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Abstract: We summarize basic features of quantum field theories with discrete

symmetry Q/Z (possibly higher form, global or gauged). The classification of

representations and anomalies is quite rich and involves the ring of profinite integers.

As a main example we consider in detail 3d topological Dijkgraaf-Witten Q/Z
gauge theories. We also briefly discuss relevance for some previously considered

physical systems. In particular we comment on a relation to the recently

discovered non-invertible symmetry in 4d QED and the problem of categorification

of Chern-Simons TQFT.

Keywords: Symmetries, Anomalies, TQFT

ar
X

iv
:2

20
8.

12
07

1v
2 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 2

8 
Fe

b 
20

23



Contents

1 Introduction and summary 1

2 Representations 3

3 Anomalies 6

4 Gauging Q/Z symmetry 13

4.1 Dijkgraaf-Witten 3d topological Q/Z gauge theory 14

4.2 2d fermions with gauged Q/Z symmetry 18

5 Appearance in other setups 20

5.1 Relation to a non-invertible symmetry in 4d QED 20

5.2 Large color/flavor limit 21

5.3 Habiro ring and categorification of Chern-Simons 22

5.4 Galois symmetry 25

A Lim-one 26

1 Introduction and summary

Recent years showed a lot of progress towards various generalizations of the usual

notion of symmetry in quantum field theory (QFT): higher-form [1], non-invertible,

subsystem, etc (see [2, 3] for recent review). In this paper we focus on a particular

example of an invertible, possibly higher-form, abelian symmetry, which however

is not of the type ordinarily considered in physics. It is a non-finitely generated

discrete group Q/Z. The abelian group Q/Z can be naturally interpreted as the

torsion subgroup of U(1), that is it can be considered as an internal symmetry of

rotations by rational angles. We use this example to demonstrate that in many

aspects non-finitely generated discrete symmetry groups can be considered on the

same level as more ordinary symmetry groups, such as Lie groups or discrete finitely

generated groups (which in physics are often just finite groups). At the same time,

as we will see already for this relatively simple example of an infinitely generated

group, the representation theory and the anomaly classification can be quite involved

compared to more usual cases.

In particular, the Pontrygin dual group of Q/Z is Hom(Q/Z, U(1)) ∼= Ẑ is the

group of profinite integers, a certain completion of the group Z. It is also not finitely

generated, and moreover is uncountable. This dual group appears as a new symmetry
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if one gauges Q/Z. In Section 4 we will also encounter a certain non-trivial extension

of Q/Z by Ẑ as a 1-form symmetry.

Some other infinite discrete symmetry groups, such as Z or SL(2,Z), have been

of course previously considered in some detail the literature, see for example [4, 5].

However in those particular cases the groups are still finitely generated.

Throughout the paper, unless explicitly mentioned otherwise, we consider Q/Z
as a topological group with discrete topology, which is different from the topology

induced from the standard “continuous” topology on U(1) ∼= R/Z ⊃ Q/Z. This

is in particular important when one considers representations, that is continuous

homomorphisms Q/Z→ GL(V ) for some vector space V . For Q/Z with the topology

induced from the standard topology on U(1) the representation theory would be the

same as for U(1) itself. Note that in principle one could also consider Q/Z with

some other topology T , neither discrete, nor “continuous”. The properties of QFTs

with such a symmetry then can be in principle studied by the use of the identity

homomorpshim (Q/Z)discrete → (Q/Z)T considered as a map between two different

topological groups (it is continuous for any topology T ). This homomorphism in

particular induces pullbacks between the corresponding representation rings and the

groups classifying anomalies.

Many techniques that we will use rely on the realization of Q/Z as a direct limit

of cyclic groups Z/NZ, which are quite well studied in the context of symmetries

in QFT. The direct limit construction of Q/Z in a sense formalizes the notion of

“large N” limit of cyclic groups Z/NZ that can appear naturally in certain families

of QFTs. To obtain the classification of the anomalies we use the properties of the

“anomaly classifying functor” which takes the symmetry groups to the abelian groups

classifying anomalies. In our specific setup one can argue that it takes the direct limit

of symmetry groups to the inverse limit of the groups classifying their anomalies.

One can in principle consider other complicated groups realized as direct limits of

more simple ones in a similar way. In particular many of our results can be easily

generalized to any torsion divisible abelian group, which is necessarily of the form

⊕j Z/pj∞Z, where pj are primes and Z/p∞Z is Prüfer p-group. Prüfer p-group is the

subgroup of U(1) consisting of roots of unity of prime power order. The group Q/Z
is a particular example of a divisible abelian torsion group: Q/Z ∼= ⊕prime p Z/p∞Z.

Below we present the outline of the paper and summarize the results. In Section

2 we review the basic aspects of the representation theory of Q/Z that will be useful

later. In Section 3 we obtain classification of anomalies of Q/Z 0-form and 1-form

symmetries in d-dimensional QFTs for sufficiently low d. We consider the cases of

fermionic and bosonic theories with no time-reversal symmetry. The classification of

anomalies can be understood as the classification of (spin-) invertible topological

quantum field theories (TQFT), or equivalently (fermionic) symmetry protected

topological (SPT) orders, with symmetry Q/Z.

We start Section 4 by analyzing general features of Q/Z gauge theories. In
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Section 4.1 we consider in detail topological 3d Dijkgraaf-Witten-type theory with

gauge group Q/Z. We analyze the spectrum of line operators and provide an explicit

expression for the partition function of the theory on a closed 3-manifold. While

the spectrum of line operators turns out to be rather “wild” (but still have an

explicit description in terms of a certain infinte abelian group), the partition function

turns out to be very similar, in a sense, to the partition function of U(1) abelian

Chern-Simons theory. In Section 4.2 we consider gauging a Q/Z symmetry in a

collection of 2d fermions and analyze cancellation conditions for gauge anomaly and

mixed global-gauge anomalies.

In the last Section 5 we briefly discuss appearance of Q/Z symmetry in other

physical systems. Specifically in Section 5.1 we consider a homomorphism (in

the sense described there) from the non-invertible symmetry recently found in

quantum electrodynamics (QED) to Q/Z, which allows to pull-back representaions

and anomalies of Q/Z symmetry to those of the non-invertible ones. In Section 5.3

we argue that elements of the Habiro ring (which unify the partition functions of

3d SU(2) Chern-Simons theory on an integer homology sphere for all levels), can

be interpreted as Witten indices of a supersymmetric quantum mechanics with Q/Z
symmetry.

2 Representations

In this section we review the basic aspects of the representation theory of the group

Q/Z. In physics it is required to understand possible action of the symmetry on the

operators and the states of the theory.

The finite dimensional irreducible representation of an abelian group G are

necessarily one dimensional. If one assumes unitarity, they are classified by the

Pontryagin dual group Hom(G,U(1)). For the the group U(1) (with the standard

continious topology) they are well known to be the group of integers:

Hom(U(1), U(1)) ∼= Z, (2.1)

physically known as ”chargres”. The tensor product of representations naturally

corresponds to the addition operation in Z. The group Q/Z is torsion, therefore

all one-dimensional representations are automatically unitary. Assuming discrete

topology on Q/Z, they are known to be classified by a certain completion of Z,

namely the group of profinite integers Ẑ, playing the role of ”charges” in this case:

Hom(Q/Z, U(1)) ∼= Ẑ. (2.2)

The standard definition of Ẑ is by considering inverse limit of the cyclic groups:

Ẑ = lim←−Z/nZ. (2.3)
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That is, Ẑ has a property of having surjective mod n reduction homomorphisms to

all the cyclic groups so that all the triangles

Z/nZ Z/mZ

Ẑ

mod m

mod n

mod m

(2.4)

(where m divides n) are commutative. Moreover, an element of Ẑ is completely

determined by its images in Z/nZ for all n. That is, a “profinite” integer can be

understood as a collection of its values modulo n for all n, which are all consistent

with each other, as they would for an ordinary integer. From this point of view it

is clear that the ordinary integers from a subgroup Z ⊂ Ẑ. The one-dimensional

representation labelled by a profinite integer1 k̂ is explicitly realized as follows:

ρk̂ : Q/Z −→ U(1),

p

q
7−→ exp 2πi

(k̂ mod q) p

q
,

(2.5)

where p and q are a pair of integers2. From the definition of Ẑ is follows that the

result does not depend on the choice of the pair (p, q) representing an element of Q/Z.

We obviously get the correspondence between the tensor product of representations

and the addition on Ẑ:

ρk̂(x)ρ̂̀(x) = ρk̂+̂̀(x). (2.6)

The cosets Z/nZ apart from the the standard addition also have a standard

multiplication operation, which makes them rings. The homomorphisms in (2.4) can

be then considered as ring homomorphisms, making Ẑ into a ring with Z being a

subring. Moreover, since ρk̂ takes any element of Q/Z to a root of unity in U(1) we

have Ẑ ∼= Hom(Q/Z, U(1)) ∼= Hom(Q/Z,Q/Z) ≡ End(Q/Z), so that Ẑ, as a ring,

can be identified with the ring of endomorphisms of the abelian group Q/Z.

For an element α = (p/q mod 1) ∈ Q/Z we can simply write its image under

the endomorphism corresponding to k̂ ∈ Ẑ as k̂α ∈ Q/Z, meaning

k̂α ≡
(k̂ mod q) p

q
mod 1. (2.7)

In order to give an example of a profinite integer which is not an ordinary one

it is useful to consider a slightly different, equivalent realization of Ẑ, which we will

do shortly.

1Throughout the paper we will use Latin letters with hats to denote profinite integers, that is

elements in Ẑ.
2For the sake of simplicity we often write the elements of Q/Z as their rational number

representatives, suppressing explicit mod 1 reduction
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Before that, let us note that the Pontryagin duality (2.2) can be easily seen from

the fact that Q/Z, the group of rotations by rational angles, can be understood as the

direct limit of the cyclic groups Z/nZ understood as groups of rotations on multiples

of 2π/n:

Q/Z = lim−→Z/nZ, (2.8)

with the commutative triangles

Z/nZ Z/mZ

Q/Z

(2.9)

where m is again assumed to divide n, and all the maps are the standard inclusion

maps. This is just another way to say that Q/Z is the union of all cyclic subgroups

inside U(1). Applying Pontryagin duality, that is Hom( · , U(1)) functor, to this

triangle then gives (2.4). In general, in an arbitrary category, Hom(lim−→An, B) =

lim←−Hom(An, B) so that

Hom(Q/Z, U(1)) = lim←−Hom(Z/nZ, U(1)) = lim←−Z/nZ = Ẑ. (2.10)

In this way one can analyze representations in an arbitrary complex vector space V .

We have Hom(Q/Z,GL(V )) = lim←−Hom(Z/nZ,GL(V )). From this one can deduce

that there are no other indecomposable representations (infinite or finite dimensional)

of Q/Z apart from the one-dimensional ones described by Ẑ.

Alternatively to defining Ẑ as the inverse limit of all cyclic groups, one can

equivalently consider it as the inverse limit only of cyclic groups of the form Z/n!Z.

From this point of view a profinite integer can be explicitly given by a possibly infinite

sequence of its “digits” in the factorial base. That is, any k̂ ∈ Ẑ can be uniquely

represented by a formal sum3

k̂ = a0 · 0! + a1 · 1! + a2 · 2! + a3 · 3! + . . . (2.11)

where 0 ≤ ai ≤ i. The sum above, although formal, have well defined values modulo

n! for any n (or, more generally, modulo any integer) since only the first finite number

of terms can contribute. The consistency of reductions modulo different integers (i.e.

the commutativity of 2.4) is automatic. A non-trivial example of a profinite integer

which is not an ordinary one is

k̂ = 0 · 0! + 1 · 1! + 2 · 2! + 3 · 3! + . . . (2.12)

Similarly, Q/Z itself can be described as the direct limit of cyclic groups of factorial

order only, with respect to the inclusions Z/n!Z ↪→ Z/n!Z.

3The sum is finite for positive ordinary integers, but not the negative ones.
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Due to Chinese reminder theorem we also have an isomorphism

Ẑ ∼=
∏

prime p

Ẑp (2.13)

where

Ẑp = lim←−Z/pkZ (2.14)

is the ring of p-adic integers4, with the inverse limit above taken with respect to the

standard quotient maps Z/pk+1Z→ Z/pkZ. This gives yet another useful realization

of Ẑ. It is dual to the following realization of Q/Z, already mentioned in Section 1:

Q/Z =
⊕

prime p

Z/p∞Z (2.15)

where Z/p∞Z is Prüfer p-group, the group of elements of prime power order in U(1):

Z/p∞Z = lim←−Z/pnZ. (2.16)

with respect to the standard inclusions Z/pnZ ↪→ Z/pn+1Z.

From the isomorphism (2.13) one can see that Ẑ, unlike Z is not an integral

domain. That is it has divisors of zero. For example, the product of two elements of

Ẑ that are supported in two different subgroups Ẑp and Ẑp′ for two different primes

is zero. This property is important for analysis of mixed anomalies between to copies

of Q/Z, which will be done later in the paper.

3 Anomalies

According to the modern understaning the ’t Hooft-like anomalies of d-dimensional

QFTs with a given (invertible) symmetry are in one-to-one correpondence with (d+

1)-dimensional invertible topological quantum field theories with the same symmetry.

Consider first a general situation where we have a d-dimensional QFT with an

(invertible) q-form discrete symmetry G, and possibly some other fixed symmetries

that may non-trivially combine with space-time symmetries (such as fermionic

parity, time reversal, etc.). Then the corresponding anomalies, or equivalently

(d+1)-dimensional invertible TQFTs, are classified by a certain abelian group, which

we will denote as Ad+1(G). A homomorphism G → G′ between a pair of groups

induces a pullback Ad+1(G′)→ Ad+1(G) (see [6–14] for some uses of this property).

That isAd+1 can be considered as a contravariant functor from the category of groups

(abelian when q > 0) to the category of abelian groups. If the group G is realized

4The standard notation for the p-adic integers in the mathematics literature is just Zp, however

this is a standard notation for the cyclic group with p elements in physics literature. To make the

distinction more apparent we use Ẑp to denote the ring of p-adic integers and Z/nZ to denote a

cyclic group with n elements (which is also a ring).
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as a direct limit of a certain system of symmetry groups Gn with homomorphisms

Gm → Gn for m ≤ n, then naively one can expect Ad+1(G) to be the inverse limit

of the corresponding system Ad+1(Gn) with respect to the pullback maps:

Ad+1(G) ≡ Ad+1(lim−→Gn)
?
= lim←−A

d+1(Gn). (3.1)

Such a property however does not hold for an arbitrary contravariant functor and an

arbitrary limit of groups. For the functor Ad+1 classifying anomalies, we will argue

that this property indeed holds if some additional conditions are imposed.

Let us assume that the homomorphisms Gn → Gm are injective (which is the

case for Q/Z = lim−→Z/n!Z). The classifying groups Ad+1(G) are certain generalized

cohomology groups of the corresponding Eilenberg-Maclane spaceK(G, q) [15–20]. In

other words, the functor Ad+1 is the composition of the covariant functor K( · , q+1)

functor from the category of groups to the homotopy category of CW complexes with

a certain generalized cohomology functor with d+ 1 being the cohomological degree

(the choice cohomology theory depends on the other fixed symmetries). One can

consider the sequence K(G1, q+1) ⊂ K(G2, q+1) ⊂ K(G3, q+1) ⊂ . . . corresponding

to the inclusions G1 ⊂ G2 ⊂ G3 ⊂ . . .5. We then have K(G, q+1) = lim−→K(Gn, q+1)

with respect to the inclusions, because in such a setup the homotopy group functor

is known to commute with a direct limit with respect to inclusions of topological

spaces.

A generalized cohomology functor satisfies Milnor exact sequence [22], which,

after composing with K( · , q + 1) becomes the following short exact sequence:

0 −→ lim←−
1Ad(Gn) −→ Ad+1(G) −→ lim←−A

d+1(Gn) −→ 0 (3.2)

where lim←−
1 is the “lim-one” operation the definition of which we review in Appendix

A. This gives a way to calculate Ad+1(G) from the knowledge of Ad+1(Gn) for all

Gn and the pullback maps between them. In particular, we will apply it to the case

of G = Q/Z = lim−→Z/n!Z and use the known classifications of anomalies for cyclic

symmetry groups. In this case it will be easy to see that the lim-one term in the

Milnor sequence (3.2) is actually trivial (using the Mittag-Leffler condition which we

also review in Appendix A), so that the naive isomorpshism (3.1) actually holds.

Consider first bosonic theories with 0-form symmetry Q/Z. For simplicity we will

assume that there is no time-reversal symmetry. In general, if there is a discrete global

symmetry G, such invertible symmetries in the “first approximation” are classified

by the group cohomology Hd+1(G,U(1)) (or, equivalently, singular cohomology of

BG ≡ K(G, 1)). The cohomology classes correpond to choices of Dijkraaf-Witten

action [23] that defines the partition function of the invertible TQFT in a non-trivial

background G gauge field. This classification remains complete in sufficiently small

dimensions d. Although the cohomology groups of G = Q/Z can be calculated

5See [21] for the particular case of the limit Q/Z = lim−→Z/n!Z.
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directly (e.g. using the short exact sequence of Z → Q → Q/Z, see e.g. [24]), we

will use the general method above because the calculation will be easy to generalize

to the complete classification given in terms of cobordism groups. The cohomology

groups of cyclic groups are well known:

Hd+1(Z/nZ, U(1)) ∼=
{
Z/nZ, d even,

0, d odd,
(3.3)

where we assume d ≥ 0. For even d the generating topological action on a (d +

1)-dimensional spacetime X with the background gauge field a ∈ H1(X,Z/nZ) can

be written as6:
2π

n

∫
X

a ∪ (β(a) ∪ . . . ∪ β(a))︸ ︷︷ ︸
d/2 times

mod 2π (3.4)

where β : H1( · ,Z/nZ) → H2( · ,Z) is the Bockstein cohomological operation

corresponding to the short exact sequence Z n·→ Z mod n→ Z/nZ. The cup product

∪ : H i( · ,Z/nZ)×Hj( · ,Z)→ H i+j( · ,Z/nZ) is defined using the standard Z-module

structure on Z/nZ. The pullback of the inclusion map Z/mZ → Z/nZ (for m

dividing n) is the mod m map: a → a mod m. These maps are surjective and

thus satisfy Mittag-Leffler condition (see Appendix A), therefore the lim-one term

in the Milnor sequence (3.2) vanishes and we have

Hd+1(Q/Z, U(1)) = Hd+1(lim−→Z/nZ, U(1)) = lim←−H
d+1(Z/nZ, U(1)). (3.5)

From the definition of Ẑ it immediately follows that

Hd+1(Q/Z, U(1)) ∼=

{
Ẑ, d even,

0, d odd.
(3.6)

For d = 0 we recover the statement Hom(Q/Z, U(1)) = Ẑ which was discussed in

detail in Section 2. The topological action corresponding to a profinite integer k̂ ∈ Ẑ
is the following:

2π k̂ ·
∫
X

a ∪ (β(a) ∪ . . . ∪ β(a))︸ ︷︷ ︸
d/2 times

mod 2π (3.7)

where a ∈ H1(X,Q/Z) is the background gauge field, β is the Bockstein

cohomological operation corresponding to the short exact sequence Z→ Q→ Q/Z,

the cup product ∪ : H i( · ,Q/Z) × Hj( · ,Z) → H i+j( · ,Q/Z) is defined using the

standard Z-module structure on Q/Z.

Consider now a more complete classification of anomalies of bosonic QFTs given

in terms of Anderson dual to the oriented bordism groups [16, 25]:

Ad+1
SO (G) ∼= Hom(ΩSO

d+2(BG),Z)⊕ Hom(Tor ΩSO
d+1(BG), U(1)) (3.8)

6Throughout the paper we use the normalization for the action S such that exp{i S} is the

corresponding weight appearing in the partition function.
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where the first summand is responsible for perturbative anomalies. The classification

for the cyclic groups is known in low dimensions (see e.g. [16, 26–29], note that away

from 2-torsion the classification coincides with the fermionic case):

Ad+1
SO (Z/nZ) =



Z/nZ, d = 0,

0, d = 1,

Z/nZ× Z, d = 2,

0, d = 3,

Z/2Z× Z/3nZ× Z/(n/3)Z, d = 4, 3|n,
Z/2Z× Z/nZ× Z/nZ, d = 4, 3 - n.

(3.9)

For dimension d < 4 the classification (and the corresponding topological actions)

essentially coincides with the classification given by the cohomology groups. The only

addition is an extra Z factor in d = 2. It corresponds to the perturbative gravitational

anomaly with the degree 4 anomaly polynomial being an integer multiple of p1/3,

where p1 is the Pontryagin class of the tangent bundle of the spacetime.

For d = 4, the Z/2Z factor, which is present for any n, corresponds to

a mod 2 purely gravitational anomaly governed by the action π
∫
w2w3, where

wi ∈ H i(X,Z/2Z) are Stiefel-Whitney characteristic classes of the tangent bundle.

In the case when n is not a multiple of three, the classification of the remaining, not

purely gravitational, anomalies is Z/nZ × Z/nZ where the generator of one of the

Z/nZ corresponds to the same topological actions as given by the group cohomology

(3.4):
2π

n

∫
X

a ∪ β(a) ∪ β(a), (3.10)

while the generator of the other Z/nZ corresponds to action

2π

n

∫
X

a ∪ p1. (3.11)

However, if n is a multiple of 3, this description breaks down7 and the actual

classification is given by Z/3nZ×Z/(n/3)Z with the pair of corresponding topological

actions being a certain refinement of the pair of actions considered above.

Taking the inverse limit of the groups in (3.9) similarly to the case of group

7There is the following simple indication that the actions (3.10)-(3.11) are no longer independent

when 3 divides n. If β(a) = 0 then (3.10) is trivial, but this also means that a is a mod 3 reduction

of an integer first cohomology class. Therefore it has a Poincaré dual represented by a smooth

4-manifold Z inside a 5-dimensional spacetime X. Then the action (3.11) can be evaluated as
2π
n 3σ(Z), where σ(Z) is the signature of Z. Therefore the second action becomes necesarily trivial

if multiplied by n/3.
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cohomology classification, we obtain

Ad+1
SO (Q/Z) =



Ẑ, d = 0,

0, d = 1,

Ẑ× Z, d = 2,

0, d = 3,

Ẑ× Ẑ, d = 4.

(3.12)

For d ≤ 3 the topological actions are again the same as for the group cohomlogy

classification, with the addition of the perturbative gravitational anomaly for d = 2

corresponding to the degree 4 anomaly polynomial p1/3.

For d = 4, the actions are classified by a pair of profinite integers k̂, ̂̀∈ Ẑ. When

a ∈ H1(X,Q/Z) does not contain 3-torsion (meaning the minimal N ∈ Z+ such that

Na = 0 is not divisible by 3), they can be written as

2π k̂ ·
∫
X

a ∪ (β(a) ∪ β(a)) + 2π ̂̀· ∫
X

a ∪ p1(TX). (3.13)

Now let us turn to the case of fermionic theories. The oriented bordism groups

need to be replaced with spin-bordism groups [17, 18]:

Ad+1
Spin(G) ∼= Hom(ΩSpin

d+2 (BG),Z)⊕ Hom(Tor ΩSpin
d+1 (BG), U(1)) (3.14)

For cyclic groups have (see [12, 17, 18, 26–39]):

Ad+1
Spin(Z/nZ) =



Z/2Z× Z/nZ, d = 0,

Z/2Z, d = 1,

Z/2nZ× Z/2Z× Z, d = 2, 4|n,
Z/nZ× Z, d = 2, 2 - n,
0, d = 3,

Z/3nZ× Z/(n/12)Z, d = 4, 3|n, 4|n,
Z/nZ× Z/(n/4)Z, d = 4, 3 - n, 4|n,
Z/3nZ× Z/(n/3)Z, d = 4, 3|n, 2 - n,
Z/nZ× Z/nZ, d = 4, 3 - n, 2 - n.

(3.15)

The corresponding topological actions, especially in dimension d+1 = 3, were studied

in some detail in [12, 16, 28, 31, 40–42]. Taking the inverse limit gives us

Ad+1
Spin(Q/Z) =



Z/2Z× Ẑ, d = 0,

Z/2Z, d = 1,

Ẑ× Z, d = 2,

0, d = 3,

Ẑ× Ẑ, d = 4.

(3.16)
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Note that Z/2Z factor for d = 2 does not survive in the limit, because the pullback

of the inclusion Z/mZ→ Z/nZ of symmetry groups (if m|n and 4|m), which can be

immediately deduced from the results of [12], is trivial on that factor:

Z/2nZ× Z/2Z −→ Z/2mZ× Z/2Z,
(a, b) 7−→ (a mod 2m, 0).

(3.17)

Although the maps in the inverse system are no longer surjective it is easy to see

that the Mittag-Leffler condition is still satisfied. The topological actions classified

by the Ẑ factor for d = 2 are

2πk̂ qs(a) mod 2π, k̂ ∈ Ẑ, (3.18)

where

qs : H1(Y,Q/Z) −→ Q/Z (3.19)

is a quadratic refinement of the bilinear pairing

H1(Y,Q/Z)⊗Z H
1(Y,Q/Z) −→ Q/Z,

a⊗ b 7−→
∫
X
a ∪ β(b),

(3.20)

and depends on a choice of the spin-structure s ∈ Spin(X). Namely, it satisfies

qs(a+ b)− qs(a)− qs(b) =

∫
X

a ∪ β(b) mod 1 (3.21)

and in particular

2qs(a) =

∫
X

a ∪ β(a) mod 1 (3.22)

where the right-hand side, up to the factor of 2π, is the generating topological action

in the bosonic case. The statement that the generating (over Ẑ) topological action

is given by 2πqs immediately follows from the explicit universal description of the

topological actions for all cyclic groups Z/nZ considered in [12]. There the action

was constructing by composing the embedding map Z/nZ ⊂ Q/Z with the operation

that can be identified with qs.

More concretely, consider the series of homomorphisms

H1(X,Q/Z) ∼= Hom(H1(X),Q/Z)→ Hom(TorH1(X),Q/Z) ∼= TorH1(X), (3.23)

where the second homomorpshism is dual to the inclusion TorH1(X) ⊂ H1(X) and

the last isomorphism is given by the non-degenerate linking pairing defined on closed

3-manifolds:

`k : TorH1(X)⊗ TorH1(X) −→ Q/Z,

[a]⊗ [b] 7−→
(a ∩ c)
p

mod 1,
(3.24)
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where p is the order of [b] and c is a 2-chain such that ∂c = pb.

The function qs is then given by the composition of the map H1(X,Q/Z) →
TorH1(Y ) given by (3.23) with the quadratic refinement of (3.24) which was defined

in [31].

The Z factor in the classification for d = 2 corresponds to the standard

perturbative gravitational anomaly with the degree 4 anomaly polynomial being

an integer multiple of p1/48.

For d = 4, when the background a ∈ H1(X,Q/Z) does not contain 2- or 3-torsion

the actions classified by Ẑ×Ẑ can be written in the same form as in the bosonic case,

see (3.13). Otherwise one has to use certain refinements of the pair of topological

invariants that appear there.

Finally, let us briefly discuss possible anomalies of Q/Z 1-form symmetry. We can

again use the fact that Q/Z = lim−→Z/nZ and the known results about classification

of anomalies of Z/nZ 1-form symmetries to obtain the classification of anomalies

of Q/Z as an inverse limit. In the bosonic case (as before, without time-reversal

symmetry), we have

Ad+1
1-form,SO(G) ∼= Hom(ΩSO

d+2(K(G, 2)),Z)⊕ Hom(Tor ΩSO
d+1(K(G, 2)), U(1)). (3.25)

For cyclic groups the classification is the following [1, 29, 43]:

Ad+1
1-form,SO(Z/nZ) =



Z/nZ, d = 1,

Z, d = 2,

Z/2nZ, d = 3, 2|n,
Z/nZ, d = 3, 2 - n,
(Z/2Z)2, d = 4, 2|n,
Z/2Z, d = 4, 2 - n.

(3.26)

The topological actions that correspond to not purely-gravitational anomalies (which

are the same as for the case of ordinary symmetry discussed above) are the following:

2π
∫
X
b (Z/nZ, d = 1),

2π
n

∫
X
b ∪ b, (Z/nZ, d = 3, 2 - n),

2π
2n

∫
X
P(b), (Z/2nZ, d = 3, 2|n),

π
∫
X

Sq2β(2,n)b, (Z/2Z, d = 4, 2|n),

(3.27)

where b ∈ H2(X,Z/nZ) is the background gauge field, P : H2( · ,Z/nZ) →
H4( · ,Z/2nZ) in the Pontryagin square operation, β(2,n) : H i( · ,Z/nZ) →
H i+1( · ,Z/2Z) corresponding to the extension Z/2Z → Z/2nZ → Z/nZ of the

coefficients, and Sqj : H i( · ,Z/2Z) → H i+j( · ,Z/2Z) are Steenrod squares. From

the explicit forms of the actions above one can conclude that the pullbacks of the

inclusion map Z/nZ→ Z/nrZ are the following. While for d = 1 we have the usual

mod n map:
Z/nrZ −→ Z/nZ,

k 7−→ k mod n,
(3.28)
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for d = 3 it is
Z/nrZ −→ Z/nZ,

k 7−→ rk mod n,
(3.29)

for odd n and
Z/2nrZ −→ Z/2nZ,

k 7−→ rk mod 2n,
(3.30)

for even n. The Mittag-Leffler condition is again satisfied8. And for d = 4, even n

we have
Z/2Z −→ Z/2Z,

k 7−→ 0.
(3.31)

Unlike in the case of 0-form Q/Z symmetry, in the inverse limit we only get a

non-trivial (not purely gravitational) for d = 1:

Ad+1
1-form,SO(Q/Z) =


Ẑ, d = 1,

Z, d = 2,

0, d = 3,

Z/2Z, d = 4.

(3.32)

The corresponding topological actions are simply

2πk̂

∫
X

b, k̂ ∈ Ẑ (3.33)

where b ∈ H2(X,Q/Z).

4 Gauging Q/Z symmetry

In the beginning of this section we consider some general aspects of gauging Q/Z
symmetry. First we should acknowledge that due to infinite discrete nature of the

group one can expect that some of the observables (such as partition functions) in

the gauged theories will be ill defined (in particular, infinite) or trivially zero, at least

if defined in a naive way. However such type of problems are not unusual in QFTs.

We will see that after a renormalization (if it is actually required) we can recover

non-trivial quantities.

Consider first a 0-form Q/Z gauge theory in d spacetime dimensions. In

the absence of charged matter it has Q/Z electric 1-form symmetry that acts

on Wilson lines which are classified by the 1-dimensional representations, that is

Ẑ ∼= Hom(Q/Z, U(1)). The correposnding charge operators are realized by (d − 2)

dimensional disorder operators. Since the gauge group is discrete, the Wilson

8It is especially easy to see this using the prime decomposition. It is enough to consider sequences

. . . → Z/pr+1Z → Z/prZ → . . . with the map being multiplication by p. The images of the

compositions Z/pr+kZ→ Z/prZ then stabilize to zero for k ≥ r.
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lines itself are topological and play the role of charges of Ẑ magnetic (d − 2)-form

symmetry. In general one can add topological theta-like terms in the action, which

were considered in the Section 3. As we will see in the example of 3d gauge theory in

Section 4.1, the presence of such terms in general can modify the symmetry structure

from the direct product of electric and magnetic symmetries to their non-trivial

extension.

Assuming the cancellation of anomalies (classification of which studied in Section

3), one can add charged matter, with fundamental fields having certain Ẑ valued

charges. A presence of a matter field with a charge q̂ ∈ Ẑ will brake the electric

one-form symmetry to the subgroup Ker q̂ ⊂ Q/Z, where q̂ is considered as a map

Q/Z→ Q/Z, that is an element of End(Q/Z) ∼= Ẑ. If q̂ = q ∈ Z ⊂ Ẑ this subgroup is

simply Z/qZ ⊂ Q/Z. However in general this subgroup can be infinite (for example

if q̂ ∈ Ẑp ⊂ Ẑ). Also Ker q̂ = 0 not only for q̂ = 1 ∈ Z ⊂ Ẑ, but for any ring unit of Ẑ,

that is an element invertible under multiplication. Such units form a multiplicative

group Ẑ∗ ⊂ Ẑ which can be naturally identified with the group of automorphisms of

Q/Z inside the ring of endomorphisms: Ẑ∗ = Aut(Q/Z) ⊂ End(Q/Z) = Ẑ.

More generally one can consider p-form Q/Z gauge theory. It will have (p +

1)-form electric symmetry Q/Z and (d− 2− p)-form magnetic symmetry Ẑ.

4.1 Dijkgraaf-Witten 3d topological Q/Z gauge theory

Consider now in more detail a pure 0-form Q/Z gauge theory in 3 dimensions. For

simplicity, we focus on the bosonic case and we will briefly mention the modifications

required for generalization to the fermionic case. The general bosonic action is of

the type (3.7), that is:

S[a] = 2πk̂

∫
Y

a ∪ β(a) mod 2π, k̂ ∈ Ẑ (4.1)

where a ∈ H1(Y,Q/Z) is the gauge field on a 3-dimensional space-time manifold Y .

The dynamics of the theory can be analyzed by considering it as the limit of Z/nZ
Dijkgraaf-Witten gauge theories [23] with the action

Sn[an] =
2πkn
n

∫
Y

an ∪ β(an) mod 2π, k ∈ Z/nZ, (4.2)

as it was done for the anomalies in Section 3. These theories in turn are known to

be equivalent to U(1)2 Chern-Simons theories with the action

S[A] =
1

π

∫
Y

∑
ij

KijAidAj (4.3)

and the level matrix9

K =

(
−2kn n

n 0

)
. (4.4)

9The minus sign in front of kn is due to i present in the embedding map Z/nZ → U(1), a 7→
exp{2πia/n}.
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The eqivalence kn ∼ kn + n is realized by the field transformation A2 → A2 + A1.

The fact that the integral quadratic form defined by K is even corresponds to the

fact that the theory is bosonic, in the fermionic case one has to replace 2kn with kn
defined modulo 2n.

It has detK = n2 independent line operators with the invertible fusion described

by the group

Z2/KZ2 ∼=
(Z/nZ)× Z
Z(−2kn, n)

. (4.5)

In terms of the original Z/nZ gauge theory, this group can be understood as an

extension of the naive group Z/nZ of ’t Hooft lines by the group Hom(Z/nZ, U(1)) ∼=
Z/nZ of Wilson lines:

0 Z/nZ
(Z/nZ)× Z
Z(−2kn, n)

Z/nZ 0,

a [(a, 0)],

[(a, b)] b mod n.

(4.6)

In the Q/Z gauge theory the group Γ of line operators should then be also an

extension of the naive Q/Z group of ’t Hooft lines by the group Hom(Q/Z) = Ẑ
of Wilson lines. The extension can be understood as the limit10 of the extensions

(4.5) where kn = k̂ mod n:

0 Ẑ Γ =
Ẑ×Q

Z(−2k̂, 1)
Q/Z 0,

n̂ [(n̂, 0)],

[(n̂, α)] α mod 1.

(4.7)

10More systematically, one can consider the more general family of extensions of Z/n′Z by Z/nZ
realized by groups (Z/nZ)×Z/(−2kn, n

′)Z (with obvious inclusion and projection maps) and take

their direct limit with respect to n′ and inverse limit with respect to n. Different extensions in the

system form commutative diagrams with respect to the inclusion maps Z/mZ → Z/nZ and mod

maps Z/n′Z→ Z/m′Z, i.e. the extensions are related by the corresponding pullbacks and pushouts

respectively.
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The expectation value of a system of line operators labelled by [(n̂i, αi)] ∈ Γ, i =

1, . . . , N and supported on loops γi ⊂ R3 can be calculated again considering the

family of Z/nZ gauge theories (or, equivalently, U(1)2) with couplings kn = k̂ mod n

for all n:〈
W[(n1,α1)](γ1) · · ·W[(nN ,αN )](γ2)

〉
= exp 2πi

∑
i,j

`k(γi, γj) (n̂iαj + k̂αiαj) (4.8)

where `k(γi, γj) is the linking number between the i-th and j-th loops. One can

see that the right hand side is indeed invariant under the changes (n̂i, αi) →
(n̂i − 2k̂, αi + 1).

One can also derive this result directly by calculating the partition function on

R3 with the corresponding insertions. The Wilson line operator supported on a loop

γ and labelled by n̂ ∈ Ẑ = Hom(Q/Z, U(1)) is simply given by

W[(n̂,0)] = e2πin̂
∫
γ a. (4.9)

Naively, a ’t Hooft line operator corresponding to an elements α ∈ Q/Z can be defined

as a disorder operator that creates a puncture in the spacetime at its support and

imposes the condition that the holonomy of the gauge field around it is α. However

the action (4.1) becomes ambiguous on manifolds with boundary, because a∪β(a), as

defined, takes values in cohomology unrelative to the boundary, and its integration

over Y is then ill defined. The ambiguity can be fixed by choosing a lift of α to Q.

Let us elaborate on this.

It is more intuitive to work Poincaré-Lefschetz dual homology classes. On a

closed 3-manifold Y , without no ’t Hooft operators inserted, the Poincaré dual of

a ∈ H1(Y,Q/Z) is realized by a 2-cycle with coefficients in Q/Z. It can be always

lifted to a 2-chain with coefficients in Q. This 2-chain is not in general a cycle and

has a non-trivial 1-chain boundary which has coefficients necessarily in Z ⊂ Q. This

however is not in general a boundary of a 2-chain with coefficients in Z, so it defines

a non-trivial class in H1(Y,Z) ∼= H2(Y,Z) which is exactly β(a). The result can

be argued to be independent of all the choices made, in particular of the lift of the

2-cycle with coefficients in Q/Z to the 2-chain with coefficients in Q. The action∫
Y
a ∪ β(a) is then computed by summing the contributions (valued in Q/Z) from

the intersection points of the 2-chain dual to a and 1-chain dual to β(a).

When we introduce ’t Hooft loop operators labelled by αi ∈ Q and

supported on γi ⊂ Y this means that Poincaré-Lefschetz dual of a ∈
H1(Y,Q/Z) ∼= H2(Y,tiγi,Q/Z) is now represented by a 2-chain that has boundary∑

i(αi mod 1) γi. We then lift it to a 2-chain with coefficients in Q in a way that

its boundary contains γi with coefficients αi ∈ Q. We then define
∫
Y
a ∪ β(a) as the

sum of contributions from the intersection points of that 2-chain with coefficients in

Q and its boundary.
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Consider now the case of insertion in R3 (or equivalently S3) of Wilson-’t Hooft

line operators labelled by [(n̂i, αi)] ∈ Γ, i = 1, . . . , N and supported on loops γi.

Since the homology of the spacetime is trivial, there will be no nontrivial sum in the

partition function. The expectation value will be just determined by the evaluation

of

exp 2πi

(∑
i

n̂i

∫
γi

a+ k̂

∫
Y

a ∪ β(a)

)
(4.10)

in the background a determined by the conditions given by ’t Hooft operators.

Applying the above prescription to compute the action, we recover the formula (4.8).

The group Γ in (4.7) is the global 1-form symmetry group of the theory. As in

the case of ordinary abelian 3d TQFTs (where line operators forn a finite abelian

group) it has ’t Hooft anomaly described by the bilinear pairing that appears in the

expectation value (4.8) of the linked loop operators:

Γ⊗ Γ −→ Q/Z,
[(n̂, α)]⊗ [(m̂, β)] 7−→ n̂β + m̂α + 2k̂αβ.

(4.11)

The topological boundary conditions of the theory correspond to the Lagrangian

subgroups of Γ with respect to this pairing [44]. For an arbitrary k̂ there is always a

Lagrangian subgroup Ẑ = {[(n̂, 0)]} ⊂ Γ formed by the Wilson lines. When k̂ = 0 and

Γ = Ẑ×Q/Z one can also consider Lagrangian subgroups of the form q̂ Ẑ×Ker q̂ for

an arbitrary q̂ ∈ Ẑ. In this paper we will not study the full classification for general

level k̂.

Consider now the partition function on a closed connected manifold Y with

no inserted line operators. At least formally, using the general formula for the

parturition of DW gauge theory in the case of Q/Z gauge group we have:

Zk̂(Y ) =
1

|Q/Z|
∑

a∈H1(Y,Q/Z)

exp 2πik̂

∫
Y

a ∪ β(a) (4.12)

where |Q/Z| = |H0(Y,Q/Z)| is the number of elements of the Q/Z group, which

is in principle infinite. In general the number of elements of H1(Y,Q/Z) ∼=
Hom(H1(Y ),Q/Z) is also infinite, however the action only depends on a projection of

a onto the finite group Hom(TorH1(Y ),Q/Z). As was already discussed in Section

3, this finite group is canonically isomorphic to TorH1(Y ) via the non-degenerate

linking pairing (3.24). One can then explicitly separate the finite sum and an infinite

overall factor:

Zk̂(Y ) = |Q/Z|b1(Y )−1
∑

b∈TorH1(Y )

exp 2πik̂ `k(b, b). (4.13)
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When Y is a rational homology sphere one can also remove the infinity by

considering the ratio

Zk̂(Y )

Zk̂(S
3)

=
∑

b∈TorH1(Y )

exp 2πik̂ `k(b, b). (4.14)

Equivalently, one can remove a point in Y and consider it as a non-compact manifold

(similarly as R3 can be obtained by removing a point from S3).

In the fermionic case the linking pairing should be replaced by its quadratic

refinement which depends on the choice of spin structure s on Y and was defined in

[45]:

qs : TorH1(Y ) −→ Q/Z. (4.15)

We denote it by the same symbol as the map (3.19) since, as it was discussed in

Section 3, it is essentially the same map. The partition function then reads

Zk̂(Y, s) = |Q/Z|b1(Y )−1
∑

b∈TorH1(Y )

exp 2πik̂ qs(b). (4.16)

Note that, up to an overall factor depending only on b1(Y ), the partition

functions (4.13) and (4.16) coincide with the partitions functions of respectively

bosonic and fermionic U(1) level k Chern-Simons theory when k̂ = k ∈ Z ⊂ Ẑ. The

sums correspond to the decomposition into the contributions from different critical

points – flat connections. The usual U(1) Chern-Simons theory however only makes

sense when the level belongs to the ordinary integers, not their profinite completion.

4.2 2d fermions with gauged Q/Z symmetry

Take NL left-moving and NR right-moving free Weyl fermions in two dimensions

without any mass terms. Consider action of a Q/Z symmetry on them with the

respective charges q̂L,i ∈ Ẑ, i = 1, . . . , NL and q̂R,j ∈ Ẑ, i = 1, . . . , NR. Similarly

to the case of U(1) or Z/nZ action, such symmetry then have anomaly of the type

(3.18) with

k̂ =

NR∑
j=1

(q̂R,j)
2 −

NL∑
i=1

(q̂L,i)
2 ∈ Ẑ (4.17)

where we use the ring structure on Ẑ (which is compatible with the ring structure

on Z/nZ for all n). The symmetry can be gauged in the two dimensional theory

if k̂ = 0. If the condition is not satisfied, the gauged theory can be considered as

the theory living on the boundary of a 3d spacetime, with the bulk theory being

the Q/Z Dijkraaf-Witten theory with the level k̂, which was considered in detail

in the previous section. One can also consider action of another copy of Q/Z with
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charges q̂′L,i and q̂′R,j. The two Q/Z symmetries in general will have a mixed anomaly

governed by the 3d topological action

2π̂̀∫
X

a ∪ β(a′), a, a′ ∈ H1(X,Q/Z) (4.18)

with ̂̀=

NR∑
j=1

q̂R,j q̂
′
R,j −

NL∑
i=1

q̂L,iq̂
′
L,i ∈ Ẑ. (4.19)

The second Q/Z symmetry will remain unbroken after gauging the first one if and

only if ̂̀= 0. Note that since Ẑ has divisors of zero the cancellation of anomalies

can happen in a rather unusual way compared to the case of U(1) symmetries.

Let us illustrate this in a more specific example: a single massless Dirac fermion

in 2d, that is a pair of Weyl fermions. To cancel the anomaly of the first (the one to

be gauged) Q/Z symmetry we need

q̂2L = q̂2R. (4.20)

This equation has non-trivial solutions apart from the obvious family q̂L = q̂R. For

example, one can take q̂R = r̂ + ŝ, and q̂L = r̂ − ŝ for some r̂, ŝ such that r̂ŝ = 0.

The second Q/Z symmetry (considered as global) remains unbroken if

q̂Lq̂
′
L = q̂Rq̂

′
R. (4.21)

Suppose we choose a solution to (4.20) as in the example above with ŝ = 0, but

with r̂ still being a non-trivial divisor of zero. Then (4.21) has solutions of the form

(q̂′L, q̂
′
R) = (ŵ, ŵ+ û) for any ŵ and û such that r̂û = 0. Of course some of the global

Q/Z transformation can be absorbed by gauge ones. In particular if one replaces ŵ

with ŵ + r̂ the action will be the same.

For a general solution of (4.20) one can formulate the result about unbroken

symmetry that acts faithfully on the gauged Dirac fermion in the following algebraic

way. Consdier the following sequence of homomorphisms:

0 Q/Z Q/Z×Q/Z Q/Z 0,

α (q̂Lα, q̂Rα),

(β, γ) q̂Lβ − q̂Rγ.

f g

(4.22)

The group in the middle has meaning of the product of two Q/Z groups that act

separately on left- and right-moving fermions with charge one. The group Q/Z
on the left is the one that is gauged, and the map f describes how it acts on the
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fermions. The anomaly cancellation is equivalent to the condition that the sequence

above forms a complex, that is g ◦ f = 0. The unbroken part of the Q/Z × Q/Z is

then given by Ker g. The symmetry that acts faithfully is its quotient modulo gauge

transformations, that is Ker g/Im f , the cohomology of the complex in the middle

degree.

5 Appearance in other setups

This section has a more speculative nature. We consider some other types of

physical systems that have Q/Z symmetry or a closely related structure, without

going too much into details. We leave more systematic and deep analysis of possible

applications for the future.

5.1 Relation to a non-invertible symmetry in 4d QED

In [46, 47] the authors constructed an infinite family of codimension-one topological

defects in a 4d QED and that act on the Dirac fermion by the axial rotation on a

rational angle. Under the fusion the family forms part of a non-invertible symmetry.

One can consider the following large family of codimension-1 topological operators

which will be closed under the fusion11:

D(D,q;κ)(M) := exp{2πiq(κ)

∫
M

∗j} · ZD,q;κ[M ;A] (5.1)

whereM is the 3-dimensional submanifold supporting the operator, j is the bulk axial

current, ZD,q;κ is the partition function of an abelian 3d TQFT labelled specified by

the pair (D, q), which is coupled to the bulk gauge field A in a certain way specified

by κ. The pair is the invariant data of an abelian TQFT which is classically realized

by a Chern-Simons theory specified by a lattice Λ [44, 48]. One the quantum level

the theory depends on the signature of the lattice, which we assume to be zero12 in

order to have vanishing framing anomaly13, the discriminant group D = Λ∗/Λ, and

q : D → Q/Z, the quadratic refinement of the bilinear form D ⊗ D → Q/Z induced

from the integral bilinear pairing on the lattice. The group D plays role of the 1-form

symmetry of the 3d TQFT and q specifies its ’t Hooft anomaly. The extra label is

the choice κ ∈ D. It specifies the coupling to the bulk gauge field as follows14. Let N

11Alternatively, one can start just with the set of operators {Dα,D†α}α∈Q/Z constructed in [46, 47]

and then consider its closure under fusion. The new operators that will arise will be of such form.
12Starting from an arbitrary abelian TQFT one can always achieve this condition by stacking

it with a multiple of U(1)±1 Chern-Simons theories. These theories are invertible if considered

as spin-TQFTs. If the ambient 4d spacetime manifold has a chosen spin-structure, it induces a

canonical spin-structure on the codimension-1 submanifold M .
13Generically there is no canonically induced framing on the submanifold M , so in order for the

defect to be well defined we require this anomaly to vanish.
14The theory depends only on κ rather than its lift to Λ∗ only up to a gauge invariant local

counterterm in the action, of the form r
4π

∫
Y
A ∧ dA for an integer r ∈ Z
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be the order of the element κ in D. This means that κ generates a subgroup Z/NZ
inside D. We then identify ([dA|M ]/2π mod N) ∈ H2(M,ZN) with the background

of the corresponding 1-form symmetry of the 3d TQFT.

As was already pointed out in [48] the abelian 3d TQFTs form an abelian

monoid under stacking. This monoid structure can be extended to the TQFTs with

the specified choice of a cyclic 1-form symmetry subgroup (that is a choice of the

element in the discriminant group). Namely, one can consider the abelian monoid of

quadruples

M = {(D, q;κ)} (5.2)

with the “+” operation defined as follows:

(D1, q1;κ1) + (D2, q2;κ2) := (D1 ⊕ D2, q1 + q2;κ1 ⊕ κ2) (5.3)

where (q1 +q2)(a⊕ b) := q1(a) +q2(b). The monoid structure is then consistent with

the fusion of the topological defects (5.1):

D(D1,q1;κ1)(M)D(D2,q2;κ2)(M) = D(D1,q1;κ1)+(D2,q2;κ2)(M). (5.4)

We can then consider the “forgetful” map

M −→ Q/Z,

(D, q;κ) 7−→ q(κ),

(5.5)

which respect the addition operation, i.e. it is a homomorphism of monoids, if we

forget the minus operation on Q/Z. The action of the non-invertible symmetry in

QED on the Dirac fermion of QED factors through this map.

In general a non-invertible symmetry whose fusion is described by the monoid

M is closely related to the Q/Z. In particular the representations and the anomalies

of Q/Z can be pulled back to the representations and the anomalies of M. For

example, one can introduce new fields to the QED that will transform non-trivially

under M through the map (5.5), that is their transformations will be governed by

elements of Hom(Q/Z, U(1)) ∼= Ẑ. Moreover, if one introduces a Weyl fermion with

a charge q̂ ∈ Z it will contribute to the Q/Z ’t Hooft anomaly of the type described

in (3.16) for d = 4, with the corresponsing elements of Ẑ× Ẑ given by certain linear

combinations of q̂3 and q̂.

5.2 Large color/flavor limit

As was discussed in Section 2, the symmetry Q/Z can be understood in a certain

sense (i.e. as a direct limit) as the limit of Z/NZ symmetries for large N . Such limit

can naturally occur in gauge theories considered in large color or flavor limits. Such

limits are in particular relevant for the analysis of holographic correspondence to the

gravity.

– 21 –



Consider for example an SU(Nc) gauge theory in d-dimensions, with matter fields

only in adjoint representations. It has Z/NcZ 1-form symmetry. So in the large color

limit Nc →∞ one may consider the theory having Q/Z 1-form symmetry. Similarly

one may consider that PSU(Nc) gauge theories in the large Nc limit have the dual

(d− 3)-form Ẑ symmetry.

Alternatively one can consider Nf Dirac fermions in even-dimensional spacetime,

all transforming in the same representaion of some continuous gauge group G. The

U(1) axial 0-form symmetry will then be generically broken down to Z/NfZ subgroup

(here we do not consider possible additional surviving non-invetible symmetries).

Therefore in the large Nf limit one may consider the theory having Q/Z symmetry.

5.3 Habiro ring and categorification of Chern-Simons

Consider the partition function of SU(2) level k ∈ Z Chern-Simons theory on a

closed 3-manifold Y . It defines a topological invariant valued in C, known as

Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev [49, 50] invariant in mathematical literature. In the

mathematical construction there is a natural generalization of this invariant τξ(Y )

labeled by a general root of unity ξ = e
2πir
k , where r is coprime with k. The invariant

which corresponds to the Chern-Simons partition function is recovered when r = 1.

In principle the invariants for different r are related by a Galois transformation

that permutes the roots of unity. Moreover, there is a full 3d TQFT structure for

an arbitrary root of unity ξ, realized in terms of a modular tensor category that

is related to the representation theory of the quantum group (corresponding to sl2
algebra) at the root of unity.

At least formally, one can interpret the whole family of such 3d TQFTs as a

single 3d TQFT with a non-trivial background Q/Z (−1)-form symmetry described

by the choice of15 ξ ∈ H0(Y,Q/Z) ∼= Q/Z (assuming Y is connected). Then one

can ask a question: does this (−1)-form symmetry arises as a reduction of a 0-form

Q/Z symmetry in some 4d theory, such that the partition function of the 3d TQFT

on Y is realized as the partition function of that 4d theory on Y × S1, with the

corresponding charge operator inserted at Y × pt where pt is a point on S1? Since

we do not want to have dependence on the size of S1 we will assume that the

effective quantum mechanics obtained by the reduction of the 4d theory on Y is

supersymmetric and S1 has periodic boundary conditions on the fermions. Then the

statement above is equivalent to the statement that the 3d partition function function

is realized as a trace over the Hilbert space of the 4d TQFT on Y of the quantum

operator representing the symmetry transformation by ξ ∈ Q/Z. This question is

very closely related to the problem of finding a categorification of the WRT invariant

15When we treat ξ as an element of Q/Z we implicitly using the isomorphism Q/Z ∼= TorU(1)

provided by the exponential map.
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(which would be in a sense similar to the Khovanov’s categorification [51] of Jones

polynomial), and essentially one of the ways to formulate it.

If such a statement was true, in particular it would imply that τξ(Y ), as a

function of ξ ∈ Q/Z is a difference of characters of complex representations (in

general reducible) of Q/Z. That is it is an element of representation ring R(Q/Z)

over C.

When Y is an integer homology sphere, as we will see below, such statement

is indeed true but with a modification: τξ(Y ) is an element of the completion

R̂(Q/Z) := lim←−R(Z/nZ). In the completion we consider the inverse limit of the

system representation rings of cyclic groups with respect to the pullbacks of the

inclusions Z/mZ→ Z/nZ (where, as often in this paper, m is assumed to divide n).

Note that the representation ring functor does not commute with the limits:

R̂(Q/Z) := lim←−R(Z/nZ) 6= R(lim−→Z/nZ) = R(Q/Z). (5.6)

However, for any complex, possibly infinite dimensional vector space V we have

Hom(Q/Z, GL(V )) = lim←−Hom(Z/nZ, GL(V )). This means that the completion

R̂(Q/Z) does not actually introduce any new representations of Q/Z, however it

essentially allows to have differences of infinite dimensional representations such that

when restricted to any Z/nZ subgroup the difference simplify to the difference of

finite-dimensional representations. Physically this means that fermions and bosons

in the Hilbert space form infinite dimensional representations of Q/Z, however when

the action of the symmetry is restricted to any finite cyclic subgroup, all but the finite

number of bosons and fermions can be combined into pairs of the same representation

and lifted from the zero energy level. The ring R(Q/Z) ∼= Z[Ẑ] is a subring in the

completion R̂(Q/Z). An example of its element in the completion which is not an

element of R(Q/Z) can be given by the formal infinite sum
∑

m≥1([0]−[m!]) where [m̂]

denotes the one-dimensional representation labelled by charge m̂ ∈ Ẑ. Its reduction

to any R(Z/nZ) is well defined and given by the finite sum
∑n−1

m=1([0]− [m!]). Using

that R(Z/nZ) ∼= Z[q]/(1− qn) we can write explicitly

R̂(Q/Z) = lim←−Z[q]/(1− qn). (5.7)

That is one can understand it as a certain completion of the ring of polynomials in

a formal variable q.

In [52] Habiro defined a topological invariant τ̂ of an integer homology spheres16

which is valued in a different completion of the polynomial ring:

τ̂(Y ) ∈ Ẑ[q] := lim←−
Z[q]

(1− q)(1− q2) · · · (1− qn)
. (5.8)

16The analog for rational homology spheres was constructed in [53] .
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Its elements can be written as formal infinite series of the form

f̂ =
∑
m≥0

fm(q)(1− q)(1− q2) . . . (1− qm) (5.9)

where fm(q) ∈ Z[q] are polynomials (not unique for a given element in Ẑ[q]). There

is a well defined evaluation at roots of unity map:

( · )|ξ : Ẑ[q] −→ C,
f̂ |ξ :=

∑k−1
m=0 fm(ξ)(1− ξ)(1− ξ2) . . . (1− ξm),

(5.10)

where k is the order of ξ. The Habiro invariant unifies WRT invariants for all roots

of unity:

τ̂(Y )|ξ = τξ(Y ). (5.11)

Moreover, by their definition, the evaluation maps factor through the ring

homomorphisms:

Ẑ[q] −→ Z[q]/(1− qk)
f̂ 7−→

∑k−1
m=0 fm(q)(1− q)(1− q2) . . . (1− qm) mod (1− qk).

(5.12)

These homomorphisms commute with the maps in the system defining the inverse

limit R̂(Q/Z) = lim←−Z[q]/(1 − qn). This implies that they define a unique

homomorphism

Ẑ[q] −→ R̂(Q/Z). (5.13)

Moreover, since the values of the evaluation maps are known to completely fix the

element of the Habiro ring [54] , this homomorphism must be injective, so Ẑ[q] can be

understood as a subring of R̂(Q/Z). This means that there is indeed an element of the

completed representation ring R̂(Q/Z) (provided by the image of τ̂) the evaluations

of which at roots of unity recover all WRT invariants.

Note that the fact that Ẑ[q] is only a part of R̂(Q/Z) is related to the fact that

the elements the Habiro ring can be interpreted as “analytic functions” on Q/Z, in

particular they have certain nice property with respect to Habiro topology on Q/Z.

Finally let us point out that there are physical proposals about categorification

of the WRT invariants via certain supersymmetric 4d/5d coupled system, that has

a U(1) symmetry that commutes with the supercharge [55–57]. The flavored Witten

index of this system, where q plays the role of U(1) fagacity then is supposed to

recover the WRT invariant for the root of unity ξ = e
2πi
k in the limit q → ξ. Namely

one considers a twistedN = 2 5d SU(2) super-Yang-Mills theory on Y ×S1×[0,+∞)

with a Nahm pole boundary condition at Y × S1 × {0}.
The U(1) symmetry is the instanton symmetry in 5d. The precise definition of

the Witten index in such system however involves various extra choices, including

the choice of asymptotic condition on the 5d fields at +∞. It is also not possible
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to completely decouple the 5d bulk degrees from the boundary preserving the U(1)

symmetry since there is a non-trivial inflow of ABJ-type anomaly from the bulk. It

would be interesting to analyze more systematically if there is indeed some concrete

physical mechanism of breaking of U(1) down to Q/Z, such that the U(1) flavored

Witten index in the 4d/5d coupled system reduces to the element of the Habiro ring

when Y is an integer homology sphere17

5.4 Galois symmetry

The group Ẑ = Hom(Q/Z, U(1)), dual to Q/Z (that is it appears if one gauges Q/Z),

plays an important role in Galois theory. In particular for an algebraic closure of

Fp of a finite field Fp of prime order p we have Gal(Fp/Fp) ∼= Ẑ, generated by the

Frobenius automorphism Fr : x 7→ xp. If X is a variety over Fp, this Galois group

acts on X(Fp), the corresponding algebraic variety over Fp. This in particular gives

a way to calculate the number of points of X over Fpn by Lefschetz trace formula18:

#X(Fpn) = TrH∗(X(Fp),Q`) (−1)F (Fr∗)n (5.14)

where H∗(. . .) is the `-adic étale cohomology, F is the cohomological degree modulo

2, and Fr∗ is the induced action of the Frobenius automorphism on the cohomology.

If one were to interpret this formula physically, that is as the trace over the a Hilbert

space19, with X(Fp) being an analog of the target space of supersymmetric quantum

mechanics, then Gal(Fp/Fp) ∼= Ẑ would play a role of physical symmetry.
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A Lim-one

In this section we provide the definition of lim←−
1 operation and its basic properties.

Consider an inverse system of abelian groups:

. . .
f3−→ A3

f2−→ A2
f1−→ A1

f0−→ A0. (A.1)

Consider the map

f :
∏

n≥0An −→
∏

n≥0An
(a0, a1, a2, . . .) 7−→ (a0 − f0(a1), a1 − f1(a2), a2 − f2(a3), . . .).

(A.2)

Then, by definition:

lim←−An := Ker f, (A.3)

lim←−
1An := Coker f. (A.4)

The Mittag-Leffler condition can be formulated as follows. Assume that for any n ≥ 0

there exists k ≥ n such that for any m ≥ k the image of the map fn ◦ . . . ◦ fm−1 :

Am → An is the same as the image of fn ◦ . . . ◦ fk−1 : Ak → An. Then it follows that

lim←−
1An = 0. The Mittag-Leffler condition means that for any n the images of the

maps Ak → An stabilize for large k. It is in particular satisfied if all the maps in the

system (A.1) are surjective.
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[27] I. n. Garćıa-Etxebarria and M. Montero, Dai-Freed anomalies in particle physics,

JHEP 08 (2019) 003 [1808.00009].

– 27 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(92)90195-H
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)098
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2020)098
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.07731
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.3.074
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.3.074
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.10102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.16247
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01485
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.10700
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.1467
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2015)052
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.7329
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.06527
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07950
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-019-03439-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10796
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02096988
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02096860
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02096860
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9111004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02881
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.00009


[28] M. Guo, K. Ohmori, P. Putrov, Z. Wan and J. Wang, Fermionic Finite-Group

Gauge Theories and Interacting Symmetric/Crystalline Orders via Cobordisms,

Commun. Math. Phys. 376 (2020) 1073 [1812.11959].

[29] Z. Wan and J. Wang, Higher anomalies, higher symmetries, and cobordisms I:

classification of higher-symmetry-protected topological states and their boundary

fermionic/bosonic anomalies via a generalized cobordism theory, Ann. Math. Sci.

Appl. 4 (2019) 107 [1812.11967].

[30] J. Milnor, Spin structures on manifolds, Enseignement Math.(2) 9 (1963) 9.

[31] R. Kirby and L. Taylor, Pin structures on low-dimensional manifolds, vol. 2 of

London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, p. 177–242. Cambridge

University Press, 1991. 10.1017/CBO9780511629341.015.

[32] C.-Y. Yu, The connective real K-theory of elementary abelian 2-groups, Ph.D. thesis,

University of Notre Dame, 1995.

[33] R. R. Bruner and J. P. C. Greenlees, Connective Real K-Theory of Finite Groups,

no. 169. American Mathematical Soc., 2010.

[34] G. Brumfiel and J. Morgan, The pontrjagin dual of 3-dimensional spin bordism,

arXiv preprint arXiv:1612.02860 (2016) .

[35] Q.-R. Wang and Z.-C. Gu, Towards a Complete Classification of Symmetry-Protected

Topological Phases for Interacting Fermions in Three Dimensions and a General

Group Supercohomology Theory, Phys. Rev. X 8 (2018) 011055 [1703.10937].

[36] A. Beaudry and J. A. Campbell, A guide for computing stable homotopy groups,

2018.

[37] G. Brumfiel and J. Morgan, The pontrjagin dual of 4-dimensional spin bordism,

2018.

[38] M. Cheng, Z. Bi, Y.-Z. You and Z.-C. Gu, Classification of symmetry-protected

phases for interacting fermions in two dimensions, Physical Review B 97 (2018)

205109.

[39] Q.-R. Wang and Z.-C. Gu, Construction and classification of symmetry protected

topological phases in interacting fermion systems, Phys. Rev. X 10 (2020) 031055

[1811.00536].

[40] E. Witten, Global Gravitational Anomalies, Commun. Math. Phys. 100 (1985) 197.

[41] E. Witten, Fermion Path Integrals And Topological Phases, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88

(2016) 035001 [1508.04715].

[42] E. Witten and K. Yonekura, Anomaly Inflow and the η-Invariant, in The Shoucheng

Zhang Memorial Workshop, 9, 2019, 1909.08775.

[43] D. Gaiotto, A. Kapustin, Z. Komargodski and N. Seiberg, Theta, Time Reversal,

and Temperature, JHEP 05 (2017) 091 [1703.00501].

– 28 –

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-019-03671-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.11959
https://doi.org/10.4310/AMSA.2019.v4.n2.a2
https://doi.org/10.4310/AMSA.2019.v4.n2.a2
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.11967
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011055
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.10937
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.031055
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.00536
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01212448
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.035001
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.035001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.04715
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.08775
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)091
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.00501


[44] A. Kapustin and N. Saulina, Topological boundary conditions in abelian

Chern-Simons theory, Nucl. Phys. B 845 (2011) 393 [1008.0654].

[45] R. C. Kirby, The topology of 4-manifolds. Springer, 1989.

[46] Y. Choi, H. T. Lam and S.-H. Shao, Non-invertible Global Symmetries in the

Standard Model, 2205.05086.

[47] C. Cordova and K. Ohmori, Non-Invertible Chiral Symmetry and Exponential

Hierarchies, 2205.06243.

[48] D. Belov and G. W. Moore, Classification of Abelian spin Chern-Simons theories,

hep-th/0505235.

[49] E. Witten, Quantum Field Theory and the Jones Polynomial, Commun. Math. Phys.

121 (1989) 351.

[50] N. Reshetikhin and V. G. Turaev, Invariants of 3-manifolds via link polynomials and

quantum groups, Inventiones mathematicae 103 (1991) 547.

[51] M. Khovanov, A categorification of the jones polynomial, Duke Mathematical

Journal 101 (2000) 359.

[52] K. Habiro, A unified witten–reshetikhin–turaev invariant for integral homology

spheres, Inventiones mathematicae 171 (2008) 1.

[53] A. Beliakova, I. Bühler and T. Le, A unified quantum so (3) invariant for rational

homology 3-spheres, Inventiones mathematicae 185 (2011) 121.

[54] K. Habiro, Cyclotomic completions of polynomial rings, Publications of the Research

Institute for Mathematical Sciences 40 (2004) 1127.

[55] E. Witten, Fivebranes and Knots, 1101.3216.

[56] S. Gukov, P. Putrov and C. Vafa, Fivebranes and 3-manifold homology, JHEP 07

(2017) 071 [1602.05302].

[57] S. Gukov, D. Pei, P. Putrov and C. Vafa, BPS spectra and 3-manifold invariants, J.

Knot Theor. Ramifications 29 (2020) 2040003 [1701.06567].

[58] T. Creutzig, T. Dimofte, N. Garner and N. Geer, A QFT for non-semisimple TQFT,

2112.01559.

[59] P. Candelas, X. de la Ossa, M. Elmi and D. Van Straten, A One Parameter Family

of Calabi-Yau Manifolds with Attractor Points of Rank Two, JHEP 10 (2020) 202

[1912.06146].

[60] S. Kachru, R. Nally and W. Yang, Supersymmetric Flux Compactifications and

Calabi-Yau Modularity, 2001.06022.

[61] K. Bönisch, A. Klemm, E. Scheidegger and D. Zagier, D-brane masses at special

fibres of hypergeometric families of Calabi-Yau threefolds, modular forms, and

periods, 2203.09426.

– 29 –

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2010.12.017
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.0654
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.05086
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.06243
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0505235
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01217730
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01217730
https://arxiv.org/abs/1101.3216
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)071
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2017)071
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.05302
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218216520400039
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218216520400039
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.06567
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01559
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2020)202
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.06146
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.06022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.09426

	1 Introduction and summary
	2 Representations
	3 Anomalies
	4 Gauging Q/Z symmetry
	4.1 Dijkgraaf-Witten 3d topological Q/Z gauge theory
	4.2 2d fermions with gauged Q/Z symmetry

	5 Appearance in other setups
	5.1 Relation to a non-invertible symmetry in 4d QED
	5.2 Large color/flavor limit
	5.3 Habiro ring and categorification of Chern-Simons
	5.4 Galois symmetry

	A Lim-one

