple” nature, aagng in the structure
of the category of representations of the chosen chirabaige

Q5: Withindecomposable representations of the chiral algebra involved, how many
generators should the fusion algebra have? More specjfiedienever there
is a nonsplittable exact sequenceé v,! R ! v, ! 0, should there be fu-
sion algebra generators corresponding to one @.g.fwo (i.e.,v, andv,),
or three representations? (This becomes critical, e.genwh corresponds to
the unit element of the fusion algebra, cf. [9]).

We also note the following complications that are alreadyeaent in nonunitary
semisimple fusion (see the relevant remarks in [16]), beblree more acute for
nonsemisimple fusion:

R1: Whenever thes matrix is not symmetric, the sought generalization of the
Verlinde formula is sensitive to the choice betwessnds®. This is essential,
in particular, in selecting the distinguished row/colunirsavhose elements
determine eigenvalues of the fusion matrices (the dendorinhthe Verlinde
formula):’

R2: The sector with the minimal conformal weight is diffeté&om the vacuum
sector. It is therefore necessary to decide which of thesedigtinguished
sectors is to play the “reference” role in the Verlinde fotau(That is, as
a continuation of the previous question, the distinguistosd of the s ma-
trix to be used in the denominator of the Verlinde formula traesidentified
properly).

In answering @5, one must be aware that fusion algebras oolde a “coarse-
grained” description of conformal field theory, and thera ba several degrees of
neglecting the details. The concept of nonsemisimple fusidvocated in:[8;;9]
aims at accounting for the “fine” structure given by the déf® ways in which
simple (irreducible) modules can be arranged into indeasabple representations.
(Such a detailed fusion will be needed, e.g., in studyingidany conditions in con-
formal field theory models and for a proper interpretatiommfdular invariants.)
In that setting, a natural basis in the fusion algebra wo@diven byall inde-
composable representations (the irreducible ones ind)utl& coarser description

1In addition, it becomes essential whether a representatianantirepresentation af L. (2;2)

is considered as the modular group action (in most of the knesmisimple examples, this point

can safely be ignored).
2Thep= 2fusionin F_S,:_Q] is “intermediate” in that not all of the ind@mposable representations

are taken into account. But it is certainly sufficient forrexting the coarserX',"-fusion that
follows from Theorem 517 below fgs = 2.
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is to think of the fusion algebra as the Grothendieck ringhaf tepresentation
category of the chiral algebra, i.e., as thg functor, not distinguishing between
different compositions of the same subquotieritgis fusion is sufficient for the
construction of the generalized Verlinde formula. Indeed, the appropriately gen-
eralized Verlinde formula should relate the matgixhat represents 2 SL (2;2)

on a collection of characters of the chiral algebra to théofusilgebra structure
constants. But the character of an indecomposable repiadi®@IR is the sum of

the characters oOf its simple subquotients, independently of how the algeimtion
“glues” them intor. Therefore, for the fusion functor defined for the purpose of
constructing the generalized Verlinde formula, an indegosable representation
R as in @5 is indistinguishable from the direct sunvgfandv; (as well as from
R%in0! v;! RY! Vv,! 0). Inother words, the element of the fusion algebra
corresponding t® is the sum of those correspondingig andv,. In this pa-
per, we only deal with this particular concept of fusion tbatresponds to thg ,
functor.

Thus, the number of elements in a basis of the fusion algetsacated with
a collectionftv ;R ;g of chiral algebra representations must be given by the num-
ber of allsimple subquotients of all the indecomposable representatiensand all
simplev (with each irreducible representation occurring just gn@ait the fact
that no linearly independent elements of the fusion algebraespond to indecom-
posable representations dees mean that “nonsemisimple effects” are neglected:
the existence of a nontrivial extension of any two represtensv, andv, al-
ready makes the fusion algebra nonsemisimple, giving as#l tof the problems
listed above.

The answer to Q1 can be extracted from the literaturef1 Av8]take the max-
imal local subalgebra in the (nonlocal) chiral algebra tkataturally present in
the (1;p) model. This W algebra, denoted lay (o) for brevity, has2p irreducible
representations in th@ ;p) model.

As regards @2, the answer amounts to the usewfix automorphy “factors,”
as explained below (cf: [18]). The answer tg Q3 is relatedhéostructure of asso-
ciative algebras [19] and, once a canonical basis is fixedotsemisimple gener-
alizations of some notions from the theory of associatidreswes|6]. Any finitely
generated associative algelergwith a unit) is the vector-space sum of a distin-
guished ideaR , called theradical (the intersection of all maximal left ideals, or
equivalently, of all maximal right ideals), and a semisimplgebra (necessarily
isomorphic to a direct sum of matrix algebras over divisitgeharas over the base
field) [19]. This implies that in any commutative associataélgebra, there is a
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basis
&@;w ); A=1;:::5;n; = 1;::5n

(with n% n®= n= dim F), composed of primitive idempotenég and elements

w in the radical. In the semisimple case, the radical is zend, “diagonaliza-
tion of the fusion” can equivalently be stated as the trams&dion to the basis
(1e17:::; &) Of “rescaled idempotents,” where are scalars read off from the
distinguished row of the matrix (the row corresponding to the vacuum represen-

the s matrix that transforms the canonical basis to the basis( 1e;;:::; ,e,)
and the matride that transforms the canonical basis to the basis of primitlem-
potents, even thoughandp are related by multiplication with a diagonal matrix.
In the nonsemisimple case, th@enmatrix P that maps the canonical basis to the

basis consisting of primitive idempotents and elementhéradical,
0 1 1

X e

@ :A =p
X W
is related to thes matrix in a more complicated way. The resolution of Q4, which
is the heart of the nonsemisimple Verlinde formula, is thestaction, from the
entries ofs, of a (nondiagonalyiterpolating matrix K (which plays the role of the
denominator in the Verlinde formula) such that

P = SK:

The points raised inR2 and R1 can be clarified as follows. s and columns
of s are labeled by chiral algebra representations in the mouk#nconsideration.
The s matrix has a distinguished row that corresponds to the vagepresentation
and a distinguished column that corresponds to the minirdumension represen-
tation of the chiral algebra (the entries in this column &tated to the asymptotic
form of the characters labeled by the respective rows)ofThe columns of the
P matrix are labeled by the elements, ;w ) of the basis consisting of primitive
idempotents and elements in the radical, and its rows quuresto elements of
the canonical basis in the fusion algebra; the distingaisioe/ of P then corre-
sponds to the unit element of the algebra. (The choice of w®wsolumns irp, S,
and other matrices is of course conventional, but the repi@nt rowss columns
must be made consistently with other transpositions andgshaf the order in
matrix multiplication.)
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We now summarize our strategy to construct thgo) fusion via a nonsemisim-
ple generalization of the Verlinde formula and also descthe contents of the
paper:

1. In the @;p) model, we identify the maximal local algebwa () as the chiral
algebra of the model. There then exist ontyirreduciblew (o) representa-
tions in the model, which solves Q1. (The algebra is intreduin Sec; 2:2,
and its category of representations is described in Setari 2.4.)

2. We then evaluate thep characters of these representations and find-(
dependentPp 2pmatricesy ( ; )suchthat ( )=J(; ) ()for 2
SL (2;Z). (The characters are evaluated in Seg. 3.1 and their moulates-
formation properties are derived in Séc. 3.3.)

3. Next, we find &p 2p automorphy “factor’j( ; ), satisfying the cocycle
condition,suchthat 7 ()= 3( ; )J ( ; )Iisarepresentationof SL (2;2).
This solves @2 (Secs. 4.1 and:4.2) and givessthaatrix (Sec: 4.3).

4. From the entries of the distinguished row$ (s), we build the interpo-
lating matrixk and use it to construct the eigenmatpixf the fusion algebra
asP = SK. This solves @4 (Sec€. 5.4).

5. From the eigenmatrik, we uniquely reconstruct the fusion algebain the
canonical basis whose elements are labeled by the rowswd a recipe that
involves answering Q3 (Sec. b.6).

For the impatient, we here present the answer for the structure constants ex-
pressed through the entries of thenatrix: arranged into matrices; in the stan-
dard way, the structure constants of the fusion algebraige® ¢y N ; = S0;S *,
wheres= () acts in a finite-dimensional (il ; p) models 2p-dimensional) rep-
resentation oBL (2;z)ando;= 01y O3 ::: Ogp, ; are block-diagonal ma-

2

. . . . sl g
trices with the2 2 blocks given byo o= diag ;% and
1
OIj= g 2T g 232
0 23+ 1 23+ 1 23+ 2 23+ 1 23+ 2 23+ 2 23+ 2 23+ 1 23+ 1 23+ 2 1
s s 2s s T+ s g I - -

A .
’

23+ 2 23+ 1 23+ 14 23+1 23+ 14 23+ 2 23+ 24 23+ 2
J J J SIJ 25 J SIJ + 8 J SIJ

S S S S

29+ 1
T S

29+ 2
I

with s being its row corresponding to the vacuum representatidrusTwritten,
these formulas may seem messy (and the labeling 6finvolves a convention
on ordering the representations in accordance with th@ialje classes), but they
in fact have a clear structure (Egs. (5.16),(5.4)—(5.14) &.8)—(5.10)), to be
explained in what follows. The resulting ;p) fusion algebra is given in Theo-
rem’5.7. A posteriori, it turns out to have positive integragfficients, although we
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do not derive the proposed recipe for the generalized \d@gliormula from first
principles such that this property would be guaranteed yiaace.

2. THE MAXIMAL LOCAL W ALGEBRA IN THE (1;p) MODEL

2.1. Energy-momentum tensor, screening operators, and resolutions. For the
©%p) minimal Virasoro models with coprime’;p 2, the Kac table of sizéo® 1)

1) (after suitable identifications of boxes) contains thoseuhes that do not
admit nontrivial extensions among themselves. The extbikde table of size
p° pthen corresponds to a logarithmic extension. The Kac tal8elected as the
cohomology, and the extended Kac table as the kernel, of gnoppate screening.
We consider the models with’= 1, where the Kac table is empty, while the ex-
tended Kac table has size p, with its boxes corresponding to Virasoro represen-
tationsvg, s= 1;:::;p. Similarly to the logarithmically extende@’;p) models,
the (1;p) model is also defined as the kernel of the correspondingsicggepera-
tor (this does not automatically yield its chiral algebramever, which has then to
be found, see below).

The conformal dimensions (weights) of the primary fieldsesponding to the

define

£ 1 1 rs

DR S +

In the free-field realization through a scalar fieldz) with the OPE
"(2)" W)= gz w);

the corresponding primary fields are represented by thexeperatorse’ 4" |
where

o _ r + 1 s
j(rls) U 2 + 2
with
r _
p— 2
+ = 2p; = D :
Becausep = +, we havej(;stnp)= j n;s), n2 z. The energy-mom-
entum tensor is given by
_ } rQr _0 q2y
(2.1) T=-@"0" +—@

(here and in similar formulas below, normal ordering is ireglin the products),
where ,= , + ,andthe central chargedés- 13 6@+ Il)). There then exist
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two screening operators
I I
S, = e’ ; S = e | ;

satisfyings ;T (z)1= 0.

Let F 5,5 denote the Fock module generated from (the state correspptw)
the vertex operatoe’“" by elements of the Heisenberg algebra generated by
the modes of the currerdt’ . SetF ;= F,,, and let the corresponding Feigin—
Fuchs module over the Virasoro algebrai(2.1) be denotedebgame symbol. For
eachl s p 1, Fgisincluded into the acyclic Felder complex

(2.2)

s

sP §°
Fi 2p) Frg F F [ s+ 2p] F ot 2p) PR
wherer [ s+2np]= E 50 2n; s)-

We define a (nonlocal) algebra (o) as the kernel

A ) = KerS

of thes screening on the direct sum
M

F = Fyuws)

r27
s=1;u5p

of Fock modules. The algebra o) is generated by

+ 4 +

a =e 2 and a’ = Bi;a ]

and is therefore determined by the lattice, z. It is slightly nonlocal: the scalar
products of lattice vectors are gz

2.2. The maximal local algebra. We next consider the W algebra that is thex-
imal local subalgebra in A () and use the notation (o) for it for brevity. It is
generated by the three curremts ,w °, andw * given by

W @ =e " @2); W@ =05B:W @ W' e =B.;Ww @]

We note thatv ° is a (free-field) descendant of the identity operator, whilé is
a descendant o -+ '. The fieldsw ,w ° andw * are Virasoro primaries; their
conformal dimensions are given by 1.
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o
2.2.1. Example. Forp= 3,thew (3)generators are givenhy =e ¢,

r r _
0_} 3r Q2r } 4r Qr E é 27 Q2r r é 37 Qr Qr
W—2@@+4@@+22@@@+2@@@
r _
+ 3@2/ @’ Q" @’ + é E@I @’ @’ Q' Q" + 1p_@5l .
5 2 200 6 !
and
r _
3
W= - @%  39@Q% @*’ + 18@°’ @’

2
p_ P,
+12 6@°7 @’ @' 18@" @' @' Q" e°®

(in the last formula, despite the brackets introduced fmnmctggss of notation,
the nested normal ordering is from right to left, e@., @ @’ e ¢ )))).

2.3. W (o) representations. Thew (o) generators change the “momentumbdf
avertexe*” byn , with integern, which corresponds to changirdn " by

M
F (@) = F 5w

r27z
of Fock modules containsvo W () modules, to be denoted by (s) and (s),
where (s) is thew (o) representation generated fra#t = (the highest-weight
vector inF ;.)), while (s) isthew (o) representation generated freAt= (the
highest-weight vector i ;.,5)), see Figi 1. The dimensions of the corresponding
highest-weight vectors are given by
e_® 98 1. c_ e 9 1
24 dp 24" &) 24 4p 24"

(23) (s)

A somewhat more involved analysis shows that the correspgreernel of the
screenings

K (s) = KerS ref S= 1;::5p5

is precisely the direct sum

2.4. Extensions among the representations. We next describe the nontrivial ex-
tensions allowed by the () representations. The category of representations of
W () inthe (1;p) model decomposes intikage classes of representations, which
are full subcategories of the representation categjory.

3The term “linkage class” is borrowed from the theory of findienensional Lie algebras. The
linkage classes of an additive categaryare additive full subcategories such that there are no
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Fjﬂs)

a

+
2s 3p/ Xis 3p
4 4
F j@2;s)

+
a2s 5p a2s 5p
4 4

LEYEIS)
+
s Tp a2s Tp
4 4

F 5 _

FIGURE 1. The and modules. Filled (open) dots denote Virasoro
representations that are combined ins) (respectively, (s)). Thea ()
generatorsa™ anda act between these representations with noninteger
modes, buti () generators (not indicated) connecting dots of the same
type are integer-moded.

The representation category of the algefbrap) associated with thel ;p) model
hasp+ 1linkage classes; we denote thentag L.c’ andLC (s)withl s p 1.
The indecomposable representations in each linkage ctasasafollows. The
classesL.c and 1.c? contain only a single indecomposable (hence, irreducible)
representation each, @) and (o) respectively. Forl s p 1, the linkage
classL C (s) contains two irreducible representationsgs) and @ s), as well as
the following set of other indecomposable representations

N, (8); Nog(); N, (8); Ni(s); Ro(s); Ri(s):
There are nontrivial extensions
0! (s) ! N,y (s)! e s)! O;
0! e s)! N, (s)! s)! 0;

(nonzero) morphisms between objects in two distinct lirkalgsses, every object ofis a direct
sum of objects of the linkage classes, and none otthean be split further in the same manner.
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and in addition,

0! (s)! Ng(s)! © s) e s)! O;
0! e s)! Nj(s)! (s) s)! O:

We note thatL, is diagonalizable in each of these representations. Tlyalfith-
mic” modules (those with a nondiagonalizable actior.gf appear in the exten-
sions

0! Ng@s)! Ro(s) ! s)! 0; 0! Ni(s)! Ri(s)! e s)! O:

It follows thatN | (s)\ N, (s)= (s) andNj] )\ N, (s)= ( s). Thus we
have towers of indecomposable representations given by

Rp() Nyp(s) Ny (s) (s); Ri(s) Ni(s) N, (s) © s)

considered elsewhere (see more comments in the Conclubimnsver).

2.4.1. Example. For p= 2, the four irreducible representations are. = (),
Vi= (),Vo= (@), andv,= (). The “logarithmic” modules arR§= Ry (1)
ar%de = R, (1) [B]. In addition, there are six other indecomposable repregions
N,,N,N,,andN,.

3. MODULAR TRANSFORMATIONS OF THEW (p) CHARACTERS

In this section, we evaluate the characters ofith¢) representations introduced
above and find their modular transformation properties.

3.1. Calculation of the W (o) characters. The route from representations to fu-
sion starts with the charactersiof (o) representations. We write, with 2 £ ; g
for the character of (s) in the (1;p) model,

s @ = thO 241 ) *

3.2. Proposition. The W (p) characters are given by

1
s (q) = —(q P sip (CI) + 2 g sp (CI) 7
(3.1) 1 s p:

_ 1 s 0 .
s;p(q)_ —(q I_) s;p(q) 2 s;p(q) ’

Tl

~

Here, we use the eta function
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and the theta functions
X L
sp @z) = 'z wik 1;z2C;

j2z+%
andset ., @ = sp@Dand ) @ =z op@2) ..

Proof. Formulasi{(3:1) (which also have been suggested in [20]) easebived by
standard calculations, which we outline here for completen

The characters of (s) and (s) are found by summing the characters of the

kernels ofs on the appropriate Fock modules,
X

sp = charK (1;s)+ 2 charK (Qa+1;s);

al

=2 charK (2a;s);

where

K (r;s) = KerS F
The character ok (r;s), in turn, is easily calculated from a “half” of the com-
plex (2.2), i.e., from the one-sided resolution, as eitherkernel or the image of
the corresponding differential, which amounts to takireydtiernating sum of char-
acters of the modules in the left or right part of the compkestandard calculation
(with some care to be taken in rearranging double sums) tives the formulas in

the proposition. O

3.3. S and T transformations of the characters. With the characters of (s)

and (s) expressed through theta functions, it is straightforwarfind their mod-
ular properties. We resort to the standard abuse of notayosmriting ,, ( ) for
sp €1 ), for inthe upper complex half-plarte

3.4. Proposition. Under the S transformationof ,theW (o) characters transform

as
1.1 sh s
S,p(—)—ig—zJ o e )+ CIP 2 ()
Xl A i
e s
+2  oos 5 p o )+ ()
-1
Xl \ AY A Y
: . © s) p
21 sin = w () w ()
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and
1 _ 1 sh
sp ( —)—197—p o o () C1Y ()
Xl \S l
+ 2 s~ w () o)
-1
le \S AY p \
+2i sho— oL () P ()
-1
(withi=p—1).

The functions ., and 2, are modular forms of different weights @nd 2 re-
spectively) and do not therefore mix in modular transfoiore. In contrast, the
characters are linear combinations of modular forms of ttsigand1 and hence
involve explicit occurrences of in their s transformation.

Proof. The formulas in the proposition are shown by directly appdythe well-
known relations

T 1
1 i X ‘s
spl =)= o op( )+ ( 1V pp( )+ 2  cos o wl ) g
]
r
0 1 1Xl . ‘s g
s;p( -)= 2i 2—p sn — ;p()

O

3.4.1. The s, ( ) matrix. We now write thes transformation in a matrix form.
To this end, we order the representations as

(3.2) ©; ©; Q; © L;::; © 1); Q;

and arrange the characters into a column vector

P ( pip! pw! 1lp’ p lp’ ! p lp’/ 1;p)'

This order is chosen such that representations in the sakeglk class are placed
next to each other; it is one of the ingredients that make linekistructure explicit

in what follows. The above transformation formulas then become
1

(3.3) o =)=8Sp() ()

wheres , ( ) is most conveoniently written using tiee 2 blolck notation
Bar a e f

(34) Sp( )=8 :I112;012121:1;:1:::::::::::1?:::%
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with | |
Ao el 11 PO 1 1
WP o1 (e WTFm (e (et
0 f ( 1)p+S§ 1
1 P P
A.,=p—@ A .
s;0 2p P s ( l)p+sp s ’
P P
and
r __
2 .
Asij= 1_3( l)p+j+s
0 ) 1
s sJ P J s] S J J SJ
-—s — 1 —sh — —cos —+1=-sn —
% P j j ) ) P g
p s s ., P 3J . s8] p s sJ J sJ
— s — + — Smn  — — 0SS — 1 —sm —
P P P P P P P

forl1 s;5 p 1

3.4.2. The T , matrix. We next find ther transformation of ther () characters.
For the vector _ introduced above, we have

(3.5) L+ =Ty ()

whereT ; is a block-diagonal matrix that can be compactly written dgect sum
of 2 2blocks,

(3.6) To,=To Ti p T
with
!
e lﬁ 0 i (& 92 1
(3.7) To = B L Ts= ¢ T 1, ,; s=1;::5p 1

Starting from thew ) algebra in (1;p) models, we have thus arrived at the
S, () andT, matrices that implement modular transformations on theatters.
Problem @1 in the Introduction has thus been solved. Withréiseltings, ( )
involving a dependence on, we next face problemQ2, to be addressed in the next
section.

4. A FINITE-DIMENSIONAL SL (2;Z) REPRESENTATION FROM CHARACTERS

4.1. Matrix automorphy factors. The modular group action on characters gener-
ated by {(3.3) and (3.5) fits the following general schemes \Wéll known (or easily
checked) that

(4.1) ( B)(;)=3C; ;)EC 3 )
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with 5( ; ; )ann n-matrix satisfying the cocycle condition

(42 3 % ;=3 503050 3 i )=k ai
furnishes an action (actually, antirepresentation) of the modular groap. 2;7)

on the space of functions: h Cc ! c”. We use the standarsiL. 2;7z) action

onh C, |

_a b ] . 7 . _a +b

_Cd'(’) ¢ )'_c+d'c+d
(the notation is somewhat loose, because this action depends)oihe matrix
j( ; ; )iscalled the (matrixjutomorphy factor.

An example of acalar automorphy factor is given by the following classic result

in the theory of theta functiong J21]: the Jacobi theta fiorct ( ; ) is invarignt
a b

under the action of,, SL (2;Z) (the subgroup of L. ;z) matrices = g

with abandcd even) on functiong€:h C ! C given by
!

(4.3) ( ;=302 ¢ 5 )
c d
with the automorphy factor
., a b.. . _ 1 1 i—ccfd.
30 477 )7 caletd e ;

where 4 is an eighth root of unity (se€ [21]; its definition, whichas from trivial,
ensures the cocycle condition fgy.

4.2. Constructing a finite-dimensional ST. 2;Z ) representation. Thew (o) char-

acters that we study here do not involve thelependence. Because= ° !

0
11

andT = ) generatssL 2;2), Egs. {(3.3) and (3.5) uniquely determing@a  2p

matrix J, ( ; ) such that

b )= ) ()
forall 2 sL @;z). Itthen follows thaty, satisfies the condition
(4.4) Jo( %5 =305 °)3.(% ) ;92 SL(2;2):

Given thissL (2;z) action, we now seek afL (2;z) actionon _:h! C?
with a2p 2p matrix automorphy factot,,

p()=30C: ) o0 )=303: )FHC; ) o0
such that

(4.5) ()=30; )% )
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is a finite-dimensionadepresentation of S1. (2;z) (in particular, the left-hand side
must be independent of). This condition is reformulated as the condition that
and j, “strongly” commute, i.e., that

(4.6) ()3C% H)=3(% ) () ;92 SL (2;7):

It is easy to verify that for a givea, ( ; ), eachthat satisfies both the com-
mutation property:(4.6) (with defined by:(4:5)) and the cocycle conditipni(4.2)
provides a (finite-dimensiona)L. (2;7) representation . Indeed,

(9=3%C % )%C %5 H=3C%) (HIC%)

= (3% )%B(%5 = () O:

4.3. SL (2;7) representation in (1;p) models. We now find a matrix automor-
phy factor j, that “converts” the action in:(3.3) = (3.6) intorapresentation. As
noted aboveg, ( ; ) is uniquely determined on all L (2;z) by Eqs. (4.4)
fromJa,(T; )=T,( )andd,(S; )= S, ( ). With S, ( )andT,( )= T, given
by (3.4) and {3.6), we define the automorphy facipt ; ) as a block-diagonal
matrix consisting o2 2 blocks that we compactly write as
(4.7) P(i )=z Bi(;) p B ;i )i
where for = s,

0 1
s P s s . S
Bp " p p "pC
(4.8) B,(S; )=@ A; s=1;::5p 1
P s .p s P s . S
— i =+ i
p p p p
andfor =T,
O s, .ps s st
49 Bom; =0 T 5 Fo PRy s=Liuyp L
— = —+ t-
p p p p

with £ = i(we can set= i). The structure ini(4.8) is easily discernible by sub-
jecting all matrices to the similarity transformation thelates the basis of charac-

ters to the basis provided by, and 2. The automorphy factor is then diagonal-
ized, as shown explicitly in the proof of the next propositio

4.4. Proposition. The matrix automorphy factor defined in (4.%)—(8.9) satisfies
the cocycle condition (4.2)

Proof. The proof amounts to a direct verification of the formulag )*= (rs)’=
s? reformulated fori, ( ; ). Thatis, in proving thag (S?; )= 3 (ST)? ), we
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have, in accordance with (4.2),

1
B 6% )= 36 )36 )

(4.10) . .

B STy )= §6T; )§ETi—7) H6Ti—);

where in turn,3, (ST; )= 3(@T; )3 (S; +1). The calculation reduces to a sepa-

rate computation for each of tlee 2 blocks given above; further, each block can

be diagonalized as

where ( )isthe character of L. (2;z) defined by the relations
(4.11) S) =3 =t t= 3

and '
a b 1
( b; ) =

c d c +d

is already an automorphy factor [21]. Equations (4.11) irdiately imply that
(¢*)=((STY), and Egs.(4:10) are therefore proved. O
With this 3, we evaluates )= 3, (S; )S,( )as

(4.12) SE)= % 6; )Sp( )= S, ():

Thatis,s ) has a block form similar to that af , in Sec:3.3, withthe 2 blocks
Sj_;j given bySO;o = Ao;o, SO;j= Ao;j, Ss;O = As;o, and

0 . . . . .

r s s, p J . s8] s s 3 SJ

2 —s —+ —sh — — s — = -
S..= Z( pprirs p p p p p P P p C
& p p s si pJj . sj ps sy 3 sj
- — ~——Ss8n — ~—— s —+ -sn —

P p P p p P P p

Similarly,

TP = F@T; )T,
(where as we have seety,(T; ) is actually independent of). We do not write

the blocks off (o) explicitly because they are simply given by multiplicatmfrthe
blocks in (4.9) with matrices (3.7).

4.5. Proposition. The matrices S (p) and T (p) generate a finite-dimensional rep-
resentation of SL (2;Z).

Proof. The proof consists in verifying (4.6) for ; ° being any of the pairss;T),
(T;S), (5;S), and (r;T), which is straightforward. Together with the cocycle
condition, this then implies thas ©))?= (T ©)S©))’°= S E)T ©))°. d
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The above construction of the numeric-ihdependent) matrig (o) representing
S 2 SL (2;Z) solves problem Q2 in the Introduction.

4.6. Some properties of the S () matrix. The vacuum representation(l) is the
third in the order of representations chosen in:(3.2). Tissrgyuishes the third row

of thes matrix; we let (o) denote this distinguished row 6ffp). Explicitly,
) is given by
pp§ (1P 1
(4.13) @)= ( Dpz — i 5
cos—+ ( 1l)snh—; cos— sm;;
cos— l© 2)sn—; oosz—+ 2sin—;

(17 s+ @ s (1N st jsns

© 1)sn-®

Next, it follows from (3.3) that(s ©))* @ = _@. In fact, we have the fol-
lowing result.

4.7. Proposition.

(4.14) SE)* = 1y op:
Proof. Indeed, we evaluat¢s (o))? as
%5 .6 u.
s) &) )36 156 10565 ) ©)e; )

65 1365 )13.6;5 13,65 ) 46 13658 )T 6% )

Next, J,(S?; )= L, ,, becauses? = . Finally we havej(s; )3 ©;s )=
125 20, Which is obtained by a direct calculation similar to the améhe proof of
Prop.4.4. Equation (4.14) thus follows. O

4.8. Remark. With the explicit form ofs () given above, Prop. 4.7 can also be
shown directly, which gives a good illustration of a typicalculation with the
matrices encountered throughout this paper. Writing (S (0))? inthe2  2-block
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form
0 1
5 Cojo Coxn Cop 1
B C C c §
c= B Cuw 171 w1
@ sssossszessrossrzssszziizsst A
Cp 1;0 Cp 1;1 cee Cp 1p 1

we concentrate on the more involved blocks; with 0< s;j< p. Assuming that
pis odd for brevity (in order to avoid extra sign factors) wedfthat

2
Cs,'j - E
0 1
Pl \ : \ Pl . . \

5 s cos (pp J3) oS (pp s) s cos (pp J) ©s (pp s) o
% = [+ jk = [s+ jk (é
B (P o ) . S Pl ‘e ) ©_s)
% + © 3J) ‘ ls:n 5 Sn 5 J o sin 5 Sn 5 %
B - -
B M
B 1 1
B P ‘o - ) P o .
E @ s cos (pp 3) oS (pp s) © ) cos (pp 3) S (pp s)é
B < b+ b < b+ b &
€ Pl o . P 1 o . A

@ j) Sjn e 9 Sjn P s) + j Sjn e 9 an P s)

=1 P P . P p

where g, = amod 2. Using elementary trigonometric rearrangements (express
ing cos sin  through the sine and cosine ofr and ), we see that all
entries in the matrices above vanish, with the exceptiomefdiagonal entries of
Css Which (for0< s p) are given by
1 1
p—22 sX oS ‘(pps) 2+(|p s)X sin ‘(pps) ’ =1:

=0 =1

Together with similar (and in fact, simpler) calculatioms the other blocks, this

shows (4.14).

We also note that () is hot symmetrics ) € S (). It admits a different sym-
metry

(4.15) S = S);
where for a matrixe=(ri,)1;5- 1,520 With 1and j considered modulap, we define
the involutive operation

— Pl m;1 n;1)tbMm+n+l)=2ctmn .
(f)mm ( l) J:‘Zp m+3;2p n+3°
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For example, withe= " (r5) ;5 1;::6, W€ have

0 1
2 1 e s 24 3
B C
% 2 N e s g r13§
B Te2 Te1 Tee Tes TYea Y63
r=2B
g Isy Is1 Tse Iss Tsg Ts3
Iy a1 46 45 Yaq r43A
32 31 36 I35 T34 33

The symmetry(4.15) originates in the existence of a simpleent, as we see
below.

4.8.1. Example. Forp= 2andp = 3, thes (p) matrices can be evaluated as

Ol 1 1 1 1
B2 2
1 1
sw-£: 5 I,
B 5; 101 1x’
4 4 2 2
1 1 1 1
4 4 2 2
° L 13 17 17 iz 1
P= P= z Z Z z
6 6 3 3 3 3
E . S i 93
E ®% 75 3 5 3 3
B U 6 3) 3 53 373 6" 3) (3
B 6 6 9 2 9 2 9 2 92 G
S@ =P~ P [ °5_ - . p p_C:
) E 2=3 2=3 P36 3 (3+th 3) (3t2p 5 "3z Py
3 3 9 9 2 9 2 9
EPE P— »p. _ p- p— p_ P_p-—
B_2% = € ) G2 3) 3+2 3 2( 3 3)
@ 3 3 9 9 2 9 2 9 A
P S P g
e 6y _3) R 7 e
36 36 9 2 9 2 9 2 9 2

5. CONSTRUCTING THE EIGENMATRIXP AND THE FUSION

Having extracted a finite-dimensiorsl. (2;7 ) representation from theL (2;7z)
action on characters, we now address problems Q3 and Q4 inttbduction. We
use thes ) matrix found in the previous section in the constructionha eigen-
matrix P of the fusion algebra. From the eigenmatrix, we then find trsoh.

In Sec: 5.1, we first describe the role of thenatrix in a commutative associative
algebra in a slightly more general setting than we actuaiadin (1;p) models. In
Sec: 54, we formulate the generalized Verlinde formulatesgit to find the eigen-
matrix P (o) in the (1;p) model. In Sec:. 5.6, we then obtain the fusion following
the recipe in Sec. 5.1.

5.1. Fusion constants from the eigenmatrix. A fusion algebra is a finite-dimen-
sional commutative associative algelaraover ¢ with a unit element., together
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structure constants ;; defined by

X1X5= N Xy
K=1
are nonnegative integers. As any finitely generated agsecalgebra with a unit,
F is a vector-space sum of the radisabnd a semisimple algebra [19]. The algebra
contains a set of primitive idempotents satisfying

(51) eA eB = A B eB
and
X
(5.2) en = 1:
all primitive
idempotents

The primitive idempotents characterize the semisimpleigobup to Morita equiv-
alence. Acommutative associative algebra has a basis given by the union of a basis
in the radical and the primitive idempoteris.

The primitive idempotents can be classified by the dimerssigmf theirimages.
For the purposes of1;p) models, we only need to consider the case where all
» 243 The structure of the algebrais then conveniently expressed by its quiver

ARy,

}

Here, the dots are in one-to-one correspondence with pramdempotents. The
quiver is disconnected because the algebra is commut&tivertexe, has a self-
link if A = 2, and has no links if , = 1. Each link can be associated with an ele-
ment in the radical, and moreover, these elements comstithasis in the radical.

We lete denote the primitive idempotents with = 2 and letw 2 R be the
corresponding element, defined modulo a nonzero factaesepted by the link of
e with itself. Then

(5.3) ew = ., Ww

’

The other primitive idempotents, to be denotedshysatisfy
(5.4) eew = 0:

“The fusion algebra for a general logarithmic conformal fthiglory can involve primitive idem-
potents with arbitrary , . We restrict our attention to the particular case where 2 because of
the lack of instructive examples of higher-“rank” logantit theories; the definitions may need to
be refined as further examples are worked out. When the sdepfgotents with, = 2 is empty,
we recover the semisimple cage:[16] (we do not impose camdi2 andF3 in [[6] because they
imply semisimplicity of the fusion algebra).
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The elements: can be chosen such that they constitute a basis in the radtidal
satisfy

(5.5) w w = 0:

Let Y be the basis consisting ef, e , andw ; with rintroduced in the quiver

order the elements in this basis as

(56) Yl: €7 iy Yn 2r= ©n 2rs

Yo 2041 = € 2v417 Yn 2042 = Wp 2r417

Yn 1= € r;Yn:Wn re

This ordering may seem inconvenient in that labelingrofstarts withw,, .., 1,
but it is actually very useful in what follows, because it reakhe2 2 block
structure explicit by placing each element in the radical next to the primitive
idempotente that satisfie w = w ; the primitive idempotents that annihilate
the radical are givgn first. It may be useful to rewrité(5%) a

3 e I=1;2;::5n 2r;

Y1= _€gtn+1=2 r; I=n 2r+2i+1;0 1i r 1;

%w(yn):z i I=n 2r+2i; 1 1 «r:

The multiplication table ofy , Egs. (5.1)—(5:5), defines an associative alge-
bra. But it does not define a fusion algebra structure, bectheslatter involves
a canonical basis. The canonical basisin F is specified by a nondegenerate
n n matrixp, called the eigenmatrix, that contains a row entirely cstirsgy of 0
(rtimes)andi(n r rtimes). Welet denote this row, and order the columns
of P in accordance with (5.6), such that

= (i:{:zi]} J(;O;l;(){;:::;l;(?):
2r

n 2r

Elements of the canonical basis are given by

X0
(5.7) Xi= P 7Y;

Jg=1
and are therefore in one-to-one correspondence with the ob®w; permuting the
rows ofP is equivalent to relabeling the elements of the canonicsisbd he order
of the columns oft is fixed by the assignments af in (5.6), i.e., by the order
chosen for the elements of the basis consisting of idemfoterd elements in the
radical, and is therefore conventional. Each column cpoeding to an elementin
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the radical (that is, containing zero in the intersectiothvtine row ) is defined
up to a factor, because in the radical cannot be canonically normalized. In view
of (5.2), it follows thatx = 1.

We now express the structure constants of the fusion algaliee canonical
basis through a given eigenmatex We organize the structure constants into ma-
tricesN ; with the entries

(NI)JK = N?J:

Let ;= @,%:::;P ") be thelth row of p. For eachr= 1;:::;n, we define the
n n matrix
(5.8)

=<
[
n
[Glos/osivevvisv/sv/uvisvuvioviovioviosivevsivvisv/ovivvve R @)
v}
—
5
[
H
%
-
Lav A v]
H H
=] =]
S
]
+ o+
RN
-0 o000 0000000000000 00N

o

J
=]
i

which is the direct sum of a diagonal matrix andpper-triangularz 2 matrices.
These matrices relate the rowsrofs
(5.9) = Mi; I=1;:::n:
They can becharacterized as the upper-triangula 2 -block-diagonal matrices
that satisfy {5.9).

The next result answers the problem addressedin Q3.

5.2. Proposition. The structure constants are reconstructed from the eigenmatrix
as

(5.10) Ni=PM,P :

Proof. The regular representation: ¥ ! EndF of the algebra, wherer is the

underlying vector space, is faithful because r; therefore,F is completely de-
termined by its regular representation. By definition, trenmesN ; represent the
elementx ; 2 F in the basix :
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On the other hand, usEigng relations {5.1)—(5.5), we caleulat

%PIJYJ; J=1;2;:::3;n 2r;
X1Ya= _PIY;+ P Y5 ; J=n 2r+2i+1;1 O;
“p0 Yy J=n 2r+2i;i 1

(no summation over). This implies that the matrices ; in (6.8) represent the
elements< ; 2 F in the basisy , and hence (5.10) follows. O

5.3. Remark. The eigenmatri® of the fusion algebra is different from the modu-
lar transformation matrig even in the semisimple case. The most essential part of
the semisimple Verlinde formula consists in the relatiotmieen the eigenmatrix,
which maps the canonical basis of the fusion algebra to piviendempotents, and
the matrixs, which represents 2 SL. ;) on characters,

row of s,
(5.12) Kang = diag —5 ;=511

In the nonsemisimple case, a relation betwsemdp generalizing!(5.11)+(5.12)
gives the nontrivial part of the corresponding generalMedinde formula. This is
studied in the next subsection.

5.4. From s to P. We now construcp from S via a generalization of the Verlinde
formula to nonsemisimple fusion algebras described in) (5(48.5). The first step

IS to construct the interpolating matixgeneralizingk 4.4; the diagonal structure
present in the semisimple case is replaced by & block-diagonal structure. We
recall that the rows and columns sfare labeled by representations, and that the
distinguished row

= (S';8%;::;8%® Lg%

of S (o) corresponds to the vacuum representation. Thes the block-diagonal
matrix

(5.13) K=K, K; o Ki K;2Mat, C)
with
0 0 1 0 1 Szj+2:L
ST g 2itl  g2it2
(5.14) K, = @ (A Ry =8 . "
0 52 23+ 1 23+ 2 S

S S
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(5.15) - K:

It can becharacterized as the block-diagonal matrix of form (5113), with diagonal

K, and with eaclk ;, i= 1;:::;p 1, of the formKk ;= kk defined up to a

normalization of the second column, that satisfies {5.18)5114), we chose the
normalization such thafietk ;= 1; the freedom in this (nonzero) normalization
factor is related to the freedom in rescaling each elemetiitanmadical, and hence
rescaling the corresponding columnspof

For a givens, we set (restoring the explicit dependence on the pararpetext
specifies the model)

(5.16) PE) = SE)K @):

The above prescription for the interpolating mateixand the resulting expres-
sion (5.1B) for the eigenmatrix solve problem @4 in the Introduction.

5.5. Remark. Combining formulas(5.10) and (5:16), we can write the galisd
Verlinde formula as

(5.17) N:=S KS)S *;

where$; = M ;K !. In the semisimple case, this reduces to the ordinary \dlin

formula written asN ;= S Kaig Sawgz) S ', With diagonal matrice® 4., given
by (._5::[-!-) and@diag;I)JK = SIK JK .

In the (1;p) model, we use the (o) matrix obtained in Sea.; 4 and its distin-
guished row:(4.13) to derive
|

1 0

P —
Ko=p 2p | (1)

(5.18) P (o) =
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with the2 2 blocks

! 0 2 J 1
p( 1Pp 0 e
(519) P0;0= H PO;j=8 . 3 A,
P P 0 (DFPosn
|
s ( l)s+ls
(5.20) P, = 1yst1
ps (1% @ s
and
0 . 1
S =~ 2 J . SJ J
B 3 ) SCOS— sn— + sn— COS—
B SJI’IF 1S P P %
(52 Py = ( D°F
S =~ 2 s] . 3 sJ j A
5 = (e s)cos— sin— sih— cos—
sin - p p p p

fors;9=1;::5;p 1.
The first column of (p) contains the quantum dimensions of all the irreducible
representations in the model. They are given by

(pipiLip 1i2;p 2;::5p 1;1);
listed in the order:(3:2), i.e.,
(5.22) gdin ( (8))= s= gdin ( (8)); s=1;:::;p:

Remarkably, all these quantum dimensions are integrak pints to an underly-
ing quantum-group structure, such that the quantum diroaesire the dimensions
of certain quantum group modules. This quantum-group &treevill be consid-
ered elsewhere (see more comments in the Conclusions, Bowev

As noted above, the normalization of each even column sfarting with the
fourth can be changed arbitrarily becausein the radical cannot be canonically
normalized.

5.5.1. Example. For p= 2;3;4, the eigenmatrices found above are evaluated as
follows:

N
wl
N

wl

0 1
3 3 L L
0 1 B 13 31C
2 1 B3 3 = =C
B C B 3 3C
pp)-B*° 1, pe-BL 0 0
@1 0A’ B2 #3 1 i’
B
1 1 @2 1 1 A
1
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0 1
4 4 0 2= 0 1 0 &
B 2 2 2
B 1 1 1
E4 4 0 »5 0 5 0 Ep_zgg(
El 1 1 0 1 0 1 O%
B 1 1
P(4)=E3 ? pl_ 4 ! ? pi ol
B2 2 == 0 3 2 —I;——(é
2 8 2
B P ; : o) ;
B2 2 2 —»= 0 7 =
B 2 8 2
€3 3 1 I 1 0 1 1 ¥
1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0

27

5.6. The fusion algebra F,. Froms, ( )in (3.4), we have arrived at the eigenma-
trix P ) in (5.18) — (5.211). As we saw in Sec. 5.1, the fusion is reqoietd from
the eigenmatrix. We now perform this reconstruction for thg) model.

5.7. Theorem. For eachp 2, the fusion algebra ¥, determined by the eigenma-
trix P (o) is described by the following multiplication table of the 2p canonical basis

@, © 1),
th 1
) = € (@);
r=F5 tjl
step= 2
th 1
) = € (@);
=% til
step= 2

elements

©), ©)

(s) ~

(s) ~

where

®);

Cp )+ 2

€() =

®);

@p )+ 2

) =

@),

e 2),:::, © 1), @):

th 1
© =
r=F til
step= 2

(s) ~ €();

s;t= 1;::5p0;

1 r© p;

 p); ptl r 2p 1;

1 r p;

r PpP; ptl r 2p 1:

Proof. We first evaluate the matrices; in accordance with:'(5.8). For each=
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0 ( l)s+l

Sin

[ vv/vs/vv/uv/uv/uv/us/us/uv/vv/vvivsivsivsvy NN @]
>
i
o
8
o *o|
.UI\)
8
s |ﬂ
8
17}
o |2
2 9]
8
7}
5 |‘u”
8
o |2
1000000000000 000 [

3
1Y
where the dots denote tl2e 2 block of the indicated structure written 1 times,

form and are not written here for brevity.) The matrices,, ,, s= 0;:::;p 1,
have a similar structure, which can be written most compdmtifirst noting that

1
(P

M, M( Q)= CEs o

0 ( 1)p+j

OO0

(> vv/ov/vv/ov/uvov/uvvv N @)

(5.23) Moz M( (8)=M( Q)M ( (s)):

With theM ; matrices thus found, we can reconstruct the structure aontsstrom
(6.10). But it is technically easier to find the same struetconstants from the

algebra satisfied by the matricas, o

MM, = N Mg ;
K=1

which (just by (5.10)) furnish an equivalent representatibthe fusion algebra.

From (5.23), we conclude that(1)~ (s)= (s); it immediately follows that

L~ ()= (), s=1;:::;p. By associativity, it therefore remains to prove
only the (s)~ () fusion, that is, to show the matrix identities (assumingt
for definiteness)

X 1
Most1Mow1 = M (®(s t+1+2a));

a=0
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where we extend the mappings) 7 M ( (s)), ()7 M ( (s)) by linearity, such
that

ME@E)=M( @ 1)+ 2M( € P))= Mo r+1 1+ 2Mo¢ pye2

forr p+ 1. But elementary calculations with the matrices expliogiyen above
show that

M(E@)=M( @)

(which may be rephrased by saying tdat€ (r)) “continues™ ( ())tor p+1).
Therefore, the statement of the theorem reduces to thexnderitity
X 1
Mosi 1Mot 1 = Mo tr1+2a)+17

a=0
which can be verified directly. For the upper-left 2 blocks, this is totally straight-
forward,

s 0 t 0
0 ( l)s+ls 0 ( 1)t+lt
|
_ X' s t+1+2a 0 .
o 0 (D%t t+ 1+ 2a) '

and for the other blocks the calculation amounts to evalgatums of the form

1 st o ortt 1
X . r+ 2a sin = sin ===
S =

1
sm =
a=0

and their derivatives. O

5.8. Remark. We see that (1) is a simple current of order two, acting without
fixed points; it underlies the symmetry (4.15). This simplerent symmetry is
analogous to the one present in rational CFTs. The perrontatf the entries of
S ) correspond to the action of the simple currentl) by the fusion product,
while the sign factors are exponentiated monodromy chawjeish are combina-
tions of conformal weights.

We also note that the quantum dimensiaons (5.22) furnish adenensional rep-
resentation of the fusion algebra.

5.8.1. Example. Forp= 2, theF, algebra coincides with the fusion obtainedin [8],
written in terms of linearly independent elements corresiag to the irreducible
subquotients, as explained above.
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For p= 3 and 4, we write the fusion algebras explicitly. To reduce the nemb
of formulas, we note that forall, (1) is the unit element and (1) is an order2
simple current that acts as

)~ ()= ) L~ )= 6):
Further, s)~ ®= )~ @®@and )~ ©= ®©~ (s). Theremaining
relations are now written explicitly.
Forp= 3, the remaining ; relations are given by
@~ @= @O+ Q) @~ ©B)=2 @+2 Q)
@~ @@= @O+ Q) @~ Q=2 @+2 Q)
@~ B=2 OH+2 @+ Q)
A~ Q=2 @+2 O+ Q)i

Forp= 4, the remaining , relations are

@~ @@= O+ Q); @~ Q= @+ @);

@~ @=2 Q+2 Q); @~ Q= @O+2 +2 1D);
@~ @=2 @+2 @+ @;

@~ @=2 O+2 AO+2 A+2 @D);

@~ @@= @O+ Q) @~ Q@= @+ @);

@~ @=2 3)+2 @) @~ = M+2 B)+2 @)
@~ @=2 @+2 @+ @;

4~ @=2 M+2 AO+2 O+2 D)

6. CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, our proposal for a nonsemisimple generadizaff the Verlinde
formula is given by (5.16), with the interpolating matmkx built in accordance
with (5.4) —(5.14) froms constructed in:(4.12). From the matgxhat is provided
by the generalized Verlinde formula’(5.16), the structusastants of the fusion
algebra are reconstructed via {5.8) and (5.10).lyp) models, this leads to the
fusion in Theorem 5.7.

The rest of this concluding section is more a todo list thadbnclusions to
what has been done. First, we have used a generalizatioe &etiinde formula
to derive the fusion in@;p) models, see Theorem b.7, but we have not presented
a systematic “first-principle” proof of the proposed recifidne relevant first prin-
ciples are the properly formulated axioms of chiral confakiield theory. The
situation is thus reminiscent of the one with the ordinagn{simple) Verlinde
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formula, whose proof could be attacked only after thoseragibad been formu-
lated [22] (see alsqg [23, 24]) for rational conformal fiel@diny. In the semisimple
case, the structure constants are expressed through thimdelata of the represen-
tation category, which is a modular tensor category, and through the matrices
of the basi® andr operatio}qs of-'jl_zzl]las .

+ok k +

X B LB .

J ok 7k 00

Si; - Ss51= N g1
k

where

.
Fo=F, X &
k 00 k k

These formulas are to be related to the above constructidhneofusion algebra
constants expressed as

with the matrice®; = KM ;K * (already given in the Introduction) whose structure
readily follows from Sec.,5. The necessary modification$efRCFT axioms are
then to lead to a block-diagonal structure, with nontrialdcks being in one-to-
one correspondence with the linkage classes, with the $iadlmck given by the
number of irreducible representations in the relevan@geclass.

Another obvious task is to place the structures encountezsglinto their proper
categorical context. For rational CFT, the representatategoryC of the chiral
algebra—a rational conformal vertex algebra—is a modalasdér category, and
can thus in particular be used to associate a three-dimeadsiopological field
theory to the chiral CFT. For instance, the state spaceseoftttee-dimensional
TFT are the spaces of chiral blocks of the CFT, and the modulaatrix (or, to
be precise, the symmetric matrix that diagonalizes theofusiles) is, up to nor-
malization, the invariant of the Hopf link in the three-dinsgonal TFT. Also, a
full (nonchiral) CFT based on a given chiral CFT correspotada certain Frobe-
nius algebra in the category, and the correlation functions of the full CFT can
be determined by combining methods from three-dimensi®Ral and from non-
commutative algebra in monoidal categories [27, 28]. Inrtherational case is
no longer modular, in particular not semisimple, but in aagecit should still be
an additive braided monoidal category. In addition, othepprties ofc, as well
as the relevance of noncommutative algebra ito the construction of full from
chiral CFT, can be expected to generalize from the ratiantié nonrational case.

It is, however, an open (and complicated) problem to makedtatement more
precise. For instance, it is not known how to generalize tradity structure. (We
note that the fusion rule algebr, does not share the duality property familiar
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from rational fusion algebras: evaluation at the unit elehtoes not furnish an
involution of the algebra.) On the other hand, the fact thaiane able to identify a
finite-dimensional representation of the modular groupaicheof the (1;p) models
indicates that the chiral blocks of these models should tieeless possess the
basic covariance properties under the relevant mappisg gleoup. This suggests,
in turn, that they can still be interpreted as the state spate suitable three-
dimensional TFT. (For one proposal on how to associate a4tliraensional TFT
to a nonrational CFT, see]29]. However, thenatrix is generically not symmetric,
which certainly complicates the relation to three-dimenai TFT.) Furthermore,
we expect that this also applies to many other nonration@sCét least to those for
which C has a finite number of (isomorphism classes of) simple objeotd thus
in particular finitely many linkage classes), with all of théaving finite quantum
dimensions.

A first step in developing the categorical context could ¢sins finding the
“fine” fusion, where each indecomposable () representation corresponds to a
linearly independent generator in the fusion algebra. Tis®on would define the
monoidal structure of the categoey It should therefore be important for find-
ing modular invariants and possible boundary conditioreoimformal field theory.
For example, one can imagine that a boundary condition vegbnly an inde-
composable representation, but its subquotients (cf: [25, 26]). A preliminary
analysis shows that fgr= 2;3, invariants YH (o) ,underthesL (2;2) action on
the characters of irreducibie ) representatiolns are given by

° 2 i+ hy) 0 0 0
B 1
ne-§ 0 im0 0f
8 0 0 h, hyA
0 0 h, h,
and
0, 1
1@ + 2hy) 0 0 0 0
E o Iy + 2hy) O 0 o<g‘
H(3)=§ 0 0 h, 1 h, 0 Oé;
E 0 0 hy, @+ hy) 0 0
¢ 0 0 0 0 21+ hy) hA
0 0 0 0 h, h;

where in each case, the coefficiehts, must be chosen such that the matrix en-
tries are integers, for example, = h, = 2 for p= 3. The “fine” fusion is needed
precisely here in order to correctly interpret the resuttallows distinguishing
between inequivalent representations that possessagdéeatiaracters and is there-
fore needed for interpreting the result for the modulariiiarg as a proper partition
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function not only at the level of characters, but also at #well of representations
(or, rephrased in CFT terms, not just describing the dinterssof spaces of states
of the full CFT, but completely telling which bulk fields rdstrom combining the
two chiral parts of the theory).

We also note that behind the scenes in Theoréin 5.7 is a quagrtaup of di-
mension2p®. Its representation category is equivalent to the categbny ()
representations described in Sec: 2.4, and the quantunmsgioms {5.22) are the
dimensions of its representations. The close relation éetvihis quantum group
and the fusion will be studied elsewhere.

Next, the structure of the indecomposaWlep) modules in Sea. 2.4 should be
studied further. This can be done by traditional means, lvata useful approach
is in the spirit of {I5] (which provides the required destiop for p= 2). The
idea is to add extra modes to the algebrabfanda in Sec.:2.1 such that the
W (o) action in the indecomposable modules is realized expfiditiith these extra
modes added, some states that are not singular vectors imdHale in Fig. 1
become singular vectors built on new states, and the cantistnuof these new
states can be rephrased as the “inversion” of singular vegerators, similarly to
how the operator of the simplest singular veator, was inverted in'[15] (where
both the singular vector operator was the simplest possaitdkethea operators
were actually fermions).

Finally, it is highly desirable, but apparently quite comopted, to extend the
analysis in this paper to logarithmic extensions of thep) models with coprime
%p 2. The extended Kac table of sizé p is then selected as the kernel of
the appropriate screening operator. Already the3) model (which is trivial in
its nonlogarithmic version) is of interest because of itsgdole relation to perco-
lation. However, it is not obvious how to describe the kemfethe screening in
reasonably explicit terms; in particular, we do not know dg@malogues of the
operatorsa* anda .
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