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1 Introduction

Recent years have seen a sweeping generalization of the concept of global symmetry applied
throughout theoretical physics [1-3]. Approximately in parallel, fracton phases of matter
[4, 5] emerged as phenomena requiring a framework. Fractons are quasiparticles that cannot
move. Depending on the specifics of the model in which they emerge, they might be able
to form mobile bound states. These mobile bound states often only have mobility in some
directions - hence names such as lineon and planon. Fracton phases of matter are gapped
phases of matter that possess these excitations !. Like topological phases of matter (see,
for example, [7] for a treatment), they have a ground state degeneracy that is robust to
local perturbations and reliant on the topology of the manifold on which the system lives
(i.e. the presence of non-contractible cycles). Unlike in topological phases of matter, the
ground state degeneracy is often subextensive and depends sensitively on the number of
edges in the lattice. This, combined with the aforementioned mobility constraints, reflects
a peculiar sensitivity of the long distance “universal” physics to short distance data. These
features make it clear that fracton phases cannot be straightforwardly described using

!There are also gapless systems with particles with reduced mobility, see [4-6] and references therein.



topological quantum field theory, unlike their comparatively standard counterparts. This
raises a natural question: what describes the long distance physics of fractons?

Subsystem symmetry [9-11] plays a key role in the structure of fracton phases. On
the lattice, a subsystem symmetry only acts on parts of the lattice. In the continuum,
the defects associated with subsystem symmetries cannot undergo arbitrary (homological)
deformations 2, but must stay pinned to some submanifold of the space on which the system
lives. Field theories with subsystem symmetry have been thoroughly examined (c.f. [9-
11]), inspired by the fact that the effective field theory [8, 11] for a prototypical fracton
model called the X-Cube [13] possesses subsystem symmetries. This theory is of a BF type,
similar to the theories that describe topological phases [7], but the subsystem symmetry
is a crucial difference. The restriction on the deformation of symmetry defects is a probe
limit of the restricted mobility of the excitations. Moreover, the mixed ’t-Hooft anomalies
of the subsystem symmetries force the theories to have a non-trivial Hilbert space. After
suitable regularization, this accounts for the bizarre ground state degeneracy of fracton
phases. These field theories have been dubbed “exotic” field theories by [12].

Another line of work showed that some fracton phases, such as the X-Cube, are only
sensible on manifolds admitting a foliation [14]. This lead to a low energy description
of fracton phases in terms of foliated quantum field theory [15-17]. The key to foliated
quantum field theories is the foliation one form e that is perpendicular to the leaves of the
foliation. By coupling fields to e, one can engineer field theories whose defects have similar
mobility restrictions. For example, with three foliations, one can have defects that stay on
leaves (planons for flat foliations) or defects that must live at the intersection of two leaves
(lineons for flat foliations). In [15] the authors demonstrate that the lattice model for the
foliated field theory is in the same phase as the lattice model for the exotic field theory for
several gapped systems. Moreover, [17] remarks that foliated theories with a flat two form
gauge field appear to be related to symmetric, off diagonal tensor gauge theories such as
those in the exotic field theories.

Recently, [18] made the correspondence between foliated and exotic theories explicit
for some well known models. It did so by specifying which operator in the foliated theory
corresponded to which operator in the exotic field theory. This work seeks a constructive
approach to the duality outlined therein. Specifically, we show that by integrating out
certain fields in the foliated theory, one can address the constraints imposed in such a way
that the exotic theory falls out. Our procedure is a continuum version of the map in [15].
Before outlining the procedure, let’s recapitulate foliated and exotic field theory in some
more detail.

1.1 Foliated Field Theory

Foliated quantum field theory was introduced in [15] as a continuum description of cer-
tain fracton models, called foliated fracton phases. By foliated fracton phase, we mean a
fracton phase that can be defined on manifolds that admit a foliation [14]. We consider

2Any statements made about invariance under deformations supposes that the symmetry defect does
not cross an operator charged under the defect.



a codimension one foliation of a manifold, that is to say a decomposition along a certain
of the manifold into a union of codimension one manifolds called leaves. The foliation is
tracked by the foliation one form e = e,dx#. The vectors v/ tangent to each leaf of the
foliation must satisfy v*e, = 0, which is what we mean when we say the foliation one form
is perpendicular to the leaves of the foliation. The foliation one form must be supported
on the entire manifold, and must satisfy e A de = 0. We will assume that de = 0, though
generally de = e A w, where w is called the Godbilon-Vey invariant of the foliation. Since
we suppose de = 0, we can locally write e = df, for some zero form f. Integrating over e
counts the number of leaves in the foliation after one introduces a lattice regularization.
Note that the consistency conditions are agnostic to rescaling e i.e. e ~ e, for some zero
form ~. Thus, we can choose the number of leaves in the foliation, and the IR theory is
sensitive to this choice. This sort of UV /IR mixing is ubiquitous in fractonic field theories.
We can have multiple foliations, leading to multiple foliation one forms e.

The foliated field theories we study in this paper are variants of the following BF

theory:
£:ﬂ[Z(eA/\BA/\dAA—eA/\b/\AA)—i—b/\da] (1.1)
27 T
Let d be the number of spacetime dimensions. Here, a is a one form gauge field (albeit
with nonstandard gauge transformations, detailed below), b is a d — 2 form gauge field, A4
are 1 form gauge fields, and B# are d — 3 form gauge fields 3. Inspecting the first term of
the above Lagrangian informs us that A4 and B# only have components perpendicular to
the direction of e, so terms involving foliated gauge fields describe physics on the leaves of
a foliation. The third term is (up to the above subtlety in the gauge transformations) the
usual BF theory, and the middle term couples the two. While we view A4, B4, a, and b
as dynamical fields, we only consider static foliations in this work. The gauge holonomies,
which are probe limits of the excitations in the system 4, are the gauge invariant observables
in the theory. They care about the leaves of the foliation, and can naturally live on the
leaves or their intersections (considering leaves of different foliations, of course). By our
mapping onto an exotic field theory, we will see this explicitly throughout the paper. One
can also analyze the gauge holonomies directly in the foliated picture, see [15-18]. To
calculate the ground state degeneracy, one can solve Gauss’ law as in [18] and counting the
number of modes in the solution. Doing so involves counting the number of leaves in the
foliation, so we obtain a sub-extensive result.

Let us pause to clarify our notation, especially as compared to the literature. What
we denote as A4 A e is denoted A4 in [16] and B# in [17]. Similarly, what we denote
as BA A e? is denoted B4 in [16] and A4 in [17]. In this regard, our notation is most
similar to [15, 18]. Compared to the latter, we will differ by some signs, since we follow

3By p form gauge field, we of course mean a connection that is locally a p form. Generally, they are not
globally p forms. The same caveat applies to the fields that parameterize the gauge redundancy.

4To save words, we will often be sloppy about this and refer to the holonomy by the excitation of which
it is a probe limit. For example, we will often call holonomies on manifolds that cannot be deformed into
spatial directions fractons.



the conventions of [15] when writing our actions. The exceptions to this are that we work
in Euclidean signature and use {A} to index foliations rather than {k} °.

1.2 Exotic Field Theory

Exotic field theories are field theories that make subsystem symmetries apparent by dint
writing fields that transform under discrete subgroups of the rotation group. It is best to
illustrate with an example:
L= ﬂ[A»(@ AV — 9, AR)) 1 AL (8,0,AY)] (1.2)
A A k- T\ViUj .

Here, 1, j, k are distinct indices and ¢ and j are symmetric. Moreover, spatial indices label
transformation under Sy, the group orientation preserving rotations of a cube by m/2,
rather than transformation under SO(3). Details on the representation theory of Sy can
be found in [11]. As discussed in detail below, this theory’s gauge invariant operators are
gauge holonomies. Thanks to its non-standard gauge transformations, they are constrained
to live on lines and planes. Computing the ground state degeneracy amounts the counting
the operators, which amounts to counting planes. This diverges, and must be regularized
by placing the theory on a cubic lattice. This procedure yields the trademark subextensive
ground state degeneracy.

Throughout this paper, fields in exotic field theories are written in uppercase letters.
This will occassionally result in the need to capitalize fields when mapping from foliated
to exotic field theory ©.

1.3 Outline of the Paper

In this paper, we exploit a simple fact to obtain exotic field theories from foliated field the-
ories - the exotic field theories are foliated theories with the constraints that relate foliated
and standard gauge fields imposed. We do so by integrating out the time components of
the fields in the middle term of the first Lagrangian above.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. We begin with the foliated BF
theory in 2+1 dimensions. For 2 foliations, our procedure yields the exotic BF theory in
[9] and the correspondence between operators in [18]. We then move to the foliated BF
theory in 34+1 dimensions. For one foliation, our procedure yields a field theory for a stack
of toric codes (2+1 dimensional Zy gauge theories 7). We have not seen this field theory
in the literature before. For two foliations, we find the anisotropic theory with lineons,
which has appeared in several places [21-23]. For three foliations, we obtain the exotic BF
theory of the X-Cube from [8, 11] and the operator correspondence from [18]. We then
move to models obtained by coupling the foliated BF theory to additional gauge fields. Our
procedure yields novel theories that couple exotic gauge fields to conventional gauge fields

5We have other plans for the letter k.

“Notably, this means we operate well outside the convention in which lowercase fields are dynamical (i.e.
they appear in the path integral measure) and uppercase fields are background fields.

"In condensed matter literature, and in this paper, one often refers to Zy gauge theory as a toric code,
in homage to the lattice model introduced in [26].



and exhibit key physics of hybrid fracton phases introduced in [24], namely that fractonic
(reduced mobility) excitations can fuse to mobile excitations and vice-versa. Our work is
an important step in constructing a map from foliated to exotic field theories, which could
provide a systematic way to uncover further exotic field theories.

2 Foliated BF Theory in 2+1 Dimensions

In this section, we map the foliated BF theory in 241 dimensions to an exotic theory. We
obtain the exotic BF theory first described in [9]. Moreover, in mapping from the foliated
theory to the exotic theory, we identify fields in such a way that we naturally rederive the
field dictionary discussed in [18]. For the sake of keeping the present work self contained,
we discuss the exotic BF theory in detail, describing its gauge invariant operators and
deriving and interpreting its ground state degeneracy. Much of this discussion follows [9].
We recover the map from fields in the foliated theory to fields in the exotic theory that [18]
discusses as a consequence of our procedure.

We consider the foliated BF theory in 241 dimensions with two foliations e! = da and
e? = dy. The Lagrangian is

N
L= ;—[dm/\Bm/\dAx—i—dy/\By/\dAy—dm/\b/\A:”—dy/\b/\Ay—l—b/\da] (2.1)
™
Let us take roll of the fields involved. a is a one form gauge field with gauge redundancy

an~a+d\g— Z MdzA, (2.2)
A

b is a one form gauge field with gauge redundancy
b~ b+ duy, (2.3)
A4 A dz? is a foliated 1+1 form gauge field with redundancy
AL N dz? ~ AN A da?t 4 AN A da?, (2.4)
and B4 is a 0 form field with redundancy

B4 ~ BA 4 2rm? — p, (2.5)

4 is an integer valued function of z# alone. The zero form gauge parameters are

where m
compact; they are 2 periodic. Intuitively, the first two terms describe decoupled layers of
141 dimensional Zy gauge theories, the third term describes 2+1 dimensional Zy gauge
theory, and the middle two terms describe the coupling between the two sectors. That BF
theory is a Zy gauge theory is made clear in [27, 28]. One can also gleam this from the

quantization of various quantities. Specifically:

2
be —7 2.6
;im ez, (2.6)



where CV) is a closed one-manifold,

27
—7Z 2.
4 acz (27)

where C7 is a closed curve around the 7 cycle,
A A4 2m
A% Ndx” € =7, (2.8)
SA N

where 84 is a strip whose boundary components are on leaves of the foliation defined by
dz?, and

2
B* — BY ¢ —7. 2.9
e (2.9)

We now turn to the defects and operators in the theory. The theory has the defect

W(z,y) = exp[i}{ al, (2.10)

T

which we interpret as a fracton at (z,y). There is a local operator:
We(z,y) = expli(B*(z,y) — BY(x,y))], (2.11)

and strips:

2
Wino(21,22) = exp[i/ Y{A”C A dzx + d(azdz)];
1

Y2
Wiy (Y1, y2) = exp[i/ j{Ay A dy + d(aydy)]. (2.12)
Y1

Courtesy of the flux quantization:
W (z,y) = We(, )N = Wi o (21, 22)N = Wiy (51, 92)" = 1. (2.13)

We now extract the exotic theory from the foliated field theory. Expanding the La-
grangian in components gives

2
> (6 BA0: A + bidray)e? + Y AL (—0; B + by)e
A=1 A

IN
L=—
2

— ar0ibe? + b (Dia; — Y 61 AN (2.14)
A

The second and fourth collections of terms are interesting - they relate the standard gauge
fields to the foliated gauge fields. This is exactly the sort of thing that should be encoded
in the exotic field theory. Thus, we integrate out the corresponding Lagrange multipliers
Az AY. and b,. Integrating out A‘T4 simply relates b and B. Integrating out b, gives the
equation

Dpay — Dyay + AU — AL =0 (2.15)



Let’s define

Note that satisfying the above constraint amounts to demanding that
Agy = Ayz, (2.17)

the correct behavior for a symmetric tensor gauge field. Upon solving for Aé in terms of
A;j;, solving for b; in terms of 0;B*, relabeling a; = A, and defining

¢" = B* — BY, (2.18)
we obtain )
iN 4y
L= g(ﬁ (0rAgy — 0204A;), (2.19)

which is precisely the BF presentation of the exotic Zy gauge theory in 241 dimensions.
This theory is discussed in detail in [9, 18, 30]. For the sake of being self-contained, let us
examine its main features. The Lagrangian has the gauge redundancy

Ar ~ Ar 4 Oro Agy ~ Agy + 0,0y (2.20)

¢~ "+ 2n” + 2nY, (2.21)

where the gauge parameters are related to those in the foliated theory by
a=X;n" =m";nY = -mY. (2.22)

One can show the following quantities to be quantized:

2
drA. e 227 293
fara e (2.23)
T2 27
/ dﬂ:j{(dTamAT +dyAyy) € WZ (2.24)
o1
y2 21
/ dy?é(dTayAT +drAyy) € =7 (2.25)
Y1 N
2
e —7 2.2
o7 e = (2.26)

Let us discuss the global symmetry. There is a defect

W(z,y) = exp[ij{dTAT(x,y)], (2.27)

which we interpret as a fracton located at (x,y). There are two types of global symmetries.
The Zy electric symmetry is generated by

We(x,y) = exp[ig™ (z, y)], (2.28)



whereas the Zy magnetic symmetry is generated by

Y

T2 2
Wino(z1,22) = exp[i/ dmj{dyAmy]; Wiy (y1,y2) = exp[i/ d:vfd:vAmy]. (2.29)
T Y

1

As a consequence of the quantized fluxes:
Wz, y)V = Wela,y)" = Wina(z1,22)" = Wing(y1,52)" = 1. (2:30)

Thus, we see that the operators/defects egs. (2.27) to (2.29) are the exotic counterparts
of egs. (2.10) to (2.12) in the foliated field theory. We remark that these exhaust the
symmetries if the periodicity of the torus alligns with the foliations. We only consider such
an untwisted torus in this paper. Thorough discussion of twisting the boundary conditions
can be found in [29]. These symmetries give the ground state degeneracy, which appears
in the field theory as the dimension of the Hilbert space. It follows from the canonical
commutation relations that

2mi
We(z, y) Wi z(z1,22) = exp[W]WmJ(xl,xg)We(x,y); T <z < T2 (2.31)
2mi
We(z, Y)Wy (1, y2) = expl—= Wy (Y1, y2) We (2, y); 91 <y < y2 (2.32)

As detailed in [9], when regularized on an L, x L, square lattice, we obtain the ground
state degeneracy

GSD = Nt=tlyv=1, (2.33)

Notably, unlike in a topological order, this ground state degeneracy depends on local op-
erators We. In fact, it is not generally robust, as [9] discusses in detail. This is consistent
with no-go theorems for fracton order in 2+1 dimensions [31, 32].

3 Foliated BF Theory in 3+1 Dimensions

In this section, we obtain exotic field theories from the foliated BF theory in 341 dimensions
with one, two, and three foliations. For one foliation, we find that the theory is equivalent
to the toric code layers. Our procedure yields a presentation of this theory that we have not
seen in literature, and we analyze it in detail. For two foliations, the theory is equivalent
to the anisotropic theory with lineons and planons. We find the presentation of the theory
studied in [21, 22, 30] and analyze it in detail. For three foliations, the theory is equivalent
to the exotic presentation of the X-Cube model studied in [8, 11]. We discuss this theory
in detail. It is worth noting that we recover the map from fields in the foliated theory to
fields in the exotic theory that [18] discusses as a consequence of our procedure. These
equivalences between foliated and exotic theories were shown on the lattice in [15].
Since we will examine multiple choices of foliation(s), we begin by examining the
foliated BF theory in 341 dimensions generally. The Lagrangian is
r_ iN

T or

D (e ABAAdAY — et Ab A AY) 4 b A dal (3.1)
A

8 Algebras of this sort signal a mixed 't Hooft anomaly between the two symmetries.



As before, we take note of the fields present. a is a one form gauge field with the gauge
redundancy

ar~atdy— Y Mt (3.2)
A
b is a two form gauge field with the gauge redundancy
b~ b+ dus, (3.3)
A4 A e are foliated 141 form gauge fields with redundancy
AM N et ~ AN et A A ed, (3.4)
and B4 are foliated 1 form gauge fields with redundancy
BA ~ BA 4+ dx + gl + . (3.5)

As before, the zero form gauge parameters Ao and A are compact by dint of being 27
periodic. 4 is a zero form gauge parameter compactified by the identification f4 ~
B4+ 271, py is a one form gauge parameter. It has its own gauge redundancy, since we
can redefine it by an exact one form dpug. We compactify pg by forcing it be 27 periodic.
Intuitively, the first two terms describe decoupled layerings of 2+1 dimensional Zy gauge
theories, the third term describes 3+1 dimensional Zy gauge theory, and the middle two
terms describe the coupling between the two sectors. One can show the following quantities

2
be —7Z 3.6
ﬂmeN, (3.6)

to be quantized:

where C? is a closed two-manifold,

2T
S— 3.7
ﬁﬂ N (37)

where C is a one-cycle on the intersection of leaves of different foliations,

2
A pnere Ly, (3.8)
o N

where S4 is a strip whose boundary components are on different leaves of the foliation

defined by e, and
27
j{ZQABA € V& > aa=0;q4 €Z, (3.9)
A A

where C! is a one-cycle in the intersection of leaves in each foliation for which g4 # 0. Let
us now discuss some of the operators/defects in the theory. The first is

W, = expli jiL al. (3.10)



For one foliation in ,e = dz, C* is in the 7 — & — y space. For two foliations :e' = dx and
e? = dy, Cl is in the 7 — z plane. For three foliations: e! = dx, e? = dy, and €® = dz, C*
is a in 7 i.e. we have a fracton. There are electric holonomies:

We:exp[iy{IZqABA];ZqA:O;qA € 7. (3.11)
¢a A

For one foliation, this holonomy is the identity. For two and three foliations, we obtain
lineons. There are also magnetic holonomies (written below for flat foliations e4 = da?):
W = exp[i}{ (A% A e + d(aadz?))], (3.12)
SA

where S4 is a strip whose boundary is the disjoint union of two leaves of the A" foliation.
Thus, this is a planon. The quantization conditions imply:

(Wm)N = (We)N - (Wé)N =1 (3'13)

We remark that lattice models corresponding to this foliated field theory for the folia-
tion choices we discuss below were constructed in [15]. Those authors then obtained more
familiar lattice theories by acting with a finite depth local unitary circuit (we note that this
keeps the Hamiltonian in the same phase [20]) and treating local stabilizers as constraints.
The constraints we enforce by integrating out Lagrange multipliers are continuum versions
of those constraints. We also remark that this is the first section in which novel exotic the-
ories are obtained, since [17, 18] only discuss the relationship between foliated and exotic
field theories for 3 foliations in 341 dimensions.

3.1 One Foliation: Toric Code Layers

Let e = dz. In components, the Lagrangian is

iN . 1 . 1 . 1
L:%;WBﬁJﬁW+5%&%whmﬁm—@%+§mﬁw+§www
+ bri(Djar, — 07 A7)eF + BZ570; Ape ¥ (3.14)
As usual, we integrate out fields that relate foliated and standard gauge fields, that is we

integrate out AZ, b;,, and br,. Since nothing is treated symmetrically, we simply solve for
the usual fields in terms of the foliated fields and plug in, giving

1N

L= g[AT((?Z@xB; — 0.0y B + 0yby: + Oyb.s) + Az (9y0.BF + Oybry — 070, By — 0:by.)
+ Ay(0;0,B; — 0,0.B; — 07b.p — 0:b72)]  (3.15)
We define
for i € {z,y}, and
A, =0.B+b,, (3.17)

,10,



so that
Aiy ~ Ai 4 0:0,X7 + it (3.18)

Ar ~ Ary + 0:0.%° + 04t (3.19)
We can now rewrite the Lagrangian in the following suggestive form

N N » . .
L= ;—W[AT(ewaiAjz) + €A, (0 AL, — 0, 4;.)] (3.20)

Note that, upon dimensional reduction in z, we obtain the usual BF theory in 2+1 dimen-
sions, as expected. One can show the following periods to be quantized:

2
7{ (drA; + dzA, + dyA,) € WWZ (3.21)
#2 " A A 2
/ dz %(dTAq—z +dx Ay, +dyAy.) € NZ. (3.22)
zZ1

Let us examine the global symmetries of the theory. It has a defect
W, = exp[ij{dTAT] (3.23)
and a magnetic symmetry, generated by the operators
wr = exp[ifdxAx]; wY = exp[i%dyAy]. (3.24)

It also has an electric symmetry, generated by

29 ~ z9 .
WZ(z1,22) = exp[i/ dzj{dxAm]; W¥(z1,29) = exp[z’/ dzj{dyAyz] (3.25)
zZ1 zZ1

We note that the above holonomies are in fact gauge invariant. u, has the gauge symmetry
Wy ~ py + 0.0, where 3 is a zero form. Thus, the argument of the exponent reduces to 27
times the difference between winding numbers at different values of z, which give a trivial
holonomy. There is an electric defect that can be defined as expected:

z2 R
We(z1,22) = exp[i/ dzfthtz]. (3.26)
z1
It follows from the quantized periods that
Wg = We(zl, ZQ)N = (Wﬁl)N = (W%)N = Wf(zl, ZQ)N = Wey(zl, ZQ)N =1. (3.27)

This is consistent with the results from the foliated side of the duality. °

9The electric operators correspond to operators and defects that do not show up in the foliated La-
grangian, so one cannot quantize the fluxes on the foliated side of the duality in the manner reviewed in the
appendix. The quantization on the exotic side can be demonstrated in that manner, and we expect them to
match. We leave a detailed demonstration to further work. Similar remarks apply to operators constructed
from A in the anisotropic model with lineons and planons and the hybrid versions of these theories.

— 11 —



We use these symmetries to determine the ground state degeneracy of the system on
T3, represented in the field theory by the dimension of the Hilbert space. It follows from
the canonical commutation relations that the symmetry operators satisfy:

2mi
WZ(z1,20)WH(2) = exp[W]W%(z)Wg(zl,zz); 21 < z < 29 (3.28)
and similarly for x <> y. This implies
GSD = N?L= (3.29)

if we discretize the z axis. This is the result we would expect from dimensional reduction.
We note that fracton orders based on layered toric code appear in [33-35], which
analyze them in terms of infinite component K-matrix Chern-Simons theory.

3.2 Two Foliations: Anisotropic Theory with Lineons and Planons

Let e! = dx and e = dy. In component form, the Lagrangian is

L= o_[(07 Bjo- A} + ! BY0, A} + S bijOrak)e Jk
AZST 9. B% 1 ik Ay5y o BY 1 ijk 1 9 ik
+ AR (=03 B + 5bjr)e?” + AZS] (=0, By + Sbjk)eV" + Sar0ibjke
bri(O0jar — 67 Af — 6¢ AY)e7" — BE6T0; AfeV* — BY6Y0; Al (3.30)

We integrate out by, by, A%, and AY. Let’s examine the consequences. Integrating out

T
A? imposes
—0yB; + 0.B;, + by, =0 (3.31)

whereas integrating out A imposes
—0,BY 4+ 0,BY +b,, =0 (3.32)
We do not do any more with these constraints for the time being. Integrating out b,, gives
Ozay — Oya, — Ay + A = 0. (3.33)

We note this is solved by
Azy = Ay + Oyay (3.34)

provided we demand A, = A,,. This field has the same gauge redundancy as in (2.20).
Integrating out b,, gives

dya, — d.a, — AY =0 (3.35)

and integrating out b, gives

0za, — 0za, + A7 = 0. (3.36)

Upon solving for Ay, AY, A%, AY, b, and by, using the constraints, rewriting a, = A, and
defining the following:
A™ = B* — BY (3.37)

- 12 —



A= 0,B — 9,BY — by, (3.38)

A% = B* — BY (3.39)
so that
AT~ AT 49 6™ (3.40)
A~ A+ 0,0,6% (3.41)
AT~ AT 4 9,67, (3.42)
where the gauge parameters in the exotic field theory are related to those in the foliated
theory as
a = Ao; & = x" — XY, (3.43)
we obtain
£= DA, 0,4 — 0.42) 1 A.(9,4 - 9,0,A%
_ﬁ[ xy(T z Yz T)+ Z(T - Yz T)

+ A (8,0,A% — 9, A)]. (3.44)

Let us analyze this theory. The following periods are quantized:

2
f@ﬂﬁwmge§z (3.45)
A A 27
f@my+w@%eﬁz (3.46)
r2 2w
/ m%w@&+@@@eﬁz (3.47)
xr1
Y2 27'['
/ dy?é(dTayAT +drAyy) € =7 (3.48)
1 N
z2 N N s
/ dm%(dT@foy +dyA) € WZ (3.49)
xr1
y2 N N 2
/)@ﬂw@w+mme—z (3.50)
Y1 N
The theory has the defects:
Wi = exp[ij{dTAT]; W, = exp[i?édelT] (3.51)
It has a magnetic symmetry, generated by
Wiz, y) = exp[ij{dzAz], (3.52)
which is a lineon in the z direction and
xr9 Y2
Win (21, 29) = expli / 7{ dyAwyl; Win (Y1, y2) = expli / dy 7{ dx Agy), (3.53)
1 Y1
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providing planons in the y-z and x-z planes, respectively 0. It also has an electric symmetry,
generated by

We(x,y) = expli f{ dzA%), (3.54)

giving a lineon in the z direction and

Y2 .
We(x1,z2) = expli / da:j{dyA (1, y2) = exp[i/ dyfdxA], (3.55)

1

providing planons in the y-z and x-z planes, respectively . The quantized periods imply:

Wn];f = WeN = Wm(ﬂc,y)N = We(x7y)N = Wm(xlax2)N = Wm(ylayZ)N
= We(xlax2)N = Wm(ylayQ)N = 1’ (356)

consistent with results on the foliated side of the duality.
One can obtain the ground state degeneracy on 7 from the symmetries of the theory.
The canonical commutation relations imply:

21

We(z, y) Wi (z1, 22) = exp[W]Wm(xl,xg)We(x,y);xl <z < @9 (3.57)

i
~ IWan(y1, y2)We(2,9); 91 <y < 2 (3.58)

When accounting for constraints (detailed in [30]) and regularizing the x-y plane on on an

2
We(z,y) Wi (y1, y2) = exp[—

L, x L, square lattice gives L, + L, — 1 operators. Note that we could have done this
calculation exchanging e and m, resulting in another L, + L, — 1 operators and giving a
ground state degeneracy of

GSD = N?Lat2ly=2 (3.59)
3.3 Three Foliations: The X-Cube Model
Let e! = dx, €? = dy, and e® = dz. In components, the Lagrangian is

1IN A A i AA el
Ezﬁ[(;‘si BjaTA + bwa ai)e Jk+ZA 0; aBk+ b]k) o

- aTGb]ke] + byi(9jay, — ZéAAA ik ZBA(SAa ARk (3.60)

so that integrating out A2 imposes, for all A

1 L
6 (0, B + Ebjk)e”’“ = 0. (3.61)

ONote that the equation 0;Azy — 0.0y A. = 0 allows us to deform these operators in the stated planes.
We write the special case (3.53) in the paper since it is what contributes to the ground state degeneracy.

" Note that the equation 8, A — 818yflﬁy = 0 allows us to deform these operators in the stated planes.
We write the special case (3.55) in the paper since it is what contributes to the ground state degeneracy.
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As before, we use this to solve for b and plug directly into the Lagrangian. Integrating out
brq gives
(Qjar — Y _ 67 AT = 0. (3.62)
A

We introduce the symmetric gauge field as before, defining
Aij = Al + 05, (3.63)
and demanding that A;; = A;;. We further define
AkW) — gt _ pJ (3.64)
AY = B} — B (3.65)

These fields have the gauge redundancy

AV~ AT 4 @k 0a) (3.67)
ARG ARG 4 g qk) (3.68)

where the gauge parameters in the exotic field theory can be written in terms of those in
the foliated theory as
a = \g; aFa) — = (3.69)

Writing a, = A, solving for b;; and Af‘ as indicated above, and plugging into the remaining
Lagrangian gives
N n. . o o
L= Z4—[Aij(3¢A” — O ARY + A, (8,0;41)) (3.70)
7T
Note that ¢ and j are symmetric and all values of the indices must be distinct. The following

quantities are quantized:

2w
A —7 71
74 dra, e 2 (3.71)
2 27
/ dx %(dT@xAT +dyAyy +dzA,) € WZ (3.72)
r1
Y2 o2
/ dy j{(dTByAT +dr Ay +dzA,;) € WZ (3.73)
1
2 27
/ dz jé(dT@zAT +dz A, + dyAy.) € NZ (3.74)
Z1
Tk (i) k jijy o 2T
(dr A7) 4+ da"AY) € WZ (3.75)

Let us discuss this theory in some detail. It has a magnetic defect:

W(z,y,z) = exp[i%dTAT], (3.76)

,15,



which cannot be deformed into spatial directions. We interpret it as a fracton. The theory
has a magnetic dipole symmetry in the yz plane generated by

x2
Win(x1, 29,CY%) = exp[z'/ dwj{(dyAxy +dzA.,)], (3.77)
z1

where CY? is a 1-cycle in the yz plane. These operators can be deformed in a gauge invariant
way in the yz plane, so we identify them with planons. The theory also has electric defects:

WE(e,3,2) = expli f 450 (3.78)
. Finally, the theory has an electric tensor symmetry in the x direction generated by

W2(y,z) = exp[i%dmﬁyz], (3.79)

which gives a lineon in the x direction, since we cannot deform it into other directions in
a gauge invariant way. We can construct similar operators out of A™Y and A**, yielding
lineons in the y and z directions, respectively. It follows from the quantized periods that

Wi (z,y, z)N = Wm(xl,xg,CyZ)N = Wm(yl,yg,Cm)N = Wm(zl,,zQ,C:”y)N
=Wy, 2)N = W¥(z,2)Y = WZ(z,y)N =1. (3.80)

Thus, we see that egs. (3.76) to (3.79) are the exotic counterparts to egs. (3.10), (3.11)
and (3.13) in the foliated field theory.

Let us now discuss the calculation of ground state degeneracy on T from global
symmetries. The canonical commutation relations imply

o 211 ~
W (z, y)Win (21, 22,C)°) = exp[%]Wm(m,xQ,Cé’z)W:(m,y);xl <z <x9 (3.81)

. 271 A
WE(x, Y)W (y1,y2,C5%) = eXp[W]Wm(ybyz,Ciz)Wf(w,y);y1 <y <y, (3.82)

where ij is a 1-cycle in the ¢5 plane that winds once in . When noting a constraint in each
sector (discussed in [11]), this gives L, + L, — 1 N dimensional spaces from the operators
in the x-y plane. Working similarly in the other planes gives

GSD = N2bat2ly+2L:=3 (3.83)

when the theory is regularized on an L, x L, x L. cubic lattice with periodic boundary
conditions in all three directions.

4 The Zy» Magnetic Model

The theories we have examined so far all relate the two form b to the foliated one form
BF. For this reason, they are called magnetic models. One can extend Zy by other groups
and couple to a G/Zy gauge field to produce more general magnetic models [17]. We
label these theories by the group G. One example is the G = Zpy2 magnetic model,which
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we examine in this section. We apply the same procedure as before - integrate out the
Lagrange multipliers that impose constraints that relate foliated gauge fields to standard
gauge fields - to the theory with one, two, and three flat foliations. For one foliation, we
find an exotic field theory for the hybrid toric tode layers. For two foliations, we find an
exotic field theory for a hybrid version of the anisotropic theory with lineons and planons.
For three foliations, we find an exotic version of the fractonic hybrid X-Cube model. All of
the systems were introduced on the lattice in [24]. Their characteristic behavior is that they
contain both mobile and fractonic excitations, and these two types of excitations fuse into
each other. The relationship between the foliated theory and these systems is documented
in [17]. We have not seen the exotic field theories we uncover in the literature before.
Aside from being an exhibition of our map from foliated to exotic field theories, they are
interesting because they provide a simple and generalizable way to capture hybrid fracton
physics in exotic field theory. We detail this, in addition to other features of these theories,
on a case by case basis.

Since we will make various choices of foliation(s) throughout this section, give general
details about the theory here. Its Lagrangian is

,_iN

Ay pA A A A / noo b /
= — B A” — A - — 4.1
277[5 (e* NBY Nd e NONAY)+bAda+ Y Adad] 27TbAda (4.1)

A

Let’s note the gauge fields present. a is a one form with gauge field with the redundancy

an~a-+d\ — Z MeA, (4.2)
A

b is a two form gauge field with the redundancy
b~ b+ du, (4.3)
a’ is a one form gauge field with the gauge redundancy
a ~ad +dX\, (4.4)
b is a two form gauge field with the redundancy
Vo~ b+ dud, (4.5)
A4 A e are foliated 141 form gauge fields with the redundancy
AN et ~ AN et A A eh, (4.6)
and B4 are foliated gauge fields with the redundancy
BA ~ BA 4 dxA + plet + N (4.7)

As usual, the zero form gauge parameters \g, A, M A and x? are compactified by
making them 27 periodic. The one form parameters uq, pf, and A can all be shifted
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by exact one forms dpug, duy, and dAg, respectively. All of the zero forms so defined are
similarly compactified. One can show the following periods are quantized:

2
be —7Z, 4.8
ﬁm N (48)
?é Adper e 2Ty (4.9)
SA N ’ ’
2
ad e —7Z, 4.10
ﬁm - (4.10)
21
BAec 7. =0 4.11
[ STILAEE SIS (411)
A A
21
-7 4.12
$,acal (112)
and 5
T
[ p— 4.13
ﬂ@ - (4.13)

All of the manifolds over which these are integrated are as defined above. The quantities
egs. (3.10), (3.11) and (3.13) are still gauge invariant. However, the above quantization
conditions imply that:

W) = (W) = (W)Y = 1. (4.14)

Moreover, we also have the line

w = exp[iy{ '] (4.15)
c)
and the surface
W2 = expli 74 v). (4.16)
c2)

Courtesy of the quantization conditions, these satisfy
WY = W)™ =1. (4.17)

4.1 One Foliation: Hybrid Toric Code Layers

Let e = dz. In components, the Lagrangian is

; y 1 g 1 1
L= é[Ndej@TAze”k + N 3bijOrane? + N b, dpa,e?” — bij0ra)
1 . 1 1
+ N A6 (-0, Bf + ibjk)e”’f + N5 ar0ibji — 5ar bk
+ by (NOjay, — N6 A} — 9ja;,)e7" + NBZ570;Ape’*]  (4.18)
As in section 3.1, we integrate out AZ,b,;, and b, and define

A~
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for i € {x,y}, and

A, =0,B? +b,., (4.20)
so that these fields have the redundancy in egs. (3.18) and (3.19). Solving for A and by,
using the constraints and plugging the results into the leftover Lagrangian yields

- 1

N » y .
L="2[A(90;A.) + €A (0; A, — 0, A1) +

=5 B, 0, AL e

2
7 i i N N
— %[A/T(e 10;A;,) + €9 AL(0; A, — 0: A1) (4.21)

The following periods are quantized:

9
74 (drA; + dzA, + dyA,) € N—WQZ (4.22)
2 A A A o
/ dz %(dTATZ +drA,. +dyA,.) € WZ (4.23)
Z1
2
Ae—Z 4.24
e (1.24)
}’{ Belty (4.25)
@ N2 '

This theory has more or less the same operators discussed in section 3.1, with the qualifier
stemming from the fact that the quantized periods imply that

2 2 2
W™ = We(21,22)N = (WEN = (WEN = W (21, 20)Y = W¥(21,22)" = 1. (4.26)
Moreover, it has a two form symmetry, under which the charged operators are

WPy =expli ¢ B (4.27)
c(®2

where C? is a two cycle. It also has a one form symmetry, under which the charged
operators are

W (W) = expli 74 A, (4.28)
c
where CV is a one cycle. Courtesy of the quantization conditions, these obey
WOV = WY =1, (4.29)
just as in the foliated field theory. Moreover, the canonical commutation relations imply

WO EOWR(E®) = exp (e, WP E)WH(Ee)  (430)

where I(C™),C?)) is the intersection number between the two arguments. This contributes
to the ground state degeneracy on T%. Noting that C(!) can be generated by a cycle winding
x, a cycle winding y, and a cycle winding z. Moreover, C(?) can be generated by a cycle
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wrapping x-y, a cycle wrapping y-z, and a cycle wrapping x-z. This provides three more N
dimensional spaces, so that we have

GSD = N?L=13, (4.31)

The terms with prefactor —% do not contribute to the ground state degeneracy. What
they do contribute are the fusion rules that map N electric planons to a mobile particle
and N loops to a magnetic planon. As an example, we demonstrate the former. The A,,
equation of motion is

€10;(NA; — A}) =0 (4.32)

Now, imagine fusing N of the line operators:

W2 = expliN Al = exp[iN dA] = expli /

dA'] = expli }[ A, (4.33)
Czy Dy D(2)

c

Here, d is the exterior derivative in the spatial directions, C*¥ is a closed curve in the xy
plane, D% is a region diffeomorphic to a disk in the xy plane such that 0D*¥ = C*¥, and
D) is a region diffeomorphic to a disk such that 9D? = C(). The second equality and
fourth equalities are from Stokes’ theorem and the third equality follows from the equation
of motion. The upshot is that fusing N electric planons gives a mobile particle 2.

This field theory, which we have not seen in this form in the literature, encapsulates
the essential physics of the hybrid toric code layers introduced in [24].
4.2 Two Foliations: Hybrid Anisotropic Model with Lineons and Planons

Let e! = dz and e = dy. The Lagrangian is

i . . 1 . 1 s 1
L= %[Ndef@TAie”k+N(S?B;-/BTAZEW+Nabij@ake”k+N§bLV3pa;e“”p — §bij07a;€
1 .. 1 .. 1 1
+ NAZST(—0;Bf + ibjk)ew’f + NAYSY(—8;BY + ibjk)ew’f + N5 ar0ibji — a7 b
+bri(NOja, — N6 AL — N6Y AY — 0;a;,)e7* + NBEST0;Afe7* + NBYS!0; Al eV*]  (4.34)

As in section 3.2, we integrate out by, bry, by, A%, and AY. The constraints from integrat-
ing out A% and AY are addressed as before. The novelty is the constraint from integrating
out b,,, which is

NOya, — NOya, — Bxa'y + Oyal, — NAy + NAY =0. (4.35)
We incorporate this by defining
NAgy = NA + Noya, — 0yal,, (4.36)

and demanding that it be symmetric in its indices. We treat the constraints from integrat-
ing out b, and b, as in section 3.2. Moreover, we define

A% = B® — BY (4.37)

12Strictly speaking, this argument, and others like in this paper, is only valid for operators on contactable
cycles. We leave a convincing argument for noncontractable cycles to future work.
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A= 0,B — 9,BY — by, (4.38)
A% = B* — BY, (4.39)

so that the fields have the gauge redundancy in egs. (3.40), (3.41) and (3.68) as before,
where the exotic gauge parameters are related to the foliated gauge parameters by (3.43).
Written in terms of these fields, the Lagrangian is

L= ;ﬂ[AT(axayA;fy — 0, A) 4 Ay (0, A% — 9, A% + A (0, A — 0,0,AY)
T
1 vpo i Ax A A Az
+ 5 Bl 0p A7) — AL (0,0, AT — 0.A) + AL(0- A — 0,0, AT")]. (4.40)

This is not quite the desired result, as flxy does not have the gauge redundancy of a
symmetric hollow gauge field. To rectify this, define

~ 1
NA,y = NA,, + 5((91&; + dyal) (4.41)

in terms of which the Lagrangian is

iN AT A AT AT A AT
£ = S A0:0, A% = 0.4) + Apy (0, A7 — 0.A2) + A.(0, A — 0,0,A2")
1 ) . X N N
+ 5 Bl A7) — (AL (0,0, A2 — 0.4) + AL(0 A~ 0,0,A7)

1 N N
+ 5 (004, + 0,4,)(0, A2 — 9.4 (4.42)

The following periods are quantized:

2
j{(dTAT +dzA,) € WZ (4.43)
A A 2T
]é(dTAfy +dzA%Y) € WZ (4.44)
T2 s
1
Y2 2
/ dyj{(dTayAT +drAsy) € —57Z (4.46)
Y1 N
z2 N N 27
/ dm%(dT@foy + dyA) € WZ (4.47)
o1
Y2 N N s
/ dy?é(dTayAfy +dzA) e —Z (4.48)
y1 N
2
Ale =7 4.49
" ~ (4.49)
7{ Beily (4.50)
e) N2 '
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This theory has the same operators discussed in the section 3.2 are more or less present
here, with the qualifier stemming from the fact that the quantized periods now imply:

WA = WY = Wz, )V = Wel,y)N = Win(w1,22)Y" = Wi (y1,52)™
= Welwr, 22)N = Win(y1,32)"" = 1. (4.51)

Thus, these operators and defects are the exotic counterparts of those in the foliated field
theory. Moreover, it has the one and two form symmetries discussed in eqgs. (4.27), (4.28)
and (4.30). Just as before, this provides three more N dimensional spaces to the calculation
of the ground state degeneracy on T2, so that we have

GSD = N?Lat2ly+l (4.52)

The second set of terms do not contribute to the ground state degeneracy. What they do
contribute are the fusion rules that map N magnetic lineons to a mobile electric particle
and N loops to an electric lineon. As an example, we demonstrate the former. The A?
equation of motion is

N(9.A, — 0, A,) = 9, A, — 0. A, (4.53)

Now, consider fusing N lineons:

(W2)N =expliN ¢ (dTA; +dzA,)] = exp[iN [ (d'(drA, +dzA.))]
CTZ DTz

= expli / (AN =explip A]=WD, (4.54)
D3 c)

so fusing N lineons gives a mobile particle. Here, C"* is a l-cycle in 7z plane, D77 is a
surface diffeomorphic to a disk in the 7z plane such that 9D7* = C™*, and d’ is the exterior
derivative in the 7z plane. C) and D@ are as defined below eqs. (4.28) and (4.33).
The second and fourth equalities are from Stokes’ theorem and the third equality is from
equation (4.54). The upshot is that fusing N magnetic lineons gives a mobile electric
particle.

4.3 Three Foliations: Fractonic Hybrid X-Cube Model

Let e! = dx = dz!, €? = dy = dz?, and € = dz = dz®. The Lagrangian is

. 3
- 1 . 1 1
L= é[z NG BRor ATt + N Sbiy0rane ™ + Nob,, 0pale ™ — Zbijal
A=1

1

3

1 . 1 .

+ N Z Af(SZA(—a]B]? + §bjk)62jk + (NiaT(?ibjk — 5(1;_8@'1)]%)6”]9
A=1

3 3
+bri(NOjay, — N Y 61 AR — 9jar)e7* + N Y~ BA50; Ajle*] (4.55)
A=1 A=1
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As in section 3.3, we integrate out b,; and A’ for all i. The constraints from integrating
out b;; are treated as in section 3.3, whereas we treat the constraints from integrating out

Al as in section 4.2. That is, we define

NAZ']‘ = NA; + Najai — Bja‘. (4.56)

)

Moreover, as in section 3.3, we define:
AkW) — Bt _ BJ (4.57)
AY = B} — B] (4.58)

These gauge fields have the gauge redundancy in egs. (3.66) to (3.68) with the exotic gauge
parameters related to the foliated gauge parameters as in equation (3.69). In terms of these,
the Lagrangian is
iN 5 A7 Ak(ig) 17 uvpo ! /
L=-—[A;(0:AY — O AT)) + Ar(0;0;AV) + €7 B,,,0,A,] —

1 9.9. AL
= AL0;0,AY).  (4.59)

i
el
Of course, just as in section 4.2, we are note quite done. To rewrite the theory in terms of
the desired gauge fields, we need to define

so that the Lagrangian takes the form

N Rij Ak(ij Aii e
L= E[Aij((?TA T = Op AT + A (0,0;A7) + €77 B0, 4]
— L (0AY (0, A — 9L AKD) + AL (0:0;,4)] (461)

One can show the following periods to be quantized:

2w
7{ dr A, € <52 (4.62)
r2 27
dr ¢ (dr0,Ar + dyAyy + dzA.,) € WZ (4.63)
1
Y2 27
/ dy ?é(dTayAT + dzAyy + dzAy,) € WZ (4.64)
Y1
#2 27
/ dz f{ (A0, Ay + oA, + dyA,.) € 57 (4.65)
Z1
Ak (i7) k {ij 2m
(arAED) 4 de* AY) € 2 (4.66)
7§ ey (4.67)
c) N '
7{ Beily (4.68)
0 N2 '



The defects and operators discussed in the section 3.3 are still present here. However, since
the periods are quantized differently, they fuse differently. In particular, we have:

2

Win(@,y, 2N = Wi (1,29, C¥)N" = Wi (91, 42, €)Y = Wi (21, 20, C7)N
=Wy, )" = Wo(a,2)"V = Wi(a,y)V = 1. (4.69)

Thus, these operators/defects are the exotic counterparts to the holonomies in the foliated
field theory. Moreover, it has the one and two form symmetries discussed in eqs. (4.27),
(4.28) and (4.30). Just as before, this provides three more N dimensional spaces to the
calculation of the ground state degeneracy on T2, so that we have

GSD = N2Le+2Ly+2L (4.70)

The second set of terms do not contribute to the ground state degeneracy. What they do
contribute are fusion rules mapping N fractons to a mobile particle and N loops to a lineon.
As an example, we demonstrate the former. Since planons are fracton dipoles, we work

)

with those, expecting a dipole of mobile particles. The fllﬁ(ij equation of motion is

Ok0; A, = NO Ay (4.71)

Now, imagine fusing N planons (in the x-y plane for definiteness):

22
W(z1,20)N = exp[iN/ dz% (drxA.; + dyA,.)]
21 Ccry
29 z2
= exp[z'N/ dz/ drdy(0yA.e + 0. Ay:)] = exp[i/ dz/ drdy(0,0. A, + 0,0, A))]
21 Dzy 21 D(2)
22
= exp[i/ dzaz/ (dz A, 4 dyAy)], (4.72)
z1 c

where C*¥, D*¥, D?) and C(V) are defined below equations eqs. (4.28) and (4.33). The
second and fourth equalities follow from Stokes’ theorem and the third equality follows
from the above equation of motion. We see that fusing N planons results in a dipole of
mobile particles.

Therefore, this simple field theory, which we have not seen in this form in the literature,
encapsulates the key physics of the fractonic hybrid X-Cube introduced in [24].

5 Conclusion and Discussion

In this paper, we introduced a simple recipe for extracting exotic field theories from foliated
field theories - integrate out the Lagrange multipliers that relate foliated gauge fields to the
standard gauge fields. We applied this recipe to a variety of foliated field theories, uniting
a mixture of old and new results. We began with the 2 4+ 1 dimensional foliated BF theory
and map it to the 2 + 1 dimensional exotic BF theory, rediscovering the map between
gauge fields in [18]. We then moved to the 3 + 1 dimensional foliated BF theory, which we
analyzed for 1, 2, and 3 flat foliations. For one foliation we obtain an exotic field theory
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for the toric code layers that we have not encountered previously in the literature. For two

foliations, we obtain the exotic theory for the anisotropic theory with lineons and planons.

For three foliations, we obtain the exotic BF theory for the X-Cube model and recreate the

map between operators in [18]. In all three cases, our map is the natural continuum version

of the work done on the lattice in [15]. Our next targets were foliated field theories shown

in [17] to contain hybrid fracton phenomenology. Our procedure supplies new exotic field

theories for the hybrid phases discussed in [24] that give a transparent way to account for

hybrid fracton behavior in exotic field theory that begs to be generalized by future work.

Our results lead to a plethora of directions for further work:

Throughout this paper, we examined a number of foliations less than or equal to the
number of spatial dimensions. It would be interesting to apply the construction herein
to theories with more foliations than spatial directions. In particular, Chamon’s
model [36] is a four foliated fracton phase [37] that is related to the four foliated X-
Cube. Examining four-foliated theories and comparing the result to the field theories
discussed in [38, 39] would be fruitful.

The foliations discussed in this paper are all along the x,y, or z direction. It would
be interesting to discuss foliations with curved leaves, or foliations with nontrivial

Godbillon-Vey invariant.

In addition to the magnetic models with a closed two form b, [17] discusses electric
models with a closed one form a. Obtaining exotic field theories for electric models
would expand the scope of foliated field theories from which wee know how to obtain
an exotic field theory. [17] uncovers a duality between G electric models and G/Zy
magnetic models. It would be fruitful to see how this duality appears in exotic field
theory.

In [32], the authors capture the mobility constraints of the X-Cube by embedding
a network of condensation defects in the three dimensional toric code. It might
be illustrative to connect that viewpoint to quantum field theory, particularly since
defect networks can also encapsulate the mobility constraints of type II fractons.

The map from foliated to exotic field theory presented in the paper is only true
if integrating by parts simply transports partial derivatives and gives minus signs.
Generally, this is not true if the manifold on which the field theory lives is not closed.
Thus, one should ask which boundary conditions are suitable for the duality in the
paper. This could be particularly subtle in light of the fact that BF theories are not
gauge invariant on manifolds with a boundary [7, 23, 38].

We do not discuss gapless theories at all in this paper, despite them appearing in
both foliated [17] and exotic [9, 10] settings. Understanding the relationship between
gapless foliated and gapless exotic theories is an out standing problem.

Our recipe for hybrid fracton phenomenology is straightforward and generalizable -
simply couple the exotic theory and the BF theory to a theory that doesn’t contribute
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to the ground state degeneracy and enforces the appropriate fusion rules as equations
of motion. It would be intriguing to see what hybrid phases one can write down this
way that do not involve the X-Cube. Also, [17] contains more complicated magnetic
models whose exotic field theory remains to be uncovered. Some of these correspond
to non-Abelian hybrid fracton phases, introduced in [25]. Moreover, coupling exotic
field theories to more familiar field theories seems to be a frontier ripe for exploration.
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A Quantized Periods in the Fractonic Hybrid X-Cube

In this appendix, we demonstrate the quantized periods in both the foliated and exotic
presentation of the Fractonic Hybrid X-Cube. The periods in the other theories can be
derived analogously. Our discussion was informed by [16, 18]. We will find that, although
we begin with U(1) gauge fields with the standard normalization, the BF structure of the
actions imposes additional constraints that turn them into finite group gauge fields.

We begin on the foliated side. For convenience, the action is

2T

. 3 .

N

L=21 [E:(dmA/\BA/\dAA—dxA/\b/\AA)—i-b/\da—i—b’/\da’]—%b/\da’. (A1)

Y
A=1

We consider the theory on an untwisted spacetime four torus with lengths [™, [*, [Y, and
I#. Let us first address the standard gauge field a’. Consider the configuration

v = —%jd(cos@) Ndgyj € Z (A.2)

such that
db' = 21§ (x)dx A dy A dz. (A.3)

The term in the action involving this configuration is
—iNj jé a (A4)

To integrate out ', sum over j. This implies:

o
fTa € NZ. (A.5)
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Using the equation of motion da’ = 0, we can deform C” within its homology class, giving

2w
reZl7 A6
}ém“w’ (A.6)

since we can obviously proceed similarly in other directions. We now move to b. Consider

1.2«
a=—
27 Jely

(—ydz + xzdy);j € Z (A.7)

such that
da

=7 my " dz A dy. (A.8)

The term in the action containing this configuration is
iNj }{ b. (A.9)
Summing over j to integrate out a gives

2T
y{m be WZ' (A.10)

Using the equation of motion db = 0, we can deform C”* in its homology class. Moreover,
since we can obviously work analogously in other directions, we have shown

2
fi@) be Wﬂz. (A.11)

Using the equation of motion b = N, we obtain

27
b e 7. A2
Now, consider configurations such that
dAy:jm e dr NdyNdz;j € Z (A.13)
and o
dA? jlxlylzdx/\dy/\dz jEeZ. (A.14)

As discussed in [16], one can choose a such that da + > , A4 A dz? = 0 so that the term
in the action with these configurations is

iiN ¢ (BY — B). (A.15)
o1

Upon summing over j to integrate out AY and A*, we obtain

jéT(By —B%) € %Z- (A.16)

1
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Using the equations of motion (dBY +b) Ady = 0 and (dB* + b) A dz = 0, we can deform
CT in the 7 — z plane. Thus, we have found

2
f{ (BY — B*) € ~~1Z. (A.17)
cra N
1
Similar arguments give similar results in the other directions. Now, consider
1
b= —§jd(6089) Ndo;j €Z (A.18)
such that
db = j270° (x)dx A dy A dz. (A.19)

To ensure that the equation of motion (dB4 + b) A dz? = 0 is satisfied, we pick
A_ L.
B” = 53(0039 —1)d¢ (A.20)
so that the term in the action containing the configurations we analyze is

—z’ij{ a—i—ijj{ a (A.21)

Summing over j gives

?é (-Na+d') € 2nZ, (A.22)
which, upon invoking the quantization of a’, gives
27

Now, we turn to A4 A dz?. We consider the z direction (as usual, the others can be
addressed similarly) and analyze B* such that

2w
dB* = j
Ty

dx Ndy;j € Z. (A.24)

The term in the action with the configuration is

N ¢ A Adz (A.25)
My

so that summing over j gives
A* Ndz € Q—WZ. (A.26)
SZ N
Using the equation of motion d(A* A dz) = 0, we can deform this on leaves of the foliation
defined by dz. This is not what we match across the duality. Instead, we match terms such
as A A dx + d(azdx). To address this, note that integrating out a’ gives the theory !3:

iN & iN?
E:—deA/\B“/\dAA——
T 2m

3
5 O dat AV AAY Y A da). (A.27)
A=1

!3Note that this theory has the quantized periods addressed so far (obviously excluding the field that was
integrated out).
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Now, consider

1
b = 2mj
EEOTIE

The term in the action containing this configuration is

(O(x —x1) — O(x — x2))dy Ndz;j € 7. (A.28)

ij }[ [N?(AZ + 0,a, — Ozay )] (A.29)
C™x [xl,l‘g}
Summing over j implies
f{ [N?(AZ + 0,a, — Opa,)] € 277 (A.30)
CT™x [:131,:132}
Using the known quantization of a,, this reduces to
27
(AL + Ora,)] € —Z. (A.31)
xiTX[IL'l,{L'Q} N2

Using the equation of motion d(A* A dz) = 0, we can deform on leaves of the x foliation,
so we have obtained

jé [(A" A dx + d(agdx))] € Q—ZZ. (A.32)
C(l) ><[$17$2] N

We now turn to the exotic presentation of the theory. For convenience, the Lagrangian
is:
iN A1 Ak(ig) Aij nrpo ! /
L= E[Aij(ﬁTA — O AT)) + Ar(0:0;AV) + €77 B, 0,A,]

- f[aiA;(aTAiﬂ’ — O AR 1 AL (8,0;A7)]. (A.33)
7I

An identical argument to the one we just gave informs us that

27
A e —Z. A.34
foAe (A3
We now move to quantizing the periods of the hatted fields. Consider:
71 1 1 .
Agy =21 2 [7,0(x — 2o0) + Z0(y — y0) — 77117 € 2. (A.35)
Plugging into the action gives
—ijN f{ dz A (A.36)
so that summing over j imposes the constraint
A 2
dzA™ € —7. A.37
fazirr e (A.37)
Using the equation of motion O A" — (9Zfli(my) = 0, we can deform this in the 7 — z plane,
so we find: 5
}’{ (dr A2 4 dzA™) e WWZ (A.38)
CcT#
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We can use similar arguments to get analogous results in other directions. We now move
to unhatted fields. Consider:

p 2
A = jl—;TyBZ[liZG(x —x0) + %@(z —2p) — %];]‘ €. (A.39)
Plugging into the action gives
ijjédT(NAT —AL). (A.40)

Summing over j then gives the constraint
j{dT(NAT — Al) € 2nZ, (A.41)
which, upon using the quantization of § dr A, gives
27
d’TAq— € FZ (A42)

We can use this to address other periods. For instance, this immediately gives

/ZQd }[daA ey (A.43)
. z T0xAr € 52, .

which, using the equations of motion 0,A,, — 9,0, A, + %(8783//1’3 +0:0,Ay) — 0,0, A" =0,

aTAyZ—8y(9ZAT+%(8T(9zA§C+0T@mA’z)—(92(9;,3/1; =0, amAyz—ayAer%az(ayA;—amA’y) =0,
and e“"”)‘(?pA’A = 0, can be deformed into
%2 27
/ dz j{(dT(?xAT +dzA,, +dyA,.) € WZ' (A.44)
2

Identical arguments work for the other directions.

We leave a direct argument for the quantization of B’’s periods to future work. For

an indirect argument, note that the duality dictionary is B’ = ¥/, so one expects the
quantization
}[ Bey (A.45)
" Nz L- .
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