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Abstract

We study how non-invertible self-duality defects arise in theories with a holographic
dual. We focus on the paradigmatic example of su(N) N' = 4 SYM. The theory is
known to have non-invertible duality and triality defects at 7 = i and 7 = €2™/3,
respectively. At these points in the gravitational moduli space, the gauged SL(2,7Z)
duality symmetry of type IIB string theory is spontaneously broken to a finite subgroup
G, giving rise to a discrete emergent G gauge field. After reduction on the internal
manifold, the low-energy physics is dominated by an interesting 5d Chern-Simons the-
ory, further gauged by G, that we analyze and which gives rise to the self-duality
defects in the boundary theory. Using the five-dimensional bulk theory, we compute
the fusion rules of those defects in detail. The methods presented here are general and

may be used to investigate such symmetries in other theories with a gravity dual.
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1 Introduction

In recent years a great deal of effort has been devoted to the generalization of the concept of
symmetry in quantum field theory, starting from [1]. According to the modern perspective, a
p-form symmetry is implemented by topological operators ©,(7) supported on codimension-
(p + 1) closed submanifolds v, and its charged objects are p-dimensional operators. An
increasing amount of attention has been dedicated to symmetries whose defects do not fuse
following the multiplication rules of a group, but rather form a more general categorical

fusion algebra

Do xDp=» NG9, (1.1)



Figure 1: Left: a topological duality interface I,. Right: the definition of a local topological

defect ©, at fixed points in the conformal manifold.

This expression generalizes the group law in many ways: first, there can be more than one
operator ©, on the right-hand-side; second, the coefficients N¢ are in general topological
quantum field theories (rather than c-numbers) of the same dimensionality of the operators.
Such symmetries are called non-invertible or categorical. This structure is well understood for
line operators in 2d quantum field theories (QFTs) and 3d topological quantum field theories
(TQFTSs) [2-19] using the formalism of fusion categories and modular tensor categories.
The generalization to higher dimensional defects and d > 2 QFTs started more recently
with [20,21] and is now a very active field of research [22-41]. At the moment we know of,

roughly speaking, three types of constructions of non-invertible symmetry defects.

In the first construction, that we refer to as of Kaidi-Ohmori-Zheng (KOZ) type [21] (see
also [25]), one starts with a four-dimensional theory with a O-form and a 1-form discrete
symmetry, linked by a mixed 't Hooft anomaly. If one gauges the 1-form symmetry, the
0-form symmetry defects become ill-defined because of the anomaly, but can be made well-
defined by stacking them with suitable 3d TQFTs coupled to the dynamical 2-form gauge
field for the 1-form symmetry. The resulting defects have non-invertible fusion laws due to
the stacking rules of the 3d TQFTs. This type of categorical symmetries are ubiquitous, and
many variations have been proposed. For example, classical Abelian symmetries suffering
from an ABJ anomaly have been discovered to be realized at the quantum level as KOZ-type

non-invertible symmetries [29, 30, 34].

The second construction [20,27,28] involves self-duality defects, and will be the main focus
of this paper. One considers a family of gauge theories T,(x), where 2 € 9 parametrizes
a conformal manifold and p labels possible different gauge groups with the same gauge
algebra, with the action on both of a nontrivial duality group I'. Its action is implemented
by a topological interface Iyer : T,(x) — T, (g - ) which is depicted in Figure 1 left. One
also assumes that there exists a second topological interface o, : T,(x) — T,, (x) which acts
on the global structure alone — in the known examples, ¢, is implemented by gauging some
discrete 1-form symmetry of the theory on a half space. At generic points on 9t where it

acts faithfully, I' is not a symmetry because it is a map between two different descriptions of



the same quantum theory. At points x with a nontrivial stabilizer G C I', one might expect
G to become a symmetry. It does become an ordinary 0-form symmetry if it does not act
on the global structure p. Consider, instead, the case that G' (that we take Abelian) acts
faithfully on p. Then, for g € G, it is still possible to construct a topological defect ©, from
the theory to itself, but it requires a composition D, = ¢l o I, : T,(x) — T,(x) (Figure 1

right). As a consequence it satisfies, schematically:

Qg X@h :Ng,h Qgh for gh;’é]l ,
(1.2)

Dy xD,=C.

Here N, are decoupled 3d TQFTSs, so the composition law is group-like but with TQFTs
in place of coefficients. In the second line 55, = 9,1 is the orientation reversal of ©,.
On the other hand, C is a peculiar topological operator: it is a 3d “condensate”, or “higher
gauging” [24,42], of the 1-form symmetry used to change the global structure of the group. It
is constructed by gauging that symmetry on a 3d submanifold, or alternatively, but summing

over the surface operators that implement that symmetry.! The construction of these defects
in A = 4 super-Yang-Mills (SYM) was carried out in [20,27, 28].

The third construction [25,26,31] is of orbifold type. One starts with a theory with a
discrete O-form symmetry G that acts nontrivially on higher-codimension symmetry defects
U. After gauging G, the gauge-invariant symmetry defects are obtained by summing over
the orbit of the action of G' on some U, and support topological line defects labeled by
Rep (Stab(U )) This gives rise to fusion rules (1.1) where multiple operators appear in the
sum on the r.h.s., and is a generalization of the theory of orbifolds in 2d conformal field
theories (CFTs) [43] and of 3d G-crossed modular tensor categories (MTCs) [44].

Our interest in this paper is in understanding how categorical symmetries appear in
holography. The common lore is that a global symmetry of the boundary theory appears as
a gauge symmetry, accompanied by a gauge field, in the bulk. This is confirmed and well
understood in the case of invertible symmetries — both ordinary O-form, continuous and
discrete, as well as higher form. What happens for a non-invertible symmetry? What plays

the role of a “non-invertible” gauge field?

We investigate this question in the specific case of self-duality defects.> The idea is

!The composition law (1.2) is not a group for two reasons: the coefficients are TQFTs, and C is different
from ©; which is trivial. However, if one places (1.2) on S® then both N, and C reduce to 1 and one
recovers the group law of G.

2The holographic description of non-invertible defects of the KOZ and orbifold type has recently been
investigated in [38-40].



simple.® The conformal manifold 9% of the boundary theory is dual to a moduli space of
bulk solutions in the gravitational description, while the choice of a global structure on the
boundary corresponds to a certain boundary condition in gravity. The duality group I is a
discrete gauge symmetry of string theory, which however is completely Higgsed at generic
points x at which I" acts faithfully on 9. At a special point x which is stabilized by G C T,
the duality symmetry I is only Higgsed to GG, and in the low-energy description appears an
emergent GG gauge field that acts on the supergravity fields. In particular, it also acts on
a low-energy topological sector of string theory whose topological (or conformal) boundary
conditions encode the possible global structures of the boundary theory. It is this structure
that plays the role of a “non-invertible gauge field”, at least in this class of examples. The
derivation and explanation of how the supergravity theory with extra gauge field gives rise
to the non-invertible fusion rules (1.2) is the subject of this paper. We focus on the example
of 4d N' = 4 SYM and its dual type IIB string theory description. The formalism we develop
is however quite general and should allow for prompt generalizations, for instance to theories
of class S [45].

Let us summarize the main points of the construction. A key role is played by a topolog-
ical sector of type IIB string theory compactified on S°, which dominates at long distances:
it is a 5d Chern-Simons-like (CS) theory [46-48]*

N N [ -

Here b and ¢, that we package into B = (b,c), are 2-form gauge fields coming from the
NS-NS and R-R 2-form potentials, respectively, while ¢ = (_01 (1)) This theory can also
be interpreted as a Zy 2-form gauge theory [49], and its boundary conditions encode the
global structure of the boundary theory [47]. The gauge fields b, ¢ are dual to the Zy x Zy
I-form symmetry of the set of boundary theories (taking into account the possible global
structures). The 5d TQFT (1.3) has a global symmetry® I' = SL(2, Zy) that acts linearly on
B and is generically spontaneously broken by the axiodilaton (on which it acts by fractional
linear transformations), as well as a Zy X Zy global 2-form symmetry that shifts b, c. The
symmetry defects Viser for I' turn out to be higher gaugings [24] of the 2-form symmetry
(or a subgroup thereof) on 4d submanifolds, with suitable choices of discrete torsion T (M)

that we determine.

Quite interesting are the I'-twisted sectors D), that live at the boundary of the symmetry

3We are grateful to Davide Gaiotto for pointing out the emergence of discrete gauge symmetries in type
IIB string theory and their possible relevance to duality defects.

4In our notation, we multiply differential forms leaving all wedge products implicit.

®The symmetry is SL(2,Zy) on spin manifolds, and a subgroup thereof on non-spin manifolds [47]. Since

we are dealing with supersymmetric theories, we restrict to spin manifolds in this paper.
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defects Vj;. For most M € T, V), turns out to be an invertible TQFT that produces anomaly
inflow and constrains its twisted sector. A minimal representative for D), with the correct
anomaly is a certain 3d TQFT AY~7(B) coupled to B, introduced in [50]. The fusion of

twisted sectors takes the schematic form

l)]w2 X DM1 = AN’_(TQ—’—Tl) 131\42]\41 ,

Dy x Dy — CEN X (1.4)

where CZV*ZN is a 3d condensate of the 2-form symmetry. Interestingly, to compute this
fusion rules one uses a modified version AN =" (B) x5 AY~"2(B) of the stacking of TQFTs,

in which the lines in the first factor acquire nontrivial braiding

i
Bn, = exp(% 27! n16n2> (1.5)

(here ny,ny € Zy x Zy parametrize the lines of the two factors, respectively, and N is odd)
with the lines in the second factor, due to the interactions with the bulk 5d theory (1.3).

In order to complete the holographic setup and make contact with the self-duality defects
of the boundary N' = 4 SYM theory, two more steps are necessary. First, one should choose
topological boundary conditions p(L£) for (1.3) on AdSs, which are labelled by Lagrangian
subgroups L of the Zy x Zx global 2-form symmetry and correspond to a choice of global
structure p on the boundary. Imposing the boundary condition is equivalent to gauging
L in the bulk [51-53], which is necessary in order to remove global symmetries from the
bulk gravitational theory [17]. The topological self-duality defects of the boundary theory
eventually are bulk operators placed on top of the boundary. We thus determine the pull-
backs Dy . of Dy on the boundary and their fusion rules. The answer turns out to depend

on whether £ is invariant under M or not.

Second, recall that for generic values of the axiodilaton 7, the O-form symmetry I" is

spontaneously broken in the full supergravity theory. At the special values 7 = 7, e2™/3

an
Abelian subgroup G = Z4, Zg generated by S, ST, respectively, is preserved, but crucially
this symmetry is gauged. We study in detail the 5d theory obtained by gauging G in
(1.3). The defects Vyee become transparent, because they implement the gauging, and
hence their boundaries Dy become genuine 3d topological operators. They are ill-defined
in isolation because of the anomaly, but one can form well-defined 3d topological operators
D, by stacking D, with a 3d Gukov-Witten [54], or twist, operator GW, for the pure G
gauge theory. This mechanism is similar to KOZ [21], but the role of the anomaly is played
here by the torsion. The effect of gauging has also an effect on the boundary conditions, and

we indicate by p* the gauged boundary conditions.



The final fusion rules we find in the boundary theory take the schematic form:

@927£ X ©917ﬁ - N92791 ©92917ﬁ 9201 ¢ Stab(p*) >
Do XDy = CciN GWy,,, 9291 € Stab(p*) (1.6)
GW,, x GW,, = GW,,,, g1, g2 € Stab(p”) .

The explicit form of the TQFT coefficients A is given in Section 4.3. The third line describes
a subcategory of invertible symmetries (that always includes charge conjugation). Our results
reproduce the known duality and triality defects of 4d N'=4 SYM [20, 27, 28].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall a few facts about symmetries
in holography. In Section 3 we study the 5d Chern-Simons theory, its symmetries, and
its gapped boundaries. In Section 4 we describe the twist operators for the SL(2,7Zy)
0-form symmetry, using both a Lagrangian as well as a more formal approach based on
minimal TQFTs, we compute their fusion, and the pull-back to gapped boundaries. Finally
in Section 5 we address how to gauge a discrete Abelian symmetry GG. That is used to present
the final composition laws. We conclude in Section 6. Detailed computations are collected

in several appendices.

While this work was nearing completion, the paper [55], which deals with a construction

similar to ours, appeared on the arXiv.

2 Symmetries and global structures in holography

The four-dimensional N' = 4 SYM theory with gauge algebra su(N) is holographically dual
to type IIB string theory on asymptotically AdS; x S° spaces [56]. The boundary theory,
however, is characterized by a specific gauge group with the given algebra, and thus this piece
information must be encoded in the bulk theory. As explained by Witten [47], kinematical
properties of the boundary theory, such as the global form of the gauge group, are captured
by the long-distance behavior of the gravitational theory (or equivalently, by the behavior
close to the boundary), which is encoded in the terms in the Lagrangian with the lowest
number of derivatives, namely in the topological terms. One can more conveniently work
with the effective 5d theory in AdSs5 obtained by reducing on the internal manifold. The 10d

type IIB supergravity action contains the topological term

St D / B> dCs Fy , (21)
X10

where Bj is the NS 2-form potential, C5 the RR 2-form potential, and Fj is the field strength
of the RR 4-form potential. In compactification on M5 x S® with N units of 5-form flux on
S® one obtains at low energies the 5d Chern-Simons action (1.3) [47,48].
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The continuous 2-form gauge fields b, ¢ are dual to a U(1) x U(1) global 1-form symme-
try of the boundary theory, whose two factors act on 't Hooft and Wilson line operators,
respectively. This symmetry does not have to act faithfully on the boundary theory: it
only acts faithfully on the full set of boundary theories with all possible global structures.
This follows from the necessity of choosing boundary conditions. If we choose topological
boundary conditions, the action (1.3) restricts b, ¢ to be Zy x Zy gauge fields [49] and ac-
cordingly restricts the 1-form symmetry. Boundary conditions p(L£) further set to zero a
linear combination of b, ¢ along a Lagrangian subgroup £ C Zy X Zy, only leaving a 1-form
symmetry of order N. Thus, the choice of boundary conditions specifies the global struc-
ture of the SYM theory [46,47] and the spectrum of extended (here line) operators [57].
For instance, if we set b = 0 at the boundary, the boundary theory is SU(N). Fundamental
strings (that couple to b) can end on the boundary producing Wilson line operators in generic
representations [58,59], their Zy charge being measured by the topological operators eife,
while 't Hooft lines only exist with vanishing Zy charge. On the contrary, if we set ¢ = 0
we obtain the PSU(N)q theory. Dl-branes (that couple to ¢) can end on the boundary
producing 't Hooft line operators with generic Zy charge, the latter being measured by e'/?,
while Wilson lines only exist in representations with trivial N-ality. One can also choose
conformal boundary conditions b = x¢: they give rise to an extra singleton sector [48,60]
and describe the theory U(N), for which the 1-form symmetry is indeed U(1) x U(1).

Type IIB string theory also enjoys an SL(2,7Z) symmetry. As in any theory of quantum
gravity, this must be a gauge symmetry. It acts on the axiodilaton field 7 = Cy + ie~® by

standard fractional linear transformations

IS}

at+b b
- = - L(2,7Z 2.2
e 3 (g d)esm) 22)

(only PSL(2,Z) = SL(2,7Z)/Zs acts on 7) and on b,c as on a doublet B = (b,c) in the

fundamental representation,
b b b
— . (2.3)
c d c

At generic points 7 in the moduli space, SL(2,Z) is spontaneously broken to its Z, center,

o 1

and thus the corresponding gauge field does not appear in the low-energy supergravity de-
scription.” However, special values of 7 are left invariant by a larger subgroup G C SL(2,7)
which therefore remains unbroken. The corresponding gauge field should then be included in

the supergravity description, where it appears as an emergent gauge field for the low-energy

6See [57] and Section 3 for the meaning of this notation.
"The Zz center of SL(2,Z), that maps (b, ¢) — (—b, —c) but does not act on 7, is however always preserved
and then the corresponding Z, gauge field should be included.



observer. Specifically, G = Z4 at 7 = i and G = Zg at 7 = €*™/3. After compactification
on S°, we obtain a discrete G gauge field a in five dimensions, coupled to a G subgroup of
the SL(2,Zy) symmetry of Scs (1.3). This is an interesting subsector of the full theory on
its own. Our aim is to show that a is the gauge field corresponding to the non-invertible

symmetries of the boundary theory.®

We conclude this section recalling that the way in which a bulk TQFT affects the sym-
metry on its boundary is made very clear in the recently introduced formalism of symmetry
TFTs [61,62] (see also [63-65]). Independently of holography, the symmetry TFT approach
separates the local dynamics of a QFT from its global structure, by viewing a physical (or
absolute) d-dimensional theory as the compound (d + 1)-dimensional system of a slab of
topological theory with two parallel boundaries. One boundary supports the relative [66]
version of the theory. Roughly speaking, a relative theory is a vector of theories encoding all
possible global structures. The opposite is a gapped boundary determined by some topologi-
cal boundary conditions for the TFT. Their choice corresponds to picking a particular state,
i.e., selecting one particular absolute theory. We collect some details about the construction

in Appendix A.

3 The 5d Chern-Simons theory and its symmetries

Consider the five-dimensional Chern-Simons action [47] (see also [1,48,60,67,68])°

siQ)= 42 [ @ d5). (3.1)

where B is a vector of 2n 2-form gauge fields, () is an integer-valued 2n x 2n non-degenerate
antisymmetric matrix (or symplectic form), and we used the notation Q(z,y) = 2" Qy. We

study this theory on spin manifolds. The theory has topological surface operators
Up =™ 15 (3.2)

where m is an integer-valued vector in Z?", and the integral is over a 2-dimensional sur-

face. These operators generate an (anomalous) 2-form symmetry. The operators U, have

8 As noted in footnote 1, the non-invertibility of duality and triality defects is only up to condensates. It
is perhaps then not surprising that the corresponding bulk gauge field is a standard discrete connection for
G, though coupled to a nontrivial topological sector Scg. The gauge field holographically dual to symmetries
which remain non-invertible also up to condensates would presumably be a more complicated object.

9This action, as written, is not well defined [47]. When the spacetime manifold Mj is the boundary of a
six-manifold Z, one can define S[Q] = ﬁ S , Q(dB,dB). However, the bordism group in five dimensions is
non-trivial and thus this cannot be done in general. One could instead use the formalism of Cheeger-Simons
differential characters [69].



Figure 2: Left: Antisymmetric braiding B,,,,» between 2-dimensional defects U,,, in 5d Chern-
Simons theory. Right: Induced braiding between 2-dimensional defects U, and line defects

OUer on gapped boundaries p(L).

nontrivial linking (see Figure 2 left) given by the antisymmetric braiding matrix
Boyy = €271Q7 ) (3.3)

Any operator for which m = Q k with k € Z?" is completely transparent and thus trivial.
Those operators generate a lattice Ag, and the 2-form symmetry defect operators are labelled

by the elements of the discriminant group
Do =7""/Ag . (3.4)
This is the 2-form symmetry of the theory. Notice that |Dg| = |det Q)|.
The case relevant to type IIB string theory compactified on S° is n = 1 and Q = Ne
with € = (Pl (1)) We denote by b and ¢ the two components of B. The action reads:'°

S:%/BTedB:g/(B, dB):g/(bdc—cdb). (3.5)

s s

We introduced the antisymmetric Dirac pairing (z,y) = Teym — TmYe, Where x = (Te, Tp)
is the expression of a vector in components. When describing the surface operators U,,, it
might be convenient to package the information about m and the geometric 2-cycle wrapped
by U,, into v € Ho(Ms, Zy X Zy), or its Poincaré-dual cocycle PD(vy) € H*(Ms, Zy x Zy).
In this case U(7) is described by the insertion of

U(y) = exp (z / BT PD(7)> (3.6)

10We work with an antisymmetric 5d Lagrangian, which is manifestly invariant under SL(2,Z) symmetry.
One should however keep in mind that, as written, the action is not well defined (see footnote 9), and
thus conclusions drawn from it should be taken with care. It turns out [47] that for N odd, the theory is
SL(2,Z) invariant only on spin manifolds, while on non-spin manifolds it is invariant under the subgroup
I'(2) generated by S and T2.



in the path integral.

In the general case, gapped boundary conditions p(L) are in bijection with Lagrangian
subgroups £ of Dg. A subgroup is called Lagrangian if all its elements are mutually trans-
parent, i.e., if By = 1 for all [,1’ € £, and if any element outside £ braids non-trivially with
at least one [ € L (i.e., L is maximal). Defining a gapped boundary p(L) is equivalent to
gauging the Lagrangian subgroup £ of the 2-form symmetry [51-53]."

Only dyons U; with [ € £ may terminate on the gapped boundary, defining in this
way topological line operators OU; there. Besides, dyons in £ are absorbed by the gapped
boundary if they are moved to lie within it, in other words the dyons U;c, are completely
transparent (they do not contribute to correlation functions) when placed on the gapped
boundary. The boundary has non-trivial topological surface operators corresponding to
m ¢ L, obtained by moving U,,¢, to lie within the boundary, however, because of the
property just mentioned, those operators ﬁt are labeled by conjugacy classes t € Do /L = S.
The operators ﬁt are stuck to the gapped boundary (because ¢ would be an ambiguous label
in the bulk), and generate a 1-form symmetry S there. The charges under that symmetry

are carried by the lines OUjc., as follows from the 5d braiding (see Figure 2 right):
U,(0U)) = 2@ D gy, (3.7)

where, with some abuse of notation, we indicated by ¢ any representative of its class in Dg,.

Some properties become clear in the Lagragian description (3.1): a gapped boundary on

X is defined by Dirichelet boundary conditions
I"B| =0 (up to gauge transformations) foralll € L. (3.8)
X

Introducing a rectangular matrix L whose columns are the generators of £ in Z?", so that
LTQL = 0, the boundary condition is LTB ‘ =0 (up to gauge transformations). This can
be imposed by a boundary TQFT:

1

Seapped [L] = —/Q(n, LT(B - df)) + counterterms , (3.9)
boundary 2w

where 7 is a 2-form gauge field in R?*"/(L), £ is a 1-form gauge field in (£), and (L) is the

real span of £. The counterterms only involve B, and are fixed by overall gauge invariance.

To give an example, consider the type IIB case () = (_(}V N ) and take the electric boundary

' More precisely, gauging the discrete symmetry £ is equivalent to inserting a network of symmetry defects
for £ in the spacetime manifold. This is also equivalent to removing a tubular neighborhood of the network
from the spacetime manifold, and placing the topological boundary condition p(L) there. Thus, p(£) is a
topological interface between the ungauged theory and the trivial theory obtained by gauging £ (such a
theory is trivial because £ is Lagrangian).

10



p(L) where L is generated by [ = (1,0), corresponding to the boundary condition b’ <=0

(up to gauge transformations). The boundary action is

N
Selectric

boundary 2

{n (b— de) — %bc] | (3.10)

If we introduce a coordinate r transverse to the boundary, place the boundary at » = 0 and

the bulk in the region r < 0, the full bulk plus boundary system has action

N N 1
Sbulkplus :E/ O(de—Cdb)—F%/ 0|:?7(b—d£>—§b0:| . (311)
r< r=

boundary

The equations of motion fix the following conditions on the boundary:
b=d¢, c=n, n € H*(Ms,Zy) . (3.12)

Thus, b is set to be pure gauge, while n is the pull-back of ¢ to the boundary and ¢ remains
unconstrained (¢ € H?*(Ms,Zy) is already imposed by the bulk EOMs). The system is

invariant under the following gauge transformations:

b — b+ da, c — c+day, n — n+day , §E = &4 a. . (3.13)

Interpreting instead £ as a subgroup of Dy that is gauged, the dyons Ujc, become trivial
in the bulk because they are pure gauge and can be absorbed by the network of defects. On
the contrary, the operators with m ¢ £ are projected out in the bulk (using the fact that £
is Lagrangian) and can only exist on the boundary.

In the holographic setup, the 2-form symmetry £ that we gauge in the bulk dictates what
is the spectrum of physical lines in the holographic boundary [17,47]. Thus, the surfaces U,
with [ € £ become trivial in the bulk, but if they are attached to the holographic boundary;,
their end-lines OU, = W) are the physical line operators of the boundary theory (notice that
these are no longer topological, due to the holographic boundary conditions).'? The 1-form
symmetry of the boundary theory under which the lines W, are charged is generated by the

surface operators ﬁt, that can only live on the boundary.

Coming back to type IIB string theory, where () = Ne, the simplest case to discuss is
when N is prime. We label the bulk surfaces U, by m = (me, my), where m, and m,, are
the electric and magnetic charges, respectively. The topological sector has N + 1 gapped

boundary conditions:*?

12T the picture in which the bulk with gauged L is substituted by a slab of bulk between the holographic
boundary and a gapped boundary p(L), the operators U; can be stretched between a copy of W in the
holographic boundary and a copy of W; in the gapped boundary.

13See [70] for a recent in depth study of gapped boundary conditions in the 5d Chern-Simons theory.
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e An electric gapped boundary p(e), for which £ is generated by | = (1,0). As a gauging,
this is obtained by condensing the electric surfaces (me,0) € L (while in terms of a
gapped boundary, this is implemented by setting b = 0 there). It corresponds to the
global variant SU(N) of the boundary theory. The Wilson lines Wjc, are endpoints
of bulk surfaces U;. For instance, the Wilson line in the fundamental representation is
the endpoint of a fundamental string [58,59], which couples as '/ to the NS B-field
b. The boundary 1-form symmetry is generated by the surfaces (7,5, and we can take
for § = Zy the representatives t = (0, t,,).

e N magnetic gapped boundaries p(m), with r =0,..., N — 1, for which £ is generated
by [ = (r,1). They are obtained by condensing the dyonic surfaces (rmy,, my) € L (or
by setting rb + ¢ = 0 on a gapped boundary). They correspond to the global variants
PSU(N), of the boundary theory [57]. The 't Hooft or dyonic lines are endpoint of
bulk surfaces U, for instance for » = 0 the basic 't Hooft line is the endpoint of a
D1-brane, which couples as ¢'/¢ to the Ramond field ¢. The boundary 1-form symmetry

is generated by surfaces ﬁt, represented for instance by t = (t, 0).

If N is not prime, then there is a larger number o1 (N) = ka k of Lagrangian subgroups of
Zn X Zy , corresponding to global variants of the boundary theory of the form (S U(N)/ Zk)

r

3.1 Global 0-form symmetries

The theories (3.1) can have 0-form symmetries as well. On spin manifolds, a (unitary) 0-form
symmetry w is an automorphism of the discriminant group D¢ that preserves the quadratic
form:

WwQlw=0Q " modl. (3.14)

Since w is invertible, it maps Lagrangian subgroups to Lagrangian subgroups. We say that

a gapped boundary p(L) is w-invariant if the corresponding Lagrangian subgroup is:

wl="L. (3.15)

In the type IIB example, the 0-form symmetry group I' is SL(2,Zy), whose generators

act on electric and magnetic charges as follows:
S:(e,m)— (—m,e), T:(e,m)— (e+m,m), C:(e,m)— (—e,—m). (3.16)

They satisfy S? = C, TV = 1, and (ST)3? = C. If M is the matrix acting on charges, then

MT gives the action on the gauge fields B, as it follows from (3.2). This means that in our
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D=
D=

p(e) ple)
Js Js
p(m)o p(m)o
[ 27N
p(m) p(m)s < L p(m)
Iy ~_

Figure 3: Action of PSL(2,Zy) = S (left) and PSL(2,Z3) = A, (right) on Lagrangian
subgroups (gapped boundaries).

conventions
S :(b,c) — (¢, —b), T:(bc)— (byc+Db), C:(byc)— (=b,—c) . (3.17)
All subgroups of D¢ are invariant under C'. For N prime we also have:
pm)y = p(m)er . ple) <2 p(m)o,  plm), > p(m)ry forr#£0  (3.18)

where rg = —r~! in Zy, while p(e) is invariant under T (see Figure 3 for two examples).
Lagrangian subgroups form two-terms orbits under S, except for p(m), with r*> = —1 mod N
which are invariant. Similarly, they form three-terms orbits under ST, except for p(m), with
r(r+1) = —1 mod N which are invariant. Gapped boundaries corresponding to w-invariant
subgroups £ allow for a 0-form symmetry action of the subgroup G C I' which stabilizes
them.!® This is clear from the Lagrangian description of the gapped boundaries, S[L] in
(3.9). The action of the 0-form symmetry does not leave the coupling to n invariant, but it

can be reabsorbed in a redefinition of the generators L of L.

3.2 Symmetry defects from higher gauging

In unitary TQFTs without local operators, all O-form symmetries are expected to be gener-
ated by codimension-1 symmetry defects that are condensations of higher-form symmetries.
This statement can be proven in the context of three-dimensional modular tensor categories
(MTCs) [24,71], while it seems plausible for higher dimensional TQFTs [24]. In this section
we construct the SL(2,Zy) symmetry generators of the 5d CS theory (3.5), in terms of

condensations of the 2-form symmetry on 4d submanifolds. The Zx X Zx 2-form symmetry

4 This is true if G is a normal subgroup of I'. This will always be so in the cases of interest to us.
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generated by the topological surface operators U, in the 5d bulk becomes a 1-form symmetry

on a 4d submanifold ¥ on which we perform the condensation.

We assume that the fusion algebra of surface operators is strictly associative, and since
surfaces cannot braid in 4d, we can condense any subgroup A C Zy X Zy of the 2-form
symmetry. While condensing on a (spin) 4-manifold X, we have the possibility to add discrete
torsion in the form of Dijkgraaf-Witten terms [72]. When we gauge the full group Zy x Zy,
the torsion is classified by Z3, and we label it by z,y,2 € Zy. In terms of the background
® € H*X,Zy X Zy) that we decompose into @e, o € H*(3, Zy), the phase of discrete

torsion is given by

271

Ogy,: = €Xp {ﬁ /Z(y B(pe) + 2P (om) + 27 e U s%)] : (3.19)

Here P : H*(X,Zy) — H*(Z,Zy gea(n2)) is the Pontryagin square operation [73]. For N
even, P(p) takes values in Zyy and on spin manifolds it is an even class, therefore y, z € Zy.
For N odd, () takes values in Zy and we interpret the exponent as 2271y [ B(p.)
where 27! = % mod N, and similarly for zB(p., ), therefore y, 2 € Zy once again. On the
other hand, when we gauge a Zy subgroup, the torsion is classified by Zy and then only
a combination of x,y, z appears. For simplicity, we will only consider the case that N is a
prime number, because then Zy does not contain non-trivial proper subgroups, and all its

non-zero elements are invertible.

We want to compute the action of the O-form condensation defects V' on the 2-form
defects U;. To that purpose, we place U; along R? and wrap V around them, namely we
place V on R? x S? with S? surrounding U;. It turns out that it is more clear to perform
condensation on compact submanifolds, therefore we substitute R? with 72. Eventually, we

place U; on T? and V on X = T? x 52 around U (as in Figure 4 center).

To condense on ¥, we decompose the 2-form symmetry background ® € H*(X, Zy X Zy)
into a pair of backgrounds {¢T2, ¢52} on the two factors of 3, and we denote by n = (ne, )
the holonomy of ¢%* on S? (representing defects on 72) and by m = (me, my,) the holonomy
of ¢T° on T2 (representing defects on S?). Given a class (z,vy,2) € Z3 representing the

choice of discrete torsion (3.19), its contribution to the path integral is

211 21
Oy y.2(n, M) = exp [% (:c (nemm + nmme) + Y neme + 2 nmmm>] = exp [ﬂ m"Tn

N
(3.20)

where we introduced the symmetric matrix of discrete torsions

—_ (’y ) | 5.21)
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/TV‘
T2

52

Figure 4: The condensation defect on ¥ = T2 x S? with its network of 2d defects (left)
surrounds a topological defect U; placed on T? x {0} (center), where 0 € B? is the center of
the 3-ball whose boundary is S%. Up to a phase (3.22), the network can be resolved into a

collection of closed surfaces with no junctions (right).

whose entries are in Zy. We can label the condensation defects of the 5d Chern-Simons
theory as V[A, T], where A is the condensed subgroup of Zy X Zy and T is the matrix
of discrete torsions. When A = Zy X Zy we omit it, while when A is one-dimensional we

denote it by one of its generators (p, q).

The condensation on ¥ involves a network of 2-dimensional defects, as in Figure 4 left.
Instead of working with a network (that requires to understand the trivalent junctions), we
can resolve it into a pair of 2-dimensional defects: one U, along T2 on an outer copy of X,
and one U, along S? on an inner copy of ¥ (Fig. 4 right). This operation involves a phase,

and is equivalent to a normal ordering prescription. More generally, for N odd we can write

271

Uln +92) = exp | —— 27 (12 [ U(M) U(7a) - (3.22)

(The case of N even is discussed below.) Here v; € H%(X, Zy x Zy) represent two defects on
Y, while (, ) is the product of the (symmetric) cup product on ¥ and the (antisymmetric)
Dirac pairing in Zy X Zy. On the right-hand-side, U(7;) is outer while U(~,) is inner. This

is essentially a square root of the braiding matrix

B = € 8 (1o (3.23)

15



as in Figure 2 left. We obtain:

1 2 5—1
V[Av 7—] U = T 12 Z @1”7972(717 m) em N mm B Uiy,
’HQ(ZaA)} / n,meA

1 2mi
= A Z exp [W (me <y Ne + T Ny, + 37n + lm> (3.24)
A

n,me

—l—mm(azne—l—znm — 3N — le>)} Upin -

The sum over m produces a delta function for n. When this has exactly one solution, the
sum over n selects a defect Uy, where M € SL(2,Zy) is the group element corresponding
to the condensation defect V[A,T] = V). The cases in which there are multiple or no

solutions, even though they are not relevant to our purposes, will be discussed at the end.

If A= Zy is generated by (p, q), we can write
Me = WP, My = 14 q , Ne=Vvp, Nm =V(q . (3.25)

Notice that the phase (3.22) trivializes. The sum over p produces a delta function that fixes
pln—qle+&v =0 and selects one value for v (as long as £ # 0), where & = 2pqx +yp® + 2¢>.

This reproduces the action of 1°
M =Ty = HT"H ™ (3.26)
for k = —¢71 and
*
M= <p ) € SL(2,Zy) . (3.27)
q *
The three parameters x,y, z enter only in the combination £, as expected since the discrete
torsion is classified by Zy. Since T* leaves invariant the vector v = (1,0), then TJ leaves
invariant the vector Hv = (p, ¢), and we obtain the defect implementing 7%, by condensing the
algebra generated by (p, q) (with a non-vanishing torsion determined by k). For instance, T*
is obtained by condensing the electric surfaces (n., 0), while its electromagnetic dual ST*S~1
is realized by condensing the magnetic surfaces (0,7n,). An element of SL(2,Zy) (with N

prime) can be written as HT*H ! if and only if its trace is 2 mod N. There are N? such

elements, including the identity.'® Indeed condensation produces N —1 defects (as we change

1-k kp? ! !
150ne has T = PO TP )kl — kale and so T [ ) = [ TP ).
—kq2 1+ kpq I lm + vq

16 A1l matrices M € SL(2,Zy) with Tr M = 2 can be written as M = (1;a 1fa) with o = By mod N.
This equation, for N prime, has N2 — 1 solutions with at least one of a, 3, ¥ not zero. One can also easily
show that, for N prime, any such matrix M can be written as in footnote 15. The total number of elements

in SL(2,Zy) (N prime) is instead N3 — N.
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the torsion &) for each of the N + 1 Zy subgroups of Zy x Zy, besides the identity (which is
formally obtained by condensing the trivial subgroup (0,0)). We will comment on the case

with vanishing torsion below.

The elements of SL(2,Zy) (N prime) with trace different from 2 are obtained by condens-
ing the full Zy x Zy. The sum over m produces a delta function that fixes'” (T+ §)n+el =0

and selects one value of n (as long as (T + ;) is invertible). This reproduces the action of

M= (T+ g)_l(T— %) . (3.28)

Note that det(7 %) = (2—Tr M)fl, therefore all elements M € SL(2,Zy) with Tr M # 2

can be obtained this way. The relation can be inverted:

T=-(1+M)(1-M)". (3.29)

DN

Notice that the two factors on the right-hand-side commute. Moreover, in SL(2,Zy) we
have det(1 + M) = 2 4+ Tr M. The following relation is also useful:

-1

T+§:e(1—M) (3.30)
Explicitly, the discrete torsion that produces the symmetry defect for M = (‘; Z) € SL(2,Zy)
with Tr M # 2 is x = 2(2{’7@{60, Y= 510 2= —272%. Finally, assuming that (T—i— ;)
is invertible, det7 = Tr(1 + M)[4Tr(1 — M )}_1 therefore 7 is invertible if and only if
Tr M # —2 mod N. The case T = 0 corresponds to M = —1 = C which is charge conjuga-

tion. The case that 7 has rank 1 corresponds (for N prime) to M = CHT*H ™! where

T = k ( d —€q> _k (ev) ()", w= (p) and M= <p *> . (331)
4\-pg p 4 q ¢

In Table 1 we summarize a few examples.

Small values of N. Some of the previous formulas are ill-defined for small N. For N = 2,
and more generally for N even, we cannot use the normal ordering prescription in (3.22)
because 27! is ill-defined. However, notice that the phase that enters in the definition (3.24)
of the operator V[ A, T] is the product of the torsion and the normal ordering phases:

2mi 1 y T
ex —m n
P17y T

1"When working in Zy with N prime, by fractions we always mean the inverse element mod N.

exp [% mT%n} , (3.32)

17



M € SL(2,ZN) M - (ll,lg) A (IL‘,y,Z)

C=(32%) | (=, ~b) |ZyxZy| (0,0,0)
CT* = (3 %) | (=l — Kla, —b) | Zn x Zy | (0,0, k)
sS=(17) (<l ) | Zy xZy | (0,4,3)
ST=(97) | (“lh+hk) |ZyxZy| (31.1)
(ST =(7'3) | (-l l) |ZyxZy| (353
T =(5%) (h+ Kl 1) | ((1,0)) | €=~k

Table 1: Examples of SL(2,Zy) condensation defects, obtained by condensing A C Zy X Zy

with torsion (z,y, z), for N > 3 prime (for N = 2,3 some of those formulas are different).

where T = x + % and T =T + 5- The quantities T € Zy and T are well defined, even for N
even, and we can use them to classify the torsion. The group SL(2,Zs) = PSL(2,Z,) = Ss
(note that C' = 1) has 6 elements, 4 of which have trace equal to 2 mod 2:

11 L (10 B L (o1
T = (0 1) . STS'= (1 1) . S=(TST(TS) ' = (1 0) . (3.33)

besides the identity. The corresponding defect operators are obtained by condensing the
Zs subgroup generated by (1,0), (0,1) and (1,1), respectively, with non-vanishing torsion
€ = pq + yp? + 2¢*> = 1. The remaining elements,

0 1 , (11
ST = (1 1) and (ST)* = (1 O) : (3.34)

have trace equal to 1 and are described by gauging the full Zs x Zy. The relation between
torsion and symmetry action M is as in (3.28) and (3.30), as long as one parametrizes the
torsion using T, therefore T = € (1 — M)~!. One finds that ST is obtained from torsion
(Z,y,2) = (1,1,1), while (ST)? is obtained from (Z,y, z) = (0,1,1). These two values of the

torsion are the only possible ones providing a matrix T invertible in L.

For N = 3, the element (ST)? in Table 1 has trace equal to 2 mod 3. Indeed we can write
(ST)* = HT*H ' with # = (1Y), and thus the corresponding defect operator is obtained
by condensing the Zj subgroup generated by (1, 1) with torsion £ = 1.

Fusion. The fusion rules of (invertible) condensation defects correctly satisfy the product

of SL(2,Zy). The method we describe below is general, however for brevity we only exhibit
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the product of defects obtained by condensing the full group Zy X Zy. The defect operators
V[T] on ¥ defined in (3.24) can be rewritten as

vm1:3§5 3 aw[%;nﬁ(7‘+§)n]UATﬂUﬁwﬂ (3.35)

n,mEZnNXZLN

where we indicated whether the two-dimensional defects U are placed on T2 or S2%, and

rightmost operators are inner. Using the braiding matrix (3.23), we obtain
VIT]VI[Ti] = (3.36)

1 2mi
=~i Z exp {%Z (mT (7‘2 + %)n +m'T (7] + %)n’ + mTen’)} Upins [TQ] Unr-io [SQ] .

,m
n’,m/

Setting n = [ —n/, m = k —m’ and performing the sum over m’ produces a delta function
on (71 + To)n' = (TQ + ;)l When (77 + 73) is invertible, one eliminates n’ obtaining

V([T x V[Ti] = V[Ta] (3.37)
with
T =Ts— (75—%) (Tl+7;)1(75+§). (3:38)
The relation (3.38) can be rewritten as
€ € 1 €
Ta+s= (F+5) e m) (). (3.39)

Together with (3.30), with a little bit of algebra, it implies My, = My M as expected.

When 7, + 72 = 0, the sum over m’ and n’ sets [ = k = 0. We conclude that

VT x V[-T]=1, (3.40)

in agreement with the fact that M(—7) = M(T)~'. The case in which 77 + 7 has rank 1

can be treated in a similar way. In particular, from (3.30) it follows that
(1=My)e (Ti+Ta)(1— M) e ' =(1—MM)e". (3.41)

Taking the determinant on both sides and using that det(1 — M) = Tr(1 — M) for M in
SL(2,Z), we conclude that (7; + 7Tz) is invertible if and only if M;M; has trace different
from 2 mod N, whilst (77 + 73) has rank 1 if and only if MsM; has trace equal to 2 mod N
but is not the identity, and thus the corresponding symmetry operator is described by the

condensation of a subgroup A = Zy.

19



Degenerate torsion and non-invertible surfaces. Besides the SL(2,Zy) symmetry
defects, higher gauging can produce projectors when the symmetry we condense on a sub-
manifold could also be condensed in the bulk [24]. This is the case when the condensed
group is non-anomalous and the discrete torsion would be allowed in 5d. One example is the
condensation of A = <(p, q)> = Zy with vanishing torsion. From the analysis that follows
(3.24) we see that the delta function introduced by the sum over u either has no solution,
or has |A| = N solutions, and the operator VA, 0] acts on the surfaces U, as
0 ifl¢ A,

VIA, 0] U, = (3.42)
YoneaUn ifleA.

This is consistent with the following non-invertible composition law [24]:
VA, 0] x VA, 0] = [H*(S, A)[* VIA, 0], (3.43)
where the coefficient on the right-hand-side is the partition function of a TQFT.

Besides, we obtain a non-invertible surface when we condense the full Zy x Zy 2-form
symmetry (which is anomalous in the bulk) with a torsion matrix 7 such that (7 + %) is not
invertible. Notice that, since T is symmetric and € antisymmetric, if (7'+ %) is non-invertible

then it has rank 1.'® In that case, there exist two integer vectors V12 € Zn X Zy such that
T+ % = (evy) - (evy)T and  vjevy=1. (3.44)

The second condition comes from the antisymmetric part of the matrix. The sum over m in
(3.24) gives a delta function on the solutions to (7 + £)n = —el, that takes the form

(vgen)vy =1. (3.45)

Let A; 2 = Zy be the two subgroups of Zy X Zy generated by vy o, respectively. If [ ¢ A; then
(3.45) has no solution for n. On the contrary, if I € A; then the solutions are n = —I + vuvy

with any v € Zy. We obtain:

0 ifl¢ A,
VITIU, = ithg A (3.46)

In fact, given two different Zy subgroups A; # A (then, for N prime, A; N A; = (0,0)

necessarily), one easily checks the composition law
V[As, 0] V[A1,0] = V[T] (3.47)

where, on the right-hand-side, T is given by (3.44).

18This is also true for N = 2, because the matrix 7 = (;¥, %) cannot be zero.
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3.3 Continuum description of symmetry defects

In view of describing the twisted sectors of the SL(2, Zy) symmetry, it is useful to reformulate
the previous discussion in terms of continuum Lagrangians. We take N odd. When the
condensed group is A = Zy X Zy, the defect V[T] is described by a 4d TQFT with two
dynamical 2-forms ® = (e, pm) and four 1-forms ¥ = (¢e, ), I' = (Ye, Ym) With action [74]:

S[T) = % i [BT(cb +dl) + @7V + % chch} : (3.48)

The torsion is parametrized by the symmetric matrix 7 with entries in Zy and such that
T + § is invertible.”” On the other hand, when A = Zy is generated by (p, q) we only keep

one 2-form ¢ and two 1-forms v, v with action:

S[{(p,q)). €] = %/J(pvaqC) (¢ + dv) +¢dw+gw} : (3.49)

The torsion is parametrized by a non-vanishing £ € Zy.

Integrating over ¥ and I in (3.48) forces ® and the pull-back of B to be in H*(X%, Zx X Zy).
Then ® can be identified with the Poincaré dual to a 2-cycle o0 € Hy(X,Zy X Zy). Since ®
couples to B, & = PD(0) represents a two-dimensional defect U[o] wrapped on o, and the
theory (3.48) reproduces higher gauging of the Zy x Zy 2-form symmetry on 3 with torsion
T . A similar discussion applies to (3.49). The action (3.48) is invariant under the following

gauge transformations:
B — B+ da, O — O+dN, VU —-TA—a+du, ' 5T —A+dv. (3.50)

Considering B as a background field, the theory (3.48) is of a different type depending on

whether 7 is an invertible matrix over Zy or not.

If 7 is invertible in Zy, then (3.48) is an invertible TQFT. Indeed, adapting the discussion
in [74] to our case, all closed surfaces exp (imTf @) are gauge invariant and implement a
Zn X Zy 1-form symmetry, however, because of the equation of motion 7® = —d¥, when
m is in the image of the map T : Z3 — Z%, the surface acts trivially. Therefore only
(Zy x Zy)/ Im T acts faithfully, and if 7 is invertible in Zy then there is no faithful action
at all. On the other hand, the line integrals of ¥ might not be gauge invariant by themselves
and need to be the boundary of an open surface D: exp (zk;sz\I/ + ikJTTfD(I)) with ¢ = 0D.
They become pure line operators when the surface is transparent, i.e., when 7k = 0 mod V.

Hence the 2-form symmetry of the theory is ker 7 C Zy X Zpy, which is trivial if T is

19 After integrating over W, the periods of ® are multiples of QW“ Thus on spin manifolds 3, shifts of the

entries of 7 by N leave ¢ invariant [50].
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invertible in Zy. Summarizing, if 7 is invertible in Zy then the theory (3.48) has no
topological operators, and is thus an invertible TQFT. This implies that we could integrate
out the fields ® and W. Their equations of motion say that ® € H?*(3,Zy x Zy) and
T B+dV)+d =, where & € H?(X,Z; x Z,) is a gauge field with integer periods, while

T~1is the inverse of T in Zy. Substituting into the action, one obtains
N ~ 1
Sinvertible[ﬂ - _/ [BTdF - = BTT_18 s (351)
21 Js 2

up to total derivatives and multiples of 27, where [ =T—7 0 transforms as I' — I'+7 "l

under gauge transformations.

If, on the contrary, T is a non-invertible matrix, then the 4d theory is a non-trivial TQFT
with surface and line operators labeled by (Zy X Zy)/Im7T and ker T, respectively. Recall
that this case corresponds to SL(2,Zy) matrices M with Tr M = —2 mod N, which are of
the form M = CHT*H L. In the special case T = 0 (that corresponds to M = C) the 4d
theory (3.48) is a pure Zy X Zy gauge theory, whose 1-form symmetry is coupled to the
background field B.

We can verify that S[T] in (3.48) implements the correct transformation of 2d defects
U;. We introduce a coordinate r transverse to the 4d defect, such that ¥ = {r = 0}, and
consider the bulk-plus-defect action

N N 1
Shulk plus = e / BTedB + Dy {BT (®+dl') + ©TdV + 3 TP . (3.52)
m

defect T Jr=0

Integrating out the gauge field & we obtain an effective description of the interface, which
induces a discontinuity
B, = M'"Bg (3.53)

in the gauge field B (L, R stand for left/right at » < 0 and r > 0, respectively). Here M
is transposed because the SL(2,7Z) action on fields is dual to the one on charges, that we
previously denoted by M. Indeed, imagine placing a 2d defect operator U; in the region
r < 0 (see Figure 5) which, compared with our previous setup in Figure 4 center, would be
the interior region. The expectation value of the operator is exp (il" [By,) = exp (il" M [Bg).
Thus, for an external observer, the compound system of the 4d defect on ¥ wrapping the 2d
operator U; appears as a 2d operator Uyy;. Let us determine M from (3.52). After choosing

a gauge (A, ) in which I" and W are zero, the equations of motion for B and ® read

0= (B+T®)d(r)dr (3.54)
edB=—®6(r)dr . (3.55)

The gauge field ® acts as a source for B. Working in a gauge in which B,; = 0, we have
0, B(r) = e®§(r). This differential equation can be solved: B(r) = By + e ® 6(r), where By,
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Figure 5: The 4d symmetry defect V[7] induces a discontinuity in the gauge field B across
its surface. Compared with the setup of Figure 4 center, the region r < 0 is the interior of

the cylinder while r > 0 is the exterior.

is the value of B for r < 0. Multiplying by d(r), integrating in a neighbourhood of r = 0
and using 6(r) = 9,0(r), we obtain B(0) = By + 5 ® = —T®. The second equality follows
from (3.54). Finally, evaluating at r > 0 we find Br = By, + ¢ & which implies

B — [1 —e(T+ g)_l} B . (3.56)

This discontinuity, when written in terms of M using (3.30), is exactly (3.53). If T is

invertible, one can repeat the computation using (3.51) obtaining the same result.

When A = Zy one should use the defect Lagrangian (3.49) with only one gauge field ¢.
For instance, when the defect action is coupled to b (i.e., (p,q) = (1,0)) and with torsion
& # 0, the equation of motion from ¢ simply sets db = 0 implying b;, = bg, while the equation

of motion from b, after substituting for the solution ¢ = —£715(0), gives

C, = CR — g_le . (357)
This corresponds to the action of T% with k = —¢71.
Fusion of defects. We can derive the fusion of defects — that we already analyzed around
(3.37) in terms of the discrete formalism — using continuum Lagrangians. We place two

defects, with action as in (3.48), along two codimension-1 surfaces X o at positions rq o with

r1 < ry. They act as sources for the bulk gauge fields B:
edB = —(q)l + dFl) o(r —ry)dr — (<I>2 + ng) §(r —ro)dr . (3.58)
Since d®; 2 = 0 from the equations of motion, we can solve the equation as

B = BO +e€ ((I)l + dFl) 9(7’ - Tl) +e€ ((I)Q + dFQ) 9(7’ — 7’2) . (359)
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Here B, is a background value for B, before adding the effect of the defects. It turns out
that a crucial role in computing the fusion is played by the slab of bulk theory in between
the two defects, which produces a phase factor. There are two contributions. One comes
from substituting (3.59) in the bulk action:

N N
E / ((131 + dFl)Te ((I)Q + ng) 9(7"2 — Tl) + E/ ((I)Q + dFQ)TE ((I)l + dFl) 0(7"1 — TQ)

T1

N

Another one comes from substituting (3.59) in the two defect actions. The defect at r = ry
(®) + dl'y)Te (P + dl'y), while the one at 7 = 7 does not give any contri-
bution. In those substitutions we did not include the background By, that we will couple to

produces —% o
the final effective action. Collecting the contributions, we obtain the following action for the

product of defects:

S[Ta] = S[T7] + S[Ta) — -V / (B + dT')) e (@, + dT) . (3.61)

Ar
We can interpret the effect of the last term in the path integral as a phase due to the braiding

between 2-dimensional defects U,,. To write out the effective action, we identify ry = ry =0
and simply write By — B for the background field. We also change variables to & = &, 4 ®,,
U = U, —Wyand I' =Ty +I'y. We obtain:

N 1
S[Tal = 5 / [BT(CID 4 dr) + @7 (d\pg + gdn) +3 (I)TTQ(D} 4 S (@, B1)
)

(3.62)
N ~ € € 1 1

S = 5= /E [@I(d\l/ - (72 + 5)@ _ 5ozr) +5 O] (Ti + T3) 1 — S dlTedr| .

The field ®;, which is forced to be a cochain in H*(X, Zy x Zy) by the equations of motion,
does not directly couple to the bulk. The last term is a total derivative that vanishes on

closed manifolds.

When (77 + 73) is invertible in Zy, then ®; appears quadratically and can be integrated
out, obtaining:

N 1
5[751]:%/JBT(éerF)JF@Td\Iwi@TE@
1 ~ €_\T 1./~ €
—§d<<\p—§r> (T +T2) d(\p—f))}, (3.63)

where Ty is the matrix (3.38), we defined ¥ = Wy + 5T + (75 — %) (7] +7§)_1 (\Afl -5 ), and
(71 + ’75)_1 is the inverse in Zy. The last term is a total derivative and can be ignored on
closed manifolds. We reproduce the action of a single defect with discrete torsion 757, which

corresponds to Moy, = Moy M.
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When 75 = =77 = T, then @4 is a Lagrange multiplier imposing ® = (T+ %) - d(\Tl— %1")

and the defect Lagrangian, up to total derivatives, simply becomes
N .
S = / BTdl | (3.64)
21 Jx

where I' = T + (’T + %)71({1} — %1") On closed manifolds, this reproduces the result
V[T] x V[=T] =1. Indeed the action (3.64) simply imposes that the pullback of B be
in H*(3, Zy x Zy) without any discontinuity between the L and R regions.

The other cases can be dealt with in a similar way. When 77 4+ 75 has rank one, the
component of ®; living in the kernel of 7; + 75 acts as a Lagrange multiplier, setting to zero
one component of ®, while the component in the cokernel produces the torsion term for the
remaining component of ®. Fusions involving defects from the condensation of A = Zy can

be studied similarly.

4 Twisted sectors and non-invertible defects

Whenever a theory has a discrete 0-form symmetry I', one can consider its twisted sectors. In
particular, there exist codimension-2 operators that live at the boundary of the codimension-
1 defect operators implementing I'. We call them the codimension-2 operators in the twisted
sector. Gauging a (non-anomalous) subgroup G C I, the corresponding defects become
transparent and the codimension-2 operators at their boundary get promoted to genuine
operators of the gauged theory.?’ For instance, in 2d CFTs the twisted sectors are described
by local operators at the end of defect (or twist) lines, and their inclusion in the gauged
theory is required by modular invariance. In 3d TQFT the twisted sectors are described by
line operators at the end of defect surfaces, and the modular tensor category (MTC) of lines

gets promoted to a G-crossed MTC [44], also in order to assure modularity.

The situation in higher dimensions is less well understood. In this section we study
the twisted sectors of the 5d Chern-Simons theory, exploiting the Lagrangian description of
codimension-1 symmetry defects that implement SL(2,Zy). In particular, we describe the
3d twist defects D[T] and D[A, £] (or more compactly D),) at the boundary of 4d symmetry
defects V[T] and V[ A, ¢] (or Vi), respectively.

20When G is Abelian, these are the codimension-2 operators charged under the (d — 2)-form symmetry G
dual to G ((A? is the Pontryagin dual) and implemented by the Wilson lines of G.
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4.1 Lagrangian description of D|[T]

We can obtain a Lagrangian description of the 3d twisted-sector operators — that we dub
D[T] — at the boundary of 4d SL(2,Zy) symmetry defect operators V[T] from the La-
grangian description (3.48) of the latter.”’ As we will see in a moment, it is convenient
to perform an integration by parts of the couplings BTdIl' and ®Td¥ and use the following
equivalent Lagrangian for the 4d defect operators V[T]:

N 1
S[T]=— [BTQ +TTdB + Vdd + - chch} : (4.1)
2m I 2
In the presence of a boundary Y = 0%, this action is not invariant under the gauge trans-

formations (3.50), rather, it shifts by a boundary term (up to integer multiples of 27):

S — S+ Qﬁ/ {BT(A—du)+<I>T(oz+7'>\—du)+aTd)\+%)\TTd)\] : (4.2)
Y

™

This can by canceled by the following boundary action:
N T T T 1 ¢
SwinT) =5~ [ | BT+ @MW +TTd¥ — —T7Tdr'| . (4.3)
TJy

The reason why we wrote the 4d action as in (4.1) is that the 4d fields I" and ¥ only appear as
Lagrange multipliers with no derivatives, and thus their path-integrals at different spacetime
points are independent. On the contrary, they appear dynamically (with derivatives) in the
3d action (4.3) and therefore their restrictions to Y can be treated as independent 3d fields,
or edge modes. From the 3d point of view, the fields B and ® appear as background fields
(that can be integrated afterwards in 5 and 4 dimensions, respectively).?? The coupled 4d-
3d system is gauge invariant. We call the 3d defect defined by Siwist[7] & twist defect D[T]
associated to the SL(2,Zy) element M(T) (3.28).

The actions (4.1) and (4.3) are invariant under all elements M’ € SL(2,Zy) that com-
mute with M, if we supplement the transformation B — M'TB with??

d— M, r - M7'T, U — M. (4.4)

Such an invariance is expected since, in general, acting with a 0-form symmetry h on a twisted
sector D, gives an element of Dj,g,-1. This will be important when gauging a subgroup of
SL(2,Zn).

2L A similar discussion would apply to the defects D[A, £] at the boundary of V[A, £], derived from (3.49).

?2Using the equivalent action (3.48) one obtains the boundary action S}y = 2= [, [[Td¥ — 3T'TTdI'] in
which the couplings to B and ® are not manifest.

23 Invariance of the last term follows from the fact that M’ commutes with M if and only if M'TTM' = T.
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Let us analyze the content of the three-dimensional theory D[T]. For simplicity, we only
consider the cases in which 7T is invertible in Zy, or 7 = 0. We start with the former.
Setting B = ® = 0, (4.3) is the action of an Abelian Chern-Simons theory with four gauge

fields, whose level matrix K and its inverse are

K:N<_T 1) : K1=N"! (0 1) . (4.5)
1 0 17

There are |det K| = N* line operators, given by et/ TTHmIY) with n,om € Zy X Zy. Not all
of them, however, are genuine 3d line operators in the coupled 4d-3d system (keeping the
5d bulk as a background), rather some of them live at the end of a bulk surface ¢/'/®. This

follows from the gauge transformations (3.50). A basis of genuine line operators is given by

W, = exp {mT / (Tr - w)} . (4.6)

We have chosen the parametrization such that W, has charge n = (ne, ny,) under the Zy xZy

1-form symmetry that couples to B.2* These lines have spin
O[W,] = exp (—% nTTn) : (4.7)

and give a Zy x Zy generalization of the ANP minimal TQFTs introduced in [50] (see
9a+b

Appendix F there and Appendix B here). Indeed, these lines have braiding B,, = G =
exp|—2ZLaTTb] and, taken in isolation, give rise to a consistent MTC with unitary S-matrix
p[ N ) y & Yy

Sy = %Bab. We will use the notation AN ’_T(B) to denote the theory of these lines:
AN’*T(B) C DI[T]. (4.8)

There is some redundancy in the nomenclature of the theories AY-~7: for all matrices Q
invertible in Zy, the theory AV —QTTQ (where the product of matrices is in Zy) is equivalent
to AY~7 up to a relabelling of the lines n — On. They are distinguished, however, by how
they couple to B. We will refer to the theory (4.7) in which W, has charge n as AY~7(B).
Notice that this theory is not coupled to the 4d field ®.

The remaining lines are not genuine in the coupled 4d-3d system, and are generated by

Lm:expl—imT</(9X\I/+T/)(<I>>] (4.9)

in addition to W,,, where X is a two-dimensional open surface ending on D[T]. The twisted

sector, as an isolated 3d theory, is formed by both genuine and non-genuine line operators.

24Indeed, under the transformation B — B + da, ¥ — ¥ — v, the operator gets a phase W,, — e /2W,,.
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We chose the generators L,, such that in 3d (i.e., switching the background ® off) they have

trivial braiding with W,,. Indeed, the twisted sector can be decomposed as

D[T] = AN"T(B) x ANT(B+ T®), (4.10)

% However, as we will

where the two factors are the MTCs of W, and L,,, respectively.
see in Section 5, once a subgroup of the SL(2,Zy) 0-form symmetry is gauged in the bulk,
some of the 4d operators become transparent and only the subcategory AY-~7(B) of genuine

operators survives.

The Zy x Zy 1-form symmetry of AY~7 is anomalous, since the lines W,, that generate
it have non-trivial braiding. Turning on the background field B coupled to the 1-form

symmetry, the anomaly is canceled [50] by the following four-dimensional inflow action:*®

N

-1
I+(B) {BTdF -3 BTTlB} : (4.11)
where the dynamical field r imposes B € H?(X,Zy X Zy) on shell, and 7! is the inverse
of T in Zy. This implies that A™~7(B) is not invariant under the gauge transformation
B — B+ da, I — '+ 7 'a but rather its path integral picks up a phase:

_ﬂ T7 1 T —1
exp[ o /Y(a dF—|—2a T da)} . (4.12)

Indeed one can check that the anomaly inflow action (4.11) for AN~7(B) x AN (B + T®),
if supplemented by the condition that ® € H*(3,Zy x Zy), coincides with the 4d action
(3.48) for the defect V[T]. Alternatively, one can start with the action (4.1) for V[T] and
integrate out ®. This is possible because, as stressed after (3.50), the theory is trivial as
long as 7 is invertible in Zy. We already did this computation in (3.51): one is left with
the invertible TQFT (4.11) in the 4d bulk and AY~7 on the 3d boundary. Either way, the

coupled 4d-3d system is anomaly free.

The case of T = 0, which describes the charge conjugation operator Vi, needs a separate
discussion. Contrary to the previous case, there is no consistent MTC that describes the
lines W,, decoupled from ®. Those lines have trivial spin and braiding among themselves.
This phenomenon was already observed in [50] and is a consequence of the non-invertibility
of the 4d 2-form gauge theory for ®. The action for the twisted sector D[T = 0] = D¢ is

Sewist[T = 0] = zﬁ /Y [BTP + T + FTd\If] : (4.13)

™

250ne could also consider the non-genuine operators ¢, = exp [imT( /. ax I+ J X @)} which do not couple
to B, however they have vanishing spin and do not form a MTC by themselves.

26In the conventions of [50], the 1-form symmetry is generated by the lines Wn = W_s-1,, which have
charge —7 ~'n and spin exp(—% nTT_ln). This theory, that [50] would call AN ’_Tfl, has an anomaly that
is canceled by (4.11).
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This is a 3d Zy X Zy gauge theory (described by the 3d fields I', ¥) coupled to the back-
grounds fields B and ® for the two copies of the Zy x Zy 1-form symmetry, and we denote
it by (Zy X Zn)o(B, ®).

Degeneracies. We ask what is the degeneracy of the twisted sectors, i.e., how many
boundaries an SL(2,Zy) symmetry defect V' can have. In three-dimensional TQFTs with
a O-form symmetry I', the number of simple lines in a twisted sector labeled by g € T' is
equal to the number of g-invariant simple lines in the untwisted sector [44]. In our case, the
5d CS theory has no genuine codimension-2 operators (besides the trivial one), therefore we
expect every twisted sector to be unique. One could argue that we should also consider the
operators obtained by fusing D[T] with codimension-2 condensation defects obtained from

the bulk 2-form symmetry.

We can show that for defects V[T] obtained by condensing the full Zy x Zy 2-form sym-
metry, the boundary D[T] is left invariant by every such fusion, up to stacking with a decou-
pled TQFT. Indeed, fusing D[T] with a 2d symmetry defect U(~) with v € Hy(Y, Zn X Zn)
is equivalent to adding the following coupling to the action (4.3) of D[T]:

6 Stwist [T] = / BT, , I, =PD(y) (4.14)
Y

where PD(y) € HY(Y,Zy x Zy) is the Poincaré dual to v on Y. Given a continuum
description of the class I'y, for instance through a delta 1-form, the extra coupling can be
reabsorbed by the field redefinition I — ' — 22", & — &+ 224I",, B — B— ZTdI,, which

however produces a phase

exp <—W/%F$le“,y> = exp <—%/%FT{ NTﬁ(Fw)) = QN’T(F’Y) . (4.15)

Notice that, in the continuum description on the left-hand-side, dI', is a class with values in
N times Z x 7Z rather than identically zero. On the right-hand-side we wrote the phase in
a more precise way in terms of I, € HY(Y,Zx x Zy) and the Bockstein map associated to
the short exact sequence 0 — Zy - Zye 2% 7,y — 0 so that B(T,) € HX(Y,Zy X Zy).
The integrals in (4.15) are well defined on generic manifolds if N7 is an even matrix, and

on spin manifolds if N7 is a more general integer matrix. Hence
U(y) x D[T] = e4~7T) D[T] . (4.16)

A similar effect has already been appreciated in dealing with N-ality defects in [21,27].

Now, a 3d condensation defect for the Zy x Zy 2-form symmetry can be thought of
as a 3d Zy x Zy Dijkgraaf-Witten (DW) theory, possibly with torsion P, coupled to the
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dynamical field B. The coupling is precisely (4.14) with I', substituted by the dynamical
gauge field of the DW theory. We denote the 3d condensation defect as C%N *EN - and omit
the subscript when there is no torsion. Stacking the condensation defect on D[T] replaces
the coupling to B with the torsion term @ y7(I';): this produces a shift P = —NT of the
torsion of the DW theory. It turns out (see below) that if NV is odd and the theory is spin,
then shifts of the torsion components by multiples of N give equivalent theories, and so in

our case the shift is immaterial. We conclude that
CEN*™N % D|T| = (Zy x Zy)p D[T] . (4.17)

The factor on the right-hand-side is a decoupled Dijkgraaf-Witten TQFT. A similar argument
applies to any other 3d condensate in which only a subgroup of Zy x Zy is condensed
(possibly with torsion): they can all be absorbed by D[T]. We conclude that there is no

degeneracy in these twisted sectors.

When, on the other hand, the defect V[A, €] is obtained by condensing a subgroup A of
Zn X Zy, then only condensates of surfaces in A can similarly be absorbed by D, while more
general surfaces in Zy x Zy cannot and give rise to a genuine degeneracy of the twisted
sector. Since surfaces in A are absorbed, the degeneracy is given by all condensates (with

torsion) of the quotient group (Zy x Zy)/A (or its subgroups).

The last case is the 4d indentity interface V7, on which we do not gauge any symmetry.

Its sector, which is the untwisted sector, consists of all possible 3d condensates in Zy X Zy.

4.1.1 Dijkgraaf-Witten theories

The 3d Z% Dijkgraaf-Witten theories can be described by the following Abelian Chern-

Simons action: N .

SpwlT] = /y [% x'dy + yy yTde} (4.18)
where z,y are k-dimensional vectors of Abelian vector fields and P is a k x k symmetric
integer matrix. The theory is bosonic if P is even (i.e., if its diagonal entries are even),
otherwise it is spin. The level matrix is K = (0; %'). The theory has N?* lines labelled
by n € Z2¥ with spin

1 (- N1
O[n] = exp(rin' K 'n) where K= N2 (Nﬁ 0 ) . (4.19)

In all cases, a shift of P by IV times an even integer matrix gives an equivalent theory, i.e.,
the diagonal entries of P are defined modulo 2N while the off-diagonal entries modulo N.
This follows from the field redefinition (2) — ( 5 %) (i) where Q is an integer matrix, or
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equivalently, from the relabelling n — (é %)n of the lines. If N is odd, in addition, theories
in which the entries of P differ by multiples of N are equivalent as spin theories.?” This
follows from the fact that the relabelling n — (5o )n (where 27! is the inverse in Zy)
preserves the spin modulo a sign, which can be cancelled by fusing with the transparent

fermion.

The coupling of the electric 1-form symmetry to a ZX background field B is described by

SonlTIB) = [ |50 (BTy-+ady) + - oPay (4.20)

invariant under B — B+da, © — x — a. The lines labelled by n = (ne, ny,) have charge —n,
under the electric 1-form symmetry. This statement persists under shifts of the components
of P by multiples of N.

4.2 Fusion of twist defects

We now study the fusion of two twist defects D[T;] and D[T5]. As expected, the fusion
is compatible with the group product rule My, = MyM; of 4d SL(2,Zy) defect operators
V[T], i.e., of twisted sectors, however we would like to understand which condensates and
decoupled TQFTs can be generated.

As already discussed in Section 3.3 for the fusion of 4d defects, the 5d bulk provides a
crucial contribution to the fusion of 3d twist defects as well. The bulk contribution was
computed in (3.61), thus the total action for the system of two 4d defects with boundary

located on the same 3d (spin) manifold Y is

N
S =S[T]+ S[Ts) — T /((I)l + drl)TG (Pg + dl'y) + Shwist[T1] + Stwist[T2] (4.21)

where, this times, we use the 4d action (4.1) for the symmetry defects.

The computation in the 4d bulk is similar to the one we did in Section 3.3. One introduces
® =0, + 0y, [ =T, 4+, ¥ =Ty — U, and eliminates B, T's, Uy, If (7; + T3) is an
invertible matrix in Zy, the field ®; can be integrated out leaving the bulk theory

N 1
Shulk = o / {BTCI) +TTdB+ UTdd + §@T7§1‘1> ; (4.22)
T Jx

where T3; is given in (3.38) and W = Wy + 51"y + (75 - %)(7] + 75)*1({1; — gl") This is the
theory S[T21]. There are leftover boundary terms, that together with Siyist[T1] + Stwist[72]

2TThis is not true, in general, if N is even. A counterexample for k = 1 is the family of four Z; theories.
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give

N 1 ~

Sboundary = % / [BTF + (I)T\I/ + FTd\IIQ — §FT7—2dF + FId(\IJ —+ (75 — %)F)
Y

(4.23)

1 1~ -
- érf(ﬂ +T3)dly — 5(\1/ — <) (Th + T) (¥ — ;r)} .

The gauge transformations of the new fields are
B—B+da, ®—P+d\, Vo>V —-—Tyl—a+duy, I'—-T—-A+dv (4.24)

where A = A\; + A2. The theory (4.23) is not trivial and we cannot integrate other fields out.
We perform a more rigorous analysis of it below, but for now, in order to understand the

physics, let us perform an approximate computation. We introduce a new 1-form field
H=U, Tl — U+ Tl =V + T — (T, + )T . (4.25)

This combination is special because it is invariant under the gauge transformations (3.50)
parametrized by A;, Ao, . We eliminate I'; in favor of H: this is not a legit operation since
(71 + 7T2) is not a unimodular integer matrix, but let us proceed anyway and treat (7; +7)~*

as the inverse in Q. Up to total derivatives, we obtain
N T T T lor N T ~1
Shoundary ~ = B'T+®'UV+T1"'dV—-T"Tydl'| —— [ H (T1 +7T2)dH . (4.26)
2 Y 2 47 Y

The first term is the expected action Siyist[T21] of the twisted sector D[75;]. The second
term is a decoupled TQFT, described by a Chern-Simons action with fractional level-matrix.
Perturbatively, it behaves as the theory AY =717z (while it is not well defined at the non-

perturbative level).

If (71 4+ 72) is not invertible in Zy then the procedure has to be slightly changed. Let us
discuss the case 7o = —7T; = T, corresponding to the fusion of a defect with its “inverse”.
This case is interesting because the fusion of two defects in inverse twisted sectors must
produce an operator in the untwisted sector, which however contains all three-dimensional
condensation defects. Starting with (4.21) and performing the field redefinitions to @, T, v,
in the 4d bulk one finds ®; to be a Lagrange multiplier imposing ® = d(T+ %)_1 (\AI} -3 )
It is convenient to define

DT+ (T+5) (¥ —41)

o~ (4.27)
U=U+T0+T(T+5) (—-50).
Then the bulk action simply reduces to the completely trivial theory
N [ ~
Shulk = — / I''dB (4.28)
2T »
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that describes the identity operator V3. The boundary terms instead give
N TR | BT T 1 AT 7
Sboundary = — B'T+D'dV —-T"7dI'| . (4.29)
21 Jy 2

The fields f, U are invariant under the gauge transformations A1, Ao, indeed this 3d theory
does not need to be attached to any 4d theory. On the other hand, U — U — o under
gauge transformations of B (while T is invariant). The action (4.29) describes a 3d Zy X Zy
Dijkgraaf-Witten theory with torsion equal to —NT, in which a Zx X Zy 1-form symmetry is
coupled to B — as in (4.20). Alternatively, this can be though of as a 3d condensation defect
for the Zy X Zy global 2-form symmetry of the 5d bulk theory: U forces I € HYY, ZnxZy),
then ¢z /8T is a two-dimensional operator of the 5d theory placed on the Poincaré dual to
T within Y, and the last term in (4.29) produces a phase weighing the sum over surfaces.
We dubbed such a 3d condensation defect C%%TFZN = CE~*IN gince we are considering N

odd. Therefore, the fusion of a twist defect with its “inverse” is given by

D[T] x D[=T] = D[T] x D[T] = C*~*%~ (4.30)

A more rigorous analysis of twisted sectors. The analysis of the fusion of twist defects
we performed in (4.26) using the Lagrangian formulation, while suggesting the correct result,
was imprecise. We can obtain a more rigorous and precise derivation by studying the algebra

of topological operators.

As discussed in Section 4.1, if T is invertible in Zy then the twist operator D[T] hosts

a MTC of local line operators (which are not coupled to the 4d defect) forming the minimal

TQFT AY~7(B). When we fuse two twist operators D[T;] and D][T5], the set of local line

operators is not simply the stacking of the two TQFTs because of the bulk contribution.

Taken separately, the two minimal TQFTs have lines W,S) and W,g), respectively. The 5d

dynamical bulk field B, however, generates a non-trivial braiding between the two sets of
lines: .

By we = exp <% ’I’LI%’I’LQ) (4.31)

where we are taking N odd. This follows from the boundary term —2- [, dI'T £dT's in (4.21)

and the expression (4.6) for the local lines. It can also be understood as follows. In canonical

quantization, the braiding matrix appears as a non-trivial commutator
WO W = By e WOWY (4.32)

where the operators are time ordered. If W@ were local lines in the full theory, this would
be trivial because the lines would live on separate defects. However, in the full theory B is
dynamical and thus both W® and W® which are coupled to B, must be the end-lines of
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Figure 6: Braiding between lines W) and W® from bulk ordering. We represented the
lines W by black points, the 3d twist sectors D[T;] by red lines, the surfaces U(7) by blue
lines, and the 4d condensation defects V; by green surfaces. Left: bulk definition of fusion.
Right: two different ordering procedures, related by the half-braiding phase of the bulk 5d

theory. In canonical quantization, time runs horizontally.

Vi Va Va1

Figure 7: The lines W of Va; that are decoupled from B can be seen as products of end-lines
that are attached to a surface U(y) stretched between the two defects V; and V2. Once the

defects are fused, the lines W become local in Va;.

suitable bulk surfaces U(vy) = ¢l 8. Likewise, also the product WOW ) must be attached
to a bulk surface with the correct charge (see Figure 6). Commuting the order in which
the end-lines are fused has the effect of half-braiding the attached bulk surfaces, which is
captured by the normal ordering phase exp (2 271 (ny, n,)) we already introduced in (3.22).
This is precisely the braiding (4.31).

We indicate the product of the two sectors AY:~7i deformed by the extra braiding (4.31)
as AN"72 x5 AN=Tiin order to distinguish it from the standard decoupled tensor product.
We label the lines of this theory by N = (n;,ns). The spin of the lines of W® and W® is
undeformed, while the spin of product of lines can be computed using 6,,, = 0,0, Bs. We

obtain

Q[WN] = exp <7Ti NT’C21N> IC21 = % (_75—1 %,) . (433)
-5 -7
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The line Wy, has charge n; + no under the Zy x Zy 1-form symmetry coupled to B. We
can identify a subset of lines that are decoupled from B and, under certain conditions, form
a consistent, independent, and local 3d MTC. These are the lines with ' = (I, —1): they
exist without an attached bulk surface, and can be thought of as sitting at opposite ends of
a B surface before fusion, see Figure 7. The spin of these lines is exp(—’rﬁi IT(T1 + 7§)l) and
thus, as long as (77 + 73) is invertible in Zy, they form the consistent MTC AY-~71=72 The
remaining lines are coupled to B. We can identify a subset that has trivial braiding with the
lines of AN=T1=T2 They are given by N, = (§, =& + 1) with £ = (71 + T2) (T2 + §)n and
their spin is exp(—’rﬁi nT751n) where the matrix 7; is the one in (3.38). Since the line /\/;7
has charge n under the Zy x Zy 1-form symmetry, they form the MTC A™~721(B). Hence

we arrive to the result
ANTR(B) x5 ANTTH(B) = AN ANTT(B) (4.34)

The product on the right-hand-side is the standard tensor product. The result is in accord
with the factorization theorem of [50]. We have thus shown that:

D[T5] x D[T] = AN"T"% D[T5] (4.35)
as long as as both (77 + 73) and Ty; are invertible in Zy, as suggested by (4.26).

The result could be confronted with the known composition of minimal TQFTs AN® [27],
namely AN? x ANG = AN:2Ha 5 AN @7 +07) 7 yalid when ged(p+¢q, N) = 1. While we found
an equivalent expression for the decoupled lines on the right-hand-side, the lines coupled to

B fuse differently because of the bulk dynamics.

Let us mention two cases in which the decomposition (4.34) fails. One case is when
Ti + T2 = 0, namely when we consider the fusion D[T]| x D[—T] in the untwisted sector.
Set T = —7T; = T . The lines decoupled from B have vanishing spin and form a Lagrangian
subgroup of Zy x Zy, signaling that AY =72 xz AN:~T1 must be a Dijkgraaf-Witten theory.
Indeed, exploiting (4.33), we can exhibit the set of lines E, = ( L ) (T — %)_171 decoupled
from B and with vanishing spin, a set of lines M,, = (m,0) with charge m under B and with
spin exp(’rﬁimTTm), and show that the two sets have canonical braiding exp(%nTm). This

is precisely the content of the theory (4.29). We thus reproduce the result (4.30).

Another special case is when T3; = 0, namely when we consider two defects V[Ts], V[T]
that fuse into the charge-conjugation defect Vo = V[T = 0]. The two torsion matrices must
be related by T; = —%7'2_15 When this happens, the product AN =72 x5z AV~ is not a
MTC because it contains a subcategory of transparent lines — the lines in the C' twisted
sector which couple only to B and not to ®. In this case, we can study the fusion of the full

twisted sectors, including the lines coupled to ® (see Appendix C). The final result is:
DITi] x D[T3] = (Zn X Zy),(®,®1) D[0] . (4.36)
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We can compare this result with our standard computation by using the factorization (also

proven in the same appendix):®®
(Zy % Zy) (D, ®1) = ANV x ANTHR (D 1) | (4.37)
Thus the result coincides with the remaining cases if we discard the term coupling to ®;
(which is integrated out in the 4d bulk computation).
Summarizing, we have obtained the following bulk fusion rules:

Uy) x DIT) = 7™ D],

D[To] x D[Ty] = A% 7777 D[Ty] , (4.38)

D[T] x D[T] = C#v>Ex

We now extend our analysis to the physically relevant case of fusion on a gapped boundary.

4.3 Fusion on gapped boundaries

In Section 3 we discussed gapped boundaries p(L) of the bulk 5d theory. These are defined
by choosing a Lagrangian subgroup £ C Dg = Zy X Zy. The boundary condition sets to 1

the surface operators U, with n € £, which are then screened on the boundary:
Udly=1 ifnecl. (4.39)

In terms of fields, one imposes Dirichelet boundary conditions [TB } v =0 (up to gauge
transformations) for all | € £. For N odd prime, the N + 1 Lagrangian subgroups of D, are
all isomorphic to Zy and are generated by a single vector [. Thus the gapped boundaries

are implemented by
ZTB’X =b=0 (up to gauge transformations) . (4.40)

In Section 3 we introduced the 1-form symmetry group S = Dg/L of the gapped boundary.
Here we also introduce the lattice £, dual to £ with respect to the Dirac pairing, and the
vector [; = el that generates £,. It satisfies {1/ = 0 mod N.? Using this vector we can

solve the boundary conditions by setting:

Bl =bil. (4.41)

Notice that this is a condition on the field and not on the charges.

28Note that 71 + T2 = T1 — 57’1_15 = (T + 5)7“1_1 (71 — &) which is invertible under our assumptions.
29The lattice £ could be self-dual, in which case | = sl for some s € Z. In particular, for N prime, the

self-dual lattices are in one-to-one correspondence with the roots s> = —1 and are generated by [ = (1, s).
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In this section we want to understand the fate of various types of defects once they are
placed on the gapped boundary, or when they terminate on it. We already discussed the
case of the 2d surfaces U, with p € L£: they can terminate on the gapped boundary, and
become trivial if they are placed on top of it. On the other hand, if we fuse a 4d defect V),
(implementing the action of M € SL(2,Zy) on the gauge field B) with a gapped boundary
p(L) we obtain a new gapped boundary p(ML).

Let us now discuss the properties of the twist defects D[T] on a gapped boundary.
Focusing on the case that V[T] comes from the condensation of Zy x Zy and that T is
invertible in Zy, in Section 4.1 we discussed the 3d sector AN~7(B) of lines W,, on D[T]
that are decoupled from V[T] but that cancel its anomaly (4.11). Those lines are charged
under B, and thus are the end-lines of surfaces U, in the fully dynamical theory. The
subsector of lines W, _y (s € Zy) with charge proportional to [ are attached to 2d surfaces

of by, and form a consistent MTC AN~ for a 1-form symmetry £ = Zy, where t; € Zy is
t=1"T1l, (4.42)

provided that ¢; # 0, namely, that the boundary p(£) is not invariant under V[T].*° (The
case that £ is invariant under V[T] will be dealt with in Section 4.3.2.) On the gapped
boundary we set b, = 0 (up to gauge transformations), therefore this sector becomes a
decoupled TQFT. This allows us to define a minimal boundary twist defect D.[T], obtained
by discarding the decoupled TQFT AYN-=% 3! The lines that braid trivially with A" =% can
be generated by n = 7', and form a MTC AN~* with ¢, € Zy defined as

ty=1T1, . (4.43)

These lines are coupled to the gauge field b, = [17'B.32 (We omit the dependence of

and b, on T in order not to clutter.) We have then proved the factorization:
ANTT(B) = AN (b)) x AN T (DY) (4.44)

When we move the twist defect D[T] on top of a gap boundary, the first factor on the r.h.s.
decouples yielding D[T] ‘boun dory = AN~ x D, [T]. We obtain:

De[T) = AV (by) for ML # L . (4.45)

30Tf £ is invariant under M, then M1 = sl for some s € Zy. Note that s # 0, and since we are considering
here defects Vps such that TrM # 2 mod N, then s # 1. From (3.29) one finds {771 = $2{T<l = 0.
On the contrary, if I["71 = 0 then 71 = r 5l for some r € Zy and here r # —1. From (3.28) one finds
Ml = :H l. This shows that £ is invariant under M if and only if {; = 0. Besides, when T is invertible and
thus Tr M # —2 mod N, then a similar argument also shows an if and only if £, = 0.
Dl undary X AV ] /2y [50].

32The splitting of B into b, and b, is well defined as long as the boundary is not invariant under V[T].

31The operation of discarding A" =" can be implemented as Dy = [

Otherwise, 71 o< [} and so b o by which vanishes on the gapped boundary.
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Notice that ML = L if and only if TL = £, (see footnote 30). As we will see, this definition
of D[T] is consistent under fusion. Notice also that the twist defect D,[T], as opposed to
DIT], is stuck on the gapped boundary.

As a check of (4.44), one can take the anomaly inflow action (4.11) and impose the
boundary condition b, = 0. This can be done by parametrizing a gauge field in the quotient
group as B =t,'b, [, which yields:

N 1
I(by) == [ |bidy— bt 4.46
O M (4.46)
as expected (here 7 = t7MTT). Thus, the theory D.[7] is the minimal one required to cancel

the anomaly on the gapped boundary.

In order to compute the fusion D.[73] x D,[Ti] on a gapped boundary, we need to
understand how to impose the boundary condition on the product theory AYN:~72 x 3 AN,
Following our previous reasoning, the lines W;lll) and Ws(jl) with charges in £ are the end-
lines of surfaces of b; but decouple from B on the boundary. Since they are all in the same
Lagrangian subgroup of Zy X Zy, the two groups maintain trivial mutual braiding even after
the deformation by B. We have thus identified a subset of lines that couple to b; and form
the MTC AN ~t21(b;) x ANt (b)), where t;; = [TT;l. The lines W) that braid trivially with

that subset, as we will see, form a MTC AN 2t coupled to B for some matrix Ro;:
AN (B) x g ANTTHB) = AN TR0 (b)) x AN TR (b)) x AN TR (B) (4.47)

On the gapped boundary, the first two factors on the right-hand side decouple and moreover
are precisely the two factors that are discarded in the definition of D.[7;] and D.[Ts]. After
}X = 0, the third factor only couples to a projection of B. As we will see, such a
projection is the very one predicted by fusion, namely to by = [17,;'B. Besides, we expect
the MTC AY~R21(h ) to be the product of a MTC N, that does not couple to b, , and the
MTC AN—t1(b,) (where ¢4, = [T7;;'11) that lives on the twisted sector D.[75,]. We will

verify this expectation, and show that

imposing b;

ANTR2(B ) = Ny % AN’ftQLl(bL) - (4.48)
These relations imply the fusion rules
De[To] x De[Th] = Not D[], (4.49)

where the decoupled TQFT N>, plays the role of a fusion coefficient.

Let us compute Ny;. The N2 lines Wy of AY:"R21 | that braid trivially with the first two
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factors on the r.h.s. of (4.47), have charges N' = (£, &) determined by solving the equations

€
7151—§§2=a1l¢

€
75§2+§§1:a2l¢

(4.50)

for some coefficients a2 € Zy that depend on the line. In fact, one can use ai,as to
parametrize the solutions. We first consider the simple case 7; = 7, then the generic case,

and finally the exceptional case T = —7s.

Case 71 = T3 = T. This case computes the square of a defect D.[T]. Noticing from
(3.38) that o1 = 3(7 + £7'%), we find:

1 € 1 €
&1 = 2 75?((11 tazg T_l)lL : =3 Tor' (az g T_1>ZL : (4.51)

The charge of a line under B is & + &. One can check that the lines with a; = as have
charge proportional to 75,1, , and so they couple to by. With some algebra® and (4.33),
one can check that those lines braid trivially with the lines with a; = —as. This suggests
to label the lines in terms of a,c € Zy and set a; = a — ¢, as = a + ¢. The spin of a line
labelled by (a, ¢) is found to be

g
0[Wiao)] = exp <_N ty (a® + 02)) : (4.52)
where t5; = [1 7511 As long as t3 # 0, such lines form the theory AN "2t with
tyy 0
Rop = | 2 : 4.53
21 (O tgﬁ) ( )

The subset of lines (a,0) form the MTC AN~%i(h,), as expected. The lines (0,c¢) have

charges under B proportional to 7,;'¢7 I, , which has vanishing contraction with {T and

thus is proportional to [. On the gapped boundary b, = 0 and hence these lines form a
decoupled MTC
Noyy = AN—ta1 (4.54)
We have obtained the fusion rule
D[T] % D[T] = AN~ D,[T3] . (4.55)

Notice that this fusion rule is the same (with the same N3;) on all gapped boundaries p(L)
belonging to the same orbit under V[T]. This follows from footnote 23.

330ne should use that 721¢7 = TeTz1. It also implies that such a matrix is antisymmetric.
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Generic case. In order to treat the general case it is convenient to parametrize the lines
(&1,&) = (v,n — v) in terms of two vectors v, 7, so that the charge of a line under B is 7,
and redefine the numbers a; = p + ¢, as = ¢. The equations (4.50) become

(Ti+T2)v = (T2 + 5)n=ple

(4.56)
Tan — (E_S)U:qli-

Defining I = (75 — %) (7] + 75)71, the solutions are
v=q U T 4+ p (T4 ) + T 0|l =g Talu+p T'T (457)

and can be labelled by ¢, p € Zy. Substituting in (4.33), the spins of the lines are

Co Cd

i . tL e
Q[W(q,p)} = €exp (—N (¢, p)Rar (g)) with Ro1 = ( 2 ) ; (4.58)
where
=TTl , ca=11 [(7’1 + )7+ FTE;IF} L= (T +5T71) 7L . (4.59)

The subset of lines (¢, 0) have charges  proportional to 75; '/, and thus couple to b, . Their
spins show that they form the MTC AN~*%i(b,). On the other hand, the subset of lines
(q,p) with ¢ = —(t3;) !¢, p braid trivially with the former subset and constitute the theory
Nai. Their charges n are such that [Tn = 0, therefore they are decoupled from B on the
gapped boundary. Their spins show that

Ny = AN~ with ngp = cq — (t3) 712 = (t3;) "  det Ry . (4.60)

[¢]

One should recall that, in the absence of a coupling to B, the theories A"~ and AN —P are
equivalent for any invertible r € Zy, and thus for N odd prime the only physical information

in ng; # 0 is whether it is a quadratic residue or not. This is detected by the Legendre symbol
n V"2 mod N € {1,-1}.34

Case T = —7T1; = 7T . This is the case leading to condensation. The equations for lines

in AN:"R2tare just T¢; 4+ $& = —aily and T&s + 5§ = asli. The general solution is
€ -1 € —1 € —1 € -1
gl_{a(7+§) —e(T-3) }u, 52—[a<7'+§> +e(T-5) }zl (4.61)

34Tn the higher-rank case the situation is similar. For N odd prime, one can always bring a symmetric

matrix 7 with values in Zy to a diagonal form UTTU = diag(ty,...,t,) using an invertible matrix U (see,
e.g., [75]). The TQFT is then characterized by the number of +1 and —1 Legendre symbols of the ¢;’s.
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where we redefined a; = ¢ — a and as = ¢ + a. For these lines:
21 T e\ —1
0[Wiae)] = exp —y ac 2y (T + 5) ). (4.62)

Lines with either a or ¢ = 0 have vanishing spin, which indicates that we are dealing with
a DW type theory. The lines with a = 0 (electric) do not couple to B since they have
& + & = 0. Redefining a — [20] (T + %)AZLTI gives the canonical braiding B,. = e~ .
Thus

ANTR2 (b ) = (Zy)o(by) = CEV . (4.63)

We conclude that:
DE[T] X EE[T] = CZN . (464)

The condensate CZ¥ is for the 1-form symmetry S = (Zyx x Zy)/L = Zy that exists on the
gapped boundary.

Examples. We can now apply our formalism to the known cases of duality and triality
defects. We consider a generic boundary p(L), but assume that it is not invariant under any
symmetry defect appearing below (apart from C, which leaves every boundary invariant).
For the application to self-duality defects, we must compute the fusion D.[S] x D[S]. This
is a special case, since the r.h.s. involves charge conjugation. The explicit computation is
done in Appendix C (see also the comments in Section 4.3.2). The complete fusion gives a
coefficient which is a product of DW theories, these all admit a universal boundary condition
which allows us to set them to one. This corresponds to the Dirichlet boundary of the DW
theory. After this we find:

D[S] x D[S] = (Zn)(bi,d1) DEV[0]

— 4.65
DL[S] X DL[S] = CZN . ( )
For triality defects we compute:
D[ST) x D[ST] = AN 7P D [(ST)?]
D[CST] x D [CST] = AP D [(ST)?] (4.66)
D [(ST)’] x Dc[(ST)?] = AN-PsT D [CST)
where
1 it L=L(e),
PsT = ©) (4.67)

r’+r+1 if £L=L(m),.

35To get to the result we use the property AN = AN for ged(r, N) = 1.
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These fusions agree with those computed in [27] on the electric boundary.*® Notice that

pst # 0 mod N as long as the boundary Lagrangian subgroup £ is not invariant under ST

Other defects. Another interesting case is when the 4d defects V) = V[ A, £] are obtained
by condensing a Zy subgroup of Zy X Zy, corresponding to the elements M € SL(2,7Zy)
that are conjugate to T* for some k. For simplicity let us consider the case M = T* with
k=1,...,N—1. The twisted sectors Dy« , are described by the minimal theories AN k= (b)
for Zy coupled to the bulk field b. For the lines in these theories there is no extra contribution

to the braiding when we stack the theories, and thus they fuse in the standard way:
DTk7L % DTk’,L — AN,k—l—i-k’—l DTk‘Fkl,ﬁ (468)

as long as k + k" # 0 mod N. This formula is in agreement with the fusion law of N-ality
defects found in [21,27]. Notice that these twist sectors are not unique since they can be
fused to 3d condensates for the magnetic symmetry. However, on the magnetic boundaries
L(m) (on which the twisted sector Dz« hosts a minimal theory) we can take the condensates
to be generated by the magnetic symmetry I[(m) € £(m).?". On the magnetic boundary

these condensates however become all decoupled DW theories since I(m)TB } + =0.

4.3.1 Twist defects and boundary-changing operators

Consider starting with a twist defect D), (attached to a 4d symmetry defect Vjs) in the
bulk and moving it on top of a gapped boundary p(L). We are here interested in the
case that p(L) is not invariant under M. As discussed before (4.45), the defect Dy on
the boundary decomposes into Dy, . and a decoupled TQFT. We conclude that Dy . is
an interface between two copies of p(L), or using categorical terms, it defines a morphism
Dy e M x p(L) — p(L). This is depicted in Figure 8 left. On the other hand, if we bring
the symmetry defect Vj; on top of the boundary we obtain an action Vy; x p(L£) = p(ML).
Thus, we can construct an interface between p(L£) and p(M L) by fusing the boundary with
Vur only on a half-space and then letting V), escape in the bulk, as in Figure 8 center.
This defines a morphism Uy : M x p(L) — p(ML). Since both interfaces sit at the end
of a symmetry defect V}, it is possible to define a local boundary-changing operator as the

morphism ¢y, = Uy, © DI‘/LE :p(L) = p(ML), as in Figure 8 right.

360ne uses that AM! = U(1)x [50]. Notice that the conventions of [27] defined in their eqns. (6.7)—(6.9)
differ from ours, and their defects are the orientation reversal of ours, leading to a sign change in the level.

37We can always arrive at this choice since any two magnetic lattices differ by electric ones, which can be
absorbed by Drx
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p(L) Rl AL) Al Ayl
Vi o R[7]
.D—‘ < p(ML)|™ Vis = IApM 1] = o
PO Rl TR (A Ap[M7]

Figure 8: The way in which the symmetry TFT implements the construction of [20, 28].

Above: definition of various morphisms. Below: construction of the duality interface D)y, ..

Recall that, in the ungauged theory, one can expect to define only duality interfaces.
The interface is a composite object given by a discrete gauging operation composed with an
invertible duality transformation. On the TQFT side this is described by acting with Z/{]TV[ to
map the boundary to p(ML) and then using ¢ to go back to p(L). After compactifying
the slab of symmetry TFT this gives an interface : A,[r] — A,,, [7] = A,[M7] between
absolute theories. Shrinking the middle part of the drawing gives the duality interface. On
the other hand the fusion ¢, x Z/{L = Dy ¢ holds, since Dy  is unique as a twist defect on
the gapped boundary. We can thus identify the defect Dy, » on the bottom-left of Figure 8
with the duality interface in the absolute theory A,[7].

4.3.2 Boundaries with a stabilizer

Let us also discuss the properties of a twist defect D,[T] on a gapped boundary p(L£) that
is invariant under the corresponding symmetry defect V[T]. This means that M is in the
stabilizer H of £ in SL(2,Zy). We can gather information on the degrees of freedom living
on D.[T] by computing the anomaly inflow. The invertible TQFT living on V[T is (4.11).
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On the gapped boundary we parametrize®® B = b, 1, and obtain
N . 1 - -
I’T}p(ﬁ):%/[VLdbL_étibLbL (469)

(where 7, = lIf) Since now t; = 0 (see footnote 30), the anomaly is trivialized.

What happens to the lines in the twisted sector can be understood using the minimal
theory description. We start with the twist defect D[T] in the bulk and push it onto an
invariant boundary L. Normally we would now separate the degrees of freedom which
decouple on the boundary, which form a AY:~%(b;) factor. This is generated by lines L, =
W,—s;. If the boundary is invariant then ¢; = 0 and this procedure is ill defined as the L,
all have vanishing spin. They thus form a Lagrangian subalgebra. This means that AN ~7
should rather be thought of as a DW theory coupled to b, . Since the lines with trivial spin

are also uncharged under b, this can be thought of as a condensate:
ANT(B)|,, =C™ . (4.70)

To be more precise we can choose a generator u of S. Since by definition u'l, # 0 lines

Er = W, —., are charged under b 1. These lines have spin:
0 [L] — exp (—W—Z r? uTTu) (4.71)
N
and braid with the electric lines L,:
2me T
B, s = exp —y s TL) #1, (4.72)

since on the invariant boundary 7L = £, . Properly redefining L, we can make this braiding
into canonical one. As we have already commented there is no canonical choice for u, since
we are free to shift it by vectors in £. The shift « — w4+ [ does not affect the braiding with
L, but it does affect the spin of L,:

0 [ir] — 0 [ir] exp (—% 7 uTTl) (4.73)

For N odd and on spin manifolds we can use this to set 6[L,] to one.

Since the defect V[T] has trivial anomaly on p(L£), it can end there without adding new
degrees of freedom. Therefore the twist defect D,[T] is trivial (invertible) on an invariant

boundary:
DIT)| = C* DT, (4.74)

38Here the normalization is different than before (4.46), because t; = 0 when £ is invariant under M.
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where the superscript is useful to remember this fact.

The same phenomenon appears if we consider a fusion D,[T;] X D,[T3] in which V[T73]
leaves the boundary p(L£) invariant, but neither V[7;] nor V[T5] do. We proceed as in the
usual case by separating out the lines coupling to ; from both terms in the fusion. This
is a well defined procedure since t!, t, # 0 (due to £ not being invariant under neither 7;
nor 7). Based on the previous remarks we expect A ~R21 to also be a condensate. It is
clear that the theory contains a Lagrangian algebra generated by W, o) in (4.58). In the
generic discussion these lines were coupled to b, however if the boundary is invariant they
are not.*> These form the set of “electric” lines. The magnetic lines W, instead couple to

b, , but have nontrivial spin:

Uy
0 [W(O,p)] = exp <—NCC[ p2) s (475)

As before, we can redefine the magnetic lines by summing a multiple of the electric ones
to set this to zero. Notice that the discussion here is also consistent with the example of
To = —7T; discussed before, when the final result is a condensate and the identity defect

leaves all boundaries invariant.

We are now in a position to write down the full result of the boundary fusion for D[T]:

Dr[To] x De[Ti] = No1 D[Ta] if V[T2a]lp(L)) # |p(L))
Dr[To] % De[Ti] = C*™ DEY[T], if V[Taallp(£)) = |p(L)) (4.76)
DE[T] X Dﬁ[ﬂ = CZN .

This will have a more natural interpretation in the gauged theory. In that case we will see
that anomaly cancellation forces the Gukov Witten operator GW|[T] to exist only as a bound
state with the twist defect D[T] for V[T]. When the boundary £ is T-invariant there is no
anomaly to cancel and GW([T] can exist as a genuine defect on the gapped boundary. The
fusion rule above tell us that, when two bound operator fuse onto an invariant one, such
fusion is always accompanied by the appearence of a condensation defect. This is consistent
with the fact that defects D,[T] absorb surface defects ¢'/'2 which survive on the gapped
boundary. In the absence of the condensation defect the r.h.s. cannot absorb such lines and

fusion would be inconsistent.

39The charge under the gauge symmetry for by is quTQTlll 1, which vanishes when the boundary is invari-

ant.
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5 The gauged theory

Finally, we discuss the effect of gauging a discrete subgroup G C SL(2,Zy) in the bulk
TQFT. In the application to N'=4 SYM, the only relevant groups (including the action of
charge conjugation) are Z4 and Zg generated by S and ST, respectively. Notice that they
are both Abelian. The construction we present below applies to a generic Abelian G, while
the non-Abelian case requires modifications that might be important in discussing theories

of class S (we comment on that in the conclusions).

We will first describe abstractly the spectrum of operators in the gauged theory. We
follow the rules for discrete gauging described for 3d MTCs in [44] and recently extended
to higher dimensions in [25]. Particular care will be needed in describing the Gukov-Witten
operators of G gauge theory, as they get dressed by the corresponding twist defects D[T].
We will present the construction of these operators, that we dub @D[T]. Finally, we will
study gapped boundaries |p*) in the gauged theory in terms of orbits of boundaries |p) in
the ungauged theory. This allows for a simple derivation of the fusion rules. We will also

comment on the differences arising when the boundary has a nontrivial stabilizer.

In the following we will restrict to the study of twisted sectors D[T] for which M (T) is
an element of G. Together with the assumption that G is Abelian, this ensures that different
twisted sectors do not mix among each other and that the genuine codimension-2 operators

D[T] of the gauged theory are still labelled by group elements.

5.1 Spectrum of bulk operators

The spectrum of topological operators in the gauged theory can be obtained, at least at
a formal level, by applying standard rules for gauging a discrete 0-form symmetry to the
ungauged theory. These are nicely summarized in [25]. Let us start with the surface defects
U, that implement the 2-form symmetry. These operators are in general not gauge invariant,
as G acts on them nontrivially. We can build gauge-invariant combinations by considering
orbits under G:

U = }Stab ZU gn) (5.1)

where Stab(n) is the stabilizer group for n as an element of Zy x Zy. When n admits a
nontrivial stabilizer, the surface U[’;L} supports nontrivial line defects labelled by representa-
tions of Stab(n). In the cases considered here, that is N prime and G = Z4 or Zg, the only

surface with a nontrivial stabilizer is the identity, while all others ones do not host any line.

40Tn the general case they are labelled by conjugacy classes under the adjoint action of G.
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Figure 9: In the gauged theory, a twist defect D[T] (with M(7) = g € G) is dressed by

codimension-1 surfaces of GG labelled by h.

As an example, in the case of the Z, subgroup of SL(2,Zy) generated by S, a dyon

(e,m) is mapped to an orbit
[e7m] = <€7 m) + (m7 —6) + (_67 _m) + <_m7 6) : (52)
These objects are non-invertible and their fusion is

le,m| x [/, m']=[e+e,m+m]+[e+m/ m—¢€]+le—e, m—m]+[e—m' ,m+e]. (5.3)

More interesting is the situation for codimension-2 operators. We have already discussed
that in the ungauged theory, genuine 3d operators are necessarily condensation defects. After
the discrete gauging the situation is different. The twist defects D[T] for surfaces V[T]
generating G become “liberated” — in the sense that they become genuine 3d operators —
since the surfaces V[T are transparent in the gauged theory. One could think of the liberated
defects as arising from the “lassoed” configuration shown in Figure 9 after summing over G.
Since G is Abelian, each twist sector is left fixed by the action of the lassos and it gives rise
to a single genuine operator D[7].*1 The action of a lasso Vi reduces to a 0-form symmetry

action on D[T], which maps W,, +— Wjy.,,. This is indeed a symmetry of the theory, since
MTTM =T (5.4)

and thus it preserves the braiding. Summing over such action means that the 0-form sym-
metry on the defect is gauged, so we would like to conclude that ®[T] is D[T]/G.

This description is slightly imprecise, because D[T] lives at the boundary of V[T]. Indeed,
the gauging process can be thought of as coupling the original system to a discrete G' gauge
theory. Its gauge field a € H'(Ms;,G) couples minimally to the O-form symmetry defects

Viree of the original theory (more details in Section 5.2). In this setup, inserting a twist

4IWhen instead G is non-Abelian, twist defects also combine into orbits and the situation is more subtle.
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defect D[T] is only consistent at locations where a is not closed: it must instead satisfy
d0a = g schematically. Another way of saying this is that a exhibits a nontrivial holonomy
g around the 3-cycle Y on which D[T] lies. This is the description of Gukov-Witten defect
operators in G gauge theory, that we indicate as GW,. We infer that a more precise definition

of the new operators is:

D[T] = GWu ) x D[T]/G . (5.5)

The appearance of this “bound state” has a simple explanation: In the original theory, the
defect D[T] was not gauge invariant due to anomaly inflow from V[T]. The GW operator
is not gauge invariant either, as it carries the anomaly of V[T]. Their combination is a well
defined operator in the gauged theory. This is a close cousin of the mechanism described
in [21]. We also learn that D[7] is charged under the dual G 3-form symmetry.

The exception is the twist defect D[T = 0] = D¢ for charge conjugation. In this case
there is no anomaly inflow and therefore the GW operator for C' defines a genuine, group-like
object in the gauged theory. This suggests that we should interpret the contributions from

D¢ arising upon fusion as decoupled condensates after gauging.

The following table summarizes the properties of some objects in the gauged theory:

Original object Gauged object Emergent lines | Grouplike?
(0,0) [0,0] Rep(G) YES
(e,m) le,m| = @yec g(e, m) none NO
DIT] ®[T] = GWu(n x D[T]/G Rep(G) NO

D¢ GW¢ none YES

5.2 Hybrid formulation of the gauged theory

In order to give a Lagrangian description of the gauging of the subgroup G C SL(2,Zy) in
the 5d Chern-Simons theory, we employ a sort of hybrid formulation in which the Chern-
Simons theory is described by continuum gauge fields, while the gauge field for G is described
using singular cochains (see, e.g., [76,77] or the appendix in [78]).

First of all, on the spacetime manifold M5 one chooses a simplicial triangulation. This
is made of vertices or O-simplices p; with an arbitrary ordering for the index i, edges or
1-simplices p;; (with i < j) connecting the vertices p; and p;, 2-simplices p;;;, (withi < j < k)
bounded by p;;, pjr and p;, and so on. All simplices are contractible, and M5 is the union of
all 5-simplices. A gauge field a for the discrete gauge group G is a 1-cochain a € C*(Ms, G)
that assigns an element a;; € G to each 1-simplex p;; (with ¢ < j), with the constraint that

da = 1. We use multiplicative notation and define the differential as (da);;r = ajkal._klaij
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Ak

Figure 10: Left: representation of the simplicial triangulation and the covering by closed

sets U;, U, Uy near a triple intersection. Right: assignment of fields B; and a;;.

(with i < j < k). We will only consider the case that G is Abelian. Gauge transformations
then map a;; — (d\);ja;; where d\;; = M\A;7' and A € C°(M;s,G) in a O-cochain. The
gauging of G is described by a sum over a € H'(M5, G) in cohomology.

Then we construct a covering of Mj by closed patches that is dual to the triangulation,
as follows. Each patch U; is a bd contractible manifold with boundary that contains the
:Uilﬁ---ﬂUik (Wlth 1 <...<1iy

and k =2,...,6)is a (6—k)-dimensional contractible manifold with boundary that intersects

O-simplex p;. Then each non-empty intersection U;,
the (k — 1)-simplex p;, ;, at one point. We give a graphical representation of this covering

in Figure 10.

On every patch U; we define gauge fields B; with values in an Abelian group A (ei-
ther continuous or discrete), and along the intersections U;; we glue them using a group
homomorphism @ : G — Aut(A) and the gauge field a:*?

B; = 6(ai;) B; across U . (5.6)

The gauge field B is thus a piecewise-smooth field with B’U_ = B;. Closeness of a guarantees
that each B; can be smooth and have a well-defined limit at triple intersections U,j;. In
particular, we can always find a gauge in which a;; = aj; = a; = 1 around a given triple

intersection Uy, and in that gauge B can be smooth at the intersection.

The construction is quite general. In our case B; are continuous 2-form gauge fields
valued in A = U(1)?, while SL(2,Z) has the natural action on A and G C SL(2,7Z) is an

42Besides, one could also have gauge transformations of B;, but we keep them implicit here.
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Abelian subgroup. We should now understand how to construct the action. Integrating
S = [(B, dB) with the discontinuous gluing conditions (5.6) leads to singularities, in par-
ticular the derivative dB has delta-function singularities along the surfaces U;;. To remedy,

we introduce a covariant derivative d, that removes those singularities:

d,B = dBB — }:5 Uy) (B, - B) = dB -3 60 (Uy) o(ayy) By = (d 5o ())B,(57)
Uij

where §()(U;;) is a delta-1-form, o(a) = 1 — 6(a), and in the last expression we used a
more compact notation. In this way, dB is a piecewise-smooth field such that dB ‘[7 = dbB;

with discontinuities across U;; but no delta-function singularities. We can then construct

= [B.4.8) = > & |, BB (53)

The covariant derivative d, can be integrated by parts, and the action is invariant under

the action

gauge transformations of a.

In order to discuss 1-form gauge transformations, we need to compute the square d? of
the covariant derivative. It turns out that, to do that, we ought to be more careful and write
d B =dB -3 5(1)((]@-]»)(8](»”) — B(”)) where the label (ij) reminds us that we are taking

1

the limit of B; or B; towards Uy;. Then dodB = -3, ST, Z])(dB(” dBZ-(ij)), and finally

d2 B = Za 2) z] [ Zj) B(Z] ) + (B]gjk) o B](-jk)) i (Bl(;k) . B@(zk))]

Vo (5.9)
= = 09 (Uyr) o(daiji) B

1jk:

In the first equality we used that d(6M(Uy;)) = 6@ (9U;;) and that the boundary of a double
intersection is a collection of triple intersections (with suitable signs due to orientations). In
the second line we introduced a compact notation. Indeed, if a is closed (da = 1) then each
B; can be smooth and taking the limit towards Ujj; in each patch, the first line of (5.9) equals
zero. If, instead, a is not closed, then the G bundle can have non-trivial holonomies around
the triple intersections and the B;’s cannot be smooth there. Given (da);jx = g, consider a
gauge in which a;; = a;;, = 1, a; = g~ ' (see Figure 11 right). Then the contribution to (5.9)
from U, becomes —5@)( Uiji) o(daji) Byk). We thus write the compact formula

d? = —59 o(da) . (5.10)

a

In the presence of a background for a, 1-form gauge transformations of B become

B— B+ daa, (5.11)
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Figure 11: Left: A triple intersection Ui, hosts a GW operator for g € G. We parametrized
the gauge field a in terms of g;;g;x = g and da;j, = g. Center: A refinement of the
triangulation such that the GW operator is pulled away from the junctions. Right: A zoom
on the gauge field configuration around the isolated GW operator.

and the action (5.8) remains gauge invariant as long as a is flat.

The theory in which G is gauged involves a sum over choices of a on double intersections
U;; that satisfy the closeness condition da = 1. A single symmetry defect U(y) in the
ungauged theory is mapped to a sum over its G-orbit in the gauged theory. These are

precisely the [e, m] defect operators we introduced before.

On the other hand, we can introduce Gukow-Witten operators in the gauged theory [54].
These are codimension-2 disorder operators defined by a nontrivial holonomy ¢g € G for a
around a 3d submanifold 4. In the hybrid formulation, such a GW operator displaced along
a collection of triple intersections U, is defined by a sum in the path integral over cochains
a such that

daijr = g whenever U C 7/, (5.12)

as in Figure 11. More generally, a collection of GW operators is described by an exact
cochain h € C?(Ms,G), and it prescribes to sum over cochains a with da = h in the gauged
theory. As mentioned above, requiring the B;’s to be smooth in their own patches in a
neighborhood of a triple intersection, forces them to be invariant under g there.*® This is a
boundary condition naturally implemented on the GW operators, consistent with the fact

that g-twisted sectors absorb the surfaces of B not stabilized by g.

Indeed, we can identify a double intersection U;; with gauge field a;; as an alternative

description for the 4d symmetry defect Vy; with M = 6(a;;)T. This is already apparent if we

431f B; is smooth at Ujjy, then it has a well-define limit there. The limits in the three patches U;, Uj,
Uy, are related by B; = 6(a;;) B; = 0(ai,) Br and Bj = 0(a;i) Br. Recalling that G is Abelian, this implies
0(daijr) B; = B; and similarly for B; and B.
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compare the relation B; = 6(a;;) B; between the fields on the two sides of the intersection

and (3.53), but it also follows from the action. Let us rewrite (5.8) as

N N
= <B,d3>—5;/%<3,3j—3i>. (5.13)

The first term imposes that B is a Zy x Zy gauge field. When 7 (M) is invertible, we can
identify the second term with the reduced defect action (3.51). Recall from the discussion in
Section 3.3 that the relation between M and the torsion matrix 7 follows from determining
the field on the defect B(0) = 1(Bi + Br) = —T®, where e ® = Bg — By, in terms of the
left/right fields By g. Substituting Bg — Br, = —e T 'B(0) into (5.13), the second term

becomes I
_ B'"T'B 5.14
47 UZU /Uij ( )

that reproduces (3.51).

To compute how a GW operator transforms under gauge transformations (5.11) we simply

evaluate the variation of the action (5.8) on a non-closed gauge configuration as in (5.12):

N
0SS = — Z yy /U (2B + dya, o(dag,) a) . (5.15)

ik igk

In the gauge of Figure 11 right, as above, o(da;j;) o = agik) — a,(fk) =T 'a(0) in terms of
the gauge transformation parameter on the defect. Substituting in (5.15) and using that the

boundary conditions fix B = 0 on the GW operator, we obtain
N
68 =) — o T o . 5.16
YT 519
Uijk igk
As in the description of Section 4 in terms of symmetry defects V), also in the hybrid
formulation we find that pure GW operators are not gauge invariant in this theory. We can

construct gauge-invariant operators by dressing the GW operators with the twisted sectors
DIT], whose variation (4.12) is opposite to (5.16).

In the case of the symmetry defect Vi, the field on the defect is simply B(0) = 0 and thus
its gauge transformation parameter «(0) vanishes as well. This means that the gauge varia-
tion (5.15) vanishes and the GW operator for C' is a well-defined gauge-invariant (invertible)

topological operator in the gauged theory.

5.3 Gapped boundaries and non-invertible fusion rules

We consider now gapped boundaries in the gauged theory. We can use to our advantage

the study and classification we already did in the ungauged theory. In order to construct a

52



gauged boundary |p*), we proceed in two steps. First we take a boundary |p) in the ungauged

theory and make it invariant under the G action:

p) }Stab Z|pg : (5.17)

As long as GG is Abelian, we can associate a stabilizer H C G in a consistent way also to the
gauged boundary |p*), since Stab(p,) = Stab(p). This does not specify a boundary condition
completely, since it does not prescribe boundary conditions for neither the Rep(G) dual
symmetry lines, nor the codimension-2 defects ®[7]. They form a canonically-conjugated
pair of variables, since they braid nontrivially. Therefore, the second step is to choose

boundary conditions for them. We choose to impose Dirichlet boundary conditions on a:**
|IDir): a=0. (5.18)

Then the operators D[T] still exist on the gapped boundary as confined excitations.

These are not the only meaningful boundary conditions one could consider. Indeed it
would be interesting to understand the effect of Dirichlet boundary conditions on the D[7]’s,
or of mixed ones. That they might be useful to describe theories in which either charge
conjugation C' (this has been studied, e.g., in [25,79,80]) or the full categorical symmetry,

are gauged. We hope to come back to these questions in the future.*’

With Dirichlet boundary conditions on a, we define:

)= Sl (Z ) ) x |Dir) (520)

The Dirichlet boundary condition on a greatly simplifies the discussion. The operators D [T,
which away from the boundary host a Rep(G) worth of lines constructed with the gauge field
a, on the gapped boundary reduce to a direct product GW () x D[T]. The Gukov-Witten

operators still exist on |p*) and have group-like fusion. We will now show that the fusion of

44This is the same choice made in the holographic setup of [17].
45Tn the same spirit, we could consider boundaries twisted by the dual G symmetry. This amounts to

choosing a representation « of G and define, for a boundary with a trivial stabilizer,

lpa) = degxa(g) |pg) X [Dir) . (5.19)

These boundaries have vanishing overlap with the relative theory if we assume absolute theories in the same
orbit to have the same partition function. When a stabilizer is present we can only twist by characters of
G /Stab(p), while boundaries split into copies labelled by representations of Stab(p). We do not know how
to interpret these splitted boundaries from the point of view of the 4d QFT, thus we only consider the ones

labelled by the trivial representation.
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the twist operators D.[T] is the same on each gapped boundary |p,) in the |p*) orbit. This

allows to use the results already derived for the boundary fusion.

We need to show that the various minimal theories we constructed in Section 4.3 in order
to study the fusion of twist defects, are isomorphic for boundaries in the same G-orbit. Let
M, € G C SL(2,Zy) be a generator of G, and M(T) be the element of G associated to
the twist defect D[T] we want to study. Let ’p(£)> be a gapped boundary defined by the
Lagrangian subgroup £ with generator [. The Lagrangian subgroup of |p,) is M,L, and since
LTL, =0, we have

LY =ML, (5.21)

The generators [ and [ transform in a similar way. Since G is Abelian and eM, = M~ ITe,
then T = MgTTMg and so both ¢; and ¢, are invariant along the orbit. Besides, 'M, = M/,I"
and thus the theory Ro; is invariant as well. Since all relevant building blocks are isomorphic
on boundaries that sit inside the same G-orbit, we conclude that fusion only depends on the
orbit |p*).

A new ingredient appears when fusion produces a defect D[T3;] such that M(73;) stabi-
lizes |p). As we discussed, in these cases the minimal theory is replaced by a condensate.

After gauging G, we are left with the GW operator GWys(73,).

Using all of the above, we finally obtain the categorical fusion rules in the boundary

theory specified by the gapped boundary |p*):

D [T2] X Dy [Th] = Noy D+ [T My, ¢ Stab(p*)
D, [T3] X Dpe [Th] = C*¥ GW py(73.) My, € Stab(p*) , (5.22)
GWM(TQ) X GWM(?}) = GWM(Tgl) My, My € Stab(p*) .

In the second line, the condensate is for the 1-form symmetry S on the gapped boundary,
and the DW description couples to b, . For defects in which only one Zy factor is gauged,

on the other hand, the fusions are as follows:*6

O pr X Dur o = AN T ¢ Stab(p*) , 5.2

GWTk X GWTk = GWTk+k/ T € Stab(p*) .

The same can be said for conjugacy classes ¢ = H 'TH.

46These can be thought of as the case of T* modulo conjugation.

o4



6 Conclusions and future directions

In this paper we have studied how non-invertible self-duality symmetries arise in holography;,
through the presence in the gravitational bulk of emergent discrete gauge fields at self-dual
points on the moduli space. Although we have focused on the specific example of the 4d
N = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory with gauge algebra su(N), our methods are rather general
and should be applicable to a wide range of other theories, for instance to A/ = 2 theories

of class S.

The key role is played by a topological low-energy sector of type IIB string theory on
S5: a 5d Chern-Simons-like topological field theory of 2-form gauge fields — equivalent to
a Zy discrete 2-form gauge theory — further orbifolded by a discrete Abelian symmetry
G. Tt is essentially the symmetry TFT for SU(N) N = 4 SYM. This theory appears to
be quite interesting and rich in its own right, both before and after gauging G. We have
studied various aspects of the theory in this paper. Before orbifolding, we have analyzed
the 4d symmetry defects associated to an SL(2,Zy) 0-form global symmetry of the theory,
the associated twisted sectors that live at the boundary of the defects, and their fusion.
We have also investigated topological (gapped) boundaries, and how the various defects
reduce when they are brought there. Then, we have studied the effect of gauging a subgroup
G C SL(2,Zy). In particular, the “liberated” twist defects ®, ,~ that live on gapped
boundaries turn out to be the self-duality defects of N' = 4 SYM. We derived their fusion

rules using our formalism, confirming the results previously obtained in field theory.

We conclude listing a few open questions for future research.

Extension to class S. Our formalism can naturally be extended to study self-duality non-
invertible symmetries in other theories, for instance on the conformal manifold of N' = 2 the-
ories of class S (see [32] for related investigations). The symmetry TFT of the 6d N = (2,0)
theory of ADE type g is a 7d Chern-Simons theory of 3-form gauge fields with level matrix
equal to the Cartan matrix A;; of g. After reducing on a genus-g Riemann surface X,, one

obtains a 5d CS theory with 2g-tuples of 2-form gauge fields B; and braiding;:
211 P
By :exp<WZAij (v ,uﬂ)) , (6.1)
Z7j

where (v, w) is the homology intersection form on ¥,. The simplest example is given by
theories of type Ay_1, which give rise to g copies of the CS theory we studied in this paper.
Then the (projected) mapping class group Sp(2¢g,Zy) of ¥, acts on the TQFT as a 0-form

symmetry.
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The case of N not prime. For the sake of simplicity, we have restricted our analyses
to the case of N prime throughout our paper. This technical assumption allowed us to
exploit the multiplicative group structure of Z};, simplifying many formulas. When N is not
prime, the situation is technically more complicated, both because the number of subgroups
and global structures grows with the number of prime factors in N, and because the fusion

relations for minimal theories become more involved.

General formulation of the symmetry TFT. In the last part of our work, we have
resorted to a hybrid formulation of the gauged TQFT that uses both discrete and continuous
gauge fields. It would be pleasant to give a completely general description in terms of the
correct cohomology theory. A promising route could be to employ Deligne-Beilinson twisted

cocycles.

Anomalies for N-ality symmetries. In spite of the many recent developments, a clear
understanding of 't Hooft anomalies for non-invertible symmetries in d > 2 is still lackluster.
The main obstacle is to give a concrete implementation of the associativity conditions for
n-categories. The higher-dimensional TQFT approach might help to give an alternative
concrete route to such questions: instead of choosing Dirichlet boundary conditions for the
discrete 1-form gauge fields a, one might try to define Neumann boundaries instead. On
these, the non-invertible defects D[7| are effectively gauged and they define an absolute
theory which is obtained from the ones we have studied here by gauging the non-invertible

symmetry. The failure to find such a boundary would signal an 't Hooft anomaly.
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A Basic manipulations with symmetry TFT

We review here some basic facts about the symmetry TFT approach to global variants of
gauge theories. The idea is simple: in order to describe an n-dimensional gauge theory T,
we introduce an auxiliary system, comprised of a n-dimensional relative theory R together
with an (n + 1)-dimensional non-invertible TQFT Sym. The relative theory contains all
the information about 7 which is insensitive to the global structure, such as correlators of
local operators, possibly charged under flavor symmetries. Other properties of the theory,
such as its 1-form symmetry, depend on the choice of the global structure and thus both
the topological defects generating them and the charged objects are not part of R. The

geometric setup is as follows:

Sym
R

From the point of view of the (n + 1)-dimensional theory, the output of the n-dimensional
boundary manifold is not a complex number but a vector in a finite-dimensional vector
space, namely the Hilbert space of Sym. From the point of view of R, this Hilbert space is
the vector space of partition functions. This does not define an absolute theory, as the bulk
Hilbert space of Sym is in general not one-dimensional (i.e., Sym in not invertible). This
can be fixed by the choice of a topological boundary p. In general there will be multiple

independent such p’s, each one specifying an absolute theory.

Since p is topological, we take Sym in a slab with R and p boundary conditions on the

two sides, and collapse the picture onto X, thus obtaining a local (absolute) theory A,:

Sym =

p R A,

Using standard arguments, one can view the choice of p as the gauging of a “maximal”

non-anomalous generalized symmetry A, inside Sym. On the other hand, one can expand
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the state on the r.h.s. as [R) = > Z[y]|v), with |7) an orthonormal basis for the TQFT

Hilbert space. Computing the overlap gives the partition function of the absolute theory:
Z[A] = (pIR) = Zv {pl7) 2] . (A1)
In our case v € H*(X,Zy X Zy) is a surface in the TQFT and
Z[A,)] = Z[] . A2
A=Y ., 0 (A2)

Using the symmetry TFT construction we can define various objects in the absolute theory

on the slab geometry:

Ae® O B 4%
A topological object An A-neutral operator An A-charged object
A inside A, O inside A, Wy inside A,

The fact that O is neutral while Wz is charged under A follows from sliding the A operator

in the pictures above before squashing the setup into the absolute theory.

B Properties of minimal TQFTs

Three-dimensional TQFTs with discrete 1-form symmetry group Zy (or, more generally,
products of the form [[,Zy,) and fixed anomaly for said 1-form symmetry admit powerful
classification results in terms of “minimal” TQFTs AP} as pioneered in [50]. Here we
review some important consequences of the classification results for Zy (theories AN?) and

ZY (theories AN'7). In the main text we only use r = 1 and r = 2.

The possible anomalies for a Zy 1-form symmetry in 3d are labelled by an integer p
defined modulo 2N (or modulo N on spin manifolds) and can be represented by the following

4d inflow action [50]:4"

2m 9
Iy = 2—]\1; /Xip(B) : B e HYX,Zy). (B.1)

If we assume that there are no non-anomalous subgroups, that is ged(N,p) = 1, to such

anomaly we associate a minimal TQFT AN?. This theory has N line operators W;, | =

47TThe anomaly is generated by —I7 as customary.
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0,...,N —1 that form a Zy fusion algebra, with spins

o
0, = exp(ér—]lvp l2) : (B.2)

If the theory is bosonic then 8y = 1 and Np € 2Z. In this paper we deal with spin theories,
in which case Wy = 1 can be a transparent fermion. In bosonic theories p is identified with
p+ 2N, while in the spin case p+ N gives rise to the same spin theory. We stress that A" is
a well defined 3d TQFT if and only if gcd(V, p) = 1, as otherwise the theory has transparent
bosonic lines, which give a non-unitary S matrix. Otherwise, the S-matrix is given by

1 2w p
Sll/ = W eXp( N lll) . (B?))

An important result of [50] is that a 3d TQFT T with a Zy 1-form symmetry with

anomaly p admits an expansion in the AY? (hence the name “minimal”):

Nv_p T
T = ANP X T o AT (B.4)
Ly
which can be derived using the identity
(Zn)_y, = AP x AV (B.5)

The product (or stacking) of two minimal theories AN? x AN is also simple to compute,

as long as ged(p +¢q,N) = 1:
AN,p > AN’q _ AN,(p71+q71)71 % ANJH‘Q’ (B6)

where inverses are taken in Zy. Minimal theories have a large degree of redundance, indeed
let r be coprime with N, then
ANP o AN (B.7)

as MTCs. The transformation is equivalent to choosing a different generator for Zy. Note
that this implies that AN? ~ AN Pt Using these conventions, we can set the line W;,_;
as the generator of Zy. It then follows from the S-matrix that the generator has charge p
under Zy. Alternatively, we could use the line W;_,-1 as the fundamental line. This line
has unit charge under Zy. The change of variables affects the inflow action, which is then

labelled by p~! instead. In the main text we choose to work under this choice of generator.

The construction can be generalized to multiple Zy factors. For simplicity we treat
the case in which N is prime, as in the main text. A theory AY7 is then described by a

symmetric 7 X r matrix 7, whose lines have spins

0, = exp (% T ’Tl) = exp (% [Z Tail? + 227@[%]) ) (B.8)

i>j
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A bosonic theory requires N7; € 2Z and NT;; € Z, while a spin theory can have 7; € Z
and 7;; € Z. The condition of having a well defined S-matrix requires that 7 is an invertible
matrix over Z},, this is the natural generalization of the ged condition for » = 1. To this

TQFT we can associate an anomaly theory as in the previous case:

27T T T
Ir=B7(B), B7(B)=) TaP(B)+) 2T;B:UB;, BeH X.Zy). (BY)
i i>j
As in the previous case there is a large degree of redundancy in these theories. Let N be an

invertible matrix over Zy, then:
ANNTTN = g T (B.10)

as N just implements a redefinition of the generators. Since 7 is a nondegenerate sym-
metric quadratic form it can be diagonalized with coefficients in Zy by a suitable A:
T = diag(t;, ..., t.) with ged(¢;, N) = 1. The only relevant information about the the-
ory (without specifying the coupling to the two-form gauge field B) are thus the quadratic
residue classes for the ¢;. As for the one-dimensional case, in the main text we use a slightly
different convention in which the fundamental lines have charge one. To go back to the

standard convention one has to substitute 7 by 7! in the formulas.

An important novelty with respect to the one-dimensional case is that generalized min-
imal theories can have anomaly free subgroups. For spin theories these are generated by
vectors [ such that:

I"TI=0 mod N. (B.11)

Let us take » = 2 and N prime. For r = 2 AM7 theories also contain twisted Zy DW
theories DW (o) but with a twist matrix which is a multiple of N. If N is prime every [ will
generate a Lagrangian subgroup, so a solution to (B.11) implies that the theory is DW for
a certain choice of torsion. This is important in the main text, as it implements the correct

fusion laws for twisted sectors on invariant boundaries.

Notice that the factorization theorem for r = 1 still applies. This means that, given a

Zy subgroup with nontrivial anomaly p, we can write:
ANT — ANP o ANT" (B.12)

And 77 is an r — 1 x r — 1 matrix. We use this decomposition property multiple times

throughout our work.
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C The case of charge conjugation

Here we expand on the case of charge conjugation C', which is the only O-form symmetry
defect with vanishing torsion. Since the 4d defect theory (3.48) or (4.1) with 7 = 0 is a
non-invertible TQFT, the twisted sector of the charge-conjugation defect does not host a
well defined MTC of line operators [50]. Consider the case of two defects V[T;] and V|75
whose fusion is C'. If 77 and 75 are such that 73; = 0 (they fuse onto C'), then

_
T=—5T75. (C.1)

Using our formalism, we indeed find that the braiding in A™~7t x5 AN~72 is degenerate,
because the braiding matrix Ko; in (4.33) has det ICy; = 0.9

Bulk fusion. Lines in the kernel of K couple to B, but have vanishing spin and do not
braid with anything else and thus do not form a well defined MTC. They are the naive

restriction of the lines W of the C-twisted sector when we decouple the lines charged under

o.

To understand the fusion we must also take into account nonlocal lines. The D[T;|x D[T]

system is described by a braiding matrix:

0 1 0 0

_ 11 77 0 ¢
K 1'=— 2 C.2
Nl1o o 0 1]’ (€.2)

0 £ 1 7T

with a basis made up of (I'y, ¥, 'y, U5). Thus we label a line by its charges (ni, my, ns, ms)
under the above generators. The vectors (7ymy, —my,0,0) and (0, 0, Tams, —ms) are charged
only under B transformations, while the vectors (ny,0,0,0) and (0, 0, 12, 0) are charged under

®; and P, respectively. In the variables ®, ®; the lines charged only under ® are (nq, 0, n;,0).

We want to decompose this system. First, lines of the form:

Tin
io|
—Ton

n

(C.3)

*8One uses that if K = (& 5) and A is invertible, then det(K) = det(A) det(D—CA~'B). Another simple

.. .. _ . T Ts
way to see this is to perform the redefinition n; — 7 lgnl, then the matrix becomes: Ko 1 = 22 ,
bl A\

which indeed has half rank.
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are neutral w.r.t. all gauge transformations of the 4d bulk and form an AN~ (71+72) decoupled

theory. Lines which do not braid with them must satisfy the condition

ny — No + g(ml -+ mg) = 0. (04)
We choose the basis:
nq %ng %(F — 1)77,3
0 r
Ln1 = 9 Ln2 = En2 9 Ln3 = € ng (05)
ny 5712 51_‘713
0 —MNo (1 — F)’I’Lg

with D = (T +T3) " (T2 + 5)- Notice that the relevant definitions can be read off from our
Lagrangian computations in Section 4.1. The line L; is charged only under ®, L,, under ®
and ®; while L,,, only under B and ®. Between these lines, L,, have nontrivial spin :

v

0,, = exp (Nn;(Tl + E)ng) , (C.6)

and does not braid with both L; and Ls. Therefore it forms a decoupled AN 7172(®) factor
where ® = (T} +T)(®,+T'®). Since 0, =1, 0,, = exp (%nd To1n3), Baing = exp (Zin]ns)
they form a (Zyxn)n7s, (B, ®) theory, which is the twisted sector for V/[73,]:

DITi] x DITs) = | ANTHT(@) x AN DTy (C.7)

Notice that:
ANTIHT2 o AN—T=T2 — (ZN X ZN)N(TIJrTQ) (CS)

and also that the decoupled coefficient A™N~71=72 is the same decoupled TQFT as in the
normal bulk fusion, which is the correct leftover coefficient once ®; is integrated out. This

formula generalizes smoothly to the case of charge conjugation for which 75, = 0.

Boundary fusion Now we can understand fusions on a gapped boundary £. All gapped
boundaries are C-invariant, thus the twisted sector will host a genuine GW operator in the

gauged theory, plus a condensate coming from the fusion.

First we must discuss what happens to the full defect D[T] when it approaches the
gapped boundary. In the 4d zero form symmetry defect V[T] we have a coupling BT ®. As
we move to the boundary this becomes BT & — b, [T®. We expand

<1>:z¢l+“;£ = To=0,,
Liu
o (C.9)
B=1,b +—= = ["B=1,
u,l
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where u is the generator of S defined in Section 3 and u; = (,u) is such that [Tu = [Tu, #0

#. Labelling a line L, ,, in the twisted sector by its charges (n, m) under I' and ¥ we find

that the lines
—T1
w) (=T (C.10)
0 l

are charged only under ¢; and b; respectively. They form a DW theory with braiding matrix

.
e B (C.11)
lTul —tl

After a rescaling of the electric generator this becomes a (Zy)ny, (¢, b)) DW theory. Re-

maining lines need to have trivial braiding with these generators. They have a basis given

by
(0-6)

N T
K= (z‘(') L ) . (C.13)
uou Tu

To get a more familiar result notice that u = 7', is a good choice for u as long as the

with braiding matrix

boundary is not invariant. In these variables the lines

Ly
(n) i

have spin exp ( —“Nit L) and couple only to b, with unit charge. They thus correctly reproduce
the sub-theory AN~ (b, ). We conclude that this procedure is consistent with the one used
in section 4.3 where the field ® was integrated out. However this procedure is more general
and in particular it can be extended to the case of charge conjugation. We have shown that

in general

D[T] = (Zn)-nt,(bi, 1) X (Zn) nur7u(b1, 1) - (C.15)

We want now to discuss the fusions of two twist defects on the gapped boundary. A
simple way to derive the boundary fusion is to start from the formula (C.7), impose boundary
conditions which set the decoupled DW theories to one on the boundary (which is a consistent

boundary condition) and divide

(Zn X Zx)o(B. ®) = (Zn)o(dr. bi) x (Zn)o(br, 1) (C.16)

49When T # 0 we can choose u = 7 ~!l, and we find b, = lIT‘lB = tLI;L.
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The first term is generated by lines:

0)-0)
0-()

Notice that the braiding are non-degenerate owning to [[u = [Tu; # 0. The first term is

While the second by lines:

also a decoupled DW theory which can be set to one on the boundary, while the second term

is a condensate for the Zy surviving there. One would then conclude
De[Ti] x De[Ta) = (Zn)o(by, 61) De[0], (C.19)

for a trivial D.[0].
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