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In this paper we explain that there exist two complementary generalizations of discrete
torsion for non-invertible symmetries in 2d QFT’s. Both characterizations are counted by
H2(G,U(1)) when one specializes to ordinary finite groups G. However, the counting is
different for more general fusion categories. Furthermore, only one generalizes the picture
of discrete torsion as differences in choices of gauge actions on B-fields. We also explain
how this same generalization of discrete torsion gives rise to physically-sensible twists on
gaugeable algebras and fiber functors.
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1 Introduction

The understanding of what is known as “discrete torsion” has significantly evolved since its
discovery in [1]. In that article, discrete torsion was originally described as an ambiguity
of (consistent) phases of orbifold partition functions, where different choices yield physically
distinct theories. Later, in [2–4], these phases were identified as (differences of) choices of
actions of the orbifold group on B-fields. In both cases, discrete torsion has a straightforward
classification as cohomology classes in the second cohomology group H2(G,U(1)). More
recently [5], and particularly in the context of generalized symmetries and their gauging via
Frobenius algebras, discrete torsion has been characterized (see [6, Equation 4.4], [7, Section
4.2]) as part of a choice of a Frobenius algebra. In more detail, given an object A in
the symmetry category C, one regards the different possible choices of (special symmetric
Frobenius) algebra structures (µ,∆) on a single A as encoding a choice of discrete torsion
on that A. Specializing to the regular object in C, discrete torsion has equivalently been
characterized as a choice of a fiber functor (see e.g. [8, slide 26]). These descriptions are
more widely applicable but, curiously, in general only form a set.

The goal of this article is to highlight how generalizing to non-invertible symmetries actu-
ally gives rise to two different but complementary notions of discrete torsion: discrete torsion
choices, and discrete torsion twists. We explicitly describe how the set of choices admits
a consistent twisting action of the cohomology group of twists classified by an appropriate
notion of cohomology of fusion categories. This is summarized as follows:

twisting action : {d.t. twists} × {d.t. choices} −→ {d.t. choices}.

In Section 3, we define these two generalizations. For ordinary groups, both are counted by
H2(G,U(1)), but for more general non-invertible symmetries, the number of discrete torsion
twists is different from the number of discrete torsion choices. We explain in Section 4 how
discrete torsion twists on gaugeable algebras are naturally captured by the lazy cohomology
group H2

ℓ (C) of a monoidal category C, as introduced in [9], where, in the present case, C
plays the role of the acting symmetry category. In particular, when the monoidal category
C is of the form Rep(H∗) for H some (finite-dimensional semi-simple) Hopf algebra, this
reduces to the more standard notion of lazy cohomology H2

ℓ (H) of a Hopf algebra [10]. In
turn, when H = C[G] is the group algebra of some finite group G, this further reduces to
the second group cohomology group H2

grp(G,U(1)).

We then explain in Section 5 how discrete torsion twists define twists on action functors,
including fiber functors, and more generally non-invertible gauge actions on B-fields, thus
connecting to and generalizing the previous characterizations [2–4] of discrete torsion in
terms of equivariant structures (gauge actions) on line bundle gerbes with connection. This
is analogously summarized as follows:

twisting action : {d.t. twists} × {action functors} −→ {action functors}.
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An important distinction is that while discrete torsion choices only exist in non-anomalous
cases, discrete torsion twists are always well-defined. These twists remain meaningful since
they now act on anomalous actions and functors, as we describe in particular in Section 5.4.

Most of the results in this article that do not make reference to simple objects apply to
general monoidal categories. However, the main focus will be on taking C to be a fusion
category, which is understood as the higher non-invertible generalization of finite groups in
the context of generalized symmetries. For this reason, we will not deal with technicalities
involving the smoothness of C as one would need to do if one wanted to more generally
discuss symmetries described by Lie groups and its non-invertible generalizations.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Review of non-invertible gaugings

We first provide a brief overview of gaugings of non-invertible symmetries and their partition
functions. We review the role of special symmetric Frobenius algebras, which motivates
studying discrete torsion in the context of such algebras. The content of this subsection can
be found in [11].

Given a two-dimensional quantum theory T , one may generally speak of its global sym-
metries. Traditionally, these were taken to be invertible transformations and, if some of them
are parameterized by a group G, one refers to them as G-symmetries. More recently, this
notion has been generalized [12, 13] in two major ways: as non-invertible transformations,
and as higher transformations, in the sense of higher category theory. Thus, the suitable
generalization of G-symmetries for G a finite group is symmetries parameterized by a fu-
sion1 category C, or simply C-symmetries. The group-like case is recovered by specializing
to C = VecG, the category of G-graded complex vector spaces.

Now, in the familiar group-like case, one only talks about gauging a non-anomalous
subgroup H ≤ G of symmetries. This leads to the notion of a gauge theory, denoted
T /H , where one mods out by the H-parameterized symmetries. For C-symmetries, this
is generalized to gaugings of subsymmetries, which do not necessarily correspond to fusion
subcategories of C. As it has been discussed in e.g. [6,11,14], based on the ideas in [15], these
subsymmetries are described by symmetric special Frobenius algebra objects2 (A, µ,∆) in
C. Thus, one may more generally study gauge theories T /(A, µ,∆) where the action of the
subsymmetry (A, µ,∆) has been modded out. If one thinks of the objects in C as operators

1This can in turn be generalized to multi-fusion categories, as explored in [16].
2To define a symmetric special Frobenius algebra one also needs to specify a unit and a counit. However,

we omit these from the notation as it is the multiplication and comultiplication that will play the main role.
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implementing the higher non-invertible transformations in T , then the intuition is that the
operator associated with A on the gauge theory T /(A, µ,∆) is simply the identity operator,
so that it acts trivially on T /(A, µ,∆), as expected. That special symmetric Frobenius
algebra objects (A, µ,∆) in C, or gaugeable algebras for short, describe all the possible
subsymmetries of C is ultimately the reason why we can study discrete torsion of gaugings
by looking at how it interacts with these algebra objects. The specific axioms that define a
symmetric special Frobenius algebras can be found in e.g. [11, Appendix A.2].

A subtlety that will be important later on is that the subsymmetries described by a
gaugeable algebra (A, µ,∆) only depend on its Morita equivalence class. This means that
if there is another gaugeable algebra (A′, µ′,∆′) whose module category in C is equivalent
to that of (A, µ,∆), then the corresponding subsymmetries and gaugings are physically-
equivalent:

(A, µ,∆) ∼ (A′, µ′,∆′) =⇒ T/(A, µ,∆) ∼= T/(A′, µ′,∆′). (2.1)

Thus, while for computations in particular one usually works directly with a gaugeable alge-
bra (A, µ,∆), one should keep in mind that the dependence is only on the Morita equivalence
class of (A, µ,∆). In the literature, a gaugeable algebra structure on A (or rather, its Morita
equivalence class) is what is called a choice of discrete torsion for A [7, 14].

Relevant to discrete torsion is the partition function of the gauge theory, which we now
review. Indeed, discrete torsion for groups was discovered [1] as the freedom of multiplying
the twisted sectors of the gauge, or orbifold, theory partition function by some U(1) phases.
These phases are required to respect some consistency conditions, prominently modular
invariance for 2-torus partition functions, and multi-loop factorization. As we shall see later,
the same holds for partition functions of non-invertible symmetries.

Given a 2d quantum theory T with C-symmetry on a closed surface Σ, the partition
function ZΣ of the gauge theory T /(A, µ,∆) for (A, µ,∆) a C-subsymmetry is computed by
first picking a triangulation of Σ, then associating according to a prescribed way a series of
multiplications µ and comultiplications ∆ of (A, µ,∆) to the dual triangulation of Σ, and
finally expanding the resulting morphism in terms of some chosen basis of Hom-spaces of C.
We refer the reader to [6, 11, 15] for details. In the simple case where the surface Σ = T 2 is
a 2-torus, and the fusion category is multiplicity-free, meaning that

dim(Hom(L1 ⊗ L2, L3)) ≤ 1,

for L1, L2, L3 any three simple objects in C, the partition function can be written as [11,
Section 2.6]

Z =
∑

L1,L2,L3

µL3
L1,L2

∆L2,L1

L3
ZL3

L1,L2
. (2.2)

A similar expression can be written down for fusion categories not satisfying the multiplicity-
free condition [17]. As explained in [11, Section 2.8], a consequence of (A, µ,∆) being a sym-
metric special Frobenius algebra is that the partition function for any surface is independent
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of the chosen triangulation. In particular, this means that the 2-torus partition function
(2.2) is modular invariant as long as we only gauge by special Frobenius algebras. This
suggests that discrete torsion of non-invertible symmetries may also respect the consistency
condition of modular invariance if it either defines or acts on special symmetric Frobenius
algebras. We will elaborate on the significance of this distinction in Section 3.

2.2 Group-like case revisited

Having covered the basics of gauge theories and their partition functions, we now review
discrete torsion of group-like symmetries. The derivation of all the building blocks necessary
to gauge this group-like case can be found in [11, Section 2.11].

For group-like symmetries, the symmetry category is of the form C := Rep(C[G]∗) ∼=
VecG, the fusion category of G-graded complex vector spaces for G some finite group. Its
simple objects are one-dimensional vector spaces Ug labeled by group elements g ∈ G. It is
endowed with a monoidal functor

⊗ : C × C −→ C; (2.3)

Ug ⊗ Uh 7→ Ugh, (2.4)

determined by the multiplication of G. To gauge the whole symmetry category, one picks
the regular object

R :=
⊕

g∈G

Ug, (2.5)

and endows it with a special symmetric Frobenius algebra structure. Choosing basis vectors
g ∈ G for R, the Frobenius algebra structure is given as

µ(g ⊗ h) = gh, (2.6)

∆F (g) =
1

|G|
∑

h∈G

gh⊗ h−1, (2.7)

u(1) = 1, (2.8)

uF (g) = |G| δ1,g, (2.9)

thus determining the multiplication and comultiplication coefficients as

µgh
g,h = 1; ∆g,h

gh = 1
|G|

, (2.10)

where µgh
g,h ∈ Hom(Ug ⊗ Uh, Ugh), and ∆g,h

gh ∈ Hom(Ugh, Ug ⊗ Uh).

The partition function for a genus 1 surface is then computed as

Zg=1 =
∑′

g,h

µgh
g,h∆

h,g
gh Zg,h =

1

|G|
∑′

g,h

Zg,h (2.11)
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where the sum is over commuting pairs (g, h).

Discrete torsion in this familiar case is expressed by multiplying the partial traces Zg,h

by some phases ǫg,h. The consistent phases can be derived by working with another multi-
plication µω : R⊗R → R defined as

µω(g ⊗ h) := ω(g, h)gh, (2.12)

where ω(g, h) ∈ Z2(G,U(1)) is a 2-cocycle in group cohomology.

The pair (R, µω) is an algebra by virtue of ω being a normalized 2-cocycle. One then
observes that together with the comultiplication ∆F,ω defined as

∆F,ω(g) :=
1

|G|
∑

h∈G

1

ω(gh, h−1)
gh⊗ h−1, (2.13)

the tuple (R, µω, u,∆F,ω, uF ) is a symmetric special Frobenius algebra one can gauge by. The
genus 1 partition function that one obtains when gauging by this algebra is

Zg=1 =
∑′

g,h

µgh
g,h∆

h,g
gh Zg,h =

1

|G|
∑′

g,h

ω(g, h)

ω(h, g)
Zg,h, (2.14)

where we see that the discrete torsion phases are ǫg,h = ω(g,h)
ω(h,g)

, recovering their standard
form.

3 The two alternatives: choices versus twists

We now explain the subtlety that ultimately leads to the two complementary generalizations
of discrete torsion for non-invertible symmetries presented in this article. The reader will
note that there are two different perspectives regarding how one arrives to the new gaugeable
algebra (2.12, 2.13) of group-like symmetries described in Section 2.2. One perspective
involves first fixing a gaugeable algebra structure (µ,∆) on R, and then twisting the algebra
and coalgebra structure by a representative ω of a cohomology class in the cohomology
group H2(G,U(1)) to obtain another gaugeable algebra. A different perspective is to simply
select some other gaugeable algebra (µ′,∆′) structure on R. Now, in the group-like case,
this distinction is not substantial, since all possible choices of algebra structures on R can be
obtained via a twisting process on any fixed algebra structure on R by a 2-cocycle. Therefore,
in this special case, the collection of gaugeable algebra structures on R actually exhibits a
group structure.

By contrast, in fusion categories of the form Rep(H) for H a (finite-dimensional semisim-
ple) Hopf algebra, the collection of Morita classes of algebra structures on the regular object
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of Rep(H) generally does not have a group structure. Indeed, these algebra structures
are in one-to-one correspondence with equivalence classes of fiber functors on Rep(H) [18]
(c.f. [7, Equation 3.10]). These, in turn, are known [19, Proposition 2.12] to be in one-to-one
correspondence with algebra 2-cocycles on H∗. However, this collection of cocycles is only
a group when H∗ is cocommutative [20]. As explained there, the issue is mainly that the
(convolution) product of such cocycles is not again a cocycle.

That the collection of algebra structures on R is just a set is not the end of the story.
This is where the difference of perspectives on discrete torsion mentioned above becomes
tangible. The upshot is that the two different generalizations of discrete torsion are:

• {d.t. choices}: the Morita equivalence classes of possible symmetric special Frobenius
algebra structures (µ,∆) on R, which we call the set of discrete torsion choices,

• {d.t. twists}: the lazy cohomology H2
ℓ (C) of the fusion category C, which we refer to as

the cohomology group of discrete torsion twists,

where H2
ℓ (C), explored in detail in Section 4.2, is a cohomology group that is well-defined

for any fusion category C. A crucial point which we also establish in that section (c.f.
Equation (4.30)) is that these two notions, while different, are complementary in the sense
that the set of discrete torsion choices admits an action by the cohomology group of discrete
torsion twists:

twisting action : {d.t. twists} × {d.t. choices} −→ {d.t. choices}. (3.1)

This twisting action, as we shall see in Sections 4 and 5, respectively, is not exclusive for
discrete torsion choices on R but extends to an action on any Morita class of gaugeable
algebras in the category C, and to tensor functors whose domain category is C.

Let us briefly mention some examples that we will encounter to illustrate how different
the collections of discrete torsion twists, and of discrete torsion choices can be.

For group-like symmetries (see Section 2.2), the choices of algebra structures on R, equiv-
alently fiber functors on C = VecG, or discrete torsion choices, and cohomology twists, or
discrete torsion twists, are both classified by H2(G,U(1))

{d.t. twists} ∼= {d.t. choices} ∼= H2(G,U(1)), (3.2)

with the twisting action just being the product structure

× : H2(G,U(1))×H2(G,U(1)) −→ H2(G,U(1)). (3.3)

A different example is the immediate non-invertible generalization of this setting, fusion
categories of the form C = Rep(H) for H a Hopf algebra, for instance the category C =
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Rep(C[D4]) (see Sections 4.2, 5.2). In this case, the set of discrete torsion choices on the
regular object R is the Morita equivalence classes of algebra structures on the regular object,
equivalently the classes of fiber functors on Rep(C[D4]). On the other hand, the group of
discrete torsion twists is the lazy cohomology group H2

ℓ (C[D4]
∗) of C[D4]

∗, which is trivial.
Clearly, the twisting action as well is trivial.

{d.t. choices} = {F1, F2, F3}, (3.4)

{d.t. twists} = 1. (3.5)

Even before taking equivalence classes on fiber functors, and on lazy 2-cocycles to obtain the
set of discrete torsion choices and the group of discrete torsion twists, respectively, we can
already see that these two generalizations are different, as follows. The set of fiber functors
on Rep(H) is equivalently [19, Proposition 2.12] the set Z2(H∗) of Hopf 2-cocycles on H∗.
By contrast, lazy 2-cocycles in this case are the group under convolution (Z2

ℓ (H∗), ⋆) of lazy
Hopf 2-cocycles of H∗, whose underlying set Z2

ℓ (H∗) is by definition (e.g. [21, Equation 1.6])
a subset of the Hopf 2-cocycles of H∗.

{d.t. choices}rep. = Z2(H∗), (3.6)

{d.t. twists}rep. = Z2
ℓ (H∗), (3.7)

where the notation { }rep. is used to denote we have not taken equivalence classes yet. When
H∗ is cocommutative, all Hopf 2-cocycles are lazy, so these two characterizations match as
in the group-like case.

Yet another example where choices and twists are different are those fusion categories
which do not admit a fiber functor, for example the category of representations Rep(qH) of
a quasi-Hopf algebra qH (see Section 5.4). In this case, the set of discrete torsion choices
on the regular object R, i.e. the set of classes of fiber functors, is empty, whereas the group
of discrete torsion twists can be non-trivial, as it is defined intrinsically. For example, when
C = VecαG for 0 6= [α] ∈ H3(G,U(1)) the category of G-graded vector spaces with nontrivial
associator, there are no fiber functors, yet one can see from the definition of lazy cohomology
that the group of discrete torsion twists is simply H2(G,U(1)). Thus

{d.t. choices} = ∅, (3.8)

{d.t. twists} = H2(G,U(1)). (3.9)

Even though there are no discrete torsion choices on the regular object, there is still a twisting
action on any of the other gaugeable algebras in VecαG and on the quasi -fiber functor that
the latter admits.

One simple example3 of this situation is the category C = VecαG with G = Za
2 × Zb

2 × Zc
2

and α the 3-cocycle
α(g1, g2, g3) = exp(iπa1b2c3), (3.10)

3We thank X. Yu for valuable discussions on this point.
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for gi = (ai, bi, ci) ∈ Za
2 × Zb

2 × Zc
2. This 3-cocycle has a nontrivial cohomology class in

H3(Za
2 × Z

b
2 × Z

c
2, U(1)), and in particular gives rise to a 3d anomaly inflow TFT [22] (see

also e.g. [23]). However, the Za
2 ×Zb

2 subgroup is non-anomalous, and admits twists by local
counterterms of the form

ω(g1, g2) = exp(iπa1b2), (3.11)

which come precisely from the discrete torsion twists inH2
ℓ (Vec

α
G) = H2(Za

2×Zb
2×Zc

2, U(1)) =
Z3
2.

In the remainder of this paper we will primarily focus on discrete torsion twists.

4 Discrete torsion twists on algebras

In this Section, we describe the precise definition of discrete torsion twists, and its twisting
action on gaugeable algebras. In particular, we provide a formula for the twisted partition
function. We verify that the same consistency checks originally used for the derivation
of discrete torsion of group in [1], modular invariance and multi-loop factorization, also
hold here. For the reader’s convenience, the definition of 2-cocycles, 2-coboundaries, and
cohomology group of fusion categories is collected in Appendix A.

4.1 Twists in group-like symmetries

As highlighted in Section 3, one way to arrive at the other gaugeable algebra structure
(2.12, 2.13) is by twisting the original algebra structure by a normalized 2-cocycle. We now
explain how to understand this process in a way that allows for an immediate generalization
to arbitrary fusion categories. The insight is to regard these phases as coming from a twist
by a natural isomorphism of the tensor product functor ⊗ : C ×C → C (2.3). In other words,
a natural isomorphism

ω : ⊗ ⇒ ⊗, (4.1)

which in components is a collection of natural isomorphisms

ωX,Y : X ⊗ Y
∼=−→ X ⊗ Y, (4.2)

for X, Y ∈ ob(VecG). We further require that the natural isomorphism ω satisfies the
following two conditions:

ωX,1 = ω1,X = idX ; (4.3)

ωX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ ωY,Z) = ωX⊗Y,Z ◦ (ωX,Y ⊗ idZ). (4.4)

The first condition (4.3) is simply a normalization condition, whereas the second condition
(4.4) states that ω is associative. Let us briefly comment on the technicalities of the latter
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condition. This condition involves morphisms on a triple product X ⊗ Y ⊗ Z and as such
should involve the associator αX,Y,Z : (X ⊗ Y ) ⊗ Z → X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z). For simplicity, we
will take these associators as understood in all formulae, so that when, for example, we talk
about an algebra A having an associative product µ : A⊗A → A, we write

A⊗A⊗A A⊗ A

A⊗A A

idA⊗µ

µ⊗idA µ

µ

instead of

A⊗ (A⊗ A)

(A⊗ A)⊗ A A⊗A

A⊗A A

idA⊗µ

µ⊗idA

αA,A,A

µ

µ

One should note that the composition ω ◦ (ω⊗ ididC) is an automorphism of the left-product
functor L := ⊗ ◦ (⊗ × idC), whereas the composition ω ◦ (ididC × ω) is an automorphism of
the right product R := ⊗ ◦ (idC ×⊗). The equality of natural transformations described by
(4.4) should be then understood as

α ◦ (ω ◦ (ω ⊗ ididC)) = (ω ◦ (ididC × ω)) ◦ α (4.5)

as natural transformations L ⇒ R, for α : L ⇒ R the associator.

In the present case that the monoidal category is C = VecG a fusion category, we can
restrict our attention to the simple objects {Ug}g∈G. Moreover, since Hom(Ugh, Ugh) = C,
we can identify ωg,h with a non-zero scalar. Then Equations (4.4),(4.3) can be written as

ω1,g = ωg,1 = 1; (4.6)

ωg,hk · ωh,k = ωgh,k · ωg,h, (4.7)

which we recognize as the normalized group 2-cocycle identities, valued in U(1) ⊂ C×. This
means that the natural transformation ω is characterized by a normalized group 2-cocycle
ω ∈ Z2(G,U(1)). We can now use this functor to twist the multiplication µ of the regular
representation R, via precomposition:

µω := µ ◦ ωR,R : R⊗ R
ωR,R−−→ R ⊗R

µ−→ R, (4.8)
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which is the same twisted multiplication defined previously (2.12).

Similarly, one can obtain the twisted comultiplication by postcomposing the comultipli-
cation ∆F with the inverse natural isomorphism

∆F,ω := ω−1
R,R ◦∆F : R

∆F−−→ R ⊗R
ω−1
R,R−−→ R⊗ R, (4.9)

yielding the same twisted comultiplication constructed before (2.13). Then we know that the
tuple (R, µω = µ◦ωR,R, u,∆F,ω = ω−1

R,R◦∆F , u
o) is a special symmetric Frobenius algebra one

can gauge by. Note in particular that the (co)unit is not affected, only the (co)multiplication.

4.2 Twists in non-invertible symmetries

Based on the characterization of discrete torsion twists as natural isomorphisms we define
these in more general fusion categories4 (C,⊗) as natural isomorphisms ω : ⊗ ⇒ ⊗ satisfying
the conditions (4.4), (4.3), namely

ωX,1 = ω1,X = idX ;

ωX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ ωY,Z) = ωX⊗Y,Z ◦ (ωX,Y ⊗ idZ).

Such natural isomorphisms are known as lazy 2-cocycles [9, Definition 2.1]. In this article
we will simply refer to them as 2-cocycles.

Before investigating further the properties of the collection of 2-cocycles of a symmetry
category, we need to make sure this indeed describes a genuine notion of discrete torsion
twists. An obvious requirement is that given any symmetric special Frobenius algebra in
the symmetry category, twisting by a 2-cocycle again yields a symmetric special Frobenius
algebra one can gauge by. We now establish this result.

Let C be the symmetry category, ω a natural transformation as above, and (A, µ) an
algebra object in C. Define a new multiplication µω := µ ◦ ωA,A. Naturality of ω implies the
commutative diagrams

A⊗ A⊗A A⊗ A A⊗ A⊗A A⊗ A

A⊗ A⊗A A⊗ A A⊗ A A⊗ A

idA⊗µ

ωA,A⊗A ωA,A

µ⊗idA

ωA⊗A,A ωA,A

idA⊗µ µ⊗idA

4As mentioned in the Introduction, this definition, as well as most of the following results, apply to
general monoidal categories.
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so that

µ ◦ ωA,A ◦ (idA ⊗ (µ ◦ ωA,A)) = µ ◦ (idA ⊗ µ) ◦ (ωA,A⊗A ◦ (idA ⊗ ωA,A))

= µ ◦ (µ⊗ idA) ◦ (ωA,A⊗A ◦ (idA ⊗ ωA,A))

= µ ◦ (µ⊗ idA) ◦ (ωA⊗A,A ◦ (ωA,A ⊗ idA))

= µ ◦ ωA,A ◦ ((µ ◦ ωA,A)⊗ idA)),

where the second equality follows from associativity of µ, and the third equality from the
cocycle property (4.4). Thus the associativity commutativity diagram holds

A⊗ A⊗ A A⊗A

A⊗ A A

idA⊗(µ◦ωA,A)

(µ◦ωA,A)⊗idA µ◦ωA,A

µ◦ωA,A

As for the unit axiom, we have that

µ ◦ ωA,A ◦ (u⊗ idA) = µ ◦ (u⊗ idA) ◦ ω1,A

= idA ◦ idA

= idA,

where the first equality follows from naturality of ω, the second by (A, µ) satisfying the unit
axiom and ω being normalized in the sense of (4.3). The right unit axiom follows similarly.
This shows that (A, µω, u) is an associative unital algebra object5 in C.

Now let (A,∆, uo) be a coalgebra object in C. Define a new comultiplication as ∆ω :=
ω−1
A,A ◦∆. From the naturality diagrams

A⊗ A A⊗ A⊗ A A⊗ A A⊗ A⊗ A

A⊗ A A⊗ A⊗ A A⊗ A A⊗ A⊗ A

idA⊗∆

ω−1
A,A ωA,A⊗A

−1

∆⊗idA

ωA,A
−1 ω−1

A⊗A,A

idA⊗∆ ∆⊗idA

one deduces that

(idA ⊗ (ω−1
A,A ◦∆)) ◦ (ω−1

A,A ◦∆) = (idA ⊗ ω−1
A,A) ◦ ω−1

A,A⊗A ◦ (idA ⊗∆) ◦∆
= (idA ⊗ ω−1

A,A) ◦ ω−1
A,A⊗A ◦ (∆⊗ idA) ◦∆

= (ω−1
A,A ⊗ idA) ◦ ω−1

A⊗A,A ◦ (∆⊗ idA) ◦∆
= (ω−1

A,A ⊗ idA) ◦ (∆⊗ idA) ◦ ω−1
A,A ◦∆

= ((ω−1
A,A ◦∆)⊗ idA) ◦ (ω−1

A,A ◦∆),

5In fact, more is true. The natural isomorphism ω actually defines an endofunctor on the category C-Alg
of algebra objects in C. This is [24, Theorem 4.7].
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which establishes coassociativity. Note that we used the fact that (4.4) implies that for all
X, Y, Z ∈ ob(C)

(idX ⊗ ω−1
Y,Z) ◦ ω−1

X,Y⊗Z = (ω−1
X,Y ⊗ idZ) ◦ ω−1

X⊗Y,Z . (4.10)

Moreover, one has that

(idA ⊗ uo) ◦ (ω−1
A,A ◦∆) = ω−1

A,1 ◦ (idA ⊗ uo) ◦∆
= idA ◦ idA

= idA,

thus establishing the (right) counit axiom. This shows that whenever (A,∆, uo) is a counital
coassociative coalgebra object in C, so is (A, ω−1

A,A ◦∆, uo).

Now, assume (A, µ, u,∆, uo) is a symmetric special Frobenius algebra object in C. We
first look at the Frobenius identities. One has that

(ω−1
A,A ◦∆) ◦ (µ ◦ ωA,A) = ω−1

A,A ◦ (idA ⊗ µ) ◦ (∆⊗ idA) ◦ ωA,A

= (idA ⊗ µ) ◦ ω−1
A,A⊗A ◦ ωA⊗A,A ◦ (∆⊗ idA)

= (idA ⊗ µ) ◦ (idA ⊗ ωA,A) ◦ (ω−1
A,A ⊗ idA) ◦ ω−1

A⊗A,A ◦ ωA⊗A,A

◦(∆⊗ idA)

= (idA ⊗ (µ ◦ ωA,A) ◦ ((ω−1
A,A ◦∆)⊗ idA).

The other Frobenius identity is proven analogously. As for the special conditions, one follows
immediately since the unit and counits are not changed, and the other follows as

(µ ◦ ωA,A) ◦ (ω−1
A,A ◦∆) = µ ◦ (ωA,A ◦ ω−1

A,A) ◦∆
= µ ◦∆
= idA.

Finally, we look at the symmetric property. Recall [15, Definition 3.4.ii] that a Frobenius alge-
bra (A, µ, u,∆, uo) is called symmetric if the following equality of morphisms in Hom(A,A∗)
holds

(idA∗ ⊗ (uo ◦ µ)) ◦ (γA ⊗ idA) = ((uo ◦ µ)⊗ idA∗) ◦ (idA ⊗ γA), (4.11)

for γA : 1 → A∗⊗A, γA : 1 → A⊗A∗ the coevaluation maps coming from the pivotal structure
of the category C. The ω-twisted symmetric Frobenius algebra A is again a symmetric
provided one also twists the coevaluation maps by ω as

γ̃A := ω−1
A∗,A ◦ γA, (4.12)

γ̃A := ω−1
A,A∗ ◦ γA. (4.13)

Such a twist must be accompanied by an appropriate twist to the evaluation maps ǫA :
A∗ ⊗A → 1, ǫA : A⊗ A∗ → 1 as

ǫ̃A := ǫA ◦ ωA∗,A, (4.14)

ǫ̃A := ǫA ◦ ωA,A∗, (4.15)
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in order to still have a pivotal structure. More precisely, if ǫ, γ define a pivotal structure, so
that they satisfy the identity

(idA ⊗ ǫA) ◦ (γA ⊗ idA) = idA. (4.16)

From the cocycle condition (4.4) one sees that

(idA ⊗ ωA∗,A) ◦ (ω−1
A,A∗ ⊗ idA) = ω−1

A,A∗⊗A ◦ ωA⊗A∗,A, (4.17)

then the ω-twisted maps satisfy

(idA ⊗ (ǫA ◦ ωA∗,A)) ◦ ((ω−1
A,A∗ ◦ γA)⊗ idA) = (idA ⊗ ǫA) ◦ ω−1

A,A∗⊗A ◦ ωA⊗A∗,A ◦ (γA ⊗ idA)

= ω−1
A,1 ◦ (idA ⊗ ǫA) ◦ (γA ⊗ idA) ◦ ω1,A

= idA,

so that we still have a pivotal structure.

Equipped with these ω-twisted coevaluation maps one gets that

(idA∗ ⊗ uo ◦ µ ◦ ωA,A) ◦ (γ̃A ⊗ idA) = (idA∗ ⊗ uo ◦ µ) ◦ ω−1
A∗,A⊗A ◦ ωA∗⊗A,A ◦ (ωA∗,A ⊗ idA)

◦(γ̃A ⊗ idA)

= (idA∗ ⊗ uo ◦ µ) ◦ ωA∗⊗A,A ◦ (ωA∗,A ⊗ idA) ◦ (γ̃A ⊗ idA)

= (idA∗ ⊗ uo ◦ µ) ◦ (ωA∗,A ⊗ idA) ◦ ωA∗⊗A,A ◦ (γ̃A ⊗ idA)

= (idA∗ ⊗ uo ◦ µ) ◦ (ωA∗,A ⊗ idA) ◦ (ω−1
A∗,A ◦ γA ⊗ idA)

= (idA∗ ⊗ uo ◦ µ) ◦ (γA ⊗ idA)

= ((uo ◦ µ)⊗ idA∗) ◦ (idA ⊗ γA)

= (((uo ◦ ωA,A ◦ µ)⊗ idA∗) ◦ (idA ⊗ γ̃A)).

This establishes that given any special Frobenius algebra (A, µ, u,∆, uo) that is symmetric
with respect to coevaluation maps γ, one can construct another special Frobenius algebra
(A, µ◦ωA,A, u, ω

−1
A,A◦∆, uo) that is symmetric with respect to coevaluation maps γ̃ = ω−1

A,A∗◦γA
by twisting the product and coproduct by the cocycle ω:

cocycle twist : (ω, (A, µ, u,∆, uo)) 7→ (A, µ ◦ ωA,A, u, ω
−1
A,A ◦∆, uo). (4.18)

We highlight that this definition of discrete torsion twists is intrinsic to the symmetry
category C. As we have just shown, a discrete torsion twist acts on any gaugeable algebra
(A, µ,∆), meaning an object A together with discrete torsion choice (µ,∆), to obtain another
discrete torsion choice on A. This, however, does not imply that for a given gaugeable
algebra A, all of the other possible choices of symmetric special Frobenius structure, or
discrete torsion choices, on A come from twisting by the category-theoretic discrete torsion.
This is in agreement with the traditional group-like orbifold case. For example, the Klein

15



group Z2 × Z2, being a subgroup of group Q8 of quaternions, describes a gaugeable algebra
object (A, µ) in Vec(Q8). Moreover, it admits a different symmetric special algebra structure
(A, µ′) since it admits discrete torsion H2(Z2 × Z2, U(1)) = Z2. However, a 2-cocycle of the
category Vec(Q8) is classified by H2(Q8, U(1)) = 0, so that no category-theoretic discrete
torsion can be used to obtain µ′ from µ. Thus, for categories of the form Rep(H∗), these
2-cocycles are more accurately understood as the possible discrete torsion twists for the
regular representation in Rep(H∗) with its discrete torsion choice given by the fiber functor
that reconstructs H∗. This generalizes how H2(G,U(1)) classifies discrete torsion for the
regular object R = ⊕g∈GUg in VecG. Nevertheless, even in the Rep(H) case the discrete
torsion choices one can endow the regular representation with are generally not all related
by the action of discrete torsion twists. We will revisit this phenomenon in more detail in
Section 5.2.

Having observed that 2-cocycles are a good characterization of discrete torsion twists in
the sense that they have a consistent action on discrete torsion choices on any object, we
proceed to describe the structure of the collection of 2-cocycles, which we denote as Z2(C).
The proofs leading to Definition 4.21 are not new and can be found in e.g. [9] but we include
them for completeness. We first show that this collection has a group structure. Since
Aut(⊗) is a group, we just need to show that Z2(C) is a subgroup:

• The identity element is given by ωX,Y = idX⊗Y .

• Given ω, η ∈ Z2(C), we verify that (ω ◦ η) satisfies the cocycle identity (4.4). This is
shown as

(ω ◦ η)X,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ (ω ◦ η)Y,Z) = ωX,Y⊗Z ◦ ηX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ ωY,Z) ◦ (idX ⊗ ηY,Z)

= ωX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ ωY,Z) ◦ ηX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ ηY,Z)

= ωX⊗Y,Z ◦ (ωX,Y ⊗ idZ) ◦ ηX⊗Y,Z ◦ (ηX,Y ⊗ idZ)

= (ω ◦ η)X⊗Y,Z ◦ ((ω ◦ η)X,Y ⊗ idZ).

• The inverse ω−1 of ω ∈ Z2(C) is defined component-wise as (ω−1)X,Y := ω−1
X,Y . Taking

the inverse of the cocycle identity satisfied by ω gives

(idX ⊗ ω−1
Y,Z) ◦ ω−1

X,Y⊗Z = (ω−1
X,Y ⊗ idZ) ◦ ω−1

X⊗Y,Z

ω−1
X,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ ω−1

Y,Z) = ω−1
X⊗Y ◦ (ω−1

X,Y ⊗ idZ),

where the second step follows from ω−1 being a natural transformation.

This shows that discrete torsion twists Z2(C) form a group, much like in the group-like
orbifold case.

Now, one important property of discrete torsion of group orbifolds is that physically-
equivalent choices are not directly classified by cocycles but by cohomology classes in group
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cohomologyH2(G,U(1)), where group 2-cocycles differing by a group 2-coboundary are iden-
tified. The generalization of a 2-coboundary in the present context is defined as follows, whose
collection turns out to be not only a normal but a central subgroup of Z2(C) [9, Prop. 2.7.iii].
As we show momentarily, these coboundaries also represent physically-indistinguishable
twists.

A 2-coboundary dφ is a 2-cocycle constructed component-wise as

(dφ)X,Y := φ−1
X⊗Y ◦ (φX ⊗ φY ), (4.19)

where φ ∈ Aut(idC) is an automorphism

φ : idC → idC. (4.20)

First of all, we check that dφ is a natural isomorphism. For f : X → X ′ and g : Y → Y ′ we
have by naturality of φ:

(dφ)X′,Y ′ ◦ (f ⊗ g) = φ−1
X′⊗Y ′ ◦ (φX′ ⊗ φY ′) ◦ (f ⊗ g)

= φ−1
X′⊗Y ′ ◦ (f ⊗ g) ◦ (φX ⊗ φY )

= (f ⊗ g) ◦ φ−1
X⊗Y ◦ ◦(φX ⊗ φY )

= (f ⊗ g) ◦ (dφ)X,Y .

One can also show that dφ is a normalized 2-cocycle. The normalization is easily checked as

dφX,1 = φ−1
X⊗1 ◦ (φX ⊗ φ1)

= φ−1
X ◦ φX = idX ,

while the 2-cocycle condition follows as

dφX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ dφY,Z) = φ−1
X⊗(Y⊗Z) ◦ (φX ⊗ φY⊗Z) ◦ (idX ⊗ φ−1

Y⊗Z ◦ (φY ⊗ φZ))

= φ−1
X⊗Y⊗Z ◦ (φX ⊗ φY ⊗ φZ)

= φ−1
X⊗Y⊗Z ◦ (φX ⊗ φY ⊗ φZ)

= φ−1
X⊗Y⊗Z ◦ (φX⊗Y ⊗ φZ) ◦ (φ−1

X⊗Y ◦ (φX ⊗ φY )⊗ idZ)

= dφX⊗Y,Z ◦ (dφX,Y ⊗ idZ).

Finally, we show that B2(C) is the center of Z2(C). For ω ∈ Z2(C) and dφ ∈ B2(C), one
observes that, by naturality of φ and ω, respectively,

(ω ◦ dφ)X,Y = ωX,Y ◦ φ−1
X⊗Y ◦ (φX ⊗ φY )

= φ−1
X⊗Y ◦ ωX,Y ◦ (φX ⊗ φY )

= φ−1
X⊗Y ◦ (φX ⊗ φY ) ◦ ωX,Y

= (dφ ◦ ω)X,Y .
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Thus B2(C) is a central subgroup of Z2(C), and thus the quotient

H2
ℓ (C) := Z2(C)/B2(C), (4.21)

is well-defined. The group H2
ℓ (C) is known as the lazy cohomology group of C [9].

Parenthetically, we note that these concepts can also be understood in terms of monoidal
functors, which we review in Section 5.1. Indeed, a 2-cocycle ω is equivalently a monoidal
functor

(F = IdC, J) : C → C, (4.22)

where the underlying functor (5.1) is F = IdC, and the monoidal structure (5.2) is J = ω.
Moreover, a 2-coboundary is a monoidal autoequivalence (IdC, ω) equipped with a monoidal
natural isomorphism φ : (IdC , I) → (IdC, ω), where IX,Y = idX⊗Y . Finally, the lazy cohomol-
ogy group is the group of equivalence classes of the form (IdC, ω) modulo monoidal natural
isomorphisms.

We now show that, in direct generalization to the group-like orbifold case, passing from 2-
cocycles to cohomology classes amounts to removing physically-indistinguishable twists. This
follows from the observation that any algebra object (A, µ) is Morita equivalent to its twist
(A, µφ := µ ◦ dφA,A) by a 2-coboundary dφA,A. Then, since partition function computa-
tions only depend on the Morita equivalence class of A, and not on A itself, we are always
guaranteed to obtain physically-equivalent results with and without the dφ-twist.

Showing Morita equivalence between two algebra objects (A, µ), (A′, µ′) in C means ex-
hibiting an equivalence of categories of their modules in C

Mod(C, (A, µ)) ∼= Mod(C, (A′, µ′)). (4.23)

We now show that an equivalence between Mod(C, (A, µ)) and Mod(C, (A, µφ)) is realized
by the functor

F : Mod(C, (A, µ)) → Mod(C, (A, µφ)) (4.24)

: ((M, ρ)
f−→ (N, σ)) 7→ ((M, ρφ)

f−→ (N, σφ)) (4.25)

for ρφ := ρ ◦ (φA ⊗ idM) for any (A, µ)-module (R, ρ).

Suppose M is a left (A, µ)-module ρ : A ⊗ M → M . This means that the following
equation holds

ρ ◦ (µ⊗ idM) = ρ ◦ (idA ⊗ ρ). (4.26)
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Define a new morphism ρφ := ρ ◦ (φA ⊗ idM) : A⊗M → M . Then

ρφ ◦ (µφ ⊗ idM) = ρ ◦ (φA ⊗ idM) ◦ (µ ◦ φ−1
A⊗A ◦ (φA ⊗ φA)⊗ idM)

= ρ ◦ (µ ◦ (φA ⊗ φA)⊗ idM)

= ρ ◦ (µ⊗ idM) ◦ ((φA ⊗ φA)⊗ idM)

= ρ ◦ (idA ⊗ ρ) ◦ ((φA ⊗ φA)⊗ idM)

= ρ ◦ (φA ⊗ idM) ◦ (idA ⊗ ρ ◦ (φA ⊗ idM))

= ρφ ◦ (idA ⊗ ρφ),

which means that M is equivalently a (A, µφ)-module with action ρφ.

Now, given a morphism f : (M, ρ) → (N, σ) of (A, µ)-modules, that is, a morphism
f : M → N satisfying the identity

σ ◦ (idA ⊗ f) = f ◦ ρ, (4.27)

one observes that

σφ ◦ (idA ⊗ f) = σ ◦ (φA ⊗ idN) ◦ (idA ⊗ f)

= σ ◦ (idA ⊗ f) ◦ (φA ⊗ idM)

= f ◦ ρ ◦ (φA ⊗ idM)

= f ◦ ρφ,

showing that f : M → N is also a morphism f : (M, ρφ) → (N, σφ) of (A, µφ)-modules.

The functor F is clearly an equivalence of categories, with strict inverse given by

G : Mod(C, (A, µφ)) → Mod(C, (A, µ)) (4.28)

: ((M, ρ)
f−→ (N, σ)) 7→ ((M, ρφ−1)

f−→ (N, σφ−1)). (4.29)

This establishes that (A, µ) and (A, µφ) are Morita equivalent, thus showing that H2
ℓ (C)

precisely removes the physically-trivial information of 2-cocycles.

This means that the cocycle twist action (4.18) of 2-cocycles descends to a well-defined
twisting action of the lazy cohomology group H2

ℓ (C) on Morita equivalence classes of gauge-
able algebras, as claimed in (3.1):

twisting action : ([ω], [(A, µ, u,∆, uo)]) 7→ [(A, µ ◦ ωA,A, u, ω
−1
A,A ◦∆, uo)]. (4.30)

The reader should note that what we just showed is that any gaugeable algebra is al-
ways Morita equivalent to its twist by a 2-coboundary, but not that any algebra is Morita
inequivalent (hence physically-distinct) to its twist by a 2-cocycle with a nontrivial coho-
mology class. In particular, the twisting action (4.30) can have fixed elements. An obvious
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example is the trivial gaugeable algebra A = 1, which cannot be twisted nontrivially by any
2-cocycle ω independently of its cohomology class since ω1,1 = id1 by the normalization con-
dition (4.3). Thus, while twists by 2-coboundaries are always physically indistinguishable,
the nontriviality of twists by cocycles with nonzero cohomology class will depend on the
particular object it acts on. We will see a similar phenomenon in the context of twists of
monoidal functors in Section 5.1.

To summarize, we first described that there is a consistent definition of 2-cocycles for
non-invertible symmetries described by fusion categories. These 2-cocycles always form a
group. Then, we showed that these moreover come with a natural action on gaugeable
algebra structures, or discrete torsion choices, on any object. Finally, we showed that this
action, at the level of Morita equivalence, can only depend on the cohomology class of such
2-cocycles. Thus, we have the claimed action (3.1) of discrete torsion twists on discrete
torsion choices on any object A in the symmetry category:

twisting action : {C-d.t. twists} × {d.t. choices onA} −→ {d.t. choices onA} (4.31)

H2
ℓ (C)× {[A, µ,∆]Morita} −→ {[A, µ,∆]Morita} (4.32)

([ω], [A, µ,∆]Morita) 7→ [A, µω,∆ω]Morita, (4.33)

where µω := µ ◦ ωA,A and ∆ω := ω−1
A,A ◦∆.

The explicit definition of the group H2
ℓ (C) for a general monoidal category C is relatively

recent and has not been computed for a wide variety of monoidal categories. However, when
C is of the form Rep(H∗) for H∗ (the dual of) a Hopf algebra, the lazy cohomology group of
such a representation category coincides with the lazy cohomology group H2

ℓ (H) of the Hopf
algebra H, which is a more standard notion [10] for which some general results are known,
see e.g. [25].

In particular, the lazy cohomology of C = Rep(C[G]∗) ∼= VecG is simply the second group
cohomology group H2(G,U(1)) with coefficients in U(1), as we previously observed (c.f.
Equations 4.6, 4.7). Importantly, one should note that, in general,

H2
ℓ (C[G]) 6= H2

ℓ (C[G]∗), (4.34)

(and more generally H2
ℓ (H) 6= H2

ℓ (H∗)), which means that discrete torsion twists for VecG is
not the same as discrete torsion for Rep(G). An example of this mismatch is G = D4, where

H2
ℓ (VecD4) = H2(D4, U(1)) = Z2, (4.35)

H2
ℓ (Rep(D4)) = 0, (4.36)

where the cohomology group H2
ℓ (Rep(D4)) is shown to vanish in [25, Proposition 7.3]. We

will say more about this example in Section 5.2.
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4.3 Partition functions and multi-loop factorization

As we saw in the last section, discrete torsion twists are intrinsic to the fusion category C
and can be identified with its lazy cohomology group H2

ℓ (C). In the context of non-invertible
gaugings, discrete torsion of a class [ω] ∈ H2

ℓ (C) acts via a representative lazy 2-cocycle
ω ∈ Z2(C) on any given gaugeable algebra (A, µ,∆) by producing another gaugeable algebra
(A, µω,∆ω) where µω = µ ◦ ωA,A and ∆ω = ω−1

A,A ◦∆. This means that when one “turns on”
discrete torsion, we are more precisely talking about the action of a discrete torsion twists
on a fixed gaugeable algebra (A, µ,∆), which is the twisting action of discrete torsion twists
on discrete torsion choices on A.

However, in many cases one speaks of turning on discrete torsion for an object A when
there is an obvious choice of gaugeable algebra on A. This is the case, for example, of group-
like symmetries for A = ⊕g∈GUg the regular object in VecG. In that setting, the obvious
choice of gaugeable algebra structure (A, µ,∆) is given by (2.6, 2.7). Nevertheless, it is
equally valid to start with the algebra structure (A, µω,∆ω) and turn on discrete torsion,
say, by the 2-cocycle ω−1, which clearly returns (A, µ,∆). That is to say, what looks like
nontrivial discrete torsion for one choice of algebra may correspond to no discrete torsion for
a different choice of algebra. This is clarified by speaking of turning on discrete torsion as a
twist action on a discrete torsion choice.

Let us now concentrate on partition functions. Starting with a gaugeable algebra (A, µ,∆)
with partition function

Z =
∑

L1,L2,L3

µL3
L1,L2

∆L2,L1

L3
ZL3

L1,L2
,

a discrete torsion 2-cocycle ω will change this partition function to

Zω =
∑

L1,L2,L3

(µ ◦ ωA,A)
L3
L1,L2

(ω−1
A,A ◦∆)L2,L1

L3
ZL3

L1,L2
, (4.37)

=
∑

L1,L2,L3

(µω)
L3
L1,L2

(∆ω)
L2,L1

L3
ZL3

L1,L2
, (4.38)

which is computed using the same methods as for any gaugeable algebra. In general, the
change of coefficients due to the action of ω cannot be factored out. For the group-like case,
however, this is indeed possible and the expression (4.37) returns the familiar twist (2.14)
by nontrivial phases.

Let us spell out several consequences of this. First, since the partition function is a
physical quantity, the formalism of [15] ensures that this too will only depend on the Morita
equivalence class of the algebra (A, µω,∆ω). In particular, we showed in Section 4.2 that any
gaugeable algebra twisted by a 2-coboundary is Morita equivalent to the original algebra,
which then means that the partition function too is invariant under twists by 2-coboundaries,
as expected.
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L1 L2

L5 L1

L2

L6

L7 = 1

L3

L4

L8

L4

L3
L9

Figure 1: Example of multiloop factorization at genus 2. This shows a trivalent resolution
of genus 2 surface triangulation in terms of simple lines, which is factored along the line
L7 = 1. This diagram defines a genus 2 partial trace, which factors into a product of a pair
of genus 1 partial traces defined by the lines above and below L7.

Second, since the partition function with discrete torsion twist is simply the partition
function of another gaugeable algebra (A, µω,∆ω), this automatically implies triangulation
invariance and in particular modular invariance for the 2-torus, one of the main criteria
originally used to constrain the allowed phases.

Finally, we come to multi-loop factorization. This important property of partition func-
tions also played a role in the original derivation of discrete torsion. In theories gauged by
group-like symmetries, if we can write a genus g diagram as a product of genus a, b diagrams,
factored on the identity, where a+ b = g, then multiloop factorization is the statement that
the partition function of the genus g diagram should match the product of the two lower-
genus diagrams (up to a factor of |G|, which reflects Euler counterterm ambiguities).

Here, the same idea applies. Given a multiloop diagram, expressed as a combination
of multiplications µ and comultiplications ∆, if we can take an intermediate line to be the
identity so that the remaining lines describe a product of lower-genus diagrams, then the
partition function of the whole diagram should be the same as a product of lower-genus
diagrams (up to Euler counterterm ambiguities).

Let us analyze how this works for a genus 2 surface expressed as two 2-tori. The diagram
corresponding to the genus 2 surface in the special case the intermediate line is the identity
line is shown in Figure 1. Moreover, as explained in [11, Section 2.8], its partition function
can be read off from it as

Zg=2 =
∑

L1,···,L9

µL5
L1,L2

∆L6,L7

L5
∆L2,L1

L6
µL8
L3,L4

µL9
L7,L8

∆L4,L3

L9
ZL5,L6,L7,L8,L9

L1,L2,L3,L4
, (4.39)
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In the group-like case, the middle line L7, here set to 1, corresponds to the commutator
of the holonomy group elements of the pair of tori. Multiloop factorization in this special
case follows as

Zg=2 =
∑

a1,···,b2

µa1b1
a1,b1

∆a1b1,1
a1b1

∆b1,a1
a1b1

µa2b2
a2,b2

µa2b2
1,a2b2

∆b2,a2
a2b2

Za1,b1,a2,b2 (4.40)

= |G|
(
∑

a1,b1

µa1b1
a1,b1

∆a1b1,1
a1b1

∆b1,a1
a1b1

Za1,b1

)(
∑

a2,b2

µa2b2
a2,b2

µa2b2
1,a2b2

∆b2,a2
a2b2

Za2,b2

)
(4.41)

= Z2
g=1 (4.42)

if we take Za1,b1,a2,b2 = |G|Za1,b1Za2,b2 . This is an Euler counterterm choice, the same choice
as in the normalization of orbifold partition functions for genus g > 1.

In the more general case, we would still require L7 = 1, though we still have to sum over
the other lines. The partition function becomes

Zg=2 =
∑

L1,···,L9

µL5
L1,L2

∆L6,1
L5

∆L2,L1

L6
µL8
L3,L4

µL9
1,L8

∆L4,L3

L9
ZL5,L6,1,L8,L9

L1,L2,L3,L4
(4.43)

=

(
∑

L1,L2,L5,L6

µL5
L1,L2

∆L6,1
L5

∆L2,L1

L6
ZL5,L6

L1,L2

)(
∑

L3,L4,L8,L9

µL8
L3,L4

µL9
1,L8

∆L4,L3

L9
ZL8,L9

L3,L4

)
(4.44)

It is essential for multiloop factorization that µL
1,L = 1 for all lines L. This follows from6 the

unit axiom of the algebra, which forces the coefficient within the algebra to be exactly 1. (It
is also reflected in sensible choices of intertwiners, which are trivial for the fusion 1⊗L → L.)
Similarly, from the counit axiom, ∆L,1

L = 1/|A| for any L (a normalization which fixes the
Euler counterterms), and which is also reflected in trivial intertwiners.

All in all, and disregarding the additional factor of 1/|A| (e.g. by defining ZL5,L6,L8,L9

L1,L2,L3,L4
=

|A|ZL5,L6

L1,L2
ZL8,L9

L3,L4
) the coefficients multiplying the partial traces become

ǫL5,L6,L8,L9

L1,L2,L3,L4
= ǫL5,L6

L1,L2
· ǫL8,L9

L3,L4
, (4.45)

the statement of multi-loop factorization. One should note that this special scenario of
L7 = 1 does not necessarily imply any condition on the fusion coefficients of the L’s, it
merely requires that coefficients ∆L6,L7

L5
or µL9

L7,L8
associated to the Frobenius algebra A

vanish whenever L7 6= 1.

Given that multi-loop factorization is a property of partition functions of gaugeable
algebras, Equation (4.37) then implies that multi-loop factorization also holds when turning
on discrete torsion for any gaugeable algebra.

6We restrict to the usual case of dim(Hom(1, A)) = 1, which justifies the equation µL
1,L = 1.
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5 Discrete torsion twists on functors and actions

In Section 4, we saw how the characterization of discrete torsion twists as lazy 2-cocycles
gives rise to a natural action on the gaugeable algebras of a given symmetry category. In this
section, we describe how the twisting action of 2-cocycles extends to monoidal functors. Since
2-cocycles may be regarded as particular kinds of monoidal autoequivalences, the observation
is a special case of the well-known result that a composition of monoidal functors is monoidal
again but we provide a proof for completeness. This result is of particular interest when the
monoidal functors describe actions on other objects. Indeed, in the most general sense, one
can describe the action of a fusion category C on a mathematical object V whenever the
endomorphisms of V form a tensor category E := End⊗(V), by specifying a tensor functor
F : C → E (and in fact it is also interesting to consider weakening of this to quasi-tensor
functors, as we will also discuss). The object V may be another fusion category, for example,
so that V becomes a C-module category. But V may instead be gerbe with connection over
some manifold M , and the action of C is described again in terms of a tensor functor.

After presenting the result concerning discrete torssion twists on monoidal functors, we
specialize to twists on functors describing the following cases:

• fiber functors to Vec (Section 5.2),

• pure gauge non-invertible actions on B-fields (Section 5.3),

• anomalous actions (Section 5.4).

5.1 Monoidal functors

Let C and E be monoidal categories. We say that (F, J) is a monoidal functor [26] from C
to E

(F, J) : C → E , (5.1)

if F is a functor of the underlying categories, and J is a natural isomorphism

C × C C

E × E E

⊗C

F×F F

⊗E

J (5.2)
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naturally satisfying the following commutative diagram for all objects X, Y, Z ∈ ob(C):

(F (X)⊗ F (Y ))⊗ F (Z) F (X)⊗ (F (Y )⊗ F (Z))

F (X ⊗ Y )⊗ F (Z) F (X)⊗ F (Y ⊗ Z)

F ((X ⊗ Y )⊗ Z) F (X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z))

aF (X),F (Y ),F (Z)

JX,Y ⊗idF (Z) idF (X)⊗JY,Z

JX⊗Y,Z JX,Y⊗Z

F (aX,Y,Z)

(5.3)

Let (ω : ⊗ ⇒ ⊗) ∈ Z2(C) be a 2-cocycle. We now show that we can define a new
monoidal functor (F ′, J ′) by setting F ′ = F and J ′ computed as the composition of natural
isomorphisms

C × C

E × E E

F × F

⊗E

F⊗C

F⊗C

J

Fω

(5.4)

with Fω the whiskering of ω by F whose components are defined as

(Fω)X,Y = F (ωX,Y ). (5.5)

This means that the components of J ′ are computed as the composition

J ′
X,Y : F (X)⊗E F (Y )

JX,Y−−−→ F (X ⊗C Y )
F (ωX,Y )−−−−−→ F (X ⊗C Y ). (5.6)

Defined in this way J ′ is clearly a natural isomorphism. It remains to show that it is
furthermore a monoidal structure, that is, that is satisfies the commutative diagram (5.3).
This is seen as follows:

J ′
X,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ J ′

Y,Z) ◦ aF (X),F (Y ),F (Z)

= F (ωX,Y⊗Z) ◦ JX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idF (X) ⊗ (F (ωY,Z) ◦ JY,Z)) ◦ aF (X),F (Y ),F (Z)

= F (ωX,Y⊗Z) ◦ F (idX ⊗ ωY,Z) ◦ JX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idF (X) ⊗ JY,Z)) ◦ aF (X),F (Y ),F (Z)

= F (aX,Y,Z ◦ ωX⊗Y,Z ◦ (ωX,Y ⊗ idZ) ◦ F (a−1
X,Y,Z)) ◦ F (aX,Y,Z) ◦ JX⊗Y,Z ◦ (JX,Y ⊗ idF (Z))

= F (aX,Y,Z) ◦ F (ωX⊗Y,Z) ◦ JX⊗Y,Z ◦ ((F (ωX,Y ) ◦ JX,Y )⊗ idZ)

= F (aX,Y,Z) ◦ J ′
X⊗Y,Z ◦ (J ′

X,Y ⊗ idZ).
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This follows from using naturality of J , as well as the explicit form (4.5) of the 2-cocycle iden-
tity. This establishes that for any monoidal functor (F, J) and discrete torsion representative
ω, we can define another monoidal functor (F, J ′ := Fω ◦ J).

Therefore, just as for algebras (4.18), we have a cocycle twist action on monoidal functors:

cocycle twist : (ω, (F, J)) 7→ (F, Fω ◦ J). (5.7)

Now, the twisted monoidal functor explicitly has a different natural transformation when-
ever ω 6= id⊗, yet in the context of gaugeable algebras we saw that 2-coboundaries never carry
physically-meaningful information. Here we observe essentially the same result, which says
that a functor and its twist by a 2-coboundary are always monoidally naturally isomorphic.

The result follows directly from inspecting the definition of monoidal natural isomor-
phism, which we recall now. Given a pair of monoidal functors

(F, J), (F ′, J ′) : C → E ,

a monoidal natural isomorphism η : (F, J) → (F ′, J ′) is [26] a natural isomorphism of the
underlying functors η : F → F ′ such that the following diagram commutes

F (X)⊗ F (Y ) F ′(X)⊗ F ′(Y )

F (X ⊗ Y ) F ′(X ⊗ Y )

ηX⊗ηY

JX,Y J ′
X,Y

ηX⊗Y

. (5.8)

Now consider a monoidal functor (F, J) and its twist (F, Fdφ ◦ J) by a 2-coboundary dφ.
Then η := Fφ−1 : (F, J) → (F, Fdφ ◦ J) exhibits a monoidal natural isomorphism. It
is a natural isomorphism of F since it is the whiskering of a natural isomorphism of idC.
Furthermore, the diagram (5.8) is satisfied as

(FdφX,Y ◦ JX,Y ) ◦ (ηX ⊗ ηY ) = FdφX,Y ◦ JX,Y ◦ (Fφ−1
X ⊗ Fφ−1

Y )

= Fφ−1
X⊗Y ◦ F (φX ⊗ φY ) ◦ JX,Y ◦ (FφX ⊗ FφY )

= Fφ−1
X⊗Y ◦ JX,Y

= ηX⊗Y ◦ JX,Y ,

by using the naturality of J .

This provides the analogue of the twisting action (4.30) of the lazy cohomology groups
but now at the level of monoidal equivalence classes of functors

twisting action : ([ω], [(F, J)]) 7→ [(F, Fω ◦ J)]. (5.9)
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In many cases, the converse statement, which says that if a functor and its twist are
naturally isomorphic then the twisting cocycle is a coboundary, will hold. For example, in
the case of twists of the trivial monoidal autoequivalence (IdC, I) : C → C by a 2-cocycle
the converse holds essentially by definition. This is also true for twists of a fiber functor on
VecG, which we discuss in Section 5.2. However, just as for twists of gaugeable algebra, one
should be aware that the converse will not hold in general, as one can see from the following
example.

Consider the categories CA
Z2

whose objects Ug are labeled by the elements g ∈ Z2 endowed
with a strictly associative monoidal product given by the product on Z2, and where the hom-
spaces are

Hom(Ug, Uh) =

{
∅, if g 6= h

A, g = h
(5.10)

for A an abelian group. These categories are the ones described in [26, Example 2.3.6].
Specializing to A = Z2, U(1), we have a monoidal functor

(F, J) := CZ2
Z2

→ CU(1)
Z2

, (5.11)

where F (Ug) = Ug, and the action of F on the morphisms is given by the injective homo-
morphism ı : Z2 →֒ U(1). The natural isomorphisms JX,Y are all the identity.

Now, discrete torsion in CZ2
Z2

is clearly classified by the second group cohomology group
H2(Z2,Z2) = Z2. Since the cocycles are normalized, the generator ω has identity components
for all pairs in Z2 except for

ω(Uz, Uz) = −idUz⊗Uz
. (5.12)

Twisting the functor (5.11) by this cocycle changes the monoidal structure J to be the
nonidentity morphism for the pair (Uz, Uz) as

J ′
Uz,Uz

= F (ωUz,Uz
) ◦ JUz ,Uz

= −idUz⊗Uz
. (5.13)

In group theoretic terms, this can be understood as the image of the 2-cocycle ω under the
pushforward

ı∗ : Z
2(Z2,Z2) → Z2(Z2, U(1)), (5.14)

induced by the inclusion ı. This pushforward exists because both coefficient groups are taken
to be trivial Z2-modules. The crucial point is that H2(Z2, U(1)) = 0, so that this cocycle
must be trivialized. In group cohomology, the image of such cocycle is the coboundary

ı∗ω = δφ (5.15)

of the 1-chain φ : Z2 → U(1) defined as φ(z) = i. At the level of categories, this trivialization
is realized as a monoidal natural isomorphism η : (F, J) → (F, F (ω) ◦ J) whose components
are

ηU1 = idU1 ; ηUz
= i idUz

, (5.16)
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since

J ′
Uz,Uz

◦ (ηUz
⊗ ηUz

) = F (ωUz,Uz
) ◦ JUz ,Uz

◦ (ηUz
⊗ ηUz

)

= idUz⊗Uz

= ηUz⊗Uz
◦ JUz ,Uz

.

Thus in this case the original functor is naturally isomorphic to its twist even though the
twisting cocycle has a nontrivial cohomology class. This is consistent since the monoidal
natural transformation realizing the equivalence between the original functor and the twisted
functor does not come from a natural transformation on the source category (e.g. a 2-
coboundary), as in particular the complex number i is not part of the morphisms in C

Z2
Z2
.

This again shows that while twists by 2-coboundaries are always trivial, in the sense of
Morita equivalence for algebras and monoidal natural equivalence for monoidal functors, the
nontriviality of a twist by a 2-cocycle with nonzero cohomology class will depend on the
specific object it acts on. In particular, there can be monoidal functors that are fixed by the
twisting action.

All in all, these observations provide an analogue of the twisting action (4.32) but now
on equivalence classes of monoidal functors:

twisting action : {C-d.t. twists} × {(F, J) : C → E} −→ {(F, J) : C → E} (5.17)

H2
ℓ (C)× {[(F, J) : C → E ]} −→ {[(F, J) : C → E ]} (5.18)

(ω, [(F, J) : C → E ]) 7→ [(F, Fω ◦ J) : C → E ], (5.19)

where the equivalence classes are equivalence classes of monoidal naturally isomorphic monoidal
functors.

5.2 Fiber functors

We now apply this result to functors to the category E = Vec of vector spaces. This situation
in particular describes the relation between discrete torsion twists and fiber functors, which,
as discussed in Section 3, for the regular object R provide an equivalent characterization
of discrete torsion choices on R. In particular, a discrete torsion twist generally is not the
same as a fiber functor, but acts on these. To make this difference clear, we will also discuss
examples with no discrete torsion twists but multiple inequivalent fiber functors, and later
in Section 5.4 we will discuss the opposite case, that of discrete torsion twists with no fiber
functors.

Assume the fusion category C admits an action on Vec. Since End⊗(Vec) ∼= Vec, a C-
action on Vec is equivalently a fiber functor (F, J) : C → Vec. Then one can twist this
fiber functor by a 2-cocycle ω using the twisting action (5.18) to obtain a new fiber functor
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(F, F (ω) ◦ J). In particular, by the discussion in Section 3 this is the specialization of the
twisting action (4.32) on discrete torsion choices on the regular object in C.

This carries a number of subtleties we think important to highlight. An illustrative
example is provided by the category Rep(C[G]∗) = VecG of G-graded vector spaces with
trivial associator. By the Tannaka reconstruction theorem (see e.g. [26, Theorem 5.2.3]),
this category admits at least one fiber functor (F, J), the fiber functor that reconstructs
the Hopf algebra as End(F, J) = C[G]∗. Given that F (Ug) = 1 ∈ ob(Vec) for all simples,
the natural isomorphisms that characterize the fiber functor are non-zero complex numbers
JUg,Uh

∈ C× ⊂ Hom(1⊗1,1), or more precisely U(1) phases assuming a normalization condi-
tion, required to satisfy the monoidal structure diagram (5.3), which is simply the 2-cocycle
condition for group 2-cocycles Z2(G,U(1)). Now, in particular, there is the fiber functor
(F, I) where one takes IUg,Uh

:= 1 for all simples. One can see from the defining diagram
(5.8) that the 2-cocycle described by any fiber functor (F, J) admitting a monoidal natural
isomorphism from (F, I) has a trivial cohomology class, meaning that equivalence classes of
monoidal functors are classified by the second group cohomology group H2(G,U(1)). This
is, as expected, the same situation encountered at the level of algebras for group-like sym-
metries (3.2). However, as we learned, it is more fruitful to keep the distinction between
choices of structure (be it algebras, or fiber functors), and twists of these, so that even when
the choices no longer form a set, we still have a well-defined twisting action.

A different situation where the distinction between discrete torsion twists and fiber func-
tors is made evident is the case of Tambara-Yamagami (TY) categories [27], fusion categories
C(A, χ, τ) whose simple objects are labeled by elements g of an abelian group A and an ad-
ditional simple m, satisfying the fusion rules

g ⊗ h = gh,

g ⊗m = m⊗ g = m,

m⊗m = ⊕g∈A g,

and whose associator is determined by a bicharacter χ : A × A → C× and a square root
τ 2 = |A|. In [28, Proposition 1], it is shown in particular that any monoidal autoequiva-
lence (F, J) : C(A, χ, τ) → C(A, χ, τ) with F = IdC(A,χ,τ) is necessarily monoidal naturally
isomorphic to the trivial monoidal natural equivalence (IdC(A,χ,τ), I), which as discussed in
Section 4.2 (c.f. Equation 4.22) equivalently means that discrete torsion is always trivial
for these categories. However, in [28, Section 3] it is shown that in general these categories
admit different equivalence classes7 of fiber functors.

The particular case where the fusion category C is the TY category (non-canonically)
equivalent to Rep(D4), the category of representations of the dihedral group of order 8,
connects in a noteworthy way to the discussion on gaugeable objects and discrete torsion in

7In this context, two fiber functors are considered equivalent if one can be obtained by precomposing the
other with a monoidal autoequivalence of C(A,χ, τ).
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Section 4. The existence of different classes of fiber functors was used in [14, Section 3.5],
based on the observations in [29, Section 2.4], to identify the Morita inequivalent gaugeable
algebra structures [µ,∆] that the regular object R in C admits. The general mechanism
that gives rise to this correspondence was described in [11, Section 2.5]: by the Tannaka
reconstruction theorem [26], choosing a fiber functor (F, J) : C → Vec allows to identify
C with Rep(H(F,J)), where H(F,J) = End(F, J) is the Hopf algebra of endomorphisms of
the fiber functor (F, J). Then one can endow the regular object R with a gaugeable algebra
structure by constructing a Frobenius algebra from the dual Hopf algebra H∗

(F,J) by following

the Larson-Sweedler process [30]. Since the vector space of integrals of finite-dimensional
Hopf algebras is one-dimensional, this process gives a unique Frobenius algebra for each fiber
functor.

Nevertheless, these algebra structures on the regular object of Rep(D4), i.e. discrete
torsion choices on the regular object, are never obtained one from the other by discrete
torsion twists, as all lazy 2-cocycles in this case are 2-coboundaries and thus the twisting
action is necessarily trivial. We emphasize that fiber functors and gaugeable algebras are
choices of structures, whereas a discrete torsion twist is observed through its action on
such choices. The full relevance of this statement will be observed in Section 5.3, where we
properly talk about concrete actions on 2d theories and their relation to discrete torsion.
Furthermore, as we have seen, there are cases like that of Rep(D4), where there are no
discrete torsion twists, but there do exist multiple discrete torsion choices for the regular
object, or inequivalent fiber functors.

Yet a different scenario where this distinction is made explicit is given by relaxing the
condition (5.3) of monoidal structures. We will return to this in Section 5.4. This series
of examples highlights that the classification of discrete torsion choices is generally different
from that of discrete torsion twists, in spite of incidental coincidences. Nevertheless, keeping
this distinction allows us to preserve a notion of twisting action even when the choices only
form a set.

5.3 Non-invertible gauge actions on B-fields

We now concentrate on the case where E = Mor(L,L) is the category of non-invertible gauge
transformations of a B-field on a smooth manifold M . Mathematically, this corresponds to
the endomorphisms of a line bundle gerbe L with connection over M . In this case, monoidal
functors (5.1), in fact tensor functors, from a fusion category C to E describe C-actions on
a gerbe, much as in the case of finite group actions on U(1) bundle gerbes with connection
described in [2–4]. In particular, this setting shows that the generalization of discrete torsion
as lazy cohomology of C allows for its explicit application to a wide variety of settings of
physical interest.

We emphasize that we regard the B-field as being modeled by a line bundle gerbe with
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connection, as opposed to by a U(1) bundle gerbe with connection. Though it is true that
every gerbe of the latter class gives rise to one of the former class, in direct analogy to
how a principal U(1) bundle gives rise to a complex line bundle, we deliberately use this
terminology to refer to the fact that we consider the extended notion of morphisms that
include non-invertible ones, as first described in [31], which is a trait of main interest in
the context of generalized symmetries. We first review the relevant definitions to make this
setting concrete.

A U(1) bundle gerbe can be thought of as the first higher generalization (in the sense
of higher category theory) of a principal U(1) bundle. Even though it is genuinely a higher
object, it can be defined in terms of more classical data provided one uses a surjective
submersion. For this we follow [32]. Thus, a U(1) bundle gerbe over M consists of:

• A surjective submersion π : Y → M ,

• A principal U(1) bundle P → Y [2] over the fiber product Y [2] := {(y1, y2) ∈ Y ×
Y |π(y1) = π(y2)},

• A smooth isomorphism of principal U(1) bundles

µ(y1,y2,y3) : P(y1,y2) ⊗ P(y2,y3)

∼=−→ P(y1,y3), (5.20)

on Y [3] called the multiplication morphism, which satisfies the associativity diagram

P(y1,y2) ⊗ P(y2,y3) ⊗ P(y3,y4) P(y1,y2) ⊗ P(y2,y4)

P(y1,y3) ⊗ P(y3,y4) P(y1,y4)

idP(y1,y2)
⊗µ(y2,y3,y4)

µ(y1,y2,y3)
⊗idP(y3,y4)

µ(y1,y2,y4)

µ(y1,y3,y4)

(5.21)

These are the geometric realizations of the cohomology classes H2(M,U(1)) as follows.
Choose a sufficiently fine good cover {Ui}i∈I . Then there are sections si : Ui → Y , and
since the cover is good the (pullback) principal U(1) bundle over

∐
ij Uij for Uij := Ui ∩ Uj

is trivial. Thus, we can choose sections σij : Uij → P , such that σij(u) ∈ Psa(u),sb(u), so that
the multiplication morphism µijk satisfies

σijσjk = σikµijk. (5.22)

Furthermore, the associativity diagram becomes the identity

µijlµjkl = µiklµijk, (5.23)

which means that µijk is a Čech 2-cocycle valued in U(1). The cohomology class [µ] in
H3(M,Z) of a gerbe obtained in this way is called its Dixmier-Douady class, which is in-
dependent of the choice of good cover and sections. Furthermore, it classifies the gerbe up
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to (stable) isomorphism, and in fact for any Dixmier-Douady class one can always find a
gerbe whose surjective submersion π : Y → M is given by Y =

∐
i∈I Ui an open cover [33].

Therefore, without loss of generality we can work with gerbes of this form.

We now define a connection on a U(1) bundle gerbe (Y, P, µ). For this, we define

Y [2] ◦ Y [2] := {(x, y)× (y, z) ∈ Y [2] × Y [2]},

and by P ◦ P we denote the restriction of the bundle P ⊗ P → Y [2] × Y [2] to Y [2] ◦ Y [2]. Let
∇ be a connection on P , then this induces a connection ∇◦∇ on P ◦P . We say ∇ is a U(1)
bundle gerbe connection if its is compatible with the multiplication map µ : P ◦ P → P ,
that is, the multiplication maps ∇ ◦∇ to ∇.

At this point, with the appropriate notion of automorphism categories, one can already
talk about higher group actions on 2d σ-models. However, we are interested in also observing
non-invertible symmetries. For this reason, we now pass to the setting of line bundle gerbes.
In particular for the appropriate notion of morphisms, we follow [31]. An extensive review
of this content can also be found in [34].

Recall that any principal U(1) bundle gives rise to a line bundle via its fundamental
representation ρ : U(1) →֒ GL1(C) = C×. The same is true for U(1) and line bundle gerbes,
which explains the similarity in definitions. A line bundle gerbe over a manifold M consists
of the following data:

• A surjective submersion π : Y → M ,

• A line bundle L → Y [2] over the fiber product Y [2] := {(y1, y2) ∈ Y ×Y | π(y1) = π(y2)},
• A smooth isomorphism of line bundles, the multiplication morphism,

µ(y1,y2,y3) : L(y1,y2) ⊗ L(y2,y3)

∼=−→ L(y1,y3), (5.24)

on Y [3], satisfying the associativity diagram 5.21 (at the level of line bundle morphisms).

As expected, this definition is obtained simply by considering the associated line bundle
of the principal U(1) bundle P → Y [2] that defines a U(1) gerbe over M .

Furthermore, the notion of connection on U(1) bundle gerbes extends to line bundle
gerbes. A connection ∇ on a line bundle gerbe is defined as a connection on the line bundle
L → Y [2] compatible with the multiplication morphism µ of line bundles, explicitly

∇ ◦ µ = µ ◦ (∇⊗ 1 + 1⊗∇). (5.25)

Since line bundle gerbes are higher objects, they also feature higher morphisms, in the
sense that the collection of line bundle gerbes over a space M forms a 2-category (with
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extra structure). The relevant aspect for the present purpose is the definition of 1- and
2-morphisms between gerbes, which we recall now.

Given a pair of line bundle gerbes with connection L1 = (L1, µ1,∇1), L2 = (L2, µ2,∇2),
a 1-morphism of line bundle gerbes consists of:

• a surjective submersion ζ : Z → Y1 ⊗M Y2,

• a hermitian vector bundle E → Z of rank n with connection,

• an isomorphism of hermitian vector bundles with connection over Z ×M Z

α : L1,(z1,z2) ⊗ Ez2 → Ez1 ⊗ L2,(z1,z2),

satisfying the commutative diagram of bundles over Z ×M Z ×M Z

L1,(z1,z2) ⊗ L1,(z2,z3) ⊗Ez3

L1,(z1,z2) ⊗Ez2 ⊗ L2,(z2,z3) L1,(z1,z3) ⊗Ez3

Ez1 ⊗ L2,(z1,z2) ⊗ L2,(z2,z3) Ez1 ⊗ L2,(z1,z3)

µ1,(z1,z2,z3)
⊗11⊗α(z2,z3)

α(z1,z2)⊗1 α(z1,z2)

1⊗µ2,(z1,z2,z3)

.

(5.26)

The composition of 1-morphisms L1
(E,α)−−−→ L2

(E′,α′)−−−−→ is defined by the surjective submer-
sion Z×Y2Z

′ → Y1×M Y3, vector bundle prZE⊗prZ′E ′, and isomorphism (pr
[2]∗
Z α)◦(pr[2]∗Z′ α′),

for prZ(′) : Z ×Y2 Z
′ → Z(′).

We pause to discuss some points about 1-morphisms before moving on to 2-morphisms.
First, note that the 1-morphisms are described by vector bundles of rank n not necessarily
1. In contrast, U(1) bundle gerbe morphisms are commonly described by principal U(1)
bundles (subject to some conditions), which after linearization describe only vector bundles
of rank n = 1. In fact, 1-morphisms of line bundle gerbes are (stable) isomorphisms if and
only if their corresponding vector bundles are of rank 1 [31, Section 1.3]. However, even
though the morphisms with vector bundles of rank n > 1 are not isomorphisms, they still
have duals, as described in [31, Section 1.4], which in the context of generalized symmetries
serves as a suitable weakening of invertibility that partly justifies regarding non-invertible
transformations as symmetries.

A second important fact is that the composition of 1-morphisms as defined here is strictly
associative [31, Proposition 1]. We will make use of this fact below when defining fusion
category actions.
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Moreover, as mentioned in [34, Example 4.7], a more explicit form of 1-morphisms is
given when both line bundle gerbes (L1, µ1), (L2, µ2) are subordinated to an open cover
Y1 = Y2 =

∐
i∈I Ui. In such a case, a 1-morphism consists of vector bundles with connection

Ei → Ui with isomorphisms of vector bundles with connection

αij : L1,ij ⊗ Ej

∼=−→ Ei ⊗ L2,ij . (5.27)

If furthermore the cover is good then these are just transition functions αij : Uab → GL(n)
(or to U(n) in the case of Hermitian bundles), where the diagram (5.26) describes twisted
vector bundles

µ2,ijkαijαjk = αikµ2,ijk. (5.28)

As is familiar from the literature of Chan-Paton vector bundles on D-branes, the notion
of twisted vector bundles only makes sense when the difference of Dixmier-Douady classes
classified inH3(M,Z) of the source and target gerbes is torsional if one wants to keep the rank
of the vector bundle finite. In the present article we will only concentrate on the category
of morphisms E = Mor(L,L), where this issue clearly does not play a role. However, this
means that the C-actions described by tensor functors to E are pure higher (but potentially
non-invertible) gauge transformations of L, implying in particular that C acts completely
trivially on the base space M . A more encompassing notion of action should also involve a
nontrivial action on M , so that to each object C of the acting fusion category C one assigns
functorially another gerbe LC along with a (not necessarily invertible) 1-morphism of gerbes

η : L → LC . (5.29)

This last condition ensures that the curvature H := curv(B) ∈ Ω3(M) does not change. For
example, in the case of finite group actions, to each group element g ∈ G the assigned gerbe
is simply the pullback gerbe g∗L, where g acts on M via a diffeomorphism. An assignment
such as (5.29) may be regarded as the linear non-invertible generalization of the higher group
extensions described in [35, 36]. This generalization would take us too far from the topic of
discrete torsion but we hope to return to this in future work.

We now proceed to describe 2-morphisms. Let Y12 = Y1 ×M Y2. We consider triples
(W,ω, β) where ω : W → Z1 ×Y12 Z2 is a surjective submersion, and β : ω∗

1E1 → ω∗
2E2 is a

morphism of vector bundles over W satisfying the commutative diagram over W ×M W ’:

L1,(w1,w2) ⊗E1,w2 E1,w1 ⊗ L2,(w1,w2)

L1,(w1,w2) ⊗E2,w2 E2,w1 ⊗ L2,(w1,w2)

α1,(w1,w2)

1⊗βw2 βw1⊗1

α2,(w1,w2)

(5.30)

A 2-morphism is an equivalence class of such triples, where any two pairs (W,ω, β), (W ′, ω′, β ′)
are equivalent if there exists a manifold X with surjective submersions to W and W ′ forming
a commutative diagram
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X W

W ′ Z1 ×Y12 Z2

ω

ω′

such that the pullback to X of β, β ′ along such surjective submersions coincides.

One can define horizontal and vertical compositions for 2-morphisms. Not surprisingly,
the 1- and 2-morphisms between any two line bundle gerbes form themselves a category.
A less trivial fact is that this are furthermore semisimple abelian and cartesian symmetric
monoidal categories, where the product corresponds to the direct sum on vector bundles [34,
Theorem 4.27]. Given a pair of 1-morphisms (E1, α1, ζ1), (E2, α2, ζ2) : Li → Lj, their direct
sum (F, β, ζ) is given by the direct sum of pullback vector bundles

F := pr∗Z1
E1 ⊕ pr∗Z2

E2 → Z1 ×Y12 Z2 =: Z,

with isomorphism of vector bundles with connection given by

β(z1,z2) := (drL2,(z1,z2))
−1 ◦ (α1,(z1,z2) ⊕ α2,(z1,z2)) ◦ dlL1,(z1,z2),

for α1, α2 pulled back to Z from Z1, Z2, respectively, and the distribution isomorphisms
denoted as

dlL : L⊗ (E1 ⊕ E2) → (L⊗ E1)⊕ (L⊗ E2),

dlL : (E1 ⊕ E2)⊗ L → (E1 ⊗ L)⊕ (E2 ⊗ L).

By unpacking these definitions we can see that the morphism category Mor(L,L) is simply
the category of hermitian vector bundles with connection over M :

E = Mor(L,L) ∼= HVBdl∇(M). (5.31)

In particular, the composition of morphisms is given by the tensor product, which is strictly
associative [31, Proposition 1]. Under these two operations the category E becomes a dis-
tributive category.

All in all, to describe the action of a fusion category C on a 2d σ-model on M , where C
acts as pure higher but not necessarily invertible gauge transformations, trivially on M , it
suffices to endow C with a tensor functor

(F, J) : C → E ∼= HVBdl∇(M) (5.32)

to the category of hermitian vector bundles with connection on M .
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We therefore see that, in particular, to each simple object U ∈ ob(C) we assign a hermi-
tian vector bundle VU with connection, and to each morphism in C we assign a morphism
(5.30) of vector bundles. Moreover, the monoidal structure J describes a family of natural
isomorphisms of vector bundles

JX,Y : VX ⊗ VY
∼−→ VX⊗Y , (5.33)

satisfying the diagram (5.3), hence what is understood as a trivialization of the image of the
associator in C, realized as a natural isomorphism of vector bundles,

F (aX,Y,Z) ◦ JX⊗Y,Z ◦ (JX,Y ⊗ idUZ
) = JX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idUX

⊗ JY,Z), (5.34)

since HVBdl∇(M) is strictly associative.

A good consistency check is the description of the pure gauge action of finite groups on
gerbes. Indeed, the statements above say that a finite group G acts through its comodule
category8:

F : Comod(C[G]) ∼= VecG → HVBdl∇(M). (5.35)

Assuming without loss of generality that the line bundle gerbe L is subordinate to some
open cover {Ui}i∈I , from Equation (5.28) we see that the line bundle Lg assigned to each
simple Ug is characterized by some Čech 2-cochains labeled by the group elements g ∈ G

1 = νg
αβν

g
βγν

g
γα,

This agrees with the requirement imposed in [4, Equation 6] for the special case of trivial
action on the base, which translates to g∗hαβγ = hαβγ where hαβγ is the Čech cocycle
that determines the bundle gerbe. Moreover, the monoidal structure condition (5.34) on
the simples implies that the natural isomorphisms (5.33) described by cochains (5.30) are
actually Čech 2-cocycles, as deduced in [4, Equation 7,8] for trivial g∗ pullbacks

νg1g2
αβ = νg2

αβ ν
g1
αβ h

g1,g2
α (hg1,g2

β )−1,

(hg1,g2g3
α )(hg2,g3

α ) = (hg1,g2
α )(hg1g2,g3

α ).

The information about the action on the connective structure as listed in [4, p.8] is also
determined by the monoidal functor, as one can readily verify in a way analogous to what we
just presented. However, the tensor functor also determines the action of the non-invertible
objects. The functor states that the non-invertible gauge transformation associated with a
non-invertible object O in C, which by semisimplicity of C is isomorphic to a sum of simples

O ∼=
⊕

g∈G

Ng
OUg, (5.36)

8Note that since non-isomorphic Hopf algebras may have equivalent representation categories (e.g. the
group algebras of isocategorical groups [37]), non-isomorphic Hopf algebras may act identically on a given
gerbe.
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for Ng
O ∈ N, is realized by a hermitian vector bundle VO with connection that is isomorphic

to the Whitney sum of the Lg line bundles assigned to the simples

VO = F (O) ∼=
⊕

g∈G

Ng
OLg, (5.37)

something that is expected but not visible by only looking at invertible actions of G on a
U(1) bundle gerbe. This shows that (5.35) is the correct linear extension of a group action
on a bundle gerbe with connection with trivial action on the base.

An immediate generalization of the situation above is the description of actions of (finite-
dimensional semisimple) Hopf algebras H, which again acts through its comodule category:

(F, J) : Rep(H∗) → HVBdl∇(M). (5.38)

Let us briefly comment on the existence of these actions. One can see that in general there
are more fusion categories admitting pure gauge actions on a gerbe than fusion categories
admitting a fiber functor (U, J) to Hilbf.d. the category of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.
This is because if a category admits such a fiber functor (U, J), then it admits an action on
any gerbe via the inclusion

Hilbf.d. →֒ HVBdl∇(M), (5.39)

H 7→ M ×H, (5.40)

with trivial connective structure. However, an arbitrary action (F, J) : C → HVBdl∇(M)
does not necessarily factor through Hilbf.d..

While admitting a pure gauge action on a gerbe is thus a weaker requirement than
admitting a fiber functor to Hilbf.d., many common categories still do not admit actions
of this form. This situation can be noticeably improved by also admitting quasi-monoidal
functors, which as explained in Section 5.4 amounts to allowing for anomalous actions. Yet,
fusion categories with objects with non-integer quantum dimensions still do not admit an
action in this sense, such as the Ising category which contains a non-invertible simple object,
the Kramers-Wannier duality defect, whose quantum dimension is

√
2. This indicates that

some refinements to the notion of action are necessary, including a nontrivial action on the
phase space, and the description of fully quantum (as opposed to prequantum) actions.

Finally, we come to the role of discrete torsion twists on these actions. Assuming the
fusion category C admits a pure gauge action (F, J) on a gerbe, one can now act (5.18)
by discrete torsion twists to get a different action. Thus, here the choice of structure is
the action, on which discrete torsion twists act. Since the twist by discrete torsion does
not change the underlying functor F , the vector bundles assigned by the twisted functor do
not change. On the other hand, the monoidal structure does change, and in particular one
obtains morphisms of vector bundles

F (ωX,Y ) : VX⊗Y

∼=−→ VX⊗Y , (5.41)
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for each natural isomorphism ωX,Y in C. In this sense, in the context of 2d QFT’s coming
from σ-models on line bundle gerbes with connection, the discrete torsion twists acts (but
is not) some given C-action (F, J) to the action (F, Fω ◦ J), and is observed on the gerbe as
a natural collection of invertible 1-form symmetries FωX,Y that depends (via whiskering) on
a prescribed 0- and 1-form C-symmetry (F, ω). This collection further satisfies a 2-cocycle
condition described by the image of (4.3),(4.5) under F .

We finish this subsection by specializing to the case when the gerbe is subordinate to a
cover, and C = VecG. In this setting, the morphisms of vector bundles for the simples are
the Čech cochains ωg,h

α assigned to each group element described in [4, Equation 14]:

ωg,h
α =

hg,h
α

h
g,h

α

, (5.42)

where hg,h and h
g,h

are natural isomorphisms Jg,h of the twisted and original action functors,
respectively.

One should note the difference between the derivation in the present article and that in [4].
In the cited article, the cochains (5.42) are defined as a ratio of two arbitrary group actions
(possibly acting nontrivially on the base), and it is then observed that these cochains are
actually cocycles. Here, by contrast, that such cochains are cocycles follows automatically,
since we are considering the ratio of some (pure gauge) group action F and its twist by
a 2-cocycle ω in VecG, which by construction is the whiskering F (ω). Note moreover that
if the action (F, J) of VecG factors through Hilbf.d. (5.39, 5.40), the transition functions in
HVBdl∇(M) assigned to the components F (ωg,h) of the simples are genuine group 2-cocycles
classified in H2(G,U(1)), which is the specialization to topologically-trivial principal U(1)
bundles described in [4, Section 3.3].

5.4 Anomalies and quasi-monoidal functors

We finalize this section by exploring some of the consequences of relaxing the notion of a
monoidal functor to that of a quasi-monoidal functor by dropping the condition (5.3). This
means that a quasi-monoidal functor is again a pair

(Q, j) : C → E , (5.43)

where Q is a functor of underlying categories, and j is a natural isomorphism (5.2)

C × C C

E × E E

⊗C

Q×Q Q

⊗E

j
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without further requirements. These functors, as we describe below, are intimately related
to the notion of anomalies. In particular, we will see that one can have discrete torsion twists
without a fiber functor.

The important observation for discrete torsion is that given a quasi-monoidal functor
(Q, j) one may also twist it by a 2-cocycle ω to obtain another quasi-monoidal functor
(Q,Q(ω) ◦ j), which as one can readily verify is monoidal if and only if (Q, j) itself is
monoidal. This allows to extend the notion of discrete torsion twists and actions to categories
of representations of quasi-Hopf algebras, for instance. We now illustrate this concretely.

A first example is provided by considering quasi-monoidal functors in the context of
Section 5.2. For that purpose, consider the category VecαG of G-graded vector spaces whose
associator is now defined by a nontrivial cohomology class 0 6= [ω] ∈ H3(G,C×). It is well
known that this fusion category does not admit a fiber functor, equivalently an action on
Vec, and for this reason one calls the category VecαG anomalous [29, Section 2.3]. However, it
is still a fusion category and as such it has a well-defined lazy cohomology group, since it is
an intrinsic notion. Indeed, its discrete torsion twist group H2

ℓ (Vec
α
G) is the same as for the

category VecG, that is, H
2(G,U(1)). These lazy 2-cocycles, in the same fashion described in

(4.32), can then twist any gaugeable algebra in VecαG such as the algebras corresponding to
the subgroups H ≤ G for which α|H is cohomologically trivial.

Now, a lazy 2-cocycle can no longer give a fiber functor, since there are no fiber functors
on which it can act. However, VecαG does admit a quasi-fiber functor [26, Example 5.1.3].
This can consist, for example, of the forgetful functor of underlying categories that ignores
the G-grading, along with the identity natural isomorphism

Q : VecαG → Vec, (5.44)

jX,Y : Q(X)⊗Q(Y )
id−→ Q(X ⊗ Y ). (5.45)

The anomaly is then observed in Vec as the non-associativity of the images of the objects of
VecαG in Vec, equivalently their actions on Vec. More in detail, (Q, j) defines a diagram for
all triples of objects

(Q(X)⊗Q(Y ))⊗Q(Z) Q(X)⊗ (Q(Y )⊗Q(Z))

Q(X ⊗ Y )⊗Q(Z) Q(X)⊗Q(Y ⊗ Z)

Q((X ⊗ Y )⊗ Z) Q(X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z))

ΦX,Y,Z

jX,Y ⊗idQ(Z) idQ(X)⊗jY,Z

jX⊗Y,Z jX,Y⊗Z

Q(aX,Y,Z)

. (5.46)

where ΦX,Y,Z is generally a nontrivial morphism. Concentrating on triples of simple objects
(Ug, Uh, Uz) gives morphisms Φg,h,k : C → C, which is simply the value of the 3-cocycle
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associator α(g, h, k). The reader should compare this to the case of fiber functors (5.3) to
Vec, in which case ΦX,Y,Z = aF (X),F (Y ),F (Z) = idF (X)⊗F (Y )⊗F (Z).

Having a quasi-fiber functor at our disposal, one can proceed and twist by a lazy 2-cocycle,
which returns another quasi-fiber functor. This may be understood as discrete torsion twists
of anomalous actions on Vec.

We can also consider, as in Section 5.2, relaxing the condition on the action functor
from a monoidal functor to a quasi-monoidal functor (Q, j) for actions of gerbes, which we
understand as anomalous actions. As in the case above, an anomalous action gives rise to
diagrams

(Q(X)⊗Q(Y ))⊗Q(Z) Q(X)⊗ (Q(Y )⊗Q(Z))

Q(X ⊗ Y )⊗Q(Z) Q(X)⊗Q(Y ⊗ Z)

Q((X ⊗ Y )⊗ Z) Q(X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z))

ΦX,Y,Z

jX,Y ⊗idQ(Z) idQ(X)⊗jY,Z

jX⊗Y,Z jX,Y⊗Z

Q(aX,Y,Z)

, (5.47)

where the collection of such ΦX,Y,Z are now potentially non-trivial morphisms of hermitian
vector bundles with connection

ΦX,Y,Z : Q(X)⊗Q(Y )⊗Q(Z)
∼=−→ Q(X)⊗Q(Y )⊗Q(Z), (5.48)

where we omit the brackets since HVBdl∇(M) is strictly associative. The collection of
isomorphisms (5.48) characterizes the anomaly of the C-action.

In particular, for C = VecαG for 0 6= [α] ∈ H3(G,U(1)), we can see that an anomalous
action on a gerbe is described, apart from the cochains coming from the natural isomorphisms
jX,Y , by Čech 3-cocycles

(kg2,g3,g4
α )(kg1,g2g3,g4

α )(kg1,g2,g3
α ) = (kg1g2,g3,g4

α )(kg1,g2,g3g4
α ). (5.49)

If it furthermore happens that this action factors (5.39, 5.40) through the trivial finite-
dimensional Hilbert bundles M ×H , hence factors through a quasi-fiber functor to Hilbf.d.,
then these are genuine group 3-cocycles as the ones classifying the ’t Hooft anomaly of some
G-symmetry.

Just as before, these anomalous actions described by quasi-monoidal functors can be
acted on by the intrinsic discrete torsion twists of C to yield other anomalous actions. This
shows that the intrinsic formulation of discrete torsion twists seamlessly allows for significant
generalizations of discrete torsion action.
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6 Conclusions

In this article we have highlighted that the notion of discrete notion of group-like symmetries
actually admits two different but complementary generalizations to non-invertible symme-
tries: the set of discrete torsion choices, and the cohomology group of discrete torsion twists.
These two notions are complementary in the sense that the former always admits a consis-
tent twisting action by the latter, meaning that discrete torsion choices not only form a set
but a group-module. We showed that the discrete torsion twists of a fusion category C are
coherently described by its lazy cohomology group H2

ℓ (C). We explicitly described how lazy
2-cocycles can consistently twist the gaugeable algebras A inside C to produce new gauge-
able algebras, and that up to Morita equivalence the twist only depends on the cohomology
class of the lazy 2-cocycle. We gave explicit expressions for the resulting partition functions,
and showed they are consistent with modular invariance and multi-loop factorization. We
also described how lazy 2-cocycles can twist monoidal functors from C, where similarly only
lazy 2-cocycles with nontrivial cohomology classes can give rise to monoidal inequivalent
twists. In particular, we studied the case of twists of fiber functors to clarify the distinction
between discrete torsion twists, and discrete torsion choices, described by equivalence classes
of fiber functors. We also studied how discrete torsion twists relate to non-invertible gauge
actions on B-fields, and recovered known results in the special case of group-like actions.
The perspective of separating between choices of structure and twists of such structures thus
allows a direct application of discrete torsion twisting actions to a wide variety of settings,
including actions on Vec (fiber functors), but also explicit actions on gerbes and even their
anomalous variants.

7 Acknowledgements

We would like to thank D. Robbins, E. Sharpe, T. Vandermeulen, and X. Yu for useful
discussions.

A Lazy cohomology

For the reader’s convenience, we gather the definitions relevant to the characterization of
discrete torsion twists as elements of the lazy cohomology group.

Let C be a fusion category with its tensor product functor denoted as ⊗. A lazy 2-cocycle
is a natural isomorphism

ω : ⊗ ⇒ ⊗,
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satisfying the conditions

ωX,1 = ω1,X = idX ;

ωX,Y⊗Z ◦ (idX ⊗ ωY,Z) = ωX⊗Y,Z ◦ (ωX,Y ⊗ idZ).

The collection of lazy 2-cocycles form a group denoted as Z2(C).

A lazy 2-coboundary is a lazy 2-cocycle whose components are of the form

(dφ)X,Y := φ−1
X⊗Y ◦ (φX ⊗ φY ),

where φ is an automorphism of C
φ : idC → idC. (A.1)

The lazy cohomology H2
ℓ (C) of C is the quotient of lazy 2-cocycles Z2(C) by its central

subgroup B2(C) of lazy 2-coboundaries

H2
ℓ (C) := Z2(C)/B2(C).

The cohomology classes in H2
ℓ (C) is what we identify as discrete torsion twists.
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