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Finite depth quantum circuits provide an equivalence relation between gapped phases. Moreover,
there can be nontrivial domain walls either within the same gapped phase or between different gapped
phases, whose equivalence relations are given by finite depth quantum circuits in one lower dimension.
In this paper, we use such unitary equivalence relations to study the fusion of one-dimensional
gapped phases. In particular, we use finite depth circuits to fuse two gapped phases, local unitaries
to fuse two domain walls, and a combination of both to fuse gapped phases with domain walls. This
provides a concrete illustration of some simple aspects of the ‘higher-category’ structure of gapped
defects in a higher-dimensional trivial gapped bulk state.

Defects in higher-dimensional quantum phases have
recently received a lot of attention [1–12]. Some of them
satisfy a non-invertible fusion rule [1–4, 6, 7, 11] and
generalize the usual notion of symmetry transformations
which are unitary / anti-unitary and invertible. Gapped
defects in non-trivial topological phases have been
proposed to have a category or higher category structure
[5, 9, 10, 12]. In particular, a 2-category structure has
been proposed to describe one-dimensional (1D) defects
where the objects of the 2-category are 1D gapped defects
and the morphisms between the objects are the zero-
dimensional (0D) domain walls either within the same
defect or between different defects.

Gapped defects and excitations in a topologically trivial
phase should also have a higher category structure. 1D
gapped defects in a higher-dimensional trivial bulk state
are simply 1D gapped phases and their morphisms are
domain walls either within the same phase or between
different phases. In this paper, we study some simple
aspects of the 2-category structure of 1D gapped phases
and their 0D domain walls. On the one hand, this
provides a concrete and simple physics context to illustrate
some aspects of the higher-category structure discussed
in the math literature. On the other hand, understanding
defects in trivial phases is a pre-requisite for the proper
understanding of defects in topologically nontrivial phases
as the 1D phases exist as decoupled defects in topological
phases and more importantly, they show up as coefficients
in the fusion of non-decoupled defects (see for example
Ref. 1 and 13. Discussions of the 2-category structure of
1D gapped phases can be found in Ref. 6 and 14.

Our analysis uses unitary quantum circuits and is based
on the following rule:
The equivalence relation between 1D gapped defects is

given by 1D finite depth circuits while the equivalence
relation between 0D domain walls is given by local unitary
operations.

Fig. 1 is an illustration of (a) 0D local unitary
operations and (b) 1D finite-depth circuits. These

equivalence relations are natural extensions of the
definition for super-selection sectors of quasi-particle
excitations [15] and the finite depth circuit equivalence
between 1D gapped phases [16]. We use these equivalence
relations to study the equivalence classes of 1D gapped
phases and their domain walls. Moreover, we derive fusion
rules between 1D gapped phases, between their domain
walls, and between 1D gapped phases with domain walls.

FIG. 1. (a) 0D local unitary operations and (b) 1D finite
depth quantum circuit.

Some of the interesting results we get include:

1. Fusion of a symmetry breaking phase with a
symmetric phase results in a symmetry breaking
phase.

2. Nontrivial domain walls on symmetry breaking
phases are ‘flux’ domain walls between order
parameters, while nontrivial domain walls on
symmetric phases are symmetry charges.

3. Fusion of two symmetry breaking phases results in
a symmetry breaking phase with a coefficient that
is a 1D system with degeneracy not protected by
the symmetry.

4. When one of the symmetry breaking phases contains
a domain wall, the fusion coefficient contains a
domain wall.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section I, we
discuss possible 1D gapped phases together with their
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domain walls, especially in the presence of a symmetry. In
Section II, we use finite depth quantum circuits to fuse 1D
gapped phases without domain walls. In Section III, we
use 0D local unitaries to fuse domain walls. In Section IV,
we discuss how to use a combination of 0D local unitaries
and 1D finite depth circuits to fuse 1D gapped phases
with domain walls. The situation in higher dimensions is
much more complicated with the appearance of nontirival
topological order, but we discuss some simple cases in
Section V.
Throughout the discussion, we will make frequent use

of operators of the form e−
iπ
4 O. We define short hand

notation R(O) ≡ e−
iπ
4 O, which has the property that for

Pauli operators P and Q,

R(Q)PR(Q)† =

{
P ; [P,Q] = 0

iPQ; {P,Q} = 0
(1)

I. 1D GAPPED PHASES AND DOMAIN WALLS

1D gapped phases have been completely classified with
or without global symmetry [17–19]. Without global
symmetry, there are no non-trivial phases, whereas with
global symmetry, there are different possibilities. First
the global symmetry G can be spontaneously broken
if it is finite, giving rise to a symmetry broken (SB)
phase with nontrivial ground state degeneracy. When
the symmetry is not broken, there is the possibility of
having a symmetry protected topological (SPT) phase
classified by the cocycle group H2(G,U(1)). The bulk
of the SPT phases are gapped and non-degenerate while
the edge carries non-trivial degeneracy. Finally, there
is the possibility of partial symmetry breaking from G
to a subgroup H combined with symmetry protected
topological order of H classified by H2(H,U(1)). In this
work, we will focus our attention on cases where the
symmetry is either preserved or completely broken. We
make some comments on the case of partial symmetry
breaking in Sec. B.

It is known that finite depth quantum circuits connect
ground states within the same gapped 1D phase [16]. For
a system with global symmetry G, the circuit is symmetric
in the sense that each local gate is invariant under the
symmetry. Ground states of different gapped phases on
the other hand, cannot be mapped into each other through
finite depth circuit [16]. Instead, a sequential quantum
circuit is needed [20, 21].
What kinds of 0D domain walls exist within each 1D

gapped phase? A domain wall is a local excitation on top
of the ground state. On the two sides of the domain wall,
the reduced density matrix looks exactly like that in the
ground state while on the domain wall the reduced density
matrix can be different. A domain wall is nontrivial if
the reduced density matrix around the domain wall is
different from that of the ground state and if it cannot be
created with (symmetric) local unitaries at the location
of the domain wall. Otherwise, the domain wall is trivial.

Two domain walls are equivalent to each other if they
can be mapped to each other through a (symmetric) local
unitary.
Applying this rule, we can find domain walls for

different gapped phases.

1. In a symmetric phase (trivial or non-trivial SPT),
a non-trivial domain wall is an isolated charge.

2. In the symmetry-breaking phase, a non-trivial
domain wall is a domain wall between different
values of the order parameter, which we refer to
as a flux.

Fig. 2 gives the graphical representation of (a) a
symmetric phase with a charged domain wall, and (b) a
symmetry-breaking phase with a ‘flux’ domain wall. In
general, a charged domain wall can be generated from the
ground state at some site k by applying a local charged
operator around k, while a flux domain wall can be
generated by applying the broken symmetry to all sites
i > k. Neither of these correspond to local symmetric
operators, and hence they generate non-trivial domain
walls.

Prototypical examples of these two cases can be given
by the transverse field Ising model. In the symmetric
phase with the Hamiltonian

H = −
∑
i

Xi , (2)

and ground state wavefunction

|...+++++ ...⟩ , (3)

a charged domain wall at site k corresponds to changing
the sign of the Hamiltonian term at site k to +Xk

H = −
∑
i ̸=k

Xi +Xk . (4)

The ground state wave function takes the form

|...++−++ ...⟩ . (5)

This charge can be generated by acting with a charged
operator Z at site k.

In the symmetry breaking phase with the Hamiltonian

H = −
∑
i

ZiZi+1 (6)

and symmetrized ground state,

|...0000...⟩+ |...1111...⟩ (7)

a flux domain wall between sites k and k + 1 corresponds
to changing the sign of the corresponding Hamiltonian
term to +ZkZk+1,

H = −
∑
i̸=k

ZiZi+1 + ZkZk+1 . (8)
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The (symmetrized) ground state wave function takes the
form

|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩ . (9)

The flux domain wall can be generated between sites k
and k+1 by acting with the broken symmetry on all sites
i > k.
A prototypical nontrivial SPT phases is given by the

cluster state with Z2×Z2 symmetry [22, 23]. The system
contains two sets of qubits, one on integer lattice sites
and one on half integer ones, each transforming under a
Z2 symmetry

∏
iXi and

∏
iXi+1/2. The Hamiltonian of

the cluster state is

H =
∑
i

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− ZiXi+ 1

2
Zi+1 (10)

and the ground state wave function is given by∏
i

CZi− 1
2 ,i
CZi,i+ 1

2
|...++++++...⟩ . (11)

Because the symmetry is now Z2 × Z2, there are two
different symmetry charges. A domain wall charged under
the first Z2 can be generated at site k by acting with Z,
corresponding to changing the sign of the Hamiltonian
term at site k to +Zk−1/2XkZk+1/2.

H =
∑
i

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− ZiXi+ 1

2
Zi+1

+ 2Zk− 1
2
XkZk+ 1

2
.

(12)

The ground state changes to∏
i

CZi− 1
2 ,i
CZi,i+ 1

2
|...++−+++...⟩ . (13)

We can similarly generate a domain wall charged under
the second Z2 by acting with Z on a site k + 1/2. We
can also try to generate flux domain walls in the cluster
state by, e.g., acting with one of the Z2 symmetries on all
half integer sites to the right of site k. But, this will have
the same effect as acting with Z on site k, i.e. inserting
a charged domain wall, so this does not generate a new
kind of domain wall.
There are no other nontrivial class of domain walls: a

symmetry flux in a symmetric state gives rise to either
a trivial domain wall in a trivial symmetric state or a
charged domain wall in a symmetry protected topological
state, as seen above. On the other hand, a charged domain
wall in the symmetry-breaking phase disappears into the
bulk and is not locally detectable and is hence a trivial
domain wall. We give general arguments for these claims
using matrix product states in Appendix A.
If the system contains fermions, the Majorana chain

gives a nontrivial phase [24]. It is similar to the bosonic
SPT phases in that a fermion parity symmetry flux is
equivalent to a symmetry charge. Therefore, there is one

FIG. 2. Gapped 1D phases with domain wall: (a) A symmetric
phase with a charged domain wall labeled by e. (b) A
symmetry breaking phase with a flux domain wall labeled
by m. (c) A degenerate domain wall between different SPT
phases. (d) A non-degenerate domain wall between symmetry
breaking and SPT phases.

type of nontrivial domain wall on the Majorana chain in
the form of a fermion.

There are also domain walls between different phases.
Between different SPT phases, there is a degenerate
projective edge mode denoted by the circle in Fig. 2
(c). We denote such domain walls as p. For example,
between the cluster state at i ≤ 0 and the trivial phase
at i > 0 with the Hamiltonian

H =
∑
i<0

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− ZiXi+ 1

2
Zi+1

+
∑
i>0

−Xi− 1
2
−Xi

(14)

the 2-fold degenerate edge mode is given by the
anticommuting operators Z−1/2X0 and Z0 which both
commute with H and are each charged under one of the
Z2 symmetries. The wavefunction across the domain wall
cannot be invariant under the full Z2 × Z2 group. One
possible form that is invariant under

∏
iXi+1/2 but not

under
∏

iXi is given by

CZ− 1
2 ,0

∏
i<0

CZi− 1
2 ,i
CZi,i+ 1

2
|...+++ ...⟩ . (15)

In fermion systems, the domain wall between the
Majorana chain and a trivial chain contains a Majorana
zero mode.

When an SPT phase is connected to a symmetry-
breaking phase, the edge mode of the SPT phase can
be coupled to the order parameters in the symmetry-
breaking phase, thereby hiding the degeneracy of the
projective edge mode behind the bulk degeneracy in the
symmetry-breaking phase. This is shown in Fig. 2 (d)
with a solid point and is denoted by q. If the SPT phase
is on the left-hand side and the symmetry-breaking phase
on the right-hand side, we denote the domain wall as q̄.
For example, between the cluster state at i ≤ 0 and the
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symmetry breaking phase at i > 0 with the Hamiltonian

H =
∑
i<0

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− ZiXi+ 1

2
Zi+1

+
∑
i>0

−ZiZi+1 − Zi− 1
2
Zi+ 1

2

(16)

a symmetric term Z−1/2X0Z1/2 can be added at the
domain wall to couple the edge mode (acted upon by
Z−1/2X0) to the order parameter Z1/2 and ‘merge’ the
degeneracy. This reduces the eight-fold degeneracy (the
twofold degeneracy of the SPT edge combined with the
four-fold degeneracy of the symmetry-breaking phase) to
a net four-fold degeneracy. The four degenerate states
across the domain wall are then given by

CZ− 1
2 ,0

∏
i<0

CZi− 1
2 ,i
CZi,i+ 1

2
× (17)

|...++00...⟩, |...++01...⟩, |...+−10...⟩, |...+−11...⟩ .

Since the degenerate bulk states of the symmetry breaking
phase combine into different integer charged states under
the global symmetry, it cannot screen the projective mode
on the SPT edge. The degeneracy associated with the
projectiveness of the SPT edge will resurface when we
study the fusion of such domain walls in the section III.
There are of course other ways of connecting the

symmetry breaking side and SPT side, for example with
Hamiltonian terms −Z1/2X0Z1/2, −Z0Z1, +Z0Z1. They
can all be mapped to each other through symmetric local
unitary transformations, hence confirming that there is
only one types of domain wall between an SB and an SPT
state. To map between +Z1/2X0Z1/2 and −Z1/2X0Z1/2,
we can use Z0Z1; to map between −Z0Z1 and +Z0Z1,
we can use Z1/2X0Z1/2; to map between Z1/2X0Z1/2 and
Z0Z1, we can use R(Z0Z1)R(Z1/2X0Z1/2).

II. FUSION OF GAPPED PHASES

We can fuse gapped phases by stacking them on top
of each other and applying a finite depth circuit. When
the system has a global symmetry, each local gate in
the circuit needs to be symmetric. In the following
subsections, we are going to explicitly construct the circuit
that realizes the fusion for different pairs of phases. In
particular, we are going to choose a standard form for
each phase and use finite depth circuits to map the stack
of two phases into the standard form of a third. The
result of the fusion is shown in Fig. 3.

a) The fusion of a symmetry-breaking with a sym-
metric phase results in a symmetry breaking phase.
This holds no matter what SPT order the symmetric
phase has.

b) The fusion of two symmetric phases results in a
symmetric phase.

c) The fusion of two symmetry breaking phases results
in a symmetry breaking phase but with a nontrivial
coefficient.

These fusion results hold even when the symmetry is only
partially broken. We explain each case in the following
subsections.

FIG. 3. Fusion result of 1D gapped phases. (a) SB and SPT
fuse into SB. (b) SPT and SPT fuse into SPT. (c) SB and SB
fuse into SB with nontrivial coefficient (the dashed line).

A. SB × SPT

To demonstrate the fusion circuit in this case, we are
going to use the symmetry-breaking phase on the upper
chain and the symmetric phase of the 1D Ising model on
the lower chain with the Hamiltonian

Hu = −
∑
i

Zu
i Z

u
i+1 and H l = −

∑
i

X l
i (18)

where the superscripts l and u denote operators acting
on the upper and lower chain. The two chains can be
fused with the circuit shown in Fig. 4. The first step
involves R(ZZ) gates on all vertical pairs connected by
green dashed lines. The second step involves R(X) gates
on the qubits in the lower chain. The Hamiltonian terms
in the symmetry breaking chain remain invariant while
the −X l

i Hamiltonian terms in the symmetric chain are
mapped to −Zu

i Z
l
i terms between each vertical pair of

qubits. The wavefunction transforms as

(|00...0⟩+ |11...1⟩)⊗ |++...+⟩
→|00...0⟩ ⊗ |00...0⟩+ |11...1⟩ ⊗ |11...1⟩ .

(19)

That is, the tensor product of a SB GHZ state in one chain
and a symmetric product state in the other is mapped to
a GHZ state on two chains such that the order parameters
from the two chains match.

Of course, if we think of these gapped phases as defects
within a higher dimensional trivial symmetric bulk state,
the symmetric phase of the Ising chain is a trivial defect
and nothing needs to be done to fuse it with the symmetry
breaking defect. Instead, we can view the inverse of the
above circuit as a way to map the GHZ state on two
chains to the GHZ state on one chain. This step can
be combined with the circuits discussed in the following
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FIG. 4. Fusion of the symmetry breaking ground state and the
symmetric ground state of the Ising model into the symmetry
breaking state with a symmetric finite depth circuit. The first
step involves R(ZZ) gates on all vertical pairs connected by
green dashed lines. The second step involves R(X) gates on
the qubits in the second line.

subsections to put the 2-chain symmetry breaking state
into the standard form on one chain only.
When the symmetric phase has a nontrivial SPT

order, it corresponds to a nontrivial defect in the higher
dimensional trivial symmetric bulk. Its fusion with a
symmetry breaking phase still results in a symmetry
breaking state, as demonstrated below with the symmetry
breaking phase

Hu =
∑
i

−Zu
i Z

u
i+1 − Zu

i− 1
2
Zu
i+ 1

2
(20)

and the cluster state

H l =
∑
i

−Zl
i− 1

2
X l

iZ
l
i+ 1

2
− Zl

iX
l
i+ 1

2
Zl
i+1 (21)

with Z2 × Z2 symmetry. The circuit, as shown in Fig. 5,
keeps the Hamiltonian terms in the symmetry breaking
chain invariant while mapping the Hamiltonian terms in
the cluster state chain to vertical −ZuZl pairs, hence
resulting in a combined symmetry breaking state of
Z2 × Z2 on two chains. Applying (two copies of) the
inverse of the circuit in Fig. 4, we can further map it back
to the Z2 × Z2 symmetry breaking state on one chain
with symmetric product state in the other.

FIG. 5. Fusion of the symmetry breaking ground state and the
nontrivial SPT state with Z2×Z2 symmetry into the symmetry
breaking state with a symmetric finite depth circuit. The first
step involves R(ZZ) gates on all vertical pairs connected by
green dashed lines. The second step involves R(ZXZ) gates
generated by the ZXZ Hamiltonian terms in the lower chains
(green triangles).

To summarize, we find

SB× SPT → SB . (22)

B. SPT × SPT

It is well known that SPT phases under stacking form
an abelian group given byH2(G,U(1)) [17, 18]. We briefly
review the argument.

FIG. 6. Fusion of two SPT states into one SPT state. The
two SPT states have projective edge states given by ω1 and
ω2 respectively. The fusion of the two SPTs gives a third SPT
with edge state given by ω1ω2.

Take two SPT phases in the standard form of two
projective representations on site. The left spin with
basis states |g⟩, g ∈ G, transforms under the left half of
the symmetry as

VL(g
′)|g⟩ = ω(g′, g)|g′g⟩ (23)

while the right spin transforms under the right half of the
symmetry as

VR(g
′)|g⟩ = ω∗(g′, g)|g′g⟩ . (24)

The onsite symmetry U(g) = VL(g)⊗VR(g) forms a linear
representation of G,

U(g1)U(g2) = U(g1g2) (25)

while VL and VR each forms a projective representation

VL(g1)VL(g2) = ω(g1, g2)VL(g1g2)

VR(g1)VR(g2) = ω∗(g1, g2)VR(g1g2) .
(26)

The pair of spins connected between nearest neighbor
sites are in the entangled state of∑

g

|gg⟩ . (27)

To map the two chains to one SPT chain, we can simply
map the two entangled pairs in the upper and lower chain
into a ‘diagonal’ entangled state(∑

gu

|gugu⟩

)
⊗

∑
gl

|glgl⟩

→
∑
g̃

|g̃g̃⟩ (28)

where g̃ = gugl. Each step like this is symmetric.
Therefore, we find a finite depth symmetric circuit to
map the two SPT chains into one with projective edge
state associated with

w̃(g1, g2) = ωu(g1, g2)ω
l(g1, g2) . (29)
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This can be seen from

Ṽ (g′)|g̃⟩ = V u(g′)V l(g′)|gugl⟩ = ωu(g′, g)ωl(g′, g)|g̃′g⟩
(30)

and

Ṽ (g1)Ṽ (g2) = ωu(g1, g2)ω
l(g1, g2)Ṽ (g1g2) . (31)

Therefore, we can write

SPT1 × SPT2 → SPT1+2 (32)

where the sum in the subscript 1 + 2 corresponds to
the abelian composition of projective representations in
H2(G,U(1)).

C. SB × SB

The fusion of two symmetry breaking phases results
in a symmetry-breaking phase with a nontrivial fusion
coefficient. Let’s discuss this case carefully.
Consider two chains both in the symmetry breaking

phase of the Ising chain

Hu = −
∑
i

Zu
i Z

u
i+1, H l = −

∑
i

Zl
iZ

l
i+1 . (33)

We take the wave-function in both chains to be the
symmetrized GHZ state while keeping in mind that there
is another degenerate state with nontrivial total charge.

FIG. 7. Fusion of two symmetry breaking phases. The circuit
consists of pairwise contolled-NOT (CX) gates with the spin
in the first chain as control and the corresponding spin the
second chain as target.

The circuit shown in Fig. 7 fuses the two chains
together. The circuit is composed of controlled-Not
gates between pairs of spins in the two chains, defined as
CXct = |0⟩⟨0|c ⊗ It + |1⟩⟨1|c ⊗Xt acting on control (c)
and target (t) qubits. The spins in the top chain are used
as control while the spins in the bottom chain are used
as target. The controlled-Not gates are not symmetric.
Instead, we are going to think of it as implementing a local
change of basis and let the symmetry operator transform
with it. ∏

i

CXul
i

∏
i

Xu
i X

l
i

∏
i

CXul
i =

∏
i

Xu
i . (34)

The wave function remains invariant but now the
interpretation is different.

(|00...0⟩+ |11...1⟩)⊗ (|00...0⟩+ |11...1⟩)
→ (|00...0⟩+ |11...1⟩)⊗ (|00...0⟩+ |11...1⟩) .

(35)

The transformed symmetry operator acts on the first
chain only and the first GHZ state is the fusion result,
which is still in the SB phase. The second chain does not
transform under the symmetry any more. It is also in the
GHZ state, but with a degeneracy not protected by the
symmetry. This is the coefficient in front of the fusion
result

SB× SB → Z2 × SB (36)

and is represented by the dashed red line in Fig. 3 (c).
This coefficient is going to play an interesting role in the
fusion of symmetry breaking phases with domain walls,
as we discuss in section IV.

III. FUSION OF DOMAIN WALLS

Domain walls on the same 1D chain can be fused with
0D symmetric local unitary gates when they are at a finite
distance from each other. The result is summarized in
Fig. 8.

FIG. 8. Fusion of domain walls. (a) Fusion of charge domain
walls. (b) Fusion of flux domain walls. (c) Fusion of a charge
with a projective domain wall into the same projective domain
wall between SPT phases. (d) Fusion of a flux domain wall
with a q domain wall from SB to SPT phase into the same q
domain wall. (e) A q and p domain wall fuse into a q′ domain
wall with a degeneracy given by the p domain wall. (f) A q̄ and
q′ domain wall fuse into a p domain wall with a degeneracy
given by the SB phase. (g) A q and q̄ domain wall fuse into
all possible flux domain walls.

Some of these fusion results are straightforward to see.
For example, case (a) and (b)

SPT− e− SPT− e− SPT → SPT

SB−m− SB−m− SB → SB .
(37)

We are only going to discuss cases (c) through (f) in detail
below.
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A. SPT1-e-SPT1-p-SPT2

Let’s consider case (c) where a symmetry charge is
fused into the projective edge state between different SPT
phases.
Suppose the right half of the system is in the trivial

symmetric phase of Z2 × Z2 symmetry while the left half
of the system is in the nontrivial SPT phase,

H =
∑
i>0

−Xi −Xi− 1
2

+
∑
i<0

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− ZiXi+ 1

2
Zi+1 .

(38)

The domain wall is acted upon by a pair of anti-commuting
operators

Z− 1
2
X0, Z0 (39)

neither of which is symmetric.
With a symmetry charge on the trivial symmetric side,

the Hamiltonian term at, for example i = 1 changes sign

H = 2X1 +
∑
i>0

−Xi −Xi− 1
2

+
∑
i<0

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− ZiXi+ 1

2
Zi+1 .

(40)

To map Eq. 40 back to Eq. 38 without the changing
degenerate space described by Eq. 39, we can use the
local symmetric unitary operator

Z0Z1 . (41)

In this way, we fuse a p domain wall between two SPT
phases with an e domain wall on one of the SPT phase
into a p domain wall.

SPT1− e−SPT1− p−SPT2 → SPT1− p−SPT2 . (42)

B. SB-m-SB-q-SPT

Let’s discuss case (d) where an m domain wall on a
symmetry-breaking state fuses into the q domain wall
between a symmetry-breaking and SPT state. The fusion
result has to be a q domain wall. Let’s see how that
happens through local unitary transformations on the
domain walls.

Consider the Z2 × Z2 symmetry-breaking state on the
right half and the cluster state on the left half

H =
∑
i>0

−ZiZi+1 − Zi− 1
2
Zi+ 1

2

+
∑
i<0

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− ZiXi+ 1

2
Zi+1

(43)

and a coupling term

Z− 1
2
X0Z 1

2
. (44)

A domain wall on the SB side corresponds to flipping the
sign of one of the ZZ terms, say between 1

2 and 3/2.

H = 2Z 1
2
Z2/3 +

∑
i>0

−ZiZi+1 − Zi− 1
2
Zi+ 1

2

+
∑
i<0

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− ZiXi+ 1

2
Zi+1 .

(45)

To map Eq. 45 back to Eq. 43 without changing Eq. 44,
we can use the local symmetric unitary operator

Z0X 1
2
Z1 . (46)

In this way, we fuse a q domain wall between the SB and
SPT phase with an m domain wall on the SB phase into
a q domain wall.

SB−m− SB− q − SPT → SB− q − SPT . (47)

C. SB-q-SPT1-p-SPT2

Consider case (e) where the q domain wall from an
SB phase to an SPT phase is fused with the p domain
wall from the first SPT phase to another SPT phase. We
expect the two to fuse into a single q domain wall but
with the multiplicity of the p domain wall contributing a
prefactor to the fusion result.

Suppose that the system has a symmetry breaking state
on the left, and cluster state on the right, and a trivial
state in the middle

H =
∑
i<−1

−Zi−1Zi − Zi− 1
2
Zi+ 1

2

+
∑

i=−1,0,1

−Xi −Xi+ 1
2

+
∑
i>2

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− Zi−1Xi− 1

2
Zi+ 1

2
.

(48)

The projective edge state between the two SPT states
is acted upon by X2Z5/2 and Z2. Applying the local
symmetric unitary transformation∏

i=−1,0,1

R(Xi)R(Zi−1Zi)R(Xi+ 1
2
)R(Zi− 1

2
Zi+ 1

2
) (49)

maps the Hamiltonian to

H =
∑
i<2

−Zi−1Zi − Zi− 1
2
Zi+ 1

2

+
∑
i>2

−Zi− 1
2
XiZi+ 1

2
− Zi−1Xi− 1

2
Zi+ 1

2
.

(50)

The two fold degeneracy can be separated by the
eigenvalue of Z1Z2 = ±1. The two cases differ by the
action of Z3/2X2Z5/2. In either case, the q domain wall
from symmetry breaking to trivial symmetric phases
fuses with the p domain wall between the trivial and
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nontrivial SPT phases and becomes a q domain wall
from the symmetry breaking phase to the nontrivial SPT
phases. Therefore,

SB− q − SPT1 − p− SPT2 → np × SB− q − SPT2 (51)

where np is the degeneracy of the projective domain wall
between the two SPT phases.

D. SPT1-q̄-SB-q′-SPT2

Consider case (f) where a q̄ domain wall from one SPT
phase to the SB phase is fused with a q′ domain wall
from the SB phase to another SPT phase. q̄ and q′ fuse
into the p domain wall between SPT1 and SPT2, but
with a 2 fold degeneracy that comes from squeezing the
intermediate SB region.

Suppose that the Hamiltonian takes the form

H =
∑
i<−1

−Xi −Xi+ 1
2

−Z−1Z0 − Z0Z1 − Z− 1
2
Z 1

2

+
∑
i>1

−Zi−1Xi− 1
2
Zi − Zi− 1

2
XiZi+ 1

2
.

(52)

Applying the local symmetric transformation,

R(X−1)R(Z−1Z0)R(X0)R(Z0Z1)R(X− 1
2
)R(Z− 1

2
Z 1

2
)

(53)
maps the Hamiltonian to

H =
∑
i<0

−Xi −Xi+ 1
2
−X0

+
∑
i>1

−Zi−1Xi− 1
2
Zi − Zi− 1

2
XiZi+ 1

2
.

(54)

The low energy space is a direct sum of two parts, one
with X1/2 = 1, one with X1/2 = −1. In the first case, the
q̄ and q′ domain walls fuse into a p domain wall between
the two SPT phases. In the second case, there is an extra
charge at site 1/2 which can be merged into the p domain
wall with an operator Z1/2X1Z3/2. That is,

SPT1−q̄−SB−q′−SPT2 → nSB×SPT1−p−SPT2 (55)

where nSB is the degeneracy of the symmetry breaking
phase.

E. SB-q-SPT-q̄-SB

Consider case (g) where a q domain wall from SB to SPT
phase is fused with a q̄ domain wall from the SPT phase
back to the SB phase. After the fusion, the SB phases on
the two sides are connected, but there are two possibilities
at the domain wall. There is either no nontrivial domain
wall in between or there is a flux domain wall in between.
The fusion result is the direct sum of these two.

To derive this result, we take the Z2 symmetry breaking
phase with the on the two sides with the symmetric phase
in between. The Hamiltonian for the whole chain is

H =
∑
i<−1

−Zi−1Zi +
∑

i=−1,0,1

−Xi +
∑
i>1

ZiZi+1 (56)

with symmetrized wave function

(|...00⟩+ |...11⟩)⊗ |+++⟩ ⊗ (|00...⟩+ |11...⟩) . (57)

Applying local unitary gates

R(Z−2Z−1)R(X−1)R(Z−1Z0)R(X0)R(Z0Z1)R(X1)
(58)

maps the Hamiltonian to

H =
∑
i≤1

−Zi−1Zi +
∑
i>1

ZiZi+1 (59)

and the wave-function to

(|...00⟩+ |...11⟩)⊗ (|00...⟩+ |11...⟩) . (60)

The fusion result is hence a direct sum of two possibilities,
one corresponding to Z1Z2 = 1, the other corresponding
to Z1Z2 = −1 – an m domain wall. In terms of
wavefunctions, the two parts in direct sum are

|...0000...⟩+ |...1111...⟩ (61)

and

|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩ . (62)

Therefore,

SB− q − SPT− q̄ − SB → SB + SB−m− SB . (63)

IV. FUSION OF PHASES WITH DOMAIN
WALLS

When the 1D phases to be fused have domain walls
on them, they can again be fused with symmetric finite-
depth circuits, but we need to be careful in choosing the
finite-depth circuit. This is because in many situations
domain walls can be created / annihilated with finite
depth circuits. For example, the flux domain wall in
a symmetry breaking state can be created by applying
symmetry to a segment on the chain, which is a depth
one circuit. The charge domain wall on symmetric phases
can also be created with a finite depth circuit simply
by applying the charge hopping operator to a segment.
Therefore, in order to properly discuss the fusion of 1D
phases with domain wall, we need to use a circuit that
preserves the existence of a domain wall. To that end,
we can use the circuit discussed in section II to fuse the
bulk of the gapped phase and add extra symmetric local
unitary to fuse the domain walls. That is, on the two
sides of the domain walls, we use the same circuit used
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for fusing gapped phases without domain walls. At the
domain wall, we have the freedom to change the circuit
by a symmetric local unitary. By doing so, we make sure
we do not have the freedom to create / remove domain
walls with the fusion circuit.

Fig. 9 summarizes the fusion result of gapped phases
with domain walls. The results in (a) and (b) are
straightforward. We will discuss (c), (d), (e) in the follow
subsections. We remark that an interesting subtlety can
occur in case (b) when the symmetry is only partially
broken, in which the SPT is absorbed at the cost of
creating a charge domain wall. This is discussed in
Appendix B.

FIG. 9. Fusion of 1D gapped phases with domain walls. (a)
SPT phases and their charge domain walls fuse according to
their additive group structure. (b) Fusion of SB phase with a
flux domain wall and SPT phase with a charge domain wall
results in SB phase with a flux domain wall. (c) Fusion of two
SB phases with or without domain walls; the dashed line is the
fusion coefficient. (d) Fusion of SB phase with two segments
of SPT phases with a projective domain wall in between; np

is the degeneracy of the projective domain wall. (e) Fusion
of a chain half in SB phase and half in SPT phase with a SB
chain results in a SB chain with all possible flux domain walls
summed over. The dotted line between the domain wall and
the fusion coefficient indicate their coupling. (f) Fusion of two
chains with q and q̄ domain walls.

A. SB × SB

Let’s discuss case (c) of a symmetry breaking phase
fused with another symmetry breaking phase carefully
when one or both of them carry flux domain walls. As
shown in Fig. 9 (c), the fusion result might depend on
the ordering of the defects to be fused.

First, let’s consider the case where the first chain has a
flux defect while the second does not. The wave function

before fusion is

(|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩)⊗ (|...0000...⟩+ |...1111...⟩) .
(64)

Applying the same fusion circuit as in Section II C when
two symmetry breaking phases without domain walls are
fused, we get

(|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩)⊗ (|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩) .
(65)

As the transformed symmetry operator only acts on the
first chain, we interpret the first chain as the fusion result
while the second chain is the coefficient. We see that
the fusion result is a symmetry breaking chain with flux
domain wall, while the coefficient is also in a GHZ state
with domain wall.

When the two chains are exchanged, the fusion has a
different result.

(|...0000...⟩+ |...1111...⟩)⊗ (|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩)
(66)

is mapped to

(|...0000...⟩+ |...1111...⟩)⊗ (|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩) .
(67)

The fusion result is hence the symmetry breaking chain
without domain wall, while the coefficient stays the same
as the previous case which is a GHZ state with domain
wall.

Finally, when both chains contain flux domain walls,

(|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩)⊗ (|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩)
(68)

it maps to

(|...0011...⟩+ |...1100...⟩)⊗ (|...0000...⟩+ |...1111...⟩) .
(69)

The fusion result is a symmetry breaking chain with
domain wall, while the coefficient does not have a domain
wall.

To summarize, we find

SB−m− SB× SB → Z2 −m−Z2 × SB−m− SB

SB× SB−m− SB → Z2 −m−Z2 × SB

SB−m− SB× SB−m− SB → Z2 × SB−m− SB .
(70)

B. SB × SPT-p-SPT

Consider case (d) involving the fusion of a symmetry
breaking chain with an SPT chain but with two different
SPT orders on the two sides and a p domain wall in
between. As the SB order ‘eats up’ the SPT orders, we
expect the p domain wall to disappear after the fusion.

To see how explicitly that happens, consider the setup in
Fig. 10 with a top chain with Z2×Z2 symmetry breaking
order. The Hamiltonian in the top chain is given by

Hu =
∑
i

−Zu
i Z

u
i+1 − Zu

i− 1
2
Zu
i+ 1

2
. (71)
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FIG. 10. Fusion of SB and SPT phases in the presence of a p
domain wall.

The bottom chain has trivial SPT order on the left hand
side and nontrivial SPT order on the right hand side. The
Hamiltonian in the bottom chain is given by

H l =
∑
i<0

−X l
i −X l

i+1/2

+
∑
i>0

−Zl
i− 1

2
X l

iZ
l
i+ 1

2
− Zl

iX
l
i− 1

2
Zl
i+1 .

(72)

On the two sides of the domain wall, we can use the
circuit in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 respectively to fuse the trivial
and non-trivial SPTs into the symmetry breaking state.
In particular, step 1 involves the gate R(ZZ) on each
vertical pair connected by dashed green lines, and step
2 involves R(X) on the blue dots and R(ZXZ) centered
on the orange dots in the lower chain. After these two
steps, the horizontal ZZ terms remain while the X and
ZXZ terms are replaced by vertical ZZ terms on pairs
of spins connected by the green dashed line. Therefore,
all qubits are merged into the symmetry-breaking state
except for the yellow dot.
The degeneracy associated with the edge state on the

domain wall can be removed by the ZZ term in the
black box, which commutes with all other terms in the
Hamiltonian. The low energy space of the system is a
direct sum of two parts, one with eigenvalue +1 under
the ZZ term in the black box, the other with a −1
eigenvalue. With either eigenvalue, the yellow dot merges
into the symmetry breaking state and the two differ only
by the local symmetric operation of X on the yellow dot.
Therefore, there is a factor of 2 in the fusion result in
Fig. 10, but otherwise we see the projective edge state
between two SPT states disappears when fused with a
symmetry-breaking state. That is,

SB× SPT1 − p− SPT2 → np × SB . (73)

C. SB-q-SPT × SB

Consider case (e) where a SB-SPT chain is fused with
a SB chain. We expect the whole system to fuse into a
SB state but with the possibility of having or not having
a m domain wall in between.
Suppose that both chains have a Z2 symmetry. The

upper chain contains a symmetry breaking phase on the

left half and a symmetric phase on the right half,

Hu = −
∑
i<0

Zu
i Z

u
i+1 −

∑
i>0

Xu
i . (74)

The lower chain is in a symmetry breaking phase,

H l =
∑

−Zl
iZ

l
i+1 . (75)

Fusion can be realized with a circuit shown in Fig. 11.

FIG. 11. Fusion of a SB-SPT chain with a q domain wall and
a SB chain.

The orange and green boxes indicate the Hamiltonian
terms before the fusion. The circuit on the left-hand side
follows the one in Fig. 7 and is composed of CX gates
from the top chain to the bottom chain.
After the circuit, all the Hamiltonian terms remain

invariant on the two sides of the domain wall. Global Z2

symmetry does not act on the left half of the lower chain
any more and it becomes a fusion coefficient. The left
half of the upper chain and the right half of the lower
chain merge into a SB chain which is the fusion result.
At the domain wall, there is now a three body Z1Z2Z3

term, indicated by the dashed black box in Fig. 11. This
term couples the order parameter of the fusion coefficient
Z1 with the domain wall on the fusion result Z2Z3.
Therefore, we can write

SB− q − SPT× SB →
∑
m

SB−m− SB . (76)

although this way of writing does not make explicit the
coupling of m to the fusion coefficient.

D. Other fusions

Other more complex fusions can be understood in terms
of simpler fusions using the following trick. In Fig. 12,
we show how a fusion of two systems, each containing a
domain wall, can be understood as two separate phase
fusions, each involving only a single domain wall, followed
by a fusion of domain walls.
As an application of this trick, consider the fusion

SB− q−SPT1×SPT2− q̄−SB shown in Fig. 9(f). First,
we note the simple fusion result

SB− q − SPT1 × SPT2 → SB− q − SPT1+2 (77)

which can be explicitly obtained using similar circuits as
in previous examples. Using this, and applying the trick
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FIG. 12. Fusion of phases 1 and 2 separated by a domain
wall a and phases 3 and 4 separated by a domain wall b. We
can first separate the domain walls a bit to the left and right,
which doesn’t change anything. Then we fuse the two systems
on either side of the dotted line independently (each containing
only one domain wall). This results in a 1D system with two
domain walls a′ and b′ separated by an intermediate phase
(2× 3), which can then be fused into one domain wall c. For
simplicity, we do not draw fusion coefficients, degeneracy, or
sums over domain walls, all of which are possible in general.

in Fig. 12, we find

SB− q − SPT1 × SPT2 − q̄ − SB

→ SB− q − SPT1+2 − q̄ − SB

→
∑
m

SB−m− SB .
(78)

where the last step used Eq. 63 to fuse the q and q̄ domain
walls.

V. SOME RESULTS IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS

Gapped phases in two or higher dimensions form
categories of even higher order [10, 25, 26]. For example,
in 2D gapped phases there are 1D domain walls and
there can further be 0D domain walls on top of the 1D
domain walls. A complete discussion of the fusion of
higher dimensional gapped phases and their domain walls
is much more complicated and beyond the scope of this
paper, but we do want to discuss a few simple cases, and
show how things work in an analogous way as their 1D
counterparts.

A. 1D domain walls in 2D SPTs

Consider the 2D SPT state with Z2 symmetry. One
type of 1D defect is a symmetry breaking defect where the
symmetry charge condenses. One can then ask if there
are any other types of interesting 1D defects. In this
section we discuss whether a 1D symmetry defect line is
a nontrivial defect inside the SPT state. That is, suppose
the Z2 symmetry is applied to a region inside the 2D state.
As the state is symmetric, it remains invariant both inside
and outside the region, but can change along the boundary.
In this section, we are going to show using the fixed-point
form of the SPT state discussed in Ref. 27 and 28 that
the changes along the boundary can be induced with a

finite depth symmetric circuit. Therefore, a symmetry
defect line is not a nontrivial 1D defect in the SPT state.

FIG. 13. Symmetry defect in 2D Z2 SPT state. Each lattice
site (blue discs) hosts four qubits. Every four qubits connected
into a square are in the |0000⟩+|1111⟩ state. The Z2 symmetry
action on each site is given in (b). Applying the symmetry in
the lower half plane induces transformation along the boundary
line (dotted red) as shown in (a). The same transformation
can be induced by applying the gate set in (c) to each site
which are Z2 symmetric.

Consider the 2D state as shown in Fig. 13, where the
each lattice site (blue discs) hosts four qubits. The Z2

symmetry on each lattice site is given in (b) which involves∏
X on all the qubits as well as phase factor ααᾱᾱ over

connected pairs. In the ground state, every four qubits
connected into a square are in the local entangled state
|0000⟩+ |1111⟩. The wave-function remains invariant if
the Z2 symmetry is applied to all lattice sites. If the
symmetry is applied only to a subregion (the lower half
plane for example), the wave function changes along the
boundary of the subregion. The change in the wave
function corresponds to applying

∏
X to all the black

dots in (a) and
∏
α to all the red bonds in (a). To realize

this change with a symmetric finite depth circuit, we
can apply the transformation shown in (c) to the lattice
sites along the dotted boundary line. It can be explicitly
checked that this realizes the same unitary transformation
as (a) and the unitary in each lattice site commutes with
the Z2 symmetry and is hence symmetric.

B. Fusion of 1-form symmetry breaking phases

1-form symmetries start to play an interesting role
in 2D gapped phases. In particular, the breaking of 1-
form symmetry results in topological order. For example,
the 2D Toric code with Z2 topological order breaks a
Z2 1-form symmetry of the Wilson lines. The point
defect of this symmetry are Z2 gauge charge excitations.
We show in this section how the fusion of two 1-form
symmetry breaking Toric code states with or without
symmetry defect follows similar rules as that discussed
in section IVA for 1D 0-form symmetry breaking phases
with or without flux domain wall.

Consider the 2D Toric Code state defined on square
lattice as shown in Fig. 14. The Z2 gauge field degrees of
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FIG. 14. Toric code model on the square lattice. The model
has a 1-form symmetry given by

∏
X on all closed loops

including the nontrivial ones (think horizontal and vertical
lines).

freedom are on the edges. The Hamiltonian terms include
the four-body plaquette terms of

∏
e∈pXe and four-body

vertex terms of
∏

v∈e Ze. The 1-form symmetry is given
by
∏
X on all closed loops, including nontrivial loops in

the x and y directions. The ground state spontaneously
breaks this 1-form symmetry. If the |0⟩ state on each edge
is regarded as no string and the |1⟩ state on each edge
is regarded as having a string, the symmetrized ground
state wave function is an equal weight superposition of all
closed-loop configurations, including the non-trivial ones.

|ψ⟩ =
∑

C:closed loop configurations

|C⟩ (79)

With two copies of the Toric Code state, there is a
Z2 × Z2 1-form symmetry. We consider the situation
where only the diagonal Z2 1-form symmetry is preserved,
which may come from the 1-form symmetry of a higher
dimensional bulk. Applying pair-wise controlled-Not gates
between corresponding qubits in the two toric code states
keeps the two states invariant but changes the diagonal
1-form symmetry to act on only the first copy of Toric
Code. Therefore, after the transformation, two copies of
the Toric Code fuse into one copy, with the coefficient
also being a Toric Code.

T.C.× T.C. → t.c.× T.C. (80)

where the lower case t.c. represents the coefficient state
not acted upon by the 1-form symmetry.

Now consider the situation where either one or both of
the Toric Code to be fused has a 1-form symmetry defect.
When the action of the 1-form symmetry operator is to
add closed loops in the wave function, a 1-form symmetry
defect corresponds to end of string, which we label as the
e excitation.

When the first Toric Code has a defect while the second
doesn’t, applying the controlled-Not circuit adds the end
of string to the second wave-function without changing
the first wave-function. Therefore, the fusion result has
a defect as well as the coefficient (the t.c. state). When
the first Toric Code state has no defect while the second

one has, the controlled-Not gates do not change either
wave-function. Therefore, the fusion result has no defect
while the coefficient does. Finally, when both copies of
Toric Code has defects, the controlled-Not gates removes
the defect in the second copy. Therefore, the fusion result
has a defect while the coefficient does not. This fusion
pattern is exactly the same as that in section IVA when
two symmetry breaking states of global symmetry are
fused together.

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we explored the higher category structure
of 1D gapped phases and their domain walls. We use the
rule that for 1D gapped phases, the equivalence relation
is given by 1D finite-depth circuits, while for their domain
walls, the equivalence relation is given by 0D local unitary
operations. We establish fusion relations between 1D
gapped phases, their 0D domain walls, as well as 1D
gapped phases with domain walls. In particular, we point
out that to properly fuse 1D gapped phases with domain
walls, we need to use the same circuit as when fusing
1D gapped phases without domain walls except locally
around the domain walls. We find that sometimes fusion
is not commutative with respect to the two inputs and
sometimes the coefficient in front of the fusion result can
be a nontrivial 1D gapped system itself.
Similar equivalence relations can be used to study

gapped defects in higher dimensional nontrivial gapped
states, including topological states. The fusion rule
discussed in this paper has interesting counterparts with
defects and their domain walls in gauge theories. On
the other hand, 1D gapped phases can show up as the
‘uninteresting’ kind of defect in non-trivial gapped states
that do not couple to the bulk. But they can also show
up, for example, as fusion coefficients of the ‘interesting’
defects [1, 13] and hence should be carefully studied for
the completeness of the story.
The fusion structure we studied in this paper for 1D

gapped phases is of course only part of the story. To
characterize the full 2-category structure of 1D gapped
phases / defects, we need much more data. Going onto 2D
and higher, the gapped phases / defects form categories
of even higher dimensions [10, 25, 26]. To explore the
general structure of gapped phases / defects, we will need
to make use of more powerful classes of unitaries like
Sequential Quantum Circuits [21] and higher dimensional
circuits.
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k while keeping the matrices on all other sites invariant.
After sufficient enlargement of the unit cell, we can assume
that only the matrices on site k are changed from Ai to
Ãi,

|ψ̃⟩ =
∑

i1,...,in

Tr(Ai1 · · · Ãik · · ·Ain)|i1, . . . , in⟩ (A2)

The ground state in a gapped symmetric phase can
be represented with an ‘injective’ set of matrices Ai

(i = 1, ..., d) meaning that (after sufficient enlargement
of the unit cell) the set of matrices on one site span the
whole space of D×D matrices where D is the dimension
of the matrices Ai [29]. Because of this, no matter what

the modified matrices Ãi are at the domain wall, they
can always be represented as linear combinations of the
original set of matrices

Ãi =
∑
i′

Mii′A
i′ (A3)

Thus, the domain wall can be generated by acting with
the linear operator M on the degree of freedom at site
k. This operator is not unitary in general, but it can
be replaced by a unitary with the same locality (up to
exponentially decaying tails). To see this, let V be the
quasi-local unitary which maps the state |ψ⟩ to the fixed-
point state of the SPT phase |ϕ⟩ that takes the form of
a product of entangled pairs of spins [17]. Ignoring tails,
we can take V to be a FDQC. Then, we have,

Mk|ψ⟩ =MkV†|ϕ⟩ = V†M ′
k|ϕ⟩ (A4)

where M ′
k = VMkV†. Since V is a FDQC, M ′

k will be
supported on a finite number of sites near site k. Since
|ϕ⟩ is a tensor product of entangled pairs, we can always
find a unitary Uk which has the same support as M ′

k and
satisfies M ′

k|ϕ⟩ = Uk|ϕ⟩. Applying V† to both sites of this
equation, we get,

Mk|ψ⟩ = U ′
k|ψ⟩ (A5)

where U ′
k = V†UkV is again a local unitary operator

supported in a finite interval around site k.
Therefore, every domain wall in an injective MPS can

be generated by acting with a local unitary operator.
Importantly, depending on the nature of the domain wall,
this local unitary operator may not be symmetric, which
leaves the possibility of non-trivial domain walls carrying
symmetry charge.
For SB phases, the symmetric ground state is

represented as a non-injective MPS. Now the matrices
Ai are block-diagonal, Ai =

⊕
αA

i
α where α label

the different short-range entangled ground states that
constitute the SB state [29]. The span of the matrices
Ai generates the whole space of block-diagonal matrices.
Consider the case where the matrices Ãi generating the
domain wall are also block-diagonal. Then, we can again
find a linear operatorM acting on site k which creates the
domain wall. As before, we can find a FDQC V mapping

|ψ⟩ to the fixed-point of the symmetry breaking phase,
which now has the form

∑
α |ϕα⟩ where each |ϕα⟩ is a

product of entangled pairs, and these pairs are supported
in different sectors of Hilbert space for different α [17].
Following the above, we write,

Mk|ψ⟩ =
∑
α

MkV†|ϕα⟩ =
∑
α

V†M ′
k|ϕα⟩ (A6)

Since each |ϕα⟩ is a product state, we can again find a local
unitary Uk =

⊕
α Uα,k such that M ′

k|ϕα⟩ = Uα,k|ϕα⟩.
Then, U ′

k = V†UkV is a local unitary that generates the
domain wall.

As before, this local unitary can be charged under the
symmetry. In the SB case, however, this charge delocalizes
into the SB state such that it is locally undetectable and
therefore no longer corresponds to a non-trivial domain
wall. Let us show why this is true using MPS. In non-
injective MPS, the delocalization of the charge follows
from a symmetry of the tensors [30],

Ai = UgA
iU†

g . (A7)

In the abelian case, Ug are unitary matrices of the form
Ug =

⊕
α λα(g)Inα where λα(g) is a 1D representation of

G and Inα
is the nα ×nα identity matrix where nα is the

size of block α. On one hand, the operators Ug are locally
undetectable. That is, if we define a domain wall by the
matrices Ãi = AiUg, then this change does not affect
any local reduced density matrices since Eq. A7 can be
used to move Ug far away from any local operator acting
on the MPS. On the other hand, the operators Ug carry
symmetry charge. Since applying the broken symmetry
permutes the different short-range entangled states, it
must also permute the blocks α in such a way Ug changes
by a 1D representation λg (a charge). This establishes
a mapping Γ : g 7→ λg between G and the group of 1D
representations of G, which are isomorphic when G is
finite abelian. When the symmetry is fully broken, we
have |G| blocks, so Ug can be chosen to be semi-regular,
meaning it contains every 1D representation of G (with
each block transforming under a different representation).
Therefore, Γ is an isomorphism.

Gathering the above facts, if a domain wall correspond-
ing to the matrices Ãi carries a charge λ, we can modify
it as Ãi 7→ ÃiUg for g = Γ−1(λ) to turn the correspond-
ing linear operator M and its equivalent unitary U into
symmetric operators. At the same time, this modification
does not change the local reduced density matrix around
the domain wall. Therefore, all domain walls created by
local unitaries in the SB phase are trivial.

Finally, domains walls defined by matrices Ãi which
are not block diagonal cannot generally be created by a
local operator, and therefore correspond to non-trivial
domain walls (the flux domain walls).

Summarizing, the only non-trivial domain walls in
symmetric (symmetry breaking) phases are charge (flux)
domain walls, as claimed in Sec. I.
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Appendix B: Partially symmetry-broken phases

Throughout the main text, we focused on cases where
the symmetry is either preserved or completely broken.
When the symmetry is only partially broken, new
phenomena can occur. Here we give one example in
which SB phases with domain walls can only absorb SPT
phases at the cost of creating charges of the preserved
symmetry.

As a first example, consider a phase with breaks Z2×Z2

symmetry down to Z2. This can be represented by a
Hamiltonian,

Hu =
∑
i

−Zu
i Z

u
i+1 −Xu

i+ 1
2

(B1)

where the Z2 symmetry acting on the integer (half-integer)
sites is broken (preserved). Consider fusing this system
with the cluster state,

H l =
∑
i

−Zl
i− 1

2
X l

iZ
l
i+ 1

2
− Zl

iXi+ 1
2
Zl
i+1. (B2)

Now we apply the circuit depicted in Fig. 5, except we only
apply the R(ZZ) and R(ZXZ) gates that are centered
on integer sites. This modifies the combined Hamiltonian
to,

H =
∑
i

−Zu
i Z

u
i+1 −Xu

i+ 1
2

+
∑
i

−Zu
i Z

l
i − Zl

iX
l
i+ 1

2
Zl
i+1.

(B3)

Using the fact that

Zl
iX

l
i+ 1

2
Zl
i+1 = X l

i+ 1
2
(Zu

i Z
l
i)(Z

u
i Z

u
i+1)(Z

u
i+1Z

l
i+1) (B4)

we find that Zl
iX

l
i+Z

l
i+1 ∼ X l

i+1/2 where ∼ denotes

equivalence in the ground space. Therefore, the
Hamiltonian has the same ground space as,

H =
∑
i

−Zu
i Z

u
i+1 −Xu

i+ 1
2

+
∑
i

−Zu
i Z

l
i −X l

i+ 1
2

(B5)

which describes a SB state on the integer sites and a trivial
symmetric state on the half-integer sites. Therefore, even
the partially symmetry-broken state is able to absorb
the SPT phase. This is a reflection of the fact that the
Z2 × Z2 SPT phase becomes trivial when only one of the
Z2 symmetries is enforced.

Now, suppose the initial system has a domain wall of
the broken symmetry, indicated by setting Zu

j Z
u
j+1 ∼ −1

at some site j. Applying the same circuit gives the
same outcome, except Eq. B4 now gives Zl

jX
l
j+1/2Z

l
j+1 ∼

−X l
j+1/2 Then, the ground state after applying the circuit

satisfies X l
j+1/2 = −1, indicating the presence of a

symmetry charge at site j + 1/2. Therefore, fusing the
partially symmetry-broken state with the SPT in the
presence of a domain wall results in binding a charge of
the unbroken symmetry to the domain wall.

The above calculation can be generalized to all abelian
groups G. A general G-symmetric 1D phase with a
defect can be labelled by a quadruple (H, k;ω, q). The
1D phase is specified by the the preserved symmetry
subgroup H ⊂ G and the SPT order ω ∈ H2(H,U(1)),
while the defect is specified by the domain wall of the
broken symmetry k ∈ G/H and a charge of the unbroken
symmetry q ∈ H1(H,U(1)). Suppose we fuse a general SB
state with a domain wall (H, k; 1, 1) with a general SPT
state (G, 1;ω, 1) (where 1 represents the trivial element in
all cases). Using cocycle states [28], the above calculation
can be generalized to,

(H, k; 1, 1)× (G, 1;ω, 1) → (H, k, ω|H , χω(k)). (B6)

Unpacking this, the result is that the G-SPT labelled by
the cocycle ω is reduced to an H-SPT labelled by the
restricted cocycle ω|H ∈ H2(H,U(1)) defined as,

ω|H(h1, h2) = ω(h1, h2) ∀h1, h2 ∈ H. (B7)

The H-charge created during the fusion is given by the
slant product χω(k) which is defined as

χω(k)(h) = ω(k, h)ω−1(h, k) ∀h ∈ H. (B8)
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