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Family Puzzle or Generation Problem demands an explanation of why there are 3 families or
generations of quarks and leptons in the Standard Model of particle physics. Here we propose a
novel solution — the multiple of 3 families of 16 Weyl fermions (namely (Nf = 3)× 16) in the 3+1d
spacetime dimensions are topologically robust due to constraints rooted in profound mathematics
(such as Hirzebruch signature and Rokhlin’s theorems, and cobordism) and derivable in physics (such
as chiral edge states, quantized thermal Hall conductance, and gravitational Chern-Simons theory),
which holds true even forgetting or getting rid of any global symmetry or gauge structure of the
Standard Model. By the dimensional reduction through a sequence of sign-reversing mass domain
wall of domain wall and so on, we reduce the Standard Model fermions to obtain the (Nf = 3)× 16
multiple of 1+1d Majorana-Weyl fermion with a total chiral central charge c− = 24. Effectively via
the fermionization-bosonization, the 1+1d theory becomes 3 copies of c− = 8 of (E8)1 conformal
field theory, living on the boundary of 3 copies of 2+1d E8 quantum Hall states. Based on the
framing anomaly-free c− = 0 mod 24 modular invariance, the framed bordism and string bordism
Z24 class, the 2-framing and p1-structure, the w1-p1 bordism Z3 class constraints, we derive the
family number constraint Nf ∈ ( 48

16
= 24

8
= 3)Z. The dimensional reduction process, although not

necessary, is sufficiently supported by the Z16 class Smith homomorphism. We also comment on the
45
15

= 3 relation: the 3 families of 15 Weyl-fermion Standard Model vacuum where the absence of
some sterile right-handed neutrinos is fulfilled by additional topological field theories or conformal
field theories in Ultra Unification.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

A. Family Puzzle

The 3 families or 3 generations of quarks and leptons of the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics had been
advocated since the 1970s [1]. The Family Puzzle or Generation Problem demands an explanation of what dictates the
SM family number Nf = 3. Any valid theoretical solution to this puzzle, unraveling the SM’s underlying mysterious
structure, can guide us further to explore Beyond the Standard Model physics (BSM) with elevated confidence, making
new predictions. What is the evidence of Nf = 3?

On one hand, in the quark sector, the (C)KM matrix indicates that the charge-conjugation-parity CP symmetry
violation of quarks via the weak interaction predicts the existence of at least 3 families of quarks in nature theoretically
[2]. The discovery of the most massive known elementary particle, top quark t, in 1995 by the CDF and Dø experiments
at the Fermilab [3, 4] confirmed the completion of 3 families of quarks experimentally. Moreover, if there is any gapped
hypothetical 4th generation of quarks massive than t quark, say t′ and b′ quarks, the Higgs decay rate to two gluons
ϕH → gg through loop triangle Feynman diagrams of 3 types of virtual massive quarks (t, t′, b′) will be enhanced by
a factor of 32 = 9 times larger than the SM prediction, but which possibility has been excluded [5].

On the other hand, in the lepton sector, the Z boson (the third most massive known particle of about 91 GeV)
decays into at most 3 families of light neutrinos (assuming light neutrinos are lighter than about 45 GeV, namely
mass mν < mZ/2), verified at CERN’s Large Electron Positron Collider (LEP) [6, 7]. In addition, the astrophysical
data from the cosmic microwave background (CMB) or big bang nucleosythesis (BBN) also suggest 3 families of light
neutrinos [8].

Here we show a novel theoretical solution to the Family Puzzle — the multiple of Nf = 3 of 16 Weyl fermions
in the 3+1d spacetime dimensions are robust due to the almost purely topological constraints (without requiring
internal symmetry, neither global symmetry nor gauge structure) rooted in the profound mathematics and derivable
in physics.1

B. Background Information

To understand and appreciate our solution better, some prior knowledge and familiarity with literature can help:
• (1) Modular invariance of 2d conformal field theory (CFT) [12] and 3d Chern-Simons-Witten and gravitational
Chern-Simons theories [13]: framing anomaly-free with chiral central charge c− = 0 mod 24.2

• (2) Mapping between fermions by domain-wall reduction (see Fig. 1 and Fig. 2): crossing different dimensions
by the sign-reversing mass domain wall of domain wall and so on. We will introduce a toy model (following [14])
as the explicit mass domain wall m(x) reincarnation version of Jackiw-Rebbi [15] or Callan-Harvey [16] where they
introduce instead some additional scalar field Φ(x). Our mass domain wall does not require extra scalar field and
does not necessarily implement symmetry-breaking mass; in contrast, other related (similar but not exactly the same)
recent models that explore the symmetry-breaking domain wall and anomaly inflow include [17–20]. A lattice version
of our model can be implemented as the domain wall of the domain wall fermion of Kaplan’s [21] and so on.
• (3) Cobordism theory [22, 23] and Atiyah-Patodi-Singer (APS) eta invariant η [24]. Given the spacetime and internal
symmetry G structure of manifold3

G ≡ (
Gspacetime ⋉Ginternal

Nshared
) ≡ Gspacetime ⋉Nshared

Ginternal, (1)

we will apply the data of bordism group ΩG
D that classifies the G-structure D-dimensional (Dd) manifoldMD up to the

cobordant relation (identified by bounding the (D + 1)d manifold), and the Anderson dual version of the cobordism

group TPG
D that classifies the Dd invertible field theories or Dd Symmetry-Protected Topological states (SPTs)

1 One inspiration of this work is noticing that the deep UV regularization of 2+1d E8 quantum Hall state required more strict branch-
dependent structure on the triangulation of the manifold, while the 2+1d 3E8 quantum Hall state required less strict branch-independent
structure on the triangulation of the manifold [9]. The branch structure seems to be related to the framing structure of the manifold
in some way. The author realizes that the Hirzebruch signature [10], framing-anomaly, and modular invariance may give rise to the
purely topological constraint on the Family Puzzle Nf ∈ 3Z. Another inspiration comes from studying the anomalies of SM by the
index theorem in [11].

2 For spacetime dimensionality, we either denote the space + time dimension (e.g. 1+1d CFT) or the total dimension (e.g. 2d CFT).
3 The semi-direct product ⋉ specifies a group extension. TheNshared is the shared common normal subgroup symmetry betweenGspacetime

and Ginternal, e.g. Nshared can be the fermion parity symmetry ZF
2 .
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realized in quantum condensed matter, and their boundary’s (D − 1)d quantum anomalies (e.g., [25–29]).4 Later we
will use freely these relation between the co/bordism and the classification of manifolds vs invertible field theories. The
Ginternal implies the structure group of the principal bundle and gauge connection. The Gspacetime = Spin,Pin±, . . .
can contain the fermionic Lorentz group structure (rotation + boost) such as Spin group or the time-reversal or
reflection-symmetry enhanced Pin± group [22]. Moreover, we emphasize that our Family Puzzle solution require
nothing of any specific Ginternal of the SM nor any specific Gspacetime, except only the tangential structure of manifold

(denoted Struct). We will apply the data of bordism group ΩStruct
d and cobordism group TPStruct

d where the tangential
structure can include the characteristic class [34] defined by tangent bundles: the Steifel-Whitney class (e.g. w1, w2)
or String structure, and the Pontryagin class (e.g. p1), or Witten’s framing structure [13], or Atiyah’s 2-framing
structure [35]. In particular, we will study the 3-manifold bounding the boundary of a 4-manifold, and we will use
the relation between (a) framing provides the String structure, and (2) 2-framing provides the w1-p1-structure. For
Family Puzzle, we will need the following structures:

Structure :=


(a) framing (fr): trivialization of tangent bundle TM

≃ String structure: trivialization of w1(TM), w2(TM), and 1
2p1(TM).

(b) 2-framing (2-fr): trivialization of the spin bundle of 2 copies of the tangent bundle TM ⊕ TM
≃ w1-p1-structure: trivialization of w1(TM) and p1(TM).

(3)

• (4) Atiyah-Singer index theorem (e.g.[36]), specifically Hirzebruch signature [10] and Rokhlin’s [37] theorems.

II. PHYSICS MODEL SETUP

Standard Model (SM) [38] is a 4d chiral gauge theory with Yang-Mills spin-1 gauge fields of the Lie algebra

GSM ≡ su(3)× su(2)×u(1)Ỹ (with four compatible Lie group GSMq
≡ SU(3)×SU(2)×U(1)Ỹ

Zq
, with q = 1, 2, 3, 6) coupling

to Nf = 3 families of 15 or 16 Weyl fermions (spin- 12 Weyl spinor in the 2C
L representation of the spacetime symmetry

Spin(1,3), written as a left-handed 15- or 16-plet ψL) in the following GSM representation

(ψL)I = (d̄R ⊕ lL ⊕ qL ⊕ ūR ⊕ ēR)I ⊕ nνI,R
ν̄I,R ∼

(
(3,1)2 ⊕ (1,2)−3 ⊕ (3,2)1 ⊕ (3,1)−4 ⊕ (1,1)6

)
I
⊕ nνI,R

(1,1)0
(4)

for each family label I = 1, 2, 3. The right-handed neutrino ν̄R is written as right-handed anti-particle so to be
regarded as a left-handed particle. The nνe,R

, nνµ,R
, nντ,R

∈ {0, 1} for I = 1, 2, 3 labels either the absence or presence
of electron e, muon µ, or tauon τ types of sterile neutrinos (i.e., “right-handed” neutrinos sterile to GSM gauge forces).
There are also additional Yukawa-Higgs terms. But none of these are crucial to our solution except the total number
of Weyl fermions —

(Nf = 3)× 15 + nνe,R
+ nνµ,R

+ nντ,R
= 45, 46, 47, 48, . . . . (5)

For simplicity, we focus on the 48-Weyl-fermion SM first in the limit of massless fermions, turning off the SM gauge
structure and SM Higgs mechanism while relegating those extra refined structures to later discussions.5 We will
comment on other fermion numbers later.

4 Freed-Hopkins version of cobordism group TPG
D = ΩG;free

D+1 ⊕ ΩG;torsion
D [23] consists of the integer free Z class of ΩG;free

D+1 and the finite

group torsion Zn class of ΩG;torsion
D . In summary,

TPG
D = ΩG;free

D+1 ⊕ ΩG;torsion
D =



ΩG;free
D+1 classifies (D + 1)d anomaly polynomials, Dd Chern-Simons like invertible field

theories, and (D − 1)d perturbative local anomalies [30] of G; those anomalies can be
detected by infinitesimal or small gauge/diffeomorphism transformations and
perturbative Feynman diagrams.

ΩG;torsion
D classifies Dd APS η invariants as invertible topological field theories (TFTs) as well as

cobordism invariants, and (D − 1)d nonperturbative global anomalies [31–33] of G; those anomalies
can only be detected by large gauge/diffeomorphism transformations
(that are undeformable continuously from the identity [null transformation]).

(2)

5 It may still be possible to have 0, 1, 2, 3, or more than 3 sterile neutrinos. Also, turning off gauge and Higgs fields is highly-motivated
for the high-energy early universe scenario — the fermions become massless. In addition, any Grand Unification with an appropriate
semi-simple compact Lie group and with these amounts of fermions exhibits asymptotic freedom like free quarks at higher energy.
Here we also clarify the physical meanings of energy spectrum. Typically for particle physics, whenever the particle field description is
available, we have massless or massive spectrum. On the other hand, for interacting CFT, it is better to refer its spectrum as gapless;
for interacting topological quantum field theory (TQFT), it is better to refer its spectrum as gapped above the (possibly degenerate)
ground state(s). Thus, gapless vs gapped are more general than massless vs massive.
Moreover, the “heavy mass” concept in quantum matter context may mean something different: the inverse of the curvature of the
energy dispersion E(p) of momentum p, namely (∇2

pE(p))−1. This “heavy mass” can coincidentally coincide with the mass gap for
Lorentz invariant particle theory, but the Lorentzian coincidence between these masses in general fail either in non-Lorentz invariant
or in interacting many-body quantum systems. Regardless of these subtleties of massive or gapped systems, we only focus on Lorentz
invariant theories in this work.
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A. General Arguments: c− = 24 and 3(E8)1 Conformal Field Theories

What absolutely crucial is the dimension-reduction relationship between 3+1d’s 48 Weyl fermions in (5) and the
1+1d 48 Majorana-Weyl fermion (each with chiral central charge c− = 1

2 ) with a combined chiral central charge

c− ≡ cL − cR =
1

2
48 = 24. (6)

Here are the steps of our arguments (here succinctly summarizing the main logic, later we will fill in more details):

(1): Mass domain wall reduction maps between fermions as Lorentz Spin(d, 1) spinors crossing different di-
mensions (see Fig. 1 (a)):

4+1d Dirac ψ5d
D → 3+1d Weyl ψ4d

W ∼ 3+1d Majorana ψ4d
M → 2+1d Majorana ψ3d

M → 1+1d Majorana-Weyl ψ2d
MW . (7)

(i): A single (d+1)d Dirac or Majorana fermion allows to pair themselves with Dirac or Majorana mass term respectively
by the fermion bilinear mψ̄ψ ≡ mψ†Γ0ψ.

(ii): Whenever the massive fermion ψd+1 is allowed in (d+ 1)d, with time and space coordinates (t, x1, x2, . . . , xd), we
may consider the spatial-dependent mass profile m(xd)ψ̄ψ such that

m(xd) =

 |m|, xd ≫ 1.
0, xd = 0.

−|m|, xd ≪ 1.
(8)

The (d+1)d fermion obeys the Lagrangian L(d+1)d = ψ̄d+1(iΓµ∂µ−m(x))ψd+1 with the spacetime indices µ = 0, 1, . . . , d,

then there is an effective massless dd domain wall fermion theory ψd at xd = 0, with its time and space coordinates

(t, x1, x2, . . . , xd−1), which is obtained by the projection P± = 1± iΓd

2 , so6

ψd
± = P±ψ

d+1 =
1± iΓd

2
ψd+1. (9)

We get a dd domain wall fermion Lagrangian, either + or − version of Ldd,± = ψd†
± i(∂t − Γ0Γj∂j)ψ

d
± depending on

the orientation of the kink of the domain wall, with the spatial indices j = 1, . . . , d− 1. Importantly, either of a single
kink domain wall fermion ψd

± carries 1/2 of degrees of freedom of the bulk fermion ψd+1, while the combined ψd
+ + ψd

−
reproduces the full bulk ψd+1 degrees of freedom (DOF). This DOF counting combined with the spinor representation
theory unambiguously suggests a unique domain wall reduction path in Fig. 1 (a) from the 4d Weyl fermion ψ4d

W of the
SM. This approach works in any dimension, but we focus on the reduction from 5d to 2d in Fig. 1 (a):

Dirac ψ5d
D in 4C, Weyl ψ4d

W in 2C
L equivalently as Majorana ψ4d

M in 4R, Majorana ψ3d
M in 2R, Majorana-Weyl ψ2d

MW in 1R
L.

(10)

For Nf -family n-Weyl fermion SM (e.g. Nf = 3Z and n = 16), we obtain a reduction map following:

Nfnψ
5d
D → Nfnψ

4d
W ∼ Nfnψ

4d
M → Nfnψ

3d
M → Nfnψ

2d
MW .

⇒ 48Zψ5d
D → 48Zψ4d

W ∼ 48Zψ4d
M → 48Zψ3d

M → 48Zψ2d
MW . (11)

The reduced 1+1d theory has a total chiral central charge c− ∈ 1
248Z = 24Z. We thus reduced the standard 3+1d

left-handed Weyl fermion theory with Pauli’s gamma matrices to 1+1d chiral Majoarna-Weyl theory:

L4d =

Nfn∑
I=1

ψ4d†
W,I i σ̄

µ∂µψW,I 7−→ L2d =

Nfn∑
I=1

ψ2d
MW,I i(∂t − ∂x)ψ

2d
MW,I . (12)

6 Follow [14], for any dimension d + 1, we write down a set of Gamma matrices satisfy {Γµ,Γν} = 2ηµν for a proper Lorentzian
Minkowski metric ηµν = diag(+,−, . . . ,−) in any dimension with spacetime indices µ, ν = 0, 1, . . . , d − 1, d. Note that P2

± = P± and

P+P− = P−P+ = 0 and iΓdP± = ±P±.

• For even d, we can choose the chiral or Weyl representation, Γ0 =

(
0 I
I 0

)
, Γj =

(
0 γj

−γj 0

)
for j = 1, . . . , d−1 with {γi, γj} = 2δij ,

Γd = idiag(−I, I), so P± = diag(I, 0) or diag(0, I). The Gamma matrices Γµ in dd are the same as those in (d+ 1)d for even d.
The P± projection maps a (d+ 1)d Dirac (or Majorana) fermion to a dd chiral Weyl (or Majorana-Weyl) fermion. The P± decouples
the left-handed and right-handed Weyl (Majorana-Weyl) fermion in dd at xd = 0 with m(xd) = 0. We get a dd domain wall fermion

Lagrangian Ldd = ψd†
± i (∂t ∓ γj∂j)ψ

d
±.

• For odd d, the projection maps a (d+ 1)d Dirac (Majorana) fermion to a dd Dirac (Majorana) fermion. See Fig. 1 (a).
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(a)

d Majorana-Weyl Majorana Weyl Dirac

1 1R 1C

2 1R
L 1R

L ⊕ 1R
R 1C

L 1C
L ⊕ 1C

R

3 TPSpin
3 2R 2C

4 TPPin+

4 4R 2C
L 2C

L ⊕ 2C
R

5 TP
Spin×Z2
5 4C

6 TPPin−
6 4C

L 4C
L ⊕ 4C

R

(b)

M

M

M

TPSpin×Z2

3 = Z ⊕ Z8 ΩSpin×Z2

3 = Z8

TPPin+

4 = Z16 ΩPin+

4 = Z16

TP
Spin×Z2

Z4

5 = Z16 Ω
Spin×Z2

Z4

5 = Z16

TPPin−
6 = Z16 ΩPin−

6 = Z16

FIG. 1. (a) This subfigure is a key step in our argument. Here the left column d labels the total spacetime dimension of
fermionic theories in the same row. For example, in d = 2, we have Majorana-Weyl (MW) ψ2d

MW in 1R
L, Majorana (M) ψ2d

M in
1R
L ⊕ 1R

R, Weyl (W) in 1C
L, and Dirac (D) in 1C

L ⊕ 1C
R. Here R and C for real and complex values, L and R for the left and

right chirality. The key dimensional reduction path along the color path with arrows from 5d to 2d (4C→2C
L∼4R→2R→1R

L)
follows (7) and (10), its intentional colors match with the colors of bulks or domain walls in Fig. 2. (b) This subfigure is not a
key step in our argument. This shows the cobordism (TPd) and bordism (Ωd) version of the Smith homomorphism [39]. This
Smith homomorphism helps to group the minimal representation of fermions (as the (d − 1)d free fermion boundary of the
cobordism invariant of the TPd for anomaly matching) in 0 mod 16 or 0 mod 8 manner, which is supportive and sufficient,
but not necessarily required for solving the Family Puzzle.

(2): The 1+1d reduced theory has chiral central charge c− = 0 mod 24 thus framing anomaly free [12, 13].
The 3+1d SM and the 1+1d reduced theories all have the fermion parity symmetry ZF

2 , which acts on fermions by
ψ 7→ −ψ. Moreover, we can do fermionization-bosonization (ψI ∼: exp(iϕI) : of compact boson ϕI with proper normal
ordering) to map the (12)’s 2d 16Nf Majorana-Weyl fermions to 2d 8Nf Weyl fermions, to the bosonized version, and
then by summing over all Spin structures of the 2-manifold of the 2d theory,7 which becomes Nf (e.g., 3Z) copies of
1+1d (E8)1 bosonic CFT or Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) model:8

LB
2d =

Nf∑
I=1

8∑
I,J

1

4π

(
(KE8

)IJ∂tϕI−VIJ∂xϕI)∂xϕJ . KE8
≡



2 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0
−1 2 −1 0 0 0 0 0
0 −1 2 −1 0 0 0 0
0 0 −1 2 −1 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1 2 −1 0 −1
0 0 0 0 −1 2 −1 0
0 0 0 0 0 −1 2 0
0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 2


, V = I8, I, J ∈ {1, . . . , 8},

(13)
where KE8 is the unimodular symmetric bilinear form’s K matrix (corresponding to the gapless boundary of 2+1d
abelian Chern-Simons theory as 2+1d invertible TFT that corresponds to the unimodular |det(K)| = 1), here the rank-
8 Cartan matrix of E8. When Nf ∈ 3Z, we have in total Z copies of 1+1d 3(E8)1 CFT where the combined rank-24
K3E8 matrix is the 3 block diagonal copies of KE8 :

K3E8
≡ KE8

⊕KE8
⊕KE8

. (14)

7 For standard terminology, the fermionic theory is called Spin that requires a spacetime manifold with Spin structure so to be compatible
with fermions as spinors; the bosonic theory is called non-Spin that spacetime manifold requires no Spin structure. For example, on a
2-torus, we have periodic (P or Ramond [R]) and anti-periodic (AP or Neveu-Schwarz [NS]) boundary conditions along each 1-cycle, so
that odd Spin structure includes P-P, while even Spin structure includes AP-AP, P-AP, and AP-P. Bosonization requires to sum over
all Spin structures.

8 There is a boundary-bulk correspondence between 1+1d (E8)1 CFT and 2+1d (E8)1 TQFT.
The 1+1d (E8)1 CFT is a unique holomorphic Vertex Operator Algebra (VOA) with c− = 8.
The 2+1d (E8)1 TQFT is also known as the E8 quantum Hall state [40].
There are at least three different constructions of these 1+1d and 2+1d theories:
(1) (E8)1: based on the E8 affine Lie algebra in WZW model and the level-1 non-abelian exceptional simple Lie E8 gauge group Chern-
Simons theory.
(2) SO(16)1 up to stack with a trivial SO(0)1 Spin-TQFT: SO(16)1 is Spin-TQFT, which (E8)1 non-Spin-TQFT stacked with an SO(0)1
spin-TQFT [41].
(3) KE8

matrix: The 1+1d compact chiral boson with U(1)8 global symmetry, or the 2+1d abelian Chern-Simons theory with U(1)8

gauge group, which that the symmetric bilinear form pairing between fields is the Cartan E8 matrix KE8
. The rank-8 KE8

matrix is
unimodular, positive definite, even and symmetric rank-8 matrix. The KE8

is also the intersection form of the unique compact simply
connected topological E8 4-manifold which has a signature σ = 8.
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See further discussions about 3E8 and Leech lattices in Sec. IV [42]. To have the 2d theory well-defined on a generic
orientable 2-manifold (a genus-g Riemann surface) imposed additional constraints. In particular, we can consider a
genus-one 2-torus T 2. Recall the 2-torus partition function of 2d CFT is

Z(τ) = Tr (exp(2π i(τ1P − τ2H))) = Tr
(
e2π iτ(L0− c

24 )e−2π i τ̄(L̄0− c̄
24 )

)
= Tr(qL0− c

24 q̄L̄0− c̄
24 ) (15)

in terms of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic Virasoro generators L0 and L̄0, the modular parameter τ = τ1 + iτ2
identifies lattice vectors w ≃ w + 2π ≃ w + 2πτ as a 2-torus on the complex plane w = σ1 + iσ2, q = e2π iτ , and trace
(Tr) over states in the Hilbert space. The central charges of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic sectors are denoted as
c = cL (left-moving) and c̄ = cR (right-moving) respectively.9

Modular invariance demands the Z(τ) is invariant under the modular (P)SL(2,Z) transformations (i.e., the Mapping
Class Goup of 2-torus MCG(T 2)) generated by S : τ → −τ−1 and the Dehn twist T : τ → τ + 1, so Z(−τ−1) = Z(τ)
and Z(τ + 1) = Z(τ). Modular invariance happens when the chiral central charge

c− = c− c̄ = cL − cR = 0 mod 24. (17)

thus also framing anomaly free [12, 13]. In our SM reduced model (11), we do have cL = 24Z and cR = 0 satisfy (17).
Although a generic c− = 24Z̸= 0 2d theory still suffers from a 2d perturbative gravitational anomaly that corresponds
to 4d anomaly polynomial c−

24 p1 with the 1st Pontryagin class p1, but the modular invariance demands the theory have
quantized integer spin and angular momentum, which is nice quantum mechanically. We will fill in more details in
Sec. IV.

(3): The 1+1d reduced massless system can be attached to a 2+1d bulk of a trivial class 0 in the 3d framed

cobordism and string cobordism: 0 ∈ TPfr
3
∼= TPString

3
∼= Z24. The corresponding manifold generator is also in the

trivial class of 3d framed bordism and string bordism: 0 ∈ Ωfr
3
∼= ΩString

3
∼= Z24.

10 Our SM reduced model (11) obeys
this, detailed in Sec. IV.

(4): The 1+1d reduced massless system can be attached to a 2+1d bulk of a trivial class 0 in the 3d w1-p1
cobordism: 0 ∈ TPw1-p1

3
∼= Z3. The corresponding manifold generator is also in the trivial class of 3d w1-p1 bordism:

0 ∈ Ωw1-p1

3
∼= Z3. Our SM reduced model (11) obeys this, detailed in Sec. IV.

(5): Smith homomorphism [39]: This step is not necessary but only for further supporting our argument sufficiently. Only
for the convenience of reducing from 3+1d to 1+1d, we may implement Wilczek-Zee’s Z4,X symmetry (more discussions
in Sec. II B) in the SM [47, 48], so the following Smith homomorphism between bordism groups of Pin structure manifolds
[49] (see Fig. 1 (b) and Fig. 2)

· · · → Ω
Spin×Z2

Z4

5 = Z16 → ΩPin+

4 = Z16 → ΩSpin×Z2

3 = Z8 → ΩPin−
2 = Z8 → . . . (18)

can guide us to map between fermions in different dimensions as (11), in particular in a multiple of 16, detailed in
Sec. II B.

We emphasize that our Family Puzzle solution is more topologically robust (depending mainly on (1), (2), (3), (4))
without really relying on any specific global symmetry or any specific gauge group (such as the Z4,X of (5)). Even
breaking Z4,X symmetry in the SM, our argument still holds.

B. Mass Domain Wall of Domain Wall Reduction Toy Model

The purpose of this subsection is to introduce a concrete model filling the Argument (5) in Sec. II A. As emphasized
a few times already, the additional discrete symmetries are not crucial (for solving Family Puzzle), nonetheless

9 Momentum P = L0 − L̄0 generates the σ1 translation, and Hamiltonian H = L0 + L̄0 − 1
24

(c+ c̄) generates the σ2 translation. Viasoro
algebra for m,n ∈ Z satisfies

[Lm, Ln] = (m− n)Lm+n +
c

12
(m3 −m)δm+n,0 (16)

while [L̄m, L̄n] obeys the same but replaced with c̄, and [Lm, L̄n] = 0. The factor of 12 or 24 here comes from Riemann zeta function
regularization

ζ(s) =

∞∑
n=1

1

ns
= 1−s + 2−s + 3−s + . . . and ζ(−1) =

∞∑
n=1

n =
−1

12
,

which appears in Casimir energy of the quantum vacuum.
10 Note that Pontryagin-Thom [43–46] construction bridges between geometric manifold and algebraic homotopy aspects of topology.

Under Pontryagin-Thom isomorphism, the inherently geometric aspects of framed cobordism theory (such as d-dimensional framed
bordism group Ωfr

d ) is mapped to the algebraic and topological structure of stable homotopy theory (such as limn→∞ πd+nS
n). So we

have Ωfr
d

∼= limn→∞ πd+nS
n, here Ωfr

3
∼= limn→∞ π3+nSn = Z/24Z = Z24. See more in Sec. III and [42].
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supportive to realize not only dimensional reduction of Fig. 1(a) but also the Smith map of Fig. 1(b) simultaneously
in one model.

Only for the convenience of the Argument (5) (but not necessary for Argument (1)- (4)), we recall that the SM

has an excellent discrete order-four finite abelian group Z4,X unitary symmetry, where X ≡ 5(B− L) − 2
3 Ỹ =

5
Nc

(Q−NcL)− 2
3 Ỹ is a linear combination of the conventional baryon minus lepton B− L charge (but more precisely

the properly quantized quark number Q minus Nc times lepton number L) and the properly integer quantized

hypercharge Ỹ [47, 48]. All the quarks and leptons have a unit charge 1 under Z4,X , also X2 = (−1)F, so Z4,X ⊃ ZF
2 .

Thus this Z4,X symmetry is not only preserved with or without SM gauge group GSMq
, but also robust even including

four-fermion BSM interaction deformation deviated from the SM fixed point. Given the family number Nf and the
total number of sterile right-handed neutrino type nνR

= nνe,R
+ nνµ,R

+ nντ,R
+ . . . , there is an index −Nf + nνR

mod 16 nonperturbative global anomaly classified by Z16 (from the bordism group Ω
Spin×Z2

Z4

5
∼= Z16 and cobordism

group TP
Spin×Z2

Z4

5
∼= Z16 in [17, 50–54], studied recently in the context of SM in [11, 51, 54–59]) captured by the

large gauge-diffeomorphism transformations. We shall leave the more formal discussions and mathematical forms of
anomaly derivations into Sec. III and in [42].

FIG. 2. Domain wall of domain wall reduction and so on. The extra discrete symmetries (namely, the extra Z2 quotient in
Spin×Z2 Z4,Pin

+,Spin× Z2,Pin
−) are not necessary for solving the Family Puzzle, but they are supportive to realize not only

dimensional reduction of Fig. 1(a) but also the Smith map of Fig. 1(b) simultaneously in this model. The colors (purple, blue,
green, red) are intentionally meant to match the colors of the dimensional reduction path in Fig. 1(a).

Let us discuss Fig. 2 step by step.

(a): Step 1 Fig. 2 (a), 5d to 4d: We have a 5d bulk massive Dirac fermion of m(x4) profile (purple) given by (8). The
5d mass term mψ̄5

Dψ
5
D preserves the Z4,X symmetry: ψ5

D 7→ iψ5
D. The Z4,X symmetry projects to 4d massless Weyl

fermion that also preserves the Z4,X : ψ4d
W 7→ iψ4d

W . So this Step 1 scenario is a 5d bulk Z4,X -SPTs (5d Z4,X -topological

superconductor) classified by TP
Spin×Z2

Z4

5
∼= Z16 with a symmetry-preserving massless (gapless) 4d boundary (blue) at

x4 = 0. The 5d-4d bulk-boundary system thus far has unitary X2 = (−1)F thus Spin×Z2
Z4 symmetry.

5d Dirac mass term breaks the charge conjugation C and reflection R symmetries. But the R4 symmetry (spatial
reflection along x4) becomes an internal symmetry at x4, which turns out to be the same internal symmetry X we
desired for: R4(x4 = 0) = X.

(b): Step 2 Fig. 2 (b), 4d to 3d: We then give the 4d Weyl fermion a 4d Majorana mass of m(x3) profile (blue) given by
(8). We then obtain the domain wall inside the domain wall. The 4d Majorana mass mψ⊺

W(− iσ2)ψW + h.c. breaks the
Z4,X : ψ4d

W 7→ iψ4d
W . But there is an antiuntary ZT

4 symmetry that both the 4d Majorana fermion with Majorana mass
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preserves and the 3d massless Majorana fermion at x3 = 0 preserves. So this Step 2 scenario is a 4d bulk ZT
4 -SPTs

(4d ZT
4 -topological superconductor [60, 61] classified by TPPin+

4
∼= Z16 [23, 26]) with a symmetry-preserving massless

(gapless) Majorana fermion 3d boundary (green) at x3 = 0. The 4d-3d bulk-boundary system thus far has antiunitary
T2 = (−1)F thus Pin+ symmetry.

(c): Step 3 Fig. 2 (c), 3d to 2d: We then give the 3d Majorana fermion a Majorana mass of m(x2) profile (green) given by
(8). We then obtain the domain wall inside the domain wall inside the domain wall. The 3d Majorana mass breaks the
ZT
4 , while the 2d domain wall’s Majorana-Weyl fermion (at x2 = 0) also breaks ZT

4 symmetry down to ZF
2 .

In summary of the above, we not only realize (7):

4+1d Dirac ψ5d
D → 3+1d Weyl ψ4d

W ∼ 3+1d Majorana ψ4d
M → 2+1d Majorana ψ3d

M → 1+1d Majorana-Weyl ψ2d
MW ,

but also enhanced it by cobordism version of Smith map (18):

· · · → TPSpin×Z2

3 = Z ⊕ Z8 → TPPin+

4 = Z16 → TP
Spin×Z2

Z4

5 = Z16 → . . . . (19)

The anomaly indices of (7) are mapped under (19) as

(ν′ = 2(cL − cR) = 1,ν2 = 0)|∈Z⊕Z8
→ ν3 = 1|∈Z16

→ ν4 = 1|∈Z16
. (20)

This satisfies a constraint derived in [17]: ν′+2ν2 = 2(cL− cR)+2ν2 = ν3 mod 16. We also complete the Argument
(5).11

III. FROM 6D ANOMALY POLYNOMIAL, 5D CONVERTIBLE FIELD THEORY, 4D ANOMALY OF
THE SM TO 3D GRAVITATIONAL CHERN-SIMONS TERM

The purpose of this subsection is to fill the anomaly perspectives of the Argument (1), (2), (3), and (4) in Sec. IIA.
Follow the SM computation in [11], the anomaly polynomial of Weyl fermions follows the Atiyah-Singer index

theorem. The 4d anomaly of a single Weyl fermion in 4d is the degree 6 part of the 6d anomaly polynomial from
Â ch(E).12 The explicit expression in terms of Pontryagin and Chern characteristic classes [62–64], pj and cj , can be

obtained using the expansions of Â and ch(E):

Â = 1− p1
24

+
7p21 − 4p2

5760
+ . . . , (21)

ch(E) = rank E + c1(E) +
1

2

(
c21(E)− 2c2(E)

)
+

1

6

(
(c31(E)− 3c1(E)c2(E) + 3c3(E)

)
+ . . . (22)

The explicit 6d anomaly polynomial for the gauge, global, and diffeomorphism symmetries of the 4d SM, G =
Spin×U(1)Q ×U(1)L ×GSMq (or more properly G = Spin×ZF

2
U(1)Q−NcL ×ZF

2
Z2NcNf ,Q+NcL ×GSMq concerning

the extra U(1) to be mixed GSMq
-anomaly free), with the matter representation given in (4) becomes:13

I6 ≡ (Ncc1(U(1)Q) + c1(U(1)L))Nf

(
−18

c1(U(1)Ỹ )
2

2
−c2(SU(2))

)
+ (Nf − nνR

)

(
c1(U(1)L)

3

6
− c1(U(1)L)p1(TM)

24

)
, (23)

When M6 is a closed 6-manifold, then
∫
M6 I6 ∈ Z, and there is a 6d invertible topological field theory (iTFT) with

the partition function exp(i
∫
θI6) where θ ∈ [0, 2π). When M6 has a boundary ∂M6 =M5, we can consider this M5

as a 5d interface between two 6d bulks with the Lagrangian density θI6 such that θ = 0 on one 6d side and θ = 2π on

11 From this domain wall reduction discussion, we indeed physically “prove” the ratio of ΩSO
4 = Z over ΩSpin

4 = 16Z is isomorphic to

Z/(16Z) = Z16
∼= ΩPin+

4
∼= Ω

Spin×Z2
Z4

5 .
12 Here Â is the A-roof genus of the spacetime tangent bundle TM over the base spacetime manifold M , expressed in terms of j-th

Pontryagin classes pj , while the ch is the total Chern character expressed in terms of j-th Chern classes cj , and E is the complex
vector bundle associated with the representation of the fermion. We also use the properties ch(E1 ⊕ E2) = ch(E1) + ch(E2), and
ch(E1 ⊗ E2) = ch(E1) ch(E2).

13 To obtain the polynomial coefficients correctly, here we use the convention such that every fermion in 4d is written as a left-handed
Weyl spinor in 4d (left-handed particle ψL or right-handed anti-particle iσ2ψ∗

R). Every particle contributes +1 (e.g., ψL) and every
anti-particle contributes −1 (e.g., iσ2ψ∗

R), to the quark Q or lepton L number, namely the integer charge representation of U(1)Q or
U(1)L. We abbreviate cj(EG) ≡ cj(G) the j-th Chern class of the vector bundle EG associated with the defining representation of G,
and pj(TM) is the j-th Pontryagin class of the spacetime tangent bundle TM .
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the other 6d side. On the M5 interface, we have an iTFT with the action S5 = 2π
∫
M5 I5 ∈ 2πR from I6 = dI5. The

5d iTFT partition function is exp(iS5) ∈ U(1). The S5 value modulo 2π is independent of the choice of M6. From
the 6d anomaly polynomial (23), the explicit 5d iTFT is

S5 ≡
∫
M5

(NcAQ +AL)Nf

(
−18

c1(U(1)Ỹ )
2

2
−c2(SU(2))

)
+ (Nf − nνR

)AL

(
c1(U(1)L)

2

6
− p1(TM)

24

)
. (24)

Here AQ and AL are background fields for U(1)Q and U(1)L symmetries respectively. This 5d TQFT encodes the
anomaly of the 4d SM by the anomaly inflow.

A. Spin×ZF
2
U(1)Q−NcL ≡ Spinc and Spin×ZF

2
Z4,X with a vector U(1)Q−NcL and a chiral X

Concerning the Spin×ZF
2
U(1) ≡ Spinc structure with AQ−NcL background field for U(1)Q−NcL, the (24) becomes

S5 ≡ (−Nf + nνR
)

∫
M5

AQ−NcL

(
N3

c

c1(U(1)Q−NcL)
2

6
−Nc

p1(TM)

24

)
. (25)

In the familiar form, we have the relation between Pontryagin class p1 and gravitational Chern-Simons (GCS) 3-form:

p1 := − 1

8π2
Tr[R ∧R] = −dGCS/(2π),

GCS :=
1

4π
Tr[ω ∧ dω +

2

3
ω ∧ ω ∧ ω], (26)

(where R = dω+ω∧ω is the curvature 2-form of the Levi-Civita spin-connection 1-form ω) and the relation between
Chern class and Chern-Simons (CS) 3-form:

−c2 +
1

2
c21 :=

1

8π2
Tr(F ∧ F ) = 1

2π
dCS,

CS :=
1

4π
Tr[A ∧ dA+

2

3
A ∧A ∧A] (27)

(F = dA+A∧A is the curvature 2-form of gauge connection 1-form). Note however the topologically invariant data
from a characteristic class is not captured by its local expression in a single patch or chart, but instead is typically
captured by the transition functions between different overlapping patches. So in order to define characteristic classes
differential-geometrically, we cannot just use differential forms locally, but we need to define them globally. We will
also write down the more well-defined global expression later [42].

By restricting Spin×ZF
2
U(1) ≡ Spinc to Spin×Z2 Z4 (e.g. U(1)Q−NcL ⊃ Z4,X ⊃ ZF

2 ), the (25) becomes a Z16 class

5d iTFT: 14

S5 ≡ (−Nf + nνR
)
2π

16
η4d(PD(AZ2,X

))
∣∣
M5 . (28)

Let us comments about the physics of the (−Nf + nνR
) coefficient in (25) and (28):

• For Nf = 3 with 16 Weyl-fermion SM scenario, the −Nf + nνR
= −3 + 3 = 0, so all these Z and Z16 anomalies

in (25) and (28) cancel. There is no anomaly descendant to 2d theory that we can look for.

• However, when −Nf + nνR
̸= 0, like the scenario of Ultra Unification [55–59], we do have a room to descend

the U(1)3, U(1)-gravity, and Z4-gravity anomalies in 4d to the U(1)2 and gravity-gravity anomalies in 2d. This
descended anomaly in 2d can give constraints on the dimensional reduced domain wall theory.

14 Some explanation about the notation [11]:
• Because all the quarks and leptons have charge 1 under Z4,X , there is no Nc factor in this 5d iTFT.
• The background gauge field AZ2,X

∈ H1(M5,Z2) is obtained by the quotient map down to Z2,X ≡ Z4,X/ZF
2 from the Spin×ZF

2
Z4,X -

structure on the 5d spacetime manifold M5.
• Here the 5d Atiyah-Patodi-Singer (APS) eta-invariant η5d = η4d(PD(AZ2,X

)) is valued in Z16 ≡ Z/(16Z) and is written as the 4d eta

invariant η4d ∈ Z16 on the 4d Pin+ submanifold representing Poincaré dual (PD) to AZ2,X
. The Pin+ structure is obtained from the 5d

bulk Spin×ZF
2

Z4,X -structure by Smith isomorphism: Ω
Spin×Z2

Z4

5
∼= ΩPin+

4
∼= Z16 [17, 50, 52, 53]. The eta invariant η4d ∈ Z16 is the

effective topological action of the interacting fermionic time-reversal symmetric topological superconductor of condensed matter in three
spatial dimensions with an anti-unitary time-reversal symmetry ZTF

4 such that the time-reversal symmetry generator T squares to the
fermion parity operator, namely T2 = (−1)F. The symmetry can be defined by the nontrivial group extension 1 → ZF

2 → ZTF
4 → ZT

2 → 1
(see a review [27, 65]). In contrast, in the SM, we have the unitary B− L-like symmetry Z4,X whose generatorX squares toX2 = (−1)F.
The symmetry again can be defined by the nontrivial group extension 1 → ZF

2 → Z4,X → Z2,X → 1.
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• The U(1)Q−NcL is a vector symmetry with properly quantized charge of B − L. Due to the vector U(1)
symmetry, the anomalies of left-handed and right-handed Weyl fermions in the SM cancel nicely (nearly, except
that if −Nf + nνR

̸= 0).15 However, we are motivated to resolve the Family Puzzle by thinking of more robust
topological constraint without symmetry, thus we should forget the SM internal (gauge or global) symmetry
structure. Once GSMq

is removed, we can consider the chiral U(1) symmetry of the Weyl fermions, which has
a stronger constraint of the modular invariance of 2d theory and the framing anomaly of the 3d TQFT (as we
will show in Sec. III B).

B. Another Spin×ZF
2
U(1) ≡ Spinc with a chiral U(1): 3(E8)1 quantum Hall states

For a single left-handed Weyl fermion of charge q in 4d, we take E to be the complex line bundle associated with
the corresponding representation of U(1). The fermionic 6d anomaly polynomial that captures the 4d anomaly is

I6,f = [Â ch(E)]6 = q3
c31
6

− q
c1p1
24

,

∫
M6

I6,f ∈ Z. (29)

Consider a collection of left-handed Weyl fermions in 4d with the global U(1) symmetry charges qi = 1 with
i = 1, . . . , Nfn for Nf families of n fermions per family (e.g. Nf = 3 and n = 15, 16).

The dimensional reduced 2d theory potential has U(1)2 and gravity-gravity anomalies (2-point function under one-
loop diagram) in 2d. However, the domain wall construction given in Sec. II can break all U(1) symmetries, thus we
are left with only the perturbative gravitational anomalies, captured by the gravity-gravity 2-point function under
one-loop diagram, 3d GCS, 4d p1 and the signature σ of 4-manifold with proper coefficients given in (31):16

p1 ∈ 24
c−

Z, σ
8 c− = c−

24 p1,
c−
24GCS = c−

96πTr[ωdω + 2
3 ω

3], c−, κxy = 2c−κMW
xy , c− Gapless/CFT

p1 ∈ 48Z, σ
16 = 1

48p1,
1
48GCS = 1

192πTr[ωdω + 2
3 ω

3], c− = 1
2 , κxy = κMW

xy , Majorana-Weyl
p1 ∈ 24Z, σ

8 = 1
24p1,

1
24GCS = 1

96πTr[ωdω + 2
3 ω

3] c− = 1, κxy = 2κMW
xy , Weyl with U(1) symmetry

p1 ∈ 3Z, σ = 1
3p1,

1
3GCS = 1

12πTr[ωdω + 2
3 ω

3], c− = 8, κxy = 16κMW
xy , (E8)1 chiral boson

3σ = p1, GCS = 1
4πTr[ωdω + 2

3 ω
3], c− = 24, κxy = 48κMW

xy , 3(E8)1 or Leech chiral boson

.

(31)
Under (7), the 4d Weyl ψ4d

W is reduced to 2d Majorana-Weyl ψ2d
MW with c− = 1/2; the 48 of 4d Weyl ψ4d

W is reduced
to 48 of 2d Majorana-Weyl ψ2d

MW with c− = 24.

C. Index Theorem and (Gravitational) Chern-Simons: Framing, String, 2-Framing, and w1-p1 structures

Eq. (31) also shows the information of the topology of 4-manifolds. Hirzebruch signature [10] writes in terms of the
L genus: For the dimension d = 0 mod 4, the signature σ(M) ∈ Z of manifold Md is

σ(Md) =

∫
Md

Ln =

∫
Md

Ld/4 ≡ ⟨Ld/4, [M
d]⟩

L = L0 + L1 + L2 + · · · = 1 +
p1
3

+
−p21 + 7p2

45
+ . . . . (32)

and the [Md] is the fundamental class of Md. For example, 4-manifold σ(M4) = ⟨p1

3 , [M
4]⟩ ≡ p1

3 .
Under the Special Orthogonal SO structure, the SO (non-Spin) 4-manifold has a signature σ = p1

3 ∈ Z.
Under the Spin structure, the Rokhlin’s theorem [37] says the σ = p1

3 ∈ 16Z for 4-manifolds.

By (7), the 4d Weyl ψ4d
W is reduced to 2d Majorana-Weyl ψ2d

MW with c− = 1/2 which is attached to a 3d bulk
of 1

48GCS. However, GCS written as Levi-Civita spin-connection 1-form ω is metric dependent thus not strictly
mathematically topological.

Here are some issues:

15 For a unit charge 1 of an axial U(1) symmetry in the Weyl fermion basis, we choose the left-handed particle and right-handed anti-
particle to have q = 1. We choose the right-handed particle and left-handed anti-particle to have q = −1.
For a unit charge 1 of a vector U(1) symmetry in the Weyl fermion basis, we choose the left-handed particle and right-handed particle
to have q = 1. We choose the left-handed anti-particle and right-handed anti-particle to have q = −1.

16 For condensed matter related physical observable, we write the Thermal Hall conductance [66] in the unit

κMW
xy =

πk2BT

12ℏ
=
π2k2BT

6h
. (30)



11

1. We like to address the issue of how to make the theory metric independent thus strictly mathematically topo-
logical.

2. We shall impose framing anomaly-free in 3d TQFT thus related to the modular invariance of 2d CFT (on the
boundary).

3. We aim to define GCS globally instead of locally.

The answers to address the above issues are:

1. Metric independent and (mathematically) topological: Follow [13], we not only need the 3d GCS in
(31), but also the 3d CS gauge theory with a CS action S(A) such as (E8)1 CS with the gauge field A. We also
need gravitational eta invariant ηgrav [13]. We write

S(A) + c−
1

24
GCS = c−(

π

2
ηgrav +

1

24
GCS) + (S(A)− c−

π

2
ηgrav)

= c−(
π

2
)(ηgrav +

1

12π
GCS) + (S(A)− c−

π

2
ηgrav). (33)

• S(A): 3d CS gauge theory action of the gauge field A: It is metric-dependent (not topological), but no
framing is required.

• π
2 ηgrav: The gravitational eta invariant version of CS (e.g., of the (E8)1 CS). It is also metric-dependent
(not topological), but no framing is required.

• (S(A)− c− π
2 ηgrav) is metric-independent (topological) and no framing is required.

• GCS is indeed the gravitational counter term (invertible field theory iFT) from the free part of Ω4 bordism
group. GCS is metric-dependent (non-topological), framing-dependent.

• ηgrav +
1

12πGCS is metric-independent but framing-dependent.

• The combined S(A) + c− 1
24GCS is generally metric-independent but framing-dependent.

2. Framing anomaly: The partition function / path integral on an oriented 3-manifold M3 defined by the action
(33) is in principle framing anomalous under the change of framing f ∈ π3(SO(3)) = Z or H3(M3,Z) = Z,

Z 7→ Z exp(2π if
c−
24

). (34)

Only when c− = 0 mod 24, which we like to impose, then the theory is not only metric-independent (topological)
but also framing anomaly-free. This theory is particularly good like the 3(E8)1 quantum Hall state in Sec. IIID.

3. Define GCS or CS globally instead of locally: Recall (3) we define GCS (or CS) globally by putting it on
the 3-manifold M3 = ∂M4 bounding the boundary of a 4-manifold M4, and we will use the relation between
(a) framing provides the String structure, and (2) 2-framing provides the w1-p1-structure. For Family Puzzle,
we will need the following structures:

Structure :=


(a) (Fermionic) GCS on Spin manifold — framing (fr): trivialization of tangent bundle TM
≃ String structure: trivialization of w1(TM), w2(TM), and 1

2p1(TM).
(b) (Bosonic) GCS on non-Spin manifold — 2-framing (2-fr): trivialization of the spin bundle of 2 copies of the tangent bundle TM ⊕ TM ≡ 2TM
≃ w1-p1-structure: trivialization of w1(TM) and p1(TM).

(35)

Follow [11],

• For 2-framing, the relative characteristic number 1
2p1(2TM, β) ∈ Z with a trivialization β of the spin bundle

of 2 copies of the tangent bundle 2TM . Using this number, one can then define the value of gravitational
Chern-Simons action in R (instead of just in R/(2πZ)):

c−
24

∫
M3

GCS =
c−
24

2π
( 1

8π2

∫
M4

Tr[R ∧R] + 1

2
p1(2TM

4, β)
)
. (36)

• For p1-structure β
′ on M4 as a choice of the trivialization of the first Pontryagin class p1(TM

3) = 0 (which
vanishes exactly in 3d by dimensional reasons). Similarly extendingM3 to a 4-manifoldM3, we have an integral
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relative characteristic number p1(TM
4, β′) ∈ Z, which can be used to define the value of the gravitational Chern-

Simons action in R (instead of just in R/(2πZ)) as follows:

c−
24

∫
M3

GCS =
c−
24

2π
( 1

8π2

∫
M4

Tr[R ∧R]+p1(TM4, β′)
)
. (37)

Similarly, for CS, we also write (defined mod R/(2πZ)) related to 2π
∫
M4(−c2 + 1

2c
2
1):

k

∫
M3

CS(A) = 2π
k

8π2

∫
M4

Tr(F ∧ F ). (38)

D. Cobordism constraints of Framing, String, 2-Framing, and w1-p1 structures

Finally, we like to check the bordism and cobordism constraints from the given structures (Framing, String, 2-
Framing, and w1-p1 structures). We show that when we have Nf = 3 families or 48 Weyl fermions in 4d SM, or
c− = 24 in 2d, the theory nicely sits in the trivial cobordism class. This will completely prove Argument (3), and (4)
in Sec. II A.

First recall, the bordism map of manifolds suggests by the Whitehead tower relation is

ΩString
d ΩSpin

d ΩSO
d

d = 3 Z24 0 0

d = 4 0 Z Z
×16

Second, the cobordism map of iFT or iTQFT as Framing or String cobordism invariants becomes17

TPString
d TPSpin

d TPSO
d

d = 3 Z24 Z Z

16 16 1

0 48 3

mod 24 ×16

mod 24 ×16

mod 24 ×16

. (39)

We show that p1/3 maps to 16 mod 24 (thus c− = 0 mod 8) in the string cobordism TPString
3 which is nonzero. But

the p1 maps to 3× 16 = 48 = 0 mod 24 (thus c− = 0 mod 24) in the TPString
3 which vanishes!

Third, the cobordism map of iFT or iTQFT as 2-Framing or w1-p1 cobordism invariants becomes18

TPw1,p1

d TPSO
d

d = 3 Z3 Z

1 1

0 3

mod 3

mod 3

mod 3

(40)

We show that p1/3 maps to 1 mod 3 (thus c− = 0 mod 8) in the w1-p1 cobordism TPw1,p1

3 which is nonzero. But
the p1 maps to 3 = 0 mod 3 (thus c− = 0 mod 24) in the TPw1,p1

3 which vanishes!

IV. CONCLUSION AND COMPARISON

Above we have presented a theoretical solution as to why the family number Nf = 3 or its multiple Nf ∈ 3Z is
favored due to modular invariant and framing anomaly-free. Especially with 16 Weyl fermion per generation in the
SM, we map this Nf ∈ 3Z SM to a 1+1d chiral central charge c− = 24Z CFT by the dimensional reduction.

We address additional refined questions about our proposed solution:

17 We derive TPString
d (trivialize w1, w2,

1
2
p1 [framing]) from the ratio of the allowed relative 1

2
p1 class:

1
2
p1∈Z

1
3
p1∈16Z

= p1∈2Z
p1∈48Z = Z24.

18 We derive TPw1,p1
d (trivialize w1, p1 [Atiyah’s 2-framing]) from the ratio of the allowed relative p1 class: p1∈Z

1
3
p1∈Z

= p1∈Z
p1∈3Z = Z3.
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1: The 4th family? More than Nf = 3 families?

I the hypothetical 4th family or more new families of quarks and leptons do not couple to the SM Higgs nor gain mass
from the SM Higgs mechanism, and also if these new families are heavier thanmZ/2, then the contemporary experiments
have not yet ruled out those possibilities — they are novel mass-generating mechanisms (without symmetry-breaking
Higgs fields) known as Symmetric Mass Generation (SMG, see a recent overview [67]). The SMG gapping out the 4th
family SM can still survive under the known experimental constraints above as a valid theoretical possibility [68–73],
potentially relevant for the Strong CP problem as well [73, 74]. If Nf ∈ 3Z constraint still holds, it may suggests
a group of 3 more families at much higher-energy above the low-energy SM. It seems more likely that Nf ∈ 3Z only
constrains more on the lower energy spectrum. It will be interesting to sharpen the statement regarding the energy
scales.

2: 16 Weyl fermions vs 15 Weyl fermions?

We can comment on the 3 families of 15 Weyl fermions, the absence of sterile right-handed neutrino replaced by
topological field theory, and its 45

15 = 3 relation to Ultra Unification. Notice that the missing sterile neutrinos also

appear to be 3 (so far). So the ratio 45
15 = 3 holds. For the reduced 2d CFT, we can obtain c− = 45/2 but we miss

c− = 3/2, which suggests a possible extra Pfaffian-like non-abelian Quantum Hall states [75] with c− = 3/2 in the
dimensional reduced 3d bulk as well. This picture could match with the TQFT sector for Ultra Unification.

3: Our argument is topologically robust without requiring any global symmetry and gauge group structure:
Even breaking or forgetting all SM gauge group structures or global symmetry structures, our constraints ((1), (2), (3),
(4) in Sec. II A) still favor the Nf ∈ 3Z family.

In comparison to the literature, we requires no Z4,X symmetry’s Z16 nonperturbative anomaly in 4d, nor additional Z3

symmetry’s Z9 nonperturbative anomaly in 4d for baryon triality or proton hexality in [51], nor the homotopy group
analysis of GSMq [76].19 Our solution is entirely distinct from the previous proposals [51, 76] that require specific global
or gauge internal symmetry constraints.

4: E8, 3E8, and Leech lattices: Prediction of additional gapped sectors above the SM?

Along the discussion in (13), indeed there exists proper SL(N,Z) transformations to map between the fermionic Kf = I8
matrix of 8 Weyl fermions to the bosonic KE8

by enlarging the matrix along the diagonal block via introducing extra
rank-2 canonical unimodular fermionic matrix Kf,2 ≡

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. There exists also SL(N,Z) transformations to map

between K3E8
≡ KE8

⊕KE8
⊕KE8

to the other 23 out of the 24 unimodular rank-24 Niemeier lattices, by enlarging the
matrix along the diagonal block via introducing extra rank-2 canonical unimodular bosonic matrix Kb,2 ≡

(
0 1
1 0

)
. One

of the most famous kind of Niemeier lattices is the rank-24 Leech lattice KLeech. (Beware that there are also other 1+1d
holomorphic but also meromorphic c− = 24 CFT [78].) Recall that both the E8 lattice and Leech lattice (as a discrete
subgroup of R8 and R24 respectively) are the solutions to the Spherical Packing Problem [79] in 8 and 24 dimensions
[80, 81]. Since the 48 Weyl-fermion version of the 3+1d SM can be mapped to 1+1d 3(E8)1 CFT of K3E8

, one could ask
what does the 1+1d Leech lattice CFT of KLeech imply? — Does the rank-24 Leech lattice have any use of prediction
about the 3+1d SM and BSM real-world physics? It implies that by adding additional gapped bosonic sectors from
copies of 1+1d non-chiral bosonic or fermion CFT of Kb,2 or Kf,2, bringing these gapped sector down and allowing
interactions between new sectors and the SM sector, we can deform the SM’s 3(E8)1 CFT to the Leech lattice CFT.
The inverse map from the copies of 1+1d non-chiral bosonic CFT sector to the 3+1d sectors may predict other hidden
BSM sectors [42].

5: Apparently since we refer to the E8 lattice and Leech lattice in the Spherical Packing, potential relation to the Conformal
Bootstrap, Moonshine (Monstrous moonshine, Mathieu moonshine), Sporadic group and Monster CFT may also help
to connect to the Family Nf ∈ 3Z structure in the SM.
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