arXiv:1010.5328v3 [hep-th] 27 Jan 2011

Coset Graphs in Bulk and Boundary

Logarithmic Minimal Models

Paul A. Pearce and Jørgen Rasmussen

Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Melbourne Parkville, Victoria 3010, Australia

P.Pearce @ ms.unimelb.edu.au, J.Rasmussen @ ms.unimelb.edu.au

Abstract

The logarithmic minimal models are not rational but, in the W-extended picture, they resemble rational conformal field theories. We argue that the W-projective representations are fundamental building blocks in both the boundary and bulk description of these theories. In the boundary theory, each W-projective representation arising from fundamental fusion is associated with a boundary condition. Multiplication in the associated Grothendieck ring leads to a Verlinde-like formula involving A-type twisted affine graphs A^{(2)}_p and their coset graphs A^{(2)}_{p,p′} = A^{(2)}_p ⊗ A^{(2)}_{p′} /Z_2. This provides compact formulas for the conformal partition functions with W-projective boundary conditions. On the torus, we propose modular invariant partition functions as sesquilinear forms in W-projective and rational minimal characters and observe that they are encoded by the same coset fusion graphs.

Contents

1 Introduction 3

2 Conformal Data and Chiral Representation Content 4 2.1 Central charge and conformal weights . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.2 W-irreducible representations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.3 W-projective representations and their fusion algebra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 2.4 Projective covers of minimal W-irreducible representation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 2.5 Projective Grothendieck ring and Kac Table . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

3 Boundary CFT and Coset Graphs 13 3.1 c = 1 revisited . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 3.2 Twisted affine coset graphs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 3.3 W-projective and minimal characters in terms of affine u(1) characters . . . . . . . . . . 16 3.4 Modular transformations and Verlinde algebra . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 3.5 Grothendieck ring and boundary conformal partition functions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

4 Bulk CFT and A-Type Modular Invariants 21 4.1 Separation into W-projective and minimal characters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 4.2 A-type modular invariants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

5 Discussion 24

A Evidence for Separation in Section 4.1 25 A.1 Modular Transformations of W-Irreducible Characters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 A.2 On modular invariants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 A.3 Proof of the proposition in Section 4.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27

1 Introduction

Logarithmic Conformal Field Theories (CFTs) [1] are relevant in describing many physical systems such as polymers [2–10], percolation [11–17], symplectic fermions [18,19], the Abelian sandpile model [20–25] and even minimal string theory [26, 27] and aspects of gravity [28–31]. They also feature prominently in Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten models based on supergroups [32–39], at fractional level [40–43] or with affine Jordan blocks [44], as well as in vertex algebras [45–49].

The simplest logarithmic CFTs, the logarithmic minimal models, have their origin in the midnineties [50–52]. Reviews of the status of the subject in 2001 can be found in the papers [53, 54] of the IPM School in Tehran [55]. While further progress was made in the intervening years [56–66], the logarithmic minimal models came into sharp focus in 2006. In this year, these models were realized algebraically as logarithmic extensions of the minimal conformal field theories M(p, p^′) with a W_{p,p}′ symmetry [67] and, independently, as a series of exactly solvable lattice models LM(p, p^′) [68]. After much work, it is increasingly clear that these models in fact coincide. In particular, the representation content and chiral fusion algebras in both the Virasoro and the W-extended picture are quite well understood and agree in the lattice [69–73] and the algebraic approaches [74–81]. Also, in recent years, significant progress has been made [76, 78, 82, 83] on the algebraic consistency of both the boundary and bulk CFTs for c = −2 and c = 0, that is, LM(1, 2) and LM(2, 3) respectively.

In this paper, we denote the logarithmic minimal models by WLM(p, p^′) to emphasize that we are working in the W-extended picture, not the Virasoro picture, and that we are assuming W_{p,p}′ symmetry. These models have many properties in common with rational minimal models such as closure of fusion on certain finite sets of chiral representations. Indeed, it is expected that these models will play a similar role for logarithmic CFT that the minimal models M(p, p^′) [84–86] play for rational CFT. Rational theories, such as the minimal models, are classified [87–89] in the bulk by modular invariants [90] associated with graphs leading to the famous A-D-E classifications. Remarkably, the boundary rational theories are classified [91, 92], through nonnegative integer matrix representations (nimreps) of the Verlinde formula, by the same graphs. It is interesting to ask to what extent analogous statements hold in the context of logarithmic theories.

In this paper, we explore connections between graphs and the bulk and boundary theories of the logarithmic minimal models. In Section 2, we consider the boundary theory and summarize the conformal data and relevant representation content of the logarithmic minimal models in the Wextended picture. Among all possible representations, we emphasize W-irreducible and W-projective representations as the fundamental building blocks. Since all of these models share a common effective central charge c^{eff} = 1, we recall some basic facts on affine u(1) (Gaussian) theories in Section 3. Using the Dynkin diagrams of twisted affine Lie algebras A^{(2)}_p , we build the twisted affine coset graphs A^{(2)}_{p,p′} = A^{(2)}_p ⊗ A^{(2)}_{p′} /Z_2 which we assert are classifying A-type graphs for WLM(p, p^′). Considering the modular transformations of the W-projective representations, these graphs arise naturally from a Verlinde fusion algebra. Moving to the Grothendieck ring allows us to give a compact Verlindelike formula for the boundary conformal partition functions for boundary conditions associated with the W-projective representations. In this context, it is these W-projective representations that fulfil this role. For the logarithmic minimal models, the W-irreducible representations are not in general associated with boundary conditions and can therefore not fulfil the role. In Section 4, we consider the bulk theory. Extending the recent advance of [83] for WLM(2, 3), we propose modular invariant partition functions for the general WLM(p, p^′) models and summarize our arguments in favour of this conclusion. In particular, we observe that the same classifying graphs encode the boundary and bulk theories. Additional arguments and some technical details are deferred to Appendix A. We finish with a brief discussion in Section 5 of some open problems.

2 Conformal Data and Chiral Representation Content

For rational CFTs, there are a finite number of irreducible representations which are the fundamental building blocks and close among themselves under fusion. In the Virasoro picture, however, the logarithmic minimal models admit an infinite number of representations which close among themselves under fusion. To obtain a finite number of representations, we assume an extended W_{p,p}′ symmetry [67]. In this W-extended picture, the infinity of Virasoro representations are reorganized into a finite number of W-indecomposable representations that close among themselves under fusion. To emphasize the fact that we assume this extended symmetry, we use the notation WLM(p, p^′) even though these theories are described by the same lattice models, just with a more restricted class of boundary conditions that respect the W symmetry. For logarithmic CFTs, such as the logarithmic minimal models, we argue that the irreducible representations are supplemented with projective representations as the fundamental building blocks. The definition of a projective representation is given in Section 2.3.

In this section, we review the relevant representation content of the logarithmic minimal models including the W-irreducible representations, their projective covers and the projective Grothendieck generators. A summary is given in Table 1 with the various Kac tables in Figures 1-2. Details of our notation for these representations and their associated characters can be found, for example, in [73]. In the Kac tables (Figures 1-2), we designate the (r, s) entry as either corner, edge or interior (as indicated by shading) according to

(r, s) = corner, r = 0 mod p; s = 0 mod p^′ edge, r ≠ 0 mod p; s = 0 mod p^′ or r = 0 mod p; s ≠ 0 mod p^′ interior, r ≠ 0 mod p; s ≠ 0 mod p^′

(2.1)

and associate to it a “degree”

d_{r,s} = 1, r = 0 mod p; s = 0 mod p^′ 2, r ≠ 0 mod p; s = 0 mod p^′ or r = 0 mod p; s ≠ 0 mod p^′ 4, r ≠ 0 mod p; s ≠ 0 mod p^′

(2.2)

that is,

d_{r,s} = (2 − δ^{(p)}_{r,0} )(2 − δ^{(p′ )}_{s,0} ), δ^{(N)}_{n,m} = { 1, n ≡ m (mod N)

0, otherwise

(2.3)

2.1 Central charge and conformal weights

The logarithmic minimal models LM(p, p^′) have central charges

c = 1 −

6(p − p^′)^2 pp^′ , 1 ≤ p < p^′ (p, p^′ coprime integers) (2.4)

In the Virasoro picture, there are an infinite number of so-called Kac representations [68, 70] with an infinitely extended Kac table of conformal weights

Δ_{r,s} =

(p^′r − ps)^2 − (p − p^′)^2 4pp^′ , r, s ∈ N (2.5) as indicated in Figure 1. We also use this Kac formula for conformal weights for arbitrary r, s ∈ Z and note the general Z_2 Kac-table symmetry

Δ_{r,s} = Δ_{p−r,p}′_{−s} (2.6)

Reps Chars b.c. Number SympFerm CritPerc

W-irred reps W(Δ) χ[W(Δ)](q) × 2pp^′ +^1_2 (p−1)(p^′ −1) 4 13 Corner W(Δ_{κp,p}′ ) χ_{κp,p}′ (q) ✓ 2 2 2 Edge W(Δ_{a,κp}′ ) χ_{a,κp}′ (q) ✓ 2(p − 1) 0 2 Edge W(Δ_{κp,b}) χ_{κp,b}(q) ✓ 2(p^′ − 1) 2 4 Interior W(Δ_{κp+a,b}) χ_{κp+a,b}(q) × 2(p − 1)(p^′ − 1) 0 4 Minimal W(Δ_{a,b}) ch_{a,b}(q) ×^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1) 0 1 Proj covers P(Δ) = R̂^{r,s}_{κp,p′} χ[R̂^{r,s}_{κp,p′} ](q) × 2pp^′ +^1_2 (p−1)(p^′ −1) 4 13 Rank 1 R̂^{0,0}_{κp,p′} ≡ W(Δ_{κp,p}′ ) χ[R̂^{0,0}_{κp,p′} ](q) ✓ 2 2 2 Rank 2 R̂^{p−a,0}_{κp,p′} χ[R̂^{p−a,0}_{κp,p′} ](q) ✓ 2(p − 1) 0 2 Rank 2 R̂^{0,p′−b}_{p,κp′} χ[R̂^{0,p′−b}_{p,κp′} ](q) ✓ 2(p^′ − 1) 2 4 Rank 3 R̂^{a,p′−b}_{κp,p′} χ[R̂^{a,p′−b}_{κp,p′} ](q) ✓ 2(p − 1)(p^′ − 1) 0 4 Min proj covers P_{a,b} χ[P_{a,b}](q) ×^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1) 0 1 Proj Groth G_{r,s} d_{r,s}κ^n_{r,s}(q) (✓)^1_2 (p + 1)(p^′ + 1) 3 6

Table 1: Representation content of WLM(p, p^′) with the notation κ = 1, 2; a = 1, 2, . . . , p − 1 and b = 1, 2, . . . , p^′ − 1. Each W-irreducible representation admits a unique projective cover. To every Wirreducible representation listed explicitly, the corresponding projective cover is also listed: P(Δ_{a,κp}′ ) = R̂^{p−a,0} κp,p^′ , for example. As indicated in the column denoted by b.c., the W-irreducible representations

and their projective covers do not in general have associated boundary conditions. The projective Grothendieck generators are listed here for convenience with the notation r = 0, 1, . . . , p and s = 0, 1, . . . , p^′. They are not representations and do not have conjugate boundary conditions, but each representative of the equivalence class defining a given generator does. The counting of representations and projective Grothendieck generators is given explicitly for symplectic fermions WLM(1, 2) and critical percolation WLM(2, 3).

These models are nonunitary with a negative minimal conformal weight

Δ_{min} = −

(p − p^′)^2 4pp^′ (2.7)

The effective central charge and effective conformal weights are therefore

c^{eff} = c − 24Δ_{min} = 1, Δ^{eff}_{r,s} = Δ_{r,s} − Δ_{min} = (p^′r − ps)^2 4pp^′ , r, s ∈ Z (2.8)

2.2 W-irreducible representations The W-irreducible representations are the fundamental building blocks respecting W_{p,p}′ symmetry. The W_{p,p}′ algebra is generated by the energy-momentum tensor T (z) and two Virasoro primaries W^+(z) and W^−(z) of conformal dimension (2p − 1)(2p^′ − 1).

The 2pp^′ +^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1) W-irreducible representations W(Δ) of WLM(p, p^′) are uniquely determined by their conformal weights Δ. There are^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1) W-irreducible representations corresponding to the representations of the rational minimal models with conformal weights Δ^{Min}_{r,s} = Δ_{r,s}, 1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1 , 1 ≤ s ≤ p^′ − 1 (2.9)

. . . . . . . . . . . . .. .

12^{65}_8 5^{21}_8 1^1_8 · · · 28 3 143 24 10 3 35 24 1 3 −^1_{24} · · ·

7^{33}_8 2^5_8 0^1_8 · · ·

5^{21}_8 1^1_8 0^5_8 · · · 10 3 35 24 1 3 −^1_{24}^1_3^{35}_{24} · · ·

2^5_8 0^1_8 1^{21}_8 · · ·

1^1_8 0^5_8 2^{33}_8 · · · 1 3 −^1_{24}^1_3^{35}_{24}^{10}_3^{143}_{24} · · ·

0^1_8 1^{21}_8 5^{65}_8 · · ·

0^5_8 2^{33}_8 7^{85}_8 · · ·

1 2 3 4 5 6 r 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 s

Figure 1: Infinitely extended Kac table of conformal weights for critical percolation LM(2, 3). The corner, edge and interior entries are indicated by shading.

5 8 2^{33}_8 7 1 8 1^{21}_8 5

−^1_{24}^1_3^{35}_{24}^{10}_3

(a) W-Irreducible

0 1 2 3 r̂ 0 1 2 ŝ 5 8 ,^5_8 0,2 0,2 1 8 ,^{33}_8 0,1 2,7 1 8 ,^1_8 0,1 0,1 5 8 ,^{21}_8 0,1 2,5 −^1_{24}^1_3 ,^1_3^{35}_{24}^1_3 ,^{10}_3

(b) Projective Covers

0 1 2 3 r̂ 0 1 2 ŝ^{35}_{24}^1_3 −^1_{24} 5 8 0^1_8 1 8 0^5_8

−^1_{24}^1_3^{35}_{24}

(c) Proj Grothendieck

0 1 2 r 0 1 2 3 s

Figure 2: Kac tables of conformal weights for critical percolation WLM(2, 3): (a) the 2pp^′ = 12 W-irreducible representations W(Δ̂_{r̂,ŝ}), (b) the 2pp^′ = 12 W-projective representations P̂_{r̂,ŝ} and (c) the^1_2 (p + 1)(p^′ + 1) = 6 projective Grothendieck generators G_{r,s}. The corner, edge and interior entries are indicated by shading. The Kac table in (b) organizes the W-projective representations P̂_{r̂,ŝ} in a one-to-one correspondence with the Kac table for the (non-minimal) W-irreducible representations in table (a) and (2.12). The conformal weights given in table (b) are the ones appearing in (2.24). In each position (r̂, ŝ) in table (b), the greatest conformal weight is identical to the corresponding conformal weight in table (a). The usual rational Kac table of the minimal W-irreducible representations is not shown by itself as it is identical to the interior part of the projective Grothendieck table (c).

These are organized into the usual Kac table with the Z_2 Kac-table symmetry (2.6) with associated characters given by

ch_{r,s}(q) = χ[W(Δ_{r,s})](q) = 1 η(q) ∑ k∈Z ( q^{(rp′−sp+2kpp′)2/4pp′} − q^{(rp′+sp+2kpp′)2/4pp′} ) (2.10)

where the Dedekind eta function is

η(q) = q^{1/24} ∞∏ k=1 (1 − q^k), q = e^{2πiτ} (2.11)

The remaining 2pp^′ (non-minimal) W-irreducible representations can be organized into a Kac table, as in Figure 2, with conformal weights

Δ̂_{r̂,ŝ} = Δ_{p+r̂,p′−ŝ}, 0 ≤ r̂ ≤ 2p − 1, 0 ≤ ŝ ≤ p^′ − 1 (2.12)

and the caveat that there is no Kac-table symmetry here since the entries are all distinct. The associated W-irreducible characters can be written in a uniform way as

χ̂_{r̂,ŝ}(q) = χ_{p+r̂,p}′_{−ŝ}(q) = χ[W(Δ̂_{r̂,ŝ})](q) = 1 η(q) ∑ k∈Z k(k + ⌊^{r̂}_p ⌋) ( q^{(r̂p′+ŝp+2(k−1)pp′)2/4pp′} − q^{(r̂p′−ŝp+2kpp′)2/4pp′} ) (2.13)

2.3 W-projective representations and their fusion algebra

Loosely speaking, a W-projective representation is a ‘maximal W-indecomposable’ representation in the sense that it does not appear as a subfactor of any W-indecomposable representation different from itself. Likewise in a loose sense, a projective cover of a W-indecomposable representation R̂ is a W-projective representation containing R̂ as a quotient. Precise definitions are given as follows.

The sequence of modules 0 → A → B → C → 0 (2.14)

is a short exact sequence if A is mapped injectively into B which is mapped surjectively onto C, with the kernel of the latter map being the image of the former map. The short exact sequence (2.14) is split if B ≃ A ⊕ C. The module P is projective if all short exact sequences

0 → A → B → P → 0 (2.15)

are split. A module P is a projective cover of the module M if P is a projective module and there exists an epimorphism (onto or surjective homomorphism) from P to M whose kernel is a superfluous submodule of P . Here a submodule S of a module B is superfluous or inessential if for every submodule C of B, C + S = B implies C = B. In particular, the zero module is a superfluous submodule of any module. A projective cover of a module does not always exist, but when it does it is unique up to isomorphisms.

There are 2pp^′ W-projective representations associated with boundary conditions in WLM(p, p^′) [73] and we denote them by R̂^{r,s}_{κp,κ′p′} , κ, κ^′ = 1, 2; 0 ≤ r ≤ p − 1; 0 ≤ s ≤ p^′ − 1 (2.16) This notation assumes that R̂^{r,s}_{2p,p′} = R̂^{r,s}_{p,2p′} , R̂^{r,s}_{2p,2p′} = R̂^{r,s}_{p,p′} , R̂^{0,0}_{p,p′} = W(Δ_{p,p′} ), R̂^{0,0}_{2p,p′} = W(Δ_{2p,p′} ) (2.17) and for later convenience, we extend it by R̂^{p,s}_{p,p′} ≡ R̂^{0,s}_{p,2p′} , R̂^{r,p′}_{p,p′} ≡ R̂^{r,0}_{2p,p′} , R̂^{p,p′}_{p,p′} ≡ R̂^{0,0}_{2p,2p′} ≡ R̂^{0,0}_{p,p′} (2.18) The rank of a W-projective representation (2.16) is given by rank(R̂^{r,s}_{κp,κ′p′} ) = d_{r,s} − ⌊^{dr,s}_4 ⌋ (2.19) where the degree d_{r,s} is defined by (2.2). We recall that the rank of a W-indecomposable representation is the size of the largest Jordan block appearing in the Virasoro dilatation generator L_0.

Since a projective cover of a module M must contain M as a quotient, the projective covers of the W-irreducible representations (2.12) follow immediately from the conjectured embedding patterns for the rank-2 and rank-3 representations in [73]. In accordance with [80], we thus have P(Δ_{2p−r,s}) = R̂^{p−r,p′−s} p,p^′ , P(Δ3p−r,s) = R̂ p−r,p^′−s 2p,p^′ , 1 ≤ r ≤ p; 1 ≤ s ≤ p ′ (2.20)

and it follows that the two W-irreducible representations W(Δ_{p,p}′ ) and W(Δ_{2p,p}′ ) are their own projective covers. It is convenient to introduce the notation

P̂_{r̂,ŝ} = P(Δ̂_{r̂,ŝ}) = R̂^{r̂,ŝ}_{p,p′} , 0 ≤ r̂ ≤ p − 1, 0 ≤ ŝ ≤ p′ − 1 R̂^{r̂−p,ŝ}_{2p,p′} , p ≤ r̂ ≤ 2p − 1, 0 ≤ ŝ ≤ p′ − 1 (2.21)

This association organizes the 2pp^′ W-projective representations into a Kac table in one-to-one correspondence with the (non-minimal) W-irreducible representations, see Figure 2. In this Kac table, the W-projective representations are of rank 1, 2 and 3 on the corner, edge and interior entries respectively, that is, d_{r̂,ŝ} = 2^{rank(P̂r̂,ŝ)−1}, 0 ≤ r̂ ≤ 2p − 1, 0 ≤ ŝ ≤ p^′ − 1 (2.22)

We note also that the dimensions of the W-irreducible Hom spaces have been conjectured [80] to be

dim(Hom(P̂_{r̂,ŝ}, P̂_{r̂,ŝ})) = d_{r̂,ŝ} (2.23)

These dimensions will play a special role and are related to the Coxeter exponents of the coset graphs.

Depending on its rank, a W-indecomposable representation is uniquely characterized by 1, 2 or 4 conformal weights [70,73]. A W-projective representation P̂_{r̂,ŝ}, in particular, can thus be characterized by d_{r̂,ŝ} conformal weights as follows

P̂_{0,0} = R̂(Δ̂_{0,0}), P̂_{p,0} = R̂(Δ̂_{p,0})

P̂_{a,0} = R̂(Δ̂_{a,0}, Δ̂_{a,0}), P̂_{p+a,0} = R̂(Δ̂_{p−a,0}, Δ̂_{p+a,0}) P̂_{0,b} = R̂(Δ̂_{0,b}, Δ̂_{0,b}), P̂_{p,b} = R̂(Δ̂_{0,p′−b}, Δ̂_{p,b}) P̂_{a,b} = R̂(Δ_{a,b}, Δ_{a,b}; Δ̂_{a,b}, Δ̂_{a,b}), P̂_{p+a,b} = R̂(Δ_{p−a,b}; Δ̂_{p−a,b}, Δ̂_{a,p′−b}, Δ̂_{p+a,b}) (2.24)

where 1 ≤ a ≤ p − 1 and 1 ≤ b ≤ p^′ − 1. Within a given projective cover, the conformal weights differ by integers. In each case, the greatest conformal weight appears last and has the same labels as P̂_{r̂,ŝ}. A semicolon is used to separate the conformal weights of the form (2.9) from the ones of the form (2.12). Due to the repetition of some conformal weights, this notation can obviously be simplified. For WLM(2, 3), it coincides with the notation used in [78].

According to the conjectured fusion rules of [73], the W-projective representations form a closed fusion algebra whose fusion rules can be written compactly as R̂^{r,s}_{κp,p′} ⊗ R̂^{r′,s′}_{p,κ′p′} = d^{r,s}d^{r′,s′} 4 {^{p−|r−r′|−1} ⨁ r^{′′} ⊕ |p−r−r^′|−1 ⨁ r^{′′} }{^{p′−|s−s′|−1} ⨁ s^{′′} ⊕ |p^′−s−s^′|−1 ⨁ s^{′′} } R̂^{r′′,s′′}_{κp,κ′p′}

⊕ {^{p−|p−r−r′|−1} ⨁ r^{′′} ⊕ |r−r^′|−1 ⨁ r^{′′} }{^{p′−|p′−s−s′|−1} ⨁ s^{′′} ⊕ |s−s^′|−1 ⨁ s^{′′} } R̂^{r′′,s′′}_{κp,κ′p′}

⊕ {^{p−|r−r′|−1} ⨁ r^{′′} ⊕ |p−r−r^′|−1 ⨁ r^{′′} }{^{p′−|p′−s−s′|−1} ⨁ s^{′′} ⊕ |s−s^′|−1 ⨁ s^{′′} } R̂^{r′′,s′′}_{κp,(2·κ′)p′}

⊕ {^{p−|p−r−r′|−1} ⨁ r^{′′} ⊕ |r−r^′|−1 ⨁ r^{′′} }{^{p′−|s−s′|−1} ⨁ s^{′′} ⊕ |p^′−s−s^′|−1 ⨁ s^{′′} } R̂^{r′′,s′′}_{κp,(2·κ′)p′} (2.25)

where we have introduced the shorthand notations 2 · 1 = 2, 2 · 2 = 1 and N⨁ n R_n = N⨁ n=ϵ(N), by 2 R_n, ϵ(N) =^1_2 (1 − (−1)^N ) = N (mod 2) (2.26)

This fusion algebra does not contain an identity but is both associative and commutative and, despite appearances, the multiplicities are all nonnegative integers.

2.4 Projective covers of minimal W-irreducible representation

Just as the non-minimal W-irreducible representations (2.12) have projective covers (2.21), it seems natural to expect [46–49] that every minimal W-irreducible representation W(Δ_{a,b}) (2.9) also admits a projective cover P_{a,b} = P(Δ_{a,b}). Strong evidence in favour of this for WLM(2, 3) was recently provided in [83]. Adopting their graphical description, we extend their arguments to WLM(p, p^′) by conjecturing that the embedding diagram of P_{a,b} for 1 ≤ a ≤ p − 1 and 1 ≤ b ≤ p^′ − 1 is given by

Level 0 Δa,b

1 Δ^1_{a,b} Δ^2_{a,b}

2 Δ^3_{a,b} Δ^3_{a,b} Δa,b Δ^4_{a,b} Δ^4_{a,b}

3 Δ^2_{a,b} Δ^1_{a,b}

4 Δa,b

(2.27)

where

Δ^1_{a,b} = Δ_{p+a,p}′_{−b}, Δ^2_{a,b} = Δ_{2p−a,b}, Δ^3_{a,b} = Δ_{3p−a,p}′_{−b}, Δ^4_{a,b} = Δ_{2p+a,b} (2.28)

The various W-irreducible subfactors W(Δ) are indicated by their respective conformal weights Δ. As in the description of the specific embedding diagrams in [83], the action of a mode in W_{p,p}′ on a vector in W(Δ) gives a vector in the direct sum of the given W(Δ) and all the subfactors joined to it by downward-directed lines (in one or more steps). The corresponding character is given by

χ[P_{a,b}](q) = 3 ch_{a,b}(q) + 2 [ χ_{p+a,p}′_{−b}(q) + χ_{2p−a,b}(q) + χ_{3p−a,p}′_{−b}(q) + χ_{2p+a,b}(q) ] = 2 ch_{a,b}(q) +^1_2 χ[R̂^{a,b}_{p,p′} ](q) (2.29)

where the character χ[R̂^{a,b}_{p,p′} ](q) of the W-projective rank-3 representation R̂^{a,b}_{p,p′} is discussed in the following.

2.5 Projective Grothendieck ring and Kac Table

We refer to the characters of the W-projective representations as W-projective characters. Following [73], these characters can be written as χ [^ R^{0,0}_{(ℓ+1)p,p′} ] (q) = 1 η(q) ∑ k∈Z q^{(2k+ℓ)2pp′/4} χ [^ R^{a,0}_{(ℓ+1)p,p′} ] (q) = 2 η(q) ∑ k∈Z q^{(a+(2k+ℓ)p)2 p′/4p} χ [^ R^{0,b}_{p,(ℓ+1)p′} ] (q) = 2 η(q) ∑ k∈Z q^{(b+(2k+ℓ)p′)2p/4p′} χ[R̂^{a,b}_{(ℓ+1)p,p′} ](q) = 2 η(q) ∑ k∈Z [ q^{(ap′−bp+(2k+ℓ)pp′)2/4pp′} + q^{(ap′+bp+(2k+ℓ)pp′)2/4pp′} ] (2.30)

where ℓ = 0, 1, and they respect the identities χ [^ R^{a,0}_{p,p′} ] (q) = χ [^ R^{p−a,0}_{2p,p′} ] (q), χ [^ R^{0,b}_{p,p′} ] (q) = χ [^ R^{0,p′−b} p,2p^′ ] (q) χ[R̂^{a,b}_{(3−κ)p,p′} ](q) = χ[R̂^{p−a,b}_{κp,p′} ](q) = χ[R̂^{a,p′−b}_{κp,p′} ](q) (2.31)

The number of linearly independent W-projective characters is thus given by^1_2 (p + 1)(p^′ + 1).

In this context, a ring structure can be formed by moving to equivalence classes called projective Grothendieck generators where two W-projective representations belong to the same equivalence class if and only if they share a common character. Specifically, the character identities (2.31) are elevated to equivalence relations between the corresponding representations. Recalling (2.18), we thus define the^1_2 (p + 1)(p^′ + 1) projective Grothendieck generators by G_{r,s} = [R̂^{r,s}_{p,p′} ], G_{r,s} = G_{p−r,p}′_{−s}, 0 ≤ r ≤ p , 0 ≤ s ≤ p^′ (2.32) To a projective Grothendieck generator, we assign the common character of the representatives within its equivalence class χ[G_{r,s}](q) = χ[R̂^{r,s}_{p,p′} ](q) (2.33) An equivalence class is uniquely characterized by the conformal weight Δ_{r,s} = Δ_{p−r,p}′_{−s} = (p^′r − ps)^2 − (p − p^′)^2 4pp^′ , 0 ≤ r ≤ p , 0 ≤ s ≤ p^′ (2.34)

It follows that the projective Grothendieck generators can be organized into a Kac table satisfying the Z_2 Kac-table symmetry (2.6). As shown in Figure 3, the interior of this enlarged Kac table is the usual Kac table of the rational minimal model M(p, p^′) surrounded by a frame consisting of corners

3 8 −^1_8 0 0 −^1_8^3_8

0 1 r 0 1 2 s

0 1 2 35 24 1 3 −^1_{24} 5 8 0^1_8 1 8 0^5_8

−^1_{24}^1_3^{35}_{24}

0 1 2 r 0 1 2 3 s

0 1 5 4 3 2

6

−^9_{112}^5_{14}^{187}_{112}^{27}_7^{775}_{112} 1 16 0^{13}_{16}^5_2^{81}_{16} 55 112 −^1_{14}^{27}_{112}^{10}_7^{391}_{112} 135 112 1 7 −^5_{112}^9_{14}^{247}_{112} 247 112 9 14 −^5_{112}^1_7^{135}_{112} 391 112 10 7 27 112 −^1_{14}^{55}_{112} 81 16 5 2 13 16 0^1_{16} 775 112 27 7 187 112 5 14 −^9_{112}

0 1 2 3 4 r 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 s

0 14 28

3 11 17 25

5 19 9 23

13 27 1 15

21 7

8 6 22 20

16 2 26 12

24 10 18 4

0 10

2 8 12

4 14 6

10 0

6 4 14

12 2 8

5 15

3 7 13

1 11 9

9 1 11

7 13 3

15 5

0 10

2 8 12

6 4 14

9 1 11

7 13 3

15 5

Figure 3: Kac tables of conformal weights for the projective Grothendieck representations of symplectic fermions WLM(1, 2), critical percolation WLM(2, 3) and WLM(4, 7). The corners, edges and interior entries are indicated by shading. The coset graphs A^{(2)}_{p,p}′ , including WLM(3, 5), are also shown where the loops are single loops. A pair of parallel lines indicates a double bond in both directions. For WLM(1, 2), there are four arrows pointing towards each end node. The pairs of integers at each node of a coset graph are the indices of κ^n_{rp}′_{−sp}(q) and κ^n_{rp}′_{+sp}(q). These indices agree at the corners and along the edges of each table. If p + p^′ is odd, the Z_2 quotient gives a single coset graph on the r + s even sublattice. If p + p^′ is even, the Z_2 quotient gives a pair of disconnected but isomorphic graphs sitting on separate sublattices as shown in the WLM(3, 5) case.

and edges. The equivalence classes of W-projective rank-1 representations sit on the corners, rank-2 on the edges and rank-3 in the interior. The projective Grothendieck Kac tables for symplectic fermions WLM(1, 2), critical percolation WLM(2, 3) and WLM(4, 7) are shown as examples in Figure 3. For p = 1, the rational minimal Kac table is empty, there are no W-projective rank-3 representations and only the border remains.

It follows from (2.31) that the degree (2.2) assigned to a projective Grothendieck generator G_{r,s} is simply the order of its equivalence class

d_{r,s} = order(G_{r,s}) = | |[R̂^{r,s}_{p,p′} ] | |, 0 ≤ r ≤ p , 0 ≤ s ≤ p^′ (2.35) which means that | [P̂_{r̂,ŝ}] | = d_{r̂,ŝ} = 2^{rank(P̂r̂,ŝ)−1}, 0 ≤ r̂ ≤ 2p − 1, 0 ≤ ŝ ≤ p^′ − 1 (2.36)

Loosely speaking, the projective Grothendieck generators (2.32) form a ring structure as the “fusion algebra of characters”. This ring is called the projective Grothendieck ring. More precisely, the projective Grothendieck group is first defined as the free abelian group generated by the projective Grothendieck generators. The group operation is addition and is defined via direct summation of the representations of the equivalence classes

[P̂_1] + [P̂_2] = [P̂_1 ⊕ P̂_2] (2.37)

that is, by addition of characters. For rational CFTs, the Grothendieck group admits a ring structure whose multiplication follows from the fusion product of representations [R_1] ∗ [R_2] = [R_1 ⊗ R_2]. For logarithmic models, on the other hand, the fusion of representations does not in general induce a product on a Grothendieck group in this way, see [78] for example. However, on the projective Grothendieck group, the fusion rules do induce the multiplication

[P̂_1] ∗ [P̂_2] = [P̂_1 ⊗ P̂_2] (2.38)

turning the group into a ring.

The explicit multiplication rules in the Grothendieck ring follow from the conjectured fusion rules (2.25) and are given by

G_{r,s} ∗ G_r′_{,s}′ = d_{r,s}d_r′_{,s}′ p−ϵ(r+r^′+1) ∑ r^{′′}=ϵ(p+r+r^′+1), by 2 p^′−ϵ(s+s^′+1) ∑ s^{′′}=ϵ(p^′+s+s^′+1), by 2 G_r′′_{,s}′′ (2.39)

It follows that, up to the multiplicities d_{r,s}d_r′_{,s}′ ∈ {1, 2, 4, 8, 16}, there are only two possible linear combinations of generators arising as the result of a simple multiplication in the projective Grothendieck ring. To appreciate this, we introduce the four generators Γ^{ℓ,ℓ′} = p−ℓ∑ r=ϵ(p−ℓ), by 2 p^′−ℓ^′∑

s=ϵ(p^′−ℓ^′), by 2 G_{r,s}, ℓ, ℓ^′ = 0, 1 (2.40)

and note that

Γ^{1,1} = Γ^{1,0} = ∑ r,s odd G_{r,s}, Γ^{0,1} = Γ^{0,0} = ∑ r,s even G_{r,s}, p even, p^′ odd

Γ^{1,1} = Γ^{0,1} = ∑ r,s odd G_{r,s}, Γ^{1,0} = Γ^{0,0} = ∑ r,s even G_{r,s}, p odd, p^′ even

Γ^{1,1} = Γ^{0,0} = ∑ r+s even s≤(p′−1)/2 G_{r,s}, Γ^{0,1} = Γ^{1,0} = ∑ r+s odd s≤(p′−1)/2 G_{r,s}, p, p^′ odd (2.41)

This observation will play an important role in Section 3.5, as will the character associated to Γ^{ℓ,ℓ′} χ[Γ^{ℓ,ℓ′} ](q) = p−ℓ∑ r=ϵ(p−ℓ), by 2 p^′−ℓ^′∑

s=ϵ(p^′−ℓ^′), by 2 χ[G_{r,s}](q) (2.42)

3 Boundary CFT and Coset Graphs

3.1 c = 1 revisited The affine u(1) models with central charge c = 1 have been well studied [93–96]. In particular, the c = 1 boson on the circle S^1, with radius of compactification R = √ 2p^′/p expressed in terms of the coprime integers p, p^′, exhibits an extended symmetry with 2n = 2pp^′ primary operators ϕ_j = exp(ijφ/ √ n). The conformal weights are Δ_j = min [ j2 4n , (2n − j)^2 4n ] , j = 0, 1, . . . , 2n (3.1) with the corresponding affine u(1) characters given by κ^n_j (q) = κ^n_{2n−j}(q) = Θ_{j,n}(q) η(q) = 1 η(q) ∑ k∈Z q^{(j+2kn)2/4n} (3.2)

The modular S-matrix follows from the modular S-transformations κ^n_j (e^{−2πi/τ} ) = 2n−1∑

k=0 S_{jk}κ^n_k (e^{2πiτ} ) = 1 √ 2n 2n−1∑

k=0 e^{−πijk/n}κ^n_k (e^{2πiτ} ) (3.3) The modular invariant partition functions are

Z^{Circ}_{p,p}′ (q) = 2n−1∑

j=0 κ^n_j (q)κ^n_{ω0j}(q̄) (3.4)

where the Bezout number ω_0 is defined by ω_0 = r_0p^′ + s_0p (mod 2n) (3.5) in terms of the Bezout pair (r_0, s_0) which is uniquely determined by the conditions r_0p^′ − s_0p = 1, 1 ≤ r_0 ≤ p − 1, 1 ≤ s_0 ≤ p^′ − 1, ps_0 < p^′r_0 (3.6) Any integer j can be written as j = ap^′ + bp and satisfies ω_0(ap^′ + bp) = ap^′ − bp (mod 2n) (3.7) It follows that multiplication of an index j of an affine u(1) character by the Bezout number ω_0 is an involution satisfying κ^n_{ω0(rp}′_{±sp)}(q) = κ^n_{rp}′_{∓sp}(q), r = 0, 1, . . . , p; s = 0, 1, . . . , p^′ (3.8) The modular invariant is diagonal if p = 1 (in which case ω_0 = 1). In terms of p, p^′, the duality R → 2/R amounts to invariance of the partition function under p ↔ p^′.

The fusion algebra is given by the Z_{2n} algebra

ϕ_i × ϕ_j = 2n−1∑

k=0 N_{ij}^kϕ_k, N_{ij}^k = δ^{(2n)}_{i+j,k} (3.9) where i, j, k and their sums are interpreted as integers mod 2n. In accord with the u(1) symmetry, representations of this algebra are given by powers of the cyclic shift matrix Ω^ω where ω is coprime to 2n = 2pp^′ and Ω^{2n} = I. This theory is associated with the cyclic directed graph Z_{2n} with 2n nodes. Alternatively, if for j ≠ 0 we work with the operators ϕ_j + ϕ_{−j} = 2 cos(jφ/ √ n), we obtain the affine Dynkin diagram A^{(1)}_{2n} with 2n nodes as shown in Figure 4. Representations of this fusion algebra are given by N_0 = I, N_1 = Ω^ω + Ω^{−ω} along with the sl(2) recursion N_j = N_{j−1}N_1 − N_{j−2}.

0 1 2 3 4

1 1, 2 1, 2 1, 2 1

0

1 2 3

4

5 6 7

1

1 1 1

1

1 1 1

A^{(1)}_{2n}

A^{(2)}_n

C =

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

Figure 4: The intertwining relation between the affine A^{(1)}_{2n} and twisted affine A^{(2)}_n Dynkin graphs illustrated for n = 4. The adjacency matrices satisfy the intertwining relation A^{(1)}_{2n} C = CA^{(2)}_n . The entries of the left and right Perron-Frobenius eigenvectors are also shown.

3.2 Twisted affine coset graphs

Boundary rational CFTs are classified by graphs [91, 92]. Since the WLM(p, p^′) models resemble rational theories, it is natural to ask to what extent their properties are also encoded in graphs. Since the affine Lie algebra A^{(1)}_{2n} is simply-laced, the adjacency matrix of its Dynkin diagram is symmetric. Accordingly, the associated lattice transfer matrices are normal and diagonalizable. But this is not the case for the logarithmic minimal models which possess transfer matrices which are not normal and are not diagonalizable. We assert (see Section 3.4) that the relevant graph for WLM(1, p) is the nonsimply-laced Dynkin diagram of the twisted affine Lie algebra A^{(2)}_p [97] as shown in Figure 4. If there is an intertwining relation [98] between these graphs that intertwine the largest eigenvalues then the theories described by the graphs have a common effective central charge. Since the largest eigenvalues are intertwined here, the associated CFTs have the same effective central charge c^{eff} = 1. We further observe that this intertwining relation also intertwines exponents and their associated characters. The eigenvalues λ^p_r of the (p + 1)-dimensional fundamental adjacency matrix N_1 of A^{(2)}_p are

N_1 = 0 1 2 0 1 1 · · · 1 1 0 2 1 0 , λ^p_r = 2 cos rπ p , r = 0, 1, . . . , p (3.10)

The transpose of this non-symmetric adjacency matrix A = N^T_1 is related to the symmetrizable (generalized) Cartan matrix C = 2I − A. Therefore, there exists a diagonal matrix

D = diag(d_0, d_1, . . . , d_p) = diag(1, 2, 2, . . . , 2, 1) (3.11) such that B = DA is symmetric. It follows that D^{1/2}AD^{−1/2} = D^{−1/2}BD^{−1/2} so that A and A^T are similar to real symmetric matrices with real eigenvalues and eigenvectors. Let

a = (1, 2, 2, . . . , 2, 1), ǎ = (1, 1, 1, . . . , 1, 1) (3.12)

be the right and left Perron-Frobenius eigenvectors of A, respectively, with entries a_r and ǎ_r given by the Coxeter and dual Coxeter exponents (labels) respectively. It is known [97] that for all A-D-E symmetrizable twisted affine Cartan matrices

d_r = d^{(p)}_r = ǎ_0 a_0 a_r ǎ_r ∈ N, r = 0, 1, 2, . . . with d_0 = 1 (3.13)

For A^{(2)}_p , the dimensions d_r = a_r coincide with the Coxeter exponents.

Introducing X = N_1, the A^{(2)}_p graph algebra is generated by the p + 1 matrices N_r

N_r = d_rT_r(^X_2 ), 0 ≤ r ≤ p (3.14)

where T_r(X) is the r’th Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind. Closure of the algebra is encoded in the minimal polynomial T_{p+1}(^X_2 ) − T_{p−1}(^X_2 ) = 0 (3.15) and the multiplication rules are given explicitly by N_rN_r′ = p∑ r^{′′}=0 N_{rr}′^{r′′} N_r′′ = d_rd_r′ 2 ( 1 d_{|r−r}′_| N_{|r−r}′_| + 1 d_{p−|p−r−r}′_| N_{p−|p−r−r}′_| ) , 0 ≤ r, r^′ ≤ p (3.16)

Similarly, as shown in Figure 3 and discussed in Section 3.4, we argue that the relevant graph for WLM(p, p^′) is the coset graph A^{(2)}_{p,p′} = A^{(2)}_p ⊗ A^{(2)}_{p′} /Z_2 (3.17)

where the Z_2 quotient is taken with respect to the Z_2 Kac-table symmetry. This graph has^1_2 (p+1)(p^′+1) nodes. The eigenvalues of the coset graph adjacency matrices are λ^{p,p′}_{r,s} = 4 cos rπ p cos sπ p^′ , r = 0, 1, . . . , p; s = 0, 1, . . . , p^′ (3.18) where λ^{p,p′}_{r,s} = λ^{p,p′}_{p−r,p′−s} reflects the Z_2 Kac-table symmetry. For the symmetrizable coset graphs A^{(2)}_{p,p′} , the dimensions are given by

d_{r,s} = d^{(p)}_r d^{(p′)}_s =

1, (r, s) is a corner 2, (r, s) is on an edge 4, (r, s) is in the interior

(3.19)

and agree with (2.2) and (2.35). In this way, the dimensions of the Hom spaces (2.23) and ranks of the projective covers (2.22) are related (through the Coxeter exponents) to data of twisted affine Dynkin diagrams. We also observe that the dimension d_{r,s} coincides with the coordination number of the node (r, s) of the coset graph where the coordination number is defined as the number of distinct nearest neighbours including itself if there is a loop. In particular, the matrix D for critical percolation WLM(2, 3) is given by

D = diag(d_{0,0}, d_{1,1}, d_{2,2}, d_{1,3}, d_{0,2}, d_{2,0}) = diag(1, 4, 2, 2, 2, 1) (3.20)

Introducing X = N_{1,0} and Y = N_{0,1}, the A^{(2)}_{p,p′} graph algebra N_{r,s}N_r′_{,s}′ = ∑ r^{′′},s^{′′} N_{rs,r}′_s′^{r′′s′′} N_r′′_{,s}′′ (3.21) is generated by the^1_2 (p + 1)(p^′ + 1) matrices N_{r,s} = N_{p−r,p}′_{−s}

N_{r,s} = d_{r,s}T_r(^X_2 )T_s(^Y_2 ), 0 ≤ r ≤ p; 0 ≤ s ≤ p^′ (3.22)

where T_{p+1}(^X_2 ) − T_{p−1}(^X_2 ) = T_p′_{+1}(^Y_2 ) − T_p′_{−1}(^Y_2 ) = T_p(^X_2 ) − T_p′ (^Y_2 ) = 0 (3.23)

The last equation reflects the Z_2 Kac-table symmetry. One verifies that the sets {N_{r,0}; r = 0, . . . , p} and {N_{0,s}; s = 0, . . . , p^′} provide representations of the A^{(2)}_p and A^{(2)}_p′ graph algebras, respectively. The structure constants in (3.21) are given explicitly by N_{rs,r}′_s′^{r′′s′′} = d_{r,s}d_r′_{,s}′ 4d_r′′_{,s}′′ ( δ_r′′_{,|r−r}′_| + δ_r′′_{,p−|p−r−r}′_| )( δ_s′′_{,|s−s}′_| + δ_s′′_{,p}′_{−|p}′_{−s−s}′_| ) (3.24)

3.3 W-projective and minimal characters in terms of affine u(1) characters

It follows from (2.30) that the W-projective characters are simple combinations of c^{eff} = 1 affine u(1) characters χ [^ R^{0,0}_{(ℓ+1)p,p′} ] (q) = κ^n_{ℓn}(q) χ [^ R^{a,0}_{(ℓ+1)p,p′} ] (q) = 2κ^n_{ap}′_{+ℓn}(q) χ [^ R^{0,b}_{p,(ℓ+1)p′} ] (q) = 2κ^n_{bp+ℓn}(q) χ[R̂^{a,b}_{(ℓ+1)p,p′} ](q) = 4 ×^1_2 [ κ^n_{ap}′_{−bp+ℓn}(q) + κ^n_{ap}′_{+bp+ℓn}(q) ] (3.25)

where n = pp^′, ℓ = 0, 1, a = 1, 2, . . . , p − 1, b = 1, 2, . . . , p^′ − 1 and the indices of the affine u(1) characters are interpreted mod 2n. The projective Grothendieck Kac table is formed by taking into account the Z_2 Kac-table symmetry and the identities (2.31). To each position of these Kac tables (Figure 3), we associate a pair of characters consisting of one W-projective and one minimal character χ[G_{r,s}](q) = d_{r,s}κ^n_{r,s}(q), ch_{r,s}(q) (3.26) (recalling (2.18)) where

κ^n_{r,s}(q) =^1_2 [ κ^n_{rp}′_{−sp}(q) + κ^n_{rp}′_{+sp}(q) ] , ch_{r,s}(q) = κ^n_{rp}′_{−sp}(q) − κ^n_{rp}′_{+sp}(q), 0 ≤ r ≤ p; 0 ≤ s ≤ p^′ (3.27)

and ch_{r,s}(q) is the usual minimal Virasoro character (2.10) if (r, s) is in the interior and vanishes otherwise. It is also noted that κ^n_{rp}′_{−sp}(q) = κ^n_{rp}′_{+sp}(q) on the corners and edges of the Kac table and that, as defined in the interior of the Kac table, κ^n_{r,s}(q) has half-integer coefficients as a q series. This definition turns out to be useful, while all physical character expressions built from κ^n_{r,s}(q) will involve only integer q series. We also note that the character of the projective cover P_{a,b} of a minimal W-irreducible can be written as χ[P_{a,b}](q) = 3κ^n_{ap′−bp}(q) − κ^n_{ap′+bp}(q), 1 ≤ a ≤ p − 1; 1 ≤ b ≤ p^′ − 1 (3.28) The coset graphs A^{(2)}_{p,p}′ can be viewed as built from linear A^{(2)}_n -type graphs with n + 1 = pp^′ + 1 nodes by gluing pairs of nodes together. One linear graph starts in the corner (r, s) = (0, 0) and proceeds straight up and to the right through (r, s) = (1, 1) until it encounters an edge at which point it reflects turning through 90 degrees. This continues until the graph terminates at a corner after visiting all^1_2 (p + 1)(p^′ + 1) nodes on the r + s even sublattice at least once. On the given sublattice, the corner and edge nodes are visited exactly once and the interior nodes are visited exactly twice.

Pairs of nodes on the linear graph corresponding to crossings in the interior of the Kac table (caused by visiting the same node of the coset graph twice) are glued together. Along the graph, the pair of integers at each node are given by the indices of κ^n_{k(p′−p)}(q) and κ^n_{ω0k(p′−p)}(q) with k = 0, 1, . . . , pp^′. These two integers agree on an edge or a corner in which case it is written only once. Another linear graph with pp^′ + 1 nodes, starting at either (p, 0) or (0, p^′) on the r + s odd sublattice, similarly fills up the odd sublattice. Along this graph, the pair of integers at each node are given by the indices of κ^n_{k(p′−p)+pp′} (q) and κ^n_{ω0(k(p′−p)+pp′)}(q) with k = 0, 1, . . . , pp^′. In the case p + p^′ even, nodes with the same pair of indices are identified in which case the coset graphs are formed by reflection restricted to the lower or upper halves of the Kac table as shown in Figure 3. This interpretation of the coset graph introduces a natural linear order and labelling of the nodes by j = 0, 1, . . . ,^1_2 (p + 1)(p^′ + 1) − 1 according to the order in which the distinct nodes are visited. We will use this labelling extensively in this paper and already employed it in (3.20). With this labelling, j = 0 labels the identity and j = 1 labels the fundamental of the graph fusion algebra.

The building of the coset graph A^{(2)}_{p,p′} from the linear graph A^{(2)}_{pp′} can be formalized as an “intertwining similarity” relation. Symbolically, this takes the form

A^{(2)}_{p,p′} = A^{(2)}_p ⊗ A^{(2)}_{p′} /Z_2 = 2C_LA^{(2)}_{pp′} C_R (3.29)

where the “intertwining matrices” C_L and C_R are rectangular and not square. This relation is a similarity relation in the sense that C_L is a generalized left inverse of C_R, or equivalently, C_R is a generalized right inverse of C_L C_LC_R = I (3.30)

The relation is an intertwining relation in the sense that the common eigenvalues of the coset graph A^{(2)}_{p,p}′ and the linear graph 2A^{(2)}_{pp}′ are intertwined. Explicitly, the relation between the eigenvalues is given by the identity λ^{p,p′}_{r,s} = 4 cos rπ p cos sπ p^′ = 2 cos (rp^′ − sp)π pp^′ + 2 cos (rp^′ + sp)π pp^′ = λ^{pp′}_{rp′−sp} + λ^{pp}_{rp′+sp} (3.31) The points in the interior of the Kac table (Figure 3), where the linear graph crosses itself to form the coset graph, are labelled by pairs of distinct indices. The common eigenvalues are those which occur on the frame of the Kac table where the indices in the pair coincide and the two terms on the right side of (3.31) agree. The action of the intertwining similarity (3.29) is to implement a change of basis to symmetric and anti-symmetric combinations of these pairs of indices and to project out the anti-symmetric combinations (3.27) according to

pp^′ + 1 −^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1) =^1_2 (p + 1)(p^′ + 1) (3.32)

For this reason the anti-symmetric combinations, corresponding to the minimal characters ch_{r,s}(q), are like twisted sectors. They are not relevant in the boundary theory, since the corresponding representations by themselves do not have boundary conditions associated with them, but they do appear in the modular invariant partition function of the bulk theory. For p + p^′ odd, a typical example is

WLM(2, 3). In this case, we have explicitly

A^{(2)}_{pp′} =

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 6 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 , A^{(2)}_{p,p′} =

0 1 2 3 4 6 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 2 0 2 4 2 0 1 0 2 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 2 0 4 0 1 0 2 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 0

(3.33)

C_L =

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

, 2C_R =

0 1 2 3 4 6 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 2 0 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 2

(3.34)

For p + p^′ even, a typical example is WLM(3, 5) and some modifications are needed. As seen in Figure 3, the linear and coset graphs break up into direct sums of two identical graphs

A^{(2)}_{pp}′ → T^{(2)}_{(pp′−1)/2} ⊕ T^{(2)}_{(pp′−1)/2}, A^{(2)}_{p,p}′ = G ⊕ G (3.35)

where the tadpole T^{(2)}_{(pp′−1)/2} is obtained from the folding (Z_2 orbifolding) of A^{(2)}_{pp}′

0 1 2 · · · n

T^{(2)}_n : (3.36)

and G ⊕ G is the disconnected pair of graphs in the bottom-right of Figure 3. In this case, focussing on the first block, we have explicitly

T^{(2)}_{(pp′−1)/2} =

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 , G =

0 2 4 6 10 12 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 1 2 2 0 4 0 1 1 2 0 2 6 0 1 1 0 0 0 10 0 1 0 0 0 2 12 0 0 1 0 2 0

(3.37)

C_L =

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 6 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

, 2C_R =

0 2 4 6 10 12 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 2 0 0 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 2 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 2 14 0 0 1 0 0 0

(3.38)

Similarly, it is possible to project onto the anti-symmetric combinations to obtain the minimal coset graph A_{p,p}′ but with C_L and C_R having some negative entries.

3.4 Modular transformations and Verlinde algebra

It was shown in [67] that the minimal and W-projective characters separately carry representations of the modular group. The modular matrix for the W-projective characters is determined by the identities (3.27) and the affine u(1) modular transformation (3.3). Here we find that there exists an associated Verlinde algebra [99] and that it is identical to the coset A^{(2)}_{p,p′} graph algebra.

First, the modular S-matrix of the W-projective characters of WLM(1, p) is given by S^p_{rr′} = d_r √ 2p cos rr^′π p , r, r^′ = 0, 1, . . . , p (3.39) where d_r = 2−δ^{(p)}_{r,0} . More generally, the modular matrix of the W-projective characters of WLM(p, p^′) takes the coset form S^{p,p′}_{rs,r′s′} = √ 2(−1)^{rs′+r′s}S^p_{r,p′r′} S^p_{s,ps′} = d_{r,s} √ 2pp^′ (−1)^{rs′+r′s} cos rr^′p^′π p cos ss^′pπ p^′ (3.40) = d_{r,s} √ 2pp^′ (−1)^{(r+s)(r′ +s′)} cos rr^′(p^′ − p)π p cos ss^′(p^′ − p)π p^′ where the pairs j = (r, s) and (r^′, s^′) are suitably restricted to representative pairs under the identification of the Z_2 Kac-table symmetry. For cases with p + p^′ odd, we restrict to the sublattice r + s even. If p + p^′ is even, we restrict to r + s even for s ≤ (p^′ − 1)/2 and r + s odd for s ≥ (p^′ + 1)/2. This is merely a convenient choice as any equivalent restriction is allowed, but it has the advantage of being related to the labelling of the graphs embedded in the Kac tables in Figure 3. The modular matrices satisfy (S^{p,p′} )^2 = I, (S^{p,p′} )^T ≠ S^{p,p′} , and it is noted that S^{1,p′} = S^{p′} .

The modular matrix of the W-projective characters gives rise to a Verlinde algebra

N_iN_j = 1 2 (p+1)(p^′+1)−1 ∑ k=0 N_{ij}^kN_k (3.41)

where i, j, k all run over the allowed pairs (r, s), the fused adjacency matrices N_i have entries (N_i)_j^k = N_{ij}^k and the structure constants are

N_{ij}^k = 1 2 (p+1)(p^′+1)−1 ∑ m=0 S_{im}S_{jm}S_{mk} S_{0m} ∈ N_0 (3.42)

where we have omitted the superscripts p, p^′. Since, N_0 = N_{0,0} = I, the identity in this Verlinde algebra is (r, s) = (0, 0). To show that the algebra is indeed the A^{(2)}_{p,p′} graph algebra discussed in Section 3.2, one first observes that, by inserting the explicit expressions (3.41) for the modular matrix entries, the structure constants (3.42) separate into a product of two sums over triple products of cosines. Multiple applications of the trigonometric identity

2 cos a cos b = cos(a + b) + cos(a − b) (3.43)

permits writing these sums as sums over single cosines. These sums can be evaluated using the identity p∑ j=0 (2 − δ^{(p)}_{j,0} )(−1)^{kj} cos jmπ p = 2p ( δ^{(2p)}_{m,0} ϵ(k + 1) + δ^{(2p)}_{m,p} ϵ(k) ) (3.44)

where ϵ(k) is given in (2.26). A manipulation of the various (generalized) Kronecker deltas then shows that the structure constants (3.42) of the Verlinde algebra are identical to the structure constants (3.24) of the A^{(2)}_{p,p′} graph algebra.

The fundamental matrix N_1 = N_{1,1} is the adjacency matrix of the A^{(2)}_{p,p′} coset graph shown in Figure 3. The quantum dimensions S_{rs,mm}′ S_{00,mm}′ = d_{r,s}(−1)^{rm′+sm} cos rmp^′π p cos sm^′pπ p^′ , 0 ≤ r, m ≤ p; 0 ≤ s, m^′ ≤ p^′ (3.45) give a one-dimensional representation of the A^{(2)}_{p,p′} Verlinde algebra.

3.5 Grothendieck ring and boundary conformal partition functions

Each of the W-projective representations (2.16) has an associated boundary condition (identified using the disentangling procedure of [73]). The conformal partition functions on a strip, however, depend on spectra (characters) and are blind to the reducible yet indecomposable structures present in most of these representations. To describe the conformal partition functions associated with the boundary conditions, it thus suffices to work with the projective Grothendieck ring. It follows readily from Section 3.3 that Z_{(r,s)|(r}′_{,s}′_)(q) = χ[G_{r,s} ∗ G_r′_{,s}′ ](q) = p−ϵ(r+r^′+1) ∑ r^{′′}=ϵ(p+r+r^′+1), by 2 p^′−ϵ(s+s^′+1) ∑ s^{′′}=ϵ(p^′+s+s^′+1), by 2 d_{r,s}d_r′_{,s}′ χ[G_r′′_{,s}′′ ](q) (3.46) where we recall that χ[G_r′′_{,s}′′ ](q) = d_r′′_{,s}′′ κ_r′′_{,s}′′ (q). We observe that the degrees d_{r,s} also give a onedimensional representation of the A^{(2)}_{p,p′} Verlinde algebra p−ϵ(p+r+r^′) ∑ r^{′′}=ϵ(r+r^′) by 2 p^′−ϵ(p^′+s+s^′) ∑ s^{′′}=ϵ(s+s^′) by 2 N_{rs,r}′_s′^{r′′s′′} d_r′′_{,s}′′ = d_{r,s}d_r′_{,s}′ (3.47) Using this, we find Z_{(r,s)|(r}′_{,s}′_)(q) = p−ϵ(p+r+r^′) ∑ r^{′′}=ϵ(r+r^′) by 2 p^′−ϵ(p^′+s+s^′) ∑ s^{′′}=ϵ(s+s^′) by 2 N_{rs,r}′_s′^{r′′s′′} d_r′′_{,s}′′ χ[Γ^{ϵ(r+r′+1),ϵ(s+s′+1)}](q) (3.48) Also using ∑ r,s odd N_{rs,r}′_s′^{r′′s′′} = d_r′_{,s}′ ϵ(r^′ + r^{′′})ϵ(s^′ + s^{′′}), p + p^′ odd ∑ r+s even s ≤ (p′ −1)/2 N_{rs,r}′_s′^{r′′s′′} = d_r′_{,s}′ ϵ(r^′ + r^{′′} + s^′ + s^{′′} + 1)(1 − ⌊^{2s′′}_{p′+1} ⌋), p + p^′ even (3.49)

the conformal partition function can thus be written as

Z_{i|j}(q) = 1 2 (p+1)(p^′+1)−1 ∑ k=0 N_{ij}^k(F χ[G])_k(q) (3.50)

where i, j, k all run over the allowed pairs (r, s), as described in Section 2.5 and indicated in Figure 3. The matrix

F =

∑ r, s odd N_{r,s}, p + p^′ odd ∑ r+s even s ≤ (p′ −1)/2 N_{r,s}, p + p^′ even

(3.51)

acts on the column of characters χ[G] = {χ[G_{r,s}]} to form the two block characters appearing in (3.48), cf. (2.41). The rank of the matrix F is therefore two. If p + p^′ is even, F breaks up into a direct sum of two identical matrices F^′. For WLM(1, 2), WLM(2, 3) and WLM(3, 5), respectively, we have

F = 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 ; F = 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0

; F = F^′ ⊕ F^′, F^′ =

1 1 1 1 1 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

(3.52)

Explicitly, (F χ[G])_{r,s}(q) = p−ϵ(r+1) ∑ r^{′′}=ϵ(p+r+1), by 2 p^′−ϵ(s+1) ∑ s^{′′}=ϵ(p^′+s+1), by 2 d_{r,s}χ[G_r′′_{,s}′′ ](q) (3.53) We have now demonstrated that the modular matrix (3.39) diagonalizes the multiplication rules (2.39) of the projective Grothendieck ring. Verlinde-like formulas for logarithmic CFTs have been discussed before in the literature [58, 76, 100–104]. However, unlike the one above based on W-projective characters, the various results in these papers all involve some generalization of the fundamental structure and link between modular data and fusion rules.

4 Bulk CFT and A-Type Modular Invariants

In a rational CFT, a modular invariant partition function can be written [90] as a sesquilinear form in irreducible characters. Our basic assumption is that this carries over to the logarithmic minimal models, at least for the invariants describing physical partition functions. In the following, we thus assume that a modular invariant in WLM(p, p^′) can be written as a sesquilinear form in W-irreducible characters Z = ∑ i,j∈Irr M_{ij} χ_i(q)χ_j (q̄) (4.1)

It is recalled that there are 2pp^′ +^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1) W-irreducible characters, cf. (2.10) and (2.13). In the next subsection, we consider the implications of (4.1) in terms of W-projective and minimal W-irreducible characters.

4.1 Separation into W-projective and minimal characters

Proposition An S-invariant sesquilinear form in W-irreducible characters can be expressed as a sesquilinear form in W-projective and minimal W-irreducible characters.

Proof See Appendix A.3.

Even without invoking invariance under T -transformations, we have thus reduced the analysis of modular invariants from the 2pp^′+^1_2 (p−1)(p^′ −1) W-irreducible characters to the^1_2 (p+1)(p^′ +1) W-projective and^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1) minimal W-irreducible characters, a total of pp^′ + 1 linearly independent characters. We note that this is the same number as the number of linearly independent affine u(1) characters associated with the c = 1 boson compactified on a circle of radius R = √ 2p^′/p in Section 3.1. At this point, no assumptions have been made about the usual integrality of the coefficients in the sesquilinear forms.

The next conjecture suggests that a modular invariant sesquilinear form in W-projective and minimal W-irreducible characters can be written in such a way that there is no coupling between the two types of characters.

Conjecture A modular invariant sesquilinear form in W-projective and minimal W-irreducible characters can be written as a sum of a modular invariant sesquilinear form in W-projective characters and a modular invariant sesquilinear form in minimal W-irreducible characters

Z = Z^{Proj} + Z^{Min} (4.2)

This conjecture is supported by the following evidence. For p = 1, the rational Kac table is empty, hence Z^{Min} = 0, and the conjecture is trivially true. For p ≥ 2, we have tested it for a variety of models and all with affirmative outcome. The evidence is summarized in Table 2.

Combining the proposition and the conjecture above, it follows that every modular invariant Z (which can be written as a sesquilinear form in W-irreducible characters) can be written as a sum p 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 p^′_{max} 111 74 55 44 37 32 27 25 21 20 17 17 15

Table 2: Evidence for the separation Z = Z^{Proj} + Z^{Min}. For the given values of p, the separation has been tested in the affirmative for all p^′ coprime to p and satisfying p < p^′ ≤ p^′_{max}, that is, for all pp^′ ≤ 225.

of a modular invariant Z^{Proj} in W-projective characters and a modular invariant Z^{Min} in minimal W-irreducible characters with no coupling between the W-projective and the minimal W-irreducible characters. As we will see below, in particular in (4.10), alternative expressions exist and can be very insightful, but they can always be rewritten as in (4.2).

If Z^{Proj} = 0, we are left with a modular invariant for the rational minimal models. Our interest is in the logarithmic minimal models, so we assume that Z^{Proj} ≠ 0. Guided by rational CFT, it is then natural to expect that the operator with minimal conformal weight (2.7), the effective vacuum, enters exactly once in the modular invariant. We will assume this here, but hope to return to this issue elsewhere.

4.2 A-type modular invariants

Again guided by the observed structures in rational CFT, we expect the same coset graphs to classify WLM(p, p^′) on the strip and on the torus. Indeed, the graphs considered above reproduce the diagonal A-type modular invariants in W-projective characters considered in [67, 80]

Z^{Proj}_{p,p′} (q) =^1_2 p∑ r=0 p^′∑

s=0 d_{r,s} |κ_{r,s}(q)|^2 =^1_2 p∑ r=0 p^′∑

s=0 1 d_{r,s} | |χ[G_{r,s}](q) | |^2 = 2p−1∑

r̂=0 p^′−1∑

ŝ=0 1 d^2_{r̂,ŝ} |χ[P̂_{r̂,ŝ}](q)|^2 (4.3)

Here and in the following, we suppress the dependence on the superscript n = pp^′ of κ. The factors of 1 2 in the first two double sums in (4.3) reflect the Z_2 Kac-table symmetry, and it is noted that |κ_{0,0}(q)|^2 appears with multiplicity 1. When expanded out in the form (4.1), all multiplicities are nonnegative integers. The required modular invariance of Z^{Proj}_{p,p′} (q) follows immediately after realizing that Z^{Proj}_{p,p′} (q) can be expressed in terms of the modular invariant partition functions (3.4) for the compactified boson

Z^{Proj}_{p,p′} (q) =^1_2 [ Z^{Circ}_{1,pp}′ (q) + Z^{Circ}_{p,p}′ (q) ] (4.4)

It follows, in particular, that Z^{Proj}_{1,p′} (q) = Z^{Circ}_{1,p}′ (q).

Likewise, the coset graphs encode the diagonal A-type modular invariants of the rational minimal models

Z^{Min}_{p,p}′ (q) =^1_2 p−1∑ r=1 p^′−1∑

s=1 |ch_{r,s}(q)|^2 =^1_2 p∑ r=0 p^′∑

s=0 | κ_{rp}′_{−sp}(q) − κ_{rp}′_{+sp}(q) |_2 (4.5)

where the factors of^1_2 again reflect the corresponding Z_2 Kac-table symmetry. In terms of the partition functions (3.4) for the compactified boson, these invariants can be written as

Z^{Min}_{p,p}′ (q) =^1_2 [ Z^{Circ}_{1,pp}′ (q) − Z^{Circ}_{p,p}′ (q) ] (4.6)

Assuming that the operator with minimal conformal weight enters exactly once, the modular invariant partition function of WLM(p, p^′) must take the form Z_{p,p}′ (q) = Z^{Proj}_{p,p′} (q) + n_{p,p}′ Z^{Min}_{p,p}′ (q), n_{p,p}′ ∈ Z (4.7)

According to Section 4.1, a similar linear combination always applies, even if Z^{Proj}_{p,p′} (q) and Z^{Min}_{p,p}′ (q) are not given by the A-type expressions (4.3) and (4.5). We note that n_{1,p}′ is arbitrary since the rational Kac table is empty in that case and hence Z^{Min}_{1,p}′ (q) = 0.

Conjecture For the A-type modular invariant partition function (4.7), the constant n_{p,p}′ is given by

n_{p,p}′ = 2 (4.8)

Let us gather some evidence in favour of this conjecture. First, it is precisely for n_{2,3} = 2 that we recover the only well-justified result for p > 1 found in the literature, namely the modular invariant partition function for WLM(2, 3) obtained recently in [83].

More generally, with the projective covers given in Section 2.4, we see that for n_{p,p}′ = 2 1 d_{a,b} |χ[G_{a,b}](q)|^2 + n_{p,p}′ |ch_{a,b}(q)|^2 = 4∑ k=1 χ[W(Δ^k_{a,b})](q) χ[R̂^{a,b}_{p,p′} ](q̄) + ch_{a,b}(q) χ[P_{a,b}](q̄) (4.9)

where 1 ≤ a ≤ p − 1 and 1 ≤ b ≤ p^′ − 1. Using (2.21) as well, this implies that Z_{p,p}′ (q) = ∑ i∈Irr χ_i(q) χ[P_i](q̄) (4.10)

where the sum is over all W-irreducible representations and P_i denotes the projective cover of i. This is in accordance with the assumption made in [83] that the space of bulk states on the torus (for the diagonal A case) respects H_{torus} = ⨁ i∈Irr W_i ⊗ P_i (4.11)

as an (L_0, L̄_0)-graded vector space. It is stressed, though, that the participating nonchiral representations cannot in general be written as tensor products of irreducible representations and their projective covers. Although the partition function (4.10) appears left-right asymmetric, it is left-right symmetric when expanded in affine u(1) characters.

Finally, by combining (4.4) and (4.6), we see that

Z_{p,p}′ (q) = Z^{Circ}_{1,pp}′ (q) + (n_{p,p}′ − 1)Z^{Min}_{p,p}′ (q) (4.12)

This is in accordance with Z^{Circ}_{1,pp}′ (q) = Z^{Proj}_{p,p′} (q) + Z^{Min}_{p,p}′ (q) (4.13)

which follows directly from

d_{a,b}|κ_{a,b}(q)|^2 + |ch_{a,b}(q)|^2 = 2|κ_{ap}′_{−bp}(q)|^2 + 2|κ_{ap}′_{+bp}(q)|^2, 1 ≤ a ≤ p − 1; 1 ≤ b ≤ p^′ − 1 (4.14)

Now, if n_{p,p}′ = 1, the partition function Z_{p,p}′ is merely given by the partition function for a compactified boson on a circle of radius R = √ 2pp^′. Our conjecture thus yields a ‘minimal extension’ of the partition function for the compactified boson by adding the partition function for the rational minimal model with the minimal positive integer coefficient, namely n_{p,p}′ − 1 = 1.

We conclude this section by listing a few specific modular invariant partition functions of the form (4.7) with n_{p,p}′ = 2. We label the various characters by their conformal weights, κ_{Δr,s} (q) = κ_{r,s}(q) and ch_{Δr,s} (q) = ch_{r,s}(q), and suppress the dependence on n = pp^′. For symplectic fermions WLM(1, 2), critical percolation WLM(2, 3), the logarithmic Ising model WLM(3, 4) and WLM(3, 5), the modular invariant partition functions are

Z_{1,2}(q) = |κ_− 1_8 (q)|^2 + 2|κ_0(q)|^2 + |κ 3_8 (q)|^2

Z_{2,3}(q) = |κ_− 1_{24} (q)|^2 + 4|κ_0(q)|^2 + 2|κ 1_8 (q)|^2 + 2|κ 1_3 (q)|^2 + 2|κ 5_8 (q)|^2 + |κ 35_{24} (q)|^2 + 2|ch_0(q)|^2

Z_{3,4}(q) = |κ_− 1_{48} (q)|^2 + 4|κ_0(q)|^2 + 4|κ 1_{16} (q)|^2 + 2|κ 1_6 (q)|^2 + 2|κ 5_{16} (q)|^2 + 4|κ 1_2 (q)|^2 + 2|κ 35_{48} (q)|^2

+ 2|κ 21_{16} (q)|^2 + 2|κ 5_3 (q)|^2 + |κ 143_{48} (q)|^2 + 2 { |ch_0(q)|^2 + |ch 1_{16} (q)|^2 + |ch 1_2 (q)|^2 } (4.15)

Z_{3,5}(q) = |κ_− 1_{15} (q)|^2 + 4|κ_0(q)|^2 + 4|κ 1_5 (q)|^2 + 2|κ 7_3 (q)|^2 + 2|κ 8_5 (q)|^2 + 2|κ 8_{15} (q)|^2

+ |κ_− 221_{60} (q)|^2 + 4|κ 3_4 (q)|^2 + 4|κ_− 1_{20} (q)|^2 + 2|κ 1_{12} (q)|^2 + 2|κ 7_{20} (q)|^2 + 2|κ 77_{60} (q)|^2 + 2 { |ch_0(q)|^2 + |ch 1_5 (q)|^2 + |ch 3_4 (q)|^2 + |ch_− 1_{20} (q)|^2 } 5 Discussion

In this paper, we have argued that, for the logarithmic minimal model WLM(p, p^′), the W-projective representations are fundamental building blocks in both the bulk and boundary variants of the theory. For the boundary theory, in contrast to the W-irreducible representations, there are boundary conditions associated with each of the W-projective representations [73] arising from fundamental fusion. Here the associated boundary conformal partition functions were obtained by moving to the Grothendieck ring. This led to compact Verlinde-like formulas for the boundary partition functions involving A-type twisted affine graphs A^{(2)}_p and their coset graphs A^{(2)}_{p,p′} = A^{(2)}_p ⊗ A^{(2)}_{p′} /Z_2. We argued that these graphs are classifying graphs for these theories playing a similar role to the classifying graphs for rational theories. This makes more explicit the sense in which these logarithmic theories resemble rational theories.

Guided by observed structures in rational theories, it is natural to expect that precisely the same coset graphs should appear in the modular invariant partition functions. On the torus, we generalized the work of [83] to conjecture modular invariant partition functions for all diagonal A-type WLM(p, p^′) theories as sesquilinear forms in W-projective and rational minimal characters. Indeed, we observe that they are naturally encoded by precisely the same coset graphs with striking relations to c^{eff} = 1 Gaussian theories.

Although we have argued that the coset graphs A^{(2)}_{p,p′} are relevant classifying graphs in the bulk and boundary logarithmic minimal models, we stress that these graphs are classifying in a more limited sense than applies to rational CFTs. Specifically, in the rational case, the nodes of the classifying graph are in one-to-one correspondence with the irreducible representations and their conjugate boundary conditions. In the logarithmic setting, the representation content is more diverse and the nodes of the classifying graph are only in correspondence with the equivalence classes of boundary conditions associated with the W-projective representations. Notwithstanding this feature, the classifying graphs of the logarithmic minimal models (at least for these A-type theories) seem to completely encode the modular invariant partition functions. At present, the set of all possible non-A type classifying graphs is not known.

This paper holds out possibilities for a deeper understanding and even a general classification of logarithmic minimal models. But there are as many questions left unanswered in this paper as answered. First, there is the question as to whether twisted affine Lie algebras have a role to play. So far, the algebraic approach to logarithmic CFT has focussed on W-algebra structures. Second, the appearance of coset graphs begs the question as to whether there is an algebraic construction of these logarithmic theories mimicking the Goddard, Kent and Olive construction [105,106] of rational minimal coset theories. Third, there is as yet no evidence from the lattice approach to support the modular invariant partition functions (4.7) and (4.8). Such a check would firmly establish that these theories are physical on the torus. Fourth, there is a classification of twisted affine Lie algebras based on Dynkin graphs. It is therefore natural to ask if there are solvable lattice models and CFTs related to the Dynkin graphs which realize this classification. Lastly, it would be of interest to investigate the algebra of integrable seams on the torus and the relation to an Ocneanu-type algebra or its Grothendieck ring. We hope to return to some of these problems elsewhere.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by the Australian Research Council (ARC). The authors thank Jean-Bernard Zuber for discussions and a critical reading of the manuscript.

A Evidence for Separation in Section 4.1

A.1 Modular Transformations of W-Irreducible Characters

Following [67], we consider the 2pp^′ +^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1) W-irreducible characters {χ^+_{r,s}(τ) = χ_{2p−r,s}(τ), χ^−_{r,s}(τ) = χ_{3p−r,s}(τ); (r, s) ∈ J }, {χ_{r,s}(τ); (r, s) ∈ J_1} (A.1) where we have introduced J = {(r, s); 1 ≤ r ≤ p, 1 ≤ s ≤ p^′} J_1 = {(r, s); 1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ p^′ − 1, rp^′ + ps ≤ pp^′} (A.2) The corresponding conformal weights are

Δ(χ^+_{r,s}) = Δ_{r,2p}′_{−s} = Δ_{2p−r,s}, Δ(χ^−_{r,s}) = Δ_{r,3p}′_{−s} = Δ_{3p−r,s} Δ(χ_{r,s}) = Δ_{r,s} (A.3)

We are using the same notation for a character as a function of τ as we are for the same character as a function of q, but hope that this will not cause confusion. The full set of W-irreducible characters does not form a representation of the modular group, whereas the minimal Virasoro characters ch_{r,s}(τ) do. To express the modular transformations of the W-irreducible characters in a compact way, we introduce

r = πp^′rr^′ p , s = πpss^′ p^′ (A.4)

Under the modular S-transformation τ → −^1_τ , the characters transform as

χ^+_{r,s}(−^1_τ ) = 1 pp^′ √ 2pp^′ ∑ (r^′,s^′)∈J (−1)^{rs′+r′s}(2 − δ_r′_{,p})(2 − δ_s′_{,p}′ ) × {[ rs cos r cos s ] − iτ [ r(p^′ − s^′) cos r sin s + (p − r^′)s sin r cos s ] −τ^2 [ (p − r^′)(p^′ − s^′) sin r sin s ]}( χ^+_{r′,s′} (τ) + (−1)^{rp′+ps}χ^−_{r′,s′} (τ) )

+ 1 (pp^′)^2 √ 2pp^′ ∑ (r^′,s^′)∈J_1 (−1)^{rs′+r′s} {[ 2rspp^′ cos r cos s + ( (rp^′)^2 + (ps)^2 ) sin r sin s ]

−iτ [ 2(r^′p^′ − ps^′) ( rp^′ cos r sin s − ps sin r cos s ) + 4πpp^′ sin r sin s ] +τ^2 [ (r^′p^′ − ps^′)^2 sin r sin s ]} χ_r′_{,s}′ (τ) (A.5) χ^−_{r,s}(−^1_τ ) = 1 pp^′ √ 2pp^′ ∑ (r^′,s^′)∈J (−1)^{(p−r)s′+r′(p′−s)}(2 − δ_r′_{,p})(2 − δ_s′_{,p}′ ) × {[ rs cos r cos s ] − iτ [ r(p^′ − s^′) cos r sin s + (p − r^′)s sin r cos s ] −τ^2 [ (p − r^′)(p^′ − s^′) sin r sin s ]}( χ^+_{r′,s′} (τ) + (−1)^{rp′+ps+pp′} χ^−_{r′,s′} (τ) )

+ 1 (pp^′)^2 √ 2pp^′ ∑ (r^′,s^′)∈J_1 (−1)^{(p−r)s′+r′(p′−s)} × {[ 2rspp^′ cos r cos s + ( (rp^′)^2 + (ps)^2 − (pp^′)^2 ) sin r sin s ] −iτ [ 2(r^′p^′ − ps^′) ( rp^′ cos r sin s − ps sin r cos s ) + 4πpp^′ sin r sin s ] +τ^2 [ (r^′p^′ − ps^′)^2 sin r sin s ]} χ_r′_{,s}′ (τ) (A.6) and χ_{r,s}(−^1_τ ) = − 4√ 2pp^′ ∑ (r^′,s^′)∈J_1 (−1)^{rs′+r′s} sin r sin s χ_r′_{,s}′ (τ) (A.7)

These modular transformations are neatly encoded in the τ-dependent S-matrix S = 2∑ ℓ=0 (−iτ)^ℓS^{(ℓ)} = S^{(0)} − iτS^{(1)} − τ^2S^{(2)} (A.8)

where the three (2pp^′ +^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1))-dimensional and τ-independent matrices S^{(ℓ)} are read off from (A.5)-(A.7). We find the inverse of S to be given by

S^{−1} = S(−1/τ) = 2∑ ℓ=0 (−iτ)^{−ℓ}S^{(ℓ)} = S^{(0)} + iτ^{−1}S^{(1)} − τ^{−2}S^{(2)} (A.9)

A.2 On modular invariants

Let the set of W-irreducible characters form the (2pp^′ +^1_2 (p − 1)(p^′ − 1))-dimensional vector

K(τ) = χ^+(τ) χ^−(τ) χ(τ) (A.10)

with block structure according to the notation of Appendix A.1. Modular invariance of the sesquilinear form Z(τ) = 2pp^′+^1_2 (p−1)(p^′−1) ∑ i,j=1 K_i(τ)M_{ij} K_j (τ̄), M_{ij} ∈ C (A.11)

in these characters thus corresponds to the matrix equations

S^T MS = M, T^T MT = M (A.12)

where A^T denotes the transpose of A. For later convenience, we introduce the following notation for the block decomposition, as in (A.10), of the multiplicity matrix M

M = M^+_+ M^−_+ M^0_+ M^+_− M^−_− M^0_− M^+_0 M^−_0 M^0_0

(A.13)

As usual, and following from the explicit transformation rules worked out in [67], T -invariance implies that the conformal weights of paired characters must differ by integers, that is,

M_{ij} ≠ 0 ⇒ Δ_i − Δ_j ∈ Z (A.14)

To analyze the implications of S-invariance, one can use the decompositions of S and its inverse given in (A.8) and (A.9). It follows that S-invariance of (A.11) is equivalent to

(S^{(1)})^T M = (S^{(2)})^T M = MS^{(1)} = MS^{(2)} = (S^{(0)})^T M − MS^{(0)} = 0 (A.15)

where it is noted that we do not consider τ-dependent multiplicities.

A.3 Proof of the proposition in Section 4.1 Our objective here is to prove the proposition in Section 4.1. It is stressed that the present goal is therefore not to classify the modular invariants of the form (A.11), but to prove that certain characters can appear only in very specific linear combinations. Viewing these combinations as conditions on the space of characters, we thus need to show that they are necessary conditions for S-invariance. In order to do that, we only need to impose a subset of the conditions in (A.15), it turns out. The remaining conditions will restrict the system even further and, combined with (A.14), eventually lead to a classification of the modular invariants.

We begin by considering the nine matrix equations

[MS^{(1)}]^ν_μ = M^+_μ S^{(1)ν}_+ + M^−_μ S^{(1)ν}_− = 0, μ, ν = +, −, 0 (A.16)

where we have used that S^{(1)ν}_0 = 0 according to (A.7). In this appendix, column labels are indicated by superscripts. For every μ, the matrix equation corresponding to a given ν gives rise to a set of linear conditions_p ∑ r=1 p^′∑

s=1 ( [M^+_μ ]^{r,s}_{ρ,σ}[S^{(1)ν}_+ ]^{r′,s′}_{r,s} + [M^−_μ ]^{r,s}_{ρ,σ}[S^{(1)ν}_− ]^{r′,s′}_{r,s} ) = 0 (A.17)

labelled by (r^′, s^′), where (r^′, s^′) ∈ J for ν = ± while (r^′, s^′) ∈ J_1 for ν = 0. Likewise, the domains for (ρ, σ) depend on μ. The conditions (A.17) can be written as linear conditions on the combinations K^{r,s}_{μ;ρ,σ} = [M^+_μ ]^{r,s}_{ρ,σ} − [M^−_μ ]^{r,p′−s}_{ρ,σ} , L^{r,s}_{μ;ρ,σ} = [M^+_μ ]^{r,s}_{ρ,σ} − [M^−_μ ]^{p−r,p′}_{ρ,σ} (A.18) with coefficients given by products of trigonometric functions depending also on r^′ and s^′. By manipulating the conditions for ν = +, in particular, we find that they are equivalent to K^{r,s}_{μ;ρ,σ} = p − r r K^{p−r,p′−s} μ;ρ,σ , 1 ≤ r ≤ p, 1 ≤ s ≤ p ′ − 1 L^{r,s}_{μ;ρ,σ} = p^′ − s s L^{p−r,p′−s} μ;ρ,σ , 1 ≤ r ≤ p − 1, 1 ≤ s ≤ p ′ (A.19)

Combining these with the ν = 0 conditions, we conclude that (A.16) implies that [M^+_μ ]^{p,s}_{ρ,σ} = [M^−_μ ]^{p,p′−s}_{ρ,σ} , [M^+_μ ]^{r,p′}_{ρ,σ} = [M^−_μ ]^{p−r,p′}_{ρ,σ} , [M^+_μ ]^{r,s}_{ρ,σ} = [M^−_μ ]^{r,p′−s}_{ρ,σ} = [M^−_μ ]^{p−r,s}_{ρ,σ} = [M^+_μ ]^{p−r,p′−s}_{ρ,σ} (A.20) for 1 ≤ r < p, 1 ≤ s < p^′ and general μ = ±, 0. Likewise, the matrix equations

[(S^{(1)})^T M]^μ_ν = ((S^{(1)})^T )^+_ν M^μ_+ + ((S^{(1)})^T )^−_ν M^μ_− = 0, μ, ν = +, −, 0 (A.21)

imply that [M^μ_+]^{ρ,σ}_{p,s} = [M^μ_−]^{ρ,σ}_{p,p′−s}, [M^μ_+]^{ρ,σ}_{r,p′} = [M^μ_−]^{ρ,σ}_{p−r,p′} , [M^μ_+]^{ρ,σ}_{r,s} = [M^μ_−]^{ρ,σ}_{r,p′−s} = [M^μ_−]^{ρ,σ}_{p−r,s} = [M^μ_+]^{ρ,σ}_{p−r,p′−s} (A.22) for 1 ≤ r < p, 1 ≤ s < p^′ and general μ = ±, 0. It follows that the S-invariant (A.11) can be expressed as a sesquilinear form in character combinations of the form { χ^±_{p,p′} ; χ^+_{p,s} + χ^−_{p,p′−s}; χ^+_{r,p′} + χ^−_{p−r,p′} ; χ^+_{r,s} + χ^−_{r,p′−s} + χ^−_{p−r,s} + χ^+_{p−r,p′−s} } ∪ { χ_{r,s} } (A.23)

where 1 ≤ r < p and 1 ≤ s < p^′, and where we have suppressed the dependence on τ. This characterization is equivalent to { χ^±_{p,p′} ; χ^+_{p,s} + χ^−_{p,p′−s}; χ^+_{r,p′} + χ^−_{p−r,p′} ;^1_2 χ_{r,s} + χ^+_{r,s} + χ^−_{r,p′−s} + χ^−_{p−r,s} + χ^+_{p−r,p′−s} } ∪ { χ_{r,s} } (A.24)

thus concluding the proof of the proposition.

References

[1] V. Gurarie, Logarithmic operators in conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys. B410 (1993) 535–549, arXiv:hep-th/9303160.

[2] H. Saleur, New exact exponents for the two-dimensional self-avoiding walks, J. Phys. A: Math.

Gen. 19 (1986) L807–L810.

[3] H. Saleur, Conformal invariance for polymers and percolation, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 20 (1987) 455–470.

[4] H. Saleur, Magnetic properties of the two-dimensional n = 0 vector model, Phys. Rev. B35 (1987) 3657–3660.

[5] B. Duplantier, Exact critical exponents for two-dimensional dense polymers, J. Phys. A: Math.

Gen. 19 (1986) L1009–L1014.

[6] B. Duplantier, H. Saleur, Exact surface and wedge exponents for polymers in two dimensions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57 (1986) 3179–3182.

[7] H. Saleur, Polymers and percolation in two dimensions and twisted N = 2 supersymmetry, Nucl.

Phys. B382 (1992) 486–531, arXiv:hep-th/9111007.

[8] P.A. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, Solvable critical dense polymers, J. Stat. Mech. (2007) P02015, arXiv:hep-th/0610273.

[9] A. Nigro, Integrals of motion for critical dense polymers and symplectic fermions, J. Stat. Mech.

(2009) P10007, arXiv:0903.5051 [hep-th].

[10] P.A. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, S.P. Villani, Solvable critical dense polymers on the cylinder, J. Stat.

Mech. (2010) P02010, arXiv:0910.4444 [hep-th].

[11] J.L. Cardy, Critical percolation in finite geometries, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 25 (1992) L201–L206, arXiv:hep-th/9111026.

[12] G.M.T. Watts, A crossing probability for critical percolation in two dimensions, J. Phys. A: Math.

Gen. 29 (1996) L363–L368, arXiv:cond-mat/9603167.

[13] J.L. Cardy, Conformal invariance and percolation, arXiv:math-ph/0103018.

[14] S. Smirnov, Critical percolation in the plane: conformal invariance, Cardy’s formula, scaling limits, Comtes Rendus de l’Académie des Sciences, Series I - Mathematics, 333 (2001) 239–244.

[15] P. Mathieu, D. Ridout, From percolation to logarithmic conformal field theory, Phys. Lett. B657 (2007) 120–129, arXiv:0708.0802 [hep-th].

[16] D. Ridout, On the percolation BCFT and the crossing probability of Watts, Nucl. Phys. B810 (2009) 503–526, arXiv:0808.3530 [hep-th].

[17] J. Dubail, J.L. Jacobsen, H. Saleur, Conformal field theory at central charge c=0: a measure of the indecomposability (b) parameters, Nucl. Phys. B834 (2010) 399–422, arXiv:1001.1151 [math-ph].

[18] H.G. Kausch, Curiosities at c = −2, arXiv:hep-th/9510149.

[19] H.G. Kausch, Symplectic fermions, Nucl. Phys. B583 (2000) 513–541, arXiv:hep-th/0003029. [20] D. Dhar, Self-organised critical state of sandpile automaton models, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64 (1990) 1613–1616, arXiv:cond-mat/9808047.

[21] D. Dhar, The Abelian sandpile and related models, Physica A263 (1999) 4–25. [22] S. Mahieu, P. Ruelle, Scaling fields in the two-dimensional Abelian sandpile model, Phys. Rev.

E64 (2001) 066130, arXiv:hep-th/0107150.

[23] P. Ruelle, A c = −2 boundary changing operator for the Abelian sandpile model, Phys. Lett, B539 (2002) 172–177 arXiv:hep-th/0203105.

[24] S. Moghimi-Araghi, M.A. Rajabpour, S. Rouhani, Abelian sandpile model: a conformal field theory point of view, Nucl. Phys. B718 (2005) 362–370, arXiv:cond-mat/0410434.

[25] V.S. Poghosyan, S.Y. Grigorev, V.B. Priezzhev, P. Ruelle, Pair correlations in sandpile model:

a check of logarithmic conformal field theory, Phys. Lett. B659 (2008) 768–772, arXiv:0710.3051 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[26] N. Seiberg, D. Shih, Branes, rings and matrix models in minimal (super) string theory, JHEP 0402 (2004) 021, arXiv:hep-th/0312170.

[27] Y. Ishimoto, S. Yamaguchi, Minimal string theory is logarithmic, Phys. Lett. B607 (2005) 172– 179, arXiv:hep-th/0406262.

[28] W. Li, W. Song, A. Strominger, Chiral gravity in three dimensions, JHEP 0804 (2008) 082, arXiv:0801.4566 [hep-th].

[29] D. Grumiller, N. Johansson, Instability in cosmological topologically massive gravity at the chiral point, JHEP 0807 (2008) 134, arXiv:0805.2610 [hep-th].

[30] A. Maloney, W. Song, A. Strominger, Chiral gravity, log gravity and extremal CFT, Phys. Rev.

D81 (2010) 064007, arXiv:0903.4573 [hep-th].

[31] D. Grumiller, N. Johansson, T. Zojer, Short-cut to new anomalies in gravity duals to logarithmic conformal field theories, arXiv:1010.4449 [hep-th].

[32] L. Rozansky, H. Saleur, Quantum field theory for the multivariable Alexander-Conway polynomial, Nucl. Phys. B376 (1992) 461–509.

[33] Z. Maassarani, D. Serban, Non-unitary conformal field theory and logarithmic operators for disordered systems, Nucl. Phys. B489 (1997) 603–625, arXiv:9605062.

[34] M.R. Zirnbauer, Conformal field theory of the integer quantum Hall plateau transition, arXiv:hep-th/9905054.

[35] V. Schomerus, H. Saleur, The GL(1|1) WZW model: from supergeometry to logarithmic CFT, Nucl. Phys. B734 (2006) 221–245, arXiv:hep-th/0510032.

[36] G. Götz, T. Quella, V. Scomerus, The WZNW model on P SU(1, 1|2), JHEP 0703 (2007) 003, arXiv:hep-th/0610070.

[37] T. Quella, V. Schomerus, Free fermion resolution of supergroup WZNW models, JHEP 0709 (2007) 085, arXiv:0706.0744 [hep-th].

[38] T. Creutzig, T. Quella, V. Schomerus, Branes in the GL(1|1) WZNW-model, Nucl. Phys. B792 (2008) 257–283, arXiv:0708.0583 [hep-th].

[39] T. Creutzig, Branes in supergroups, arXiv:0908.1816 [hep-th].

[40] M.R. Gaberdiel, Fusion rules and logarithmic representations of a WZW model at fractional level, Nucl. Phys. B618 (2001) 407–436, arXiv:hep-th/0105046.

[41] F. Lesage, P. Mathieu, J. Rasmussen, H. Saleur, The ^su(2)_{−1/2} WZW model and the βγ system, Nucl. Phys. B647 (2002) 363–403, arXiv:hep-th/0207201.

[42] F. Lesage, P. Mathieu, J. Rasmussen, H. Saleur, Logarithmic lift of the ^su(2)_{−1/2} model, Nucl.

Phys. B686 (2004) 313–346, arXiv:hep-th/0311039.

[43] D. Ridout, sl(2)_{−1/2} and the triplet model, Nucl. Phys. B835 (2010) 314–342, arXiv:1001.3960 [hep-th].

[44] J. Rasmussen, Affine Jordan cells, logarithmic correlators, and hamiltonian reduction, Nucl. Phys.

B736 (2006) 225–258, arXiv:hep-th/0508179.

[45] D. Adamović, A. Milas, On the triplet vertex algebra W(p), Adv. Math. 217 (2008) 2664–2699, arXiv:0707.1857 [math.QA].

[46] Y.-Z. Huang, J. Lepowsky, L. Zhang, Logarithmic tensor product theory for generalized modules for a conformal vertex algebra, arXiv:0710.2687 [math.QA].

[47] Y.-Z. Huang, Cofiniteness conditions, projective covers and the logarithmic tensor product theory, J. Pure Appl. Alg. 213 (2009) 458–475, arXiv:0712.4109 [math.QA].

[48] K. Nagatomo, A. Tsuchiya, The triplet vertex operator algebra W (p) and the restricted quantum group Ū_q(sl_2) at q = e^{πi/p}, arXiv:0902.4607 [math.QA].

[49] Y.-Z. Huang, Representations of vertex operator algebras and braided finite tensor categories, arXiv:0903.4233 [math.QA].

[50] M. Flohr, On modular invariant partition functions of conformal field theories with logarithmic operators, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A11 (1996) 4147–4172, arXiv:hep-th/9509166.

[51] M.R. Gaberdiel, H.G. Kausch, A rational logarithmic conformal field theory, Phys. Lett. B386 (1996) 131–137, arXiv:hep-th/9606050.

[52] M. Flohr, On Fusion Rules in Logarithmic Conformal Field Theories, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A12 (1997) 1943–1958, arXiv:hep-th/9605151.

[53] M. Flohr, Bits and pieces in logarithmic conformal field theory, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A18 (2003) 4497–4591, arXiv:hep-th/0111228.

[54] M.R. Gaberdiel, An algebraic approach to logarithmic conformal field theory, Int. J. Mod. Phys.

A18 (2003) 4593–4638, arXiv:hep-th/0111260.

[55] M. Flohr, S. Rouhani (eds.), Proceedings of school and workshop on logarithmic conformal field theory and its applications, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A18 (2003) No. 25.

[56] J. Fjelstad, J. Fuchs, S. Hwang, A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Logarithmic conformal field theories via logarithmic deformations, Nucl. Phys. B633 (2002) 379–413, arXiv:hep-th/0201091.

[57] I.I. Kogan, A. Nichols, Stress energy tensor in c = 0 logarithmic conformal field theory, arXiv:hep-th/0203207.

[58] J. Fuchs, S. Hwang, A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Nonsemisimple fusion algebras and the Verlinde formula, Commun. Math. Phys. 247 (2004) 713–742, arXiv:hep-th/0306274.

[59] J. Rasmussen, Logarithmic limits of minimal models, Nucl. Phys. B701 (2004) 516–528, arXiv:hep-th/0405257.

[60] J. Rasmussen, Note on SLE and logarithmic CFT, J. Stat. Mech. (2004) P09007, arXiv:math-ph/0408011.

[61] V. Gurarie, A.W.W. Ludwig, Conformal field theory at central charge c = 0 and two-dimensional critical systems with quenched disorder, arXiv:hep-th/0409105.

[62] J. Nagi, Logarithmic primary fields in conformal and superconformal field theory, Nucl. Phys.

B722 (2005) 249–265, arXiv:hep-th/0504009.

[63] B.L. Feigin, A.M. Gainutdinov, A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Modular group representations and fusion in logarithmic conformal field theories and in the quantum group center, Commun. Math. Phys. 265 (2006) 47–93, arXiv:hep-th/0504093.

[64] J. Rasmussen, On logarithmic solutions to the conformal Ward identities, Nucl. Phys. B730 (2005) 300–311, arXiv:hep-th/0507177.

[65] M. Flohr, M.R. Gaberdiel, Logarithmic torus amplitudes, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 39 (2006) 1955– 1968, arXiv:hep-th/0509075.

[66] B.L. Feigin, A.M. Gainutdinov, A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence for the representation category of the triplet W -algebra in logarithmic CFT, Theor. Math. Phys. 148 (2006) 1210–1235, arXiv:math/0512621.

[67] B.L. Feigin, A.M. Gainutdinov, A.M. Semikhatov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Logarithmic extensions of minimal models: characters and modular transformations, Nucl. Phys. B757 (2006) 303–343, arXiv:hep-th/0606196.

[68] P.A. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, J.-B. Zuber, Logarithmic minimal models, J. Stat. Mech. (2006) P11017, arXiv:hep-th/0607232.

[69] J. Rasmussen, P.A. Pearce, Fusion algebra of critical percolation, J. Stat. Mech. (2007) P09002, arXiv:0706.2716 [hep-th].

[70] J. Rasmussen, P.A. Pearce, Fusion algebras of logarithmic minimal models, J. Phys. A: Math.

Theor. 40 (2007) 13711–13733, arXiv:0707.3189 [hep-th].

[71] P.A. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, P. Ruelle, Integrable boundary conditions and W-extended fusion in the logarithmic minimal models LM(1, p), J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 41 (2008) 295201, arXiv:0803.0785 [hep-th].

[72] J. Rasmussen, P.A. Pearce, W-extended fusion algebra of critical percolation, J. Phys. A: Math.

Theor. 41 (2008) 295208, arXiv:0804.4335 [hep-th].

[73] J. Rasmussen, W-extended logarithmic minimal models, Nucl. Phys. B807 (2009) 495–533, arXiv:0805.2991 [hep-th].

[74] H. Eberle, M. Flohr, Virasoro representations and fusion for general augmented minimal models, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 39 (2006) 15245–15286, arXiv:hep-th/0604097.

[75] N. Read, H. Saleur, Associative-algebraic approach to logarithmic conformal field theories, Nucl.

Phys. B777 (2007) 316–351, arXiv:hep-th/0701117.

[76] M.R. Gaberdiel, I. Runkel, From boundary to bulk in logarithmic CFT, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor.

41 (2008) 075402, arXiv:0707.0388 [hep-th].

[77] J. Rasmussen, Polynomial fusion rings of W-extended logarithmic minimal models, J. Math. Phys.

50 (2009) 043512, arXiv:0812.1070 [hep-th].

[78] M.R. Gaberdiel. I. Runkel, S. Wood, Fusion rules and boundary conditions in the c = 0 triplet model, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42 (2009) 325403, arXiv:0905.0916 [hep-th].

[79] J. Rasmussen, Fusion of irreducible modules in WLM(p, p^′), J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43 (2010) 045210, arXiv:0906.5414 [hep-th].

[80] S. Wood, Fusion rules of the W_{p,q} triplet models, J. Phys. A43 (2010) 045212, arXiv:0907.4421 [hep-th].

[81] D. Adamović, A. Milas, On W-algebras associated to (2, p) minimal models and their representations, arXiv:0908.4053 [math.QA].

[82] M.R. Gaberdiel, I. Runkel, The logarithmic triplet theory with boundary, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.

39 (2006) 14745–14780, arXiv:hep-th/0608184.

[83] M.R. Gaberdiel. I. Runkel, S. Wood, A modular invariant bulk theory for the c = 0 triplet model, arXiv:1008.0082 [hep-th].

[84] A.A. Belavin, A.M. Polyakov, A.B. Zamolodchikov, Infinite conformal symmetry in twodimensional quantum field theory, Nucl. Phys. B241 (1984) 333–380.

[85] G.E. Andrews, R.J. Baxter, P.J. Forrester, Eight-vertex SOS model and generalized Rogers- Ramanujan-type identities, J. Stat. Phys. 35 (1984) 193–266.

[86] P.J. Forrester, R.J. Baxter, Further exact solutions of the eight-vertex SOS model and generalizations of the Rogers-Ramanujan identities, J. Stat. Phys. 38 (1985) 435–472.

[87] A. Cappelli, C. Itzykson, J.-B. Zuber, Modular Invariant Partition Functions in Two Dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B280 (1987) 445–465.

[88] A. Cappelli, C. Itzykson, J.-B. Zuber, The A-D-E Classification of Minimal and A^{(1)}_1 Conformal Invariant Theories, Commun. Math. Phys. 113 (1987) 1–26.

[89] A. Kato, Classification of Modular Invariant Partition Functions in Two Dimensions Mod. Phys.

Lett. A2 (1987) 585–600.

[90] J.L. Cardy, Operator content of two-dimensional conformally invariant theories, Nucl. Phys. B270 (1986) 186–204.

[91] R.E. Behrend, P.A. Pearce, V.B. Petkova, J.-B. Zuber, On the classification of bulk and boundary conformal field theories, Phys. Lett. B444 (1998) 163–166, arXiv:hep-th/9809097.

[92] R.E. Behrend, P.A. Pearce, V.B. Petkova, J.-B. Zuber, Boundary conditions in rational conformal field theories, Nucl. Phys. B579 (2000) 707–773, arXiv:hep-th/9908036.

[93] P. Ginsparg, Curiosities at c = 1, Nucl. Phys. B295 (1988) 153–170.

[94] E.B. Kiritsis, Proof of the completeness of the classification of rational conformal theories with c = 1, Nucl. Phys. B217 (1989) 427–430.

[95] R. Dijkgraaf, C. Vafa, E. Verlinde, H. Verlinde, The operator algebra of orbifold models, Commun.

Math. Phys. 123 (1989) 485–526.

[96] A. Cappelli, G. D’Appollonio, Boundary states of c = 1 and c = 3/2 rational conformal field theories, JHEP 0202 (2002) 039, arXiv:hep-th/0201173.

[97] V.G. Kac, Infinite-dimensional Lie algebras (third edition), Cambridge University Press, 1990.

[98] P.A. Pearce, Y-K. Zhou, Intertwiners and A-D-E lattice models, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B7 (1993) 3649–3705, arXiv:hep-th/9304009.

[99] E. Verlinde, Fusion rules and modular transformations in 2D conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys.

B300 (1988) 360–376.

[100] M. Flohr, H. Knuth, On Verlinde-like formulas in c_{p,1} logarithmic conformal field theories, arXiv:0705.0545 [math-ph].

[101] A.M. Gainutdinov, I.Yu. Tipunin, Radford, Drinfeld, and Cardy boundary states in (1, p) logarithmic conformal field models, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42 (2009) 315207, arXiv:0711.3430 [hep-th].

[102] P.A. Pearce, J. Rasmussen, P. Ruelle, Grothendieck ring and Verlinde-like formula for the Wextended logarithmic minimal model WLM(1, p), J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43 (2010) 045211, arXiv:0907.0134 [hep-th].

[103] J. Rasmussen, Fusion matrices, generalized Verlinde formulas and partition functions in WLM(1, p), J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43 (2010) 105201, arXiv:0908.2014 [hep-th].

[104] J. Rasmussen, Graph fusion algebras of WLM(p, p^′), Nucl. Phys. B830 (2010) 493–541, arXiv:0911.3229 [hep-th].

[105] P. Goddard, A. Kent, D. Olive, Virasoro algebras and coset space models, Phys. Lett. B152 (1985) 88–92.

[106] P. Goddard, A. Kent, D. Olive, Unitary representations of the Virasoro and super-Virasoro algebras, Commun. Math. Phys. 103 (1986) 105–119.