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Abstract

We study quantum field theories with boundaries by utilizing non-invertible symmetries.
We consider three kinds of boundary conditions of the four dimensional Z2 lattice gauge theory
at the critical point as examples. The weights of the elements on the boundary is determined
so that these boundary conditions are related by the Kramers-Wannier-Wegner (KWW) duality.
In other words, it is required that the KWW duality defects ending on the boundary is topolog-
ical. Moreover, we obtain the ratios of the hemisphere partition functions with these boundary
conditions; this result constrains the boundary renormalization group flows.

1 Introduction
Recently, topological defects in quantum field theories have been attracting attention, and actively
studied as a generalization of symmetries [1]. One class of such generalizations is non-invertible
symmetry. The non-invertible symmetries do not have any group structure, but they have structures
of (higher) fusion categories [2,3]. The study of such non-invertible symmetries has been active in
two dimensions [4–25], as well as in higher dimensions [26–55]. For more references on the recent
developments on the generalized symmetry, see [56] and references therein.

In two-dimensional conformal field theories (CFTs), the conformal anomaly is monotonically
decreasing along the renormalization group flow; this is called the “c-theorem” [57]. This theorem
is useful for understanding the renormalization group flow. A similar theorem exists in four di-
mensions and is called the “a-theorem” [58–61]. A similar statement is conjectured for conformal
field theories with boundaries [62–65]; the hemisphere partition function with a given conformal
boundary condition is monotonically decreasing along boundary renormalization group flow in two
and three dimensions and monotonically increasing in four dimensions. This statement is proved
in two dimensions [66,67], in three dimensions [68], and in four dimensions [69]. In this paper, we
call the hemisphere partition function the “g-function.”

Ordinary symmetries give relations between g-functions. Actually, if two boundary conditions
are related by an ordinary symmetry, their g-functions are identical to each other. For example,
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let us consider spin up and spin down fixed boundary conditions, denoted by +,−, respectively, in
the two-dimensional Ising CFT. Their g-functions 𝑔± satisfy 𝑔+ = 𝑔− since they are related by the
spin flip symmetry. In terms of the topological defect, this equality comes from the fact that the
boundary conditions ± are related by the fusion of the spin flip symmetry defect, whose quantum
dimension is 1.

Figure 1: Derivation of the relation between the g-functions. The gray disks are hemispheres
on which the Ising CFT lives. The black boundary represents the fixed boundary condition +
and the blue boundary represents the free boundary condition 0. The green circle is the KW
duality defect. The KW duality defect can act on the boundary with the + boundary condition,
and change the boundary condition to the 0 boundary condition (the left-hand side). On the
other hand, a circular KW duality defect that does not contain operators inside can be replaced
by its quantum dimension

√
2 (the right-hand side).

Non-invertible symmetries also give relations between g-functions in the same way. For exam-
ple, let us consider the two-dimensional Ising CFT again. In addition to ± boundary conditions, we
also have the free boundary condition 0, whose g-function is denoted by 𝑔0. Now consider the Ising
CFT on a two-dimensional hemisphere with + boundary condition, and place on that hemisphere
the non-invertible topological defect associated with the Kramers-Wannier (KW) duality with 𝑆1

topology (see Figure 1). Here, we can use two identities. One is that the fusion of the KW duality
defect and the + boundary is identical to the 0 boundary. The other is that the 𝑆1 KW duality defect
without any operator insertion inside can be replaced by its quantum dimension

√
2. As a result,

we obtain the relation:

𝑔0 =
√

2𝑔+. (1.1)

One can check that this relation actually holds by constructing the boundary states [70]. However,
we emphasize that this relation only depends on the structure of the “symmetry” and independent
of the detail of the dynamics, and therefore such relations hold for other theories with the same
symmetry as the Ising CFT. According to the two-dimensional g-theorem, this formula indicates
that the renormalization group flow from the + boundary conditions to the 0 boundary conditions
is prohibited.

In this paper, we consider non-invertible symmetries and boundaries in four dimensions and
obtain relations of g-functions in the similar way as in two dimensions. In particular, we consider
various boundary conditions of the four-dimensional Z2 lattice gauge theory, and computed the
ratios of their g-functions. We utilize the topological defect associated with the Kramers-Wannier-
Wegner (KWW) duality [71] of this theory, which is obtained in [29]. We employ the lattice ap-
proach [12, 29] to describe the topological defects and the boundaries.

Here let us summarize the results. We consider three boundary conditions. One is the Dirichlet
boundary condition in which all the link variables on the boundary are fixed to be 1. This boundary
condition is denoted by D. Another one is a kind of Dirichlet boundary condition in which all
the plaquettes are fixed to be 1. This boundary condition is denoted by D̃. The other one is the
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Neumann boundary condition denoted by N. Let 𝑔D, 𝑔D̃, 𝑔N denote the g-functions for D, D̃, N,
respectively. We require that the KWW duality defects ending on the boundaries are topological,
and obtain the values of the parameters of these boundary conditions. Although these boundary
conditions seem to be related by the fusion of the KWW duality defect, it is not easy to obtain the
fusion rule directly in our approach. Instead, we consider the configuration shown in Figure 2 to
find the relations between the g-functions:

1
2
𝑔D =

1
√

2
𝑔N = 𝑔D̃. (1.2)

This result implies that the renormalization group flow from D to N and from N to D̃ are prohibited
according to the g-theorem in four dimensions.

Figure 2: The configuration that we consider in this paper to derive the relations between the
g-functions. The gray disk is a four-dimensional hemisphere on which the Z2 gauge theory
lives. The black boundary represents D or D̃, and the blue boundary represents N. The green
line represents a KWW duality defect on 𝐷3 that has 𝑆2 edges on 𝑆3 at the boundary of the
hemisphere.

Although we only study the Z2 lattice gauge theory in this paper, exactly the same non-invertible
symmetry exists in other quantum field theories such as the four-dimensional Maxwell theory with
𝜏 = 2𝑖 [30] and the N = 4 𝑆𝑈 (2) super Yang-Mills theory [31]. Since our approach is independent
of the detail of the dynamics, it is also applicable to these theories. Moreover, a lot of examples
of non-invertible symmetries are found in quantum field theories in four dimensions. The same
approach should be useful to investigate boundaries in these theories.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the four-dimensional Z2 lattice
gauge theory with boundaries and the KWW duality defects connected to the boundaries. We con-
sider three kinds of boundary conditions related by the fusion of the duality defects. We determine
the weights of the elements so that the junctions are topological. Furthermore, we find the expec-
tation value of the duality defects with the 𝐷3 topology. In Section 3, we find the relations between
g-functions by using these results. Section 4 is devoted to conclusions and discussions.

2 Four-dimensional Z2 lattice gauge theory with boundary and
the duality defects

2.1 Four-dimensional Z2 lattice gauge theory
In this subsection, we explain the formulation of bulk system. We consider the 4-dimensional pure
Z2 lattice gauge theory. Here, we use the formulation of [29].

We introduce two types of cubic lattices in order to describe the duality defects [12,29]. These
lattices are dual to each other. We call the first lattice the active lattice. We call links and sites in
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the active lattice active links and active sites, respectively. In the active lattice, we assign a link
variable𝑈 = (−1)𝑎 (𝑎 = 0, 1) to each active link. We also assign the weights

𝑠 =
1
√

2
, 𝑙 =

1
√

2
(2.1)

for each active site, and each active link, respectively. These values are determined in [29].
We call the other lattice the inactive lattice. We call links and sites in the inactive lattice active

links and active sites, respectively. The inactive lattice is an auxiliary lattice with no degrees of
freedom. Each weights of inactive sites and links are 1. These values are determined in [29].

In order to describe this pair of lattices, we introduce coordinates (𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, 𝑥4) ∈ R4. We de-
fine two lattices Λ := {(𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, 𝑥4) |𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, 𝑥4 ∈ 2Z} and Λ̂ := {(𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, 𝑥4) |𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, 𝑥4 ∈
2Z + 1}, which are dual to each other. We do not fix the roles of Λ and Λ̂ for convenience. In some
cases, Λ is the active lattice and Λ̂ is the inactive lattice. In the other cases, Λ̂ is the active lattice
and Λ is the inactive lattice.

Let 𝑈𝑖 = (−1)𝑎𝑖 (𝑖 = 1, 2, 3, 4) be the link variables of the four links in a plaquette and 𝐾 be a
real parameter. We also call 𝑎𝑖 a link variable. We assign the Boltzmann weight to this plaquette:

𝑊 (𝑎1, 𝑎2, 𝑎3.𝑎4) = exp
(
𝐾 (−1) (𝑎1+𝑎2+𝑎3+𝑎4)

)
. (2.2)

The partition function of the Z2 lattice gauge theory is given by

𝑍 =
∑︁
{𝑎}

©«
∏
active
sites

𝑠
ª®®¬
©«
∏
active
links

𝑙
ª®®¬
∏
𝑖∈𝐶

𝑊 (𝑎 𝑗1 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗2 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗3 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗4 (𝑖)), (2.3)

where 𝐶 is the set of all active plaquettes and 𝑗1(𝑖), 𝑗2(𝑖), 𝑗3(𝑖), 𝑗4(𝑖) are the four active links in the
active plaquette 𝑖. 𝑎 𝑗 is the link variable of the link 𝑗 .

We fix the parameter 𝐾 to the self-dual point:

𝐾𝑐 = − 1
√

2
log(−1 +

√
2). (2.4)

At this self dual point, we can construct non-invertible KWW duality defect. A building block of
the KWW duality defects is a tetrahedral prism that contains two tetrahedrons. Each tetrahedron
in a building block includes an active link and an inactive link. We assign the weight 𝐷 (𝑎, �̃�) to
a building block, where 𝑎 and �̃� are link variables of the two active links in the building block.
𝐷 (𝑎, �̃�) is determined in [29] so that the duality defect is topological:

𝐷 (𝑎, �̃�) = (−1)𝑎�̃� . (2.5)

2.2 Boundary conditions
In this subsection, we introduce three types of boundary conditions. We consider one Neumann
boundary condition and two types of Dirichlet boundary conditions for the link variable 𝑎.

We consider spacetime 𝑀:

𝑀 := {(𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, 𝑥4) |𝑥1 ≥ 0}. (2.6)
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The boundary of 𝑀 is located at 𝑥1 = 0 and is a part of Λ. We consider both cases that Λ is the
inactive lattice and the active lattice.

First, we consider the case that Λ is the inactive lattice. In this case, there are no active links on
the boundary. Thus, we do not impose any condition on the active links, and therefore this boundary
condition is the free or Neumann boundary condition. We denote this Neumann boundary condition
by N. We can assign arbitrary weights for each link and site on the boundary. Here, we fix these
values to 1 for simplicity. Then, the partition function 𝑍N with this boundary condition is given by

𝑍N =
∑︁
{𝑎}

©«
∏
active
sites

𝑠
ª®®¬
©«
∏
active
links

𝑙
ª®®¬
∏
𝑖∈𝐶

𝑊 (𝑎 𝑗1 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗2 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗3 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗4 (𝑖)). (2.7)

Now, we use the same notation as (2.3).
Second, we consider the case that Λ is the active lattice. We study two types of Dirichlet bound-

ary conditions. These two boundary conditions look quite similar, but actually they are different.
One Dirichlet boundary condition is that all the link variables 𝑎 on the boundary are fixed to 0.

We call this boundary condition D. The weights of a site, a link and, a plaquette at the boundary
are denoted by 𝑠D, 𝑙D, and 𝑊D, respectively. We will determine these values later. The partition
function 𝑍D with this boundary condition is given by

𝑍D =
∑︁
{𝑎}

©«
∏

bulk active
sites

𝑠
ª®®¬
©«

∏
bulk active

links

𝑙
ª®®¬
©«

∏
boundary

sites

𝑠D

ª®®®¬
©«

∏
boundary

links

𝑙D

ª®®®¬
©«

∏
boundary
plaquettes

𝑊D

ª®®®¬
∏
𝑖∈𝐶

𝑊 (𝑎 𝑗1 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗2 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗3 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗4 (𝑖)).

(2.8)

Here, 𝐶 is the set of all the active plaquettes which contain at least one bulk active link, and
𝑗1(𝑖), 𝑗2(𝑖), 𝑗3(𝑖), 𝑗4(𝑖) are active links in active plaquette 𝑖. The summation for {𝑎} is taken for
all possible configuration which satisfy the boundary condition.

Another Dirichlet boundary condition is that all plaquettes on the boundary are 0. We call this
boundary condition D̃. The weights for a site and a link at the boundary are denoted by 𝑠D̃ and
𝑙D̃, respectively. The boundary Boltzmann weight is denoted by 𝑊D̃𝛿

mod 2
𝑎1+𝑎2+𝑎3+𝑎4,0, where 𝑎𝑖 (𝑖 =

1, 2, 3, 4) are the link variables of the links in this plaquette. Here, 𝛿mod 2
𝑎,0 is defined as

𝛿mod 2
𝑎,0 :=

{
0 (𝑎 : odd)
1 (𝑎 : even)

. (2.9)

The partition function 𝑍D̃ with this boundary condition is as follows:

𝑍D̃ =
∑︁
{𝑎}

©«
∏

bulk active
sites

𝑠
ª®®¬
©«

∏
bulk active

links

𝑙
ª®®¬
©«

∏
boundary

sites

𝑠D̃

ª®®®¬
©«

∏
boundary

links

𝑙D̃

ª®®®¬
×

( ∏
𝑘∈𝐶𝐵

𝑊D̃𝛿
mod 2
𝑎 𝑗1 (𝑘)+𝑎 𝑗2 (𝑘)+𝑎 𝑗3 (𝑘)+𝑎 𝑗4 (𝑘) ,0

) ∏
𝑖∈𝐶

𝑊 (𝑎 𝑗1 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗2 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗3 (𝑖) , 𝑎 𝑗4 (𝑖)). (2.10)
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Now,𝐶𝐵 is the set of all boundary plaquettes,𝐶 is the set of all bulk plaquettes, and 𝑗1(𝑖), 𝑗2(𝑖), 𝑗3(𝑖), 𝑗4(𝑖)
are links in the plaquette 𝑖. The summation {𝑎} is taken for all possible configurations of the link
variables. The boundary condition is imposed by the boundary Boltzmann weight.

Figure 3: A schematic picture of a quarter 16-cell. The black plaquette represents a plaquette
on the boundary and the blue square dot represents a link in the bulk.

There are two kinds of basic units on the boundary. One of them is the convex hull of a plaquette
on the boundary lattice Λ and the closest link to the plaquette in the bulk in Λ̂ as shown in Figure 3.
We call this basic unit quarter 16-cell. The surface of a quarter 16-cell contains six cells; four
of them are tetrahedrons and two of them are square pyramids. For example, a quarter 16-cell
is the convex hull of the six points (0, 0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 0, 2), (0, 0, 2, 0), (0, 0, 2, 2), (1,−1, 1, 1) and
(1, 1, 1, 1).

The other basic unit is the convex hull of a three-dimensional cube on the boundary and a site
closest to the cube in the bulk as shown in Figure 4. We call this unit a cubic cone. The surface of
a cubic cone contains seven cells; six of them are square pyramids and one of them is a cube. We
consider the commutation relation on a cubic cone in Sec. 2.3.

Figure 4: A schematic picture of a cubic cone. The black dots and lines represent sites and links
on the boundary, respectively. The blue dot represents a site in the bulk.

2.3 Topological defects ending on the boundary
Let us consider the KWW duality defects ending on the boundary. The KWW duality swap the
active lattice and the inactive lattice. Therefore, we expect that the KWW duality defects connect
N and D or D̃ on the boundary. In this subsection, we study conditions that the KWW duality defects
are topological on the boundary; we call this conditions “boundary defect commutation relations.”
By the boundary defect commutation relations, we decide the boundary Boltzmann weights and the
weights of the sites and the links on the boundary.

Here, we introduce a building block of KWW duality defects that end on the boundary in ad-
dition to the tetrahedral prism in the bulk considered in [29]. This additional building block of
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KWW duality defects is a doubled square pyramid that has a pair of active and inactive plaquette
on the boundary and a pair of active and inactive sites closest to the plaquette in a bulk as shown in
Figure 5.

Figure 5: A schematic picture of a building block of KWW duality defects on a boundary.
The unit is defined on a doubled square pyramid. Each square pyramid includes a boundary
plaquette and a bulk site closest to the plaquette.

We consider two types of boundary defect commutation relations; one is associated with a
cubic cone, and the other is associated with a quarter 16-cell. By combining defect commutation
relations studied in [29] and boundary defect commutation relations on a cubic cone and a quarter
16-cell, KWW duality defects can be deformed smoothly even when KWW duality defects end on
the boundary. We obtain the weights of the elements on the boundary from the defect commutation
relations on a cubic cone. We study the boundary defect commutation relations on a cubic cone in
this section. On the other hand, the boundary defect commutation relations on a quarter 16-cell are
satisfied for arbitrary values of the weights of the elements on the boundary. We study boundary
defect commutation relations on a quarter 16-cell in Appendix A.

Let us consider boundary defect commutation relations associated with a cubic cone. A cubic
cone contains six square pyramids on which KWW defects can be placed. A defect commutation
relation relates a configuration of a KWW duality defect and another one with the same topology
that are different only around a cubic cone. There are six boundary defect commutation relations
of the KWW defect connecting D and N up to rotation as shown in Figure 6. There are also six
boundary defect commutation relations connecting D̃ and N depicted by the same figures.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 6: Schematic pictures of boundary defect commutation relations on a cubic cone. Blue
lattices represent the N boundary condition. Black lattices represent D or D̃ boundary condition.
Some of square pyramids are filled by the KWW duality defects which are represented by green
surfaces.
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The defect commutation relations associated with D and N boundary conditions depicted by
Figures 6(a)–(f) are given, respectively, by

𝑊6
D𝑙

12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝D = 𝑊5

D𝑙
12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

5
D, (2.11)

𝑊6
D𝑙

12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

2
D = 𝑊4

D𝑙
11
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

4
D, (2.12)

𝑊6
D𝑙

12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

3
D = 𝑊3

D𝑙
9
D𝑠

7
D𝑝

3
D, (2.13)

𝑊6
D𝑙

12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

3
D = 𝑊3

D𝑙
10
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

3
D, (2.14)

𝑊2
D𝑙

7
D𝑠

6
D𝑝

2
D = 𝑊6

D𝑙
12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

4
D, (2.15)

𝑊D𝑙
4
D𝑠

4
D𝑝D = 𝑊6

D𝑙
12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

5
D. (2.16)

Note that the Boltzmann weight of the top active plaquette in the right-hand side of Figure 6(a) does
not contribute to the partition function as shown in Eq. (2.11). This is because the inside of this
plaquette does not belong to D or D̃, but it belongs to N. Eqs. (2.11)–(2.16) are not independent.
They are equivalent to the three equations:

𝑊D = 𝑝4
D, (2.17)

𝑊3
D𝑙

2
D = 1, (2.18)

𝑊3
D𝑙

3
D𝑠D = 1. (2.19)

On the other hand, the defect commutation relations associated with D̃ and N boundary condi-
tions depicted by Figures 6(a)–(f) are given, respectively, by

𝑊6
D̃
𝑙12
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝D̃ = 𝑊5

D̃
𝑙12
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝5

D̃
, (2.20)

2𝑊6
D̃
𝑙12
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝2

D̃
= 𝑊4

D̃
𝑙11
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝4

D̃
, (2.21)

23𝑊6
D̃
𝑙12
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝3

D̃
= 𝑊3

D̃
𝑙9
D̃
𝑠7
D̃
𝑝3

D̃
, (2.22)

22𝑊6
D̃
𝑙12
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝3

D̃
= 𝑊3

D̃
𝑙10
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝3

D̃
, (2.23)

𝑊2
D𝑙

7
D𝑠

6
D𝑝

2
D = 25𝑊6

D𝑙
12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

4
D, (2.24)

𝑊1
D𝑙

4
D𝑠

4
D𝑝D = 28𝑊6

D𝑙
12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

5
D. (2.25)

Here, 𝛿mod 2 and summations of link variables common to both sides are omitted. The numerical
coefficients 2𝑛 in Eqs. (2.21)–(2.25) are the numbers of the configurations of the link variables that
satisfy the boundary condition. Eqs. (2.20)–(2.25) are not independent. They are equivalent to the
three equations:

𝑊D̃ = 𝑝4
D̃
, (2.26)

𝑊3
D̃
𝑙2
D̃
= 1, (2.27)

2𝑊3
D̃
𝑙3
D̃
𝑠D̃ = 1. (2.28)

2.4 𝐷3 expectation values
We consider a KWW duality defect on 𝐷3 whose edge is 𝑆2 on the boundary. See Figure 7. On
the boundary, the inside of this 𝑆2 is 𝑌 boundary and the outside of it is 𝑋 boundary, where 𝑌 is N
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Figure 7: Derivation of the 𝐷3 expectation value. The gray region represents the bulk on which
the Z2 gauge theory lives. The black or blue vertical lines represent boundaries. The green line
represents the KWW duality defect on 𝐷3 whose edge is 𝑆2 on the boundary. The black lines
represent the 𝑋 boundary condition. The blue line inside the 𝑆2 represents the 𝑌 boundary.
When no other operator is contained inside the 𝐷3, we can replace it with 𝐷3 expectation value
𝑄(𝑋;𝑌 ).

and 𝑋 is D or D̃, or vise versa. When no other operator is contained inside this 𝐷3, we can replace
it with a topological local operator on the boundary. This topological local operator turn out to be
a c-number times the identity operator. Let us call this c-number the “𝐷3 expectation value” and
denote it by 𝑄(𝑋;𝑌 ). In this section, we compute the 𝐷3 expectation values. In the following,
we determine the 𝐷3 expectation values by considering the duality defects placed on all the square
pyramids of a cubic cone as in the left-hand side of Figure 8.

(a) (b)

Figure 8: Configrations used to obtain 𝐷3 expectation values. The KWW duality defect con-
nects N boundary condition and 𝑋 boundary condition, where 𝑋 is D or D̃. In the left-hand side,
all the square pyramids on the surface of a cubic cone are filled by the KWW duality defect.
On the other hand, there is no KWW duality defect in the right-hand side. The roles of 𝑋 and
N are interchanged between (a) and (b).

First, we consider 𝑄(N; D) and 𝑄(D; N). The relations of Figure 8 reads

𝑊6
D𝑙

12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

6
D = 𝑄(N; D), (2.29)

𝑊6
D𝑙

12
D 𝑠

8
D𝑝

6
D𝑠 = 𝑄(D; N)𝑊6

D𝑙
12
D 𝑠

8
D. (2.30)

Here, 𝑠 = 1√
2

in (2.30) is the weight assigned to the active site in the bulk (2.1). By using Eqs. (2.17),
(2.18), (2.19), 𝑄(N; D) and 𝑄(D; N) are expressed in terms of𝑊D as

𝑄(N; D) = 𝑊
3
2
D , (2.31)

𝑄(D; N) = 1
√

2
𝑊

3
2
D . (2.32)

Next, we consider 𝑄(N; D̃) and 𝑄(D̃; N). The relations of Figure 8 reads

27𝑊6
D̃
𝑙12
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝6

D̃
= 𝑄(N; D̃), (2.33)

𝑊6
D̃
𝑙12
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
𝑝6

D̃
𝑠 = 𝑄(D̃; N)𝑊6

D̃
𝑙12
D̃
𝑠8
D̃
. (2.34)

9



Here, the coefficient 27 on the left side of Eq. (2.33) is the number of possible configurations of the
boundary link variables that satisfy the boundary condition. The 𝐷3 expectation values 𝑄(N; D̃),
𝑄(D̃; N) are expressed in terms of𝑊D̃ by using the relations (2.26), (2.27), (2.28) as

𝑄(N; D̃) = 1
2
𝑊

3
2

D̃
, (2.35)

𝑄(D̃; N) = 1
√

2
𝑊

3
2

D̃
. (2.36)

By the above calculations, we find that a duality defect with 𝐷3 topology with no other operator
inside can be replaced by the 𝐷3 expectation value times the identity operator. We also express the
𝐷3 expectation values in terms of the Boltzmann weight on the boundary.

3 Relations between g-functions
In this section, we derive the relations between g-functions. Since it is not easy to obtain the
fusion rule directly in the AMF approach, we obtain those relations from the 𝐷3 expectation values
𝑄(𝑋;𝑌 ) that we obtained in Section 2.4.

Figure 9: The derivation of the relation between g-functions. The green line represents the
KWW duality defect on 𝐷3 ending on 𝑆2 on the boundary of the four-dimensional hemisphere
on which the Z2 lattice gauge theory lives. This KWW duality defect connects the boundary
conditions 𝑋 and 𝑌 .The black boundary represents the boundary condition 𝑋 , and the blue
boundary represents the boundary condition 𝑌 . We use the identity in Figure 7 in two different
ways: the left-hand side and the right-hand side.

We consider the Z2 lattice gauge theory on a four-dimensional hemisphere. Then, we place a
duality defect on 𝐷3 that ends on 𝑆2 on the boundary of the four-dimensional hemisphere. The
boundary conditions of the theory change from D to N or from D̃ to N at the edge of this KWW
duality defect. Let 〈𝑉〉 be the partition function of this system. As we found in Section 2.4, this
defect can be replaced by the 𝐷3 expectation value. In particular, since this spacetime is a four-
dimensional hemisphere, we can use this identity in two different ways as shown in Figure 9. As a
result, we obtain the relation:

𝑔𝑋𝑄(𝑋;𝑌 ) = 〈𝑉〉 = 𝑔𝑌𝑄(𝑌 ; 𝑋), (3.1)

where 𝑋 and 𝑌 denote the two boundary conditions connected by the duality defect. In particular,
Eq. (3.1) for (𝑋,𝑌 ) = (D,N) and (𝑋,𝑌 ) = (D̃,N) read

𝑔D𝑄(D; N) = 𝑔N𝑄(N; D), (3.2)
𝑔D̃𝑄(D̃; N) = 𝑔N𝑄(N; D̃), (3.3)
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where 𝑔D, 𝑔D̃, and 𝑔N denote the g-functions of D, D̃, and N, respectively. From these equations and
the expressions of the 𝐷3 expectation values (2.31), (2.32), (2.35), (2.36), we obtain the relations
between g-functions:

1
2
𝑔D =

1
√

2
𝑔N = 𝑔D̃. (3.4)

Due to the four-dimensional g-theorem, the g-function is monotonically increasing along the
boundary renormalization group flow. Therefore, the relation (3.4) implies that the boundary renor-
malization group flows from D̃ to N and from N to D are prohibited.

Although, it is not easy to obtain the fusion rules in the AMF approach, we obtain them indirectly
from Eq. (3.4) and the 𝑆3 expectation value of the duality defect 1√

2
:

D × 𝐾 = N, N × 𝐾 = D̃, (3.5)

where 𝐾 is the KWW duality defect. This is also consistent with the bulk fusion rule 𝐾 × 𝐾 = 𝐶,
where 𝐶 is the codimension one condensation defect of the Z2 one-form symmetry [32, 35]; the
fusion rule D × 𝐶 = D̃ derived from this bulk fusion rule and Eq. (3.5) agrees with the definitions
of D and D̃.

4 Conclusion and discussion
In this paper, we study four-dimensional Z2 lattice gauge theory with three types of boundary con-
ditions: D, D̃, and N. We determine the weights of the elements on the boundary so that the KWW
duality defects can be smoothly deformed. With these solutions, we get the ratios of the hemisphere
partition functions with N, D and D̃. These ratios constrain possible boundary renormalization
group flows.

In this paper, we only investigate the commutation relations of the KWW defects ending on
the flat boundary; this is enough for determining the ratios of g-functions. However, we have to
determine the weights of the elements on the corners in order to define the partition function on a
spacetime that has hemisphere topology, e.g. a hyper cube. This is an interesting future problem.

We only study the four-dimensional Z2 gauge theory, but our conclusions are expected to be the
same for other theories with the same non-invertible symmetry. For example, the four-dimensional
Maxwell theory with the complex coupling 𝜏 = 2𝑖 [30] and the N = 4 𝑆𝑈 (2) super Yang-Mills
theory with 𝜏 = 𝑖 have exactly the same symmetry [31]. Moreover, there are a lot of non-invertible
symmetries in continuous quantum field theories in four dimensions. It is an interesting future
problem to study various boundary conditions and g-functions in these quantum field theories by
using these non-invertible symmetries. In this case, it should be a nice approach to find the fusion
rules using the continuous field theory pictures as done in [30, 31, 35–37]

It is also interesting to investigate non-topological defects and interfaces by using non-invertible
symmetries. There is also the g-theorem or g-conjecture related to defects and interfaces [63, 64,
72, 67, 68, 65, 73–75, 69]. In particular, some of them are known to have string theory duals. Non-
invertible symmetries are also investigated in the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence [39, 40,
44]. Therefore, it will be interesting to study defects, interfaces and non-invertible symmetries in
terms of branes in the string theory.
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A Commutation relations on quarter 16-cell
We study boundary defect commutation relations on a quarter 16-cell. A quarter 16-cell contains
four tetrahedrons and two square pyramids. Let us consider a configuration of a KWW duality
defect and a quarter 16-cell. Suppose some tetrahedrons and one square pyramid on the surface of
this quarter 16-cell are filled by the KWW duality defect. We require that the partition function does
not change even if the duality defect is deformed around the quarter 16-cell without changing the
topology. This condition is called a “boundary defect commutation relation.” There are four defect
commutation relations of the KWW duality defect connecting D and N as shown in Figure 10.
There are also four defect commutation relations connecting D̃ and N depicted by the same figures.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 10: Boundary defect commutation relations on a quarter 16-cell. Black plaquettes repre-
sent plaquettes on the boundary with D or D̃ boundary condition and blue plaquettes represent
plaquettes on the boundary with N boundary condition. Black square dots and blue square dots
represent active links and inactive links in the bulk, respectively. Black circular dots and blue
circular dots represent active sites and inactive sites, respectively. Some of four tetrahedrons are
filled by the KWW duality defect that are represented by green surfaces. One square pyramid
out of two is filled by the KWW defect thought it is omitted in the figure.
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All of these boundary defect commutation relations are satisfied for arbitrary values of the
weights of the elements on the boundary if we use the bulk weights obtained in [29]. For example,
the boundary defect commutation relations of Figure 10c connecting D̃ and N reads∑︁

𝑎1,𝑎2,𝑎3,𝑎4

𝑊D̃𝛿
mod 2
𝑎1+𝑎2+𝑎3+𝑎4,0𝑝D̃𝑠

4
D̃
𝑙4
D̃
𝑠

=
∑︁

𝑎1,𝑎2,𝑎3,𝑎4,𝑎5

𝑊D̃𝛿
mod 2
𝑎1+𝑎2+𝑎3+𝑎4,0𝑝D̃𝑠

4
D̃
𝑙4
D̃
𝑠2𝑙1𝐷 (𝑎5, 𝑎1)𝐷 (𝑎5, 𝑎2)𝐷 (𝑎5, 𝑎3)𝐷 (𝑎5, 𝑎4). (A.1)

Here 𝑎1, 𝑎2, 𝑎3, 𝑎4 are link variables on the boundary, 𝑎5 is a link variable in the bulk and 𝑙 = 𝑠 =
1√
2

are weights in the bulk. This equation is an identity with respect to𝑊D̃, 𝑝D̃, 𝑠D̃, 𝑙D̃.
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