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Unitary anchored planar algebras

André Henriques, David Penneys, and James Tener

Abstract

In our previous article [arXiv:1607.06041], we established an equivalence between
pointed pivotal module tensor categories and anchored planar algebras. This article
introduces the notion of unitarity for both module tensor categories and anchored
planar algebras, and establishes the unitary analog of the above equivalence. Our
constructions use Baez’s 2-Hilbert spaces (i.e., semisimple C*-categories equipped with
unitary traces), the unitary Yoneda embedding, and the notion of unitary adjunction
for dagger functors between 2-Hilbert spaces.
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1 Introduction

Planar algebras were introduced by Vaughan Jones in [Jon21]. A planar algebra P is a
collection of vector spaces P[n], called boz-spaces, indexed by the nonnegative integers, along
with a linear map

Z(T) : Pln] ® - - - ® Plng] — Plno]

for every planar tangle T'. These maps are required to be compatible with the operation of
composition of tangles in the sense that Z(So,T) = Z(S)o(ld®...®1d®Z(T)®id®...®id).
See §4.1 for more details.

In [HPT23b], we internalised the notion of planar algebra to the context of a pivotal
braided tensor category V), and called the resulting notion an anchored planar algebra. The
box-spaces P[n] of an anchored planar algebra are now objects of our ambient category V,
and we have morphisms

Z(T):Pln] ® - -+ @ Plng] — Pno)

for every anchored planar tangle. For example:

. P[3] @ P[5] — P[6].

The full definition is given in §4.2.
We then proceeded to establish an equivalence of categories

{ Anchored planar algebras in V } = { Pointed pivotal ‘module }

tensor categories over V

between the category APA of anchored planar algebras in ), and the category ModTens, of
pointed! pivotal module tensor categories over V whose action functor admits a right adjoint.
We refer the reader to §3.1 below for definitions of these notions.

'Here, “pointed” means equipped with a distinguished symmetrically self-dual object that generates the
module tensor category.



In this paper we further specialise/generalise the notion of anchored planar algebra to
the context when V is a unitary pivotal braided tensor category, and we prove an analog
of the above result. This is motivated by enriched subfactor theory [JL17], bicommutant
categories [Hen17b, HP17, HP23|, topological orders [HBJP23], and higher unitary categories
[CHPJP22, DHP22].

Let V be a braided unitary tensor category equipped with a unitary dual functor (the
latter is the unitary analog of a pivotal structure [Yam04, Selll, Pen20]; see §2.2 below for
more details). A unitary module tensor category C is called pivotal if it is equipped with a
unitary dual functor, compatibly with the action of V. Our main result is the unitary analog
of Theorem [HPT23b, Thm. AJ:

Theorem A. There is an equivalence of categories’

Unitary anchored planar | ., [ Unitary pointed pivotal module tensor?
algebras in V | categories over V, with chosen state '

Moreover, when V 1is ribbon, spherical unitary anchored planar algebras correspond under
this equivalence to unitary module tensor categories whose chosen state is spherical.

1.1 Motivations for this article
1.1.1 Enriched subfactor theory

The development of planar algebras [Jon21] is intimately linked to subfactor theory. We
expect a similar relation to hold between anchored planar algebras and enriched subfactor
theory. In their paper [JP17], Corey Jones and the second author introduced a notion of
Wr-algebra object A internal to a unitary tensor category V. One could imagine formulating
an analog of the notion of II; factor internal to V (perhaps just the condition that the neutral
part of A, i.e. V(1 — A), is a II; factor) and, similarly, a notion of subfactor internal to V.

We conjecture that, in this context, the correct analog of the standard invariant is that
of a unitary anchored planar algebra:

Conjecture 1.1. The enriched standard invariant of a subfactor internal toV is a 2-shaded
unitary anchored planar algebra in Z (V). Finite indez, finite depth hyperfinite 11y subfactors
internal to V are classified by their enriched standard invariants®.

As an example, in [JL17, Rem. 6.1], Jaffe and Liu construct a subfactor from the inductive
limit of parafermion algebras, and obtain the parafermion subfactor planar para algebra from
its ‘graded standard invariant.” Planar para algebras are anchored planar algebras internal
to V = Vect(Z/N) with a particular braiding (see [HPT23b, Examples 3.7 and 3.8]), and
the parafermion planar para algebra corresponds to a Tambara-Yamagami module tensor
category over V.

2The 2-category of unitary pointed module tensor categories is equivalent to a 1-category. Moreover, the
unique 2-morphism between two 1-morphisms, when it exists, is always unitary.

3We do not require the unit of our module tensor category to be simple. So, strictly speaking, it is a
unitary module multitensor category.

4The relevant anchored planar algebras should satisfy P[0] = I(1), where I : V — Z(V) is the adjoint of
the forgetful functor Z(V) — V.



There is a classification of II; subfactors with index less than 4 [Jon83, GAIHJ89, Kaw95,
BN91, Izu94] in terms of ADE Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams (where D,g4q and E7 do not occur,
and Fg and Eg occur twice). For subfactors enriched over super vector spaces, the non-simply
laced Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams Ceye, and Fy also appear [ALW19, §6-7].

1.1.2 Internal structure of bicommutant categories

Bicommutant categories were introduced in [Henl17b], as higher categorical analogs of von
Neumann algebras. The simplest example of a bicommutant category is Bim(M), the tensor
category of all bimodules over a von Neumann algebra M. Examples corresponding to uni-
tary fusion categories were constructed in [HP17], and further studied in [HP23]. Examples
corresponding to conformal nets were constructed in [Henl7al.

When M = R is a hyperfinite 11, Il or III; factor, there is a well-known correspon-
dence [Pop90, Pop95, Jon21, Tom21, BCE20] between conjugacy classes of finite depth R-R
bimodules and isomorphism classes of unitary finite depth planar algebras’:

Connected finite depth} / :

Finite depth R-R-bimodules conj. < . iso.
unitary planar algebras

We conjecture that, under suitable assumptions, conjugacy clases of finite depth objects in a
bicommutant category 7 are in bijective correspondence with finite depth unitary anchored
planar algebras in Z(7).

Conjecture 1.2. Let T be a bicommutant category whose Drinfeld center Z(T) is fusion.
Then, under suitable assumptions, there exists a natural bijective correspondence

{Finite depth objects of T} / conj. <> {Connected finite depth unltary} / i

anchored planar algebras in Z(T) 150-
For bicommutant categories coming from fusion categories, Conjecture 1.2 was proven in our
recent paper [HPT23a].

1.1.3 (2+1)D topological orders

Topological order is a phenomenon in (theoretical) condensed matter physics beyond Lan-
dau’s symmetry breaking paradigm. In (241) dimensions, the low energy effective field
theory of a topologically ordered phase of matter is a topological quantum field theory, and
the low energy localised excitations form a unitary modular tensor category (UMTC).

Conjecture 1.3. Let X and Y be (24 1)D topological orders with the same anomaly, let M
be a topological domain wall between them, and let m be a symmetrically self-dual point-like
excitation that lives on M. Then the collection of objects

Material
X

5Unoriented planar algebras correspond to symmetrically self-dual bimodules. Arbitrary finite depth
bimodules are classified by planar algebras whose strands are oriented.
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(where the red dots represent m) in the unitary modular tensor category associated to X are
the box-spaces of a unitary anchored planar algebra.

More generally, if ¢ is any unitary 3-category (a notion yet to be defined) and ¢ : v — w
is a dualizable 1-morphism between dualizable objects, then V := End(1,) should be a
unitary modular ribbon category and C := End(c) should be a unitary V-module multifusion
category. Moreover, for m : ¢ = ¢ symmetrically self-dual, the objects Hom(1., m®*) € V
should form the box-spaces of a unitary anchored planar algebra.

Indeed, it should be the case that (241)D topological orders with the a given anomaly
form a unitary 3-category whose 1-morphisms are topological domain walls and whose
higher morphisms correspond to topological defects of higher codimension. More precisely,
[HBJP23] posits that for a UMTC A whose Witt class represents an anomaly, the 3-category
of A-enriched unitary fusion categories describes this putative 3-category of (2+1)D topo-
logical orders.

1.1.4 Unitary higher categories

Over the past decades, a theory of higher linear algebra has emerged from work of many
authors, e.g., [BD95, Bae97, Lur09, HV19|. The higher n-category nVect of n-vector spaces
may be used as target for n-dimensional topological quantum field theories, where the fully
dualizable objects give fully extended theories by the corbordism hypothesis. Until recently,
definitions of nVect were bespoke, chosen to agree with well-known state-sum models. The
recent breakthrough [GJF19] provides a uniform framework to construct (the fully dualizable
part of) nVect via a formal inductive procedure starting from just the complex numbers.

Starting with C, a commutative algebra, we can deloop and complete to obtain the 1-
category Vectsy. Since Vect is a symmetric monoidal tensor category, we can deloop and
complete again to obtain the 2-category Algs;" of finite dimensional separable algebras, bi-
modules, and intertwiners. Assigning to an algebra its category of modules gives an equiv-
alence to 2Vect, the 2-category of finite semisimple categories, linear functors, and natural
transformations. Since 2Vect is a symmetric monoidal 2-category, we may deloop and com-
plete again to obtain the 3-category of (separable) multifusion categories [JF22], which is
equivalent to the 3-category of semisimple 2-categories [DR18, Déc22].

C 3 Vectyg = Alg ~ LinCat®, ——» MultFusCat _~ Lin2Cat® = - -- (1)
[JF22) [Déc22]

For physical applications in topologically ordered phases of matter, it is important to
have a version of the above construction that incorporates unitary structures at all levels.
However, extending this construction to the unitary setting is quite delicate. Whereas du-
alizability is a property in the non-unitary setting, it is additional structure in the unitary
setting [Yam04, Pen20]. Thus nHilb should come with canonical involutions corresponding
to duals at various levels.

Writing this article has allowed us to clarify these notions for 2Hilb. Here, a 2-Hilbert
space [Bae97] is a linear category (enriched in finite dimensional vector spaces) equipped
with Hilbert space structures on hom spaces satisfying

<f7hogjr>b—>c:<fog7h>a—>c:<gafToh>a—>b ‘v’g:a—>b,f:b—>c,h:a—>c.
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As pointed out in [GMP*23, Rem. 3.6.1], 2-Hilbert spaces are the natural setting for defining
the unitary Yoneda embedding [JP20]. In turn, we have a well-behaved notion of wunitary
adjunction for dagger functors, which we describe in §2.1 below. In Proposition 2.8 (see
also Remark 2.9) we prove that unitary adjunction gives a canonical unitary dual functor on
2Hilb. We expect this to be a key ingredient in defining higher dagger idempotents, for the
unitary analog of (1).

1.2 Outline

In §2, we provide the preliminary background for this article, together with some new con-
tributions for unitary and involutive categories. We discuss the unitary Yoneda embedding
and unitary adjunction in §2.1, and we review unitary dual functors and spherical states in
§2.2. In §2.3, we use the graphical calculus for the 2-category Cat to transport involutive
structures through adjunctions.

In §3, we review the notion of pivotal module tensor category over a braided pivotal
category before introducing the unitary counterpart in §3.2. We briefly review the graphical
calculus of strings on tubes for the categorified trace from [HPT16], and we study the adjoint
of the unit map in §3.3. In the spherical setting, we prove unitarity of the traciator in §3.4.

In §4, we review the notions of planar algebra and anchored planar algebra before in-
troducing the unitary counterparts in §4.3. We show that for a spherical unitary anchored
planar algebra, the adjoint is compatible with the inside-out reflection of tangles in Propo-
sition 4.8. Finally, in §5, we prove our main Theorem A.
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Tener was supported by Australian Research Council Discovery Project DP200100067, as
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2 Preliminaries

Our standard references for (unitary) tensor categories include [LR97, GLR85, Sel11, EGNO15,
HPT16, Pen20].

Let Catc be the 2-category of C-linear categories, linear and anti-linear functors, and
natural transformations. We only allow natural transformations between functors if they
are either both linear or both anti-linear. In this section, we shall often use the graphical
calculus for Catc, denoting linear categories by two-dimensional regions, functors by strands,
and natural transformations by junctures. As in [CP22], we may identify a category A with
the category of C-linear functors Vect — A. Given a functor F': A — B and objects a € A
and b € B, this allows us to give a graphical representation e.g. for a morphism f : F'(a) — b,



as follows:
=B =A " = Vect.
F a '

Given an adjunction F' 4 G between two functors F': A — B and G : B — A, recall that
f:F(a) —»band g : A — G(b) are called mates if they are mapped to one another under
the natural isomorphism

B(F(a) —b) = A(a— G(b))
f < mate(f)
mate(g) <« g.

Mates are represented in the graphical calculus as follows:

b b G| |b b
s RS o &)
F| |a a a a

where the cup and cap represent the unit and counit of the adjunction.
The operations of taking the mate are natural with respect to pre-composition and post-
composition by another morphism:

(M1) mate(fs o f1) = G(f2) o mate(fy) for all f1 : Fi(a) — by and fo : by — bo.

(M2) mate(gs 0 g1) = mate(gy) o F'(gy) for all g; : a; — as and g5 : ay — G(b).

2.1 The unitary Yoneda lemma and unitary adjunctions

In this section, we work with semisimple C* categories. (Note that every Cauchy complete
C* category with finite dimensional hom spaces is semisimple [GMP*23, §3.1.1].)

Definition 2.1. A unitary trace on a semisimple C* category A is a collection of linear
maps Tr, : A(a — a) — C, for all a € A, satisfying

e Tr,(fog)=Try(go f) forall f:a—band g:b— a, and
e The sesquilinear forms (f, g)q s := Tro(g" o f) are positive definite.

The above inner products satisfy

<fahogT>b—>c:<fogvh>a—>c:<g7fToh>a—>b Vg:a%bvf:bécah:a'%cﬂ (2)
equivalently
(~ogf=—og' and (fo-)i=flo-, )

and thus equip A with the structure of a 2-Hilbert space in the sense of [Bae97]. Conversely,
one may recover the trace from the 2-Hilbert space structure by the formula Tr,(f) :=



(f,ida)a—a- The notion of semisimple C* category equipped with a unitary trace is thus
equivalent to the notion of 2-Hilbert space.

The first condition in (3) implies that for all ¢ € A, the functor A(— — ¢) : A°® — Hilb
is a f-functor, and the second equality implies that the unitary Yoneda embedding

A < Funf(A® — Hilb) (4)

is a t-functor (where Fun'(A° — Hilb) denotes the f-category of t-functors A° — Hilb).

The above facts were first observed in [GMP*23, Rem. 3.61 and footnote], and we shall
refer to them collectively as the unitary Yoneda lemma. Note that the essential image of (4)
is the same as its unitary essential image (using polar decomposition in Funf(A°% — Hilb)),
so a f-functor A°° — Hilb is unitarily representable if and only if the underlying functor
is representable. Given a f-functor F € Fun(A° — Hilb) in the essential image of (4), a
representing object is given by

c:= @ d;'F(a) ® a, (5)

where d, := Tr*(id,), Trr(A) is a basis® of A, and we use the notation AH to denote the
Hilbert space with the same underlying vector space as H and inner product A(-, - )g. The
rescaling of the inner product of F'(a) ensures the unitarity of the isomorphism A(— — ¢) =
F' given by

_—

Alb— d'Fla)®a | 2d,'F(b) ® A(b — b)
a€lrr(A)

F(b) (6)

for b € Irr(A).

Remark 2.2. If A is finitely semisimple and Hilb is taken to mean finite dimensional Hilbert
spaces, then (4) is a f-equivalence.

Definition 2.3. Let (A, Tr) and (B, Tr®) be semisimple C* categories equipped with uni-
tary traces. A unitary adjunction, denoted F -7 G, consists of linear f-functors F': A — B
and G : B — A and a family of unitary and natural isomorphisms

Yap : B(F(a) = b) — A(a — G(b)). (7)

If F and G are instead antilinear f-functors, and (7) is antiunitary, then adjunction is called
an antiunitary adjunction.

Remark 2.4. In the above definition, if we had merely required F and G to be (anti)linear
functors, they would nevertheless automatically be {-functors. We prove that G is a dagger

6A basis of a semisimple linear category is a collection of representatives of each isomorphism class of
simple objects.



functor (the argument for F' is similar). For any f € B(b; — by), the following diagram

commutes:

Ala — Gh)) =27 A(a — G(by))

glw;; gTwmb

B(F(a) — b)) —Z s A(F(a) — by).

Applying 1 to all the arrows, by (3), the following diagram also commutes:

Ala— Gby)) <2927 A(a = G(by)

Tﬁah glw;g

B(F(a) = by) <22 A(F(a) = by).

As G(fT) o — also makes that second diagram commute, G(f1) o — = G(f)! o —, and hence
G(f) = G(f).

Similarly, whenever F' 4 G are adjoint functors between linear categories, if (7) is
(anti)linear, then F' and G are automatically (anti)linear functors.

The above facts are reminiscent of the well-known fact that if H, K are Hilbert spaces
and S: H — K and T : K — H are two functions such that (Sn,§) = (n, 7€) for alln € H
and £ € K, then S and T are automatically bounded linear maps.

Lemma 2.5. Let (A, Tr?) and (B, Tr®) be semisimple C* categories with unitary traces, and
let F: A — B be a linear 1-functor that has a right adjoint. Then F also has a unitary right
adjoint. The unitary right adjoint G is unique up to unique unitary natural isomorphism,

and given by
= P d4.'B(F(a) > b) @a. (8)

a€lrr(A)

The same holds true for antilinear t-functors.

Proof. The unitary right adjoint G, if it exists, sends b € B to the object representing the
T-functor
a— B(F(a) —b). (9)

By the unitary Yoneda Lemma, such a representing object, if it exists, is unique up to unique
unitary isomorphism. We get (8) by substituting (9) into (5). If F' admits a right adjoint,
the functors (9) are representable, hence unitarily representable, hence F' admits a unitary
right adjoint.

Finally, antilinear f-functors are the same thing as linear t-functors A — B, so the same
results hold true for antilinear -functors. O

Lemma 2.6. If coev and ev are the unit and counit of an (anti- Junitary adjunction F -7 G,
then evl and coev' are the unit and counit of an (anti-)unitary adjunction G 4 F.

Proof. The adjunction is given by



AGOD) wa) = Ala—GOh) = AF(a)—=b =  Alb— F(a). (10)

anti-unitary (anti-)unitary anti-unitary

The first equivalence is anti-unitary as

(f, ) awysa = Tr(g" o f) = Tr(f o ") = (g", [N acrr),

and similarly for the third one.
If we set @ = G(b), the image of idg(,) under (10) is evl. So evl is the counit of the
adjunction (10). Similarly, setting b = F'(a), we see that coev' is the unit of the adjunction.
[

Lemma 2.7. Let (A, TrA) be a semisimple C* category with a unitary trace. Let a € A
be an object, viewed as linear T-functor a : Hilb — A, and let a* : A — Hilb be its unitary
adjoint. Then

=A = Hilb,

evy

where ev, is the mate of id, under the unitary adjunction Hilb(a*(a) — C) = A(a — a(C)).

Proof.

€eVg

= (mate(f), mate(ida))Hib(a*(a)>c) = (f,1da) A(a—a) = Trf(f)- [

evyg,

Anticipating the notion of unitary dual functor (see §2.2 below), we have the following
result:

Proposition 2.8. Let (A, TrA) be a semisimple C* category equipped with a unitary trace,
and let EndL(A) be its category of dualizable linear dagger endofunctors. Then the operation
which sends a dagger functor F : A — A to its unitary adjoint defines a unitary dual functor
on End,(A).

The same holds true for the category of linear or antilinear T-functors from A to itself.

Proof. Given a dualizable {-functor F': A — A, we write F™* for its unitary adjoint (which is
unique up to unique unitary isomorphism). We must show that the canonical isomorphism
F*G* = (GF)* is unitary, and that for all @ : ' = G we have §*T = 0™ : F* = G*. For the
first statement, note that

GF
evpo(lp-evglr) = (R and (1g coevp 1gs) o coevg =

GF

10



exhibit F*G* as a unitary adjoint of GF', as
Ala — F*(G*(D))) = A(F(a) — G*(b)) = A(G(F(a)) — b).

(anti-)unitary (anti-)unitary

By the uniqueness statement in Lemma 2.5, the isomorphism F*G* = (GF)* is therefore
unitary.

For the second statement, we show that 6T = 0i* for all a € A. For all f € A(G*(a) — b)
and g € A(F*(a) — b), we have:

<f © ‘9:2*7.g> = Tr?*(a)(gt ° f o QIL*)

=TT

SIPS

=TT

S %

= Tré*(a)(QZT oglof)
= Tri (9" o f o6
= (fo0,9g),

where the second and fifth equalities hold by Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7. By the non-degeneracy
of the pairing, we conclude that §7* = §*1. ]

Remark 2.9. More generally, unitary adjoints provide a canonical unitary dual functor
on the C* 2-category of semisimple C* categories, dualizable dagger functors, and bounded
natural transformations.

2.2 Unitary dual functors and spherical states

Let C be a unitary multitensor category (aka semisimple rigid tensor C* category). We recall
the following definition from [Pen20):

Definition 2.10. A wunitary dual functor on C is a choice of dual (¢”,ev,, coev,) for each
object ¢ € C (where ev, : ¢V ® ¢ — 1, and coev, : 1 = ¢ ® ¢" satisfy the zigzag identities),
such that the corresponding functor V : C — C™P is a dagger tensor functor: VT = TV and
Vap: 0’ @bY — (b®a)Y is unitary.

Remark 2.11. Unlike dual functors, unitary dual functors are not unique — see [Pen20].

By [Selll, Lem. 7.5], [Pen20, Cor. 3.10], a unitary dual functor induces a pivotal structrue
on C by
0= (1®ev,) o (evl, ®1) = (coevl ®1) o (1 @ coeve) : ¢ — ", (11)

and ¢, is unitary for all ¢ € C.
A unitary dual functor V on a unitary multitensor category C gives two End¢(1¢)-valued
traces try and trg on the underlying C* category.

11



Definition 2.12. A spherical state on a unitary multitensor category with unitary dual
functor (C, V) is a state ¢ on End¢(1¢) such that otry (f) = ¢otrg(f) for every f € Ende(c).
Given a spherical state 1, we write Tt := v o try,.

Lemma 2.13. Suppose C is an indecomposable unitary multitensor category.

(1) A unitary dual functor admits at most one spherical state.

(2) For each state 1) on Ende(1e), there is a unique unitary dual functor with respect to
which 1 is spherical.

We thus have a bijection

Unitary dual functors V which | ., States 1)
admit a spherical state ¥ on Ende(1e) [

Proof. Let U be the universal grading groupoid of C. By [Pen20, Thm. A], unitary dual
functors V on C are classified by groupoid homomorphisms 7 : i — R+, where V corresponds
to m if

N € C, coevlo(f ®idwn) o coeve = Ap;, eveo(idys ®f) oevl = Ty - Ap;  (12)

for all homogeneous ¢ € 1, ® C ® 1; (homogeneous w.r.t. the U-grading) and f : ¢ — c. Here,
p1,---,pr € Ende(1e) are the projections onto the simple summands of 1¢, and gr, € U is
the U-grading of c.

If V admits a spherical state 1, then 7 factors through the ‘matrix groupoid’ M, with r
objects and a unique isomorphism between any two objects. Indeed, applying the spherical
state 1 to (12), we have M) (p;) = Tgr() A (p;), and thus

Tare) = V(i) V(D) =2 75 (13)

Since ), ¥(p;) = 1, (13) completely determines ¢ in terms of w. This proves part (1) of
the lemma. Equation (13) also determines 7 in terms of 1, so there is at most one unitary
dual functor V for which a given state i) can be spherical. It remains to verify that v is
spherical for the unitary dual functor associated to the homomrphism 7 defined in (13):

¢(pi)
Y(py)

This proves part (2) of the lemma. O

Ytrp(f)) = Ami(py) = A V(pj) = Mb(pi) = P (trr(f)).

Observe that (2) of Lemma 2.13 holds even when C is decomposable. Indeed, we can just
restrict (and rescale) v to each indecomposable summand and then apply the lemma.

Definition 2.14. A unitary multitensor category with unitary dual functor (C, V) is called
spherical if it admits a spherical state.

Warning 2.15. There exists an alternative possible definition of sphericality for a unitary
multitensor category C, that we will not be using in this article: the unitary dual functor

corresponding to 7 = 1in (12). This is the balanced, or minimal unitary dual functor studied
in [BDH14].
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Definition 2.16. Suppose (C,¢°) and (D, pT) are pivotal categories. A monoidal functor
F :C — D is called pivotal if the canonical isomorphism

Fl(ev, F(e)”
NP i

F(cY)| F()

(where we have suppressed the tensorator of F') satisfies (x.)" o w?(c) = Xev 0 F(¢5).

By [Pen20, Prop. 3.40], when C and D are unitary multitensor categories equipped with
unitary dual functors, pivotality of F' is equivalent to the canonical isomorphisms y. being
unitary.

Recall that a unitary tensor category is a unitary multitensor category with simple unit.

Lemma 2.17. Let (C,V¢) and (D,Vp) be unitary multitensor categories equipped with uni-
tary dual functors, with 1c simple (i.e. C is a tensor category), and D non-zero. If D is
spherical and F : C — D is a pivotal dagger tensor functor, then C is spherical.

Proof. Let ¢ € C be any object. By the pivotality of F' and [Pen20, Lem. 2.14],
F(t1§(id.)) = tr7 (idp(e)) and F(tr$(id.)) = trp(idp()- (14)

Since Endc(1¢) is one-dimensional, tr$ (id.) and tr%(id.) are scalars. So the two quantities
in (14) are scalar multiples of id;,. Let ¢ be the spherical state of D. The above two scalars
are unchanged under applying v, so

17 (idpe) = (¥ 0 tr7)(idp() = (¢ o tr)(idpe) = trg(idr()-
It follows that tr§ (id.) = tr%(id. ). O

We end this section by explaining how a unitary dual functor on a unitary multitensor
category C induces a unitary dual functor on its unitary Drinfeld center ZT(C) (the full
subcategory of the ordinary Drinfeld center Z(C) where all half-braidings are unitary):

Lemma 2.18. Let V = (V,ev,coev) be a unitary dual functor on C. Then \V canonically
induces a unitary dual functor on Z7(C).

Proof. Given an object (X, ox) € Z1(C), we define (X, ox)" := (XV,0xv) where
oxVy ‘= (evX ®ldy ®1dX\/) e} (idxv ®J)_(,1Y ® idxv) @) (idxv ®ldy ®CO€VX).

The half-braiding oxv y is unitary. The evaluation and coevaluation are morphisms in Z(C)
hence in Z7(C). Finally, since the (co)evaluations for (X,ox) are the same as those of the
underlying object X, the dual functor (X,ox)" := (XY, 0xv) is unitary. O

13



2.3 Involutive functors

An involutive structure on a category A is an anti-linear functor = : A — A together with
a coherence natural isomorphism ¢ : idy4 = = satisfying @, = g for all @ € A. In the
graphical calculus for Catc, we denote the anti-linear functor = by a thick red strand, ¢ by
a cap, and ¢! by a cup.

=~:A—- A UZ(,O /‘\:QO_I

The condition ¥, = ¢z becomes

\/|:|\J

Y

which is equivalent to (7, p, ') being an adjoint equivalence, i.e., it is equivalent to the

zig-zag axioms

Definition 2.19. A conjugate-linear morphism from a to b, denoted f : a — b, is a morphism
a — b.

A real structure on an object a € A is the data of a conjugate-linear morphism r : a — a
such that Tor = ¢,.

Definition 2.20. Let A and B be involutive categories. An involutive functor (F,x) from
A to B is a functor F': A — B equipped with a family of isomorphisms x, : F(a) = F(a),
for a € A, satisfying

e (involutive) X, o xz © F(@f) = Sp?r(a)

e (conjugate natural) F(f) o Xa, = Xap © F/(f) for all f:a; — ao.

A natural transformation 6 between two involutive functors (F,x"),(G,x%) : A — B is
called involutive if Y% 0 03 = 0, 0 xI' : F(a) — G(a) for all a € A.

In the graphical calculus for Catc, we denote XF by a crossing;:
-

F -
The involutive and conjugate-natural axioms are denoted graphically by

-~ - F -~ - F -~ F a2 -~ F a2
ol - we-pp
F - o F - @
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Composing the first identity with a red ¢ cap on the top left and a red ¢! cup on the
bottom right, we obtain the equivalent identity

The involutivity of a natural transformation 6 between involutive functors is represented

e e
e 0
(0 P

F = F =

The graphical proof of the following proposition is straightforward and left to the reader.

graphically by

Proposition 2.21. Suppose (F,x¥) : A — B is an involutive functor which admits a right
adjoint G : B — A. Then

-G
G -

endow G with the structure of an involutive functor. Moreover the unit and counit of the
adjunction ' 4 G satisfy

Lemma 2.22. Let F': A — B be an involutive functor between involutive categories, and let
G : B — A be its right adjoint (with involutive structure X© as in Proposition 2.21). Then,
for all f € B(F(a) —b), we have

mate(f) = x& o mate(f o x¥) € A(@ — G(b)).

Similarly, for all g € A(a — G(b)), we have

mate(g) = mate ([x5] ' 0g) o [xJ]™" € B(F(a) = b).
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Proof. We only prove the first equality, as the other one is similar. In the graphical calculus,
we have

b G b G b

7: , We(f)z , and Xfomate(?oxf): .
Fa Fa !

The result is an instance of the final statement in Proposition 2.21. n

A bi-involutive category is an involutive category which is also a dagger category such
that ~ is a dagger functor and ¢ is unitary. A bi-involutive functor F' : A — B between
bi-involutive categories is an involutive functor (F, x) such that F'is a dagger functor and x
is unitary.

Corollary 2.23. Let F' : A — B be a dualizable functor between semisimple bi-involutive
categories with unitary traces. Then its unitary adjoint G := F* is also bi-involutive, maning
XY (as defined in Proposition 2.21) is unitary.

Proof. Let C := A@® B, and identify F,G with functors

0 0 0 G
(b o) () §)icme

~: A—= Aand 7 : B— B assemble to a functor

HURR

that equips C with the structure of a bi-involutive category.

Working in the category of dualizable linear or antiliner f-functors from C to itself (for
which unitary adjoint defines a unitary dual functor by Proposition 2.8), ¥ is the 27-rotation
of x¥'. The result follows from the fact that x!" is unitary, and that the 27r-rotation of a
unitary under a unitary dual functor is again unitary. O]

2.4 Involutive lax monoidal functors

An involutive monoidal category [Eggll] is a monoidal category C equipped with an invo-
lutive structure (7, ¢), and coherence natural isomorphisms v, : @ ® b — b® a and real
structure r : 1 — 1 (equivalently, r : 1 — 1) which satisfy

e (associativity) Vg cep 0 (idg @Vse) = Vbgae © (Vap @ idz)

e (unitality) 11 4 0 (r ® idg) = idg = V41 0 (idg ®r)

e (compatibility with ©) wegs = Vha © V550 (Pa @ ©p).

By [Pen20, §3.5], a unitary multitensor category C has a canonical involutive structure ~.
This involutive structure has the notable feature that for any choice of unitary dual functor
V, the conjugate T of an object x is canonically unitarily isomorphic to its unitary dual z".
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Remark 2.24. Note that the tensor product of a conjugate-linear morphism with an ordi-
nary morphism is meaningless. However, if f : a — band g : a’ — b’ are two conjugate-linear
morphisms, then we may define f ® g : a ® a’ = V' ® b as the composite

awd 2% 007 2 TR,

Recall that a monoidal functor F' : C — D between monoidal categories involves coher-
ences 1" : 1p = F(l¢), and p}, - F(a) ® F(b) — F(a®Db).

Definition 2.25. Let C and D be involutive monoidal categories. An involutive (lax)
monoidal functor (F,u,t,x) : C — D is an involutive functor (F,x) : C — D such that
(F,u,t) : C — D is (lax) monoidal, and such that the following additional conditions hold:

e (unitality) y1. 0 F(r¢) ot =7orp.
e (monoidality) Xdge © F'(Ved) © flzg = Hde © VF(e),F(d) © (Xe ® Xa)

Recall that the right adjoint G : D — C of a monoidal functor (F,uf",/f) : C — D
is lax monoidal by [Kel74]. Indeed, pg , : G(di) ® G(d2) = G(dy ® d) is the mate of
(€4, ®€gy,) © (/‘Lg(dl),G(dg))il under the adjunction

and 1% : 1¢ — G(1p) is the mate of (')~ under the adjunction

Proposition 2.26. Let (F,u”, /" x*) : C — D be an involutive monoidal functor between
involutive monoidal categories. Then its right adjoint (G, u, 1) : D — C is involutive lax
monoidal, with (¢ and n% as above, and x© as in Proposition 2.21.

Proof. We need to check the two conditions in Definition 2.25. To prove unitality, we will
argue that (“ org" = G(rp') o xi} 0% : I¢ — G(1p). Taking mates under the adjunction

C(Ic —» G(1p)) = D(F(Ic) — 1p),
the resulting morphisms fit in the following pasting diagram:

_ F(rzh)

F
lF(ﬁ) He

F(.%)

s F(1c) FG(1p)

FG(Tp) e

Going right and then down is the mate of .% o 1, ! and going down and then right is the
mate of G(rp') o X1_Dl 01G. The triangles commute by the definition of :“. The bottom
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left quadrilateral commutes using the dfinition of (y“)~!. And the middle pentagon is the
unitality condition for F' in Definition 2.25.

To prove monoidality, we argue that G(Vle,dQ) O fg 35 © (X;f ® X;j) = X;11®d2 O [ldy.d, ©
Vg(dl)yG(dﬂ : G(dy) ® G(d2) — G(dy ® dy) Taking mates under the adjunction

the resulting maps fit in the following pasting diagram:

F((§) o6, ™) Flug: 3

F(G(d) ® G(dy)) - F(G(d) @ G(dy)) FG(dy © ds)
P
wﬁ T”&Z) (@)
PG, )8 F((G,) )
F(G(d1)) ® F(G(dy)) - FG(dy) ® FG(dy) STed

c Oy
FGay),6az) \ ¥
XG(ay) X ay) i

€dy ®5d2

FG(dy) @ FG(dy) L od
o |7
FG(dy),FG(dg)
F(G(d) ® Gldy)) — 220 F(Gdy) ® Gldh)) 22 FG(dy) @ FG(dy)
lF(‘ugzvdl) lF(H%’dl) VdDbdQ
. o
XG(dy®dy) T T Edy ®Ed;

F(G(dy ® d)) FG(dy @ dy)
lF (G 2a,) ™) w
F(G(dy ® dy)) Ll dy ® dy

Going right and then down is the mate of G(v] 4,) o W 4, © (X;ll ® X;;), while going down
and then right is the mate of X;@ dy © My dy © z/g( d1),G(da)- The hexagon in the top left is the
monoidality condition for F' in Definition 2.25. O]

3 Unitary module tensor categories

3.1 Module tensor categories

Let V be a braided tensor category. A module tensor category C over V is a tensor category
C equipped with an “action” of V in the following sense:

Definition 3.1. A module tensor category over V is a tensor category C together with a
braided tensor functor ®* : V — Z(C) from V to the Drinfeld center of C. If V and C are
pivotal and if 7 is a pivotal functor, then we call C a pivotal module tensor category.

Let C be a pivotal module tensor category over V, and let us write ¢, : @ — a” for
the pivotal structure of C. A pointing of C is a choice of object ¢ € C such that ¢ and
®*(V) generate C under the operations of tensor product, direct sum, and taking direct
summands. We also require that our chosen object ¢ comes equipped with a symmetric
self-duality isomorphism 7. : ¢ — ¢V satisfying ev.o(r. ® id.) = ev.v o(p. @ r.).”

TAs explained in [HPT23b, Section 3.2.1], this last requirement is not crucial. We could deal with objects
that are not self-dual at the cost of equipping all strands with co-orientations (and see [HP23, Section 4.1]
for why co-orientations are preferable to orientations).
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Construction 3.2. Let (C, ®*) be a pivotal module tensor over V. Suppose that the functor
® := Forget; o®* : ¥V — C admits a right adjoint, denoted Try, (where Forget; : Z(C) — C
is the forgetful functor). In [HPT16], we showed that

T‘I‘V:C—)V

has a canonical structure of a categorified trace. It comes equipped with the following struc-
ture.

e The unit n, : v — Try(P(v)) and counit e, : (Try(z)) — x of the adjunction.

— $

e A multiplication map = gy Try(z) @ Try(y) = Try(z @ y).
T Yy

e A unit map Ej =1:1y — Try(le).

e A traciator natural isomorphism =Tpy Try(z®y) = Try(y ® ).

Ty

This structure satisfies various properties listed in [HPT16, §4], many of which are summa-
rized in [HPT23b, §5.1].

Definition 3.3. A 1-morphism (Cy, ®%, ', x1) — (Ca, Z, 02, 13) of pivotal pointed module
tensor categories is a pair (G, ) consisting of:

e a pivotal tensor functor G : C; — Cs such that G(x) = x5 and 7y = x4, 0 G(r1), where
ri : x; — x; is the symmetric self-duality, and x is as in Definition 2.16.

e an action coherence monoidal natural isomorphism v : &3 = G o &, satisfying the
following compatibility with the half-braidings:

Dy(v) ® G(c) 2% G(D,(v) @ G(c) —— G(D1(v) @ ¢)
l%(v),c(c) lG(ewv),c)
Gle) ® Po(v) 2225 G(e) ® G(D1(v)) —— G(c® D1(v))
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Given two 1-morphisms (G,~%), (H,~") between pointed module tensor categories, by
[HPT23b, Lem. 3.6], there is at most one monoidal natural transformation  : (G,7%) =
(H,~+M) satisfying the following compatibility with the action coherence morphisms:

By (v) = />H<<1>1<v>>
vg Kay (v)
G(@1(v))

When such a k exists, it is necessarily invertible. Hence the 2-category of pointed pivotal
module tensor categories over V is 1-truncated, i.e., equivalent to a 1-category.

3.2 Unitary module tensor categories

For the remainder of this section, we assume that (V, Vy) is a braided unitary tensor category
with a fixed unitary dual functor, and let tr¥ be the associated right pivotal trace.

Definition 3.4. Let V be as above. A wunitary module (multi)tensor category over V is
a unitary (multi)tensor category C with a unitary dual functor V¢, a faithful state ¥¢ on
Endc(1¢), and a braided pivotal dagger tensor functor ®2 : V — Z1(C).

We call a unitary module multitensor category spherical if ¢ is a spherical state (Def-
inition 2.12). See Warning 2.15. Observe that, by Lemma 2.17, the existence of a non-zero
spherical unitary V-module tensor category implies that V is ribbon, i.e., that the unitary
dual functor on V is spherical.

The choices of V¢ and 1¢ endow C with a unitary trace

T := ape o tr);. (15)

Moreover, (C, Tr®) is a pivotal module C* category (aka unitary module category) [GMP*23,
§3.6.2] for the underlying unitary tensor category of V (without the braiding). So unitary
module tensor categories are, in particular, unitary module categories.

Remark 3.5. Suppose (C, V¢, e, %) is a unitary module multitensor category over V. If
® admits a right adjoint, then by Lemma 2.5, & admits a right unitary adjoint Tr) which
is automatically bi-involutive lax monoidal by Proposition 2.26 and Corollary 2.23. Thus

Try comes equipped with canonical unitary isomorphisms {xT™ : Try(c) — Try(c)}eec
satisfying the axioms in Definitions 2.20 and 2.25.

We warn the reader that TrC is a trace in the sense of Definition 2.1, whereas Try is a
categorified trace as described in Construction 3.2.

As before, a pointing of C is a choice of object ¢ € C such that ¢ and ®#()V) generate C
under the operations of tensor product, orthogonal direct sum, and taking orthogonal direct
summands. We also require that our symmetric self-duality r. : ¢ — ¢" is unitary; this is
also called a real structure for c.
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Definition 3.6. A 1-morphism (G,7) : (Cy, V1,91, ®Z,x1) — (Co, Vo, 19, DT, x9) of pointed
unitary module tensor categories over V is a 1-morphism of underlying pointed pivotal mod-
ule tensor categories such that

e (5 is a j-tensor functor,

e the action coherence monoidal natural isomorphism v : &3 = G o ®; is unitary and

involutive: Yv € V, 7, 0 x22 = xgl(v) o G(x1) 0y : Do(D) — G(P4(v)),

° ¢2 oG = ¢1 on Endcl(lcl)-
3.3 The map i’ and a formula for Coeviﬁv( 0

In §4.3 below, we will define unitarity for an anchored planar algebra in terms of a certain

pairing on P[n| from the anchored planar algebra being equal to coevL[n].

Fix a unitary V-module multitensor category (C, Ve, ¥¢, ?) such that ¢ : V — C admits
a right unitary adjoint Try. In this section, we will study ' : Try(1¢) — 1y, and prove the
important formula (18) for coev’ ) We represent i diagrammatically by

T‘I‘V(C
,I:T -

In Lemma 3.11, we will show that if ¢)¢ is spherical, then all isotopies are allowed for strings
on the capped tube:

, hence on all branching tubes of the form ,

Consider the finite dimensional abelian C*-algebra C(1¢ — 1¢). By unitary adjunction,
we have an isomorphism

5
foe= Zmate(f)zTrv(f)Oi

hence the right hand side is also equipped with the structure of an abelian C*-algebra. The
multiplication and #-structure on the right hand side of (16) are given by

. -1 _
Ty = 1.0 (TRY) and xt = (Xrl[:"oTrV(Tc)) 0T ory.

To see that the isomorphism (16) intertwines the two *-structures, i.e.,
Try(fM)oi = (XFII:V o Try(r¢)) o Try(f)oiory, equivalently
Xip¥ © Try(re) o Try(f1) o = Try(f) o iomy,

C
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we check that, since ff =7 = (re)™* o fore on Ende(le) (as re = coevy), we have

Xia¥ o Try(re) o Try(f1) o i = x1*Y o Try(re) o Try(rg') o Try(f) o Try(re) o
= X1o¥ 0 Try(f) o Try(re) o
= Try(f) o x1,¥ o Try(re) o
= Try(f)oiory.

The third equality follows from involutivity of Try, (Definition 2.20), and the final equality
uses the unitality axiom xj, o Tr(r¢) o4 = ¢ o ry from Definition 2.25, which holds by
Proposition 2.26.

Lemma 3.7. The state V(1y — Try(1¢)) — Endy(1y) & C given by x + it ox corresponds
to e : Ende(1¢) — C under the isomorphism (16).

Proof. Fix € V(1y — Try(le¢)). We then have

Ye(mate(z)) = (mate(r), idie) 1010 = (T, )1y Try(1e) = 1 © T,

where the first equality holds by combining (15) with the definition of (-, -) (Definition 2.1),
and the second equality is the unitarity of the adjunction (16), using that mate(i) = id;,. O

We will use the following lemma to get our equality of pairings in Proposition 3.9 below.

Lemma 3.8. Two maps p,q : v @ v — 1y are equal if and only if for all u € V and
f,9 € V(u—v),

po(f®7)ocoev, =qo (f®7g)o-coev,. (17)
Proof. The forward direction is trivial. Considering only simple u € Irr(V), the equality (17)
holds iff
Cr )] o)
vor] fl= Jvowl " Vfg:u—v
ojNolc
which holds true iff
po(f®g)=qo(f®Y) Vigiu—v.
This is true for all u iff p = q. O]

Proposition 3.9. coeviﬁv(c) =il o Try(coev]) o pr.z 0 (Id @[xFv]™). Fquivalently,

T —
COEVrpy () = n ) (18)

c c
where we ve suppressed the inverse of XXV from the diagram.
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Proof. Fixv eV, f,g: v — Try(c), and consider the morphism

= Try(coev]) o pieg o (idmry () @(xz ™)) o (f @) o coev,.  (19)

Its mate under (16) is
10 0 B(Try(coevh)) 0 Bpez) 0 B ((idmey S(™) ™) 0 (f ©7)) 0 Bcoevs).
We claim that the above morphism is equal to
coev! o(mate(f) ® mate(g)) o coeva ) - (20)

Indeed, in the diagrammatic notation of [HPT16], we check:

mate ( ( 19) ) = ®(coevy)

= COeVg(v)

Ece D)

P(v) W c

— w_/ Ee
[HPT16,_Lem. 4.6] )
R =

D(v)

ol

D(v) ¢

_ mate(f)
(Lem. 2.22)
(\ —— j

0 mate(g)

ol

Now, by Lemma 3.7, i' o (19) = 1¢((20)). By (15) and the definition of (-, -), this is equal to

(mate(f), mate(g))c@w)—e) = ([, 9)vwor(e) = trv(ng) = COQVTTr o o(f®7)ocoev,.
v(c)

Hence
it o (19) = coevi}rv(c) o(f ®7) o coev, Vf,g:v— Try(c).
The result follows by Lemma 3.8. m
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Remark 3.10. The problem of showing the pairing on the right hand side in the statement

of Proposition 3.9 is non-degenerate was left open in [HPT16, Rem. 5.4]. As it is equal to

coev,TPr (@) (up to suppressing x), this open question is now resolved in the unitary setting.

Lemma 3.11. If ¢¢ is spherical, then the following maps Try(c ® ¢) — 1y are equal:

Note that the first and third tubes above represent the same morphism regardless of
whether ¢ is spherical or not, because the following two pictures are isotopic:

-

Proof. By the above discussion, it is enough to prove the first equality. Two maps f,g: v —
1y, are equal if and only if foh =goh forall h: 1y, — v, so we fix h : 1, = Try(c®¢) and
wish to show that

3
it o I - (21)
h
By Lemma 3.7, this is the same as showing that
e | @) : = Je| [PWE= )| &
The result follows since
o(h) NS D D\ - e
and
o(h)) ) _
wC ( ( )JS € (vc spherical) QZJC
S>—D
O
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3.4 Unitarity of the traciator

Suppose (C, Ve, e, %) is a unitary module multitensor category over ¥V and Try : C — V is
the right unitary adjoint of ® : ¥V — C. Recall that each object ®(v) comes with a unitary
half-braiding eg(v)» : ®(v) ® v — 2 ® ®(v). In this section, we explore an extra coherence
between these unitary half-braidings and the involutive structure of the categorified trace.

Lemma 3.12. We have the following coherence between the half-braiding eq(y) e and X3 :
(id; ®@x2) o o) b = [Vl;é(v) o 65(11;),17 o Va(w)p] © (X5 ® idy).

Proof. Letting (®(v), egry,) be the conjugate of ((v), €p()) in Z1(C), we have € b =
V. é(v) o e;(lv)’b O Va(v),bs SO the right hand side in the statement of the lemma simplifies to
€500 © (x? ® id;). (Note that since the half-braiding is unitary, we have e;(lv)’b = €0 p°)
The result holds since x? : ®(v) — ®(v) is a morphism in Z7(C). O
The following lemma expresses the coherence from Lemma 3.12 in terms of traciators.

Lemma 3.13. We have the following compatibility of the tracitator with the involutive struc-
ture of Try:
Taw © Xewy © Ty (Vy2) = Xyoz © Try(vey) o TE_QI (22)

Proof. We prove this equality after talking inverses on both sides, and after taking mates
under the adjunction

V(Try(y®@z) > Try(ez)) 2 C(2(Try(y @) - YR T).

The mate of the inverse of the left hand side of (22) is

[y

mate(TrV(V?;i) o X;éy o zTyl) =v, .0 mate(x;éy) o @(ﬁ)

= v, 2 0 Exmy © P(Xpmy) © B(T, 1)

— = @ —1
- Vy:c O Ezry © X’I‘rv(z(@y) o q)( xy)

= Vy,; 0 By © (T, my) o X’I‘rv(y®az)

= vy,i © Eary © (7o 4) © Xy (yoa)

= I/y o mate(7, ;) o X“V(ym)
where the third equality holds by the last equation in Proposition 2.21.

The mate of the inverse of the right hand side of (22) is mate(7z5)o®(Try (v, ;) oP(X,e.)-
Expanding, we get the map going right and then down in the pasting dlagram below. To
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save space, we omit tensor symbols and subscripts.

2(x ) (Try(v1)) S
(Try(y - =) - (Try(y-=)) . (Try(z 7))
x* N \le evt id-evt
Ty VY ®(x71)id ®(Try(v~1))-id S _
(Try(y - x)) O(Try(y-2) -7y ———— &(Trv(y2) - y-y ——— (Try(T-9)) -7y
® 14
lld evl X le-id lﬁ id
_ id-®(x~ id - <I>(Tr (v=1))-id .
O(Try(y-2))-7-y g e(Trv(y-a)) -y O(Try (7)) -y 7 ®(Try(T 7))y
vid lid -e-id
Y- q’(TI'v Y- -T:)) ‘Y Lem. 3.12 id x®-id Prop. 2.21 id -eid y LT - y -y
lej«id M lid-ev
T (. N\ vl — w0 id i — — R —
O(Try(y-2) y-y ———7-(Try(y-2) -y ——— 777y Rk

It remains to prove that the map going down and then right in the above pasting diagram
is equal to v, , o mate(7;}) o X'I‘ry (yor)- Equivalently, we must show that

mate(7; y) = vy, 0 (idgez ®ev,) o (idy (v, o Eyar) ® idy)
J(CR - %(1m(y®x>> ) @id,) o (idgmey ) © 0vy)-
By the coherences for (-, v), the above equality is equivalent to
mate( z;) = (COGVL ® idyey) 0 (Idy ®eyg, @ idy)
o (idy ®e;(1,_[\rv(y®x))7y) o (coevy ® ide(Try (yoe))),
which is exactly [HPT16, Lem. 4.14]. O

In Jones’ planar algebras [Jon21], unitarity of the rotation plays a crucial role. Under
the equivalence between anchored planar algebras and pivotal module tensor categories, the
analog of rotation is given by the traciator. The next result says that traciators, and thus
rotations in an anchored planar algebra, are unitary assuming sphericality.

Proposition 3.14. If the state v¢ is spherical, then the traciator 7,3 is unitary.

Proof. Since 7, is invertible, it suffices to show that 7' bTab = = idpy, (agp). Since T =7V, by
Lemma 3.13 (and suppressing various coherences) we have 77 = (771)¥. Thus:

N—1
COGVT
Try (b®a)
T _
Ta,bTa7b -
eVT
Try (a®b)
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MN—1 N—-1
MN~—r1 T
COGVTrv (a®b)
(Lem. 3.11) (Prop. 3.9)
eVT
eVT ’I‘I‘V (a®b)
TI‘V (a®b)

4 Unitary anchored planar algebras

4.1 Planar algebras

We present here an abridged introduction to planar tangles, the planar operad, and planar
algebras, and refer the reader to [HPT23b, §2.1] for an extended treatment.

An planar tangle consists of a collection of (round) parametrized disc Dy, ..., D, inside
some biger parametrised disc Dy, along with a collection of non-intersecting paths in Dy \
(D1 U...UDyg) called strings that start and end at the boundary of one of the circles, or are
themselves closed loops. Here, a disc D; is called parametrised if D; = ¢;(ID) for some chosen
affine linear maps ; : D — D, from the standard unit disc. The points ¢;(1) € 9D, are
called anchor points, and the strands are required to not start or end on the anchor points.
Here is an example of a planar tangle, where we have marked the anchor points in red:

O
N

There is a composition operation for planar tangles
So; T:=SUeT)

when the number of external string boundary points of T agrees with the number of internal
string boundary points in the ¢-th disk of S. We shrink the tangle 7', insert it into the i-th
input disk of S using the map ¢;, and match up the boundary points of the strings. For an
explicit example, see [HPT23b, Ex. 2.2].

The collection of isotopy classes of planar tangles with the operation of tangle composition
is called the planar operad. A planar algebra is an algebra for this operad. Unpacking, we
have a vector space P[n] for each n € N>q, and each (isotopy class of) planar tangle T" gives
a linear map

Z(T) : Pln] ® - - @ Plng] — Plnol.
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Here, n; for 1 < i < k is the number of boundary points of strings on the i-th input disk of
T, and ng is the number of boundary points of strings on the output disk of T'. For future
convenience, we abbreviate these properties by saying T" has type (ni,...,ng;ng)-

Given planar tangles S, T of types (mq,...,m;;mg), (n1,...,n%;no) respectively with
ng = m;, composition of the linear maps Z(.S), Z(T) must be compatible with composition
of planar tangles:

Z(S0; T) = Z(8) o (idppm)e...0Pmi_1) ®Z(T) @ idpim,, ]e..cPm,))-

We also require that the identity tangle must act as the identity linear map. Finally, letting
T be the tangle obtained by renumbering the input disks of 7" by some permutation o, we
should have Z(T7) = Z(T') oo (where we also use ¢ to denote the symmetric braiding of the
vector spaces P[n;] corresponding to the permutation o).

Remark 4.1. The notion of a planar algebra makes sense in any symmetric tensor category.

4.2 Anchored planar algebras

We present here an abridged introduction to the anchored planar operad and anchored planar
algebras, and we refer the reader to [HPT23b, §2.2] for an extended treatment. An anchored
planar tangle is a thing like this:

It differs from a planar tangle in that each internal anchor point is connected to the external

anchor point by a red anchor line which stays in Do\ {D1, ..., Diy}. These anchor lines are
transparent to the strings, but they may not intersect each other.
Like before, we say an anchored planar tangle T" has type (ny,...,ng;no) if T has k input

disks, the i-th input disk of T" meets n; string boundary points for ¢ < 1 < k, and the output
disk of T meets ng string boundary points.

The anchored planar operad is the collection of isotopy classes of anchored planar tangles,
with the operation of tangle composition. Here, given anchored planar tangles S, T of type
(ma,...,mj;mg), (N1, ..., Nk no) respectively with ng = m;, the composition operation So; T’
differs from the previous operation in that we must also give new anchor lines. We do so by
replacing the i-th anchor line of T" by k parallel lines, and composing each one of them with
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the i-th anchor line of S, as illustrated in the following picture:

(23)

Recall from [HPT16, Appendix A.2] that a braided pivotal tensor category is also rigid
balanced.® Hence our pivotal structure ¢ induces a twist by

0, = v = (id, ® evyv) o (Byvv , @ idyv) o (id,vv ® coevy,) o @, (24)
Pu

v

(By [HPT16, Prop. A.4], a braided unitary tensor category (V, 3, V) is ribbon if and only if
the ¢ induced by V is a spherical structure.)

Definition 4.2. Let (V,3,¢Y) be a braided pivotal tensor category. An anchored planar
algebra over V is an algebra in V over the anchored planar operad. Unpacking, we have a
sequence P = (P[n])n>o of objects of V, along with operations

for every isotopy class of anchored planar tangle T' of type (ni,...,ng;ng), subject to the
following axioms:

e (identity) the identity anchored tangle acts as the identity morphism

e (composition) if S and 7" are anchored planar tangles of type (mq,...,m;j;mg) and
(n1,...,nk;n0), and if ng = m;, then
Z(S0; T) = Z(S) o (idppm)e..aPimi—) ®Z(T) @ 1dpim,1)e..0Pm;]) (25)

e (anchor dependence) the following relations hold:

= =

— (braiding)  Z © Bp(j),Pli+k

8Tt is in fact so in two ways.
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- (tWiSt) A = 973[”].

(Here, a little number n next to a string to indicates n parallel strings.) We call P[n] the
n'™ box object of the anchored planar algebra P.

Notation 4.3. In the sections below, we use the notation of an anchored planar tangle T’
inserted into a coupon to denote the map Z(T') in V afforded by an anchored planar algebra.
The strings in these diagrams are usually drawn horizontally for convenience, and we read
them left to right. For example:

Plp+k
P (dw @Z(T)) 0 (g @ idppsag) © f

where T’ is the tangle in the coupon.

Definition 4.4. A morphism H : P; — P, of anchored planar algebras is a sequence of
morphisms (H[n] : Pi[n] = Pa[n])n>o such that for every anchored planar tangle 7' of type
(n1,...,ng;ng), H[nglo Z(T) = Z(T) o (H[n1] ® - - - @ H|ng)).

4.3 Unitary anchored planar algebras

Let (V,V,3) be a unitary tensor category equipped with a chosen unitary dual functor V
and a unitary braiding f = {fu, : ¥ ® v = v ® U}y pep satisfying the usual axioms. Using
the canonical pivotal structure (11) induced by V, the formula (24) for the twist simplifies
to

0, = v = (id, ® COGVI) o (ﬁvﬂ) ® id,v) o (id, ® coevy).

(11)

v

Definition 4.5. A unitary anchored planar algebra in V is a triple (P, r,¢p) consisting of
an anchored planar algebra P in V, a f-structure r, which is a family of real structures
rn @ P[n] — P[n] for each n > 0, and a morphism p : P[0] — 1y called a faithful state

satisfying 'V @ P v — id;,, such that:

(P1) For every anchored planar tangle T of type (nq,...,ng; ng),

Z(T>Oy(k)o(rnk®"'®rn1) :T’nOOZ(T>,

where T is the reflection of T, and v : ("®...@7) — (- ® -+ ® -)is an appropriate

composite of v’s. When k = 0, we have Z(T)ory = ry,0Z(T) where ry : 1, — 1y, is the

real structure of 1y,. (Suppressing the t-structure r, this axiom reads Z(7T") = Z(T).)

30



(P2) For every n > 0, we have an equality of pairings

Pln]

. Pl o= CoevL[n] : (26)

Pln] Pln]

If (V,V, ) is moreover ribbon (so that V is spherical), we say that a unitary anchored planar
algebra (P, r,1p) is spherical if

P[2] 7’[0] ly PP 7’[0] v

In this paper, we do not always assume our anchored planar algebras to be spherical.

Definition 4.6. A morphism H : (Py,7',¢1) — (Pa,7%,109) of unitary anchored planar
algebras is a morphism H of anchored planar algebras satisfying H[n| o r! = r2 o H[n] for

all n > 0, and ¢ = 1y 0 H[0].

When V = Hilbgy, the definition of unitary anchored planar algebra reduces to the def-
inition of a unitary planar algebra (also known as a semisimple C* planar algebra) from
[GMP*23], but equipped with a faithful state. (The planar algebra of a bipartite graph
[Jon00] is an example of a C* planar algebra that is naturally equipped wiht a faithful
state.)

The following lemma is straightfoward and left to the reader.

Lemma 4.7. If a unitary anchored planar algebra is spherical, then for every n > 0 we have

Pl2n] 73[0] ly PP P[O] v

Proposition 4.8. Let (P,r,1p) be a spherical unitary anchored planar algebra. Let A
be an annular anchored planar tangle, and denote the inside-out reflection by Af. Then

Z(A)t = Z(A).

]

Corollary 4.9. Z I@ 1S unitary.

31



Proof of Proposition J.8. Suppose A has m input strings and n output strings. Since ¥p is
spherical, the morphism

is equal to

P[n] -Z(AT) P[m]

_ P[0] 1y
ol i |

P[m]

Indeed, this can be checked directly using sphericality of ¢p by writing A as a composite of
generating annular anchored planar tangles (see §5.1 below), and ‘pulling them over’ one at
a time. By (26), the above equality simplifies (after a 90° rotation of the string diagrams)

to
@ Plm]
Plm)] P [n]

Precomposing with id ® ev , we get the desired equality

T - P[m]
2(A)" = P @ W ' -
Pn]

5 Extending the equivalence

We now prove Theorem A, extending the equivalence from [HPT23b, Thm. A] to an equiv-
alence

Unitary anchored planar | ., [ Pointed unitary module multitensor
algebras in V | categories over V '

Recall that, by definition (see §3.2), a unitary module multitensor category comes with a
state 1¢c and requires that the V-action ®% : V — ZT(C) is pivotal.

5.1 From unitary module tensor categories to unitary anchored
planar algebras

Let (C,®*, Ve, 1e) be a pointed unitary module multitensor category over V, with real gen-

erator (z,r;) € C, and Try : C — V the unitary right adjoint of ® = Forget; o®® : V — C.

We may then construct an ordinary anchored planar algebra, as in [HPT23b, Thm. 5.1].
This anchored planar algebra is completely determined by the following information:
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5.1.1 Adding the dagger structure

It remains to construct the f-structure r and the state ©p on P, satisfying the conditions
listed in Definition 4.5.

Definition 5.1. For n > 0, we define r,, : P[n| — P[n] to be the composite

son . I J—
Try(2®") T2,y @0 D0,y (@n) 220 Ty (on),

Lemma 5.2. 7, 01, = pp[,.
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Proof. Going right and then down in the following commutative diagram is 7, o r,,

Trv
Try(77) — ) e, (@®) 2"y Ty, (z6m)
ron —_—
Try(rg™) l’I‘I'V(H@n) lTrV Trv(r?")
Trv e
ac®"

®n —on y
Try (%) 00y 7@y Wy 7@

This is equal to the curved arrow @y, (pen) = ©ppp)- O]
Proposition 5.3. The pair (P,r) satisfies (P1):

Z(T) o™ o (1, @ -+ ®@7n,) = 1y 0 Z(T).
(When k=0, Z(T) ory = 1, © Z(T) where 1y : 1y, — Ty, is the real structure of 1y.)

Proof. This essentially follows from the fact that Try is involutive lax monoidal by Propo-
sition 2.26. It is enough to check (P1) on each of the following generating tangles:

-(9) ()€ (9

First, since w = u, by unitality,
Zw)ory=1iory =x1" oTry(re) oi = ro o Z(7).
Since m; ; = m;;, by monoidality,
Z(mig)ovo (r; @) =g ovo ((Xe o Try(v) o Try(r5Y) © (xgar o Try(v) o Try(r5")))
= Ty ovo (xaey © xgar) © (Try(v) @ Try(v)) o (Try(rf’) @ Trey(r"))
= Xaates © Try(v) © sy © (Try(v) @ Try(v)) o (Try(rFY) @ Try(ry"))
= xoiti; 0 Try(v) o Try(r&™) o pj;

=Tiy; © Z(mw)

The third equality above uses the lax involutive property of Try, and the fourth equality
uses naturality of p. Since @; = a,_; (when Z(a;) : Try(z®"2) — Try(2®")), we see
Z(a;) o rpie = Trv(idx@- ®ev, @) o Y11V, 0 Try () o Try(rd™+?)
= X5% 0 Try(v) o Try(rf™) o Try(id,en— ® ev, @2%7)
=1, 0 Z(an_;).
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The proof for the az is similar and omitted. (It also follows formally from the proof for a; as
Try is a dagger functor and x™v, r, v, and r, are all unitary.) Finally, for the tangles ¢, ;,
we have t; ; = ti_’jl, and by Lemma 3.13,

Z(tij)or, =T, 0 X;[;g‘,j o Try(v) o Try(ré")
= ng o Try(v) o T§_®1¢@®j o Trv(rf?”)
= X?éx o Try(v) o TI‘V(T?TL) © T;p_cali,fv@j
=r,o0 Z(m) u
Definition 5.4. We define a state 1p := i : P[0] — 1y as in §3.3.
Proposition 5.5. The triple (P, r,¥p) satisfies (P2).

Proof. Suppressing T and v,

- ()
] |7>[0].. W B T
= = = coev ny - Il
Pln] ol P[n] wP n (Prop. 3.9) Try (a®7)

x® z®n

Proposition 5.6. If 1¢ is spherical,’ so is {p.

Proof. 1f 1¢ is spherical, then

() )
P[2 P[0 1 P2 P[0 1
2 Ol o I _ P Ulom -

5.1.2 Functoriality

Suppose G = (G,7) : (C1, PT, V1, ¢1,21) — (Co, 5, V2,19, x2) is a 1-morphism of pointed
unitary module multitensor categories over V. (Recall that v is a family of unitary isomor-
phisms 7, : ®2(v) = G(P1(v)).)

Let (P;,r,1;) = A(C;, ®F, V4,1, ;) be the unitary anchored algebra constructed in the
previous subsection for i = 1,2. In [HPT23b, §5.3], we obtained a map of ordinary anchored
planar algebras A(G) : P; — P, as follows.

e First, for each ¢ € Cy, we define ¢, : Try,(c) — Tr}(G(c)) to be the mate of

Doy(Trb(e)) —2% G(@,(Trh(e))) <25 G(o)

under the unitary adjunction ¢4 Tr%,

9The existence of a spherical state ¢ is only possible when V is spherical by Lemma 2.17.
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e The map A(G) : P1 — P, associated to G : (C1,21) — (Cq,x2) is the sequence of
morphisms A(G)[n] : Pi[n] — P2[n] given by

Cpom
A(@)[n] = Pi[n] = Try(af") —— Trj(G(a")) = Tri(a5") = Paln].

It remains to prove that A(G) is compatible with r,, and 1, i.e.,

AG)[n]ort =72 0 A(G)[n] Vn>0 (27)
and 1 = ¢y 0 A(G)][0]. (28)
Equation (27) is checked by the following commutative diagram.
1(p®n 1oy, - X?i}z _
e (o) — L e e T ) d CHeD
lcm?n lgﬁm fﬁw (Lem. 5.7) . l@
9 onyy VGOSN o oniy TH(GW) 9 ) O ®" 5 ey X <:1 RIS NPT
Try, (G(27™)) Try(G(T®") ——— Try(G ")) ——— Try(G(af")) ——— Try(G(2f"))
= . lg 2 \ l XT;% l%
T (r5") — () T Ted(5") ———— Teh(af")

Lemma 5.7. The natural transformation C : Tr]l, = Tr,Q,OG 1s tnvolutive, i.e., for all ¢ € Cq,
CCOXC v _Xg()OTrQ(Xc) Ce-
Proof. We prove the equivalent relation:
™\ 1 = 1y
(Xa) oG =Try(xd) o Go (xa™) ™"
To do so, we take mates under the adjunction
V(Tr}(c) = Tr}(G(e))) 22 Cy(@4(Try(c)) — G(e)).

In the commutative diagram below, the mate of the left hand side above is going down and
then right, and the mate of the right hand side is going right and then down.

_ 7Tr1 (@) _
@a(Tr,(0) - > G(@1(Tr) (@)
1 rV
G(®1(xe V) G
—1 G(g) . \r_
(c))) PR G(P1(Try(c))) » G(0)
Trl, (e)
lxglm%,(c))
S Vel (c)
@5(Try(c)) s G(®1(Try(c))) xé
2(¢e) aeh)
—— Xif%(G(c)) 5 &) —
Dy (Try(G(c))) > ®o(Try,(G(c))) » G(c)
The pentagon in the diagram above is the involutivity axiom for ~. O]

Checking (28) is straightforward. By Lemma 3.7, ¢; on Endg, (1¢, ) is identified with z; o—
on Homy(1 — P;[0]) under the isomorphism (16), which is exactly 1; on P; by Definition
5.4. Since ¥ = by o G on Endg, (1¢, ), the result follows.
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5.2 From unitary anchored planar algebras to unitary module ten-
sor categories

Given a unitary anchored planar algebra (P,r,¢¥p) in V, we begin by constructing an ordi-
nary pivotal module tensor category (C,®*) as in [HPT23b, §6]. First, we construct a full
subcategory Cy, and we obtain C by taking the Cauchy completion.

e Objects in Cy are formal symbols “®(v) ® z®"” for v € V and n > 0.
e Hom spaces are defined by
Co(“®(u) ® 227 — “®(v) @ 29™") := V(u — v @ Pln + k).

. . Pn+k]
Morphisms are represented graphically by :

e Composition is given by

w?’+n an+k
@[P]o[]:

e The adjoint functor pair ® - Try, is given on objects by ®(u) := “®(u) ® ¥°” and
Try(“®(v) ® %) := v ® P[n] and given on morphisms by

p i 0] Ptk

u

Plp-+]

Moreover, the identity map
C(P(u) = “@(v) ®2®"") =V(u = v ®@P[n]) = V(u— Try(“®(v) ® 2))
witnesses the adjunction ® 4 Try.

e Tensor product is given by

APk ~\Platr)
o @

Plg+n+p+k]
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and the tensor unit is given by “®(1)®2®°”. The associators and unitors are inhereted
from those of V, i.e.,

v®w

[2r] L
a“@(u)@x@””,“@(v)@x@’j”,“@(w)@x‘g’k” :: . 7” :: Z + j + k,
(u@v)®

and similarly for the unitors A, p.

Co is rigid with duals given by (“®(v) ® ®"")Y := “®@(v¥) @ z®"”, and evaluation and
coevaluation given by

_ P[2n] o U P[2n)
eV“vI)(v)@)g;n” = ﬁ COGV“@(U)@;CH” = coevy X

A

Note here that the evaluation and coevaluation in V come from our chosen unitary
dual functor of V. These choices of duals endow Cy with a dual functor V.

The pivotal structure ¢° : “®(v) ® 2% — (“®(v) ® 2%"”)V is given by

+E ]P[zn] _ n EB Pln]

The equality above comes from the fact that ¢, is the canonical unitary pivotal struc-
ture of V coming from V.

The generator is x = “®(1y) ® z”. Since we identify 1), with 1y, we may identify
¥ = x. The symmetric self duality r, : x — 2V is the identity map.

5.2.1 Adding the dagger structure

It remains to perform the following tasks:

(C1)
(C2)
(C3)

construct a dagger structure on C making it a unitary multitensor category
construct a faithful state ¢ on End¢(1c),

check that V¢ is a unitary dual functor and that the canonical unitary pivotal structure
induced by V¢ is ¢°.

check that r, : x — 2V is a real structure.

check that the adjunction ® 4 Try is unitary.
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Definition 5.8. We define a dagger structure on Cy by

v * u u Plk+n]
#’P[n—«—k] _ #’P[n—«—k] - ‘ (29)
u v v Pln+k]

It is straightforward to verify that f** = f for all morphisms f. To check the remainder of
involutivity, we see that * on the composite

“(I)<U> ® Z‘®k’7 i> “(I)(U) ® x@nﬂ g “(I)(UJ) ® x@pw

is given by

w@? +n #ﬂ Pn+k
[p+n] o [ ]

which is exactly the composite of f*

*

Plg+n+p+k| mP [g+n+p+k]
s

)

Plg+n+p+k]

Plg+n+p+k]

where we use the braiding axiom of an anchored planar algebra in the final equality. Finally,
the associators and unitors are visibly unitary.
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Lemma 5.9. For all f € Co(“®(u) @ 2% — “®(v) @ 257,

with equality iof and only of f = 0.

Proof. Expanding the quantity in question, we have

Plk+n]
P[2k]
Pln+k]
with equality if and only if f = 0. m

Proposition 5.10 ((C1)). The dagger structure (29) on Cy is C*.

Proof. To show Cy is C*, we prove that given arbitrary “®(u) ® z®*” and “®(v) ® z®"” in
Co, the linking algebra

L o (C[)(“@(U) ® l’®k” N “CID(u) ® x@kn)

Co(uq)(u) R x@km - uq)(v) ® x@nw)

O(ccq)(v) ® x@ma N “(I)(U) ® ZL‘®k”)
()(“q)('l)) ® m@nn R AL(I)(U) ® x@nw)

is a C*-algebra. To do this, we show that the map ¢ : L — C given by

is a faithful positive linear functional, i.e., ¢(M*M) > 0 with equality if and only if M = 0.
Indeed, ¢(M*M) is a sum of four terms, each being positive by Lemma 5.9, and zero iff each
term is individually zero. O

Remark 5.11. Observe that the unitary Cauchy completion of C is the same as the ordinary
Cauchy completion of Cy [GMP123, Rem. 3.6]. In light of Proposition 5.10, C is a unitary
multitensor category.
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Corollary 5.12 ((C2)). The map ¢ on Ende,(1¢) given by

1y 1y
Q/JC . Plo] — 1 77[0} 1y
%

1y
1s a faithful state.

Proof. Apply Lemma 5.9 to the case u = v = 1y, and kK = n = 0 to see that )¢ is positive
and faithful. Finally, the condition v¢(id¢) = 1 is exactly 'V P[O] Vo=id,,,. O

Proposition 5.13 ((C3)). The dual functor V¢ is unitary. Moreover, the pivotal structure

@ is the canonical unitary pivotal structure coming from Ve.

Proof. By [Selll, Lem. 7.5] (see also [Pen20, Prop. 3.9]), it suffices to check that for ¢ :=
“@(v) ® 2™”, the pivotal structure ¢¢ above is given by (coevl ®id.v) o (id. ® coev,v). This
is verified as follows. First, we observe that

T

v vV

P2n]
;
coevtq)(v)@xn,, = cgv : E : E)P[Zn} .

We then calculate with ¢ = “®(v) ® 2"” that (coevi ®id.v) o (id. ® coev,.v) is given by

D]PW _ U EB Plen]

This completes the proof. O

3

Corollary 5.14 ((C4)). The symmetric self-duality v, : x — x¥ is unitary, i.e., (x,r;) is
real.

Proof. We used the identification between 1y, = 1y, to identify x = z¥ and r, = id,, but the
former identification is unitary, so the latter is too. [

Recall from Lemma 2.17 that sphericality of the unitary dual functor Vy is a necessary
condition for the state 1)¢ to be spherical.

Proposition 5.15. If Vy is a spherical unitary dual functor on'V and (P, j,¥p) is spherical,
then so is Yc.
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Proof. For f € Ende,(“®(u) ® 2", its left and right traces in C are given by

Pl2n]

O
@P[w &\
N

Pl2n]

‘ u
() = @@[] {. EO ufw 0
u . o

Now since Vy, and 1p are spherical, we see that

and thus Ye(t1(f)) = ve(trh(f)). 0

Now that Cy is endowed with a unitary dual functor and faithful state, we get a unitary
trace on Ende, (“®(v) ® 2% by v o t1%,.

Proposition 5.16 ((C5)). The adjunction ® 4 Try is unitary. In particular, ® and Try,
are dagger functors.

Proof. We show the two inner products on V(u VR P[n]) coming from C and )V agree:

(f,9)e = (e ot1%)(g" o f) = u

P0] 1
" Pln] ’

as in the proof of Lemma 5.9. O
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5.2.2 Functoriality

We now suppose H : (Py,r,11) — (Pa, 72, 1) is a map of unitary anchored planar algebras,
and let (C;, 7, V;, i, x;) = A(P;) for i = 1,2 be the pointed unitary module multitensor
categories constructed in the last subsection. In [HPT23b, §6.6], we constructed a strict map
of ordinary pointed pivotal module tensor categories A(H) : C; — Cy by

p P1[n+k] i P1[n+k] Pa[n+k « » « n
A(H) = Vfied(u) @2 — “b(v) @ ¥

where the action-coherence morphism 72U : ®; = A(H) o ®; is the identity.
It remains to prove that:

e A(H) is a t-tensor functor,

e the identity action coherence monoidal natural isomorphism id : 3 = A(H) o &y is
involutive, i.e., for all v € V, x®2 Xgl(H) o A(H)(x%) : ®3(v) — A(H)(®4(v)), and

e Yy 0 A(H) =1 on Ende, (1¢,).

For the first condition, since A(H) is strict, it suffices to check it is a f-functor. Indeed,

P1lk+n] mp1 [k+n]

L Pi[k+n] p
A(H) = (f

v

For the second condition, since these are the canonical coherences x associated to a strict
pivotal f-tensor functor, they are all identities, and the result holds trivially.
Finally, for the third condition, for all f € Endg, (1¢,),

(v 0 A(H “ D@ -

1v

5.3 Equivalence

Fix a braided unitary tensor category V with a choice of unitary dual functor Vy. For this
section, we use the following notation.

e APA is the 1-category of anchored planar algebras over V, and UAPA is the 1-subcategory
of unitary anchored planar algebras over V.
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e ModTens is the 1-truncation of the 2-category of pointed pivotal module tensor cate-
gories over V, and UModTens is the 1-truncation of the 2-category of pointed unitary
module multitensor categories over V.

In [HPT23b], we constructed functors A : APA — ModTens and A : ModTens — APA. In
§5.2.2 above, we showed A extends to a functor UAPA — UModTens, and in §5.1.2 above, we
showed A extends to a functor UModTens — UAPA. Moreover, these extensions are clearly
compatible with the forgetful functors which forget our extra unitary structure.

A

UAPA 7 UModTens

lForget A lForget
A

APA 7 ModTens
A

In [HPT23b, §7], we showed that A o A = idapa, and it is immediate that A o A = idyapa
upstairs. We also constructed a natural isomorphism ¥ : A o A = idpmodTens DY

u v
K f c C’(“@(u) ® x®i” SN “@(’U) ® I®j”)
=V(u—v@Pli+j]).

where C' = A(A(C)), which is the unitary Cauchy completion of C| (recall C has objects
“P(v) @ ¥ for v € V).

It remains to show that U lifts to a unitary natural isomorphism upstairs. To do so,
it is enough (in view of the fact that ¥ is an isomorphism) to show that f — W(f) is
norm-preserving, i.e.,

HfHV(u—w@)P[i—l—j]) = ||\Ij(f)||C(<I>(u)®z®i—><l>(v)®z®j)'

By replacing f by ev,o(lz ® f) (i.e. folding the v strand to the left), we may assume
without loss of generality that v = 1y. Similarly, by replacing f € C'(“®(u) ® z®7 —
“D(v) @ 2%97) by the corresponding morphism in C'(“®(u) ® 2% — “®(v) ® 7)), we
may assume without loss of generality that : = 0. We may now proceed as in the proof of
Proposition 3.9 to show:

2

. ® () mate(f) d
(\ ;
0 mate(f) j

= || mate(f)]|Z @) ae)

as desired.
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