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Abstract: Three-dimensional topological insulators can be described by an ef-
fective field theory involving two ‘hydrodynamic’ Abelian gauge fields. The action
contains a bulk topological BF term and a surface term, called loop model. This de-
scribes the massless 2+1 dimensional excitations and provides them with a semiclas-
sical, yet non-trivial conformal invariant dynamics. Given that topological insulators
are originally fermionic, this physical setting is ideal for realizing the bosonization of
massless fermions in terms of gauge fields. Building on earlier analyses of the loop
model, we find that fermions belong to the solitonic spectrum and can be described by
Wilson lines, through the generalization of 1+1 dimensional vertex operators. Their
correlation functions agree with conformal invariance. The bosonic loop model is
then mapped into a fermionic theory by using the general construction of fermionic
topological phases described in the literature. It requires the identification of the
characteristic one-form Z2 symmetry of the bosonic theory and its gauging, which
originates the fermion number (−1)F , the spin sectors and the time reversal symme-
try obeying T 2 = (−1)F . These results are detailed for the effective action and the
partition function on the geometry S2 × S1.
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ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

01
78

7v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 3

 J
un

 2
02

4

mailto:andrea.cappelli@fi.infn.it
mailto:lorenzo.maffi@unipd.it
mailto:riccardo.villa@unifi.it


Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Bosonic effective field theory of topological insulators 3
2.1 Bulk topological theory 3
2.2 Boundary theory: the loop model 5
2.3 Properties of the loop model 6

2.3.1 Soliton charges 7
2.3.2 Self–duality 8
2.3.3 Phase diagram 8
2.3.4 Solitonic spectrum and conformal invariance 9
2.3.5 Topological order 10

3 Soliton fields: topology and dynamics 10
3.1 Wilson lines and vertex operators in the QHE 11

3.1.1 Bulk-boundary correspondence for vertex operators 13
3.2 Soliton fields on the boundary of 3+1d topological insulators 14

3.2.1 3+1d Bulk fields and bulk-boundary correspondence 14
3.3 Soliton correlation functions and duality 16

4 Fermionic theory on the topological insulator boundary 20
4.1 Fermion field 20
4.2 Review of modern bosonization 21

4.2.1 The toric code and its anomaly 25
4.3 Fermionic theory from the loop model 28

4.3.1 Z(1)
2 symmetry and its anomaly 28

4.3.2 Gauging the Z(1)
2 symmetry 31

4.3.3 Gauge invariance of fermionic excitations 33
4.4 Bulk theory in presence of the B field 35
4.5 Time reversal symmetry and the B field 36
4.6 Fermionic theory from the k = 2 loop model and the toric code 38

5 Conclusions 42

A Computation of soliton correlation function 43

– 1 –



1 Introduction

In this work we analyze the effective field theory of 3+1 dimensional topological
insulators [1, 2], which is based on the BF topological theory, with bulk and surface
terms [3]. In addition, the boundary dynamics is given by the non-local Abelian gauge
theory called loop model, which involves two gauge fields, respectively ‘electric’ and
‘magnetic’ [4]. The loop model possesses several interesting features: it is conformal
invariant with a critical line, analogous to the compact boson in 1+1 dimensions;
it is invariant under 2+1 dimensional particle-vortex duality; and it matches both
the selfdual mixed-dimension QED4,3 for large number of flavors Nf → ∞ and the
three-dimensional QED in the semiclassical limit.

In an earlier work by some of the authors, the loop model was quantized and the
partition function was obtained on the generalized cylinder S2 ×S1, giving access to
the spectrum of conformal dimensions of solitonic states [4]. In the present study, the
corresponding field operators are described in terms of open Wilson loops of the two
Abelian fields, which are analogous to order and disorder fields [5, 6]. Their two-point
functions are found to be conformal invariant with scaling dimensions matching the
solitonic spectrum in the partition function.

The effective field theory description of topological phases is a natural playground
for understanding bosonization in higher dimensions, mirroring what happens in the
quantum Hall effect, where the 2+1d Chern–Simons theory in the bulk matches the
1+1d boundary conformal theory bosonizing Weyl fermions [7]. In one dimension
higher, the bulk-boundary correspondence again provides a guide for defining the field
operators, their quantum numbers and statistics, starting from the bulk topological
theory and then extending them to the boundary, where they acquire the semiclassical
solvable dynamics given by the loop model. Research on bosonization in higher
dimensions has a long history [5, 6, 8] and recently received a lot of attention [9–12].

The fermion excitation is described in the loop model by a pair of order and dis-
order fields, whose charges requires a modification of the soliton spectrum, allowing
half-integer flux quantization of gauge fields.

It turns out that the modified quantization is one element of the general con-
struction relating bosonic topological theories to fermionic ‘spin topological theories’
[13, 14]. The first step is the identification of the one-form Z2 symmetry in the 2+1d
bosonic theory generated by fermionic loops, with characteristic universal anomaly.
After its compensation by a bulk term, as usual in topological phases, this symmetry
is gauged by introducing a dynamical Z2-valued two-form flat field B [11, 15, 16].
This new field allows for half–integer flux quantization and, furthermore, generates
the ‘dual’ Z2 fermionic parity symmetry. The spin sectors and the time-reversal
symmetry of the theory also follow.

In the second part of this work, we work out the detailed map between bosonic
to fermionic theories, using the partition function and the effective action, both
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including the loop model dynamics. This is simple enough to allow several results at
the topological level to extend to the full theory in very explicit terms.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall the topological BF
description of the topological insulator and the properties of the loop model [4]. In
particular, the soliton charges and statistics, the selfduality and the expression of
the partition function giving the scaling dimensions of soliton fields.

In section 3, we write the operators that create soliton excitations, both in the
bulk and in the boundary. The corresponding open Wilson lines and surfaces possess
charges and statistics determined by the topological theory. Next, we compute the
correlation functions of soliton operators. Even if the loop model is a quadratic the-
ory, the computation is not trivial: we rely on two methods, the direct perturbative
calculation and the nonperturbative prescription for disorder fields of Refs. [5, 17]
(details of the calculation are reported in appendix A).

In section 4, we focus on the construction of the fermionic theory. It requires a
modification of the loop model by the introduction of the dynamical field B. This
couples to the current of the one–form Z2 symmetry necessary for bosonization [11,
15, 16]. Several aspects of the fermionic partition function are discussed, its spectrum,
spin sectors, and particle-vortex duality. The additional, one–form gauge invariance
imposes constraints on the physical states. The realization of fermion number and
time reversal symmetries is also described.

Finally, we show that two bosonic theories, with BF coupling k = 1 and also
k = 2, can be equivalently mapped into the same fermionic theory. In the conclusion,
we further comment on the difference between bosonic and fermionic topological
phases of matter and discuss developments of our approach to bosonization in higher
dimensions.

2 Bosonic effective field theory of topological insulators

2.1 Bulk topological theory

In this section we review the description of (fractional) topological insulators devel-
oped in previous works [4, 18]. It is based on the bulk topological BF action [3]
together with the conformal invariant boundary dynamics given by the loop model
[12, 19].

The degrees of freedom in the bulk are supposed to be point particles and vortex
lines, associated to currents Jµ and Jµν , respectively. Being conserved, they can be
parameterized as

Jµ =
1

2π
ϵµνρσ∂νbρσ, Jµν =

1

2π
ϵµνρσ∂ρaσ, (2.1)

in terms of two Abelian U(1) ’hydrodynamic’ gauge fields, the one–form a = aµdx
µ

and the two–form b = 1
2
bµνdx

µ ∧ dxν .
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The bulk action is

Sbulk[b, a, A] = i

∫
M4

k

2π
bda+

1

2π
bdA− θ

8π2
dadA , (2.2)

where A is the background electromagnetic field.
The action (2.2) correctly reproduces the basic features of topological insulators.

Indeed, it is time–reversal (TR) invariant by requiring the parameter of the third
term to be θ = π ∼ −π, being θ = 0 for trivial insulators. Upon integration of the
hydrodynamic matter fields a, b, one obtains the induced action

Sind[A] = i
θ

8π2k

∫
M4

dA dA , (2.3)

which expresses the response of the system to background changes. For k = 1 this
is the standard electromagnetic response of topological insulators which can also be
derived from a bulk Dirac fermion in the limit of large mass [7]. For integer k ̸= 1,
the theory (2.2) describes interacting electrons forming the so-called fractional topo-
logical insulators, in analogy with the physics of the quantum Hall effect1 [7]. The
basic excitations are point-like and loop-like, with fractional charge and fractional
monodromy phases.

In order to see these features, we couple the a, b fields to point particle moving
along ξ(t) and vortex line sources in ξ(t, σ), by adding the following terms to (2.2):

∆Sbulk = −i
∫
M4

aµJ µ +
1

2
bµνJ µν ,

J µ = N0 ξ̇
µδ(3)(x− ξ(t)), J µν =M0 ξ̇

µ × ξ
′νδ(2)(x− ξ(t, σ)),

(2.4)

with respective charges N0,M0 ∈ Z. The equations of motion for the a, b fields
obtained from the action (2.2), (2.4) and the definitions (2.1) imply

Jµ ≡ 1

2π
εµναβ∂νbαβ =

1

k
J µ,

Jµν ≡ 1

2π
εµναβ∂αaβ =

1

k
J µν − 1

2π
εµναβ∂αAβ .

(2.5)

The currents can be integrated across surfaces Σ and volumes V encircling the lines
and points, respectively, leading to the following bulk charges

Q =

∫
V
J0 =

1

2π

∫
V
db =

N0

k
,

QT =

∫
Σ

J0ini =
1

2π

∫
Σ

da =

(
M0

k
− 1

2π

∫
Σ

dA

)
,

(2.6)

1As in that case, the response action (2.3) involves the fractional coupling constant 1/k and thus
is not well-defined globally [20].
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where ni is the unit vector orthogonal to the surface Σ. These equations shows that
both excitations have charges in units of 1/k, as expected. The second equation
expresses the charge density along the vortex line, whose aspects will be better
described later.

The main feature of the BF action is to attach fractional fluxes to charges,
leading to Aharonov-Bohm phases for point particles encircling vortex lines in three-
dimensional space [4],

Θ

2π
=
N0M0

k
. (2.7)

2.2 Boundary theory: the loop model

Topological insulators possess (interacting) massless excitations at their surface. The
bulk theory (2.2) determines the type of boundary fields and the topological part of
the boundary action (no Hamiltonian), as follows

Ssurf [ζ, a, A] = i

∫
M3

k

2π
ζda+

1

2π
ζdA− 1

8π
adA, (2.8)

where a is the bulk field brought to the boundary M3 = ∂M4 and ζ is the reduction
to the boundary of the two-form, b|M3 = dζ. The whole action involving bulk
and boundary terms (2.2), (2.8), is invariant under local gauge transformations,
b→ b+ dβ, ζ → ζ + β and a→ a+ dφ.

The last term in the action, once the a, ζ fields are integrated out, determines the
boundary response, given by the Chern-Simons action

∫
AdA with coupling constant

1/2k. For k = 1, this the well-known parity (and time-reversal) global anomaly of
2+1 dimensional fermions, which is canceled by the theta term in the bulk action
(2.2), according to the bulk-boundary correspondence.2 In effective field theory ap-
proaches, the anomaly is described at classical level: in the present case, it amounts
to a term in the action added by hand, with natural generalization to k > 1 [7]. As
a consequence of anomaly cancellation, the boundary anomaly in (2.8) and the bulk
theta term in (2.2) are sometimes omitted in the following discussion.

The boundary action (2.8) should be completed by adding a dynamical term
for massless excitations. The proposal by Ref. [4, 21] is to introduce the following
non–local quadratic dynamics for aµ

Sdyn[a] =
g0
4π

∫
d3xd3y aµ(x)

−δµν∂2 + ∂µ∂ν
∂

aν(y), (2.9)

where g0 is a coupling constant, ∂2 = ∂µ∂µ and ∂−1 is the Green function of
∂ ≡

√
−∂2. Explicitly in three Euclidean dimensions:

1

∂(x, y)
=

1

2π2

1

(x− y)2
. (2.10)

2A deeper description of global anomaly cancellation in three-dimensional topological insulators
can be found in [14] and is reviewed in section 10 of [7].
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All in all, the whole action for the boundary degrees of freedom is3

S[ζ, a, A] =
i

2π

∫
M3

kζda+ ζdA+
g0
4π

∫
M3

aµ
−δµν∂2 + ∂µ∂ν

∂
aν =

=
i

2π

∫
M3

kζda+ ζdA+
g0
8π

∫
M3

fµν
1

∂
fµν ,

(2.11)

where fµν the field strength of the aµ field. This theory is called the ‘loop model’,
because it can also be written in terms of closed loops, i.e. currents j = ∗da, inter-
acting with 1/(x− y)2 potential [19]. This kind of dynamics was also considered in
[12, 22]. The loop model (2.11) is the main focus of the present work.

The integration of the field ζ implies a = −A/k and leads to the induced action

Sind[A] =
g0

4πk2

∫
M3

Aµ
−δµν∂2 + ∂µ∂ν

∂
Aν . (2.12)

This is the same response of 2+1d fermions to quadratic order O(A2), for k = 1

and g0 = π/8, having canceled the parity anomaly as said. Thus, the loop model
reproduces a feature of the underlying fermionic theory at the microscopic level.
The approximation holds for ℏ → 0 or weak fields Aµ: equivalently, Eq.(2.12) is the
leading term for large number of flavors Nf → ∞. Such scale-invariant response
provides a good reason for considering this nonlocal dynamics at the boundary of
topological insulators [4].

The kernel of the loop model satisfies the following nice inversion property∫
jµD

−1
µν jν =

∫
ζµDµνζν ,

Dµν(x, y) =
−δµν∂2 + ∂µ∂ν

∂
(x, y), jµ = ϵµνρ∂νζρ.

(2.13)

Using this identity we can integrate out the field a in the action (2.11) and obtain
the following expression involving the ζ field only:

S[ζ, A] =
k2

4πg0

∫
M3

ζµ
−δµν∂2 + ∂µ∂ν

∂
ζν +

i

2π

∫
M3

ζdA. (2.14)

2.3 Properties of the loop model

In the following, we list some properties of this 2+1 dimensional theory discussed
in [4], focalizing on the geometry of the generalized cylinder S2 × R, with compact
space and linear time, where the topological insulator bulk is the interior of the ball
D3 of radius R, D3 = S2 × I, I ∈ [0, R].

3Hereafter omitting the subscript to Ssurf .
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Figure 1. The spatial geometry with bulk D3 = S2×I and boundary S2. The vortex lines
are drawn in red, they can finish on the boundary at points x, x′, where they become point
sources, or at the singular center x0. A closed vortex line is also shown. Point sources at
y, y′ of the other field are in blue, in the bulk and at the boundary.

2.3.1 Soliton charges

A standard fact of topological matter is that bulk excitations correspond to solitonic
sectors of the boundary theory, with associated conserved charges. Let us see how
the flat bulk connections a, b with characteristic quantized fluxes (2.6) extend to
the boundary, where b = dζ. A bulk point source generates the flux

∫
dζ across

the boundary, which remains invariant when the source is brought to the boundary.
The bulk vortex line can be open or closed; in the open case, it hits the boundary
once or twice, with endpoints becoming another kind of point-like excitation with
flux ±

∫
da. The line can end inside the ball at the singular center, which can be

thought of as the zero-radius limit of an inner boundary sphere, not considered here
for simplicity (see Fig.1). A closed vortex line can be fully inside the bulk or lay on
the boundary.

The fluxes associated to point-like excitations in the boundary are therefore

Q =
1

2π

∫
S2

dζ =
N0

k
, QT =

1

2π

∫
S2

da =
M0

k
. (2.15)

The corresponding solitons of the theory (2.11) are solutions of the equations of
motion with boundary conditions suitable for these charges.
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Note that the ζ flux characterizes a soliton with electric charge Q, owing to
the original coupling to the electromagnetic background in (2.11), thus the field
ζ is ‘magnetic’. The field a is an ordinary ‘electric’ gauge field like A, such that
the corresponding solitons have magnetic charge QT (historically called ‘topological’
charge [6]).

2.3.2 Self–duality

Particle-vortex duality in 2+1 dimensions is, roughly speaking, equivalent to switch-
ing the coupling to the A background from electric to magnetic [9, 10]. This is
achieved by replacing Aµ with the auxiliary dynamical field kcµ, which itself couples
to A by a mixed Chern-Simons term. The original and dual theories, respectively
Z[A] and Z̃[A], are thus related by

Z̃[A] =

∫
Dcµ Z[kcµ] exp

(
i
1

2π

∫
c dA

)
, (2.16)

which is a kind of quantum analog of the Legendre transform [4]. Upon insertion of
the induced action (2.12) for Z[kcµ] and integration, one finds that the loop model
is selfdual, with the following map between couplings, fields and charges

g0 ↔ g̃o =
k2

g0
, ζµ ↔ ζ̃µ = aµ, N0 ↔ Ñ0 =M0. (2.17)

These relations can be proven by introducing the coupling to the kcµ field in the
action (2.11): integrating over ζµ and solving for cµ leads to the expression

S̃[a,A] =
g0
4π

∫
aµ

−δµν∂2 + ∂µ∂ν
∂

aν +
i

2π

∫
adA , (2.18)

which should be compared to (2.14). The correspondence between the charges
(N0,M0) confirms that the monodromy phase (2.7) is selfdual, as expected.

Note that the factor of k in the duality transformation (2.17), extending the map
considered in the literature [9], is rather natural for charges and monodromies, which
should be independent of the field-theory description.

2.3.3 Phase diagram

The loop model possesses a critical line parameterized by the coupling g0, where
g0 ≥ k can be chosen owing to its self-duality. This result was obtained by numerical
simulations [23] and is confirmed by Peierls arguments [4]. It is found that the
monopole condensation of QED3 [24] is absent in the loop model, due to the non-
local interaction: one is left with a Coulomb-like phase, analogous to that occurring
in 1+1d XY model (the c = 1 compact boson conformal field theory).

Another interesting fact is that the loop model can be shown to correspond to
the large Nf limit of mixed-dimension QED4,3, involving 2+1d fermions and 3+1d
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photons [4]. This theory is exactly particle-vortex self-dual and possesses a critical
line [25–27]. The direct relation with this fermionic theory strongly suggests that
2+1 dimensional bosonization can be understood in the present framework.

2.3.4 Solitonic spectrum and conformal invariance

The partition function of the loop model has been obtained on the the generalized
cylinder S2 × R, with radius R and time u [4]. The conformal map r = R exp(u/R)

with flat Euclidean space, where r2 = (xµ)
2, implies that time translations on the

cylinder correspond to dilatations in R3. Thus, canonical quantization on the cylinder
determines energy levels which corresponds to scaling dimensions ∆ of fields in the
conformal theory, schematically,

Z =
∑
∆

e−β∆/R. (2.19)

The quantization requires a Hamiltonian formulation which is actually nontrivial
due to the non–local nature of the action (2.11). It was obtained by rewriting the
loop model as a local theory in four dimensions (with the extra dimension just a
fictitious one), leading to the result4

Z[S2 × S1] = Zosc Zsol = Zosc

∑
N0,M0∈Z

exp

(
− β

R
∆N0,M0

)
,

∆N0,M0 = λ

(
N2

0

g0
+ g0

M2
0

k2

)
.

(2.20)

In this equation, Zsol is obtained by evaluating the classical action on soliton config-
urations, leading to the spectrum of scaling dimensions ∆N0,M0 , and Zosc describes
fluctuations around classical solutions. The soliton dimensions confirm the selfduality
of the theory (2.17). The dimensionless parameter λ = 1/(MR) is left undetermined,
being related to the value of the infrared cutoff M needed in the calculation. It will
be fixed later by computing correlators of soliton fields (see section 3.3). The term
Zosc has the form5 [4]

Zosc =
1∏∞

k=1 (1− qk)2k
, q = e−β/R. (2.21)

This expression is instructive because it checks conformal invariance of the theory
at the quantum level: the Casimir energy vanishes, corresponding to no conformal
anomaly in 2+1d, and the dimensions ∆ of descendant fields are integer spaced.
These results confirm that the non-local nature of the loop model causes no problem
for conformal invariance.

4Clearly, the partition function is computed on the periodic time interval L = β = 1/kBT , thus
the geometry is actually S2 × S1.

5This is actually the square of the generating function of plane partitions or MacMahon function.
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2.3.5 Topological order

The 3+1d BF theory (2.2) on the geometry D3 × S1 has k degenerate ground states
(topological order), as easily obtained by standard methods (see e.g. [18]). Therefore,
the partition function of boundary excitations (2.20) should involve k corresponding
topological sectors. They can be obtained by writing M0 = ℓ + km0, with ℓ ∈ Zk

and m0 ∈ Z, as follows

Z =
k−1∑
ℓ=0

Zℓ, Zℓ = Zosc

∑
N0,m0∈Z

exp

[
−βλ
R

(
N2

0

g0
+ g0

(
ℓ

k
+m0

)2
)]

. (2.22)

A single anyonic sector Zℓ, characterized by fractional charge M0/k = ℓ/k + m0,
can be selected by placing an opposite fractional charge in the interior of the sphere,
and requiring integer total charge in the system. This is the standard choice for the
quantum Hall effect in the geometry of the spatial disk D2 with a single boundary
circle S1 [28].

We remark that the loop model action could be modified by adding further in-
teractions consistent with conformal invariance; in these cases, the coupling constant
g0 and dimensions ∆ are renormalized. For example, one could introduce three-body
interactions suggested by the QED4,3 theory at order O(1/Nf ). Nonetheless, the
decomposition in k sectors should stay, being a topological property. Many results
on bosonization found later only depend on the topological part of the bulk and
boundary actions, and thus are valid for more general dynamics. In this sense, the
simple quadratic interaction of the loop model can be considered as a reference case.

3 Soliton fields: topology and dynamics

In this section we construct the soliton fields, i.e. the operators charged under (2.6).
These are expressed by Wilson lines (open loops) of the connections a, ζ occurring
in the boundary theory (2.11). We first write their expressions and determine their
charges and monodromy phases by using the topological part of the action (i.e.
setting g0 = 0); we shall also see that these operators have counterparts in the bulk,
and discuss the bulk-boundary correspondence for them. In the last subsection, we
shall add the dynamical term in the action (g0 ̸= 0) and determine the correlation
functions finding agreement with conformal invariance.

The solitonic fields are first obtained in the case of the 2+1 dimensional quantum
Hall effect, thus ‘re-discovering’ the well-known bosonization of 1+1d relativistic
fermion fields by vertex operators. This sets the stage for the discussion of higher
dimensions. We shall employ earlier approaches on solitons and order-disorder fields
[6, 17].
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3.1 Wilson lines and vertex operators in the QHE

The effective theory of the quantum Hall effect at filling fractions ν = 1/k is expressed
in terms of the Chern-Simons action, as follows [7]

SCS[a,A] = i

∫
M3

k

4π
ada+

1

2π
adA− aµJ µ . (3.1)

This is analogous to the BF theory (see (2.2)), but differ for the presence of a single
hydrodynamic field aµ. As a consequence, time–reversal invariance is absent in (3.1)
and can only be achieved by considering two fields.

The action (3.1) describes a massive topological phase in the 2+1d bulk: upon
integrating over the a field, one obtains (locally) the response of the Hall current
J i = 1/(2πk)εijEj, i, j = 1, 2, where Ei is the in-plane electric field.

The Hamiltonian quantization of the theory is now considered in the a0 = 0

gauge and for vanishing background, A = 0. The action just involves the symplectic
structure6 (H = 0) leading to the canonical commutators

[ai(t,x), πj(t,y)] = iδijδ
(2)(x− y), πi =

k

2π
εijaj, i, j = 1, 2. (3.2)

Given any canonical structure, one can define ‘electric’ and ‘magnetic’ charges
and write the field operators which create them, as discussed in Ref.[6]. The charges
are written, with convenient normalizations,

Q[π] =
1

k

∫
Σ

∂iπi =
1

2π

∫
Σ

εij∂iaj, QT [a] =
1

2π

∫
Σ

εij∂iaj . (3.3)

In this and following equations we first give the general expressions in terms of (ai, πj)
and then their implementation in the Chern–Simons theory (3.1), which realizes the
simpler case Q = QT .

The open Wilson lines are defined by

σ(t,x,x0) = exp

(
−i
∫ x

x0,γ

dξiai(t, ξ)

)
= e

−i
∫ x
x0

a
, (3.4)

µ(t,x,x0) = exp

(
i
2π

k

∫ x

x0,γ′
dξiεijπj(t, ξ)

)
= σ(t,x,x0). (3.5)

These expressions involve spatial contours γ, γ′ but are actually independent of their
shape, because a is flat: thus, they are functions of the end-points only. They are
defined at equal time in the Hamiltonian formalism, but can be easily covariantized.
We remark that the names σ, µ are reminiscent of order-disorder fields in the Ising
model, but actually have no direct relation with them. Note that the simpler real-
ization σ = µ is obtained for Chern–Simons.

6Being first-order in time derivatives, it is already written in Hamiltonian form [29, 30].
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Figure 2. Quantum Hall effect on the disk D2. In blue, the Wilson line which ends on the
boundary circle at x, where it becomes a pointlike field, the vertex operator.

The commutator of charges and Wilson lines is found by using a Schrödinger
representation of commutation relations (3.2), with the result

[Q, σ(t,x,x0)] = σ(t,x,x0)
1

k

∫
Σ

d2y
[
δ(2)(y − x)− δ(2)(y − x0)

]
. (3.6)

Clearly, the Wilson lines create opposite fractional charges at their endpoints, which
can be selected by restricting the area of integration Σ in the definition of Q in (3.3).
Analogous results are found for [QT , µ].

We recall that quantum Hall states possess massless excitations at the edge of
the system. Let us now show how the bulk line operators (3.4) can be related to
the fields living at the boundary. We consider the geometry of the disk D2 with
boundary circle S1 of radius R, for example (see Fig.2). The boundary theory is
obtained from bulk Chern-Simons [7] by considering the gauge a0 = 0 and reducing
the flat gauge field to a scalar function on the circle, ai|S1 = ∂iφ, where i = 0, 1, the
circle coordinates being (x0, x1) = (t, x = Rθ). The result is, for A = 0,

S[φ] = − k

4π

∫
d2x ∂xφφ̇+ (∂xφ)

2. (3.7)

The first term in the action, the symplectic form, is obtained from the edge reduc-
tion of Chern-Simons just discussed; the Hamiltonian part H ∼ (∂xφ)

2 is a fur-
ther addition which gives dynamics to the edge excitations. These are chiral waves,
φ = φ(t − x), and soliton excitations due to the compactness of the field φ [7].
The action (3.7) defines the so-called chiral boson theory [30], a conformal theory
with central charges (c, c̄) = (1, 0) and a critical line parameterized by k [31]. In
particular, the Weyl fermion is found at k = 1, thus establishing the bosonization
map.

The canonical structure is7

[φ(t, x), π(t, y)] = iδ(x− y), π = − k

2π
∂xφ, (3.8)

7The factor of two in the definition of the momentum is explained in [30].
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and allows to define charges and operators proper of the boundary theory

Q̂[π] = −1

k

∫
S1

dx π =
1

2π

∫
S1

dx ∂xφ, Q̂T [φ] =
1

2π

∫
S1

dx ∂xφ ,

σ̂(t, x, x0) = exp (−iφ(t, x) + iφ(t, x0)) ,

µ̂(t, x, x0) = exp

(
i
2π

k

∫ x

x0

dξπ(t, ξ)

)
= σ̂(t, x, x0).

(3.9)

These quantities are hatted not to confuse them with the bulk expressions (3.3),
(3.4). Note again that charges and fields are equal in pairs, Q̂ = Q̂T , σ̂ = µ̂ and obey
commutation relations analogous to (3.6) for points on S1.

The following argument allows to neglect the dependence on the reference point
x0 in σ̂(t, x, x0). We suppose that all operators have common point x0: if the total
charge vanishes, then the dependence on x0 cancels out. If it does not, it leaves a
factor exp(iQ∞φ(t, x0)): by conformal invariance of the theory, the reference point
can be sent to infinity in the future direction, along the cylinder S1×R axis, where it
modifies the left ground state, leading to the so-called ‘charge at infinity’ of conformal
field theory [32]. For example, we can rewrite the two-point correlator in standard
CFT notation as follows

lim
|xµ

0 |→∞
|x0|2∆σ̂⟨Ω|σ̂(x, x0) σ̂(y, x0)|Ω⟩ = ⟨−2/k|e−iφ(x) e−iφ(y)|Ω⟩, (3.10)

where Q̂∞ = −2/k in this case.
Keeping in mind global charge conservation, we can omit the x0 dependence and

identify the chiral vertex operator of the conformal theory as σ(x) = exp(−iφ(x)).
The operator exchange on the line

σ(t, x)σ(t, y) = eiπ/kσ(t, y)σ(t, x), x > y, (3.11)

can also be obtained from the commutation relations (3.8), integrated as

[φ(t, x), φ(t, y)] = i(π/k)ε(x− y), (3.12)

where ε(x) = ±1 is the step function.
The result (3.11) identifies the Weyl fermion field ψ = σ for k = 1. One can show

that the dynamics of the chiral boson also implies the correct power-law correlator
for ⟨ψψ†⟩ [31].

3.1.1 Bulk-boundary correspondence for vertex operators

Having discussed the definition of charged operators both in the bulk and boundary
of the QHE system, we can compare their expressions. We clearly see that 1+1d
vertex operators (3.9) are basically the 2+1d Wilson lines (3.4) moved to points of
the boundary circle, where ai → ∂iφ.
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The fact that fermion fields can be written in terms of Wilson lines of effective
gauge fields a, π is a key feature. It shows that bosonization can be understood in the
physical setting of topological phases of matter, involving hydrodynamic topological
actions and the bulk-boundary correspondence.

3.2 Soliton fields on the boundary of 3+1d topological insulators

The 2+1 dimensional fields creating point-like excitations with charges Q, QT in
(2.15) can be defined on the boundary of a topological insulator by extending the
previous Hamiltonian approach to the BF action (2.11). In the gauge a0 = ζ0 = 0,
one finds the following commutation relations involving the (a, ζ) fields

[ai(t,x), ζj(t,y)] = i
2π

k
εijδ

(2)(x− y). (3.13)

We now have two independent fields

σN0(x) = exp

(
−iN0

∫ x

x0

dξi ai(t, ξ)

)
,

µM0(x) = exp

(
−iM0

∫ x

x0

dξi ζi(t, ξ)

)
,

(3.14)

which obey the following relations with the charges (2.15),

[Q, σN0(x)] =
N0

k
σN0(x), [QT , µM0(x)] =

M0

k
µM0(x), (3.15)

thus extending earlier results for the Chern-Simons action. As discussed after (3.6),
these charges are relative to the area surrounding the point x. The reference point x0
in the definition of the fields has also been omitted according to the previous remarks
on the total charge.

3.2.1 3+1d Bulk fields and bulk-boundary correspondence

The 3+1 dimensional bulk excitations also have associated charged fields whose form
can be derived by extending earlier methods.

We consider the Hamiltonian quantization of the bulk BF action (2.2) for A = 0.
Its symplectic structure yields the canonical commutators[

ai(t,x),
k

4π
ϵjklbkl(t,y)

]
= iδji δ

(3)(x− y), Πj =
k

4π
ϵjklbkl , (3.16)

where now x,y are three-component spatial vectors. We introduce open Wilson lines
and surfaces operators, as follows,

σN0(x,x0) = exp

(
−iN0

∫ x

x0

dξiai(t, ξ)

)
,

τM0(C,C0) = exp

(
−iM0

2

∫ C

S,C0

dξj ∧ dξℓ bjℓ(t, ξ)

)
.

(3.17)
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Figure 3. Topological insulator on the spatial full cylinder. On the left: the worldsheet S
of the operator τ (3.17), representing the time evolution of a vortex line from C0 to C. On
the right: the operator τ is brought to the boundary, where it gives rise to a Wilson line
µ(x,x0) with a bulk tail µ̃(C) (3.19).

The field σ has been already encountered in the boundary theory (3.14), and its
dependence on the reference point x0 explained. The operator τ involves the open
surface S, typically square-like, representing the ‘worldsheet’ of the vortex line evolv-
ing between boundary lines C,C0, bounded by two further curves connecting their
extrema (see Fig.3). Given that b is flat, the shape of S is deformable. The curve C0

serves as reference for all τ operators, similarly to x0 for σ, and can be omitted.
The operators (3.17) obey the following relations with the bulk charges Q and

QT (2.6)

[Q, σN0 ] =
N0

k
σN0 , [QT , τM0 ] =

M0

k
τM0 , (3.18)

which are proved using the commutators (3.16). While σ(x) creates the charge N0/k

at point x, the non-local field τ introduces the vortex line C characterized by the
charge density M0/k measured by the flux across the surface Σ intersecting C (cf.
(2.6)).

The bulk-boundary relation between the fields τ and µ in (3.14) is now analyzed
(see Fig.3). The vortex worldsheet is assumed to have one side on the boundary
surface, spanning between points x, x0, which are endpoints for C,C0 on the surface,
respectively. Upon using the bulk equations of motion, b = dζ̃, the surface integral in
τ reduces to the line integral on its four boundary lines, two of which are relevant, i.e.
not involving reference configurations. These are the bulk curve C and the surface
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curve γ, spanned by the vortex endpoint. We thus have the relation (taking M0 = 1

for simplicity)

τ(C) ∼ exp

(
−i
∫ x

γ,x0

dξi ζi(t, ξ)

)
exp

(
i

∫ x

C,z0

dηi ζ̃i(t, η)

)
= µ(x,x0) µ̃(C),

µ̃(C) = exp

(
i

∫ x

C,z0

dηi ζ̃i(t, η)

)
. (3.19)

Namely, the boundary µ field (3.14) is obtained, together with another loop operator
extending from x into the bulk, corresponding to the vortex line, expressed in terms
of bulk field values ζ̃ (which becomes ζ on the boundary).

This bulk ‘tail’ µ̃(C) preserves the monodromy phase between µ, σ when σ is
moved slightly in the bulk, and is important for consistency. Nevertheless, it is a
topological term that does not affect the boundary dynamics of µ, σ to be discussed
in the next section. The relation (3.19) between bulk and boundary fields has shown
a difference between the two boundary fields µ and σ.

3.3 Soliton correlation functions and duality

In the previous analysis we found that the σ, µ fields (3.14) have the correct charges
for soliton configurations. We now compute their correlators, ⟨σ(x)σ†(0)⟩, ⟨µ(x)µ†(0)⟩
and ⟨σ(x)µ(0)⟩, verify their monodromies, the power-law behavior of conformal in-
variance and check the scaling dimensions with the spectrum of the partition function
(2.20). This requires adding the dynamical term (2.9) to the BF action. Notice that
this addition does not spoil the symplectic structure (3.13), because the canonical
momentum of the ζ field does not change.

The first, direct derivation of the correlators is by inserting the a, ζ Wilson lines in
the path-integral with action (2.11) (for A = 0). As a preliminary step, we compute
the a, ζ propagators, by coupling them to conserved external currents in the action.
Upon evaluating the quadratic path integral, we find

I : ⟨aµ(x)ζν(y)⟩ = i
2π

k
εµνρ∂ρ

(
1

−∂2

)
x,y

, (3.20)

II : ⟨aµ(x)aν(y)⟩ = 0, (3.21)

III : ⟨ζµ(x)ζν(0)⟩ =
g0
πk2

δµν
(x− y)2

. (3.22)

I. In the ⟨aµζν⟩ expression, one recognizes the kernel which expresses the linking
number of loops LN(γ, γ′)∮

γ

dxµ
∮
γ′
dyν ⟨aµ(x)ζν(y)⟩ =

1

2k

∮
γ

dxµ
∮
γ′
dyνεµνρ

(x− y)ρ

|x− y|3
= i

2π

k
LN(γ, γ′). (3.23)

Therefore, the correlator of σ, µ fields (3.14), evaluated for closed Wilson loops, is

⟨σN0(γ)µM0(γ
′)⟩ = e2πi

N0M0
k

LN(γ,γ′), ∂γ = ∂γ′ = 0. (3.24)
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which is the same expression as in the topological theory (g0 = 0),

II. The vanishing result for the correlator ⟨aµaν⟩ is rather puzzling at first sight,
because it would imply ⟨σσ†⟩conn = 0. Actually, this correlator cannot be computed
directly from the action (2.11), because it is nonperturbative. If we consider the
equivalent action S[ζ] (2.14) in which ζ is the only dynamical field, a is just an
auxiliary variable for writing the solitonic excitation σ = ei

∫
a of ζ. Namely, σ is a

‘disorder field’ of the theory.
This picture is confirmed by the self-duality of the loop model discussed in section

2.3.2, exchanging the fields a↔ ζ as in (2.17). In a given theory, say S[ζ] (2.14), one
field is perturbative (ζ) and the other (a) is non–perturbative. Therefore, we shall
describe the σ correlator by the effects caused on the configurations of the ζ field: it
introduces non-trivial boundary conditions in the ζ path-integral. Here, we rely on
the analysis of disorder fields in Refs. [5, 17].

The field σ(x1) creates a magnetic flux for the ζ field at point x = x1 with local
charge Q = (1/2π)

∫
Σ
dζ = 1/k, as shown by its commutation relation (3.15). This

flux, in Euclidean covariant form, is a 2+1d ‘monopole’ with expression

fµν(x1) =
1

2k
εµνρ

(x− x1)
ρ

|x− x1|3
,

1

2π

∫
S2(x1)

f(x1) =
1

k
, (3.25)

where S(2)(x1) is a closed surface surrounding x1 in R3, obtained by closing the surface
Σ ∈ R2 in the definition of Q. The action S[ζ] (2.14) shows the interaction between
such monopoles, which implies that between σ fields. Therefore, we express the ⟨σσ†⟩
correlator as the value of the Euclidean action in presence of two ζ monopoles, as
follows8

⟨σN0(x1)σ
†
N0
(x2)⟩ = exp {−S[N0(f(x1)− f(x2)]} . (3.26)

The evaluation of this action is a rather long computation, with result (see Appendix
A)

⟨σN0(x1)σ
†
N0
(x2)⟩ =

1

(x1 − x2)2∆σ
, ∆σ =

1

2π

N2
0

g0
. (3.27)

It has the expected form of conformal field theory, and the value of the scaling
dimension ∆σ matches the spectrum in the partition function (2.20). It actually
fixes the parameter λ left free in that calculation,

λ =
1

2π
. (3.28)

III. The correlator ⟨µµ†⟩ can be calculated perturbatively from the action S[ζ],
but this needs further discussion. A quick result is found by using self–duality: in
analogous way to (3.26), the µ field can be viewed as generating a monopole of the a

8Quantum fluctuations around the classical action cancel out in the normalization by 1/Z.
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field in the dual theory, with charge QT = (1/2π)
∫
Σ
da = 1/k owing to (3.15). This

monopole configuration is evaluated with the dual action S̃[a] (2.18), then ⟨µµ†⟩ is
simply found from (3.26) by using the duality of couplings (2.17),

⟨µM0(x1)µ
†
M0

(x2)⟩ = e−S̃[M0(f(x1)−f(x2)] =
1

(x1 − x2)2∆µ
, ∆µ =

g0
2π

M2
0

k2
. (3.29)

We remark that this result can also be understood from the equations of motion
of the action S[ζ] (2.11):

da = 0, i
k

2π
ϵµνρ∂νζρ(y) +

g0
2π

∫
d3x

1

∂(y, x)
∂ρf

(a)
ρµ (x) = 0, (3.30)

where f (a)
ρµ = ∂ρaµ − ∂µaρ. As seen above, the insertion of µ(x1) creates a monopole

for the a field at x = x1, which remains flat outside this point, da(x) = 0, x ̸= x1.
The second equation of motion shows that the field ζµ(y) is never flat for all y values,
due to the nonlocality of the kernel ∂−1. It follows that the correlator of two µ fields
is not topological but depends on the relative distance, leading to the result (3.29).

The direct, perturbative derivation of ⟨µµ†⟩ is as follows. The path-integral
expression with two independent Wilson lines (3.14) can be written, using the ⟨ζµζν⟩
kernel (3.20), as

⟨µM0(x)µ
†
M0

(y)⟩ =
〈
exp

(
−iM0

∫ x

x0,γ

ζ

)
exp

(
iM0

∫ y

y0,γ′
ζ

)〉
= eΛ, (3.31)

Λ =
g0M

2
0

πk2

∫ x

x0,γ

dξµ
∫ y

y0,γ′
dηµ

1

(ξ − η)2
. (3.32)

The quantity Λ strongly depends on the shape of the two lines γ, γ′: on dimensional
grounds, it can be estimated

Λ ∼
R≫a

−λR
a
+ c log

(
R

a

)
+ . . . , (λ, c > 0), (3.33)

where R, a are, respectively, the larger and smaller lengths over which the integra-
tions in (3.32) extend, which depend on the shape of γ, γ′ lines. Actually, once the
loop-model interaction is present (g0 ̸= 0), these contours can fluctuate. Thus, the
correlator (3.31) should involve a summation over all possible shapes, while keeping
the end-points fixed. This is to be contrasted with the topological limit (g0 = 0),
where (3.31) is shape independent and the summation can be neglected.

We recall that the phase diagram of the loop model is actually two-dimensional
owing to the additional Maxwell term t/M

∫
(∂µζν − ∂νζµ)

2 [4, 23]: the critical line
parameterized by g0 divides two phases t ≶ 0 where large loops are suppressed or
proliferate. Therefore, at criticality the linear term in (3.33) (perimeter law) should
vanish by a compensation between energy and entropy, the latter originating from
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the sum over fluctuating loops included in (3.31). Indeed, the perimeter law is
incompatible with conformal invariance.

We evaluate the correlator (3.31) by joining the contours (x0 = y0) and consid-
ering the shortest straight line going between x, y. This configuration is dominating
in the phase where large loops are suppressed, slightly off the critical line. We then
compute (3.32) for the gauge-invariant square of the correlator (3.31) and obtain,

⟨: µM0(x)µ
†
M0

(x+ ε) :: µM0(y + ε)µ†
M0

(y) :⟩ =
〈
e−iM0

∫ y
x ζ eiM0

∫ y+ε
x+ε ζ

〉
= eΣ, (3.34)

Σ =
|x−y|≫ε

g0M
2
0

πk2

(
π|x− y|

ε
− log

(x− y)2

ε2

)
. (3.35)

In this calculation, ε is the distance separating the two parallel (x, y) lines, corre-
sponding to the point-splitting of operators. Assuming that the perimeter term is
canceled by entropy at criticality, we remarkably obtain the expected conformal cor-
relator (3.29) found earlier from monopole configurations. That derivation, involving
point-like configurations, luckily did not involve entropy arguments.

In conclusion, we have shown that the loop model dynamics implies power-law
correlators for the soliton fields,

⟨σ(x)σ†(y)⟩ = 1

|x− y|2∆σ
, ⟨µ(x)µ†(y)⟩ = 1

|x− y|2∆µ
, (3.36)

with scaling dimensions ∆σ,∆µ in agreement with the expression of the partition
function (2.20).

Let us add some remarks.

• Wilson lines as proxies. The simpler derivation of µ, σ correlators involves the
monopole configurations (3.29), (3.26), in which the Wilson line is only used
to create localized charges. This is certainly correct in the topological limit of
the theory (g0 = 0): for non-vanishing g0, additional, chargeless terms could
enter in the definition of the µ, σ fields to comply with conformal invariance.
In such a case, Wilson line expressions should be simply considered as proxies
for the actual conformal primary fields.

• Unconstrained Wilson loops as topological defects. We also saw that µ, σ cor-
relators correspond to classes of fluctuating loops having two points x, y fixed,
which depend logarithmically on |x − y|. They should be contrasted with
closed loops without fixed points, which should describe topological defects of
the conformal theory. As such, they should not depend on the interaction in
the loop model action (2.11), and remain the same as in the topological limit
(g0 = 0). A hint of this fact is that monodromy phases are unaffected (see
(3.20)). Furthermore, ‘hard’ defects would break conformal invariance. In re-
ality, defects may be topological for g0 ̸= 0 by balancing energy and entropy
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at criticality. We do not have a proof of this fact, but it is natural to assume
that the conformal theory possesses topological defects.

• Altogether these results let us conclude that the loop model is a non–trivial
2+1 dimensional conformal field theory. It originates in semiclassical limits of
electrodynamics, and it displays several interesting nonperturbative phenomena
in 2+1 dimensions, which can be explicitly analyzed.

4 Fermionic theory on the topological insulator boundary

4.1 Fermion field

In this section we introduce the field which represents the fermion in the loop model.
In the following, we shall provide evidences for this proposal and describe the modi-
fications of the theory which are needed for incorporating fermionic features. These
results will achieve a bosonization of 2+1 dimensional fermions, which holds in the
semiclassical approximations mentioned earlier. This bosonization presents several
aspects in common with the vertex operators construction in 1+1 dimensions.

The fermionic field ψ(x) is made of the solitonic fields σN0 and µM0 (3.14), which
obey relative statistics with monodromy phase Θ/2π = N0M0/k (2.7). Hereafter, we
assume k = 1 which identifies the bulk fermionic response (2.3).

The field ψ(x) should be characterized by the following properties.

• Be a product of solitonic fields [5, 6], so as to have non-trivial statistics, corre-
sponding to half of the monodromy with itself Θ/2π = 1.

• Carry unit charge with respect to the A background.

We are led to propose the following form

ψ(x) =: σ1(x)µ1/2(x) :=: exp

(
−i
∫ x

x0,γ

(
a+

ζ

2

))
: . (4.1)

Let us explain this expression. The σ(x) field adds the charge N0 = 1 at x, which
corresponds to the electromagnetic charge Q = 1 for k = 1 in (2.15). The µ1/2(x)

field has magnetic charge M0 = 1/2: it is a kind of ‘dressing’ of σ needed for realizing
fermionic statistics. We now compute the monodromy of the ψ with itself. From
the definition (4.1), we close the open path γ either by forming a loop or by taking
x → ∞, x0 → −∞, thus defining the field ψ(γ). For two fermions with paths γ, γ′

we find, using (3.24) with N0 = 1,M0 = 1/2,

⟨ψ(γ)ψ(γ′)⟩ = e2πiLN(γ,γ′) = ei2π, (4.2)

whose half value is the fermionic statistics. Note that the two solitons in the definition
of a single fermion ψ(γ) do not braid among themselves due to the normal-ordering
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in (4.1). Apart from braiding, we assume that ψ(x) does not depend on the detailed
shape of γ, according to the discussion of the previous section. We shall return to
this issue in section 4.3.3.

The ψ field (4.1) has scaling dimension ∆σ = ((1/g0 + g0/4)/2π), using (3.27)
and (3.29): the free-fermion value ∆ = 1 is found on the critical line parameterized
by g0. Other values describe interacting (semiclassical) fermions: indeed, the loop-
model conformal theory involves infinite towers of solitonic states. The field can also
be put in a doublet with its time-reversal partner ψ′(x) = T ψ(x)T −1 = σ(x)µ−1/2(x),
since ζ is odd. The action of the time reversal operator T on the doublet (ψ, ψ′) and
its relation with standard Dirac spinors will be discussed in the following sections.

We remark that vertex operators of the 1+1d conformal theory have been simi-
larly derived from 2+1d Wilson lines in the previous section. The Weyl fermion was
found for σ = µ, while the Dirac fermion is obtained by a product of σ(x) and µ(x):
a close inspection shows that the ‘magnetic’ charge should take half-integer value in
this case too.

The definition (4.1) of the fermion operator has one aspect yet to be understood:
the value M0 = ±1/2 is not present in the spectrum of the loop model (2.20) which
only includes integer values. On physical grounds, single electrons should be ob-
servable on the boundary of topological insulators. We conclude that the bosonic
theory studied earlier is actually missing the states with odd number of fermions,
and thus the quantization condition for the a field should be modified in a sensible
way. Furthermore, a fermionic theory on the geometry S2 × S1 should possess two
spin sectors which must be identified.

That the BF action (2.2) is actually not enough to completely describe a fermionic
topological insulator was already pointed out in [33] (see the introduction and ap-
pendix A). Indeed, the problem is that the boundary theory is actually bosonic and
does not (yet) contain fermion excitations. The purpose of the rest of this section is
to resolve these issues by applying the recent theory of bosonization, linked to the
concept of higher-form symmetry [15, 16, 34].

4.2 Review of modern bosonization

In this subsection we review the results of Refs. [15, 16]. These studies explained
the conditions for the fermionization of a bosonic theory (and, viceversa, for the
bosonization of a fermionic theory).9 They were meant for topological field theories,
but we shall see that they also apply in presence of loop model dynamics, with some
simplifications which are sufficient for our analysis.

9This bosonization approach has been developed further in [35], from a more mathematical point
of view.

– 21 –



We first recall some basic facts regarding higher-form symmetries [34],10 which
will be used in the following. We work in a continuum d-dimensional spacetime Md.
A p–form global symmetry with group G is denoted by G(p). It acts on extended ob-
jects/fields which are p-dimensional, like loop (p = 1) and surface (p = 2) operators,
by multiplying them by global phases. Indeed, higher–form symmetries are Abelian
[34]. The conserved current for a p–form symmetry is a (p + 1)-form, Jp+1, obeying
d ∗ Jp+1 = 0. The corresponding charge Q(Md−p−1) is obtained by integrating the
current on closed sub–manifolds of dimension d−p−1, leading to the following form
of the generators of the p-form symmetry

Uα(Md−p−1) = exp (iαQ(Md−p−1)) , Q(Md−p−1) =

∫
Md−p−1

∗Jp+1 , (4.3)

where α is the group parameter. The currents Jp+1 can be coupled to (p + 1)–form
gauge fields Ap+1 which are elements of the cohomology group Hp+1(M;G), rigor-
ously defined on a triangulation of Md. In the continuum limit, we can equivalently
use flat U(1) (p+1)–form fields with holonomies on (p+1)–dimensional closed sub-
manifolds of M having values in G [40]:

dAp+1 = 0, exp

(
i

∮
Ap+1

)
∈ G. (4.4)

IfG = ZN , the map between continuous and discrete gauge fields isAcont = (2π/N)Adiscr,
where Adiscr ∈ ZN takes integer values.

We need the following fact: in d dimensions, gauging a discrete p–form symmetry
G(p) leads to the emergence of a dual (d − p − 2)–form symmetry G(d−p−2), called
dual symmetry or quantum symmetry.11 Consider a one–form symmetry G(1), for
example, in a theory with partition function Z1. This can be coupled to a closed
two–form gauge field B ∈ H2(M;G), leading to Z1[B]. Gauging this symmetry
means taking B dynamical and integrating over it (actually, summing over it, because
H2(M;G) is a finite set). So the gauged theory partition function Z2 is

Z2 ≡ Zgauged
1 =

∑
B∈H2(M;G)

Z1[B]. (4.5)

But then Z2 has a naturally conserved current, Jd−2 = ∗B, which is divergentless,
since d∗(∗B) = dB = 0. This is a (d−2)–form current with conserved charge defined
on codimension (d− 2) closed submanifolds

Q(M2) =

∫
M2

B → Uα(M2) = eiαQ(M2) ∈ G(d−3). (4.6)

10A review with applications to condensed matter physics is [36]. For lectures, see e.g. [37]
(pedagogical) and [38, 39] (advanced). Topological theories of discrete gauge groups are introduced
in [13].

11Actually, the dual symmetry is Ĝ(d−p−2), with Ĝ = Hom(G,U(1)), the Pontryagin dual group.
However, for Abelian discrete groups, Ĝ ∼= G [34, 38].
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Therefore, Q(M2) generates a (d−3)–form symmetry G(d−3), with Uα ∈ G(d−3) being
the so-called ’holonomy’ of B ∈ H2(M;G). Thus the claim: Z2 has a global discrete
(d − p − 2)–form symmetry G(d−p−2), here p = 1. To conclude this point, we notice
that the dual of the dual symmetry is the original one: upon gauging G(d−p−2) we
come back to the original theory with global G(p) symmetry. This is basically due
to the fact that gauging a discrete symmetry is similar to Fourier transforming the
partition function.

We can check this fact in our one–form example: Z2 in (4.5) is coupled to the
background gauge field C ∈ Hd−2(M;G), via the conserved current ∗B,

ei
∫
M ∗(∗B)∧C = ei

∫
M B∧C . (4.7)

The gauged Z2 theory is then

Zgauged
2 =

∑
C∈Hd−2(M;G)

∑
B∈H2(M;G)

Z1[B]ei
∫
M B∧C = Z1 . (4.8)

We used
∑

C e
i
∫
M B∧C ∼ δ(B), ignoring normalization factors. This shows that

gauging the dual symmetry leads back to the original theory. Here the global G(1)

symmetry is generated by

Q(Md−2) =

∫
Md−2

C → Uα(Md−2) = eiαQ(Md−2) ∈ G(1). (4.9)

The fields C and B exchange their roles under this duality. The argument can be
clearly made in reverse.

The second needed fact is a general property of (d − 2)–form symmetries in d

dimensions. These are generated by operators Uα which are integrated on closed
(d − (d − 2) − 1) loci, i.e. one-dimensional loops W (see (4.3)). These can be
interpreted as worldlines of quasiparticles. The loops W should fuse according to
the group law of G(d−2). So, if a theory possesses quasiparticles whose line operators
are topological and fuse according to G, we can say that the theory has a G(d−2)

symmetry. To gauge this symmetry one should sum over all possible insertions
of W operators in the correlation functions, which means a proliferation of these
quasiparticles in the theory. In physical terms, this is called ’anyon condensation’.

This picture helps to build an intuitive understanding of what is going on: gaug-
ing is equivalent to condensation of the quasiparticles, but the wavefunction of a con-
densate is a constant, which has bosonic statistics. So we can freely gauge a (d− 2)–
form symmetry if the quasiparticle generators are bosons. If they are fermionic, the
(d − 2)–form symmetry can be anomalous and the gauging procedure ill–defined.
This argument is useful for understanding the presence of ’t Hooft anomalies linked
to projective representations of the (d− 2)–form symmetry G [36].

After these remarks, we can now discuss the bosonization in d spacetime di-
mensions. We start from a bosonic field theory with partition function Zb on the
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manifold Md. The fermionic theory partition function Zf [η] also depends on the
choice of spin structure η of Md (spectrum and weights are specific for it), while
Zb does not. Bosonization (fermionization) means writing some kind of equality
Zb ∼ Zf [η].

There are three requirements for this relation to hold:

• in the spectrum of Zf [η] there is the fermion, thus in Zb there should be a
quasiparticle which plays this role, with fermionic self–statistics;

• a fermionic theory has always an irreducible Z2 zero–form symmetry, which is
the fermion parity (−1)F . This should emerge in the bosonic theory too;

• Zf [η] depends on a spin structure, thus the bosonic theory should also imple-
ment it.

We first focus on the first two. To satisfy the second requirement we can use the
observation made above: if the bosonic theory has a (d− 2)–form Z2 symmetry, by
gauging it one gets a global Z2 zero–form symmetry. But a (d− 2)–form symmetry
is generated by a quasiparticle, so by parsimony we can just assume that precisely
the fermionic quasiparticle generates this Z(d−2)

2 symmetry. We conclude that in the
bosonic theory there should be a quasiparticle with fermionic self–statistic which fuses
with itself into the identity (Z2). As a consequence though, this Z(d−2)

2 symmetry
is actually anomalous and cannot be gauged.12 We remark that this anomaly is
independent from the specific theory considered13 and it has a precise form, given
by the Steenrod square Sq2(B) of the background (d − 1)-gauge field B [15]. This
fact implies that the anomaly occurs for d > 2, while in d = 2 the Z(0)

2 symmetry
is not anomalous: we can argue that, in the condensation picture, there is no real
difference between fermions and bosons. Finally, the would–be anomaly is trivialized
by the introduction of a spin structure (the last of the three points above).

All in all, we are led to the following conclusion. A bosonic theory can be
fermionized if it possesses a Z(d−2)

2 anomalous global symmetry with a specific form
for the anomaly. Then, gauging this symmetry yields the fermionic theory, by writing
the following relation between the corresponding partition functions

Zf [η] =
∑

B∈Hd−1(M;Z2)

Zb[B]z[B, η]. (4.10)

12In [15], the argument is actually made in reverse: by explicit construction of a large class of
spin–TQFTs, the Authors show how the bosonic TQFT should have this specific anomaly. Then,
they notice that this pertains to the symmetry of a fermionic quasiparticle which self–fuses into the
identity.

13Let us consider two different theories QFT1 and QFT2 with fermionic quasiparticles ψ1, ψ2. If
they are decoupled, the product ψ1ψ2 is a bosonic particle which generates a Z(d−2)

2 symmetry, non
anomalous. Thus the two anomalies are the same: they are two equal signs that square to one.
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The extra factor z[B, η] has two features: it has the same anomaly as Zb, in order to
cancel it and allow for the gauging of Z(d−2)

2 , and it introduces a spin structure η. In
[15], the general form for z[B, ζ] is given. This is the general procedure used in [16]
to construct a spin–TQFT out of the bosonic TQFT, called ’shadow theory’.

The relation (4.10) can be inverted by gauging the fermion parity Z(0)
2 in Zf , as

in (4.8). This means coupling Zf to a dynamical gauge field s ∈ H1(M;Z2), which is
an assignment of holonomies on non–trivial loops in M: ei

∮
s ∈ {1,−1}. It amounts

to a choice of periodic or antiperiodic boundary conditions for fermions on non–
trivial loops, i.e. a choice of a spin structure η on M. Thus gauging fermion parity
is equivalent to sum over all spin structures (indeed, the number of inequivalent
spin structures on a spin manifold M is |H1(M,Z2)|). Therefore, starting from a
fermionic theory, one obtains a bosonic one by summing over all spin structures, a
well–known result of bosonization in 1+1d conformal theory [32].

We can relate what has been said in this subsection with the duality maps
between fermionic and bosonic theories in 2+1 and 1+1 dimensions [9, 10, 41]. In
2+1d, the standard way to obtain fermions in a bosonic theory is by flux attachment,
i.e. coupling the theory to a Chern–Simons term. Indeed, the Chern–Simons action
introduces a spin structure dependence in the bosonic theory and it is a common
tool to generate anomalies in odd dimensions [9–11]. In 1+1d, the term z[B, η] is
the Arf invariant [15], which is the basic quantity used to realize 1+1d dualities in
[41]. The Arf invariant is also linked to the flux attachment in one dimension higher,
being related to the Chern–Simons action by dimensional reduction (see Appendix
C of [41]).

4.2.1 The toric code and its anomaly

The toric code provides an interesting example of bosonization/fermionization in 2+1
dimensions which has been considered in the literature [15, 16]. We are interested
in determining the form of the anomaly for the Z(1)

2 symmetry discussed before. As
said, the bosonic theory should possess a fermionic quasiparticle which generates this
symmetry. The toric code is a lattice Z2 gauge theory, whose low–energy behavior is
described by a k = 2 BF topological theory, neglecting all dynamical aspects of the
theory. There are two quasiparticles excitations e, m, whose composition gives the
fermion we are looking for.

The BF theory is,

S = i
k

2π

∫
M3

ζda, (4.11)

allowing temporarily general k values and choosing M3 = S1 ×S1 ×R, for example.
The electric and magnetic quasiparticles, respectively e,m, are associated to the
Wilson loops,

W [a]i = exp

(
i

∫
γi

a

)
, W [ζ]i = exp

(
i

∫
γi

ζ

)
, (4.12)
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where the γi, i = 1, 2, are non-trivial cycles of M3.
We recall that the Hamiltonian quantization of the BF theory on the spatial

torus determines the following algebra

W [a]iW [ζ]jW [a]−1
i = exp

(
i
2π

k

)
W [ζ]j, i ̸= j = 1, 2, (4.13)

whose representation has minimal dimension k2 on this geometry.
The BF theory possesses two global one-form symmetries defined by shifting the

fields ζ → ζ + λ and a → a + α by closed forms λ, α. The action (4.11) is indeed
invariant (the fields a, ζ themselves being closed due to the equations of motion).
The loops W [a],W [ζ] are multiplied by global phases under these symmetries.

The algebra (4.13) shows that the symmetry group is Z(1)
k × Z

(1)
k . One kind of

loops, say W [a]i, are generators of the Z(1)
k acting on the other ones, W [ζ]j, which

are charged with respect to this symmetry, thus realizing the pattern of higher-form
symmetries discussed in the previous section. The two types of loops exchange their
role for the other Z(1)

k symmetry.
We now remark that each Z(1)

k symmetry is non-anomalous and can be indepen-
dently gauged. This is obtained by coupling one current, say J = ∗a, to a background
two–form gauge field B, which is a flat and obeys ei

∮
B ∈ Zk, as it should. The gauged

action is
S = i

k

2π

∫
M3

ζda+ aB , (4.14)

and is left invariant by the transformation ζ → ζ−β and B → B+dβ, where β now
is a generic one-form.

Next we try to gauge the diagonal Z(1)
k symmetry which is generated by the

product of the two kinds of loops. The action is now

S = i
k

2π

∫
M3

ζda+ (ζ + a)B , (4.15)

and the gauge transformations are

ζ → ζ − β, a→ a− β, B → B + dβ. (4.16)

These do not leave the action invariant,

S → S +∆S, ∆S = −i k
2π

∫
M3

2βB + βdβ. (4.17)

Therefore, we have found the mixed (’t Hooft) anomaly which prevents gauging, in
agreement with the general discussion of the previous section.

We now specialize to the k = 2 case of the toric code. The fermion is identified
with the product of the two quasiparticles, ψ = em = exp(i

∮
a+ζ), and the anomaly

(4.17) should be canceled in the gauged partition function (4.10).
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Actually, this is possible by adding a term to the bulk topological action, a rather
standard fact in our setting of topological insulators. We assume that the flat B field
extends in 3+1 dimensions and write the action

Sbulk = i
2

2π

∫
M4

B ∧B, B ∈ Z2(M4;Z2) . (4.18)

This expression, with M3 = ∂M4, reproduces the anomaly (4.17) under B → B+dβ.
It is instead gauge invariant if ∂M4 = ∅.

The quantity (4.18) is the Steenrod square Sq2(B) we were alluding to before
(in a special case). It only takes values 0,±iπ, thus signs are not important in its
expressions. It depends on the spin structure of Md (here d = 2+1), thus we should
require that the extension to Md+1 is consistent, namely that this is an orientable
manifold to which the spin structure of Md extends [15, 42]. Under these conditions,
the expression (4.18) is well defined. Actually, it is a three-dimensional quantity,
although written in four dimensions.

On continuum and discrete formulations. The Z(1)
2 anomalies (4.17) and

(4.18) have been found by using differential calculus in the continuum, assuming that
holonomies of flat forms take values in discrete groups. This formulation is useful for
the later discussion of the loop model and its dynamical aspects. A more rigorous
descriptions of the anomalies is discrete: a triangulated topological space M is con-
sidered, on which a discrete G background field is an element [B] of the cohomology
group Hp+1(M;G) [15]. In actual computations, one chooses a representative B of
the cohomology class [B], which is a cocycle δB = 0, B ∈ Z2(M;G). In this setting,
one defines the coboundary operator δ (δ2 = 0) and the cup product ∪, which re-
spectively replace the differential d and the wedge product ∧ of differential calculus
in the continuum.

Our correspondence between discrete and continuum formulations is i.e., for Z2,

δ → d, ∪ → ∧, Bcontinuum =
2π

2
Bdiscrete = 0, π, mod 2π. (4.19)

However, the map is nontrivial: for example, the cup product is not graded com-
mutative at the cochain level (contrary to the wedge product), and there are higher
cup products which do not have clear counterparts in differential calculus. In the
following, we rederive the anomalies in discrete form for showing the differences, and
eventually argue that both formulations are equivalent for the sake of our analysis.

The discrete formulation of the BF theory (4.15) is (k = 2)

S = iπ

∫
ζ ∪ δa+B ∪ a+ ζ ∪B . (4.20)

The terms are witten paying attention to the non-commutativity of ∪, in order to
unsure gauge invariance for each Z(1)

2 , as in (4.14). It follows that the anomaly for
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the diagonal subgroup is [15],

∆S = iπ

∫
B ∪ β + β ∪B + β ∪ δβ. (4.21)

The compensating bulk action is, under gauge transformations B → B − dβ .

Sbulk = iπ

∫
B ∪B. (4.22)

We remark that the first two terms in the anomaly (4.21) do not sum up as in
(4.17): reversing the ordering would require the following identity, valid for A, B
general cochains,14

B ∪ A− A ∪B = δ(A ∪1 B) + δA ∪1 B + A ∪1 δB, (4.23)

which introduces the higher cup product ∪1 [15]. Nonetheless, the continuum and
discrete descriptions work in parallel to show the cancellation of the anomaly by
the bulk action, which takes the equivalent forms (4.18) and (4.22). In conclusion,
we find that the continuum formulation of discrete symmetries is consistent for our
purposes.

4.3 Fermionic theory from the loop model

In this section we apply the bosonization procedure presented in section 4.2 to the
loop-model theory on the boundary of topological insulators. We remind the main
steps involved:

• To identify the Z(1)
2 symmetry generated by fermionic excitations and its anomaly.

• To gauge this symmetry and obtain the fermionic partition function with Z(0)
2

fermion-number symmetry and spin sectors.

4.3.1 Z(1)
2 symmetry and its anomaly

The first step will take advantage of previous results for the toric code. The loop
model presents two new features with respect to this theory: in the action (2.11),
the BF term is accompanied with a dynamical term not present before; furthermore,
the fermionic theory should correspond to k = 1 (we shall return to the k = 2 case
of the toric code in section 4.6).

We remark that the dynamical term in the loop model action (2.11) does not
modify the global symmetries of the BF part. Indeed, the equations of motion (3.30)
still imply da = dζ = 0 in the vacuum and the monodromy between closed Wilson
loops (3.24) is given by the BF part of the action. Furthermore, the action is invariant

14Up to irrelevant signs for Z2 valued objects.

– 28 –



under ζ → ζ + λ1 and a→ a+ λ2, with λ1,2 closed one–forms. Thus, the loop model
for coupling k also possesses the Z(1)

k × Z(1)
k symmetries.

The fact that we consider the k = 1 case may seem puzzling, because there are
apparently no one–form symmetries. However, we should find the symmetry gener-
ated by the fermion, which is associated to a half-integer charge, (N0,M0) = (1, 1/2).
The fermion closed loop ψ(γ) = exp(−i

∮
γ
a+ ζ/2) possesses fermionic self–statistics

and actually generates a Z(1)
2 symmetry. The associated current for this global sym-

metry is

J = ∗
(
a+

1

2
ζ

)
, (4.24)

and the k = 1 loop-model action (2.11) is invariant under

a+
1

2
ζ → a+

1

2
ζ − 2λ, ⇒ a→ a− λ, ζ → ζ − 2λ, (4.25)

with λ a closed one–form.
We now proceed to gauge this symmetry by coupling the theory to the Z2 flat

two-form field B, as in the case of the toric code. The loop model action (2.11)
(taking A = 0 momentarily) is modified into

S =
i

2π

∫
M3

ζda+ 2

(
a+

1

2
ζ

)
B +

g0
8π

∫
M3

(fµν +Bµν)
1

∂
(fµν +Bµν) , (4.26)

where f = da. Under the local version of the transformation (4.25),

a→ a− β, ζ → ζ − 2β, B → B + dβ, (4.27)

the dynamical term of the action (4.26) is gauge invariant, while the topological part
changes as follows

S → S +∆S, ∆S = − i

π

∫
M3

2βB + βdβ . (4.28)

This term is precisely the mixed anomaly (4.17) found in the toric code, which can
be canceled by the B2 bulk term (4.18). The first step of the bosonization program
is thus achieved.

We recall that the field B realizes Z2 holonomies, implying the quantization

1

2π

∫
S2

B = 0,
1

2
, mod 1, ⇒ ei

∫
S2 B ∈ Z2 , (4.29)

in the spatial S2 geometry we have been considering. Let us see how this modifies
the original solitonic charge assignments of the loop model (2.15). The equations of
motion are

B = −da, B = −1

2
dζ. (4.30)
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These equation should not be considered as local conditions, because B is not an
Abelian field, but a continuous representative of a Z2 sign. Therefore, they only
impose a parity constraint on the a, ζ fluxes as follows

− 1

2π

∫
S2

B =
1

4π

∫
S2

dζ =
N0

2
= 0,

1

2
, mod 1, (4.31)

− 1

2π

∫
S2

B =
1

2π

∫
S2

da =M0 = 0,
1

2
, mod 1. (4.32)

More precisely, the theory (4.26) is characterized by two sectors in the geometry
S2 × S1, which have the following N0, M0 quantizations, according to the periods of
B in (4.31), (4.32):

• the ‘even’ sector
1

2π

∫
S2

B = 0, → N0 = 2n, M0 = m, n,m ∈ Z ; (4.33)

• the ‘odd’ sector
1

2π

∫
S2

B =
1

2
, → N0 = 2n+ 1, M0 = m+

1

2
. (4.34)

We have found that the presence of the B field allows for the half-integer quanti-
zation of M0, which was not possible in the original theory (2.11), but is indeed
necessary for defining the fermion field (4.1). Actually, the even and odd sectors
contain corresponding numbers of fermions.

The B field does not lead to other effects in the loop model, as shown by the
following argument. The electromagnetic field A can be introduced in the modified
action (4.26) by respecting the Z(1)

2 gauge invariance (4.27), namely by coupling it
to the gauge invariant combinations

da+B = dã, dζ + 2B = dζ̃ , (4.35)

which have been rewritten in terms of tilded variables owing to the flatness of B.
The full expression for the loop model action is therefore

S =
i

2π

∫
M3

ζda+ 2

(
a+

1

2
ζ

)
B + (dζ + 2B)A− 1

4
(da+B)A

+
g0
8π

∫
M3

(f +B)µν
1

∂
(f +B)µν ,

(4.36)

where fµν = ∂µaν − ∂νaµ. It also includes the parity anomaly term, and should be
compared with (2.8), (2.11) for k = 1. Using the tilded variables (4.35), we can
rewrite this action as

S =
i

2π

∫
M3

ζ̃dã+ ζ̃dA− 1

4
ãdA+

g0
8π

∫
M3

f̃µν
1

∂
f̃µν +

i

π

∫
M4

B2 . (4.37)
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This expression is rather interesting: it has the same form as the original one (2.11)
in absence of the B field, plus the extra bulk term B2 which originates from the
BF action rewritten as a total derivative in one extra dimension, actually the bulk,
∂M4 = M3.

We can also integrate the dynamical fields ζ and a (but not B), to obtain the
boundary response action

Sind[A,B] =
g0
8π

∫
M3

Fµν
1

∂
F µν − i

8π

∫
M3

AdA+
i

π

∫
M4

B2. (4.38)

This is again the one–loop fermionic response (2.12), plus the parity-anomaly term
and the Z(1)

2 anomaly. Both are canceled by the topological bulk theory, as better
discussed later.

To conclude, it is apparent that the B field has been hidden in the new con-
nections (4.35), and its only effect is to modify the Dirac quantization conditions
(2.15) into (4.31), (4.32). We remark that the map to tilded variables (a, ζ) → (ã, ζ̃)

introduced by (4.35) is well defined because B is a flat connection. Global issues of
B will be analyzed in the following.

4.3.2 Gauging the Z(1)
2 symmetry

The second step of bosonization is to transform the B field from a background to
a dynamical degree of freedom, i.e. to gauge the Z(1)

2 symmetry. This is achieved
by summing the bosonic partition function over the two B sectors,15 as outlined in
(4.10),

Zf [η] =
∑

B∈H2(S2×S1;Z2)

Z[B] exp

(
i

π

∫
M4

B2

)
. (4.39)

The phase factor cancel the Z(1)
2 anomaly of the theory (4.38), thus allowing the

correct definition of Zf [η]. The two spin structures on S2×S1 are given by the choice
of periodic or anti–periodic boundary conditions for fermions around the time S1:
we can call η+ the natural anti–periodic conditions, i.e. Zf [η+] = ZNS

f , and η− the
periodic conditions, Zf [η−] = ZÑS

f .
We recall from Section 4.2 that gauging a discrete symmetry is an invertible

process. The Z(0)
2 fermion-number symmetry can be gauged back by introducing

a one-form Z2 field s ∈ H1(M3;Z2), having holonomies around the time circle∫
S1 s = {0, π}. It follows that introducing s as a background, and turning it one

can pass from one spin structure to the other: it effectively changes the boundary
conditions, from η+ to η− and viceversa. So the two possible fermionic partition
functions are

Zf [η+] = Z[η;
∫
S1s = 0] = ZNS

f , Zf [η−] = Z[η,
∫
S1s = π] = ZÑS

f . (4.40)

15As said before, we can regard (4.39) as a three–dimensional theory [15, 42].
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The background field s can be added by coupling it to the conserved current for
the fermionic parity J = ∗B. In conclusion, a more explicit form of the fermionic
partition function is given by

Zf [η, s] =
∑

B∈H2(S2×S1;Z2)

Z[B]e
i
π

∫
M4

B2+ i
π

∫
M3

Bs
. (4.41)

In this expression, considering the two possible values of s leads to the partition
functions (4.40). Let us show their explicit expressions.

The bosonic partitions Z[B] have the form (2.20), where B only affects the
quantization conditions (4.33), (4.34), as discussed before. We have

Z[
∫
B = 0] = Zosc

∑
(N0,M0)=(2n,m)

e
− β

2πR

(
N2
0

g0
+g0M2

0

)
,

Z[
∫
B = π] = Zosc

∑
(N0,M0)=(2n+1,m+1/2)

e
− β

2πR

(
N2
0

g0
+g0M2

0

)
,

(4.42)

where n,m ∈ Z.
The evaluation of the phase factor in (4.41) is as follows. The B2 term cancels

with the anomaly. The coupling i/π
∫
Bs is non zero when both fields are non–trivial:

1

π

∫
S2×S1

Bs =
1

π

∫
S2

B

∫
S1

s =

{
π if

∫
S2 B =

∫
S1 s = π;

0 otherwise.
(4.43)

This means that when
∫
s = π, the odd sector in (4.42) gets a minus sign in the sum

for the partition function.
We thus find

ZNS
f = Z[0] + Z[π], (4.44)

ZÑS
f = Z[0]− Z[π]. (4.45)

In explicit form, we have

Zf [η±] = Zosc

 ∑
(n0,m0)∈2Z

±
∑

(n0,m0)∈2Z+1

 exp

(
− β

2πR

(
n2
0

g0
+ g0

m2
0

4

))
, (4.46)

where we introduced the integer labeling, N0 = n0, M0 = m0/2, n0,m0 ∈ Z, and η±
denote the spin structures of NS and ÑS sectors.

This expression Zf [η±] is an important result of this paper, because it clearly
identifies the 2+1d fermionic conformal theory on the boundary of topological insu-
lators. The partition function and the effective action (4.36) correctly account for
the topological and geometrical aspects of fermions. For what concern the dynamics,
Zf [η±] is limited by the semiclassical nature of the loop model: for example, there are
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infinite towers of stable solitons, and fluctuations in Zosc (2.21) have multiplicities of
Bose statistics.

The expressions (4.44), (4.45) can be inverted to obtain

Z[0] =
1

2
(ZNS

f + ZÑS
f ), Z[π] =

1

2
(ZNS

f − ZÑS
f ). (4.47)

The quantity Z[0] realizes the sum over spin structures, corresponding to integrating
(4.41) over s (i.e. gauging the fermionic parity by making s a dynamical gauge field).
This gives back the original ungauged theory with B = 0, see (4.8),

1

2

∑
η

Zf [η] ≡
1

2

∑
s∈H1(S2×S1;Z2)

Zf [η, s] = Z[0], (4.48)

which is the first expression in (4.47). In a Hamiltonian formulation, it can be written
as

Z[0] =
1

2
Tr
[
(1 + (−1)F )e−βH

]
, (4.49)

where the trace is taken over the fermionic Hilbert space on the spatial S2. The
factor (−1)F occurs for periodic boundary conditions in the time direction S1. The
partition function (4.48) only involves states with an even number of fermions, which
are then bosonic.

The sum over spin structures also occurs in two–dimensional bosonization, and
is required by modular invariance of the partition function on the torus S1 × S1

[32]. This is the standard setting for applications to statistical mechanics, unless
special boundary conditions are considered. In the quantum Hall effect and other
topological phases of matter, single fermion excitations should be present: in these
cases, the requirement of modular invariance should be relaxed [28]. Note also that
the bosonic description of 1+1d Dirac fermions for each independent spin sector has
been obtained only recently within the general approach described here [41].

We remark that the original bosonic spectrum (2.20) also shows integer-valued
excitations, but is different from that of Z[0] (4.49), which is constrained by the
condition on σ, µ forming fermion composites. In the odd sector Z[π] in (4.42), the
charge M0 takes half–integer values. This possibility was not considered in the earlier
analysis [4], neither in other works on fermionic topological insulators [22, 43]. In
[44], the authors consider standard integer quantization in the description of bosonic
topological insulators.

4.3.3 Gauge invariance of fermionic excitations

The definition of the fermion operator (4.1) should be reconsidered after the intro-
duction of the B field and the gauging of the Z(1)

2 symmetry discussed in the previous
sections. The gauge invariant fields are now ã, ζ̃, with dζ̃ = dζ+2B and dã = da+B,
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and Wilson loop operators should be written in terms of them. The fermion now
reads, for closed loops,

ψ[γ] = e−i
∮
γ ã+ 1

2
ζ̃ = e−i

∫
γ da+ 1

2
dζ−i

∫
Σ 2B, ∂Σ = γ, (4.50)

where Σ is a surface bounded by the loop γ over which the flat B field is integrated.
The extension from the loop to the surface is unique, because the difference between
two such surfaces, Σ and Σ′, is closed and the integral amounts to a trivial phase,

2

∫
Σ−Σ′

B = 2πn, n ∈ Z . (4.51)

The new fermion field (4.50) is a functional of all dynamical fields in the theory,
a, ζ, B, with the B dependence leading to additional phases

∫
Σ,∂Σ=γ

B. However,
these disappear from physical quantities, such as fermion bilinears ψ[γ]ψ†[γ′]: letting
the two loops be equal γ = γ′, the equation (4.51) again shows cancellation. The
same results apply to solitonic states σN0 , µM0 , written in terms of ã, ζ̃, provided that
(N0,M0) take the values listed in the partition functions (4.42). Indeed, these are
the gauge invariant excitations of the theory.

Note that in the odd sector (4.34) the smallest values are (N0,M0) = (±1,±1/2),
and therefore there are no physical states without σ’s. Namely, µ1/2 solitons with
half-integer value, M0 = 1/2, always appear in combination with σ, such that half–
integer Aharonov-Bohm (semion) phases θ/2π =M0 = 1/2 are not observed.16

As usual, fractional monodromies are associated to fractional charges, whose
states are not globally defined. Let us argue that the fermion field (4.50) is globally
defined in spite of being composed of a fractional charge. In general, a Wilson loop
for a charge q state, W [γ] = exp(iq

∫
γ
C), is globally defined if it is invariant under

large gauge transformations of C: C → C + λ, with dλ = 0 and
∮
λ ∈ 2πZ. We

consider two open surfaces Σ,Σ′ bounded by γ, ∂Σ = ∂Σ′ = γ, and evaluate the
difference between W [Σ] and W [Σ′]

W [Σ]W †[Σ′] = eiq
∫
Σ−Σ′ dC = e2πiNq,

∫
Σ−Σ′

dC = 2πN, N ∈ Z . (4.52)

In the last step we used the Dirac quantization condition for C on the closed surface
Σ−Σ′. Thus, Wilson loops are invariant under large gauge transformations if q ∈ Z.
This is how the Dirac condition manifests itself on these operators.

We now check the condition (4.52) for the fermion field (4.50) and find

ψ[Σ]ψ†[Σ′] = e−i
∫
Σ−Σ′ da+1/2dζ+2B = e−2πi(1/2+1/2+1) = 1, (4.53)

using
∫
B = π in the odd sector,

∫
da = 2πM0 = π and

∫
dζ = 2πN0 = 2π. This

shows that the fermion excitation (4.50) is globally defined, as advertised.
16Note also that monodromies are not affected by the presence of B.
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In presence of the B field, the charge operators (2.15) should also be rewritten
in terms of the gauge invariant fields ã, ζ̃, but their commutation relations with the
charged fields (2.15) are unchanged

Q =
1

2π

∫
S2

dζ̃ , QT =
1

2π

∫
S2

dã, (4.54)

[Q, σN0 ] =
N0

k
σN0 , [QT , µM0 ] =

M0

k
µM0 . (4.55)

Let us finally remark that, when considering the whole system with bulk and
boundary, the fermion (4.50) is not gauge invariant because of the gauge transfor-
mation b→ b+dλ, ζ → ζ+λ. The extended bulk-boundary gauge invariant fermion
is therefore

ψ[γ,Σ] = ψ[γ]e
i
2

∫
Σ b, ∂Σ = γ , (4.56)

where Σ is a surface in the bulk attached to the boundary loop γ. This general-
ization can be interpreted with the fact that the boundary theory requires the bulk
contribution to be well–defined (gauge invariant and anomaly free). This theme has
also been discussed in section 3.2.1.

4.4 Bulk theory in presence of the B field

In previous analyses we remarked that the introduction of the B field leads to the
extra term (4.18) in the bulk response action, with respect to the original expression
(2.3),

Sind[A,B] = i

∫
M4

1

8π
dAdA− 1

π
B2. (4.57)

The two terms have the similar role of canceling the two boundary anomalies, namely
the U(1) parity anomaly and the Z(1)

2 anomaly. The difference is that A is a back-
ground, while the flat B field is dynamical, because the Z(1)

2 symmetry is gauged.
We can nevertheless write a hydrodynamic bulk action in presence of both A,B

fields whose integration reproduces the response action (4.57), in the same way as
integrating (2.2) leads to (2.3). The derivation uses the gauge invariance under
U(1)ζ × U(1)a (U(1)ζ is the same as U(1)b in the bulk). By applying the same
reasoning used to derive (2.8) in reverse, starting from the boundary action with the
electromagnetic coupling (4.36), we are led to the following expression:

Sbulk =
i

2π

∫
M4

bda+ 2Bda+ bB + (b+ 2B)dA− 1

4
(da+B)dA. (4.58)

The coupling with A is given in terms of the quantities b + 2B and da + B, gauge
invariant under the bulk extension of the Z(1)

2 symmetry (4.27)

a→ a− β, b→ b− 2dβ, B → B + dβ. (4.59)
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One can check that by integrating out the dynamical fields b and a in (4.58) one
indeed recovers the response action (4.57).

Notice that we can change to tilded variables as we did on the boundary (cf.
(4.37)), with b̃ = b+ 2B, to rewrite the bulk action (4.58) into the form

Sbulk =
i

2π

∫
M4

b̃dã+ b̃dA− 1

4
dãdA− 2B2 . (4.60)

Again, this is the original action (2.2) written in terms of the new variables, up to
the anomaly term B2.

The action for the complete bulk and boundary system, (4.58) and (4.36), is
gauge invariant and anomaly free: indeed, it is gauge invariant (using dB = 0)
under:

• The U(1) gauge symmetry of b and ζ, given by b → b+ dλ and the analogous
ζ → ζ + λ.

• The U(1) gauge symmetry of a, which is a→ a+ dα.

• The Z(1)
2 gauge symmetry given by (4.59) in the bulk and (4.27) on the bound-

ary.

In conclusion, the expression (4.58) include the (minimal) modifications of the origi-
nal ‘bosonic’ bulk action (2.2) which are required to comply with fermionic boundary
excitations. We remark that more general 3+1 dimensional topological actions have
been discussed in the literature which can also describe bulk fermionic degrees of
freedom [42].

4.5 Time reversal symmetry and the B field

We now discuss how the introduction of the B field fits with the time-reversal sym-
metry T of topological insulators.17 Since the bulk and boundary action take the
original form without B once written in terms of tilded variables (cf. (4.37), (4.60)),
these can be set to transform as the original fields too. Therefore, we assume

T : (ã0, ãi) → (ã0,−ãi), (ζ̃0, ζ̃i) → (−ζ̃0, ζ̃i), (b̃0i, b̃ij) → (−b̃0i, b̃ij). (4.61)

The compatibility between transformations of original and tilded variables is as fol-
lows. The map da + B = dã is consistent with time reversal provided that B
transform as a ’vector’ two–form,

T : (B0i, Bij) → (B0i,−Bij). (4.62)

The map between b and b̃ is instead consistent assuming that the pseudo–two–form
b mixes with B under T : b→ b+ 4B.

17In this section we turn back to Minkowski space to treat time reversal.
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As usual, the bulk plus boundary action is time reversal invariant, but the indi-
vidual actions (4.37) and (4.60) are invariant up to the sign of the anomaly terms.
The response actions, respectively (4.38) and (4.57), also change sign.

Now we turn to the action of time reversal on physical states. According to the
earlier discussion on bosonization, the fermionic theory (4.41) has a zero–form Z2

symmetry generated by
∫
B, which is identified with the fermion number symmetry,

(−1)F = ei
∫
S2 B. (4.63)

As said, this is consistent with the two sectors in the theory having, respectively,
bosonic states (4.33), with

∫
B = 0, and fermionic states (4.34), with

∫
B = π. For

fermionic topological insulators, time reversal transformations obey T 2 = (−1)F ;
therefore, in our description (4.63), we should have

T 2 = ei
∫
S2 B. (4.64)

The action of time reversal on states consistent with (4.64) is achieved as follows.
We consider products of σ and µ fields (3.14), in their closed loop version, with
allowed values of (N0,M0) in the two sectors of the fermionic theory (4.42),

Φ = e−iN0

∫
ã−iM0

∫
ζ̃ . (4.65)

A naive action of time reversal is obtained by using the field transformations (4.61)
in (4.65) and antiunitarity, leading to

T ΦT −1 ∼ e−iN0

∫
ã+iM0

∫
ζ̃ . (4.66)

This cannot be correct, because it obeys T 2 = 1.
Therefore, we are led to add a non-trivial B-dependent phase factor to the trans-

formation, as follows:

T ΦT −1 ≡ ei
∫
S2

B
2 e−iN0

∫
ã+iM0

∫
ζ̃ . (4.67)

We remark that the phase is trivial,
∫
B = 0, for all bosonic states in the even sector

of the theory, thus T 2 = 1. In the odd sector,
∫
B = π, the phase is not vanishing

and furthermore it obeys: T exp(i
∫
S2 B/2)T −1 = exp(i

∫
S2 B/2) (cf. (4.62)). We

find,

T 2ΦT −2 = T
(
ei

∫
S2

B
2 e−iN0

∫
ã+iM0

∫
ζ̃
)
T −1 = ei

∫
S2 BΦ = (−1)FΦ. (4.68)

In conclusion, the definition (4.67) of time-reversal transformations correctly realizes
T 2 = (−1)F .

Bosonized fermions and Dirac spinors. The standard presentation of 2+1d
Dirac fields in terms of bi-spinors and Pauli matrices is a reducible representation of
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the Poincaré group. Indeed, spin is a pseudoscalar and irreducible representations
are one dimensional [45, 46]. In the massless case, the spinors decompose in two
irreducible one-dimensional representations with quantum numbers of momentum
and the 2+1d analog of helicity, which are solutions of the Dirac equation. Time
reversal transformations are realized on spinors by T = ησ2K, where η is a phase,
σ2 a Pauli matrix and K complex conjugation. Naturally, the two one-dimensional
Poincaré representations map one into another under T .

In the bosonization language of this paper, these two one-dimensional irreducible
representations should be identified with the fermion (4.50) and its time-reversal
partner given by (4.67).

4.6 Fermionic theory from the k = 2 loop model and the toric code

In this section we describe the alternative derivation of the fermionic theory from
the bosonic loop model with k = 2. Its topological aspects, given by the k = 2 BF
theory, are shared with the toric code, the bosonic topological phase of matter which
was mentioned in section 4.2.1.

Our first observation is that the fermionic partition functions ZNS
f , ZÑS

f (4.46)
obtained in section 4.3.2 resemble the loop-model bosonic Z for k = 2 (2.20), here-
after denoted Zb[k = 2]. Actually, the solitonic spectrum is the same, although a
parity rule in the summations eliminates half of the states (and there is the (−1)F

sign).
Let us compare the fermionic spectrum (4.46) with those occurring in the k = 2

and k = 1 bosonic theories.

• On one hand, Zf [η±] contains a subset of the k = 2 spectrum in Zb[k = 2],
owing to the parity rule, n0 = m0 mod 2.

• On the other hand, Zf [η±] involves states that are not present in the k = 1

bosonic theory Zb[k = 1] (2.20), i.e. those with half-integer M0, and a parity
rule is also present.

These facts suggest that the fermionic theory is related to both the k = 1 and k = 2

bosonic loop models by slightly different bosonic-fermionic maps. The k = 2 map
is simpler for the fact that the needed fermionic states are already present in the
bosonic theory, but other aspects are troublesome:

• Topological insulators within the classification of SPT phases are associated to
systems with short-range entanglement and no topological order, as the integer
Hall effect [1, 2]. These properties fit with the k = 1 bulk BF theory (2.2)
and the corresponding response action (2.3), which can be easily derived from
massive free fermions [7].
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• On the contrary, the toric code is a Z2 lattice gauge theory which possesses
semion excitations e,m with fractional charge and fractional monodromies, and
corresponding nontrivial topological order. Note that the k = 2 BF theory also
describes the low-energy limit of the Abelian Higgs model of superconductivity
[47].

Nonetheless, with hindsight gained from the previous analysis, we shall find that both
unwanted features, that of fractional statistics, and topological order, disappear in
going from the k = 2 bosonic model to the fermionic theory. This is the consequence
of gauging the Z(1)

2 symmetry.
Let us now outline the fermionization of the k = 2 bosonic theory, paralleling

the analysis in section 4.3. The full action in 2+1 dimensions is

S =
i

2π

∫
M3

2ζda+ 2 (a+ ζ)B + 2(dζ +B)A− 1

4
(da+B)A+

+
g0
8π

∫
(f +B)µν

1

∂
(f +B)µν (f = da),

(4.69)

including the A background and the flat Z2 two–form field B. Note that the factor
of 2 in the electromagnetic coupling dζA is not standard: it redefines the measured
charge of ‘electric’ semions. Note also that the k = 2 action (4.69) is formally equal
to its k = 1 counterpart (4.36) by replacing ζ → ζ/2.

As described in section 4.2.1, the theory (4.69) possesses a Z(1)
2 × Z(1)

2 global
symmetry, with currents ∗a and ∗ζ. The diagonal subgroup is gauged by coupling its
current ∗(a+ζ) to the dynamical B field, as in (4.15). The gauge invariance is (4.16),
and the action develops the anomaly term (4.17). After removing this anomaly from
the bulk, the fermionic partition function (4.46) is obtained by gauging the bosonic
partition function according to (4.39).

Let us find the constraint on charge quantizations due to the summation over the
B field, the analog of conditions (4.31) and (4.32) in the k = 1 case. The equations of
motion for (4.69) (with A = 0), B = −dζ and B = −da, can be integrated, leading
to the conditions

− 1

2π

∫
S2

B =
1

2π

∫
S2

dζ = Q =
n0

2
= 0,

1

2
, mod 1,

− 1

2π

∫
S2

B =
1

2π

∫
S2

da = QT =
m0

2
= 0,

1

2
, mod 1,

(4.70)

using the definitions (2.15). As in the k = 1 case, the solutions identify two sectors:
in the even one, for

∫
B = 0 mod 2π, n0 and m0 are even, while in the odd sector,

with
∫
B = π mod 2π, both n0 and m0 are odd. Thus we reobtain the parity rule

present in the fermionic partition function (4.46). This completes the map between
the bosonic Zb[k = 2] and fermionic Zf [η±] partition functions.
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Now we turn to the representation of the fermion field. It is given by the product
of electric and magnetic semions e,m with charges n0 = m0 = 1,

ψ[γ] =: em := e−i
∫
γ ã+ζ̃ = e−i

∫
γ a+ζ−2i

∫
Σ B, (4.71)

where the gauge invariant tilded variables are now dã = da + B, dζ̃ = dζ + B.
Clearly, the odd and even sectors contain corresponding numbers of electrons. The
odd sector acquires the sign (−1)F = −1 in the partition function ZÑS

f in (4.46).
Let us see how the statistics of fermions is related to the monodromy of semions

e,m and the effects of gauging the Z(1)
2 symmetry. The monodromy phase between

excitations (n0, 0), (0,m0) is Θ/2π = n0m0/2: between fermions ψ = :em:, one
correctly obtains Θ/π = 1/2 + 1/2 = 1. Note that basic semion excitations, with
(n0,m0) = (1, 0), (0, 1), would lead to fractional values, but they are absent from the
spectrum (4.46), being forbidden by Z(1)

2 gauge invariance. Therefore, anyons of the
original k = 2 bosonic theory disappear in the fermionic theory by gauging.

Note also that the monodromy of all (n0,m0) excitations in (4.46) with the
fermion is trivial, because Θ/2π = (n0+m0)/2 = 1, owing to the parity rule n0 = m0

mod 2. In particular, spatial fermion loops ψ(γ) considered as topological defects are
actually invisible to all excitations. The ‘fermion condensation’ picture associated to
the gauging of the Z(1)

2 symmetry is indeed realized as advertised.
The physical electric charge of the electron is given by twice the charge of semions

Q, owing to the mentioned normalization of the coupling 2Adζ = AµJ
µ
EM in (4.69),

leading to

QEM =

∫
S2

∗JEM =
2

2π

∫
S2

dζ̃ = 2Q = 2
n0

2
∈ Z , (4.72)

in both sectors (recall also the field commutator [Q,ψ(x)] = ψ(x)/2 (3.15)). The
magnetic charge is again 1/2.

We remark that the normalization (4.72) of the physical charge also implies
standard fermionic parity anomaly (2.3), with k = 1, upon integration of the action
(4.69) over all dynamical fields. Actually, the same occurs in the bulk BF theory
(2.2), by considering the more general electromagnetic coupling parameterized by n,

Sbulk = i

∫
M4

k

2π
bda+

n

2π
bdA− 1

8π
dadA. (4.73)

Here k, n ∈ Z for gauge invariance, while we have already fixed θ = π. When
k = n, integrating out a and b yields the correct topological insulator electromagnetic
response

Sind[A] =
i

8π

∫
M4

dAdA. (4.74)

From the point of view of getting this result, the BF coupling k = 2 also works
provided that we take n = k = 2.
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We now discuss the fate of the topological order of the bulk theory (4.73) for k = 2

(setting A = 0). Let us consider the manifold M4 = S2 × S1 × R, for convenience.
In Hamiltonian formulation, the topological order is equal to the dimension of the
representation of the loop and surface operators algebra

W = ei
∫
S1 a, U = ei

∫
S2 b, WU = eiπUW, (4.75)

(given by 2). These express the Z(1)
2 × Z(1)

2 global symmetry, in which U is the
symmetry generator and W is the charged state for one subgroup and viceversa for
the other one. The gauging by the B field leads to the action (cf. (4.69) as well as
(4.58) with ζ → 2ζ)

Sbulk = i
2

2π

∫
M4

bda+ (da+ b)B , (4.76)

where actually the term daB vanishes (for vanishing a values at t = ±∞). We are
therefore effectively gauging the Z(1)

2 symmetry generated by U .
In this equation, the integration over B is a discrete Gauss law: physical states

should be annihilated by the symmetry generator U in (4.75). From the representa-
tion of the loop algebra on the two-dimensional ground state manifold |Ω±⟩,

W |Ω±⟩ = ±|Ω±⟩, U |Ω±⟩ = |Ω∓⟩, (4.77)

we can easily conclude that there is a single gauge invariant state, |phys⟩ = |Ω+⟩+|Ω−⟩,
which is left invariant by U . Therefore, the gauging by B leads to a single ground
state, i.e. it eliminates the topological order. This is expected, since the topological
order can be seen as the spontaneous symmetry breaking of the Z(1)

2 symmetry that
we are gauging [34, 36].

This completes the map from the k = 2 bosonic loop model to the fermionic
theory. We have found that there are two bosonic theories which lead to the same
fermionic theory after gauging the characteristic one-form symmetry.

A final remark concerns the fate of the duality symmetry obeyed by the loop
model. The fermionic partition function Zf [η±] (4.46) is not self-dual under the
k = 1 transformation of the original theory (2.17), owing to the additional states
with half-integer M0 values. Zf [η±] is instead invariant for the k = 2 transformation:

g0 ↔ 4

g0
, n0 ↔ m0, (4.78)

because bosonic (2.20) and fermionic (4.46) spectra only differ for the parity rule,
which is invariant under n0 ↔ m0.

More importantly, the fermionic theory is self-dual under a variant of the particle–
vortex map which holds between fermionic theories [9, 48]. It is defined on the action
(4.69), conveniently rewritten in terms of tilded variables, by replacing the A back-
ground with the dynamical field c and adding a BF coupling cdA/4π, having 1/2
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normalization.18 Integration over c leads to an equivalent action with ã ↔ ζ̃ and
g0 ↔ 4/g0. As a matter of fact, the bosonic k = 2 and fermionic dualities are effec-
tively the same transformation. The self-dual value is gF ≡ g0/2 = 1: this mismatch
by a factor of two is also found in the self-dualities of mixed-dimension QED4,3 with
fermionic and bosonic matter [25, 26], which correspond to the loop model for large
number of flavors.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we developed the analysis of the effective field theory of 3+1 dimen-
sional topological insulators, based on the bulk BF action [3] and the boundary loop
model providing the dynamics for surface excitations [4]. Among the interesting fea-
tures of this model motivating our study, we remark the presence of a critical line
with conformal invariance, and of solitonic states with electric and magnetic charges
N0 and M0, whose spectrum of scaling dimensions is known exactly.

We showed that the solitonic local operators σ(x), µ(x) can be represented by
open Wilson lines of the two gauge fields a, ζ, but also in terms of monopoles of the
dual field, employing results of Refs. [5, 6, 17]. These identifications are exact in the
topological limit of the loop model, where the interaction strength g0 vanishes. For
g0 ̸= 0, we computed the soliton correlation functions and verified their conformal
invariance, with scaling dimensions in agreement with the results of the partition
function. Actually, the derivation is simpler in terms of the dual monopoles, while
that using Wilson lines requires some assumptions on the dynamics of fluctuating
loops at criticality. We then defined the fermion field ψ as the product σµ with
charges (N0,M0) = (1, 1/2).

The bosonization of 2+1 dimensional fermions not only requires the identification
of the fermion field, but also of other properties, such as the fermion number Z2 sym-
metry (−1)F , the spin sectors and the time reversal symmetry obeying T 2 = (−1)F .
These features have been implemented in the bosonic loop model by using the con-
struction of Refs. [15, 16]. This was originally formulated for bulk topological theories
on triangulated manifolds, but can be extended to the continuum and for boundary
theories, which include a topological part and an interaction term (for g0 ̸= 0).

The map leading from the bosonic to the fermion theory starts from the identi-
fication of the Z(1)

2 one-form symmetry generated by fermion loops, and its universal
anomaly. Once this anomaly is canceled by the bulk, the symmetry is gauged by a
coupling to a dynamical Z2 flat two-form field B. The following results follows:

18Note that this transformation is not entirely correct, because the 1/2 coupling is not actually
gauge invariant. A more refined definition is found in section 4 of [10]. Much like as in the FQHE
case (3.1), one should add a new dynamical gauge field such that everything is gauge invariant. This
extra field cannot be integrated out because of inconsistent flux quantization. However, integrating
it out naively yields the duality stated in [9, 48], which is sufficient for our purposes.
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• The B field implements the half-integer magnetic charge of the fermion, and di-
vides the bosonic spectrum into sectors. The B field also generates the fermion
number symmetry and enters in the definition of time reversal transformations.

• The gauging of Z(1)
2 symmetry determines the spin sectors of the fermionic

theory. Furthermore, physical states are selected by the requirement of Z(1)
2

gauge invariance.

The new ingredients of Z(1)
2 gauge symmetry and B field are very important for

the correct definition of a fermionic theory and thus fermionic topological phases.
The standard effective theory based on the BF theory is not sufficient and only
applies to bosonic topological phases. Actually, we showed that two BF theories,
with k = 1 and k = 2 couplings, are mapped into the same fermionic theory.

The fact that the BF theory by itself is not sufficient for describing a fermionic
topological phase is actually expected on general grounds: it is believed that while
bosonic phases have a TQFT effective description, the low energy description of a
fermionic phase is a spin TQFT [1, 16, 42]. In this work, we made explicit this
difference by using bosonization methods to show how the theory partition function
(and thus the physical states) changes under the fermionization map.

A related aspect is the interplay between fermionization of bulk and boundary
theories, needed for accommodating respective fermionic excitations, higher-form Z2

symmetries and anomalies. In this work, we studied the map for the boundary theory
and did not delve into the proper definition of bulk fermions.

The 2+1 bosonization discussed in this work can be further investigated by ana-
lyzing other aspects of the fermionic theory and other geometries. The bosonization
of 3+1 dimensional relativistic fermions is also very interesting for its potential appli-
cation to nonperturbative physics of fundamental interactions, and can be similarly
formulated by considering 4+1d topological theories and topological insulators [49].
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A Computation of soliton correlation function

In this appendix we explicitly compute the correlator (3.26). This amounts to the
evaluation of the action (2.14) on the monopole solution f(x1)− f(x2), with f given
in (3.25). We thus have:

⟨σN0(0)σ
†
N0
(R)⟩ = e−S(0,R), (A.1)
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with

S(0, R) ≡ S[N0(f(0)− f(R))] =
k2

16π3g0

∫
dx3dy3Fµν(x)

1

(x− y)2
Fµν(y),

Fµν(x) =
N0

2k
ϵµνρ

(
xρ
|x|3

− (x−R)ρ
|x−R|3

)
.

(A.2)

We neglect the ‘self–interaction terms’ (f(0)f(0) and f(R)f(R)) that arise in evalu-
ating S(0, R): they are not relevant for determining how the correlator depends on
R and can be reabsorbed by a normalization of σ(x). The object to evaluate is then

S(0, R) = − N2
0

16π3g0

∫
dx3dy3

xµ(y −R)µ
|x|3|x− y|2|y −R|3

. (A.3)

This dimensionless integral is both infrared and ultraviolet divergent: the infrared
cutoff is the system size L and the ultraviolet length is roughly the monopole distance
R. Thus we expect the result S = −c log(L/R) and need to determine the coefficient.
Using

∂µ
1

|x|
= − xµ

|x|3
,

and integrating by parts, we obtain

S(0, R) =
N2

0

8π3g0

∫
dx3dy3

1

|x||x− y|4|y −R|
. (A.4)

Denominators can be exponentiated by using the Gamma function identity

1

xz
=

1

Γ(z)

∫ ∞

0

dttz−1e−xt, (A.5)

leading to

S(0, R) =
N2

0

8π4g0

∫
d3xd3y

∫ ∞

0

dtduds t−1/2u−1/2s e−x2t−(y−R)2u−(x−y)2s. (A.6)

The integrals over x and y are now Gaussian and yields:

S(0, R) =
N2

0

8πg0

∫ ∞

0

dtduds
t−1/2u−1/2s

(ut+ ts+ su)3/2
exp{−R2 uts

ut+ ts+ su
} =

=
N2

0

8πg0

∫ ∞

0

dtdu
t−1/2u−1/2

(ut+ t+ u)3/2

∫ ∞

0

ds

s
exp{−sR2 ut

ut+ t+ u
},

(A.7)

where in the second expression we changed variables u = su′, t = st′ and renamed
again u′, t′ as u, t. The integral over s is divergent for s→ 0: this is the infrared di-
vergence which we regularize by requiring s > 1/L2, given that s has mass dimension
2. We find∫ ∞

1/L2

ds

s
e−sR2A = E1(R

2A/L2) = −γ − log(R2A/L2) +O(R2/L2),

A ≡ ut

ut+ t+ u
,

(A.8)
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where E1(z) is the exponential integral function with the following expression off the
negative real axis:

E1(z) = −γ − log(z)−
∞∑
k=1

(−z)k

k(k!)
. (A.9)

Inserting (A.8) in the full expression of S(0, R) yields

S(0, R) = − N2
0

8πg0

∫ ∞

0

dtdu
t−1/2u−1/2

(ut+ t+ u)3/2
{γ + log(R2/L2)+

+ log

(
ut

ut+ t+ u

)
+O(R2/L2)}.

(A.10)

Only the term proportional to log(R2) is actually meaningful: higher order contri-
butions O(R2/L2) can be neglected in the limit L → ∞, while the other two terms
are independent from R and can be reabsorbed in field redefinitions. We are thus
left to compute

S(0, R) = − N2
0

8πg0
log(R2/L2)

∫ ∞

0

dtdu
t−1/2u−1/2

(ut+ t+ u)3/2
. (A.11)

The remaining integral∫ ∞

0

du

u1/2

∫ ∞

0

dt
1

(t(ut+ t+ u)3)1/2
= 2

∫ ∞

0

du

u3/2(1 + u)1/2
= −4, (A.12)

is divergent for u→ 0 as
∫
du/u3/2 (UV divergence) and can be computed by analytic

continuation (or by inserting a cut-off and keeping the finite part).
The final result is

S(0, R) =
N2

0

2πg0
log(R2/L2) , (A.13)

and therefore

⟨σN0(0)σ
†
N0
(R)⟩ = e−S(0,R) =

(
L

R

)2∆σ

, ∆σ =
1

2π

N2
0

g0
. (A.14)

This completes the derivation of the σ correlation 0function.
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