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Abstract

We prove that the vertex operator algebra L(21/22, 0) ⊕ L(21/22, 8) is unitary and all its
irreducible modules are unitary modules. Moreover, using results from modular tensor cate-
gories, we establish a general result about fusion rules for commutant subalgebras under suit-
able assumptions. As an application, we explicitly determine the fusion rules of all irreducible
L(21/22, 0)⊕ L(21/22, 8)-modules.
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1 Introduction

The definition of a unitary vertex operator algebra was first introduced in [6]. Roughly speaking, a
vertex operator algebra (VOA for short) is called unitary if it is equipped with a positive definite
Hermitian form that is compatible with the vertex operator structure. There are two main motiva-
tions for introducing this notion. One arises from its close relationship with unitary representations
of infinite dimensional Lie algebras, while the other comes from its importance in connecting the
algebraic and analytic approaches to 2-dimensional conformal field theory. We refer the reader to
[6] for a detailed discussion. For other approaches to unitary VOAs, see B. Gui’s works [17, 18, 19]
and the references therein.

It was shown in [6] that many well-known rational VOAs, such as the unitary series of Virasoro
VOAs and lattice VOAs associated to positive definite even lattices, are unitary VOAs. In [7],
preunitary VOAs with central charge c < 1 were classified. Moreover, it was proved there that
all such preunitary vertex operator algebras are unitary except for two cases L(c9, 0) ⊕ L(c9, h

9
1,7)

and L(c27, 0) ⊕ L(c27, h
27
1,11) ⊕ L(c27, h

27
1,19) ⊕ L(c27, h

27
1,29). These two VOAs are constructed using

the method of mirror extension (see [4, 25]), but there is no uniform approach to establishing the
unitarity of VOAs obtained via mirror extension. One of the main goals of the present paper is to
establish the unitarity of L(c9, 0)⊕L(c9, h

9
1,7), which is isomorphic to L(21/22, 0)⊕L(21/22, 8). We

now briefly explain the strategy used to achieve this goal. Unlike the realization of L(21/22, 0) ⊕
L(21/22, 8) in [7], which relies mainly on mirror extension theory, our approach is based on coset
theory. More precisely, the 3C-algebra U3C introduced in [24] can be realized as a commutant
subalgebra of the lattice vertex operator algebra V√

2E8
. Since lattice vertex operator algebras

associated with positive definite even lattices are unitary, it follows from a result in [6] that U3C

is unitary. Furthermore, L(21/22, 0) ⊕ L(21/22, 8) can be realized as a commutant subalgebra of
U3C and its unitarity can be easily checked. We further show that all irreducible L(21/22, 0) ⊕
L(21/22, 8)-modules are unitary.

Another main result of this paper concerns fusion rules of irreducible L(21/22, 0)⊕L(21/22, 8)-
modules. Motivated by the recent work [10], we derive a more general result on fusion rules for
commutant subalgebras. More precisely, assume V is a VOA, U ⊂ V is a subVOA, and U c is the
commutant subalgebra of U in V , satisfying certain good assumptions (see Section 4 for details).
Moreover, we assume all irreducible U -modules appear in V when decomposing V into irreducible
U ⊗ U c-modules. Then the fusion rules of U c-modules will be determined completely by fusion
rules of V -modules as well as U -modules. As a corollary, we explicitly determine the fusion rules
of irreducible L(21/22, 0)⊕ L(21/22, 8)-modules.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we briefly recall the construction of the 3C-
algebra and its irreducible modules following [24]. In Section 3, we review the notions of unitary
VOAs and unitary modules introduced in [6], and then we use the concrete construction of 3C-
algebra to show that the VOA L(21/22, 0)⊕L(21/22, 8) and all its irreducible modules are unitary.
Section 4 is devoted to fusion rules: after recalling necessary notions such as the Kac-Wakimoto
set and results from [10], we establish our result on fusion rules for commutant subalgebras. As a
corollary, we derive the fusion rules of irreducible L(21/22, 0)⊕ L(21/22, 8)-modules.

We assume that the reader is familiar with the basic theory of vertex operator algebras (cf. [14],
[15], [23]) and modular tensor categories (cf. [12, 21]).
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2 Constructions of the 3C-algebra and its irreducible mod-
ules

In this section, we briefly recall several standard notions of vertex operator algebras used throughout
the paper, and then review the construction of the 3C-algebra and its irreducible modules following
[24].

A vertex operator algebra V is said to be rational if every admissible V -module is completely
reducible. Rationality plays a fundamental role in the study of fusion rules and modular invariance
in vertex operator algebra theory. Moreover, V is called C2-cofinite if the quotient space V/C2(V )
where

C2(V ) = span{u−2v | u, v ∈ V }
is finite dimensional. Rationality and the C2-cofiniteness condition ensure good finiteness properties
of modules and are closely related to the modularity of characters. They also lead to many important
results in VOA theory.

Let (V, Y,1, ω) be a vertex operator algebra and (U, Y,1, ω′) is a vertex operator subalgebra
of V . Set ω

′′
= ω − ω′, Y (ω′, z) =

∑
i∈Z L

′(i)z−i−2 and Y (ω′′, z) =
∑

i∈Z L
′′(i)z−i−2. Note that

L′(0) |U= L(0) |U . The coset (or commutant) U c of U is defined to be

U c = {u ∈ V | vnu = 0, v ∈ U, n ≥ 0}

(see [16]). U c can be viewed as the space of vacuum-like vectors for U [22]:

U c = {u ∈ V | L′(−1)u = 0}.

It is well known that (U c, Y,1, ω − ω′) is a vertex operator subalgebra of V [16, 23].
Let L(cm, 0) denote the simple vertex operator algebra associated to the Virasoro algebra with

central charge

c = cm = 1− 6

(m+ 2)(m+ 3)
, m = 1, 2, 3, . . . . (1)

The irreducible modules of the VOA L(cm, 0) are given by the Virasoro minimal models L(cm, hm
r,s),

where

hm
r,s =

(r(m+ 3)− s(m+ 2))2 − 1

4(m+ 2)(m+ 3)
, 1 ≤ r ≤ m+ 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ m+ 2. (2)

Note that hm
r,s = hm

m+2−r,m+3−s and that L(cm, hm
r,s), 1 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ m + 1 are all inequivalent

irreducible L(cm, 0)-modules. Let V√
2E8

be the lattice VOA associated to the lattice
√
2E8 and

α1, α2, . . . , α8 be the simple roots of E8. Following the convention in [24], let −α0 be the highest
root, then we have:

α0 + 2α1 + 3α2 + 4α3 + 5α4 + 6α5 + 4α6 + 2α7 + 3α8 = 0. (3)

Let L be the sublattice of E8 root lattice generated by αj , 0 ≤ j ≤ 7. Then L ∼= A8. Let Φ be the
root system of L, h the Coxeter number of Φ, ω the Virasoro element of V√

2L, which is also the
Virasoro element of V√

2E8
. We define two vectors in V√

2E8
as follows:

s = s(Φ) =
1

2(h+ 2)

∑
α∈Φ+

(
α(−1)2 · 1− 2(e

√
2α + e−

√
2α)
)
,

ω̃ = ω̃(Φ) = ω − s.

(4)
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It is shown in [5] that ω̃ and s are mutually orthogonal conformal vectors and the central charge of
ω̃ is 16/11. Define U to be the coset (or commutant) VOA associated with the conformal vector s.

U = {v ∈ V√
2E8

| s1v = 0}. (5)

This VOA is known as the 3C-algebra introduced in [24], which is related to the 3C conjugacy
class of the product of two 2A-involutions of the Monster group [2] and can be decomposed into
irreducible L( 12 , 0)⊗ L( 2122 , 0)-module:

U3C
∼= L(

1

2
, 0)⊗ L(

21

22
, 0)⊕ L(

1

2
, 0)⊗ L(

21

22
, 8)

⊕ L(
1

2
,
1

2
)⊗ L(

21

22
,
7

2
)⊕ L(

1

2
,
1

2
)⊗ L(

21

22
,
45

2
)

⊕ L(
1

2
,
1

16
)⊗ L(

21

22
,
31

16
)⊕ L(

1

2
,
1

16
)⊗ L(

21

22
,
175

16
).

For simplicity, we use [c, h] to denote L(c, h) throughout the paper. Then we have the following
result (Theorem 3.38 in [24]).

Theorem 2.1. There are exactly five irreducible U -modules U(2k), 0 ≤ k ≤ 4. In fact, U(0) = U
and as L(1/2, 0)⊗ L(21/22, 0)-modules,

U(2) ∼= [0,
13

11
]⊕ [0,

35

11
]⊕ [

1

2
,
15

22
]⊕ [

1

2
,
301

22
]⊕ [

1

16
,
21

176
]⊕ [

1

16
,
901

176
],

U(4) ∼= [0,
6

11
]⊕ [0,

50

11
]⊕ [

1

2
,
1

22
]⊕ [

1

2
,
155

22
]⊕ [

1

16
,
85

176
]⊕ [

1

16
,
261

176
],

U(6) ∼= [0,
1

11
]⊕ [0,

111

11
]⊕ [

1

2
,
35

22
]⊕ [

1

2
,
57

22
]⊕ [

1

16
,

5

176
]⊕ [

1

16
,
533

176
],

U(8) ∼= [0,
20

11
]⊕ [0,

196

11
]⊕ [

1

2
,
7

22
]⊕ [

1

2
,
117

22
]⊕ [

1

16
,
133

176
]⊕ [

1

16
,
1365

176
].

Note that the lattice VOA V√
2E8

has a decomposition as follows (equation (3.95) in [24]):

V√
2E8

∼=
⊕

0≤kj≤j+1

kj≡0mod 2

j=0,1,...,8

L(c1, h
1
k0+1,k1+1)⊗ · · ·L(c8, h8

k7+1,k8+1)⊗ U(k8), (6)

where cm and hm
r,s are given by (1) and (2), and U(k8) is the corresponding U3C-module as in

Theorem 2.1. This decomposition will be crucial in Section 3 to deduce the unitarity of irreducible
modules.

3 Unitarity of the VOA L(21/22, 0)⊕L(21/22, 8) and its mod-
ules

In this section, first we shall briefly recall the definitions of unitary VOA and unitary modules from
[6]. Then we show that the VOA L(21/22, 0)⊕L(21/22, 8) is unitary and all its irreducible modules
are unitary modules. In the following we only consider the vertex operator algebra (V, Y,1, ω) of
CFT-type, i.e. Vn = 0, n < 0 and V0 = C1.
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Definition 3.1. Let (V, Y,1, ω) be a vertex operator algebra. An anti-linear automorphism ϕ of V
is an anti-linear isomorphism (as anti-linear map) ϕ : V → V such that ϕ(1) = 1, ϕ(ω) = ω and
ϕ(unv) = ϕ(u)nϕ(v) for any u, v ∈ V and n ∈ Z.

Definition 3.2. Let (V, Y,1, ω) be a vertex operator algebra and ϕ : V → V be an anti-linear
involution, i.e. an anti-linear automorphism of order 2. The pair (V, ϕ) is called a unitary vertex
operator algebra if there exists a positive definite Hermitian form (, ) : V ×V → C which is C-linear
on the first vector and anti-C-linear on the second vector such that the following invariant property
holds:

(Y (ezL(1)(−z−2)L(0)a, z−1)u, v) = (u, Y (ϕ(a), z)v)

for any a, u, v ∈ V , where L(n) is defined by Y (ω, z) =
∑

n∈Z L(n)z
−n−2.

Next we give the definition of a unitary module as in [6].

Definition 3.3. Let (V, Y,1, ω) be a vertex operator algebra and ϕ an anti-linear involution of
V . An ordinary V -module (M,YM ) is called a unitary V -module if there exists a positive definite
Hermitian form (, )M : M ×M → C which is C-linear on the first vector and anti-C-linear on the
second vector such that the following invariant property holds:

(YM (ezL(1)(−z−2)L(0)a, z−1)w1, w2)M = (w1, YM (ϕ(a), z)w2)M

for a ∈ V and w1, w2 ∈ M .

We shall frequently use the following result (Corollary 2.8 in [6]):

Proposition 3.4. Let (V, ϕ) be a unitary VOA and (U, Y,1, ω′) be a vertex operator subalgebra of
V such that ϕ(ω′) = ω′. Then the coset (U c, ϕ|Uc) VOA is also a unitary VOA.

We now turn to prove the unitarity of L(21/22, 0)⊕ L(21/22, 8).

Theorem 3.5. The VOA L(21/22, 0)⊕ L(21/22, 8) is unitary.

Proof. Let L be a positive definite even lattice. Then the lattice VOA VL is unitary and the
anti-linear involution ϕ : VL → VL is given by:

α1(−n1) · · ·αk(−nk)⊗ eα 7→ (−1)kα1(−n1) · · ·αk(−nk)⊗ e−α,

see [6]. In particular, the lattice VOA V√
2E8

is unitary, and the conformal vector defined in equation
(4) satisfies ϕ(s) = s. Then by (5) and Proposition 3.4, the associated coset VOA U3C is unitary
with the anti-involution ϕ|U3C

.
From Lemma 3.32 in [24], the conformal vector ω1 of the subalgebra L(1/2, 0) in U3C is fixed

by ϕ. Explicitly, we have

ω1 =
11

32
ω̃ +

1

32

∑
α∈α8+A8,<α,α>=2

(e
√
2α + e−

√
2α),

where α8 is given in (3) and ω̃ is given in (4). Since L(21/22, 0) ⊕ L(21/22, 8) can be realized as
the coset subalgebra of U3C associated to ω1, Proposition 3.4 implies that it is unitary.

5



Next we show that all irreducible L(21/22, 0)⊕L(21/22, 8)-modules are unitary. For simplicity,
we write

M = L(21/22, 0)⊕ L(21/22, 8).

Uniqueness of the VOA M is given in Theorem 4.11 of [7] (see also Theorem 4.4 in [11]). All
irreducible M-modules are given in [7] using the modular invariant of type (A10, E6). Comparing
those module structures with the decomposition of the U3C-modules given in Theorem 2.1, we
notice that all irreducible M-modules arise from the decomposition of the U3C-modules. For each
irreducible U3C-module U(2k), we rewrite the decomposition in Theorem 2.1 as:

U(2k) ∼= L(
1

2
, 0)⊗Mk0 ⊕ L(

1

2
,
1

2
)⊗Mk1 ⊕ L(

1

2
,
1

16
)⊗Mk2, (7)

where Mkl, k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, l ∈ {0, 1, 2} are precisely all the irreducible M-module and M ∼= M00.
Before we prove our result, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.6. Let V,U, and U c be VOAs satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 3.4. In addition,
we assume both U and U c are rational. Let (N,YN ) be an irreducible unitary V -module. Suppose
that as a U ⊗ U c-module,

N ∼= ⊕m
i=0Ui ⊗Mi,

where Ui,Mi are irreducible U -modules and U c-modules respectively. Then each Mi is a unitary
U c-module.

Proof. From Proposition 3.4, we know both (V, ϕ) and the coset (U c, ϕ|Uc) are unitary VOAs. Since
(N,YN ) is a unitary V -module, there exists a positive definite Hermitian form (, )N : N ×N → C
satisfying the following invariant property:

(YN (ezL(1)(−z−2)L(0)a, z−1)w1, w2)N = (w1, YN (ϕ(a), z)w2)N (8)

for a ∈ V,w1, w2 ∈ N .
Restricting this identity to a ∈ U c and w1, w2 ∈ Mi, and using the fact that L′(1)a = L′(0)a = 0

for any a ∈ U c, we obtain

(YMi
(ezL

′′
(1)(−z−2)L

′′
(0)a, z−1)w1, w2)Mi

= (w1, YMi
(ϕ(a), z)w2)Mi

, (9)

where YMi and ( , )Mi are the restrictions of YN and ( , )N to Mi respectively. Hence Mi is a unitary
U c-module, which completes the proof.

Theorem 3.7. Any irreducible L(21/22, 0)⊕ L(21/22, 8)-module is unitary.

Proof. From above discussions, it suffices to show that for any i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, Mik

is a unitary module. By the proof of Theorem 3.5 and the decomposition given in equation (6), we
have that each irreducible U3C-module U(2k) is a unitary module, for k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}. Applying
Lemma 3.6 to the decomposition (7), we conclude that each Mi,k is a unitary M-module, and this
completes the proof.
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4 Fusion rules

In this section, instead of computing the fusion rules of irreducible L(21/22, 0)⊕L(21/22, 8)-modules
directly, we establish a general result on fusion rules for commutant subalgebras under suitable
assumptions by applying the categorical framework developed in [10]. The fusion rules of irreducible
L(21/22, 0)⊕ L(21/22, 8)-modules are then an immediate consequence of this general result.

First we recall several notions and results from [10]. Throughout this section, we assume that
U is a vertex operator subalgebra of the vertex operator algebra V such that

(1) U = U cc,
(2) U,U c, and V are rational, C2-cofinite and of CFT types, and satisfy L(1)V1 = 0,
(3) The conformal weight of any irreducible U -module, U c-module, or V -module is positive,

except for the vacuum modules U , U c, and V.
Let M i, for i ∈ I = {1, ..., p}, denote the inequivalent irreducible V -modules with M1 = V .

Let Wα, for α ∈ J = {1, ..., q}, denote the inequivalent irreducible U -modules with W 1 = U, and
let Nϕ, for ϕ ∈ K = {1, ..., s}, denote the inequivalent irreducible U c-modules with N1 = U c.
Denote by C1 = CU the category of U -modules, by C2 = CUc the category of U c-modules, and
by C = CV = (C1 ⊗ C2)0V the category of V -modules. Under the above assumptions, C1 and C2
are pseudo unitary modular tensor categories [13]. We use O(C1) = {Wα|α ∈ J} to denote the
isomorphism classes of simple objects of C1 and U = W 1 = 1C1

. Then V ∈ C1 ⊗ C2 is a regular
commutative algebra [20]. Moreover, the category of local V -modules C = (C1 ⊗ C2)0V is also a
modular tensor category [20]. For each i ∈ I, the object M i decomposes in C1 ⊗ C2 as follows:

M i ∼=
⊕
α∈Ji

Wα ⊗M (i,α), (10)

where Ji is a subset of J. For β ∈ J , set

aβ⊗1 = V ⊠C1⊗C2
(W β ⊗ 1C2

).

and recall the Kac-Wakimoto set (see [10])

KW = {W β ∈ O(C1)|aβ⊗1 ∈ C}.

Note that 1C1
∈ KW. So the Kac-Wakimoto set is not empty. Let D = {W β |β ∈ J1}. The

Müger centralizer CC1(D) is the subcategory of C1 consisting of the objects Y in C1 such that
c1Y,X ◦ c1X,Y = idX⊠Y for all X in D where c1Y,X : Y ⊠ X → X ⊠ Y is the braiding isomorphism.
We shall use the following results from [10] (cf. Proposition 4.6 and 4.9 and Theorem 6.5 therein,
adapted to our setting):

Proposition 4.1. With the above assumptions and notations, aα⊗1 ∈ C if and only if Wα ∈
CC1

(D).

Proposition 4.2. If KW = {1C1}, then the objects M (i,α)(i ∈ I, α ∈ J) form a complete set of
inequivalent simple objects in C2.

Theorem 4.3. Let dα be the categorical dimension of Wα, then∑
β∈J1

d2β ≤
∑
γ∈Ji

d2γ

for any i ∈ I.

7



From now on, we assume J1 = J . First we have the following result:

Proposition 4.4. All notation and assumptions are as in the beginning of this section. Further-
more, we assume J1 = J . Then for any i ∈ I, we have Ji = J and the set {M (i,α)|i ∈ I, α ∈ J} is
the complete set of inequivalent simple objects in C2.

Proof. Since J1 = J , the first assertion is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.3. In this
case, the Müger centralizer CC1(D) coincides with the Müger center of C1. So it consists only one
element U = W 1 = 1C1 due to the fact that the category C1 is a modular tensor category. Then an
application of Proposition 4.1 and 4.2 yields the result.

Next we turn to compute fusion rules NM(k,γ)

M(i,α),M(j,β) . Let C̃ be one of the categories C, C1, C2,
and let X be an object of C̃, we use dimC̃ X to denote the categorical dimension of X. Notice
that under our settings, the categorical dimension equals the Frobenius-Perron dimension, which is
exactly the quantum dimension studied in [3] and [9]. For simplicity, in the following we will use
the symbol dimC̃ X to denote any one of these dimensions. The following lemmas are needed for
the proof of our main result:

Lemma 4.5. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.4, for any i ∈ I, the categorical dimension
dimC M

i equals the categorical dimension dimC2
M (i,1).

Proof. First, by Lemma 4.1 in [10], we have V ⊠C1⊗C2 (W
1⊗M (i,1)) is a simple object in (C1⊗C2)V .

Since (C1 ⊗ C2)V is a fusion category, we have

HomV (V ⊠C1⊗C2
(W 1 ⊗M (i,1)),M i) ∼= HomC1⊗C2

(
W 1 ⊗M (i,1),

∑
α∈J

Wα ⊗M (i,α)

)
= HomC1⊗C2

(
W 1 ⊗M (i,1),W 1 ⊗M (i,1)

)
,

so we get V ⊠C1⊗C2
(W 1⊗M (i,1)) is a simple object in (C1⊗C2)0V and M i ∼= V ⊠C1⊗C2

(W 1⊗M (i,1))
as a V -module. Thus,

dimC M
i = dimC V ⊠C1⊗C2

(W 1 ⊗M (i,1)) = dimC1
W 1 · dimC2

M (i,1) = dimC2
M (i,1).

Lemma 4.6. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.4, for any i, j, k ∈ I, we have

NMk

Mi,Mj = NM(k,1)

M(i,1),M(j,1) .

Proof. By Proposition 2.9 in [1], we have

NMk

Mi,Mj ≤ NMk

W 1⊗M(i,1),W 1⊗M(j,1) = NW 1⊗M(k,1)

W 1⊗M(i,1),W 1⊗M(j,1) = NM(k,1)

M(i,1),M(j,1) . (11)

8



Moreover, applying (11) and Lemma 4.5 we have

dimC M
i · dimC M

j = dimC(M
i ⊠C M j)

= dimC

(∑
k∈I

NMk

Mi,MjMk

)
=

∑
k∈I

NMk

Mi,Mj dimC M
k

≤
∑
k∈I

NM(k,1)

M(i,1),M(j,1) dimC2
M (k,1)

= dimC2

(∑
k∈I

NM(k,1)

M(i,1),M(j,1)M
(k,1)

)
= dimC2

(
M (i,1) ⊠C2 M

(j,1)
)

= dimC2
M (i,1) · dimC2

M (j,1)

= dimC M
i · dimC M

j .

Hence NMk

Mi,Mj = NM(k,1)

M(i,1),M(j,1) .

Lemma 4.7. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.4 (without requiring J1 = J), for any α, β, γ ∈
J , we have

NWγ

Wα,Wβ = NM(1,γ)

M(1,α),M(1,β) and dimC1
Wα = dimC2

M (1,α).

Proof. This result follows from Theorem 4.2 in [10]; see also Theorem 3.1 in [25].

Lemma 4.8. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.4, for any i ∈ I, α ∈ J , we have

M (i,1) ⊠C2
M (1,α) ∼= M (i,α).

Proof. First, by an argument similar to that in the proof of Lemma 4.5, we have M i ∼= V ⊠C1⊗C2

(W 1 ⊗M (i,1)) as V -modules. Then as a U ⊗ U c-module, we have

M i ∼=

(∑
α∈J

Wα ⊗M (1,α)

)
⊠C1⊗C2 (W

1 ⊗M (i,1))

∼=
∑
α∈J

(
Wα ⊠C1

W 1
)
⊗
(
M (1,α) ⊠C2

M (i,1)
)

∼=
∑
α∈J

Wα ⊗
(
M (1,α) ⊠C2 M

(i,1)
)
.

Hence M (i,1) ⊠C2 M
(1,α) ∼= M (i,α).

Now we prove our main result:

9



Theorem 4.9. Under the assumptions of Proposition 4.4, for any i, j, k ∈ I, and α, β, γ ∈ J , we
have the fusion rules

NM(k,γ)

M(i,α),M(j,β) = NMk

Mi,MjNWγ

Wα,Wβ .

Proof. Applying the above several lemmas, we have

M (i,α) ⊠C2
M (j,β) ∼= (M (i,1) ⊠C2

M (1,α))⊠C2
(M (j,1) ⊠C2

M (1,β))
∼= (M (i,1) ⊠C2

M (j,1))⊠C2
(M (1,α) ⊠C2

M (1,β))

∼=

(∑
k∈I

NM(k,1)

M(i,1),M(j,1)M
(k,1)

)
⊠C2

∑
γ∈J

NM(1,γ)

M(1,α),M(1,β)M
(1,γ)


∼=

(∑
k∈I

NMk

Mi,MjM (k,1)

)
⊠C2

∑
γ∈J

NWγ

Wα,WβM
(1,γ)


=

∑
k∈I
γ∈J

NMk

Mi,MjNWγ

Wα,Wβ

(
M (k,1) ⊠C2 M

(1,γ)
)

∼=
∑
k∈I
γ∈J

NMk

Mi,MjNWγ

Wα,WβM
(k,γ).

Hence NM(k,γ)

M(i,α),M(j,β) = NMk

Mi,MjNWγ

Wα,Wβ .

Next we give a proof of the fusion rules of irreducible L(21/22, 0) ⊕ L(21/22, 8)-modules. For
simplicity, we will use (r, s) to denote irreducible L(21/22, 0)-module L(c9, h

9
r,s), 1 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ 10.

We recall the notion of admissible triples introduced in [26]. In our settings, p, q in the following
definition will be 11, 12 respectively.

Definition 4.10. Assume p, q ∈ {2, 3, 4, · · · } and p, q are relatively prime. An ordered triple of
pairs of integers ((r, s), (r′, s′), (r

′′
, s

′′
)) is called admissible if 0 < r, r′, r

′′
< p, 0 < s, s′, s

′′
< q,

r + r′ + r
′′
< 2p, s + s′ + s

′′
< 2q, r + r′ > r

′′
, r + r

′′
> r′, r′ + r

′′
> r, s + s′ > s

′′
, s + s

′′
> s′,

s′ + s
′′
> s, and both r + r′ + r

′′
and s+ s′ + s

′′
are odd.

The fusion rules for U3C-modules are expressed in terms of admissible triples [11].

Proposition 4.11. The fusion rules among the irreducible U3C-modules U(2k), for k = 0, . . . , 4,
are as follows:

U(2i)⊠ U(2j) = ⊕kU(2k),

where the summation over k is for i, j, k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} satisfying ((2i−1, 1), (2j−1, 1), (2k−1, 1))
is an admissible triple.

As in equation (7), all inequivalent irreducible L(21/22, 0) ⊕ L(21/22, 8)-modules are denoted
by Mi,l, where i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} and l ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Then we have the following:

Corollary 4.12. The fusion rules of M-modules are:

Mi,0 ⊠Mj,l = ⊕kMk,l, Mi,1 ⊠Mj,1 = ⊕kMk,0,

Mi,1 ⊠Mj,2 = ⊕kMk,2, Mi,2 ⊠Mj,2 = ⊕kMk,0

⊕
⊕kMk,1,

10



where the summation over k is for i, j, k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4} satisfying ((2i−1, 1), (2j−1, 1), (2k−1, 1))
is an admissible triple.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the fusion rules of L(1/2, 0)-modules (see [8, 26]), the fusion
rules of irreducible U3C-modules given in the previous proposition and Theorem 4.9.
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