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Gapped boundaries of fermionic topological orders and higher central charges
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1POSTECH Basic Science Research Institute, Pohang, Gyeongbuk, 37673, Korea

We develop a test for the vanishing of higher central charges of a fermionic topological order, which
is a necessary condition for the existence of a gapped boundary, purely in terms of the modular data
of the super-modular tensor category. More precisely, we test whether a given super-MTC has c = 0
mod 1

2
, and, if so, whether the modular extension with c = 0 mod 8 has vanishing higher central

charges. The test itself does not require an explicit computation of the modular extensions and is
easily carried out. We apply this test to known examples of super-modular tensor categories. Since
our test allows us to obtain information about the chiral central charge of a super-modular tensor
category in terms of its modular data without direct knowledge of its modular extensions, this can
also be thought of as the first step towards a fermionic analogue of the Gauss-Milgram formula.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gapped boundaries of 2 + 1d topological orders have
been studied extensively. The low-energy limit of topo-
logical orders are described by 2 + 1d topological quan-
tum field theories (TQFT), which in turn have a math-
ematical description in terms of modular tensor cate-
gories (MTC) [1–4]. Thus, a systematic study of gapped
boundaries of 2 + 1d topological orders have been car-
ried out in terms of the data of MTCs, or, equivalently,
in terms of the anyonic excitations of topological orders
and their braiding and fusion properties [5–10]. In par-
ticular, it was shown that a topological order admits a
gapped boundary if and only if it has a set of anyons with
topological spin θa = 1 with trivial mutual braiding with
each other which can condense, or, mathematically, form
a Lagrangian algebra object of the MTC [9, 11–13].
In general, it is difficult to determine if a given MTC

C has a Lagrangian algebra. There are, however, alter-
native quantities which can easily computed from the S-
and T -matrices of the MTC (collectively called the mod-
ular data), which provide obstructions to the existence
of a gapped boundary.
The best known of these is the chiral central charge.

It can be computed through the Gauss-Milgram formula

e2πic/8 =
1

D

∑

a

d2aθa (1)

where da = S1a

S11
are the quantum dimensions and θa =

Taa are the topological spins of the anyons a. Eq. 1
shows that the bulk anyon data determines the chiral
central charge mod 8, and whenever c 6= 0 mod 8, the
bulk data is inconsistent with the existence of a gapped
boundary.
Even when c = 0, however, there may not exist any

gapped boundary [14]. We can also define additional
quantities called higher central charges :

ξn =

∑

a d
2
aθ

n
a

|∑a d
2
aθ

n
a |

(2)

Existence of a gapped boundary implies ξn = 1 for all
n such that gcd(n,NFS) = 1 [15–17]. Here, NFS is the

Frobenius-Schur exponent, defined the order of the T -
matrix. While the quantity Eq. 2 is defined for any n,
in the rest of the paper by “higher central charge” we
will refer to ξn for n coprime to NFS , since those are the
quantities relevant to the existence of a gapped boundary
[18]. Moreover, we will say that a higher central charge
ξn vanishes if it satisfies ξn = 1, since it is defined mul-
tiplicatively (unlike c which is defined additively).
It is natural to ask whether there are analogous quan-

tities for fermionic topological orders – topologically-
ordered phases of systems with fermions, whose bulk exci-
tations are described by super-modular tensor categories
(super-MTC) [19, 20], and which give rise to spin-TQFTs
at low energies [21, 22]. In fact, the Gauss-Milgram for-
mula Eq. 1 has no straightforward fermionic analogue,
because the sum is identically zero for a super-MTC [19].
This is related to the fact that the S-matrix of a super-
MTC is degenerate. Hence, traditionally, in order to de-
fine the chiral central charge c for a super-MTC B, we
first take the modular extension, which is an MTC B̆
which contains B as a subcategory [19, 20, 23, 24]. There
are 16 possible modular extensions, with different chiral
central charges; however, the chiral central charges are
the equivalent mod 1

2 , so the chiral central charge of a

super-MTC is well-defined mod 1
2 [19, 25, 26].

When B has c = 0 mod 1
2 , B will admit a modular

extension B̆ with c = 0 mod 8. However, even then, B̆
may not admit a gapped boundary. For the purpose of
the main text, we will assume the following:

• A super-MTC B admits a gapped boundary if and

only if has a modular extension B̆ which admits a
gapped boundary.

While the theory of gapped boundaries for fermionic
topological orders in terms of Lagrangian algebras is yet
to be fully developed (though see Refs. [13, 27–29]),
this assumption is consistent with all known examples of
anyon condensation from B to the trivial super-MTC [27].
Moreover, in Appendix A we will show that a gapped
boundary for modular extension on the torus can be used
to construct a gapped boundary for the corresponding
2 + 1d spin-TQFT on the torus and vice versa.
Since c = 0 mod 1

2 is a necessary condition for B to
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admit a c = 0 mod 8 modular extension, this is equiva-
lent to saying that the fermionic topological order (B, c)
admits a gapped boundary if and only if c = 0 and the
and the unique modular extension with c = 0, which we
denote as (B̆, 0), admits a gapped boundary. Then, the

vanishing of higher central charges Eq. (2) for (B̆, 0) be-
comes a necessary condition for the fermionic topological
order (B, 0) to admit a gapped boundary.

The above discussion may suggest that, in order to test
whether a given super-MTC B admits a gapped bound-
ary, we first need to compute the modular extension
(B̆, 0) and then compute its higher central charges. The
main result of this paper, however, is that this is not the
case: we can in fact compute whether or not the higher
central charges of the modular extension vanish purely in
terms of the modular data of the super-MTC B, without
having to explicitly compute the modular extension first.

It is important to note that, while the higher central
charges ξn are well-defined up to factors of e2πi

1

16 for a
given super-MTC B (as we will show in Appendix B),
the vanishing of ξn modulo this factor does not guaran-
tee that (B̆, 0) will have vanishing ξn. This is because,
if, for example ξn = −1 for some n coprime to NFS , it is
1 modulo factors e2πi

1

16 , but is nevertheless not actually
1. Our test determines, for the case c = 0, all the higher
central charges ξn simultaneously, so relative phases be-
tween the higher central charges are taken into account.

In Sec. II, we review the notion of congruence repre-
sentations of the modular group SL2(Z), which will be
crucial in testing whether a given super-MTC has c = 0
mod 1

2 . In Sec. III, we review the structure of modu-
lar extensions of super-MTCs, and show that the order
of the T -matrix of the modular extension can be com-
puted from the modular data of super-MTCs. In Sec.
IV, we state our test and prove that it indeed tests c = 0
mod 1

2 and the vanishing of higher central charges of the
c = 0 modular extension. In Sec. V, we summarize which
known super-MTCs pass this test and hence potentially
admit gapped boundaries.

II. CONGRUENCE REPRESENTATIONS OF

THE MODULAR GROUP

It is well-known that the modular data (S, T ) of an
MTC form a projective unitary representation of the
modular group SL2(Z), generated by

s =

(

0 −1
1 0

)

, t =

(

1 1
0 1

)

, (3)

where dimension of the representation r equals the rank
of the MTC. In fact, the representation also has to be
congruence, i.e. the kernel of ρ̃ contains Γ(N), the prin-
cipal congruence subgroup of level N of SL2(Z), defined

as

Γ(N)

=

{ (

a b
c d

)

∈ SL2(Z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

a b
c d

)

≡
(

1 0
0 1

)

mod N

}

.

(4)

The smallest N for which ker ρ ≥ Γ(N) is called the level
of ρ̃ [30]. The lift of these projective representations to
linear representations ρ as

ρ(s) := S

ρ(t) := e−2πic/24T (5)

is congruence, though of a different level in general
[31]. Equivalently, congruence representations can be
defined as those representations of SL2(Z) which can
also be thought of as representations of SL2(Z)/Γ(N) ≃
SL2(ZN ).
Concretely, we can characterize congruence represen-

tations in terms of the relations they need to satisfy
in addition to the usual relations of SL2(Z) such as
(ρ(s)ρ(t))3 = ρ(s)2 and ρ(s)4 = 1. We first define

H(n) :=ρ

(

n 0
0 n̄

)

=ρ(s)2ρ(t)n
2−nρ(s)ρ(t)−(n̄−1)ρ(s)(ρ(t)2ρ(s))n−1

(6)

where n ∈ Z
×
N and n̄ satisfies nn̄ = 1 mod N [32]. Note

that H(n) is the same quantity that is used in the Galois
conjugation of the S-matrix, and is always a signed per-
mutation matrix [31, 33]. A congruence representation
then has to satisfy [34]:

ρ(t)N = 1

ρ(s)2 = H(−1)

H(n1)H(n2) = H(n1n2)

H(n)ρ(t) = ρ(t)n
2

H(n)

ρ(s)H(n) = H(n̄)ρ(s) (7)

for all n1, n2, n, n̄ ∈ Z
×
N . A projective congruence repre-

sentation will satisfy these relations up to a phase. Note
that the relations depend on the level N instead of being
universal like (ρ(s)ρ(t))3 = ρ(s)2.
It was shown in Ref. [35] that the projective represen-

tation ˜̂ρ of Γθ form by the modular data of a super-MTC
is also congruence. Moreover, Ref. [26] showed that the
linear lift

ρ̂(s) := ˜̂ρ(s)

ρ̂(t2) := e−2πic/12 ˜̂ρ(t2) (8)

(where c is the central charge, defined mod 1
2 , of the

super-MTC) is also a congruence representation of Γθ.
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This means that, if we define

Ĥ(n) :=ρ̂

(

n 0
0 n̄

)

=ρ̂(s)2ρ̂(t)n
2−nρ̂(s)ρ̂(t)−(n̄−1)ρ̂(s)(ρ̂(t)2ρ̂(s))n−1

(9)

(note that, because the level N is always even for a con-
gruence representation coming from a super-MTC, any
n ∈ Z

×
N is odd and the expression Eq. (9) is well-defined),

the representation ρ̂ has to satisfy

ρ̂(t)N = 1

ρ̂(s)2 = Ĥ(−1)

Ĥ(n1)Ĥ(n2) = Ĥ(n1n2)

ρ̂(s)Ĥ(n) = Ĥ(n̄)ρ̂(s). (10)

Compared to Eq. (7), the condition inovolving ρ(t) does
not exist since it does not belong to a representation of
Γθ. We also note that N is not necessarily the order of
ρ̂(t).

III. SUPER-MTC AND MODULAR

EXTENSIONS

A. Review of the structure of modular extensions

The modular data of super-MTC always admit the fol-
lowing tensor decomposition [20]:

S =
1

2

(

1 1
1 1

)

⊗ Ŝ, T =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

⊗ T̂ . (11)

Note that T̂ is not canonical, but T̂ 2 is well-defined.
While S is degenerate, Ŝ is unitary, and Ŝ and T̂ 2 to-
gether define a representation of Γθ, which is a subgroup
of SL2(Z) generated by s and t2.

Given a super-MTC B, a modular extension B̆ is an
MTC (i.e. it has a nondegenerate S-matrix) which con-
tains B as a subcategory. Modular extensions with the
smallest global dimensions D2

B̆
are called minimal mod-

ular extensions, and in fact they have D2
B̆

= 2D2
B. In

this paper, “modular extension” always refers to mini-
mal modular extensions.
It is known that a modular extension always exists

[24], and there are always 16 different modular exten-

sions [23]. B̆ is naturally a spin-modular tensor category
(spin-MTC): i.e. an MTC with a distinguished fermion
f , which can be condensed to obtain the super-MTC B
[20]. The presence of f imposes the following structure
on the modular data of modular extensions:

• Each anyon a has mutual braiding phase ǫa = ±1
with f , and we can divide the set of anyon types
into ΠNS (those anyons with ǫa = +1) and ΠR

(those anyons with ǫa = −1).

• Each a ∈ ΠNS satisfies a × f 6= a. We can then
(non-canonically) divide ΠNS into two sets Π1

NS and
fΠNS of equal size.

• For a ∈ ΠNS, it may satisfy either a × f 6= a or
a× f = a. In the former case,

• In the basis given by Π1
NS ∪ fΠ1

NS ∪Π1
R ∪Πf

R ∪Πσ
R,

the modular data take the form

S =













1
2 Ŝ

1
2 Ŝ A A X

1
2 Ŝ

1
2 Ŝ −A −A −X

AT −AT B −B 0
AT −AT −B B 0
XT −XT 0 0 0













,

T =













T̂ 0 0 0 0

0 −T̂ 0 0 0

0 0 T̂v 0 0

0 0 0 T̂v 0
0 0 0 0 Tσ













. (12)

• Let consider basis vectors labeled by anyons as |a〉,
which correspond to a basis of states of the Hilbert
space on the torus of the 2 + 1d TQFT defined by
the MTC B̆. We can form a different basis given
by

ΠNS-NS =

{

1√
2
(|a〉+ |a× f〉) : a ∈ Π1

NS

}

ΠNS-R =

{

1√
2
(|a〉 − |a× f〉) : a ∈ Π1

NS

}

ΠR-NS =

{

1√
2
(|a〉+ |a× f〉) : a ∈ Π1

R

}

∪ {|a〉 : a ∈ Πσ
R}

ΠR-R =

{

1√
2
(|a〉 − |a× f〉) : a ∈ Π1

R

}

. (13)

These states correspond to the states in a definite
spin structure sector in the spin-TQFT obtained
from a fermion condensation from B̆. In this basis,
S and T take the form

S = SI ⊕ SR-R

T = TI ⊕ TR-R (14)

where

SI =





Ŝ 0 0

0 0 Ŝ′

0 Ŝ′T 0



 ,

TI =





0 T̂ 0

T̂ 0 0
0 0 TR-NS



 . (15)

Here,

S′ =
(

2A X
)

TR-NS =

(

T̂v 0
0 Tσ

)

(16)
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are r × r-matrices, and

SR-R = 2B

TR-R = T̂v (17)

are rv × rv-matrices, where rv is the number of
anyons in Π1

R.

We refer to Refs. [20, 35, 36] for proof of these state-
ments.

B. Order of T -matrix from super-MTC data

Given an MTC C, the projective representation of
SL2(Z) defined by S and T can always be lift to a lin-
ear representation ρ by Eq. (5). As with its projective
counterpart (Eqs. (14) and (15)), this is a reducible rep-
resentation

ρ = ρI ⊕ ρR-R (18)

where ρI(s) = SI and ρ(t) = e−2πic/24TI . Physically, ρI
is the representation of the states of the first three sectors
(NS-NS, NS-R, R-NS) of the spin-TQFT under modular
transformations [36] (or, equivalently, it is the represen-
tation of the NS-NS, NS-R, and R-NS sector characters
of the fermionic rational conformal field theory living on
the boundary [37]).
On the other hand, given the Γθ-representation ρ̂, we

can compute the action of modular transformations on
the NS-R and R-NS sectors, using the fact that the NS-
R sector states are obtained by a t-transformation and
R-NS sector states are obtained by an st-transformation
on the NS-NS sector states. We can then compute the
resulting SL2(Z)-representation

ρind(s) =





ρ̂(s) 0 0
0 0 ρ̂(s)2

0 1 0



 ,

ρind(t) =





0 ρ̂(t)2 0
1 0 0
0 0 (ρ̂(s)ρ̂(t)2)−1



 . (19)

This is nothing but the representation of SL2(Z) induced
from the representation ρ̂ of the subgroup Γθ [26] [38].
Hence we expect ρind to be a representation equivalent
to ρI . We prove this fact in Appendix C.
Now, we note that by Eqs. (15), (16), and (17), the

entries of TR-R simply duplicate some of the entries in
TR-NS, and hence ordρ(t) = ordρI(t) (note that (ρI(t))

2

is diagonal). On the other hand, since ρI is equivalent
to ρind, given ρ̂ we can simply compute the eigenvalues
of ρind to get a diagonal matrix which and find the its
order. This will be equal to the order of ρ(t).
When c = 0 mod 1

2 , we can make the choice c = 0

everywhere so that ρ̂(t2) = T̂ 2 and ρ(t) = T . we have

ρind = T ind =





0 T̂ 2 0
1 0 0

0 0 (ŜT̂ 2)−1



 (20)

and the order of T is equal to the order of the eigenvalues
of T ind.

IV. TEST FOR VANISHING OF HIGHER

CENTRAL CHARGES

We first state the procedure, then prove that this
works.

The test

We are given the modular data Ŝ, T̂ 2 of a super-MTC
B. We wish to test 1) if B has vanishing c = 0 mod
1
2 and 2) if so, whether the modular extension (B̆, 0) has
vanishing higher central charges. We do this in two steps.

1. Test whether c = 0 mod 1
2 by assuming c = 0

and testing whether the assumption is consistent.
c = 0 means the given Γθ-representation defined by
(Ŝ, T̂ 2) is in fact a linear congruence represenata-
tion of some level N .

(a) First obtain the level candidate N : from

(Ŝ, T̂ 2) we can compute T ind of Eq. (20), com-
pute its eigenvalues λi, and find the smallest
N such that λNi = 1 for all i. This N will be
the level candidate.

(b) With the level candidate N , carry out the test
of the relations Eq. (10) (note that the rela-
tions depend on N).

If (Ŝ, T̂ 2) passes this test, then c = 0 mod 1
2 . Oth-

erwise, c 6= 0 mod 1
2 and there is no gapped bound-

ary.

2. If we pass the test for c = 0 mod 1
2 , we compute

Ĥ(n) for all n such that gcd(n,N) = 1 by Eq. (26).

Then, the higher central charges for (B̆, 0) are given
by

ξn =
∑

a

Ĥ(n)1a (21)

which are guaranteed to be ±1 since Ĥ(n) are
signed permutation matrices. We need all of them
to be +1 for a gapped boundary to exist.

Proof

First step : Given a super-MTC B, the representa-
tion ρ̂ of Eq. (8) is a linear representation for any choice
of c consistent with the chiral central charge of B. In
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particular, if B has c = 0 mod 1
2 , then c = 0 is a valid

choice, and hence ρ̂ given by

ρ̂(s) := Ŝ

ρ̂(t) := T̂ (22)

is a linear congruence representation of Γθ of some level
N . In order to determine N , we use the result of Sec.
III B, which states that N is the order of the eigenvalues
λi of T

ind.
The modular extension (B̆, 0) has a linear representa-

tion ρ of SL2(Z) and ker ρ ≥ Γ(NFS), where NFS is the

order of the T -matrix of (B̆, 0). By the proofs of Theo-
rem 3.1 of Ref. [35] and Theorem III.1 of Ref. [26], we
obtain

ker ρ̂ ≥ Γ(NFS), (23)

i.e. the level of ρ̂ is at most NFS . On the other hand, by
the results of Sec. III, ρInd is a an SL2(Z)-representation
of level NFS , where ρInd is a representation of SL2(Z)
induced from ρ̂. In fact, we think of ρ̂ as a representa-
tion of Γθ/Γ(m) for some even m, which then induces a
representation ρInd of SL2(Z)/Γ(m). Then it is clear that
ker ρInd ≥ Γ(m). But m cannot be any smaller than NFS

(note that both m and NFS are even). Hence the level
of ρ̂ is at least NFS . Together, we see that the level of ρ̂
is exactly NFS .
NFS can be computed from the eigenvalues of ρInd(t).

Once we have the level candidate NFS , we can simply
check whether the relations Eq. 10 are satisfied for ρ̂.
Second step : Since we only consider this step if the

first step has been passed, we assume c = 0 mod 1
2

throughout this part.
According to Ref. [17], the higher central charges of an

MTC are given by the chiral central charges of is Galois
conjugates. In particular, when c = 0 mod 8, ξn can be
computed as the phase of S′(n)11 = (H(n̄)S)11 (see Eqs.
(83) and (84) of Ref. [17]), where S′(n) is the S-matrix
of the Galois conjugate corresponding to n ∈ Z

×
NFS

.
We compute

S′(n)11 =
∑

a

H(n̄)1aSa1 =
∑

a

H(n̄)1a
da
D

(24)

Note that da and D are real numbers (even for non-

unitary MTCs), so ξn = S′(n)11
|S′(n)11|

= ±1 (this is a general

result that holds for higher central charges when c = 0
mod 8).
We can then compute the phase of Eq. (24) for all

n ∈ Z
×
NFS

. Any value of −1 will give an obstruction to
the existence of a gapped boundary. We now assume that
the MTC we begin with is unitary, which means that db
are all positive. Then,

ξn =
∑

b

H(n̄)1b = ±1 (25)

where have used the fact that H(n̄) is a signed permuta-
tion matrix.

Now, for a super-MTC B, the ξn of the modular exten-
sion (B̆, 0) obey the above. We can restrict the SL2(Z)-

representation formed by the modular data of (B̆, 0) to
Γθ, after which ρ becomes reducible with ρ̂ as the first
block. H(n) survives the restriction, and is thus block-
diagonalizable. We can write the first block purely in
terms of the super-MTC data Ŝ, T̂ 2 as (cf. Eq. (9))

Ĥ(n) :=ρ̂

(

n 0
0 n̄

)

=Ŝ2T̂ n2−nŜT̂−(n̄−1)Ŝ(T̂ 2Ŝ)n−1 (26)

Note that because NFS is even and hence n is odd, this
expression only involves even powers of T̂ and is well-
defined. Ĥ(n) is again a signed permutation matrix, as
we demonstrate in Appendix D. Moreover, again by Ap-
pendix D, it is clear that the nonzero entry of the first
row of Ĥ(n) is equal to the nonzero entry of the first row
of H(n), i.e.

∑

a

Ĥ1a =
∑

a

H1a. (27)

Hence, we can compute the higher central charges of the
modular extension (B̆, 0) purely in terms of the modular
data of the super-MTC B as

ξn =
∑

a

Ĥ1a. (28)

V. EXAMPLES

We apply our test to known examples of super-MTCs
to see which of them admit a gapped boundary. Ref. [26]
classified super-MTCs up to rank 10. There are many
super-MTCs with c = 0 mod 1

2 ; however, we find that
only the following (among unitary super-MTCs) pass the
higher central charge test:

• PSU(2)10 and PSU(2)−10 (rank 6)

• PSU(2)6 ⊠f PSU(2)6 (rank 8)

In particular, the new classes of rank 10 modular data
found by Ref. [26], which were constructed using the
Drinfeld center of near-group fusion categories in Ref.
[39], do not admit gapped boundaries in spite of having
c = 0 mod 1

2 .
Ref. [19] also lists several super-MTCs of rank 12 and

14. Among these, we test those super-MTCs which are
non-split with c = 0 mod 1

2 .

• For rank 12, one class of examples come from the
fermion condensation of U(1)8 ⊠ Isingν or similar
[40]. These do not have vanishing ξn.

• For rank 12, another class of examples come from
fermion condensation of (B2)2 ⊠ U(1)4 or similar.
These do not have vanishing ξn.
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• For rank 14, we have a class of examples which
come from the fermion condensation of Isingν1 ⊠

Isingν2 ⊠ Isingν3 . These have vanishing ξn.

Moreover, SU(2)4k+2 and SO(4k + 2)2 are known to
be infinite series of spin-MTCs, so their fermion conden-
sations yield an super-MTCs [41]. For SU(2)4k+2, the
c 6= 0 mod 1

2 (except for SU(2)10, which was considered
earlier), so the existence of a gapped boundary is already
obstructed by the chiral central charge. For SO(4k+2)2,
we check up to 4k+2 = 68 (we use Refs. [42, 43] to com-
pute the modular data). we find that only the following
has vanishing higher central charges

• Fermion condensation of SO(36)2 (rank 14).

In addition, for cases where the explicit modular ex-
tension data is available (e.g. via Ref. [44]), we verify
that higher central charge computed via our method from
(Ŝ, T̂ 2) agrees with the higher central charges computed
from the c = 0 modular extension via the bosonic formula
Eq. (2).

VI. DISCUSSION

In this article, we have developed a method which
tests whether a given super-MTC B (1) has chiral central
charge c = 0 mod 1

2 and (2) if so, whether the c = 0 mod-

ular extension (B̆, 0) has vanishing higher central charges.
The test only makes use of the modular data (Ŝ, T̂ 2) of
B as input. This gives a set of obstructions to the exis-
tence of a gapped boundary for a super-MTC B which
can be efficiently computed, and we apply this to known
examples of super-MTCs to rule out gapped boundaries
for many of them.
In addition to providing necessary conditions for the

existence of a gapped boundary, our results are signifi-
cant because it represents a step toward computing the
chiral central charge c of a super-MTC B in terms of
its modular data. Thus far, the the computation of c
mod 1

2 for a super-MTC relied on finding the modular
extensions, which is a highly nontrivial process [19] (see
also Ref. [25] for a discussion of the abelian case). Ref.
[28] has developed a Gauss-Milgram-like formula giving
obstructions to the existence of a gapped boundary of
fermionic topoloigcal orders with U(1)f -symmetry, but a
formula for the general case is lacking. The first part of
our test, on the other hand, tests if a given B has c = 0
mod 1

2 using congruence representation theory without
any extra assumptions on B and without needing to com-
pute the modular extensions. While this only tests if
c = 0 mod 1

2 and does not in general determine c mod
1
2 itself (it is not straightforward to use the congruence
representation relations in general, because the relations
depend on the level N and N in turns depends on c),
we believe that further investigation of the matter from
the direction of congruence representation could lead to
an algorithm which computes c (and possibly all higher

central charges as well) in terms of the modular data of
B.
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Appendix A: Gapped boundaries of spin-TQFTs and

gapped boundaries of modular extensions

Recall that a spin-MTC B̆ (which can be thought of as
a modular extension of a super-MTC B) gives rise to a

2 + 1d spin-TQFT Tf (B̆) [22, 36]. In this appendix, we
show that, on the level of the torus, a gapped boundary
for B̆ gives rise to a gapped boundary for Tf and vice
versa.

Consider a spin-MTC B̆ which has a Lagrangian alge-
bra L =

⊕

a Zaa, a ∈ B̆ (for convenience, we will abuse

notation and write a ∈ B̆, which is understood to mean
that a belongs to the set of isomorphism classes of sim-
ple objects of B̆). The Lagrangian algebra has dimension

dimL =
∑

a∈B̆ Zada = D where D =
√

∑

a∈B̆ d
2
a is the

total quantum dimension of B̆. Following Ref. [28], we
can think of the boundary condition on a torus as a state
in the torus Hilbert space, by placing the 2 + 1d TQFT
on T 2 × [0, 1] with the gapped boundary condition L on
T 2×{1}; then the state on the Hilbert space at T 2×{0}
is given by |L〉 =

∑

a
Za|a〉 (up to normalization) where

|a〉 are basis states on the torus.

Let us first derive some properties of L. Since B is
a spin-MTC, it has a distinguished fermion f . We can
decompose the set of simple objects of B̆ into B̆NS ⊕ B̆R,
where a ∈ B̆NS if a has trivial mutual braiding with f ,
Saf = + da

D , and a ∈ B̆R if a has nontrivial mutual braid-

ing with f , Saf = − da

D . Likewise, we can decompose L
into L = L1

NS⊕L1
R, where each condensing boson belongs

to LNS (LR) if it braids trivially (nontrivially) with f.

Since the boundary is topological, it is invariant un-
der modular transformations; this leads to Za being in-
variant under S- and T -transformations [17, 45]. In-
variance under T simply means the anyons a for which
Za are nonzero are all bosons. Invariance under S,
∑

b SabZb = Za, puts additional constraints. Let us spe-
cialize to a = f , the simple object representing the fun-
damental fermion. Then we see

∑

b∈B̆

SfbZb =
1

D





∑

b∈B̆NS

dbZb −
∑

b∈B̆R

dbZb



 = Zf = 0

(A1)
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since f , as a fermion, does not belong to the Lagrangian
algebra (enters with coefficient Zf = 0). This leads to

∑

b∈B̆NS

dbZb =
∑

b∈B̆R

dbZb (A2)

which means that L0
NS and L0

R have the same quantum
dimensions; each has 1

2D.
We can then define

Lf
NS = f × L1

NS (A3)

Lf
R = f × L1

R (A4)

and

LNS = L1
NS ⊕ Lf

NS (A5)

LR = L1
R ⊕ Lf

R. (A6)

This gives us the NS and R sector Lagrangian algebras of
Ref. [28], but generalized to the case where B̆R possibly
contains “q-type” anyons which absorb the fermion, q ×
f = q. Note that Lf

NS is always distinct from L1
NS, as

none of the anyons in BNS absorb f . On the other hand,

if L1
R contains a q-type anyon, it will also appear in Lf

R;
in such cases, it will appear in LR with multiplicity.
To consider the spin-TQFT, we change the basis into

the “sector basis,” as in Eq. (13). This amounts to con-
sidering the states

|LNS-NS〉 =
∑

a

(Z1
NS,a + Zf

NS,a)|a〉 (A7)

|LNS-R〉 =
∑

a

(Z1
NS,a − Zf

NS,a)|a〉 (A8)

|LR-NS〉 =
∑

a

(Z1
R,a + Zf

R,a)|a〉 (A9)

|LR-R〉 =
∑

a

(Z1
R,a − Zf

R,a)|a〉. (A10)

The R-R sector of the 2+1d spin-TQFT also has punc-
ture states |q; f〉 for each q which absorbs a fermion [36].
However, to describe a gapped boundary of a 2+1d spin-
TQFT on the torus, i.e. a 1 + 1d spin-TQFT, it is suffi-
cient to give its partition functions (more precisely, these
are partition functions on tori with specified spin struc-
tures and with “background field” specified by the anyon
a [45]):

ZNS-NS,a = Z1
NS,a + Zf

NS,a (A11)

ZNS-R,a = Z1
NS,a − Zf

NS,a (A12)

ZR-NS,a = Z1
R,a + Zf

R,a (A13)

ZR-R,a = Z1
R,a − Zf

R,a. (A14)

How do these transform under modular transforma-
tions? Using the invariance of Za = Z1

NS,a + Z1
R,a un-

der S, together with the following facts: Z1
NS,a = 0 for

a ∈ B̆R and Z1
R,a = 0 for a ∈ B̆NS; Sa,b×f = ǫaSab where

ǫa = +1 if a ∈ B̆NS and −1 if a ∈ B̆R; Z
f
NS,a = Z1

NS,a×f

and Zf
R,a = Z1

R,a×f , we compute

∑

b∈B̆

Sab

(

Z1
NS,b + Z1

R,b

)

= Z1
NS,a + Z1

R,a (A15)

∑

b∈B̆

Sa×f,b

(

Z1
NS,b + Z1

R,b

)

=
∑

b∈B̆

Sab

(

Z1
NS,b − Z1

R,b

)

= Zf
NS,a + Zf

R,a (A16)
∑

b∈B̆

Sa,b×f

(

Z1
NS,b + Z1

R,b

)

=
∑

b∈B̆

Sab

(

Zf
NS,b + Zf

R,b

)

= Z1
NS,a − Z1

R,a (A17)
∑

b∈B̆

Sa×f,b×f

(

Z1
NS,b + Z1

R,b

)

=
∑

b∈B̆

Sab

(

Zf
NS,b − Zf

R,b

)

= Zf
NS,a − Zf

R,a (A18)

From this we can see that
∑

b∈B̆

SabZNS-NS,b = ZNS-NS,a (A19)

∑

b∈B̆

SabZNS-R,b = ZR-NS,a (A20)

∑

b∈B̆

SabZR-NS,b = ZNS-R,a (A21)

∑

b∈B̆

SabZR-R,b = ZR-R,a. (A22)

Moreover, from the fact that Zf
NS,a is nonzero only for a

such that θa = −1, while Z1
NS,a, Z

1
R,a and Zf

R,a nonzero
only for a such that θa = 1, it can easily be seen that

∑

b∈B̆

TabZNS-NS,b = ZNS-R,a (A23)

∑

b∈B̆

TabZNS-R,b = ZNS-NS,a (A24)

∑

b∈B̆

TabZR-NS,b = ZR-NS,a (A25)

∑

b∈B̆

TabZR-R,b = ZR-R,a. (A26)

Combined, these equations show that S maps between
the NS-R sector to the R-NS sector while keeping the
NS-NS and R-R sectors invariant, while T maps between
the NS-NS and NS-R sectors while keeping the R-NS and
R-R sectors invariant. This is exactly the behavior of
the partition functions of a 1+ 1d spin-TQFT. Thus, we
have shown that a gapped boundary L of B̆ gives rise to
a gapped boundary on the torus for the corresponding
2 + 1d spin-TQFT Tf (B̆). We can also re-phrase this as:
the partition function of each sector is invariant under a
subgroup of SL2(Z) [36]:
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• NS-NS: Γθ = 〈s, t2〉

• NS-R: Γ0(2) = 〈tst, t2〉

• R-NS: Γ0(2) = 〈st2s, t〉

• R-R: SL2(Z) itself.

On the other hand, suppose we are given a gapped
boundary for a 2+1d spin-TQFT Tf (B̆) on the torus, i.e.
a set of partition functions ZNS-NS,a, ZNS-R,a, ZR-NS,a,
and ZR-R,a which satisfy Eqs. (A19) through (A26).
Then we can construct the gapped boundary for the
bosonic TQFT corresponding to B̆ as follows:

Za =
1

2
(ZNS-NS,a + ZNS-R,a + ZR-NS,a + ZR-R,a) (A27)

This is indeed invariant under S and T of B̆. Note that
invariance under S, together with Z1 = 1 automatically
means that we have the correct total quantum dimension,
since

D
∑

a

S1aZa =
∑

a

daZa = dimL = DZ1 = D. (A28)

Appendix B: Higher central charges for super-MTC

Going beyond the c = 0 case, we show that higher cen-
tral charges ξn for odd n are well-defined up to factors
of e2πi/16 for super-MTCs (similar to how the chiral cen-
tral charge c is well-defined modulo 1

2 ). Note that the
presence of a fermion with θf = −1 means that NFS is
always even for a super-MTC; hence any n coprime to
NFS is odd, and restricting to odd n loses no value as far
as the relevance to gapped boundaries is concerned.
First, we note that if B̆ is a modular extension of a

super-MTC B, other modular extensions of B can be con-
structed by stacking B̆ with Sν , one of the Kitaev 16-fold
way phases [2] , and then condensing the boson formed by

(f, ψ) where f is the distinguished fermion of B̆ and ψ is
the distinguished fermion of Sν . We denote the resulting

theory as
(

B̆ ⊠ Sν

)

Z2

.

Higher central charges simply multiply under stacking.
If we are given two MTCs B and D,

(ξn)B⊠D =

∑

b∈D

∑

a∈B

(dadb)
2(θaθb)

n

|
∑

b∈D

∑

a∈B

(dadb)2(θaθb)n|

=

( ∑

a d
2
aθ

n
a

|∑a d
2
aθ

n
a |

)( ∑

b d
2
aθ

n
b

|∑b d
2
aθ

n
b |

)

= (ξn)B(ξn)D. (B1)

This means that, under stacking with S, the higher cen-
tral charges (ξn)B̆ of B̆ change by the higher central
charges (ξn)Sν

of Sν . Sν are well-known, and we can
easily compute their higher central charges. We do not
list them explicitly, but simply note that they are all 16th
roots of unity.

Now, we show that under condensation of a Z2 boson,
ξn remains invariant for odd n. Suppose an MTC C has a
Z2-boson e (i.e. a boson such that e×e = 1 and θe = 1)).
Then, every anyon a ∈ C has mutual braiding phase ±1
with e, and we can divide C in to two sectors C0⊕C1 where
anyons in C0 have trivial braiding with e and anyons in
C1 have −1 braiding with e. Because of the Z2-fusion
rule of e, a given anyon a may either absorb e or not
under fusion: a× e = a (“short orbit”) or a× e = ae 6= a
(“long orbit”). If a absorbs e, it has to belong to the
C0 sector (see Appendix A.1 of Ref. [36]). Hence every
anyon a ∈ C1 comes in pairs a, ae, and moreover they
satisfy θae = −θa. This means that

∑

a∈C

d2aθ
n
a =

∑

a∈C0

d2aθ
n
a +

∑

a∈C1

1

d2aθ
n
a +

∑

a∈Ce

1

d2aθ
n
a

=
∑

a∈C0

d2aθ
n
a +

∑

a∈C1

1

d2aθ
n
a −

∑

a∈C1

1

d2aθ
n
a =

∑

a∈C0

d2aθ
n
a (B2)

for n odd.
Condensation corresponds to throwing away the

anyons in C1 (which are confined), and then identify-
ing anyons related by fusion with e, and splitting anyons
which absorb e. We already see from Eq. (B2) that
confined anyons do not affect ξn for odd n. Identifying
a ∼ a× e means that long orbits now contribute half as
much to the sum; splitting the short orbit means that
instead of d2aθa, it now contributes 2(12da)

2θa so again
half as much. So, after condensation, we simply get an
overall factor of 1

2 in front of the sum
∑

a∈C d
2
aθa. Since

ξn is the phase of this, this factor does not affect it.

Thus,
(

B̆ ⊠ Sν

)

Z2

has higher central charges which dif-

fer from those of B̆ by at most factors of 16th roots of
unity, and higher central charges of B are well-defined up
to factors of 16th roots of unity.

Appendix C: Proof of that ρI is an induced

representation of ρ̂

Here we prove a result used in Sec. III B.
Recall that ρI takes the following form (cf. Eqs (15)):

ρI(s) =





ρ̂(s) 0 0

0 0 S̃′

0 S̃′T 0



 ,

ρI(t) =





0 ρ̂(t) 0
ρ̂(t) 0 0

0 0 T̃ ′.



 (C1)

If we restrict this to Γθ, the first block becomes decom-
posable and gives us exactly ρ̂. Here, S̃′ and T̃ ′ are some
matrices whose details do not matter. The crucial fact
is that ρI takes this block form, where it acts on three
subspaces V1, V2, V3 by mapping among them. If ρI is
a direct sum

⊕

i(ρI)i of irreps (ρI)i, each of the sum-
mands (ρI)i also has to map among the three subspaces,
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and hence are of dimension 3ki, ki ∈ N. If we restrict
to Γθ, ρI |Γθ

and hence each (ρI)i|Γθ
leaves the first sub-

space V1 invariant. Each of (ρI)i|Γθ
then contributes a

ki-dimensional irrep ρ̂i to the Γθ-representation ρ̂ which
acts on V1 (ρ̂i has to be an irrep because, by a straightfor-
ward application of Frobenius reciprocity, the restriction
of aG-representationR toH can only containH-irreps of
dimension greater than or equal to 1

[G:H] dimR). Hence

ρ̂ =
⊕

i ρ̂i [46].
Now, since each ρ̂i and (ρI)i are irreps, we get Indρ̂i =

(ρI)i by Frobenius reciprocity. Then,

Indρ̂ =
⊕

i

Indρ̂i =
⊕

i

(ρI)i = ρI (C2)

which shows that ρI is indeed the induced representation
of ρ̂.

Appendix D: Proof that Ĥ(n) is a signed

permutation matrix

From Sec. II and III, we know that H(n) := ρ

(

n 0
0 n̄

)

,

n ∈ Z
×
n , is a symmetric signed permutation matrix.

After a basis change, UρU † = ρ̂ ⊕ ..., where U is ex-
plicitly

U =
1√
2

(

1 1

1 −1

)

⊕ 1√
2

(

1 1

1 −1

)

⊕ 1. (D1)

(This U maps between Eqs. (12) and (15).)

From this it follows that UH(n)U † = Ĥ(n) ⊕ ... since

Ĥ(n) := ρ̂

(

n 0
0 n̄

)

.

Let us write

H(n) =







A B · · ·
C D · · ·
...

...
. . .






(D2)

where A,B,C,D are each d-dimensional matrices, and
B = CT , AT = A, DT = D because H(n) is symmetric.

Then we have









Ĥ(n) 0 · · ·
0

. . . · · ·
...

...
. . .









= UH(n)U †

=
1

2







A+B + C +D A+ C − (B +D) · · ·
A− C +B −D A− C − (B −D) · · ·

...
...

. . .






(D3)

from which we get Ĥ(n) = 1
2 (A + B + C +D) and 0 =

A+C−B−D = A−C+B−D, from which we see that

B = C (D4)

and

A−D = 0. (D5)

Then,

Ĥ(n) = A+B. (D6)

Now, we note that A,B are part of H(n), a signed per-
mutation matrix, on the same block row. If an entry
Aij = ±1, then the every entry of H(n) on the same row
should be 0. Hence, Bik = 0 for all k. It is also clear
that if Aij = ±1, Aik = 0 for all k 6= j. Then, A+B has
no row with multiple nonzero entries.

Similarly, since C = B, we can repeat the same anal-
ysis for columns, and show that A + B has no column
with multiple nonzero entries. Moreover, since Aij and
Bij cannot both be nonzero for any i, j, every entry of
A+ B is 1, 0, or −1.

We know a priori that Ĥ(n) must be unitary. Hence,

Ĥ(n) = A+B is a unitary matrix whose entries are 1, 0,
or −1 and with at most one nonzero entry per each row
or column – i.e. it is a signed permutation matrix.

Moreover, this means that the first row of A+B con-
tains a nonzero entry ±1, and this value must equal the
value of the nonzero entry of the first row of H(n).
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