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We analyze the recently proposed dipolar BF theory with couplings to charge and dipole currents. The
quasiparticles of the theory are either charge-like or dipole-like, and the mutual braiding statistics between
charge-like and dipole-like quasiparticles are dipolar, meaning that it depends on the position of the quasiparticle
being encircled. The braiding statistics between two dipole-like quasiparticles is that of ordinary anyons. We
further prove that the dipolar BF theory is equivalent to the rank-2 tensor BF theory developed earlier as an
effective theory for the rank-2 toric code. Although the two theories are equivalent, the dipolar BF formulation
embodies the dipole symmetry explicitly and gives a clean insight into the way the dipole symmetry manifests
itself in various conservation laws and the dipolar braiding statistics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extending the horizon of existing many-body models by
incorporating dipolar, multipolar, or general modulated sym-
metries has been a fruitful theme of condensed matter theory
in recent years. It was driven in part by a desire to incorporate
fractonic behavior [1, 2] into field-theoretic formulations [3—
5], and was further fueled by the experimental realization of
tilted optical lattice and some interesting phenomena found in
such systems [6—15]. Now the converging view is that these
extensions can be systematically categorized by the order of
the multipole symmetry [16—19] being incorporated in the the-
ory. Examples of extensions include rank-2 gauge theory cou-
pled to fractonic quasiparticles [3, 4, 20], Hubbard models
with pair-hopping fermions or bosons [12-14], Chern-Simons
theory with dipolar symmetry [20-23], and an 1D SPT model
protected by multipolar symmetry [24], to name a few.

Following an unrelated line of reasoning, we have written
down a variant of the toric code called the rank-2 toric code
(R2TC) [25] by building on some earlier works [26, 27]. Any-
onic excitations in the R2TC have mobility restrictions not un-
like the fractons and are forced to hop only by N sites at a time
in a Zy stabilizer model of R2TC [25, 28]. Several other sta-
bilizer models with similar mobility restrictions on anyonic
excitations were discovered [29-31]. The braiding statistics
among the anyons in R2TC displayed unusual position de-
pendence, distinct from the ordinary anyon braiding statistics
that are purely topological. Attempts to explain the position-
dependent braiding in the field theory framework were made
by several authors [28, 32]. In particular, the dipolar BF the-
ory proposed in [32] had rank-2 tensor gauge fields coupled to
rank-2 tensor matter currents, and embodied dipole symmetry
in its symmetry structure although the R2TC model had no
such symmetry to begin with. In that regard the dipole sym-
metry appeared to be ‘emergent’ rather than imprinted on the
lattice Hamiltonian of R2TC from the outset.

Quite recently, topological Chern-Simons and BF theories
incorporating multipolar symmetries explicitly at the level of
the effective action have been put forward [33, 34]. They are
indeed lucid representations of topological systems embody-
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ing both charge and dipole symmetries and are claimed to be
equivalent to certain rank-2 Chern-Simons or BF theories af-
ter suitable transformations [20-22]. Here we look into this
issue further and prove that the dipolar BF theory put forward
in [34] is in fact equivalent to the effective theory of the R2TC
previously suggested in [32], which was also dubbed the dipo-
lar BF theory. To avoid the confusion, here we dub the new
action the dipolar BF (dBF) theory, and rename the rank-2 BF
theory of [32] as the rank-2 BF (R2BF) theory. The origin
of dipolar braiding statistics, first discussed field-theoretically
in [28, 32], is given a more transparent interpretation in the
framework of dBF theory thanks to the dipole symmetry be-
ing embedded in the action from the outset.

In Sec. II we re-visit the dBF action [34] and analyze it
in greater depth than [34] with additional coupling to matter
fields. A complete set of conservation laws related to charge
and dipole symmetries are derived. In Sec. III we show that
the dBF action can be transformed into the R2BF action and
prove their equivalence. Some aspect of this analysis has been
done in [34], but we perform a more complete analysis with
the full set of gauge-matter coupling allowed by the theory.
Then in Sec. IV we re-visit the issue of dipolar braiding statis-
tics and re-derive the results on the basis of insights gained
from the analysis of dBF action. The paper is summarized in
Sec. V.

II. DIPOLAR BF THEORY

The purpose of this section is to introduce the dipolar BF
theory and outline its basic properties. Some outstanding fea-
tures of dBF theory is shared by the dipolar Chern-Simons
(dCS) theory [33], which is simpler and discussed first as a
way of illustrating the main principle.

The dCS theory consists of two parts £ = ZLycs + Zay
where

N
Lics = ypet) uvA5 OuAy,

Ly = —JuAy — J4AS,. Q2.1

For each spatial direction a = x,y we have the gauge field A},
described by the Chern-Simons (CS) action with level N. Two
kinds of matter fields (J“,Jﬁ) are introduced, correspond-
ing to the charge and the dipole current associated with each
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dipole moment orientation a and coupled to the gauge fields
Ay and A}, respectively. The summation over the spacetime
indices i, v =t,x,y and the spatial index a = x,y is implicit.

The gauge fields Ay, Aj; are not totally independent. Their
gauge transformations are linked by the dipole conservation,
and follow [23, 33, 34]

Ay — Ay +ouBY,
Ay — Ay +dyo+ BH. (2.2)
Here B* is nonzero only for the spatial components i = x, y.
There is no temporal component in the dipolar gauge fields,
ie. AL = 0. The dCS action given above is invariant under
the transformation (2.2). There can be no CS term for Ay, or
a mixture of A, and A{, since such terms fail to remain in-
variant under (2.2). Although A, does not participate in the
CS action, it can still couple to the charge current J, and have
non-trivial effect. Throughout the paper we refer to quanti-
ties without the superscript a as ‘charge’ and those with the
superscript as ‘dipole’ or ‘dipolar’.
Requiring the invariance of the dCS action under the trans-
formation (2.2) gives the continuity equations
Iy =0, Ity =J, Ity = Jy. (2.3)
While the charge current satisfies the usual continuity equa-
tion, the dipole currents J3 ,Jﬁ satisfy modified continuity
equations with source terms coming from the charge current.
Physically, it means that when a charge moves in a certain di-
rection it will violate the dipole moment conservation in that
direction and must act as a source term in the dipole continuity
equation. One can re-write (2.3) in a more suggestive form
Il — (x—x0)Ju] = OulJji = (y = yo)Ju] =0 (2.4)
where x(,yo are some constants. We will make heavy use of
this form when we discuss dipolar braiding in Sec. IV.
We move to examine the dipolar BF theory given by [34]

L = Lapr+ Luj+ Lk, (2.5)

where

N N
PuBE = ge,w\,bl (duAy +AY) + ﬁ%vbgaﬂ/{@

Ly = —JuAy — JZAZ

Ly = —buKy — bAKE. (2.6)

The last term % was not included in [34] but is necessary
for a complete analysis. The gauge transformation properties
of the dBF action are as follows:

Ap — Ay +ouBY
Ay — Ay +dya+pH
by —by+ 9,0

bl — b + 9 — 08 2.7

It is again assumed that ' = 0 = AJ,.

Requiring the invariance of the dBF action under the trans-
formation (2.7) gives several continuity equations:

Il — (x = x0)Ju] = Iy — (y = yo)Ju] = 0

O [Ky + (x—x0)Ky; + (y—y0)Kp] = 0. (2.8)
These equations play vital roles in deducing braiding statistics
among charge and dipoles, as discussed in Sec. I'V.

III. EQUIVALENCE OF DIPOLAR BF THEORY TO
RANK-2 BF THEORY

We show how to gradually morph the dBF action in (2.6)
into the R2BF theory, written in terms of rank-2 tensor gauge
fields and rank-2 tensor currents. In the end, we find that dBF
action is in complete agreement with the R2BF action con-
structed in [32] as an effective field theory of R2TC. Some
aspect of this transformation was worked out in [34] for the
pure gauge part Zygg without the coupling terms Zy; + Lk .

The proof proceeds by first integrating out b; from the dBF
action, resulting in the constraint:

Ay —Ayx=(2n/N)K;. 3.1)
We define the rank-2 gauge fields A,
Aab = 9afp — AL, 32)
which transforms under (2.7) as
Agp — Agp + dudp0r. (3.3)

Only the charge sector shows up in the transformation of
Agp. This is the well-known transformation associated with
the tensor gauge fields previously used in fractonic field theo-
ries [3, 20-22]. The new insight here is that the tensor fields
A,y are not the fundamental objects themselves, but are con-
structed from the underlying vector gauge fields Aj; and Ay,.
Although both A,,,A,, transform in the same way, they are
not the same fields when K; # 0. The definition of A, in (3.2)
does not guarantee such symmetry either. We will proceed for
the time being by treating Ay, and Ay, as two distinct fields.

Among the remaining terms in the action .Z (after integrat-
ing out b;), terms containing Ay can be collected into

N

o [Af(9cby — O\bY) — byAT + beAY | — ALY (3.4)
Integrating out Ay from (3.4) enforces two relations:
diby — dyby — by = (21 /N)J}
by — Oyby + by = (27 /N)J;. (3.5)

Since b, has been integrated out already, & ,,b3duAy be-
comes by(dyA; — dA,) + by(9, Ay — 0xA;). We can use (3.5) to



write by, by in this action in terms of other fields:

N

= [bx(ayA, — OAy) + by(9A — axA,)} =

N

o [3(2,0.4, — 2.0,4,) — (2,94, — :2,4,)

— (92A; — 0, 9A,) + bL(O2A, — axa,Ax)}
— A (O TS+ ) + AT + A0 (3.6)
In the meantime, the coupling —J{AY — JAT is re-written, us-
ing Ay, = d,A, — AL, as
—(JRAS + JYAT) = A (I + OpJy) +Ay(duJy + 9)J5)
+Axdy Ay + Ay +Apdy. (3.7)
(Note that Af is already integrated out and no longer present in
the action.) Collecting terms proportional to Ay, from the last
line of (3.6) and the first line of (3.7) and combining them with
—ApJyu, we conclude that Ay Jy; is modified to Ay J, where
Ji =04 0J +J})
Jo=Ji = 0uJy =0
Jy=Jy—0uJy =0. (3.8)

The last two lines come from invoking the dipole current con-
servation (2.3). We thus arrive at the very simple result that
only the temporal coupling —A,J; survives in the charge sector
of £y after integrating out some fields. In the end we find

Ly = —Adi + Axcdxx + Ay + Apdyn + Ayydyy  (3.9)
with
Ji =J 4+ 0uJ) + O}
S =I5 Dy =B, oy =1, T = 5. (3.10)

Other terms in the dBF action can be re-arranged as well,
for instance

b (DAL — B,AY) —

b (—0kAyx+ hAx) + b (A — OcAyy) (3.11)
using
AL — QAL = —O:Aye + A,
OcA) — QyAY = —0iAyy + OyA sy (3.12)

The other terms, b;&,A)“( - bjﬁa,Ag, can be combined with (3.6)
to give
by (0 Ayx — 0x0yAr) — b} (9 Axy — OxdyA;)
+b)(9 Ay — 07A;) — b (d A — IFA,). (3.13)

Finally, adding (3.11) and (3.13) gives
N
Z4BF = 7 [bf(ayAxx — Ayx) + b7 (OyArxy — OiAyy)
+ b3 (A — 0dA) — bi(&,Axy — d:d\A;)
+ (A — O2A) — bY(DA e — afA,)} . (3.14)

In this form, b, has been completely integrated out and some
second derivatives of the tensor gauge fields A, appear in the
action.

So far we have avoided the assumption of symmetry Ay, =
A, and the action (3.14) is valid even for A,, # A,,. To pro-
ceed further, we solve the constraint (3.1) by re-writing

Ay = Ag+ 2K, Ay — Ay — —K, 3.15

xy xy+N 1, Ay — v e (3.15)

The new tensor is symmetric, A,, = A,,. We can re-write the

action (3.14) in light of the substitution (3.15). In addition

to the second line of (3.14) simplifying to (b% — b})(9Axy —

dxdyA;), there are additional terms showing up in the action
due to K;:

1 1. 1 1
—Ebja,Kt — Eb;a,K, + Ebj‘ath + EbfayK,. (3.16)

Also invoking (3.5), we can transform the bK coupling
biKy + byKy — b0y Ky + bydyKy — bydyKy — byoiK,. (3.17)
We can add (3.16) and (3.17) to bﬁKl‘j to get
b} (K;‘ - %agq) +b) <K; - %@K,)
+ by (K;‘ + oKy + %M(,) + by (K — 9,Ky)

1
+ bi (Kg - any) =+ bi’, (K)y + axKx + Eath)

= bﬁKfL, (3.18)
and conclude the action %),k is modified to
fbK — —bﬁkﬁ. (3.19)

The charge part —b, K, has been integrated out. Meanwhile,
the Z,; action in (3.9) is modified by K; # 0,

~ T
Lny = —Adi + Ao +Agdy Ay + N (F =)k,
(3.20)
with A,y = Ay, and Jy, = i + 5.

It turns out K; appears linearly in (3.19) and (3.20) but does
not appear elsewhere. Integrate out K; gives

2r

(Qb) = o)) — (A — k) = ST (=), (321

This relation is nothing new, and can be derived from the con-
straint that arises from integrating out A¢, A{ from the full ac-
tion:

Ab? — b = (2 /N)J

oib — b} = (21 /N)Jy. (3.22)
Finally, we can arrange the two actions £, and £}k as

Ly = —Adi + Axdxx + Arydry + Ayydyy

Lok = —bK]| (3.23)



with

Ji=Ji+0J + 0]},

Ja =T, gy =R+T, Jy =17, (3.24)
and

K=K

K} =K +0,K,, Kj=K;—0dK,

K} =K} — 0K, K)=K)+dK,. (3.25)

We note that Zygp and %y, are by now written in terms of
tensorial gauge fields and currents, but %} is not.
To remedy this problem, we re-define certain variables

(bfvbiy) - (Elyv _Etx)a

(bE =B, bYbY) = (—Exy,—Eyy,Ex),  (3.26)
and further re-write
(Exx,Eyy,Exy) — (Eyy,Exx, _Exy)7
(Axr,Ayy,Axy) = (Ayy, Are, —Ayy). (3.27)

This gives
ZUBF — Axya[Exy +Ayy8,Eyy + AL Ey
+ Ef(0yAx + yAry) + E} (A + 1A Ly)
+ Ai(0} Exy + 97 Eyy — 0,0y Eyy), (3.28)

and

Lpg = Ay + Ay + Acedyy = Ay (3.29)

Meanwhile, re-writing %}, with these new variables gives

N N ~ A T
Lok — — E} R} + E'RY + Eu) — By K} — S En (KT ~ K))
1

2

The last line cannot be written in terms of any of the variables
in (3.26). Luckily, b¥ + by does not appear elsewhere in the
action and can be integrated out to yield

(b + b)) (KY +K7) (3.30)

Ki+K) = K{ + Ky + 0Ky =0, (3.31)

which is nothing but the K-current conservation already de-
rived in (2.8).

Combining all three remaining actions, the full action .£ =
LaBF + Lay + Ly becomes

oy = % Ay Exy + Ak Eyy + Aud) Exe
+ Ef(OxAxx + Ay, — p*)
+E/ Ay + dAry — p7)

+ A (0] Exx + 07 Eyy — 050y Ey — J;)

— Ay +Apdic+ Ay

— ExKy — Eq Ky — Ey Ky, (3.32)

with
(p*,p”) = (-K . K)
-1 . - N
(KK K) = (RIS R-RDET) . 030

The final action ZRopr is in complete accord with the R2BF
action derived in [32] [Eq. (5.2)]. The R2BF action supports a
scalar charge J; and the associated tensor current (Jxx,ny,Jyy),
as well as vector charges (p*,p”) and the associated tensor
current (Kyy, ny,ny). Although there are two vector charges,
only one tensor current K, exists for both of them.

There are three conservation laws, one for each of the three
charges. One of them is given by (J;,Jxx,Jxy,Jyy) satisfying
the equation

O+ 0T+ 050y Ty + 97y
= O+ 0u(Iut) + 9y (IuJ})

- 3,], + ax.,x + ayjy = 0 (334)

The relation 8“Jﬁ = J, was used to reach the second line. The

charge density J; is the sum of J;, the bare charge density,
and the dipole-induced charge density dyJ;' + d,J;. A charge
(J) by itself cannot move due to the dipole moment conserva-
tion and must be accompanied by dipole motion. This forces
charge to form a composite object with a dipole in order to
move freely. Although the observation that a free object in
dipole-constrained theory is a charge-dipole composite has
been made in [32] already, the dBF formulation is helpful in
clarifying the nature of this composite charge as the sum of the
bare charge (J;) and the dipole-induced charge (dyJ; + 9)J7)
through the formula (3.24). The tensor currents (Jyy,Jxy,Jyy)
and (K, Kyy, Kyy), introduced through heuristic reasoning in
[32], are also given concrete definitions in terms of underlying
dipole currents.

The second continuity equation follows from defining a
three-current

(p* K, Kyy) = (—K]',— K3, (K™ — K)/2)
and working out
O p* + 0 Kx + Ky
= P + 0Ky + Ky — %ay (Ki+K))
= —8,11@{ = —duKj =0. (3.35)

Note that in the second line we added an extra term Jy (K +
K3)/2 to complete the continuity equation. This is allowed
since the added term is zero by the constraint (3.31). It also
implies a degree of flexibility in defining Ky, as

Lo o 0
Ky =5 (Ky —K)) + 5 (K; +K3)

2 > (3.36)

with 6 being an arbitrary real number.
A third conservation law exists for the three-current

(P Ky, Kyy) = (K7, (K —IZ;’)/Z,I?;)



obeying the continuity equation
9,p” + 0Ky + 9\ K,y
| I
= 0ip” + Ky + 0,Kyy + Eax(ij + K)y, )

= auk;; =duK,, =0. (3.37)

In conclusion, we have derived all three conservation laws
as well as the exact form of the R2BF given in [32] by starting
from the dBF action of [32] and integrating out some degrees
of freedom. In the course of the transformation we found ex-
plicit representations of the various charge densities and ten-
sor currents in the R2BF in terms of the charge and dipole
currents of the original dBF - see (3.24) and (3.33). These
expressions will play a vital role in deriving dipolar braiding
statistics.

IV. DIPOLAR BRAIDING

A key feature of the dBF (or R2BF) theory is that its quasi-
particles show braiding statistics that depends on the location
of the particle being braided around [25, 32]. This point can
be highlighted already in the dCS theory, which we discuss
first due to its simplicity.

It is well known that d,,J, = 0 admits a solution

T = (1,%6,90)8% (r — (1)) .1
where r.(7) is the position of the charge at time 7, and (%, y.)
is its velocity. By virtue of continuity equation dy[J}; — (x —
x0)Ju] = 0 and du[Jy, — (y — yo)Ju] = 0 [Eq. (2.4)], one has
solutions for the dipole currents

JE = (xe —xo)JG + 3"

D= (e —yo)JG + 3 4.2)
with Jfl givenin (4.1) and
Tt = (1 3) 8% (r = (1))
ToY = (1,5,3y) 82 (r —1y(1)) (4.3)

representing currents associated with a single x- or y-dipole lo-
cated atry(¢) and r (1), respectively. We will refer to solutions
given in (4.1) and (4.3) as single-charge and single-dipole so-
lutions, respectively. Current due to a single-charge motion Jj,
generates accompanying dipole current J;; = (x— xo)Jfl and
Ji = (y—y0)J5. To distinguish them from the intrinsic dipole

currents JZ’X and Jﬁ’y , we refer to them as orbital dipole cur-
rents of a-orientation. The name was suggeested in [33].

We examine the consequence of inserting various solutions
of the charge and the dipole currents into the action %} ;. First,
inserting the single-charge solution J, = Jj; into JyA, (and
integrating over spacetime) gives

%[Ax(rc)dchrAy(rc)dyc] - / (OAy — A )dxedye  (4.4)

where the integral is over the area encompassed by the closed
trajectory of r.. Since there is no Chern-Simons term for Ay,
this flux is not quantized. In fact, d,A, — dyA, is not even
gauge-invariant under the dipolar gauge transformation by f3
in (2.2), and will soon be combined with another term to make
it fully gauge-invariant.

When we insert the single-dipole solution (4.3) into the ac-
tion J{ A, we find fora = x

utp
/ Jiax = / (AL — 9,A%). 4.5)
Invoking the flux attachment rule
& uvuAy = %Jﬁ, (4.6)

which can be derived by integrating out Af; from the dCS ac-
tion, one can further write

2w
/ (9} — 2y = = / J

showing that the geometric phase is 27 /N per x-dipole en-
closed within the path. We conclude that an a-dipole braiding
around another dipole of the same orientation results in the
fractional phase of 27 /N.

When a charge is being braided, there is an accompanying
orbital dipole current (x —xo)Jj; contributing to J;. Its contri-
bution to the phase is

4.7

74 (x— xo)JGAY, = / (e — x0)[AX(re)dxe + A% (x)dy]

= jl{ (x — x0) [0rAY — dyAT|dxdy + / Ajdxdy. (4.8)
There is also the orbital y-dipole current (y —o)Jj; contribut-
ing the phase

PO =305l = § o= 30)l0A3 — daldxdy — [ Adxdy.
4.9)

Overall, there are three different contributions to the phase,
given in (4.4), (4.8), (4.9), as a charge is moved adiabatically
around. Combining all three contributions gives

Px—x0) 043 — Ay + (3= 30) 0} — A dxdy

+ /(axAy — YAy + A — AY)dxdy. (4.10)
The second line represents a contribution from the gauge-
invariant flux [35] Fyy = dxA, — dyA, +A;‘, — A, but the value
is not tied to the charge density as there is no CS term in-
volving Ay in the dCS action. The first line, after substituting
hAY — AL = (21 /N)J{, gives

—iv—n [Z(x,‘ —X0) + Z()’i - yo)}

i

.11

where x; (y;) is the a-coordinate of the i-th a-dipole inside
the loop. The minus sign occurs because the action is £y =



—AuJu —AfJj. The braiding statistics between a charge and
the dipoles are therefore dipolar, in the sense that the phase
acquired in the braiding process depends linearly on the coor-
dinates of the particles.

In summary, when an a-dipole is adiabatically moved, it
picks up the fractional phase of 27 /N by braiding around
other a-dipoles. Meanwhile a charge braiding around dipoles
picks up dipolar phase because the charge motion induces or-
bital dipole current. The orbital dipole current accompanying
the charge current is necessitated by the need to satisfy the
dipole symmetry.

Next we examine the braiding statistics in the dBF (or
R2BF) theory. From the various conservation laws of J-
currents and K-currents derived in (2.8), we can write down
the solutions

Ju=Jy

Ty = (= x0) o = I 0= 30
d,

Kj = Ky*

Ky=K; —(x— x0)Ki™ — (y—yo)Ki” (4.12)

where Jﬁ,Kﬁ,Jﬁ’“,Kﬁ’“ are the single-particle solutions of
(4.1) and (4.3).
Since our focus is on the dipolar braiding statistics, we can

“turn off” the intrinsic dipolar current Jﬁ’“ and write the orbital
dipole currents as

Jﬁ = (x—xO)Jﬁ = (x_xO)(laxm)}c)52(r_rc)

Ju=(—x0l; = (—x0)(Lide,ye) 8 (r—re).  (4.13)

This gives
Jo = Ji 4+ 0T + 0y
= [1+ (x—x0)d + (y —y0)3)]8*(r —rc)
Joo =I5 = (x—x0)k.8%(r—r,)
Joy =T 45 = [(x—x0)ye + (y = y0)1] 8> (r — rc)
Ty =T = (y=y0)9c8>(r —re). (4.14)

Inserting (Jxr, Jyy,Jyy) Obtained here into the action [ (AcJyy +
AyyJi —Aydyy) gives

y{a(rc) -dr, (4.15)

where
a= ((x _XO)Ayy - (y - yO)Ax)w (y - yO)Axx - (x - xO)Axy) .
Taking the curl of a gives

V xa=(y—y0)(dhAu+ ayAxy) — (x—xo) (axAxy + ayAyy)
21

= = [r=y0)p* = (x—x0)p"],

" (4.16)

where we used the relations d Ay, + dyA,, = p* and dyA,, +
dvAyy = p’ obtained from integrating out E;', E; in the R2BF

action. Since we further have p* = —K; and p” = K7, we can
re-write the curl

2
Vxa= -2 [x-x)K+0-0K] @1

The Berry phase acquired by moving a J-charge along a
closed path is therefore

_iv_” Y (xi—x0)+ Y. (vi—y0) |,

i i

(4.18)

where x; (y;) are the x- (y-) coordinate of the x-dipole (y-
dipole) enclosed inside the path. Adiabatic motion of J-charge
is interpreted as that of a bare J-charge and J-dipole compos-
ite.

We next turn to single-dipole solutions for B#Kﬁ =0

Ko™ = (1,5,5:) 8% (r —1y)

K™ = (1,0,5,)8%(r —1y). (4.19)
The K-dipoles, being exempt from dipole constraint, can

move freely. The solutions for dy[Ky + (x —x0)K}; + (v —
yo)KlyL] =0is

Ky =—(r—x)Ki* = (y—y0)K".  (4.20)
It is the sum of contributions from x-dipoles and y-dipoles.
One can keep only one of the terms on the right when there
are dipoles of one orientation present but not the other.

The two vector charges p* = —K; = —§%(r—r,) and p” =
K = 8%(r —r,) refer to situations where there is only a single
y-dipole or a single x-dipole. When we work out the asso-
ciated K-currents (K, Kyy,Kyy), we can separately consider
situations with only the x-dipole or the y-dipole present. For
instance, we choose p* = —8%(r —r,) and the associated K-
currents are

Kuo = —KY = =K — (v = y0) K2,
Ky =K = —(y—0) 0Ky,

Ky =K} = (v = 0) K™ 4.21)

~y o~

That is, from the generic definition of (K3, K} ,I?)x) given in
(3.33), we extract those single-dipole solutions associated
with the y-dipole (terms on the right side of the arrow).

Inserting (4.21) into the R2BF action gives

- / (ExKox + ExyKyy + EyyKoy) — 74 a’.dr,  (4.22)

where
& = (Eu— (=30 (v = 30)(%Eyy — A Ey) ). (423)
Taking the curl of a” gives the dipolar flux attachment rule:

Vxa' =(y- yO)(axz Eyy + ayzExx — 0x0yExy)

2r

= —(y—yo)f,.

- (4.24)



The second line follows from integrating out A, in the R2BF
action which gives 92E,, + 8),2Exx — 0x0yEyy = (2 /N)J;. The
phase picked up by a y-dipole is

2r

5 (4.25)

(vi—»o)

i

from braiding around the composite J-particles enclosed in-
side, in addition to the fractional phase 27/N acquired by
braiding around other y-dipoles.

A similar conclusion is reached for the braiding of x-dipole.
For p¥ = 8%(r — 1), we find

Ko =K — —(x—xo)%,Kf’x,
Ky = —I@’ — (x—x0) 3K,

Ky = K} = K& + (x — x0) K (4.26)

as the K-current associated with the adiabatic motion of x-
dipole. Inserting (4.26) into the R2BF action gives

— /(EHKH +EwKyy+ EnKyy) — 7{3)‘ -dry (4.27)
where

o = ((x=x0) (D — Ew), (x— x0)Eyy — Byy ). (4.28)

Taking the curl of a* results in the dipolar flux attachment rule:

2 -

V xa'= Wn(x—xo)lt.

(4.29)

Braiding an x-dipole around the composite J-particles results
in the dipolar phase

(4.30)

in addition to 27 /N from braiding around other x-dipoles.

To conclude, dipolar braiding occurs between a composite
J-charge and K-dipoles and are proportional to the x (y) coor-
dinate of the particle being braided around when the K-dipole
involved is an x-dipole (y-dipole). The braiding statistics be-
tween K-dipoles of the same orientation is that of the usual
anyons with fractional phases.

V. DISCUSSION

The picture underlying the rank-2 toric code was that of
two layers of Zy lattice gauge theories being coupled through
some constraint [25, 36]. The constraint was not related to
the dipole symmetry in any way, or at least the connection to
dipole symmetry was not obvious. The dipolar braiding statis-
tics among the anyonic excitations in the rank-2 toric code
was therefore an unexpected surprise, and its understanding
prompted the formulation of BF-like theory employing rank-
2 tensor gauge fields [32]. The dipolar braiding among the
quasiparticles was derived from the rank-2 BF theory, but the
precise relation between the dipolar braiding statistics and the
dipole symmetry of the action remained obscure. In this work,
the origin of dipolar braiding among the anyons is clarified
as a direct consequence of the dipole symmetry built into the
dipolar BF theory.

Analysis of the present paper suggests that dipolar braiding
is a natural consequence of topological models with dipole
symmetry. Extension of the ideas and techniques explored in
this paper to the BF theory with quadrupolar symmetry [34]
with the resulting quadrupolar braiding statistics should be
straightforward, albeit technically challenging.
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