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Abstract

We analyze higher-group structure of a 6d model coupled with a self-dual 2-form gauge
field. This model is defined from 6d axion-electrodynamics with a 1-form Chern-Weil(CW)
symmetry gauged dynamically. The gauging leads to a Green-Schwarz-West-Sagnotti(GSWS)
term, which gives rise to an anomaly through a GSWS transformation acting on the 2-
form gauge field. We cancel this anomaly by gauging a 3-form CW symmetry in 6d axion-
electrodynamics. We find out the global symmetries in the resultant model and derive the
gauge invariant action in the presence of the background gauge fields. It is argued that
a discrete 1-form symmetry is anomalous because turning on the associated background
gauge field causes quantum inconsistency due to an operator-valued ambiguity. Higher-group
structure in this model that is manifested as a Green-Schwarz-like transformation for CW

background gauge fields is discussed.
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1 Introduction

The paper [1] discusses higher-group structure in 6d axion-electrodynamics by extending interesting
papers [2,3], which explore 3-group structure encoded in 4d axion-electrodynamics. It is seen that
the 6d model possesses much richer structure of higher-group compared with the 4d case, because
the 6d model allows Chern-Weil(CW) currents of higher rank to exist. The higher-group structure
is manifested as a Green-Schwarz(GS)-like transformation law [4] for the background gauge fields
associated with the CW symmetry, although the mathematical framework for it is difficult to
formulate. For recent studies of higher-group structure, see also [5-35].

In this paper, we discuss higher-group structure in a 6d model with a self-dual gauge field.
This model is obtained by promoting a CW 2-form background gauge field in the 6d axion-
electrodynamics to a dynamical gauge field. One of the motivations for this paper is to discuss
how the gauging of the CW symmetry affects the higher-group structure that is worked out in [1]
in the hope that a new higher-group structure emerges. The gauging of the CW symmetry leads to
a coupling between the 2-form self-dual gauge field b and the CW 4-form current ﬁda Ada with a
being a photon field. This is equal to a Green-Schwarz-West-Sagnotti(GSWP) term [36,37], which
enables us to cancel 6d reducible anomalies by using a GS-like transformation law obeyed by b. A
typical example is given by a U(1) gauge theory coupled with chiral fermions, where the box U(1)*
anomaly can be canceled by using the GSWP mechanism. In this paper, we focus on an anomaly
free model that is constructed by gauging another CW symmetry in the 6d axion-electrodynamics
with no chiral fermions coupled. As discussed in [1], the 6d axion-electrodynamics admits the CW
current da/2mw. We gauge this symmetry by introducing a dynamical 4-form gauge field coupled

with the CW current. The anomaly free model is obtained by requiring that the 4-form gauge



field make an appropriate GS-like transformation under the U(1) gauge transformation as well.

We next discuss the global symmetries realized in the resultant 6d model. It is seen that
a discrete 1-form symmetry found in [1] that acts on the photon is broken explicitly, but gets
recovered by modifying it so that it acts on the self-dual gauge field and 4-form gauge field together
with the photon. We argue that the 1-form symmetry is anomalous, however, because turning on
the corresponding background field results in an operator-valued ambiguity, which states that the
theory in the presence of the background gauge field has a quantum Chern-Simons(CS) action
that is ambiguous in lifting it to 7d. It is found that higher-group structure in this model is less
interesting than that in 6d axion-electrodynamics generically, because the GS-like transformation
is induced only for a 1-form CW background gauge field for generic cases.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we construct the 6d model by
gauging dynamically CW symmetries in 6d axion-electrodynamics. Section 3 works out the global
symmetries of the model by studying the equations of motion in detail. In section 4, we turn on
the background gauge fields for the global symmetry to show that an operator-values ambiguity
is caused by that for the discrete 1-form symmetry. Higher-group structure in this model is
discussed in section 5. The appendix A discusses dimensional reduction of the 6d model to 5d
for the purpose of evading the subtlety of the self-dual 2-form gauge field in obtaining the global

higher-form symmetries in 6d.

2 Model

The action of the 6d axion electrodynamics is given by

N
4873

Saloa) == [ (§|d¢|2 + 2ol - ¢<da>3) | (2.1)

Here, |x,[* = (1/p!) xp A %X, for the p-form y, with x being the Hodge star. We take Mg to
be a spin manifold so that N € Z. We denote (da)® = da A da A da for simplicity. This action
admits discrete Zy symmetries that follow from the equation of motion(EoM) for ¢ and a. a
is normalized as [da € 27Z. Turning on the corresponding background field gives rise to an
operator-valued ambiguity. This is canceled by gauging the CW symmetry and requiring that

the associated background gauge field make an appropriate GS transformation. The CW current



reads’
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n 1 12 1
j([jl;v: m(da)z, j([jl;v: mdgb/\da, Jow = %da, Jow = do .

1
2m
Let BSW, CSW, DSW and ESW be the background gauge fields that couple minimally with the CW
currents jg\},\,, jg%,v, jg’\},\, and jgl\},v respectively. It is shown that the gauge invariant field strength
for the CW gauge field should be defined by

N
Gg == dBQCW - %A:[Bg 5

N
Hy = dCSVY + E(Bzf ,

1 1 N (2.2)
Is = dDYV — — A,dC°WV + —BodBSW — —— A,(B,)?
> 4 o B +27T 22 472 1(B2)”
N N
_ CW CW 3
Jo = dES" + —27TB2dC3 + 92 (Bg)” .

Here, (A, Ap) with NA; = dAy and (Bsy, By) with NBy = dBj are the background Zy gauge
fields for the EoM-based O-form and 1-form Z, symmetries, respectively. Hereafter, we denote a
symmetry group G of rank p as GP1. For instance, the U(1) gauge symmetry acting on the photon
field is a O-form symmetry and is referred to as U(1) with the gauge transformation given by
§%a = dX,.

Now we promote C$" to a dynamical, self-dual 2-form gauge field b. The action becomes

1oy 1, 1 M 2 N . M ,
<2|d¢| ldal? = —|ab 27Tw,(a)) + 5 0da)’ + b A (da)” )

(2.3)

Sakb@, @, b] = /

Mg

with w3(a) = a A da being the CS 3-form. b is normalized as [db € 27Z and M € Z. The

self-duality condition for b is given by

b — %%(Q) - (db _ %wg(a)) | (2.4)

As a consistency check, we note that the EoM reads

1 M 1.,
Ed* (db — %wg(a)) + @(da) =0,

'For the normalization of the CW currents, we follow that of [18], where the integral of the CW current over a

closed cycle in Mg is Z-valued.



on which imposing (2.4) leads to the Bianchi identity for the field strength db — (M /27)ws(a).
This field strength is left unchanged under the U(1)I% gauge transformation if b makes a GS-like

transformation as
M
oy = = \oda .
2
The GSWS term
M 9

is utilized for canceling reducible anomalies in 6d [36,37].
As an example for the GSWS mechanism, we consider n right-handed fermions of U (1) charge
p. They lead to the one-loop box anomaly

1

e ) 2

o2rls = —n p
which descends from the anomaly polynomial
1
Iy = —np*———(da)* .
8 n - (da)

By imposing

277'[6 ‘l‘(;[O]S =0 s
with
M M?
oS = — 5y A (da)? = ——— )\ (da)?
S 872 A (da) 2(2m)3 o (da)”,
we find

o ()" 26

This is consistent if the RHS is integer.
The axion electrodynamics coupled with the right-handed fermions is obtained by the Peccei-

Quinn(PQ) mechanics [38]. To see this, consider the model

U(l)L X U(l)R

ng X (p,0)
(np +mn) X Yr (0,p) (2.7)

o (p, —p)

b (0,0)



¢ r are left- and right-handed chiral fermions, respectively. The vector-like subgroup of U(1),, X
U(1)g is dynamically gauged with the dynamical gauge field given by a. We note that the one-loop
U(1)* anomaly from 17 and vg is given by (2.5). This is canceled by the GSWS mechanics by
setting M equal to (2.6). ® is a complex scalar field that is neutral under U(1)%). They are coupled

with the Yukawa coupling as
Ly = <I>¢?¢m +c.c. .

with ¢ =1,2,--- ,ng. The rest of ¥g; with ¢ =ny +1,--- ,n has no Yukawa coupling with .

The PQ mechanism occurs by turning on the vev of ®:
(P) =v .

This breaks U(1)4 while the U(1)1% gauge symmetry is left unbroken. The fluctuations about this

vacuum are given by
® = (v+p)e?.
p is massive and thus can be integrated out. The Yukawa term becomes
Ly = velopp +---
The U(1) 4 transformation
Y — PP, Yp— e P Yp
with
¢ —2pa =0

removes ¢ from the Yukawa coupling. Then, njy pairs of the chiral fermions v, and ¥ gain a
non-vanishing, ¢-independent mass term and thus can be integrated out. The U(1)4 rotation gives
rise to the axion coupling via U(1)4 anomaly

(da)® 5 (da)®
e S R TP

2 x ng, pla
This allows us to identify

N =npp®. (2.8)



Our main focus in this paper is on a model defined by gauging the 3-form CW symmetry. This
is done by promoting the CW background gauge field DV to a dynamical 4-form gauge field w,

which couples minimally with the corresponding CW current as
K
KuAjly = =—unda.
uAjow = 5 U

Here, K € Z because of the normalization [du € 27Z. Then, this model is anomaly free by

requiring that u make a GS-like transformation under U(1)[ as

M?
o, _ "= 2
0P = 372 Ao A (da) .

This implies that the gauge invariant field strength of u is given by

M? M?
is = du + ——a A (da)® = du +

2.
Sm2K (2.9)

s wela) -

To summarize, the gauge symmetry and the gauge transformation of the present model reads

o U(1)M
6 =dx,, 0= %)\Oda 60y = — : Xo(da)? . (2.10)
’ 2 ’ Sm2K
o U(1)M
oWp = d), .
o U(1)B
6Bl = ds .

The consistency of (2.10) with the quantization condition [ du € 277Z requires

2

23 K(27r)3 € 217 .

This is equivalent to stating that there exists an integer r; such that

M? =2Kr, .



This shows that M is even. Let m; = ged(K,ry). Then,
K:mll?, ry=mry ,
with K ,71 € Z being relatively prime. These satisfy
M? = mel? r1 .
This implies that there exists an integer L; such that
oK = L7,
which requires that L; be even. It follows that M is written in terms of m; and L; as

M:mlLl .

3 EoM-based current and global symmetry

Start with the action

M M?

1 1 1 1
= — —|do|* + =|dal® + —|db — — 2 du 4 ——— 2) + Scs -
S /M6 (2\ ol +2\ al +87T\ 27Tw3(a)| +2| u+ ws(a)|” ) + Scs

Sm2K

Here

N M K
= da)® + —(da)* Nb+ —d
Scs /MG (487r3¢( a) +87T2( a)® A +o- a/\u)

N M K
- d da)® + —(da)* Ndb+ — da N d
/QM6<487T3 ¢ A (da) +87T2(a) Adb+ 5~ da A u)

where 2, is a seven-manifold with 92y, = M. The EoM for ¢ reads

d*de + (da)®> =0 .

4873

This defines the conserved current

-[0
Jhon = = *d¢ — g w5

As discussed in [1], this leads to a 0-form global Zy symmetry, which acts as

Ong® = Ao ,

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.13)

(3.1)



The EoM for u reads
M? K
d*<du+87rTKw5)+%da:0' (32)
This defines the conserved current

4] M? K

JEoM = — * du+87TTKw5 —3 0
Noting that i5 = du + % ws is gauge invariant, the symmetry generator associated with j[EﬂM is
gauge invariant if it generates a 4-form Zjy global symmetry. This acts as

5A4u = A4 y
with
2
/A4 S ?Z .
The EoM for b reads
1 M M 9

The EoM-based conserved current is given by
2o 1 db—% M L
JeoM i ( o g2 3 dr

Identification of the global symmetry generated by this current is tricky because of the self-duality
condition of b. One way to do that is to dimensionally reduce the 6d action (3.1) to 5d, where b
reduces to a U(1) gauge field. For details, see the appendix A. As discussed there, the resultant
action has a 1-form global Z,; symmetry, which is the manifestation of the 2-form global Z,,

symmetry in 6d after dimensional reduction. This acts as
(SAQb — A2 5

with

2T
/AQGMZ.



The EoM for a reads

2M M M
1672 {da/\*(db— %Wig) —I—d{a/\*(db— %Wg) }:|

M2 ) M2 M2
+87TTK {(da) (du—l—S Y T )+2d{w3/\*<du+8 T )H

M K
2
— ) 4
(da) o2 2db A da 27rdu 0 (3.4)

4873

This can be written in a gauge invariant form as

M? M? K M?
d*da — M da N | db— %wg + ’ (da)* Ax | du + ws | — — | du+ ——=ws
272 2 27

Sm2K Sm2K Sm2K

1? _do A (da)® = (3.5)

It can be verified that the LHS of (3.5) is an exact form leading to an EoM-based conserved current.

To see this, we note that (3.2) is integrated as

B L R L
Y 82K - 27Ta o Yo -

Here, vy is a 0-form field, which is required to transform as

5[0}’110 = K)\() s 5[1]’110 = 5[3}1)0 =0. (36)
It then follows that
M? K 1
du + &TTKWE) = —% * (CL — ? dvo) . (37)
Inserting this into (3.5) gives
M 3M? 9 K N 9
d*da — 2—da/\db+ 6k (da)* N dvy — %du— 16 5 do A (da)” =0
This can be integrated as
M 3M> 9 K N 1
= xda — — ——u-— da)* = ——d 3.8
= *da 27r2ala/\b—l—167T3K(aloz) v o 167T3¢(a) 5-dvs (3.8)

with v3 being a 3-form gauge field. j, defines an EoM-based conserved current. It is easy to show

that v3 transforms as

M
(5[0}1)3 =0 y (5[1}’03 = — )\1 Ada y (5[3}1)3 = K)\g . (39)
™

10



As clear from (3.6) and (3.9), vy and v3 can be regarded as NG bosons associated with the

3 respectively. This is a

spontaneous symmetry breaking for the gauge group U(1)” and U(1)!
manifestation of the Stiickelberg mechanism, which gives rise to a mass for the gauge field a and

u via the coupling (K/27) da A u. We normalize vy and v as

/dUQGQTFZ, /dUgGQTFZ.

Then, the Stiickelberg mechanism is equivalent to Higgsing the gauge groups U(1)% and U(1)¥!
by the vev of operators of K units of charges, so that the gauge groups are broken to Z[IOQ and Z[I?}],
respectively [39].

We can improve j[El(])M by adding a total derivative term to eliminate vs:

.]E[O]M onM + dQ3

M 3M M M? K N
= xda — ——daAb— 22 (db— = d LR da)?
ST g den 47TK< 27r°"3) <u+87r2K ) 27 U 16w 214

where

3M M 3M
O3 = SOk <db §w3)vo+8—@/\b

We now show that the transformation laws generated by the EoM-based current are given by

M M M
dna=Ai, dnb=—3 AiAa, dyu=AinA (8—w3—3—db) .
T

=y K (3.11)

For this purpose, we gauge A; with dA; # 0. Using

(5 (db - %wg) = —%dAl Na,
2m

.M2 3M M
it is found that

M M 3M M M?
5A1£—dA1/\ |:—*da+ma/\*<db—%u)3)+4—(db—%wg) (du+8 K )

N M K
d —daNb+ —u| — —A da A db .
63 (da)® + = aNb+ Qﬂ_U] gz A da N\

Using

A ANdaNdb=dA N(aNdb+t-danb)) —d[AA(aANdb+t-d(aAb))],

11



with ¢ being any real number, it is found that

M M 3M M M?
o L =dA A | —xda + Ra/\* (db— %wg) K (db— 2—0«)3) A (du—i— —87T2KW5)

2 472

K M 3t 3M
6.3 (da)® + —u+—<1——)d /\b+8—( 1+t)a/\db}

3M
+@d[A1/\(a/\db+t~d(a/\b))] .
Imposing the self-duality condition (2.4) reduces it to

3M M M?
5A1£—dA1A[—*da+m<db—§w3) (du+8 2K )

K
3 _—
6.3 (da)® + 7Tu

M 3t M
+ 13 <1——)da/\b+@( 1+3t)a/\db]

3M
jtﬁd[A1 A(aNdb+t-d(and))] .
T
Setting t = 1/3 and restoring A; to a global transformation parameter, we obtain the conservation
law for jE[ ]

Let

U[l}(% M4) — eian4 Griont

be the symmetry generator defined by ]’E[}}M The transformation parameter « is written in terms

of A; as
:/Ala

and constrained from the gauge invariance of the symmetry generator. The conserved charge
S M j’E[}jM is rewritten in a gauge invariant form by lifting it to a five-dimensional manifold. The
gauge invariance of U amounts to requiring that it be independent of how to lift it. We are led

to impose the condition

: M K N )
exp i /M5 ( = o = (da) ) =1, (3.12)

for any closed manifold M5. By using

1
— du=mny, (n €27)
27T Ms
1 (%)
— daNdb=— |, €z
87T2 Ms “4 2 (n2 )

1
1673

/ dp A (da)2 = 2 | (ny € Z)
Ms 2

12



we obtain

(mK+%Mm+%N)ae%Z.

Using (2.11) and (2.13), we find

N

~ L
7’L1K—|— @M—l— E]\/v = m <n1K—|—n2—l) + —ns3 .

2 2 2 2

Note that L,/2 € Z. If there exists an nontrivial integer ¢ such that
N
¢ = ged(mi, ) ,

the symmetry generator is gauge invariant by setting

2
ae—WZ.
q

(3.13)

This shows that the EoM-based current leads to the global 1-form Z, symmetry. It follows from

(3.13) that my and N are written as
ml e qml 5 N — qN 3

with iy, N /2 € 7Z relatively prime with each other.

(3.14)

As a consistency check for the existence of Z([JH, we show that (3.11) is consistent with the

normalization condition of b and u. It is found that

M 2 M
5m/%:——/MAMElLZ,
2 q

M? s 2mM?

Using (2.13) and (3.14) gives

M
- :mlLl )
q

guaranteeing that the normalization condition for b is consistent with the global Z[[]” symmetry

transformation. Furthermore, it is verified that

M? M _ my L? -
= —m L, = mll?l = 2mqry .

Kqg K

13



3.1 Dualizing the 4-form gauge field

It is interesting to rewrite the Lagrangian by dualizing u. The gauge invariant field strength of u

is given by (2.9), which obeys the Bianchi identity
M2

T 82K

di5 (da)3 .

Instead of u, we regard 75 as an independent variable. This is achieved by using a Lagrange

multiplier £ that imposes the Bianchi identity as a constraint. We consider

! 1 : M2 3
S—S+§/§(d25—8W2K(da))
M N

1 1 1 M
= — Zldol? = Zldal? = =—|db — = -|? da)® + = (da)2b
[ {3l = Glaal? = s = S+ e + e

82

1, ., 1. M? ,
—§|Z5| +%25/\(d§—KG)—16W73K§(da) } .

Here, € is a compact scalar with & ~ £ + 27. The EoM of i5 reads
, 1
x5 = o (d¢ — Ka) . (3.15)
The U(1)1% gauge invariance of i5 requires that ¢ transform under it as
o0 = K\ . (3.16)

It follows that ¢ is identified with an NG boson associated with the spontaneous breaking of
U(D)O to Z[g. This is consistent with those obtained in the previous section, where the NG boson
associated with the symmetry breaking U(1)() — Z[IO(} is given by vy.

By using (3.15), the action becomes

1 1 1 1 M
[ —Zld 2__d 2__d_K 2__db__ 2
s /M{ Laof? - idaf? — Ly 1ag - rcaf? — Lian - Moy
N 3 M? 3 M 2
b (da)® - M g(da)? + 2 (day? ) (317

As a consistency check, we see that the axionic coupling between ¢ and (da)? is gauge invariant
by showing that it is properly normalized:

M? 1 3M? 6y
16m2K 4873 K 487 3’

with r; € Z. Furthermore, we note that the anomaly from the GSWS transformation 61%b is

canceled by that from §l%¢ thanks to the axionic coupling.

14



4 Gauging the EoM-based global symmetry

We gauge the EoM-based global symmetry by promoting M\p124 to non-closed, gauge transfor-
mation functions. The gauge invariant action can be obtained by activating the corresponding
background gauge fields.

For the O-form Zy symmetry, we consider
(Al,A()) s NAl = dAQ .

The field strength for ¢ is defined as d¢ — A;.

For the 2-form Z,; symmetry, we consider
(V3,Va) , MVy=dVs .

The field strength for b is given by db — V3.

For the 4-form Zjy symmetry, we consider
(W5, Wy) , KWs=dW,,

leading to the field strength du — Wj for w.
We discuss the gauging of the 1-form Z, symmetry in some detail. We turn on the associated

background gauge field
(BQ,Bl) 5 qu = dBl .

It follows from (3.11) that the field strength for a is given simply by da — B,. For the purpose of
defining the field strength of b and u for the Z, gauge symmetry, we first modify the transformation
law for b in (3.11) so that the RHS becomes Z,-invariant:

By noting Ay = %51\131, this is rewritten as

- - M 1
(SAlb:O, bEb+—BlA<CL——Bl) .
2mq q

The field strength for b is defined naturally as

_ M M
db=db— —daANB;+ —a N Bsy.
2mq 27

15



We also modify the transformation law of u in (3.11) so that the RHS becomes Z,-invariant:

M? 1 M M M
(a —=By) 3 (db— ——da N\ By + Q—aABQ)) )
T

opu=MA|—= -
Aa ! (87T2K s q AtK 2mq

It then follows that

The field strength for u reads

(@a—=B)) — ~=db) + ———By A (da— By)? .

M? 1 3M M?
du=du— By N\ | ==
e ? (87?2K 3 q dr K ) 812Kq

Now we examine the combined gauge transformation of U(1)[% and ZLH for b and u to define
the corresponding field strengths. We first assume that it is given by the linear combonation of

6% and §,, with the gauge field a appearing in 6% replaced by a — %Bl. Then, it follows that
? M M 1
b—b+ —Xo(da— By) — —A; A (a — —Bl) )
27 2T q

Then, b transforms as

-7 - M
b— b+ %)\o(da — Bg) — —d)\o VAN (Bl + QAl)
- M M M
=b —+ %)\o(da — Bg) —d (%)\0 (Bl -+ qu)) + %)\0 (BQ + dAl) .

The 4th term makes it impossible to define a gauge invariant field strength even using a GS-like
transformation. This problem is resolved by modifying the gauge transformation as

M

M
b b+ 5 o(da — By) — o

M 1
)\0 (BQ + dAl) - %Al A <a - 531) y

from which we obtain

- - M M
We are thus led to define the field strength of b for the combined gauge transformation:

- M 1
Db = db— gw;),(a - 531) :

It is natural to work with b rather than b as an independent, dynamical field. To see this, we note

that the combined gauge transformation of db is given by

M M M 1
db — db + —d>\0 N (da — BQ) — —d>\0 VAN (BQ + dAl) ——d A1 Nl a— —Bl .
27 27 27 q

16



This shows that the gauge transformation spoils the normalization condition [ db € 27Z. On the

contrary, by using
— - M
db — db+ %d)\o A (da — Bs)

the gauge transformation acts on [ db as a QW%Z shift. This is consistent because [ db is not
quantized.

The gauge transformation and the field strength of u for the combined gauge transformation
can be derived in the same manner. We assume that the gauge transformation should be modified

from the linear combination (6! + 64, )u by adding an additional transformation:

M? M? 1 M
U —u— ———MNo(da — By)* + Ay A (— ws(a — —By) — B—db) + ',

8m2K 8m2K q ATt K
from which
M? M?
u—u— &TTK)\()(dCL — 32)2 —d (m)\o (Bl + QA1> N (da — Bg))
2
+ W)\o (Bg + dAl) N (da - Bg) + 5/u

We set

5,U = —ﬂ)\o (Bg + dAl) N (da — Bg) .

A2 K

It follows that the field strength for u reads
M? 1
Du—du+8 e (a—;Bl) :
As in the case for b, we should treat @ as an independent, dynamical field rather than wu.
We now derive the action in the presence of the background gauge fields. This is obtained by

replacing the derivative of the dynamical fields in (3.1) with the field strengths we have constructed:
1 , 1 , 1 , 1 )
S=- Sldg — Ai]" + Slda — Bo|* + —|Db — V3|" + - [Du — W5|™ | + Scs (4.1)
My \2 2 87 2

where

872

:/QM (487T3 (dp — A1) A (da — By)? —l-%(da—Bz) (dB—V},)ﬂL%(da—BQ)/\(dﬂ_WS)) ‘

6

(4.2)

17



As a consistency check, we note that the CS action is left unchanged manifestly under the small
gauge transformations. Furthermore, the integrand of the CS action is a closed 7-form so that it

is regarded as a 6d action.

4.1 Operator-valued ambiguity

We now examine if the resultant CS action (4.2) suffers an operator-valued ambiguity, which is a
quantum inconsistency stating that the quantum parts of the CS action written in terms of the
dynamical fields depend on how to lift them to a seven-manifold. It is found that there arise the
operator-valued ambiguities as far as the background gauge field (B, B;) is turned on. To see

this, focus on the term

K
/ —da A du .
QMG 27T

This depends on the choice of the seven-manifold €2, even if K is an integer because the integral
i db over any closed 3-cycle is not quantized in the presence of (B, B;). This is a manifestation of
the quantum anomaly of the EoM-based Zgl] symmetry via the operator-valued ambiguity. This
result is consistent with those obtained in [40].> This paper discusses a discrete 1-form symmetry
in /' = (1,0) 6d theories coupled with tensor and vector multiplets. It is shown that turning
on the background gauge field associated with a 1-form symmetry spoils the Dirac quantization
condition for BPS string charges, which gives rise to massive excitation modes that break the
1-form symmetry explicitly.

In order to remove the operator-valued ambiguity, we have to turn off (Bs, By). Then, the
dynamical field b and @ reduces to b and u, respectively. The resultant 6d model has no operator-

valued ambiguity, because the flux integral of b and u over any closed cycles is quantized.

5 Discussions

As discussed in [1], the 6d axion-electrodynamics has rich higher-group structure that is manifested
as GS-like transformation laws for the background gauge fields associated with the CW symmetries.
A key role is played by the background gauge field for a discrete 1-form symmetry, (Bs, By), as

clear from the gauge invariant field strengths given in (2.2). In this paper, we have investigated

2See also [41] for a related work.
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the model that is obtained by promoting the CW background gauge field BSW and DSV to the
dynamical field b and u, respectively. It is shown that the background gauge field for the EoM-
based Zgl] symmetry, which is denoted by (B, By) as well, must be turned off because it would
cause an operator-valued ambiguity. We examine whether there exists a nontrivial higher-group
structure even in the absence of (Bsy, By).

The CW currents in this model are written in terms of the wedge products of the gauge invariant

closed forms

M jands . da. do.

d
u+47TK

The gauge invariance of the CW 5-form is guaranteed because

M M? M M
da N\ db = du + &TTK%(@) + 47rKda A (db — %wg(a)) .

d
u+47TK

We first compute the integral of the 5-form over a closed 5-cycle. Using (2.11) and (2.13) gives
M L
2K 9K

Set

L
s = gcd(é,K) ,

or equivalently

L ~
é:sL', K = sK',

with L' and K’ relatively prime. It is found from these and (2.12) that there exists an odd integer
s’ such that

2s = 'K’ ,

with K’ even. It then follows that

M 2
/(du+4dea/\db) = FZ.

It is thus natural to normalize the CW 5-form as

M L
K’ (du+ da/\db) :K’du+2—daAdb.
T

4K
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We consider the CW 6-form current
L/
do N\ (K’du + —da A db) .
2T

Let 95V be the CW 0-form background gauge field coupled with this current with the normalization
condition given by [ d¥§W € 27Z. We propose that the interaction term in the presence of (A;, Ay),
(V3, V) and (W5, W,) takes the form

_ 2mysQ

Scw = ISV (dep — Ay) A [K’(du — W) + QL—Wda A (db — Vg,)] ,

A2
with @ € Z. It is found that the operator-valued ambiguity comes from the term

2mysQ)
42 Mg

L/
ISV A, A <K’du + g-da A (db— vg)) .

This is canceled by adding the local counterterm

2 U
AS = ms / <7]?W + @ ﬁgwfh) AN <K/(du — Ws) + %da N (db - ‘/3)) )
Me

27 o
Here, n°W is the background gauge field associated with the CW current K'du + 2%;da A db with
i dn®V € 27Z. Tt is easy to see that there appears no operator-valued ambiguity in Scw + AS.
The gauge invariance of AS induces a GS-like transformation for the 1-form CW gauge field W
that is charactorized by the integer Q.
So far, we have considered the cases with a nontrivial K € Z. When restricting to K = 1, we
have ¢ = 1 so that ZLH symmetry is trivial. It is seen that this case admits much richer higher-group

structure. To explore it in more detail deserves a further study.

A Dimensional reduction to 5d

Start with part of the action (3.1):

g:

M 1 2

Loy 1y 1 s
= S| + =|da)? + —|db — S=d[? + =
/M6 (2' oIt gldal” + grldb = ool + 5

The fields with a hat are defined in 6d before dimensional reduction. Let

~

ST2K P

i _
ut 4873

2
N eday — Mdayzh - £ da u) .

M,N=0,1,---,5, (6d spacetime indices)

w,v=0,1,--- .4, (5d spacetime indices)
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with X5 ~ X5+ 1. The space-time metric is given by
mun = diag(— + + + ++) .

Define the 5d gauge fields as

~

b:bg+b1/\dX5, d:a+§dX5, ﬂ:U+U3AdX5.

This choice is natural because the fluxes of the resultant 5d gauge fields are normalized as 27Z.

Then,

— M M M
db— —w3 =dby — —w3+ (dby — — ((da—dC Na) ) NdX5 = Gs+ Fo ANdX5 .
2 2 2

Let x and * be the Hodge star operation in 6d and 5d, respectively. Using the formulae
*(dXFEN - NdXFP) =% (dXPE A - NdXFP) N d X5
A(dXFEN - NdXPANdX5) = (=) % (dXPA - AdXM)

we obtain

s~ M

* (db — —(.223) = *Gg N dX5 — *fg .
27

The self-duality condition for b is rewritten as

*G3 = .FQ , *.FQ = —Gg . (Al)

The field strength of w4 is reduced as

2

’L5—dU4+8 20

w5—15+.7:4/\dX5,

where

2 2

s = dug + o—ws  Fi=dus + g (¢(da)® — 2d¢ Aws) .

Then,
M? ,
(dU4 + —— St K ) = (*Z5) VAN dX5 — *f4 .

The 0-form gauge symmetry transformation acts on a as

6% = d, . (A.2)
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Reducing Ao to 5d leads to
60 = d) ,

with ¢ left unchanged. ( is a compact boson of period 27. This is seen from the 0-form gauge
transformation with \g = 27 X5.

The 1-form gauge symmetry transformation acts on b as

~ An

olb = d), .
Reducing A1 to 5d as
A=A+ Ao dX
it acts as
Moy =dX;, oMb = d)\ .
The 3-form gauge symmetry transformation acts on i, as
$a, = dis
Reducing A; to 5d as
A3 = A3+ Ao AdXs
it acts as
Blug =drg,  6Blus = dX, .
The GS laws for b and @, under U(1)[% are given in (2.10), which is reduced to 5d as
5y, = %Aoda . olp, = %Aod(’ ,
27 2m
and
M? M?>

0 _ 2 0 _
600y, = —8W2K)\0(da) , oy, = —ondc Ada |

respectively. Note that these are consistent with the normalization condition for the 5d gauge

fields.
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Upon dimensional reduction to 5d, the action becomes

B 1 , 1 s M M )
S_/{ o |Gs| . | Fo| +47T2bg/\dg“/\da+87r2bl/\(da)

N

1o, 1., K K 1

Lo 1o
§|da| §|dC "l -
Here, we used [dX5 = 1. As a check, the equations of motion for by and b; read

d*G3:—¥d(/\da, d*]ﬁz%(da)? (A.3)
These are consistent with the self-duality consition (A.1).

So far, we regard by and b; as independent variables and impose the self-duality condition (A.1)
on the equations of motion. Instead, we attempt to reformulate the action so that G3 becomes
an independent variable rather than by. For this purpose, we note that the third term in the 5d

action is rewritten as

M? M
167T3Cw5 + @bl A (da)2 y

M 1
—by ANdC ANda=ALA+ —G3 N Fy —
42 47

where
1 M
AL =——d bg/\fg——bl/\wg
AT 2m

Now we define

S:S—/AE

_ 1 2 1 2 1 M , M?

_/ [ 87T‘G3‘ Ry |./_"2‘ +47TG3/\.F2+47T2(?1/\(CZCL) 167T3Cw5
1, 1 _, K K 1., N )
5 |is] 5 | Fal” + 5, U4 AdC + 5 s A da 5 |do|” + 167r3¢dc A (da)

1 2 1 2
sldal = 31ack]

This technique is utilized in [42].
Regarding (G5 as an independent variable, the EoM for G3 reads

*G3:'F27
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reproducing the self-duality condition (A.1). We note that the Gauss law constraint for G3 follows
from the EoM for b;. This guarantees that G is regarded as an independent variable instead of

by. Integrating out G5 leads to

g 1 9 1 2 1 2 1 .2 1 2 1 2
5= [ |- gldal? = gl = - 17 = i = 517 - 5 1ao
M? K K N

D AdC+ s A d
Ton3ows ¥ g taNdC+ Sug Nda+

M 2
+ mbl N (da) -

pd¢ A (da)?| . (A4)

The EoM for b, is

M
d = —(da)? . A.
*fg 27‘('( CL) ( 5)
The EoM for uy is
K
dxis = ——d( . A.
* 15 o C ( 6)
The EoM for us is
K
= _—da . A.
d* f4 27Tda ( 7)
The EoM for ¢ is
N 2

A bit lengthy computation shows that the EoMs for ( and a read

M K . 3M? 9 N 9
d*dC“_ﬁdaA*fg—%ZE,—SﬂTK(da) A*F4— 167T3d¢/\(da) —O,
and
M M 3M? 9 ) 3M?
—d*da+ﬁdg/\*}a+%da/\}a—87T2K(da) /\*15—md§/\da/\*}"4

K

+27T

N
Fi+—=dp Nd( Nda=0,
&3

respectively. Note that all the EoMs are gauge invariant manifestly.
We discuss the symmetries realized in (A.4) and their relation to the 6d theory. (A.5) gives a

conserved current

1 M
jEOM—%*fQ—ng .
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This defines a 1-form symmetry generator. It is easy to see that the gauge invariance requires
it to generate ZE\I}. This is a manifestation of the 2-form Zj,; symmetry in 6d after dimensional
reduction to Hd.

The EoM-based conserved current for ¢ and a can be most easily obtained by dimensionally

reducing the EoM-based conserved current for a

. Moo o 3M (. M MPN KN
JEon = *da danb K (db 5 W3 dU4—|—8 Uy - ¢ (da)” .

82 K 2K o 1673
to 5d:
~1[1] .1[0] [1]
JEoM = JEoM T Jgom AN dX5
We find
M 3M K N
Gl = wd( — goada N — ek P AxFy = oty = 2o (da)?
" M 3M 3M K
by = wda — S (da A by G A ba) + Ty Ak — Ty A F = 3y — o dC A da

It is easy to show that djEOM = d EOM = 0 by using the EoMs in 5d. Note that both depend on by,
which is eliminated nonlocally by solving (A.1).
Now we examine the gauge invariance condition of the symmetry generators associated with

these currents. That for j/E[g}M requires that the corresponding symmetry generator define Z,

with ¢ given in (3.13), because the CS-like terms in jgg]M take exactly the same form as in jg(l)]M

Furthermore, it is seen that the symmetry generator for jgi]M is required to generate Z, as well by

examining the difference of two ways of lifting the CS-like terms in ]gi]M to a higher-dimensions.

References

[1] Tatsuki Nakajima, Tadakatsu Sakai, and Ryo Yokokura. Higher-group structure
in 2n-dimensional axion-electrodynamics.  JHEP, 01:150, 2023. arXiv:2211.13861,
doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2023)150.

[2] Yoshimasa Hidaka, Muneto Nitta, and Ryo Yokokura. Higher-form symmetries and 3-
group in axion electrodynamics. Phys. Lett. B, 808:135672, 2020. arXiv:2006.12532,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135672.

25


https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.13861
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2023)150
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.12532
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135672

3]

[9]

[10]

[11]

Yoshimasa Hidaka, Muneto Nitta, and Ryo Yokokura. Global 3-group symmetry and
't Hooft anomalies in axion electrodynamics. JHEP, 01:173, 2021. arXiv:2009.14368,
doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2021)173.

Michael B. Green and John H. Schwarz. Superstring Field Theory. Nucl. Phys. B, 243:475—
536, 1984. doi:10.1016/0550-3213(84)90488-7.

Anton Kapustin and Ryan Thorngren. Higher Symmetry and Gapped Phases
of Gauge Theories. Prog.  Math., 324:177-202, 2017. arXiv:1309.4721,
doi:10.1007/978-3-319-59939-7_5.

Anton Kapustin and Ryan Thorngren. Topological Field Theory on a Lattice, Discrete Theta-
Angles and Confinement. Adv. Theor. Math. Phys., 18(5):1233-1247,2014. arXiv:1308.2926,
doi:10.4310/ATMP.2014.v18.n5.a4.

Eric Sharpe. Notes on generalized global symmetries in QFT. Fortsch. Phys., 63:659-682,
2015. arXiv:1508.04770, doi:10.1002/prop.201500048.

Lakshya Bhardwaj, Davide Gaiotto, and Anton Kapustin. State sum constructions of spin-
TFTs and string net constructions of fermionic phases of matter. JHEP, 04:096, 2017.
arXiv:1605.01640, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2017)096.

Anton Kapustin and Ryan Thorngren. Fermionic SPT phases in higher dimensions and

bosonization. JHEP, 10:080, 2017. arXiv:1701.08264, doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2017)080.

Yuji Tachikawa. On gauging finite subgroups. SciPost  Phys., 8(1):015, 2020.
arXiv:1712.09542, doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.8.1.015.

R. Costa de Almeida, J. P. Ibieta-Jimenez, J. Lorca Espiro, and P. Teotonio-Sobrinho.
Topological Order from a Cohomological and Higher Gauge Theory perspective. 11 2017.
arXiv:1711.04186.

Francesco Benini, Clay Cérdova, and Po-Shen Hsin. On 2-Group Global Symmetries and their
Anomalies. JHEP, 03:118, 2019. arXiv:1803.09336, doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2019)118.

Clay Cérdova, Thomas T. Dumitrescu, and Kenneth Intriligator. Exploring 2-Group Global
Symmetries. JHEP, 02:184, 2019. arXiv:1802.04790, doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2019)184.

26


https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.14368
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)173
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90488-7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.4721
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-59939-7_5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1308.2926
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2014.v18.n5.a4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.04770
https://doi.org/10.1002/prop.201500048
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.01640
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)096
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.08264
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)080
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.09542
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.8.1.015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.04186
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.09336
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2019)118
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.04790
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)184

[14]

[15]

[20]

[21]

[22]

Clement Delcamp and Apoorv Tiwari. From gauge to higher gauge models of topological

phases. JHEP, 10:049, 2018. arXiv:1802.10104, doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2018)049.

Xiao-Gang Wen. Emergent anomalous higher symmetries from topological order and from
dynamical electromagnetic field in condensed matter systems. Phys. Rev. B, 99(20):205139,
2019. arXiv:1812.02517, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.99.205139.

Clement Delcamp and Apoorv Tiwari. On 2-form gauge models of topological phases. JHEP,
05:064, 2019. arXiv:1901.02249, doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2019)064.

Ryan Thorngren.  Topological quantum field theory, symmetry breaking, and finite
gauge theory in 3+1D.  Phys. Rev. B, 101(24):245160, 2020. arXiv:2001.11938,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.101.245160.

Clay Cordova, Thomas T. Dumitrescu, and Kenneth Intriligator. 2-Group Global Sym-
metries and Anomalies in Six-Dimensional Quantum Field Theories. JHEP, 04:252, 2021.
arXiv:2009.00138, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2021)252.

Po-Shen Hsin and Alex Turzillo. Symmetry-enriched quantum spin liquids in (3 + 1)d. JHEP,
09:022, 2020. arXiv:1904.11550, doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2020)022.

Po-Shen Hsin and Ho Tat Lam. Discrete theta angles, symmetries and anomalies. SciPost

Phys., 10(2):032, 2021. arXiv:2007.05915, doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.2.032.

Sergei Gukov, Po-Shen Hsin, and Du Pei. Generalized global symmetries of T[M] theories.
Part 1. JHEP, 04:232, 2021. arXiv:2010.15890, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2021)232.

Nabil Igbal and Napat Poovuttikul. 2-group global symmetries, hydrody-
namics and holography. SciPost  Phys., 15(2):063, 2023. arXiv:2010.00320,
doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.15.2.063.

Tomas Brauner. Field theories with higher-group symmetry from composite currents. JHEP,

04:045, 2021. arXiv:2012.00051, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2021)045.

Oliver DeWolfe and Kenneth Higginbotham. Generalized symmetries and 2-groups via elec-
tromagnetic duality in AdS/CFT. Phys. Rev. D, 103(2):026011, 2021. arXiv:2010.06594,
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.026011.

27


https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.10104
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2018)049
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.02517
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.205139
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.02249
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)064
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.11938
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.245160
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.00138
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)252
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.11550
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2020)022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.05915
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.2.032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.15890
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)232
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.00320
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.15.2.063
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.00051
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)045
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.06594
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.026011

[25]

[20]

[27]

28]

[29]

[33]

[34]

Ben Heidenreich, Jacob McNamara, Miguel Montero, Matthew Reece, Tom Rudelius, and
Irene Valenzuela. Chern-Weil global symmetries and how quantum gravity avoids them.

JHEP, 11:053, 2021. arXiv:2012.00009, doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2021)053.

Fabio Apruzzi, Sakura Schafer-Nameki, Lakshya Bhardwaj, and Jihwan Oh. The Global Form
of Flavor Symmetries and 2-Group Symmetries in 5d SCFTs. SciPost Phys., 13(2):024, 2022.
arXiv:2105.08724, doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.13.2.024.

Lakshya Bhardwaj. 2-Group symmetries in class S. SciPost Phys., 12(5):152, 2022.
arXiv:2107.06816, doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.5.152.

Yoshimasa Hidaka, Muneto Nitta, and Ryo Yokokura. Topological axion electrody-
namics and 4-group symmetry. Phys. Lett. B, 823:136762, 2021. arXiv:2107.08753,
doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136762.

Yoshimasa Hidaka, Muneto Nitta, and Ryo Yokokura. Global 4-group symmetry and
't Hooft anomalies in topological axion electrodynamics. PTEP, 2022(4):04A109, 2022.
arXiv:2108.12564, doi:10.1093/ptep/ptab150.

Fabio Apruzzi, Lakshya Bhardwaj, Dewi S. W. Gould, and Sakura Schafer-Nameki. 2-Group
Symmetries and their Classification in 6d. 10 2021. arXiv:2110.14647.

Michele Del Zotto, Inaki Garcia Etxebarria, and Sakura Schafer-Nameki.  2-Group
Symmetries and M-Theory. SciPost  Phys., 13:105, 2022. arXiv:2203.10097,
doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.13.5.105.

Mirjam Cveti¢, Jonathan J. Heckman, Max Hiibner, and Ethan Torres. 0-form, 1-form, and
2-group symmetries via cutting and gluing of orbifolds. Phys. Rev. D, 106(10):106003, 2022.
arXiv:2203.10102, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.106.106003.

Tatsuki Nakajima, Tadakatsu Sakai, and Ryo Yokokura. @BCF anomaly and higher-
group structure in the low energy effective theories of mesons. JHEP, 01:175, 2023.
arXiv:2212.12987, doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2023)175.

Naoto Kan, Okuto Morikawa, Yuta Nagoya, and Hiroki Wada. Higher-group struc-

ture in lattice Abelian gauge theory under instanton-sum modification.  Eur. Phys.

28


https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.00009
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2021)053
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.08724
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.13.2.024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.06816
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.5.152
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.08753
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136762
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.12564
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptab150
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.14647
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.10097
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.13.5.105
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.10102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.106003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.12987
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2023)175

[35]

[36]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

J. C, 83(6):481, 2023. [Erratum: Eur.Phys.J.C 84, 22 (2024)]. arXiv:2302.13466,
doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11616-6.

Yu Nakayama. Higher group Weyl symmetry. Phys. Lett. B, 848:138405, 2024.
arXiv:2306.12662, doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2023.138405.

Michael B. Green, John H. Schwarz, and Peter C. West. Anomaly Free Chiral Theories in
Six-Dimensions. Nucl. Phys. B, 254:327-348, 1985. doi:10.1016/0550-3213(85)90222-6.

Augusto Sagnotti. A Note on the Green-Schwarz mechanism in open string theories. Phys.

Lett. B, 294:196-203, 1992. arXiv:hep-th/9210127, doi:10.1016/0370-2693(92)90682-T.

R. D. Peccei and Helen R. Quinn. CP Conservation in the Presence of Instantons. Phys. Rev.

Lett., 38:1440-1443, 1977. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.38.1440.

Tom Banks and Nathan Seiberg. Symmetries and Strings in Field Theory and Gravity. Phys.
Rev. D, 83:084019, 2011. arXiv:1011.5120, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.83.084019.

Fabio Apruzzi, Markus Dierigl, and Ling Lin. The Fate of Discrete 1-Form Symmetries in 6d.
SciPost Phys., 12:047, 2022. arXiv:2008.09117, doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.2.047.

Pietro Benetti Genolini and Luigi Tizzano. Instantons, symmetries and anomalies in five

dimensions. JHEP, 04:188, 2021. arXiv:2009.07873, doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2021)188.

Federico Bonetti and Thomas W. Grimm. Six-dimensional (1,0) effective action of F-
theory via M-theory on Calabi-Yau threefolds. JHEP, 05:019, 2012. arXiv:1112.1082,
doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2012)019.

29


https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.13466
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-023-11616-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.12662
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2023.138405
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(85)90222-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9210127
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(92)90682-T
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.38.1440
https://arxiv.org/abs/1011.5120
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.084019
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.09117
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.2.047
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.07873
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)188
https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.1082
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2012)019

	Introduction
	Model
	EoM-based current and global symmetry
	Dualizing the 4-form gauge field

	Gauging the EoM-based global symmetry
	Operator-valued ambiguity

	Discussions
	Dimensional reduction to 5d

