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Abstract

We discuss general aspects of charge conjugation symmetry in Euclidean lattice field

theories, including its dynamical gauging. Our main focus is O(2) = U(1)⋊ Z2 gauge

theory, which we construct using a non-abelian generalization of the Villain formulation

via gauging the charge conjugation symmetry of pure U(1) gauge theory. We describe

how to construct gauge-invariant non-local operators in a theory with gauged charge

conjugation symmetry, and use it to define Wilson and ’t Hooft lines as well as non-

invertible symmetry operators. Our lattice discretization preserves the higher-group

and non-invertible symmetries of O(2) gauge theory, which we explore in detail. In

particular, these symmetries give rise to selection rules for extended operators and

their junctions, and constrain the properties of the worldvolume degrees of freedom on

twist vortices (also known as Alice or Cheshire strings). We propose a phase diagram

of the theory coupled to dynamical magnetic monopoles and twist vortices, where the

various generalized symmetries are typically only emergent.
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1 Introduction

Lattice gauge theory has historically served as an important testing ground for novel concepts

in quantum field theory, ranging from confinement and other strong coupling phenomena to

kinematic features such as symmetries and dualities. In part inspired by developments

in condensed matter physics concerning topological phases of matter, more recently the

lattice has proven to be a fruitful setting to explore generalized global symmetries and their

anomalies [1–5]. Notably, various ‘modern’ concepts such as higher-form symmetry appear

quite naturally on the lattice, and some of their features were appreciated in early studies

of lattice gauge theories, for instance Refs. [6–10] (see also [11] and references therein).

Given some target continuum quantum field theory of interest, it is an important but

challenging task to find a lattice discretization which preserves as many continuum features

as possible. Global symmetries, together with their ’t Hooft anomalies, constitute some of the

most basic features of a quantum field theory, and provide non-perturbative constraints on

the dynamics and possible long distance behavior of lattice and continuum theories alike. As

the landscape of generalized symmetries continues to expand (see Refs. [12–19] for reviews), it

is also important to establish concrete realizations of novel symmetry structures. The lattice

is a useful arena for providing such realizations and exploring their implications. Indeed,

there is a large collection of works exploring generalized symmetries in Euclidean spacetime

lattice models [3,20–36] as well as Hamiltonian lattice systems [32,37–55], including higher-

group [3, 30,31,38–41] and non-invertible symmetries [20–27,29,32–34,36,37,42–54,54,55].

In this paper, we use the lattice to study a familiar global symmetry, namely charge

conjugation, through the lens of generalized symmetry. What makes charge conjugation

special is that it is a 0-form symmetry (i.e. it is generated by a codimension-1 operator)
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that nonetheless has an intrinsic action on extended operators such as lines and surfaces in

addition to local operators.1 It is this property that sets charge conjugation apart from more

conventional 0-form internal symmetries which (intrinsically) only act on local operators.2

The lattice is particularly well-suited for studying gauge theories of charge conjugation: first,

discrete gauge theories are very natural on the lattice, and second, the action on extended

operators is inherited in a straightforward way from the transformation properties of fields

living on higher-dimensional cells of the lattice, i.e. links, plaquettes, cubes, etc.

Promoting the charge conjugation symmetry of a gauge theory to a local gauge redun-

dancy results in a disconnected, non-abelian gauge group. Gauge theories with disconnected

gauge groups were first studied in Refs. [57, 58] and further explored in the ’90s, see for

instance Refs. [59–65], and more recently in Refs. [23, 66–74]. Much of the earlier literature

on disconnected gauge groups was focused on the peculiar properties of non-abelian vortices

dubbed ‘Alice’ or ‘Cheshire’ strings. The simplest example is furnished by O(2) = U(1)⋊Z2

gauge theory, which can be obtained by gauging the charge conjugation symmetry of U(1)

gauge theory. Alternatively, in the continuum O(2) gauge theory can be realized by Higgs-

ing SO(3) using a Higgs field in the spin-2 representation [58].3 The Alice strings of O(2)

gauge theory in the continuum arise as semiclassical vortex solutions characterized by the

fact that a charged particle encircling the vortex experiences a reflection, flipping the sign

of its charge.

In a conventional Wilson-type formulation of O(2) lattice gauge theory, one integrates

over O(2)-valued link fields in the path integral using an appropriate Haar measure, and

Wilson loops are given by traces (in some representation) of path-ordered products of O(2)

link fields. Despite its simplicity, this formulation obscures certain global properties, in

particular the role of topological excitations. Instead, in this paper we introduce a novel,

non-abelian generalization of the Villain formulation [75]: we start with a non-compact R
gauge theory, gauge a Z 1-form symmetry to obtain U(1) = R/2πZ gauge theory, and

then gauge charge conjugation symmetry to land on the non-abelian O(2) = U(1) ⋊ Z2

theory. On the one hand, in this formulation it takes more work to construct gauge-invariant

1See e.g. Ref. [56] for a treatment of charge conjugation and other 0-form symmetries in topological
theories without local operators.

2A generic 0-form symmetry can also act projectively on extended operators — this is known as symmetry
fractionalization.

3If the UV gauge group is taken instead to be SU(2), the resulting gauge group in the IR is a double
cover of O(2) called Pin−(2) [62]. We discuss the differences between these two theories on the lattice in
Appendix E.
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operators such as Wilson lines — our method for defining gauge-invariant operators refines a

construction in Ref. [65] with projection operators, or ‘condensation defects.’ However, the

advantage of this formulation is that we can easily identify and control magnetic monopoles

and twist vortices. The former are familiar from U(1) lattice gauge theories, while the latter

are specific to disconnected gauge groups like O(2) — they are nothing but the Alice strings

mentioned above, i.e. the codimension-2 defects which induce a holonomy for reflections.

In order to endow our lattice theory with the global symmetries of the continuum O(2)

theory, we employ the modified Villain formulation [76,77] and completely suppress dynam-

ical monopoles and twist vortices (see Refs. [35, 76–93] for the development and subsequent

applications of this formalism). In particular, this enables us to preserve the higher-group [94]

and non-invertible [23,72] symmetries of O(2) gauge theory at finite lattice spacing. As men-

tioned above, one of the main motivations of this work is to study the implications of these

generalized symmetries using a concrete lattice realization.

The higher-group symmetry involves the Z(1)
2,e and Z(d−3)

2,m electric and magnetic symmetries

(the invertible subgroups of U(1)
(1)
e and U(1)

(d−3)
m in the U(1) theory which commute with the

action of charge conjugation) as well as the dual, or quantum, symmetry Z(d−2)
2,v arising from

the suppression of dynamical twist vortices. The higher-group arises from the fact that Z(1)
2,e

and Z(d−3)
2,m are consistent symmetries on their own, but one cannot turn on backgrounds for

both symmetries simultaneously without also activating Z(d−2)
2,v . As we discuss in Sections 4

and 5, the higher-group has important implications for the physics of twist vortices. In

particular, the twist vortex must support charged degrees of freedom in order to match

anomaly inflow from the bulk, and the higher-group constrains how these degrees of freedom

couple to the bulk electric and magnetic symmetries. Our analysis of twist vortices clarifies

the connection between the notion of ‘Cheshire charges’ in lattice models of condensed matter

systems [38,95–97] to the treatment of Alice strings in continuum high-energy physics [60,61].

The non-invertible symmetries we study here are among the simplest — they arise from

gauging a discrete 0-form symmetry which acts non-trivially on invertible symmetries. This

class of symmetries has been studied in a number of works, for instance Refs. [16,23,54,67,

72,73,98–105], and we follow Ref. [54] and refer to them as ‘coset’ non-invertible symmetries.

In the context of O(2) gauge theory, we have electric and magnetic coset non-invertible sym-

metries which we denote by (O(2)/Z2)
(1)
e and (O(2)/Z2)

(d−2)
m — these are the non-invertible

counterparts of U(1)
(1)
e and U(1)

(d−3)
m in the U(1) theory. In our lattice construction, the

non-invertibility arises from the need to dress the symmetry operators with condensation
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defects which effectively ‘ungauge’ charge conjugation on the defect. The non-invertible

symmetries give rise to (sometimes subtle) selection rules, and their realization can be used

to label phases of the lattice theory. For instance, near the continuum limit the non-invertible

electric and magnetic symmetries are spontaneously broken, and this phase is robust to the

introduction of dynamical magnetic monopoles and twist vortices — we present a possible

phase diagram in Section 7.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. We begin in Section 2 with lattice

preliminaries, and explain how to couple a generic Euclidean lattice theory to gauge fields

for charge conjugation. In Section 2.1 we describe how to use projection operators, or

condensation defects, to construct gauge-invariant extended operators in a theory where

charge conjugation symmetry is gauged. The construction is also used to define twisted-

sector extended operators. We apply these methods to O(2) gauge theory in Section 3,

and observe that the fusion rules of our unconventionally-defined Wilson lines match the

representation theory of O(2). In Section 4 we discuss the higher-group symmetry of O(2)

gauge theory at the lattice level, and analyze its ’t Hooft anomaly. We also use the higher-

group to derive a charge relation for degrees of freedom on twist vortices, which we study in

more detail in Section 5. There we give explicit examples of worldvolume degrees of freedom

which cancel anomaly inflow from the bulk, their consistency with the higher-group, and the

possible junctions with Wilson and ’t Hooft lines. In Section 6 we construct the topological

operators for the non-invertible electric and magnetic symmetries, analyze their fusion and

action on charged operators, and discuss their selection rules. In Section 7 we give a possible

phase diagram of O(2) gauge theory on the lattice with dynamical magnetic monopoles and

twist vortices. We conclude in Section 8 and give some directions for future work.

Various technical details and ancillary results are collected in the Appendices. In Ap-

pendix A we give explicit formulae for twisted (or C-covariant) exterior derivatives and cup

products on the (hyper)cubic lattice, together with some useful identities. In Appendix B

we prove the gauge-invariance of our unconventional definition of the O(2) Wilson line. In

Appendices C and D we present Villain lattice discretizations of the orbifolded particle on a

circle and compact boson theories, which feature as the worldvolume degrees of freedom of

twist vortices in three and four dimensions, respectively. Finally, in Appendix E we compare

the global symmetries of pure gauge theories with gauge group O(2) and its double cover

Pin−(2).
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2 Generalities: Charge Conjugation on the Lattice

Throughout the paper we will be considering gauge theories defined on Euclidean spacetime

lattices Λ with periodic boundary conditions, i.e. with the topology of a torus. The lattice

consists of sites (or 0-cells, denoted by s), links (1-cells ℓ), plaquettes (2-cells p), cubes (3-

cells c), and hypercubes (4-cells h), etc. depending on the dimension. It will sometimes be

useful to label an i-cell by a ‘root’ site s together with an ordered list of i integers valued

in {1, . . . , d} indicating the directions spanned by the i-cell. For instance we may denote a

plaquette in the 13 plane with root site s as p = (s, 13). A field living on an i-cell is referred

to as an i-cochain, with Ci(Λ, F ) denoting the set of F -valued i-cochains (we will consider

F = R,Z,Z2 in this paper). We will also make use of the dual lattice Λ̃, and a notion of

Hodge duality ⋆ exchanging i-cochains on Λ with (d − i)-cochains on Λ̃. Finally, it will be

useful to use cup products and their higher generalizations on the (hyper)cubic lattice [106],

which are discrete analogs of the continuum wedge product: the standard cup product joins

together an i- and j-cochain to make a (i+ j)-cochain. We refer the reader to Appendix A

and Refs. [76,85] for more details regarding operations on lattice cochains.

Working at the lattice level allows us to study charge conjugation symmetry system-

atically by coupling the theory to discrete background gauge fields. For ordinary 0-form

symmetries, the coupling to background fields is achieved by replacing the finite difference

operator d acting on 0-cochains with an appropriate covariant derivative. Since charge con-

jugation acts on generic i-cochains with i ≥ 0, one has to first decide how an i-cochain

transforms under local background gauge transformations, and subsequently define an ap-

propriate covariant derivative for generic i-cochains. This is handled using the technology

of twisted differentials.

To begin, let us describe the (for now background) charge conjugation gauge field, which

is a Z2-valued 1-cochain C ∈ C1(Λ,Z) equal to ±1 on each link. Alternatively, we can write

C = eiπC with C ∈ C1(Λ,Z2) equal to 0 or 1 on each link.4 Under a background gauge

transformation,

Cs,i → Gs Cs,i Gs+î , C → C + dG mod 2 , (1)

where G = eiπG ∈ C0(Λ,Z2) is the Z2-valued gauge parameter. In terms of cup prod-

ucts, we can write the transformation rule as C → G ∪ C ∪ G. If we want the background

field to be flat, then we restrict
∏

ℓ∈∂p Cℓ = 1, or equivalently dC = 0 mod 2. Then we

4Throughout the paper we use sans-serif fonts to indicate cochains taking values in multiplicative presen-
tation of the group, and ordinary fonts for the additive presentation.

7



have C ∈ Z1(Λ,Z2). Modding out by gauge transformations, which are exact 1-cochains

(or coboundaries) dG ∈ B1(Λ,Z2), C can be viewed as the representative of a class in

H1(Λ,Z2) = Z1(Λ,Z2)/B
1(Λ,Z2).

Dynamical fields X ∈ Ci(Λ, F ) transform under charge conjugation as X → (−1)QCX

with QC = 0, 1. We promote this to a local transformation via the rule

Xs, j1j2...ji → GQC
s Xs, j1j2...ji , or X → GQC ∪X . (2)

Intuitively, a C-odd i-cochain transforms under local C-gauge transformations at the ‘root

site’ from which it emanates. Let X be C odd, with QC = 1. We define the (left) charge

conjugation-covariant derivative, or twisted differential, to be

dCX ≡ dX + (C− 1) ∪X = dX − 2C ∪X , (3)

recalling that C takes values 0 or 1. Here we have introduced the i-cochain 1 which is equal

to +1 on each positively oriented i-cell (the degree of this cochain should be obvious from

context). We refer the reader to Appendix A for an explicit formula for the above twisted

differential, with relevant examples shown graphically in Fig. 18. Eq. (3) indeed defines a

covariant derivative — under a gauge transformation (see Appendix A for the derivation)

dCX → dG∪C∪G(G ∪X) = G ∪ dCX . (4)

A crucial point is that while the ordinary differential d is nilpotent, i.e. d2 = 0, the twisted

differential is in general not. Instead (again see Appendix A),

d2CX = C ∪ C ∪X . (5)

Unpacking the cup product on the right hand side,

(C ∪ C)s,ij = Cs,iCs+î,j(1− eiπ(dC)s,ij) = −2Cs,iCs+î,j (dC)s,ij , (6)

where dC ≡ dC mod 2.5 We learn that the twisted differential is nilpotent, d2C = 0, only if

the C gauge field is flat. This is familiar from the continuum, where the exterior covariant

derivative associated to a non-flat connection fails to be nilpotent.

5Throughout the following, barred quantities refer to their reduction modulo 2.
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When C is a background field, we are free to consider only flat gauge field configurations.

It is often useful to view a background Z2 gauge field configuration in terms of its Poincaré

dual — for each C we can write

C = eiπ⋆[Ω̃d−1] , C = ⋆[Ω̃d−1] mod 2 , (7)

where Ω̃d−1 is a (not necessarily connected) codimension-1 surface on the dual lattice Λ̃, and

⋆[Ω̃d−1] ∈ C1(Λ,Z2) is a 1-cochain whose value on a link is the oriented number of times the

link pierces Ω̃d−1. The flatness condition translates to the condition that ∂Ω̃d−1 = 0 mod 2,

i.e. Ω̃d−1 cannot have a boundary unless a multiple of two codimension-1 surfaces end on it.

Since Ω̃d−1 is only physical mod 2, its orientation is unimportant, so we can think of every

flat background C gauge field in terms of a collection of closed, unoriented codimension-1

surfaces. Intuitively, moving such a surface past a charged operator implements the C action,

as shown in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: The charge conjugation action is implemented by sweeping its associated

codimension-1 symmetry defect past charged operators, such as the local monopole oper-

ator Mk or Wilson line Wq in 3d U(1) gauge theory.

To make the charge conjugation gauge field dynamical, we simply replace capital letters

by lower case ones C → c and C → c, which are summed over in the path integral with

weight ∑
c∈C1(Λ,Z2)

=
∏
ℓ∈Λ

∑
cℓ=±1

=
∏
ℓ∈Λ

∑
cℓ=0,1

. (8)

This gives rise to a new Wilson loop observable,

η(γ) =
∏
ℓ∈γ

cℓ = exp

(
iπ
∑
ℓ∈γ

cℓ

)
, (9)
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which is invariant under dynamical charge conjugation gauge transformations c → g ∪ c ∪ g

(or c → c + dg) provided γ is a closed loop. In the context of O(2) gauge theory, η(γ) is

simply the Wilson loop associated to the one-dimensional ‘determinant’ representation which

maps all group elements containing a reflection to −1.

Note that in the path integral, we sum over all Z2 1-cochains c including field configu-

rations which are not flat. We can eliminate such configurations from the path integral by

introducing a Lagrange multiplier v ∈ Cd−2(Λ,Z2), with coupling

iπ
∑
d-cells

dc ∪ v . (10)

We will refer to the field v as the ‘twist field.’ It is a (d − 2)-form Z2 gauge field with its

own gauge redundancy v → v+ dt for t ∈ Cd−3(Λ,Z2). Provided the only term in the action

involving v is the one in Eq. (10), the twist field sets dc = 0 mod 2, and the Wilson line η(γ)

becomes a topological line. It also squares to 1, and so defines a (d− 2)-form Z2 symmetry

Z(d−2)
2,v which shifts the twist field by a Z2 (d− 2)-cocycle ω ∈ Z(d−2)(Λ,Z2),

Z(d−2)
2,v : v → v + ω , dω = 0 . (11)

From the twist field we can construct codimension-2 operators

T (Γd−2) = exp

iπ
∑

(d−2)-cells∈Γ

v

 , (12)

whose effect is to force the charge conjugation gauge field to be non-flat precisely at the

location of the insertion,

dc = ⋆[Γ∨
d−2] mod 2 . (13)

In other words, we must sum over codimension-1 surfaces Ω̃d−1 subject to the constraint

∂Ω̃d−1 = Γ∨
d−2. Here Γ∨

d−2 is a codimension-2 surface on the dual lattice obtained from Γd−2

by applying a shift in the − 1̂+2̂+···+d̂√
d

direction, so that

[Γ∨
d−2]s̃, j1,j2,...,jd−2

= [Γd−2]s̃− 1
2
(1̂+2̂+···+d̂), j1,j2,...,jd−2

, (14)

and we define a similar shift in the + 1̂+2̂+···+d̂√
d

direction so that (Γ∨)∧ = (Γ∧)∨ = Γ. We

follow [72] and refer to the operator (12) as the ‘twist vortex.’ It is the charged object under
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the dual, or ‘quantum,’ symmetry generated by η(γ).

Up to this point, our discussion has been very general and can be applied to any lattice

quantum field theory with a charge conjugation symmetry. Since we will be mostly focused

on lattice gauge theories, we need to consider one further point, namely how dynamical gauge

redundancies are modified in the presence of charge conjugation backgrounds. Simply put, a

C-odd i-form gauge field Y ∈ Ci(Λ, F ) which shifts by the exterior derivative Y → Y +dV of a

(i−1)-form V ∈ Ci−1(Λ, F ) must now shift by the C-covariant derivative, Y → Y +dCV . This

ensures that the resulting gauge parameters compose according to the semi-direct product

F ⋊Z2, so that for instance doing a C-gauge transformation after an F gauge transformation

flips the sign of the original F gauge transformation, (1,G) ◦ (V, 1) = (GV,G).

Figure 2: The codimension-1 charge conjugation defect hosts a junction (represented by

the black dot) between Wilson lines with charge q and −q, which is gauge invariant thanks

to the twisted gauge transformations (15). Background gauge transformations topologically

deform the surface, ‘converting’ Wq into W−q in the process.

As a concrete example, and the one which is most relevant for the remainder of the paper,

consider a U(1) gauge field in the Villain formulation. The ingredients are a real link field

a ∈ C1(Λ,R) and an integer plaquette field n ∈ C2(Λ,Z). Both fields are C-odd, transforming

as a → G ∪ a and n → G ∪ n. In the presence of charge conjugation background fields, the

small (parameterized by λ ∈ C0(Λ,R)) and large (parameterized by m ∈ C1(Λ,Z)) gauge

transformation rules become

a → a+ dCλ+ 2πm , n → n+ dCm. (15)

This twisted gauge transformation rule also has a pleasing interpretation in terms of the

junctions between non-local operators which meet at a codimension-1 surface implementing

the charge conjugation action, as depicted in Fig. 2. In words, given a link variable which

pierces the charge conjugation defect, the twist flips the sign of the gauge parameter on one
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side of the defect, allowing for a gauge-invariant junction between Wilson lines of charge q

and −q.

The final technical ingredient for our construction is a C-twisted version of the cup prod-

uct. Such twisted cup products were for instance discussed in Appendix A of Ref. [107] on

triangulations, and we give explicit formulae for the twisted cup products on (hyper)cubic

lattices in Appendix A (in particular, see Fig. 19 for a figure with some relevant examples in

3d). Intuitively, the twisted cup product X ∪C Y between p- and q-cochains X and Y with C

charges QX
C and QY

C is a (p+ q)-cochain with C charge QX
C +QY

C . The crucial feature of the

twisted cup product is that it obeys a Leibniz rule with respect to the C-covariant exterior

derivative. In particular, when both X and Y are C odd, we have

d(X ∪C Y ) = dCX ∪C Y + (−1)p X ∪C dCY , (16)

provided C is flat.6 This allows us to ‘sum by parts’ on closed manifolds.

2.1 Constructing Gauge-Invariant Operators

The operators of a quantum field theory with gauged charge conjugation symmetry fall into

distinct classes. One class consists of new operators which arise from gauging but which

were not present before, such as the Wilson line η and twist vortex T we discussed above.

The second class consists of operators which were present in the ungauged theory, and

can be organized under their parity under charge conjugation — roughly speaking, neutral

operators survive in the gauge theory while odd operators are projected out. For local

operators it is straightforward to form charge conjugation eigenstates by taking symmetric

and antisymmetric linear combinations of operators exchanged by C. The former give rise

to gauge-invariant operators in the gauged theory, while the latter become twisted-sector

operators, i.e. non-genuine local operators living at the endpoints of the topological line η.

For instance, the local monopole operator eiσs in the 3d U(1) gauge theory survives in the

O(2) theory asM(s) = eiσs+e−iσs . On the other hand, for extended operators this procedure

is more subtle, since the local action of charge conjugation in general only transforms a

portion of a non-local operator. As a result, the naive symmetric linear combination of

e.g. a Wilson loop, Wq(γ) +W−q(γ), is not invariant under local charge conjugation gauge

transformations. The purpose of this section is to make the intuitive notion of a linear

6The twisted cup products are also non-associative in the presence of non-flat C gauge fields.
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combination of extended operators precise, at the nonperturbative lattice level.

To illustrate the basic construction, we start with the quintessential extended operator,

namely the Wilson line of U(1) gauge theory. As we described above, the simple linear

combination of lines Wq +W−q is not locally charge conjugation-invariant. As a naive first

attempt to fix this issue, let us sum over the gauge orbits of each segment of the Wilson line

before taking the product over all links, and write

Wq(γ)
?
=
∏
ℓ∈γ

∑
ĝℓ=±1

eiq ĝℓ aℓ =
∏
ℓ∈γ

cos(q aℓ) . (17)

While this is clearly c gauge invariant, it is not invariant under U(1) ⊂ O(2) gauge transfor-

mations! Expanding the 2|γ| terms in a given fixed c background, only two (or zero) terms

from the above sum will be gauge invariant under a → a+dcλ. This is not detrimental, since

the remaining gauge-non-invariant terms will be projected out in any correlation function

with gauge-invariant operators. However, depending on the context (for instance a Monte

Carlo simulation) it may be inconvenient or impractical to use such a non-gauge-invariant

representation of the Wilson loop. What’s more, we can do better.

Before proceeding, let us note an amusing fact: none of the terms in the expansion of

Eq. (17) are U(1) gauge-invariant in a c background for which η(γ) = −1. Therefore the only

field configurations which contribute to correlation functions of Wilson loops have η(γ) = 1,

so we can write Wq(γ) η(γ) = Wq(γ) as an operator identity. This says that the charge-q

Wilson line can ‘absorb’ the c Wilson line, and suggests that a gauge-invariant definition of

Wq(γ) will involve a projection operator

P (γ) =
1 + η(γ)

2
. (18)

We now describe how to make Wq(γ) fully gauge-invariant. Inspired by a related con-

struction in Ref. [65] (see also Ref. [108] and more recently Ref. [53]), we begin by choosing a

basepoint ∗ on γ, and for each link ℓ ∈ γ, a path γℓ,∗ lying in γ which connects the basepoint

to the site from which ℓ emanates. We refer to this set of paths {γℓ,∗} as the scaffolding of
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the curve γ. Then we define7

Wq(γ) ≡ P (γ)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

exp

(
iq ĝ∗

∑
ℓ∈γ

η(γℓ,∗) aℓ

)
. (19)

The operator is defined such that under c gauge transformations, each term in the exponent

transforms covariantly at the basepoint. In other words, for each ℓ ∈ γ, we have that

η(γℓ,∗)aℓ → g∗η(γℓ,∗)aℓ under a general c gauge transformation. The operator is rendered

c-gauge invariant by summing over gauge transformations at the basepoint. Equivalently, we

can view ĝ∗ as a degree of freedom localized at the basepoint, and assign ĝ∗ → g∗ĝ∗ under c

gauge transformations. The above definition is independent of the choice of basepoint, since

we can effectively shift its location by redefining ĝ∗ → ĝ∗ η(γ∗,∗′), where γ∗,∗′ is a path in γ

connecting the old and new basepoints.

Figure 3: An example of a curve γ and the scaffolding paths γℓ,∗ connecting the basepoint ∗
to the root site (indicated by the black circle) of each link. Under a c gauge transformation,

each term transforms by multiplication by g∗.

The operator appears to be quite non-local, depending on the scaffolding paths γℓ,∗. On

the other hand, we expect the dependence to be quite mild since η is a topological operator.

In fact, Eq. (19) is completely independent of the choice of paths γℓ,∗. To see this, we note

that the projection factor P (γ) ensures that the c-holonomy evaluated on the difference of

any two paths from a given link to the basepoint will be trivial. When γ is contractible

this would be true without the projection factor (assuming the absence of twist vortices).

However, when γ is non-contractible, two paths from a given link to the basepoint may differ

by γ itself, leading to a sign ambiguity if η(γ) = −1. The factor P (γ) enforces η(γ) = +1,

7In the original construction of Ref. [65] upon which the definition here is inspired, the projection factor
P (γ) is absent and replaced with the requirement that the union of all scaffolding paths contains no closed
loops. Furthermore, the paths were not restricted to lie on γ, which introduces ambiguities in the choice of
paths.
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thereby eliminating this ambiguity. We conclude that the Wilson loop does not depend on

the choice of scaffolding used to define it in Eq. (19).

Finally, it is not immediately obvious that we have achieved our original goal of defining

a Wilson loop which is invariant under U(1) ⊂ O(2) gauge transformations. The argument

is slightly involved and is presented in Appendix B.

If we restrict ourselves to configurations where c = 1 near γ, the complicated expression

in Eq. (19) reduces to the naive linear combination Wq(γ) = W
U(1)
q (γ) + W

U(1)
−q (γ), while

more generally, it reduces to the earlier definition in Eq. (17) in any fixed field configuration

of c. Hence Eq. (19) provides a fully gauge-invariant alternative to the naive definition in

Eq. (17).

The same construction can be generalized to an arbitrary operator in the pre-gauged

theory defined on a (closed) submanifold Σi which is built from the exponential of a c-odd

i-cochain X. First one chooses a scaffolding: a basepoint ∗ and a set of paths γi,∗ lying in

Σi from the root site of each i-cell in Σi to the basepoint. Then we can define the gauge

invariant operator

Oα(Σi) = P (Σi)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

exp

(
iα ĝ∗

∑
i-cells∈Σi

η(γi,∗)Xi

)
, (20)

where the projector is proportional to the sum over lines η(γ) on the homology cycles of Σi,

P (Σi) =
1

|H1(Σi,Z2)|
∑

γ∈H1(Σi,Z2)

η(γ) . (21)

This ensures that the operator (20) is independent of the choice of scaffolding. Up to the

normalization factor, the above projector is an example of a condensation defect [56,95–97,

109] — an operator defined by summing over (in other words condensing) higher codimension

operators on its worldvolume. More specifically, this condensation defect is equivalent to

higher-gauging the Z(d−2)
2,v symmetry on Σi. Such condensation defects have been studied in

detail from this perspective in Ref. [56]. We can also write the condensation defect as a Z2
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gauge theory on Σi coupled to the charge conjugation gauge field,8

P (Σi) = X
∑

u∈C0(Σi,Z2),
b∈Ci−1(Σi,Z2)

exp

(
iπ

∑
i-cells∈Σi

c ∪ b+ u ∪ db

)
. (23)

The 0-form field u shifts by u → u+ g under charge conjugation, and (for i ≥ 2) we impose

the gauge redundancy b → b + dz with z ∈ Ci−2(Σi,Z2). Notably, this is only respected

provided c is flat, which means that twist vortex insertions are not allowed to pierce Σi.
9

This representation is equivalent to (18) since summing over u sets db = 0 mod 2, so that

b is Poincaré dual to closed curves γ ∈ Z1(Σi,Z2). The coupling iπ
∑

c ∪ b is equivalent to

iπ
∑

γ c, and summing over b (equivalently γ) reproduces Eq. (18). This way of writing the

projector also provides the following useful perspective: the projector ungauges the charge

conjugation symmetry at the location of the defect. To see this, we can instead sum over b

first, which sets c = du mod 2 along Σi, i.e. sets c to be pure gauge. This is to be expected,

since the condensation defect gauges the dual symmetry obtained from gauging c to begin

with, and gauging the dual symmetry returns back the ungauged theory [110].

As an example, let us apply the more general construction (20) to the magnetic flux

surfaces in O(2) gauge theory. Specifically, we start with the magnetic flux operator in the

U(1) theory,

V U(1)
α (S) = exp

(
iα
∑
p∈S

np

)
. (24)

We can construct the gauge-invariant image of this operator in the O(2) theory by picking

a scaffolding of S (see Fig. 4 for an example) and writing

Vα(S) = P (S)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

exp

(
iα ĝ∗

∑
p∈S

η(γp,∗)np

)
, (25)

8The normalization factor is (see e.g. Appendix A of Ref. [26])

X =
|Hi−2(Σi,Z2)||Hi−4(Σi,Z2)| · · ·
|Hi−1(Σi,Z2)||Hi−3(Σi,Z2)| · · ·

2#(i−3)-cells+#(i−5)-cells+···

2#i-cells+#(i−2)-cells+··· . (22)

9More specifically, we must assign v → v + z ∪ ⋆[Σ∧] in the presence of a condensation defect. This
means that the intersection locus between Γ and Σ is not gauge-invariant under the worldvolume gauge
redundancies. This can be cancelled by attaching a b Wilson operator on the condensation defect, which
generates the higher quantum symmetry [56] acting as shifts of u.
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where in this case the projector is

P (S) =
|H0(S,Z2)|
|H1(S,Z2)|

1

2#plaq.+#sites

∑
u∈C0(S,Z2),
b∈C1(S,Z2)

exp

(
iπ
∑
p∈S

c ∪ b+ u ∪ db

)
. (26)

One can use a generalization of the argument in Appendix B to show that the above operator

is invariant under large U(1) gauge transformations which shift n → n+dcm. We will discuss

the properties of Vα(S) in more detail later in Section 6.2 where we show that it generates a

non-invertible magnetic symmetry. Finally, we note that the operator in U(1) gauge theory

that measures magnetic flux mod 2 is charge conjugation-invariant, so if we set α = π we

have the relation

Vπ(S) = 2P (S)V U(1)
π (S) . (27)

In particular, both V
U(1)
π and Vπ are valid operators in the O(2) theory.

Figure 4: An example of a closed surface S on the lattice and some of the scaffolding paths

γp,∗ needed to define the surface operator Vα(S) in Eq. (25).

The above construction can also be extended to manifolds Σi with boundary — one sim-

ply imposes Dirichlet boundary conditions for the gauge field b and includes an additional

projector for the boundary components ∂Σi. For instance, consider an open line Lx,y con-

sisting of |L| sites, and with no self-intersections. To build an open Wilson line, we can start

with a charge-q matter field φ, transforming as φ → φ+ qλ, and write

Wq(Lx,y) = P (Lx,y)P (∂Lx,y)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

exp

iĝ∗
∑

ℓ∈Lx,y

η(γℓ,∗)(qaℓ − (dcφ)ℓ)

 . (28)
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The boundary projector is trivial and

P (Lx,y) =
1

2|L|

∑
u∈C0(Lx,y ,Z2),

b∈C0(Lx,y ,Z2),bx=by=0

exp

iπ
∑

ℓ∈Lx,y

c ∪ b+ u ∪ db

 = 1 , (29)

since the only Z2 0-cocycle on L obeying the Dirichlet boundary conditions is b = 0. Intu-

itively, since a line segment has no non-trivial cycles, there are no ambiguities in the choices

of scaffolding paths, so there is no need for a projector. Finally, if we note that∑
ℓ∈Lx,y

η(γℓ,∗)(dcφ)ℓ = η(γy,∗)φy − η(γx,∗)φx , (30)

we can write a more compact expression for the open Wilson line

Wq(Lx,y) =
∑
ĝ∗

exp (−iĝ∗ η(γx,∗)φx) exp

iq ĝ∗
∑

ℓ∈Lx,y

η(γℓ,∗) aℓ

 exp (iĝ∗ η(γy,∗)φy) . (31)

Finally, while we have been focusing on the case when the charge conjugation gauge field

is flat, this is not strictly necessary. Relaxing the cocycle condition dc = 0 mod 2 allows

twist vortices as dynamical excitations, and breaks the dual Z(d−2)
2,v symmetry. As a result,

we can no longer interpret the projector (23) as the condensation defect obtained by higher-

gauging a symmetry (it is also no longer topological). Nonetheless, the projector still forces

the charge conjugation gauge field to be pure gauge, making all c-holonomies trivial on Σi.

This is all that is needed for the operator (20) to be gauge-invariant and independent of its

scaffolding.

2.1.1 Twisted Sector Operators

One can also use the recipe described above to construct twisted sector operators, i.e. the

images of c-odd operators in the pre-gauged theory. Let us start with the more familiar case

of a local operator, for instance the monopole operator in the twisted sector of 3d O(2) gauge

theory. Such an operator lives at the endpoint of the dual symmetry line η,

M̃k(s) η(γs,∞) = (eikσs − e−ikσs) η(γs,∞) =
∑

ĝs=±1

ĝs η(γs,∞) eikĝsσs , (32)
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where γs,∞ is a half-infinite line ending at the site s. The last presentation above generalizes

to non-local operators in the twisted sector — we simply insert the basepoint degree of

freedom ĝ∗ and multiply by a half-infinite line η(γ∗,∞) ending at the basepoint. In other

words, starting with a c-odd i-cochain X, we have

Õα(Σi; ∗) η(γ∗,∞) = P (Σi)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

ĝ∗ η(γ∗,∞) exp

(
iα ĝ∗

∑
i-cells∈Σi

η(γi,∗)Xi

)
. (33)

Note that while the two factors on the left-hand side individually depend on the choice of

basepoint ∗, their product does not. Such non-local twisted-sector operators appear due to

the action of non-invertible symmetries, as we discuss in Sec. 6.

3 Villain Formulation of O(2) Gauge Theory

We now turn to a specific application of the general ideas from the previous sections. Our

starting point is the modified Villain action for U(1) gauge theory in d spacetime dimensions,

which we take to be

SU(1) =
β

2

∑
plaq.

(da− 2πn)2 + i
∑
d-cells

dn ∪ ã . (34)

This differs slightly from the action written down in Ref. [76] in that we place the Lagrange

multiplier field ã ∈ Cd−3(Λ,R) on the lattice instead of the dual lattice. While this presenta-

tion obscures the lattice rotation symmetry, it allows a more convenient coupling to C gauge

fields — we will return to the fate of rotation symmetry at the end of this section. The

gauge redundancies are

a → a+ dλ+ 2πm , n → n+ dm , ã → ã+ dλ̃+ 2πm̃ ,

λ ∈ C0(Λ,R) , λ̃ ∈ Cd−4(Λ,R) , m ∈ C1(Λ,Z) , m̃ ∈ Cd−3(Λ,Z) .
(35)

In four dimensions, ã is itself a 1-form U(1) gauge field, namely the magnetic gauge field, and

in three dimensions ã ≡ σ is a compact scalar, namely the dual photon. In two dimensions

this field is absent, and instead we have the option to write a 2π-periodic theta term iθ
∑

n

(we set the 4d lattice theta term [76,84,85] to zero for simplicity).

To obtain the modified Villain action for O(2) gauge theory, we simply covariantize the
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derivative and cup product and include the coupling from Eq. (10),10

SO(2) =
β

2

∑
plaq.

(dca− 2πn)2 + i
∑
d-cells

dcn ∪c ã+ iπ
∑
d-cells

dc ∪ v . (36)

This action is designed to be invariant under dynamical c-gauge transformations parameter-

ized by g = (−1)g ∈ C0(Λ,Z2), which act as

c → c+ dg , a → g ∪ a , n → g ∪ n , ã → g ∪ ã . (37)

For the moment we restrict ourselves to on-shell configurations where dc = 0 mod 2, i.e. we

do not consider insertions of twist vortices. In this case, the covariant derivative dc obeys

the same Leibniz and integration-by-parts identities as d, and the action is invariant under

a → a+ dcλ+ 2πm , n → n+ dcm, ã → ã+ dcλ̃+ 2πm̃ , v → v + dt . (38)

Continuing to assume that there are no twist vortex insertions, we can integrate by parts

and dualize the above action by writing it as

1

2β

∑
(d−2)-cells

z2 + i
∑
d-cells

(dca) ∪c z − n ∪c (dcã+ 2πz) + iπ
∑
d-cells

dc ∪ v , (39)

where z ∈ Cd−2(Λ,R) is a c odd auxiliary field. Now the sum on n sets 2πz + dcã = 2πñ for

some c odd integer field ñ ∈ Cd−2(Λ,Z) which transforms as ñ → ñ + dcm̃. Integrating by

parts again, we arrive at a dual representation,

S̃O(2) =
1

2β(2π)2

∑
(d−2)-cells

(dcã− 2πñ)2 + i
∑
d-cells

a ∪c dcñ+ iπ
∑
d-cells

dc ∪ v . (40)

In d = 4 this is the S-dual O(2) Lagrangian where the roles of the (U(1) part of the)

electric and magnetic gauge fields are reversed and the coupling β → 1
(2π)2β

, while in d = 3

this is simply the modified Villain action for the 3d compact boson, with gauged charge

conjugation symmetry. Hence the exact lattice dualities of the modified Villain U(1) gauge

theory commute with the operation of gauging charge conjugation.

10This amounts to gauging C with a particular choice of fractionalization class. We could in principle change
this by shifting the background field for the electric 1-form symmetry (discussed below) by Be → Be +

1
2dc,

and/or a similar shift for the magnetic symmetry in 4d. Furthermore, for simplicity we omit the 3d Dijkgraaf-
Witten twist iπ

2 c ∪ dc. We thank Z. Sun for discussions on these points.
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Any attempt to perform numerical Monte Carlo simulations directly with the actions in

either Eq. (36) or Eq. (40) would face a severe sign problem. However, the sign problem can

in principle be avoided by simply integrating out the Lagrange multiplier fields. First, in the

absence of twist vortex insertions we can sum over v in favor of the constraint dc = 0 mod

2. It is straightforward to propose Monte Carlo updates which satisfy this constraint, see

for instance Refs. [35,111] for examples. Second, integrating out the dual field ã in Eq. (36)

or the original gauge field a in Eq. (40) give the constraints

dcn = 0 =⇒ dn = 2c ∪ n , or dcñ = 0 =⇒ dñ = 2c ∪ ñ . (41)

One likely needs more sophisticated techniques, for instance a modified version of the surface

worm algorithm [112], to efficiently generate configurations satisfying such non-linear con-

straints. The point remains that at least in principle, it is possible to simulate O(2) gauge

theory using the non-abelian Villain formulation without a sign-problem.

We also hasten to mention that the action Eq. (36) does not respect the full cubic

rotational symmetry of the lattice. This can be traced back to the fact that the local

charge conjugation action (2) itself breaks rotation symmetry by picking a preferred root

site for each i-cochain. However, summing over flat charge conjugation gauge fields does not

introduce any local dynamics, and should not affect local correlation functions sensitive to

rotational symmetry. Therefore, at least for flat gauging of charge conjugation, we expect

the full SO(d) Euclidean rotational symmetry to emerge in the continuum limit.

3.1 Wilson Lines and Representations

We now describe how the spectrum and fusion of Wilson lines in our modified Villain the-

ory match the representation theory of O(2). In a more conventional lattice discretization,

Wilson lines are defined as traces of path-ordered products of link matrices (i.e. characters

in some representation), so that their fusion automatically coincides with tensor product

decomposition. In our case this is less obvious, and matching the tensor product decom-

position of O(2) representations serves as a non-trivial check for our more unconventional

Wilson loops.

The irreducible representations of O(2) consist of two-dimensional irreps 2q (with q >

0), a one-dimensional ‘det’ representation 1det (the adjoint), and a one-dimensional trivial
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representation 1, which satisfy

1det ⊗ 1det = 1 ,

2q ⊗ 1det = 2q ,

2q ⊗ 2q′ = 2q+q′ ⊕ 2|q−q′| , for q ̸= q′

2q ⊗ 2q = 22q ⊕ 1⊕ 1det .

(42)

The corresponding Wilson lines are identified as 2q ↔ Wq and 1det ↔ η. The first line

above is matched by the fact that the η line generates a Z2 symmetry, and the second line

is matched by the projector in the definition of Wq (this was already discussed near Eq. (18)

in Section 2.1).

Since we are at finite lattice spacing, we can compute the fusion of the remaining non-

topological Wilson lines by simply placing them on the same contour γ and re-expanding

the result. Since the basepoints and scaffolding paths can be chosen arbitrarily, we choose

them to be the same for the two lines being fused. Then, by rewriting the sum over gauge

transformations at the basepoint, we find

Wq(γ)Wq′(γ) = P (γ)P (γ)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

∑
ĝ′∗=±1

exp

(
i(qĝ∗ + q′ĝ′∗)

∑
ℓ∈γ

η(γℓ,∗)aℓ

)

= P (γ)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

∑
ĝ′∗=±ĝ∗

exp

(
iĝ∗(q + q′ĝ∗ĝ

′
∗)
∑
ℓ∈γ

η(γℓ,∗)aℓ

)
= Wq+q′(γ) +Wq−q′(γ) , (43)

where in the last line we performed the sum over ĝ′∗. Note that Wq = W−q so this reproduces

the third line of Eq. (42). We also reproduce the last line of Eq. (42), since setting q′ = q

gives

Wq(γ)Wq(γ) = W2q(γ) +W0(γ) = W2q(γ) + 2P (γ) = W2q(γ) + 1 + η(γ) . (44)

Finally, the same fusion rules apply to the ’t Hooft lines in 4d, defined as Wilson lines of the

magnetic gauge field ã,

Hq̃(γ) = P (γ)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

exp

(
iq̃ ĝ∗

∑
ℓ∈γ

η(γℓ,∗)ãℓ

)
. (45)
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4 Higher-Group Symmetry

In this section we study the group-like, invertible symmetries of the O(2) gauge theory on

the lattice. As discussed in Section 2, gauging the charge conjugation symmetry of the U(1)

theory gives rise to a dual Z(d−2)
2,v symmetry which acts on the codimension-2 twist vortices. In

addition, the gauging process breaks the U(1)
(1)
e and U(1)

(d−3)
m symmetries down to their Z2

subgroups which commute with the charge conjugation action. These three Z2 symmetries

are however not independent, and combine into a non-trivial higher-group [94].

We can uncover the higher-group structure by coupling to flat background fields for the

1-form electric and (d − 3)-form magnetic symmetries. Specifically, we work with integer

lifts of Z2 gauge fields, Be ∈ C2(Λ,Z), Bm ∈ Cd−2(Λ,Z), which are closed mod 2. The action

minimally coupled to background fields is

S(Be, Bm) =
β

2

∑
plaq.

(dca− πBe − 2πn)2 + i
∑
d-cells

(
dcn+

1

2
dcBe

)
∪c ã

+ iπ
∑
d-cells

(
n+

1

2
Be

)
∪Bm + iπ

∑
d-cells

c ∪ dv . (46)

Before checking the invariance under background gauge transformations, let us make sure

that the dynamical gauge redundancies are respected. Since the background fields are clas-

sical sources, they cannot transform under dynamical gauge redundancies. As a result, the

presence of Be in the gauge field kinetic term spoils the usual c gauge transformations, and

we must augment the transformation rule of the Villain field n by

n → g ∪ n+
1

2
(g − 1) ∪Be , (47)

such that the combination n+ 1
2
Be transforms covariantly. Even with this modification, the

second line of Eq. (46) is not c gauge-invariant, but shifts by

∆S = iπ
∑
d-cells

(g − 1) ∪ (n+
1

2
Be) ∪Bm = iπ

∑
d-cells

g ∪Be ∪Bm mod 2πi . (48)

This gauge variation is simply reflecting the mixed anomaly between Z(1)
2,e × Z(d−3)

2,m and C

in the pure U(1) gauge theory. As described in Ref. [110], gauging a symmetry which

participates linearly in such a discrete anomaly gives rise to some kind of extension of the
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other symmetries participating in the anomaly. In this case, gauging C gives rise to a higher-

group. The anomalous variation (48) simply states that the point-like intersection of a

codimension-2 Z(1)
2,e symmetry operator (surface in 4d and line in 3d) and a Z(d−3)

2,m surface is

C-odd. When we gauge C, a Wilson line η must terminate at the intersection point to render

it gauge invariant. Since η is the generator of Z(d−2)
2,v , this means that turning on general

backgrounds for Z(1)
2,e × Z(d−3)

2,m requires us to turn on (non-flat) backgrounds for Z(d−2)
2,v .

Indeed, let us turn on a background field Bv ∈ Cd−1(Λ,Z) for the (d − 2)-form twist

vortex symmetry,

iπ
∑
d-cells

c ∪ dv → iπ
∑
d-cells

c ∪ (dv −Bv) (49)

which itself shifts by

iπ
∑
d-cells

g ∪ dBv (50)

under c gauge transformations. This variation would vanish for an ordinary flat, (d−1)-form

Z2 gauge field satisfying dBv = 0 mod 2, but we can cancel Eq. (48) by twisting the flatness

condition,

dBv = Be ∪Bm mod 2 , (51)

leading to a higher-group structure. This equation captures the fact that a Z(d−2)
2,v symme-

try line must emanate from the point-like intersection of Z(1)
2,e and Z(d−3)

2,m generators, as we

described above. In three dimensions, we can equivalently say that when a Z(1)
2,e-generating

line pierces a codimension-1 Z(0)
2,m surface, it emerges as the line that generates the diagonal

Z2 ⊂ Z(1)
2,e × Z(1)

2,v, i.e. the 0-form magnetic symmetry permutes the 1-form symmetry lines e

and ev. This is illustrated in Fig. 5.

In order for this twisted cocycle condition to be background gauge invariant (i.e. for the

aforementioned junction to be topological), the background field for the twist vortex symme-

try must transform under gauge transformations for the electric and magnetic symmetries,

Be → Be + dVe + 2Ke ,

Bm → Bm + dVm + 2Km ,

Bv → Bv + dVv + 2Kv + Ve ∪Bm +Be ∪ Vm + dVe ∪ Vm ,

(52)

where Ve ∈ C1(Λ,Z), Vm ∈ Cd−3(Λ,Z), Vv ∈ Cd−2(Λ,Z) parameterize ‘small’ Z2 gauge trans-

formations and Ke ∈ C2(Λ,Z), Km ∈ Cd−2(Λ,Z), Kv ∈ Cd−1(Λ,Z) parameterize changes in

the choices of integer lifts. This modified gauge transformation rule for Bv has a nice geo-
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Figure 5: The modified cocycle condition characterizing the 2-group in three dimensions

implies that when a Z(1)
2,e line pierces a codimension-1 Z(0)

2,m surface, it emerges as the line for

Z2 ⊂ Z(1)
2,e × Z(1)

2,v. In other words, the magnetic symmetry acts non-trivially on the 1-form

symmetry by exchanging the e and ev lines.

metric interpretation in terms of symmetry defects — it says that whenever we pass a Z(1)
2,e

generator through a Z(d−3)
2,m surface (or visa versa), we generate a Z(d−2)

2,v line. This is depicted

in Fig. 6. The higher-group shift (52) is also consistent with ‘gauge transformations of gauge

transformations’ of the sort described in Refs. [1,3,113] whereby e.g. we simultaneously take

Ve → Ve + 2Xe, Ke → Ke − dXe. Such a shift represents a trivial gauge transformation and

can be absorbed by taking Kv → Kv −Xe ∪Bm.

Figure 6: The higher-group gauge transformations (52) imply that a Z(d−2)
2,v line gets nucle-

ated whenever a Z(1)
2,e generator and a Z(d−3)

2,m surface cross. In 4d, the Z(1)
2,e generator above is

a surface spanning the suppressed fourth dimension while the Z(d−3)
2,m and Z(d−2)

2,v generators

are localized.
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4.1 Anomalies

Now we can check the background gauge transformation properties of the action coupled to

the higher-group background fields. The dynamical fields shift by

Z(d−3)
2,m : ã → ã+ πVm ,

Z(1)
2,e : a → a+ πVe , n → n+

1

2
(c− 1) ∪ Ve −Ke ,

Z(d−2)
2,v : v → v + Vv .

(53)

The unconventional shift of n ensures that the combination dca − 2πn shifts by πdVe and

not πdcVe. Under a background gauge transformation the action (Eq. (46) plus Eq. (49))

is not invariant, but transforms by terms involving the background fields and their gauge

parameters (assuming no twist vortex insertions)

∆S = iπ
∑
d-cells

[
(Be + dVe) ∪Km +

1

2
Ve ∪ dBm

]
∈ iπZ . (54)

While at face value this seems to indicate that the mixed anomaly between Z(1)
2,e and Z(d−3)

2,m

in the U(1) theory survives in O(2), since these symmetries are involved in a higher-group

there are more counter-terms available and it is possible for this putative anomaly to be

trivialized. This turns out to be the case in three dimensions.11 To proceed, we note that

the above phase can be cancelled by a bulk inflow term

A =
iπ

2

∑
(d+1)−cells

Be ∪ dBm , (55)

assuming we can extendBe andBm to some bulk (d+1)-dimensional lattice while maintaining

their flatness. In three dimensions where Bm is a 1-cochain we can make use of the following

identity (see Eq. (121) in Appendix A),

dBm = 2Bm ∪Bm mod 4 , (56)

11This is entirely analogous to the fact that the D8 symmetry of the Z2 orbifold of the compact boson
CFT is anomaly free [98].
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which holds provided dBm = 0 mod 2, to write the inflow action as

A =
iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

Be ∪ dBm −Be ∪ dBm + 2Be ∪Bm ∪Bm

=
iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

Be ∪ d(Bm −Bm) + 2dBv ∪Bm

=
iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

d
[
Be ∪ (Bm −Bm) + 2Bv ∪Bm

]
. (57)

In the second line we used the twisted cocycle condition Eq. (51), and in the third line

we used mod 2 flatness of Be and Bm and the fact that Bm − Bm ∈ 2Z. We see that

the anomaly inflow action is the total derivative of a local 3d counter-term whose variation

cancels Eq. (54). The correct coupling to 2-group background fields in three dimensions is

then

S(Be, Bm, Bv) =
β

2

∑
plaq.

(dca− πBe − 2πn)2 + i
∑
cubes

(
dcn+

1

2
dcBe

)
∪c σ

+ iπ
∑
cubes

(
n+

1

2
Be −Bv

)
∪Bm + iπ

∑
cubes

c ∪ (dv −Bv) , (58)

which is indeed invariant under the 2-group gauge transformations Eqs. (52), (53). As

a result, there is no obstruction to gauging the entire 2-group global symmetry in three

dimensions. In four dimensions the inflow action in Eq. (55) is non-trivial, so the mixed

anomaly between Z(1)
2,e and Z(1)

2,m from the U(1) theory survives as a non-trivial 3-group

anomaly in the O(2) theory.

4.2 Action on Twist Vortices

One important implication of the higher-group structure (51) is that the worldvolumes of ex-

tended operators charged under the highest form symmetry (here Z(d−2)
2,v ) must carry degrees

of freedom which break the lower form symmetries (Z(1)
2,e or Z

(d−3)
2,m ). This is a consequence of

the fact that Z(1)
2,e and Z(d−3)

2,m fail to commute when acting on the operators charged under

Z(d−2)
2,v , namely the twist vortices. To see this, we consider a general twist vortex operator T

and pass a magnetic symmetry surface m and a codimension-2 electric symmetry generator

e across it in two different (but ultimately equivalent) ways, as in Figs. 7 and 8 (see Ref. [38]
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for a similar analysis in topological lattice models described by discrete gauge theories).12

Figure 7: In three dimensions, the electric symmetry line e leaves behind a local operator

O(0)
e on the twist vortex T while the magnetic symmetry surface m leaves behind a line

operator O(1)
m . Passing the symmetry operators across the twist vortex in two different ways

yields a relation (59) between the charges of these operators.

Naively, the twist vortex is neutral under both Z(d−3)
2,m and Z(1)

2,e. We might expect that

the associated symmetry operators can move freely past the twist vortex, but this would

12Alternatively we can study what happens in a local neighborhood when we move the point-like higher-
group junction around the twist vortex.
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be inconsistent — passing the symmetry operators past the twist vortex in two different

ways would give results which differ by a sign. To get around this, we have to allow a

more general action of Z(d−3)
2,m and Z(1)

2,e. In general, when the Z(d−3)
2,m surface crosses T (Γd−2)

it may deposit a line operator O(1)
m on Γd−2. Consistency with the bulk topological Z(d−3)

2,e

operators and their fusion implies that O(1)
m must itself be topological on Γd−2 and that

(O(1)
m )2 = 1. Similarly, the codimension-2 Z(1)

2,e generator may act on T (Γd−2) by depositing

a (d − 3)-dimensional operator O(d−3)
e on Γ, and consistency with the bulk Z(1)

2,e operators

implies that O(d−3)
e must be topological on Γd−2 and (O(d−3)

e )2 = 1.13 From the perspective

of the d̃ = (d− 2)-dimensional twist vortex worldvolume Γ, O(1)
m generates a Z2 (d̃− 2)-form

symmetry while O(d̃−1)
e generates a 0-form symmetry.14

The worldline operators O(1)
m and O(d−3)

e have the right dimensionalities to carry charge

under the bulk electric and magnetic symmetries, respectively. Let us denote the Z(1)
2,e charge

of O(1)
m by Qe

Om
and the Z(d−3)

2,m charge of O(d−3)
e by Qe

Om
. Passing electric and magnetic

symmetry operators through the twist vortex in the two ways shown in Figs. 7 and 8 gives

the following relation between these charges:

Qm
Oe

+Qe
Om

= 1 mod 2 . (59)

This implies that the electric and magnetic symmetries fail to commute in their action on

the twist vortex. The featureless twist vortex with O(d−3)
e = 1 and O(1)

m = 1 fails to satisfy

Eq. (59), so there must exist non-trivial worldvolume degrees of freedom on Γd−2.
15 In the

next section we will give explicit examples of twist vortex degrees of freedom which match

the above consistency relation.

The fact that the twist vortex carries non-trivial degrees of freedom charged under Z(1)
2,e

or Z(d−3)
2,m (or both) gives an intuitive explanation of the fact that Z(1)

2,e ×Z(d−3)
2,m does not form

a ‘good subgroup’ of the higher-group. From the background field perspective, we cannot

turn on generic backgrounds for these symmetries without turning on backgrounds for Z(d−2)
2,v ,

so if Z(d−2)
2,v is explicitly broken then at least one of Z(1)

2,e or Z(d−3)
2,m must be broken as well.

13In three dimensions, since O(1)
m is a codimension-0 operator on Γ, the fact that the bulk Z(0)

2,m surface is

topological implies that it realizes a topological junction between T and TO(1)
m .

14These symmetries are not required to act faithfully on genuine operators in the worldline theory. For
instance, they could be completely trivial, or only act on the junctions of twist vortices with bulk operators.

15The featureless twist vortex is anyway not gauge-invariant, and requires charged degrees of freedom in
order to cancel this worldvolume anomaly. This is true even in the absence of the higher-group. Matching
the relation in Eq. (59) is an additional requirement which constrains the possible worldvolume degrees of
freedom.
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Figure 8: In four dimensions, the electric and magnetic symmetry generators leave behind

line operators O(1)
m and O(1)

e on the twist vortex. Passing the symmetry operators across

the twist vortex in two different ways yields a relation (59) between the 1-form charges of

these operators. The topological operators in this figure span the fourth dimension, while

the twist vortex does not.

This hierarchical breaking pattern is reflected in the worldvolume degrees of freedom on the

twist vortex — if we explicitly break Z(d−2)
2,v by allowing dynamical twist vortices then we

necessarily introduce dynamical objects which are either electrically or magnetically charged

and which break Z(1)
2,e or Z(d−3)

2,m (or both). This has important implications for the phase
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diagram of the theory with dynamical twist vortices, which we explore in Section 7.

5 Twist Vortices and Junctions

We now return to a more detailed analysis of the twist vortices, or Alice strings, introduced

in Section 2.16 In the current context of O(2) gauge theory, inserting a twist vortex is

equivalent to constraining the holonomy of the gauge field around a codimension-2 surface

to lie in the conjugacy class of reflections. In other words, we pick up a c gauge transformation

when encircling the twist vortex. So far, we have ignored the effects of twist vortices when

analyzing the gauge transformation and symmetry properties of the action Eq. (36). A basic

problem is that the naive twist vortex defined in Eq. (12),

T (Γd−2)
?
= exp

iπ
∑

(d−2)-cells∈Γ

v

 , (60)

is in fact not gauge-invariant. The effect of this insertion is simply to set dc = 1 mod 2 for

plaquettes pierced by Γ∨. In such a background, the action in Eq. (36) remains invariant

under c gauge transformations but transforms under U(1) ⊂ O(2) gauge transformations by

i
∑
d-cells

d2cλ ∪c z + dcn ∪c dcλ̃+ d2cm ∪c (ã+ dcλ̃)

= i
∑
d-cells

(c ∪ c ∪ λ) ∪c z + dcn ∪c dcλ̃+ (c ∪ c ∪m) ∪c (ã+ dcλ̃) , (61)

where we have made use of the auxiliary variable z from Eq. (39). Note that both terms

above are nonzero precisely where c∪c, which is proportional to dc mod 2, is nonzero, i.e. at

the location of the twist vortex insertion. Our strategy will be to introduce dynamical degrees

of freedom on the twist vortex which can cancel the above gauge-non-invariance, effectively

implementing a lattice version of Callan-Harvey anomaly inflow [114].17 The choice of these

degrees of freedom is not unique, and we will present minimal examples that do the job. We

16The results in this section apply equally well to twist defects for charge conjugation symmetry in U(1)
gauge theory, i.e. codimension-1 charge conjugation defects with (non-topological) boundaries.

17A similar gauge variation localized on twist vortices was found in the context of ZN gauge theory in
Ref. [115], where the authors simply restricted gauge transformations to vanish at the appropriate loci to
render the twist vortex gauge invariant. Our approach is more general, and is well-suited for non-topological
theories.
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will also describe how these worldline degrees of freedom give rise to junctions between the

twist vortices and Wilson and (in 4d) ’t Hooft lines, and how such junctions are consistent

with the electric and magnetic symmetries.

Notably, the electric- and magnetically-charged worldvolume degrees of freedom in our

lattice setup exactly parallel the zero modes found on Alice strings in the continuum which

arise from Higgsing some UV gauge group down to a non-abelian subgroup [60,61]. Moreover,

we can dial parameters on the twist vortex worldvolume to make either the electric or

magnetic particles light and, in particular limits, condense. In these extreme limits we

can view the twist vortex itself as a (non-topological) condensation defect where the bulk

(electric or magnetic) gauge field is Higgsed on a codimension-2 surface in spacetime. Such

condensation defects have been studied in the context of topological phases of condensed

matter systems (see for instance Refs. [38, 95, 97]) where they are also dubbed ‘Cheshire

strings.’

5.1 Three Dimensions

In three dimensions the twist vortex-localized gauge variation we need to cancel is (renaming

ã ≡ σ to be the dual photon)

i
∑
cubes

(c ∪ c ∪ λ) ∪c z + (c ∪ c ∪m) ∪c σ . (62)

The specific examples we will consider involve a compact scalar on the twist vortex worldline,

in other words a particle on a circle (but with charge conjugation symmetry gauged). This

system admits a Villain lattice description described in Appendix C, whose ingredients are

a real scalar φ ∈ C0(Γ,R) and associated integer Villain field w ∈ C1(Γ,Z), with gauge

redundancy φ → φ + 2πr, w → w + dcr, where r ∈ C0(Γ,Z). Both fields are odd under

charge conjugation, φ → g ∪ φ and w → g ∪ w. Before gauging charge conjugation, this

quantum mechanical system has a U(1) global shift symmetry φ → φ + constant and a

theta angle θ with periodicity 2π (formally a (−1)-form symmetry). An important fact

about this system is that there is a generalized mixed anomaly between the U(1) global

symmetry and the periodicity of the θ parameter [116–118] which is preserved in the Villain

lattice discretization, as reviewed in Appendix C. This anomaly is precisely what we need in

order to cancel the gauge variation (61), in other words the anomaly inflow, from the bulk.

Recalling that z = ñ − 1
2π
dcσ on shell, the terms in Eq. (62) match exactly the anomalous
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terms in Eq. (131).

We begin by coupling the shift symmetry of φ to the bulk gauge field with charge qφ,

replacing the usual kinetic term with

κv

2

∑
links∈Γ

(dcφ− qφa− 2πw)2 . (63)

The fields on the twist vortex worldline transform under bulk gauge transformations as

φ → φ + qφλ and w → w − qφm. The first term in Eq. (61), i.e. the non-invariance under

small U(1) gauge transformations, can be written as

−2i
∑
cubes

dc ∪ λ ∪ z , (64)

where dc ≡ dc mod 2, and can be cancelled by including the coupling

2i

qφ

∑
links∈Γ

φ ∪ z . (65)

To find the effect of this term in the usual presentation of the action, we simply integrate

out z to find that the gauge field kinetic term gets replaced by

β

2
(dca− 2πn)2p → β

2
(dca−

1

qφ
d2cφ− 2πn)2p =

β

2
(dca−

1

qφ
c ∪ c ∪ φ− 2πn)2p . (66)

Note that this is a non-trivial change only for the plaquettes p ∈ ⋆[Γ∨]. For this modification

to preserve the compactness of φ, we must assign n → n − 1
qφ
c ∪ c ∪ r under the gauge

redundancy (127). Recalling that c ∪ c is even, this shift is well-defined only if |qφ| = 1, 2.

The original monopole-suppression term in the action is not invariant under this additional

twist vortex-localized transformation of n, but shifts by

− i

qφ

∑
cubes

dc(c ∪ c ∪ r) ∪c σ = − i

qφ

∑
cubes

(c ∪ c ∪ dcr) ∪c σ , (67)

where we made repeated use of Eq. (107).

Conveniently, the transformation properties of w are such that we can cancel both the
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second term in Eq. (61), as well as Eq. (67), by adding to the action the coupling18

i

qφ

∑
cubes

(c ∪ c ∪ w) ∪c σ . (69)

Note that since |qφ| = 1, 2 and c ∪ c is even this preserves the periodicity of σ. This couples

the bulk monopole operator to the topological charge density of the particle on a circle, and

can be thought of as gauging its (−1)-form symmetry, i.e. promoting the theta parameter

to a dynamical axion.

In summary, we have the improved, gauge invariant twist vortex operators19

Tqφ(Γ) =
∑

φ∈C0(Γ,R),
w∈C1(Γ,Z)

exp

[
i
∑

links∈Γ

(
πv − 2

qφ
φ ∪ z

)
− κv

2

∑
links∈Γ

(dcφ− qφa− 2πw)2 (70)

− i

qφ

∑
cubes

(c ∪ c ∪ w) ∪c σ

]
, |qφ| = 1, 2 ,

which are invariant under the combined gauge redundancies

φ → φ+ 2πr + qφλ , w → w + dcr − qφm,

a → a+ dcλ+ 2πm , n → n+ dcm− 1

qφ
c ∪ c ∪ r , σ → σ + 2πm̃ .

(71)

The twist vortices fall into two classes, depending on whether |qφ| = 1, 2, which we will refer

to as type-e and type-m, respectively. Roughly, the type-e vortex breaks the Z(1)
2,e electric

symmetry of the bulk and preserves the Z(0)
2,m magnetic symmetry, while the type-m vortex

breaks the magnetic symmetry and preserves the electric symmetry. From the perspective

of the bulk, the particle on the circle serves as a charge-qφ Higgs field localized on Γ. If we

18This can be written as a sum over links on Γ, but it takes a complicated form since the twisted cup
product is not associative. To save space we write this term as if it were a bulk term, with the knowledge
that it localizes to terms involving w and σ on Γ. For instance if we consider a straight twist vortex, we
could write this as

− 2i

qφ

∑
links∈Γ

w ∪c σ . (68)

19 The ‘sum’ over φ ∈ C0(Γ,R) is schematic. Since the worldvolume theory has a Z gauge redundancy, one
must gauge-fix in order to get a finite result for the expectation value of the twist vortex. One possibility is
to choose the ‘Villain gauge’ where φ is restricted to lie in the range (−π, π], and the gauge variation qφλ is
also projected to this interval.
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take the limit κv → ∞ we pin a = 1
qφ
(dcφ− 2πw), which restricts the bulk gauge field to be

a Z|qφ| gauge field on the twist vortex worldline. In this strict limit, the twist vortex can be

thought of as a kind of condensation defect, where charge-qφ excitations proliferate on its

worldvolume.

5.1.1 Consistency with the 2-Group

In Section 4 we derived a consistency relation between the charges of operators deposited

by electric and magnetic symmetry generators on the twist vortex worldvolume. Here we

describe how the specific twist vortices in Eq. (70) satisfy these conditions.

• Type-e: If we take qφ = 1, the twist vortex is invariant under shifts σ → σ + πVm and

therefore respects the Z(0)
2,m symmetry. In other words, nothing gets deposited on Γ as

we pass a magnetic symmetry surface past it, so O(1)
m = 1 and Qe

Om
= 0. On the other

hand, performing a 1-form symmetry transformation does not leave the twist vortex

invariant, but leaves behind an insertion of

e−
κv
2

∑
ℓ∈Γ(dcφ−a−πVe−2πw)2ℓ−(dcφ−a−2πw)2ℓ e−

i
2

∑
cubes(c∪c∪Ve)∪cσ . (72)

Since Ve = ⋆[D̃], with D̃ a surface on the dual lattice, this effectively inserts a local

operator O(0)
e at the location where D̃ pierces Γ. In the presence of this operator, we

must modify the c gauge transformation of w to w → g∪w+ 1
2
(g−1)∪Ve. To see that

this worldline operator is topological, we can perform a shift φ → φ − πUe together

with w → w+ 1
2
(c− 1)∪Ue and n → n− 1

2
c∪ c∪Ue, which leaves the modified gauge

field kinetic term (66) invariant but alters the insertion to

e−
κv
2

∑
ℓ∈Γ(dcφ−a−π(Ve+dUe)−2πw)2ℓ−(dcφ−a−2πw)2ℓ e−

i
2

∑
cubes(c∪c∪(Ve+dUe))∪cσ . (73)

This effectively moves the location of O(0)
e along the twist vortex, making it topological.

One can also verify that the operator O(0)
e has Z2 fusion rules consistent with the bulk

Z(1)
2,e line. The last factor in Eq. (72) is charged under the magnetic symmetry so that

Qm
Oe

= 1. Hence and Qm
Oe

+Qe
Om

= 1 + 0 = 1, and Eq. (59) is satisfied.

• Type-m: If we take qφ = 2, we can preserve Z(1)
2,e by assigning w → w − Ve, so in this

case O(0)
e = 1. On the other hand, performing a magnetic symmetry transformation
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σ → σ + πVm inserts a line operator O(1)
m

eiπ
∑

ℓ∈Γ w∪Vm (74)

along the twist vortex. Since Vm = ⋆[Ỹ ] for some 3-volume Ỹ , this operator is localized

along the line segment where Γ lies in Ỹ . Since w → w−Ve under the 1-form symmetry,

we now have that Qm
Oe

= 0 and Qe
Om

= 1, and Eq. (59) is again satisfied.

5.1.2 Junctions

Both types of twist vortices host electrically charged matter on their worldlines which we

can use to terminate bulk Wilson lines. Specifically, we can construct open Wilson lines as

described in Eq. (31) which end (roughly speaking) on the twist vortex-localized operator

eiφ. This operator has charge 1 on a type-e twist vortex, so all Wilson lines Wq with q ≥ 1

can end on it. In the type-m case, this operator has charge 2, so that only even charge

Wilson lines can end (alternatively, eiφ can serve as a junction between W1 in the bulk and

line operators on the twist vortex such as W1 or O(1)
m ).

Figure 9: Junction between a minimally charged Wilson line W1 and a type-e twist vortex

Te. When a Z(1)
2,e symmetry line crosses Te, it deposits the topological local operator O(0)

e

which acts on the point-like junction with the Wilson line. As a result, the junction is

consistent with the Z(1)
2,e symmetry.
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At first glance, the fact that the minimal Wilson line can end on the type-e vortex seems

to violate the Z(1)
2,e symmetry. In fact, the junction is perfectly consistent with the electric

1-form symmetry — the local operators O(0)
e left behind by the Z(1)

2,e line act on the junction

operator eiφ, as discussed above. This is depicted in Fig. 9.

Finally, the Z(1)
2,e electric 1-form symmetry gives selection rules for the allowed junction

configurations. In particular, the net charge of a ‘ladder’ of Wilson loops stretched between

two twist vortices has to be even, otherwise the configuration vanishes (see Fig. 10). It is

straightforward to find configurations in the strong coupling expansion that contribute to

e.g. a charge-2 Wilson line stretched between two non-contractible twist vortices.20 We

discuss such configurations in more detail in Section 6.1.3.

Figure 10: An example of a selection rule for Wilson loop junctions arising due to Z(1)
2,e

symmetry.

5.2 Four Dimensions

The four dimensional uplift of the story involves the (orbifolded) compact boson on the twist

vortex worldsheet Σ. We review the Villain discretization of this system and compute the

’t Hooft anomaly for its global U(1)
(0)
m × U(1)

(0)
w symmetry in Appendix D. The ingredients

are a compact scalar and its dual φ, φ̃ ∈ C0(Σ,R), and an integer Villain field w ∈ C1(Σ,Z)
subject to the gauge redundancies

φ → φ+ 2πr , w → w + dcr , φ̃ → φ̃+ 2πr̃ . (75)

20The invertible symmetries do not give rise to constraints on the same configuration but where the twist
vortices are both contractible. However, such a configuration is constrained by the non-invertible electric
symmetry discussed in Section 6.1.
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The naive twist vortex induces a gauge variation of the action

i
∑
d-cells

−2dc ∪ λ ∪ z + dcn ∪c dcλ̃+ (c ∪ c ∪m) ∪c (ã+ dcλ̃) . (76)

Note that despite appearances the dcn ∪c dcλ̃ term is localized on the twist vortex — the

non-flatness of c is what prevents this term from being a total derivative. Since z = ñ− 1
2π
dcã

on-shell, the terms above are in 1-1 correspondence with the anomalous terms in Eq. (139).

Hence, paralleling the 3d discussion, we can cancel the above gauge variation by coupling the

momentum and winding symmetries of the compact boson to the bulk electric and magnetic

gauge fields.

Cutting to the chase, we again have a choice of the charge qφ (with |qφ| = 1, 2) of φ

with respect to the electric gauge field a. The magnetic charge of φ̃ with respect to the dual

gauge field ã is then fixed to be 2/qφ. The gauge-invariant twist vortex is

Tqφ(Σ) =
∑

φ∈C0(Σ,R),φ̃∈C0(Σ,R),
w∈C1(Σ,Z)

exp

[
i
∑

plaq.∈Σ

(
πv +

2

qφ
φ ∪ z

)
+

κv

2

∑
links∈Σ

(dcφ− qφa− 2πw)2

+ i
∑

hyper-cu.

qφ
2
dcn ∪c dcφ̃− 1

2
(c ∪ c ∪ w) ∪c

(
2

qφ
ã− dcφ̃

)]
. (77)

Again, the measure is meant to be schematic, see the remarks in Footnote 19. It is straight-

forward to check that the insertion of such a twist vortex operator is invariant under the

following gauge redundancies:

φ → φ+ 2πr + qφλ , w → w + dcr − qφm, φ̃ → φ̃+ 2πr̃ +
2

qφ
λ̃ ,

a → a+ dcλ+ 2πm , n → n+ dcm− 1

qφ
c ∪ c ∪ r , ã → ã+ dcλ̃+ qφπdcr̃ + 2πm̃ .

(78)

The twist vortices again fall into two classes which we call type-e (with |qφ| = 1, i.e. min-

imally charged electric matter and non-minimally charged magnetic matter) and type-m

(with |qφ| = 2, i.e. non-minimally charged electric matter and minimally charged magnetic

matter). These two choices are clearly exchanged by the bulk electric-magnetic duality which

involves T-duality on the twist vortex worldsheet.

We can also consider an extreme limit where we send κv → ∞ so as to pin a = 1
qφ
(dcφ−
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2πw). Since there is no kinetic term for the dual field φ̃, integrating it out further sets

dcw = −qφn = 0 mod qφ. In other words in this limit the electric gauge field is Higgsed to a

flat Z|qφ| gauge field on Σ, and we can think of the twist vortex as a genuine condensation

defect. If on the other hand we take κv = 0, we can sum over w to set ã = qφ
2
(dcφ̃−2πw̃) for

some w̃ ∈ C1(Σ,Z). Integrating out φ then sets dcw̃ = 2
qφ
ñ. We can therefore view this limit

as Higgsing the magnetic gauge field to Z|2/qφ|. T-duality of the orbifolded compact boson,

which takes κv → 1
(2π)2κv

, exchanges these two limits.

5.2.1 Consistency with the 3-Group

Here we describe how the specific twist vortices in Eq. (77) satisfy the relation Eq. (59)

between the 1-form charges of the lines O(1)
m and O(1)

e deposited by the bulk Z(1)
2,e and Z(1)

2,m

symmetries.

• Type-e: When qφ = 1 the twist vortex is transparent to the magnetic symmetry, so

that O(1)
m = 1, while an electric 1-form transformation generates an insertion of

e−
κv
2

∑
ℓ∈Σ(dcφ−a−πVe−2πw)2ℓ−(dcφ−a−2πw)2ℓ e−

i
2

∑
hyper-cu.(c∪c∪Ve)∪c(ã− 1

2
dcφ̃) . (79)

Here Ve = ⋆[Ỹ ] is dual to a three-volume Y whose intersection with Σ is a line. We

identify the above insertion as O(1)
e . The location of the insertion can be shifted by

redefining φ → φ + πdUe, w → w + 1
2
(c − 1) ∪ Ue and n → n − 1

2
c ∪ c ∪ Ue as in

the 3d case. Because the last factor involves the magnetic gauge field, this operator

is charged under the magnetic symmetry and Qm
Oe

= 1. Eq. (59) is satisfied because

Qm
Oe

+Qe
Om

= 1 + 0 = 1.

• Type-m: If qφ = 2, we can make the twist vortex transparent to the electric 1-form

symmetry by taking w → w−Ve, so that O(1)
e = 1. If we perform a magnetic symmetry

transformation ã → ã+ πVm, the result is to insert

eiπ
∑

p∈Σ w∪Vm , (80)

which will be some line operator lying on Σ, which we identify as O(1)
m . We can move

its location by shifting φ̃ → φ̃ + πdUm, which does not affect the first term in the

second line of Eq. (77), but changes the insertion to

eiπ
∑

p∈Σ w∪(Vm+dUm) , (81)
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which topologically deforms the line on which the operator is supported. Because w

transforms under the electric 1-form symmetry, we have Qe
Om

= 1, while Qm
Oe

= 0 so

again Eq. (59) is satisfied.

5.2.2 Junctions

As the names suggest, a minimal Wilson line can terminate on the electric Higgs field eiφ on

the type-e twist vortex while a minimal ’t Hooft line can terminate on the magnetic Higgs

field eiφ̃ on a type-m twist vortex. These junctions are shown in Fig. 11, and are clearly

exchanged by electric-magnetic duality. As in the 3d case, the non-trivial degrees of freedom

on the twist vortex ensure that these junctions are consistent with the bulk electric and

magnetic 1-form symmetries. Specifically, when an electric (magnetic) symmetry surface

crosses a type-e (type-m) twist vortex, it deposits the topological line operator O(1)
e (O(1)

m )

which can act on the point-like junction with the Wilson (’t Hooft) line. The invertible

symmetries constrain the allowed junction configurations — for instance, any collection of

junctions which involves Wilson or ’t Hooft lines with odd net charge vanishes.

Figure 11: Consistent junctions on type-e and type-m twist vortices Te and Tm, which carry

charge-1 (resp. charge-2) electric matter and charge-2 (resp. charge-1) magnetic matter.

On the right we show a configuration which survives selection rules due to Z(2)
2,v and Z(1)

2,e

symmetries. The Te and Tm twist vortices are exchanged under electric-magnetic duality,

which is realized as T-duality on the twist vortex worldsheet.

6 Non-Invertible Symmetries

When we gauge the charge conjugation symmetry of U(1) gauge theory we naively expect

to break the U(1)
(1)
e and U(1)

(d−3)
m symmetries down to their Z2 subgroups which commute
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with the charge conjugation action. This turns out to be just part of a much larger cat-

egorical symmetry structure in the O(2) theory that also includes non-invertible analogs

of U(1)
(1)
e and U(1)

(d−3)
m . These types of non-invertible symmetries arise after gauging 0-

form symmetries that act as outer automorphisms of group-like symmetries, and have been

studied previously in a number of works, see for instance Refs. [16,23,54,67,72,73,98–105].

Roughly, the idea is that the invertible symmetry operator Uθ of e.g. the U(1)
(1)
e symmetry

in the U(1) theory gets replaced by the operator Uθ + U−θ in the O(2) theory, which does

not have an inverse. We can make this recipe precise by applying the general construction

from Section 2.1 to the electric and magnetic symmetry operators of the U(1) theory. This

gives the (O(2)/Z2)
(1)
e and (O(2)/Z2)

(d−3)
m coset symmetry operators, whose non-invertibility

is made obvious from the fact that projection operators are part of their definition. In this

Section we describe our concrete realization of the symmetry defects and study their fusion

rules, action on operators, and associated selection rules.

6.1 Electric Symmetry

We start with the symmetry operator for the U(1)
(1)
e electric symmetry of U(1) gauge theory,

namely

U
U(1)
θ (Γ̃) =

∏
p∈⋆[Γ̃]

exp

[
−β

2
(dca− θ ⋆ [Γ̃]− 2πn)2p +

β

2
(dca− 2πn)2p

]
. (82)

This operator effectively replaces n → n + θ
2π

⋆ [Γ̃] in the gauge field kinetic term, which

is a non-trivial shift for all plaquettes pierced by the codimension-2 surface Γ̃ on the dual

lattice. These operators satisfy the U(1) fusion rule U
U(1)
θ U

U(1)
θ′ = U

U(1)
θ+θ′ mod 2π. Obviously

the above operator is not c invariant, and applying (a slightly modified version of) the recipe

from Section 2.1, we define

Uθ(Γ̃) = P (Γ̃∨)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

∏
p∈⋆[Γ̃]

exp

[
−β

2
(dca− ĝ∗ η(γp,∗) θ ⋆ [Γ̃]− 2πn)2p +

β

2
(dca− 2πn)2p

]
,

(83)

where Γ̃∨ is Γ̃ shifted down to the original lattice where the scaffolding paths γp,∗ and

basepoint ∗ live. This is the Gukov-Witten operator associated with the O(2) conjugacy

class of rotations through an angle θ ∼ −θ ∼ θ + 2π.

Roughly speaking, we can topologically deform Uθ(Γ̃) by performing field redefinitions

of the form aℓ → aℓ + ĝ∗ η(γℓ,∗) θ (the projector P (Γ̃∨) is topological on its own, and comes
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for the ride). As an explicit example, let us take Γ̃ = ∂Σ̃ where Σ̃ is dual to a single link

(s, i). In 3d this corresponds to a plaquette-sized contractible loop, so that ⋆[Γ̃] is non-zero

on the four plaquettes touching the link (s, i), i.e. the coboundary of (s, i). Taking the

expectation value of this contractible operator computes the quantum dimension of Uθ(Γ̃).

To evaluate the expectation value we simply redefine a(s,i) → a(s,i)+ ĝ∗ θ, effectively removing

the insertion. What is left over is the projector, which is equal to 1 for a contractible curve,

and the sum over ĝ∗, which gives a factor of two. Hence we find the quantum dimension

⟨Uθ(∂Σ̃)⟩ = 2. (84)

As another example, we compute the parallel fusion of two symmetry operators Uθ(Γ̃)

and Uθ′(Γ̃
′). Since the location of the basepoints of the two operators is arbitrary, we choose

them to lie on the same line in the direction of fusion. Performing field redefinitions to join

the lines, and using P (Γ̃∨)2 = P (Γ̃∨), we find

Uθ(Γ̃)Uθ′(Γ̃)

= P (Γ̃∨)
∑

ĝ∗,ĝ′∗=±1

∏
p∈⋆[Γ̃]

exp

[
− β

2
(dca− η(γp,∗)(ĝ∗θ + ĝ′∗θ

′) ⋆ [Γ̃]− 2πn)2p +
β

2
(dca− 2πn)2p

]

= Uθ+θ′(Γ̃) + Uθ−θ′(Γ̃) . (85)

In the special case that θ = θ′, this reduces to

Uθ(Γ̃)Uθ(Γ̃) = U2θ(Γ̃) + 2P (Γ̃∨) . (86)

This matches the continuum results in Refs. [72, 100,102].

6.1.1 Action on Wilson Lines

Let us now examine the action on Wilson lines. We start with a configuration where Γ̃ is

contractible and links a Wilson line, and denote the basepoints of W and U as ∗ and ∗′

which respectively host Z2 degrees of freedom ĝ∗ and ĝ∗′ . Performing ĝ∗′-dependent shifts of
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a to remove the operator U gives

Uθ(Γ̃)Wq(γ) = P (γ)
∑

ĝ∗,ĝ∗′=±1

exp (iqθ ĝ∗′ η(γ∗′,∗)ĝ∗) exp

(
iq ĝ∗

∑
ℓ∈γ

η(γℓ,∗) aℓ

)
= 2 cos(qθ)Wq(γ) ,

(87)

where γ∗′,∗ is a path in γ from ∗′ to ∗.

Figure 12: The action of the non-invertible electric 1-form symmetry on a Wilson line.

The result is a sum of two terms, the latter involving the twisted-sector Wilson line W̃q and

Gukov-Witten operator Ũθ connected by the dual symmetry line η.

More generally, we can study what happens when Γ̃ locally crosses γ. In that case,

we can locally wrap part of the Gukov-Witten operator on the Wilson line. Let us write

Wq(γ) =
∑

ĝ∗
Wq(γ; ĝ∗) and Uθ(Γ̃) =

∑
ĝ∗′

Uθ(Γ̃; ĝ∗′). The result is

Uθ(Γ̃)Wq(γ) =
∑

ĝ∗,ĝ∗′=±1

exp (iqθ ĝ∗′η(γ∗′,∗)ĝ∗)Uθ(Γ̃
′; ĝ∗′)Wq(γ; ĝ∗)

=
∑

ĝ∗,ĝ∗′=±1

[cos(qθ) + i sin(qθ) ĝ∗′η(γ∗′,∗)ĝ∗]Uθ(Γ̃
′; ĝ∗′)Wq(γ; ĝ∗)

= cos(qθ)Uθ(Γ̃
′)Wq(γ) + i sin(qθ)Ũθ(Γ̃

′; ∗′)η(γ∗′,∗)W̃q(γ; ∗) .

(88)

Here Γ̃′ is the final configuration of the Gukov-Witten operator and γ∗′,∗ is a path connecting

the basepoint ∗′ of the Gukov-Witten operator to the basepoint ∗ of the Wilson loop. The
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final expression consists of two terms — the first reproduces the action in Eq. (87) while the

second involves twisted-sector operators

Ũθ(Γ̃
′; ∗′) =

∑
ĝ∗′=±1

ĝ∗′ Uθ(Γ̃
′; ĝ∗′) , W̃q(γ; ∗) =

∑
ĝ∗=±1

ĝ∗Wq(γ; ĝ∗) (89)

connected by a dual symmetry line η. This is shown in Fig. 12.21

6.1.2 Three-Loop Braiding

As an application, we consider the three-loop braiding discussed in Refs. [64, 65], limiting

ourselves to 3d for simplicity. We consider the configuration shown in Fig. 13 consisting of

a Wilson loop Wq(γ), a Gukov-Witten operator Uθ(Γ̃) for the conjugacy class θ, and a twist

vortex T (Γ) (i.e. a Gukov-Witten operator for the conjugacy class of reflections). The loops

form a Borromean ring configuration where no two loops are linked with each other but no

loop can be topologically shrunk to a point without crossings.

Figure 13: A Borromean ring configuration involving a Wilson loop Wq, a twist vortex

T , and a Gukov-Witten operator Uθ. On the right, we show the scaffolding paths from the

basepoints of the Wilson loop (∗) and Gukov-Witten operator (∗′) to the links ℓA, ℓB. The

union of these paths forms a closed loop which links non-trivially with the twist vortex.

We can remove Uθ(Γ̃) by shifting the link variables in ⋆[Σ̃] where ∂Σ̃ = Γ̃. In particular,

we must perform field redefinitions of links ℓA and ℓB which lie along the Wilson loop,

as indicated in Fig. 13. Specifically, we shift aℓA → aℓA + ĝ∗′η(γℓA,∗′)θ and aℓB → aℓB +

21Notably, the fact that locally pinching Uθ produces 1 + η but not U2θ as one might have expected from
the fusion rule (85) is consistent with the vanishing tadpole condition discussed in e.g. Ref. [119].
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ĝ∗′η(γℓB ,∗′)θ, where ĝ∗′ is the basepoint degree of freedom associated to Uθ. Performing these

shifts results in

Uθ(Γ̃)T (Γ)Wq(γ) = T (Γ)
∑

ĝ∗,ĝ∗′=±1

Wq(γ; ĝ∗) e
iqĝ∗η(γℓA,∗)η(γℓA,∗′ )ĝ∗′θe−iqĝ∗η(γℓB,∗)η(γℓB,∗′ )ĝ∗′θ

= T (Γ)
∑

ĝ∗,ĝ∗′=±1

Wq(γ; ĝ∗) e
iqĝ∗

[
η(γA

∗,∗′ )−η(γB
∗,∗′ )

]
ĝ∗′θ ,

(90)

where γ
A/B
∗,∗′ = γℓA/B ,∗ ◦ γℓA/B ,∗′ are two paths from ∗ to ∗′. Crucially, the difference between

these two paths links non-trivially with Γ∨, so that η(γA
∗,∗′) = −η(γB

∗,∗′). As a result, when

we sum over ĝ∗′ we get a non-trivial factor that depends on q and θ,

⟨Uθ(Γ̃)T (Γ)Wq(γ)⟩ = 2 cos(2qθ) ⟨T (Γ)Wq(γ)⟩ = cos(2qθ)⟨Uθ(Γ̃)⟩⟨T (Γ)Wq(γ)⟩. (91)

6.1.3 Selection Rules

Because of its peculiar action, the selection rules arising from the non-invertible electric

symmetry are not as strong as those arising from its invertible counterpart. Specifically,

selection rules from non-invertible symmetries typically arise only in infinite volume [28]. In

the invertible case, we can derive selection rules by wrapping a non-contractible Wilson loop

with a codimension-2 surface and removing it in two ways — shrinking the surface on the

loop gives a phase, while expanding the surface to remove it does not. In the non-invertible

case, the second step of expanding the surface can only be performed when some spacetime

directions are infinite.

To illustrate the idea, we consider two examples. First, take a charge-2 Wilson loop

wrapped on a non-contractible cycle, i.e. a charge-2 Polyakov loop. This operator is neutral

under Z(1)
2,e, so based on invertible symmetries alone we might expect it to have an order

one expectation value. On the other hand, it is charged under the non-invertible electric

symmetry. To give a concrete comparison to the case of a charge-1 Polyakov loop, we work

in the strong coupling expansion. Namely, we drop the Lagrange multiplier suppressing

monopoles, and apply the dualization procedure from Section 3. Summing over n constrains

z = ñ ∈ Cd−2(Λ,Z), which is interpreted as the integer electric flux (more specifically,

ñ = ⋆[Σ∧] where Σ is a surface of electric flux). We begin by considering a charge-1 Polyakov

loop extending in the 3̂ direction — we denote the spacetime cycle by γ3. It is easy to see

that on a finite torus there are simply no strong coupling diagrams one can write down that
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Figure 14: Leading-order contributions in the strong coupling expansion for the expectation

values of a charge-2 Polyakov loop and a charge-2 Wilson line ending on twist vortices. Both

results are non-zero but vanish exponentially quickly with the volume. The transparent blue

plaquettes indicate Ω̃∨ while the light teal plaquettes represent the electric flux whose sign

is indicated by the direction of the arrows. The electric flux flips sign when it crosses the c

defect and changes by 2 units when it crosses the Wilson loop. Here Aij refers to the area

of the ij cycle of the torus.

contribute to its expectation value, so that

⟨W1(γ3)⟩ = 0 , (92)

consistent with unbroken Z(1)
2,e symmetry. In contrast, one can find contributions to the

expectation value of a charge-2 Polyakov loop on the torus, see Fig. 14. The non-vanishing

contributions require activating a charge conjugation defect on a non-contractible cycle. The

leading term consists of a sheet of flux spanning the 2-cycle with the smallest area which is

parallel to the Polyakov loop — in this case the 23 plane with area A23 = 4× 6 = 24. As a
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result, we find

⟨W2(γ3)⟩ = 2 e−
1
2β

A23 +O(e−
2
β ) . (93)

Notably, the result is nonzero, but vanishes exponentially quickly in the spacetime volume.

This is consistent with the general remarks we made above.

As another example, consider a charge-2 Wilson loop ending on a pair of non-contractible

twist vortices. This configuration is unconstrained by the invertible 1-form symmetry but

transforms non-trivially under the non-invertible symmetry. Again we find that in the strong

coupling expansion, the leading contributions decay exponentially quickly in the area A12 of

one of the spacetime 2-cycles, see Fig. 14.

Figure 15: Using the non-invertible electric symmetry to derive a selection rule for open

charge-2 Wilson lines ending on contractible twist vortices.

Finally, there are examples of selection rules arising from non-invertible symmetries that

lead to exact zeros even in finite spacetimes. For instance, while the expectation value of a

charge-2 Wilson loop stretched between two non-contractible twist vortices only vanishes in

the infinite volume limit, a charge-2 Wilson loop stretched between two contractible twist

vortices is effectively an open charge-2 Wilson line, and has exactly vanishing correlation

functions due to the non-invertible symmetry. The argument is shown in Fig. 15 — shrinking

a non-invertible electric symmetry operator in two ways leads to the relation

⟨Uθ T W2 T ⟩ = ⟨Uθ⟩⟨T W2 T ⟩ = cos(2θ)⟨Uθ⟩⟨T W2 T ⟩ , (94)

and since ⟨Uθ⟩ = 2 we have that ⟨T W2 T ⟩ = 0. Moreover, since this argument can be

repeated in the presence of arbitrary additional operator insertions, all correlation functions

of the above operator vanish. This is consistent with the ‘endability’ criteria discussed in
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Refs. [28, 120], which states that a line charged under a 1-form symmetry, invertible or not,

cannot end on local operators. In this case, the putative open line operator simply vanishes.

6.2 Magnetic Symmetry

The properties of the non-invertible magnetic symmetry are analogous to the electric sym-

metry, so we will just briefly outline the main points. The symmetry is generated by the

operator we constructed in Section 2,

Vα(S) = P (S)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

exp

(
iα ĝ∗

∑
p∈S

η(γp,∗)np

)
, (95)

where the projector is

P (S) =
1

|H1(S,Z2)|
∑

γ∈H1(S,Z2)

η(γ)

=
|H0(S,Z2)|
|H1(S,Z2)|

1

2#plaq.+#sites

∑
u∈C0(S,Z2),
b∈C1(S,Z2)

exp

(
iπ
∑
p∈S

c ∪ b+ u ∪ db

)
.

(96)

Like in the electric case, these symmetry operators have quantum dimension 2: the expecta-

tion value of a Vα(S) with S = ∂Ω equal to the boundary of a ball reduces to the sum over

the basepoint degree of freedom, so that

⟨Vα(∂Ω)⟩ = 2 . (97)

The parallel fusion works as in the electric case, and we find

Vα(S)Vβ(S) = Vα+β(S) + Vα−β(S) for α ̸= β ,

Vα(S)Vα(S) = V2α(S) + 2P (S).
(98)

6.2.1 Action on Monopole Operators

In 4d, the action of the magnetic symmetry on ’t Hooft lines is completely analogous to the

action of the electric symmetry on Wilson lines. The only subtlety is that in our setup both

the magnetic symmetry and the ’t Hooft line live on the original lattice, so that the correct

notion of linking is that the ’t Hooft line supported on γ links with S∧, where S∧ is obtained
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from S by a positive half-lattice-unit translation in each direction. In 3d, the magnetic

symmetry is a 0-form symmetry acting on monopole operators Mk(s) =
∑

ĝs=±1 e
ikĝsσs . If

we wrap such a local operator with a contractible surface, it is easy to see that

Vα(S)Mk(s) = P (γ)
∑

ĝs,ĝ∗=±1

exp (ikα ĝ∗ η(γ∗,s)ĝs) exp (ik ĝsσs) = 2 cos(kα)Mk(s) . (99)

Figure 16: Action of the non-invertible magnetic 0-form symmetry on a local monopole

operator in 3d.

To study the more general action, we write Vα(S) =
∑

ĝ∗
Vα(S; ĝ∗). Then when a mag-

netic surface is swept from S → S ′ past a local monopole operator, the action is (see Fig. 16)

Vα(S)Mk(s) =
∑

ĝs,ĝ∗=±1

exp (ikα ĝ∗η(γ∗,s)ĝs)Vα(S
′; ĝ∗) exp (ik ĝsσs)

=
∑

ĝs,ĝ∗=±1

[cos(kα) + i sin(kα) ĝ∗η(γ∗,s)ĝs]Vα(S
′; ĝ∗) exp (ik ĝsσs)

= cos(kα)Vα(S
′)Mk(s) + i sin(kα)Ṽα(S

′; ∗)η(γ∗,s)M̃k(s) ,

(100)

where γ∗,s is a path from the basepoint of the Vα operator to s. As in the electric case, the

result consists of two terms, the second of which involves the twisted-sector operators

Ṽα(S
′; ∗) =

∑
ĝ∗=±1

ĝ∗ Vα(S
′; ĝ∗) , M̃k(s) =

∑
ĝs=±1

ĝs e
ikĝsσs . (101)
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To see that the first term in the last line of Eq. (100) reproduces the local action in Eq. (99),

we simply note that if S (and therefore S ′) are contractible, shrinking S ′ to a point gives

Vα(S
′) = 2 while Ṽα(S

′; ∗) = 0.

7 Phase Diagram with Monopoles and Vortices

So far we have focused on O(2) gauge theory with monopole (dn ̸= 0) and twist vortex

(dc ̸= 0 mod 2) configurations suppressed. We now consider deformations away from this

limit. Relaxing the no-monopole constraint is straightforward: we simply drop the Lagrange

multiplier term involving the magnetic gauge field.22 Introducing dynamical twist vortices is

more subtle — even in the absence of higher-group symmetry we have to include degrees of

freedom on the twist vortices in order to render them gauge-invariant. We emphasize that

at the lattice level we are free to choose what these degrees of freedom are, and the choice is

not unique. Here we consider a minimal scenario consisting of a single Villain scalar φ with

charge qφ, such that the full action is

S =
β

2

∑
plaq.∈Λ

(dc(a−
1

qφ
dcφ)− 2πn)2 +

κ

2

∑
plaq.∈Λ

(dc− 2h)2

+
κv

2

∑
links∈∂Ω

(dcφ− qφa− 2πw)2 , (102)

where h ∈ C2(Λ,Z). The κ term is a Villain-type kinetic term for a non-topological Z2

gauge theory and depends explicitly on the value of dc — unlike the action (36) which only

depends on dc. Now it becomes important that the reflection gauge transformations act as

c → c + dg, so that dc → dc + d dg. Since d dg vanishes modulo 2, we can make the action

gauge invariant by assigning h → h+ 1
2
d dg.23 The remaining gauge redundancies are

a → a+ dcλ+ 2πm , n → n+ dcm− 1

qφ
c ∪ c ∪ r ,

φ → φ+ 2πr + qφλ , w → w + dcr − qφm.

(103)

22Alternatively, we can introduce magnetic Higgs fields in 4d or a suitable potential for the dual photon
in 3d and achieve the same effect.

23Alternatively, we work with an integer lift c ∈ C1(Λ,Z) with gauge redundancies c → c + dg + 2l with
g ∈ C0(Λ,Z) and l ∈ C1(Λ,Z), and assign h → h+ dl.
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Recall that for the above shift of n to be well-defined, we must take |qφ| = 1 or 2. The value

of qφ is a choice which is made once and for all, and is part of the definition of our theory

with dynamical twist vortices. Note that the action is manifestly real and positive definite

and would be an interesting target for Monte Carlo simulations.

For any finite value of κ the Z(2)
2,v symmetry is explicitly broken, which means that the

non-invertible O(2)/Z2 electric 1-form symmetry is also explicitly broken to its invertible

Z|qφ| subgroup. Since we have dynamical unit-charge magnetic monopoles, there is also no

magnetic 1-form symmetry. Therefore, the only exact symmetry of the model is Z|qφ|, which

is non-trivial only if we choose qφ = ±2. The explicitly broken symmetries can however re-

emerge in various limiting regions in parameter space. There are two extreme limits where

the model simplifies and its behavior can be straightforwardly analyzed:

• Weak c coupling limit (κ = ∞): This limit corresponds to the flat gauging of charge

conjugation with dc = 0 mod 2 where twist vortices are non-dynamical (so that there is

an exact Z(2)
2,v dual symmetry), and the c-gauging does not introduce any local dynamics.

Therefore the phase diagram in this limit is the same as that of the standard Villain

U(1) gauge theory, with a first order confinement-to-Coulomb transition as we increase

β [121, 122]. In the O(2) context we should view the Coulomb phase at large β, κ as

a phase where the non-invertible electric and (emergent) magnetic symmetries are

spontaneously broken. When κ is large but finite, the Z(2)
2,v symmetry is approximate

and emerges at long distances.24

• Strong U(1) coupling limit (β = 0): In this limit we drop the first term in Eq. (102)

and integrate out the U(1) part of the gauge field — this removes the last term in

Eq. (102) in favor of an overall κv-dependent constant. Hence the model reduces to a

pure, non-topological Z2 gauge theory with exact Z(1)
2,c 1-form symmetry acting on the

c gauge field. In four dimensions pure Z2 gauge theory on the lattice has a first-order

confinement-to-deconfinement transition as we increase κ from zero [124, 125], where

Z(1)
2,c is spontaneously broken in the large κ, topologically ordered phase. From the

perspective of the charge conjugation gauge field, turning on β corresponds to adding

fundamental matter, which does not immediately destroy the transition at β = 0 [8].

24This assumes that Z(2)
2,v is spontaneously broken at κ = ∞, so that twist vortices are not confined, see

e.g. Ref. [123] for a discussion of related issues. This is however expected because in the ungauged theory,
charge conjugation symmetry is not spontaneously broken in the 4d U(1) lattice gauge theory.
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Figure 17: Possible phase diagram for O(2) gauge theory in four dimensions with dynamical

monopoles and twist vortices. We have chosen the dynamical twist vortices to carry charge-

2 electric degrees of freedom so that Z(1)
2,e is an exact symmetry everywhere in the phase

diagram. As β → 0 there is an emergent Z(1)
2,c 1-form symmetry which is spontaneously

broken for large κ. As κ → ∞ there is an emergent Z(2)
2,v due to the absence of twist vortices,

which in turn enhances Z(1)
2,e to the non-invertible (O(2)/Z2)

(1)
e electric symmetry. When both

κ and β are large there is a gapless Coulomb phase with an emergent, and spontaneously

broken, (O(2)/Z2)
(1)
m magnetic symmetry. We have assumed that the twist vortex-localized

hopping parameter κv is sufficiently large such that proliferating twist vortices enables the

condensation of charge-2 electric particles in the Higgs phase in the upper left hand corner.

Finally, there is a third limit where the dynamics should simplify, but where our assump-

tions about the behavior of the model are more speculative:25

• Strong Z2,c coupling limit (κ = 0): In this limit there is no per-unit-area action penalty

for twist vortex configurations, and we expect them to proliferate in the vacuum. This

in turn liberates the charged worldsheet degrees of freedom which become genuine

bulk excitations. Whether or not these charged degrees of freedom themselves condense

25In particular, the effects of broken lattice rotation symmetry are potentially significant in this regime.
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depends on κv — if κv is small, the charged particles are heavy, while if κv is large, they

are light. If κv is sufficiently large we expect charged particle worldlines to proliferate

in the full 4d spacetime, Higgsing the bulk gauge field to Z|qφ|. If |qφ| = 2, then as we

increase β we will again find a first-order confinement-deconfinement transition, while

if |qφ| = 1 the dependence on β will be smooth.

In Fig. 17 we show a possible phase diagram which is consistent with the expected

behavior in the limiting cases discussed above.

8 Summary and Discussion

In this work we described how to gauge charge conjugation symmetry in generic Euclidean

lattice field theories, and applied the construction to O(2) gauge theory in three and four

spacetime dimensions. The result is a non-abelian version of the modified Villain formulation.

The benefit of this approach is that in contrast to a more conventional Wilson formulation,

our lattice discretization preserves the higher-group and non-invertible symmetries of the

continuum O(2) theory. We presented a recipe for how to define gauge-invariant extended

operators in the O(2) theory starting from operators in the U(1) theory — the construction

is inspired by related proposals from the ’90s [65] and employs the more recent technology of

condensation defects [56, 95, 96]. We used this method to explicitly construct Wilson and ’t

Hooft lines as well as the non-invertible symmetry operators under which they are charged.

We studied various implications of the generalized symmetries at the lattice level, including

their exact and approximate selection rules, constraints on worldvolume degrees of freedom

of extended operators, and impact on the phase diagram upon including dynamical magnetic

monopoles and twist vortices.

There are a number of worthwhile extensions of our construction. The methods used

in this paper can be extended to construct other disconnected, non-abelian lattice gauge

theories such as U(1)N−1 ⋊ SN [23, 102], and to the gauging of non-normal subgroups of

global symmetries in lattice systems more generally. By adding matter fields with electric

charge N we can Higgs our O(2) gauge theory down to discrete, dihedral D2N gauge theories.

The resulting phase diagram with electric and magnetic matter will be quite rich, with phases

labelled by the realization of non-invertible Rep(D2N) and emergent O(2)/Z2 symmetries.

The lattice theories we constructed can in principle be simulated without a sign problem,

and it would be particularly interesting to numerically study dynamical twist vortices and
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the effects of their worldvolume degrees of freedom.

Another natural next step would be to generalize existing lattice discretizations of U(1)

Chern-Simons theories [78, 85, 91] to the non-abelian O(2) case [54, 66, 69]. In that context,

the electric Wilson lines become topological and the braiding relations between non-abelian

anyons will involve the three-loop braiding discussed in Section 6.1.2. This in turn is related

to studying the ’t Hooft anomalies of non-invertible symmetries, see e.g. Refs. [33, 54, 119,

126–131]. Since the modified Villain formulation of U(1) gauge theory preserves the mixed

’t Hooft anomaly between the invertible electric and magnetic symmetries, it is natural

to expect that one could study the putative mixed anomaly between their non-invertible

counterparts in O(2) gauge theory. Our lattice construction may also help clarify the notion

of a background gauge field for a non-invertible symmetry. We also note that we studied

the action of the non-invertible coset symmetries on the most natural genuine local and line

operators, but there is a zoo of correlation functions that would be interesting to explore

further, such as the action on twist vortices and their junctions with Wilson and ’t Hooft

lines, and on non-genuine operators in the twisted sector. Similarly, it would be interesting

to study the impact of Dijkgraaf-Witten (in 3d) and theta (in 4d) terms on the physics of

extended operators — for instance, the twist vortex will support dyonic degrees of freedom

in the presence of a theta term [63].

Finally, while we presented a minimal non-abelian generalization of the Villain formula-

tion, the techniques used in this paper are limited to disconnected gauge groups which can

be obtained by gauging outer automorphisms of connected gauge groups. The question of

how to construct a Villain-type formulation of generic non-abelian gauge theories remains

an open and interesting problem (however see Ref. [93] for a recent proposal involving ideas

from higher category theory).
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A Twisted Differentials and Cup Products

A.1 Twisted Differentials

It is convenient to label an i-chain using a root site s and i coordinates given in increasing

order.

The ordinary differential acting on an i-cochain X is defined as

(dX)s, j1...ji+1
= (−1)i

∑
kl∈{j1,...,ji+1},

k1<···<ki

ϵk1...ki+1
(Xs+k̂i+1,k1...ki

−Xs,k1...ki) . (104)

If X is C odd, the two sets of terms on the right hand side transform under local charge con-

jugation gauge transformations at different points. The C-covariant, or C-twisted differential

is defined by

(dCX)s, j1...ji+1
= (−1)i

∑
kl∈{j1,...,ji+1},

k1<···<ki

ϵk1...ki+1
(Cs,ki+1

Xs+k̂i+1,k1...ki
−Xs,k1...ki) . (105)

It is easy to see from this definition that every term on the right hand side transforms at

the same point s, i.e. covariantly. See Fig. 18 for spelled out examples in three dimensions.

Figure 18: Examples of twisted, or C-covariant, exterior derivatives on the lattice. The

purple lines represent the charge conjugation link field C — it should be visually clear that

each term transforms covariantly.

The twisted differential has a compact expression in terms of cup products,

dCX = dX + (C− 1) ∪X , (106)
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where here 1 is the 1-cochain equal to +1 for every positively oriented link. More generally

we will define 1 to be the i-cochain with this same property, with the degree of the cochain

implicit. Note that 1 is flat, d1 = 0, and the 1-cochain 1 has the property that

1 ∪X − (−1)i X ∪ 1 = dX (107)

for any i-cochain X. We can then verify that Eq. (106) defines a suitable covariant derivative

by examining the gauge variation

dCX → dG∪C∪G(G ∪X) = d(G ∪X) + (G ∪ C ∪ G− 1) ∪ G ∪X

= dG ∪X + G ∪ dX + G ∪ C ∪X − 1 ∪ G ∪X

= G ∪ dX + G ∪ C ∪X − G ∪ 1 ∪X = G ∪ dCX ,

(108)

where we used associativity of the cup product, the fact that G∪ G = 1, and Eq. (107). We

note that the following formula,

(C− 1) ∪ (C− 1) = C ∪ C− (1 ∪ C+ C ∪ 1) + 1 ∪ 1 = C ∪ C− dC , (109)

which was established using (107) and the fact that 1∪1 = 0, can be used to show that the

twisted differential satisfies

d2CX = d2X + d(C− 1) ∪X − (C− 1) ∪ dX + (C− 1) ∪ dX + (C− 1) ∪ (C− 1) ∪X

= (C ∪ C) ∪X .

(110)

A.2 Twisted Cup Products

The ordinary cup product between an p-cochain X and q-cochain Y is

(X ∪ Y )s,j1...jp+q =
∑

kl∈{j1,...,jp+q},
k1<···<kp,

kp+1<···<kp+q

ϵk1...kp+q Xs,k1...kp Ys+k̂1+···+k̂p,kp+1...kp+q
. (111)

If both X and Y are C odd, this combination is not C-invariant since X and Y on the right

hand side transform at different sites. To remedy this, we connect the root site of Y to the
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root site of X with a C Wilson line,

(X ∪C Y )s,j1...jp+q =
∑

kl∈{j1,...,jp+q},
k1<···<kp,

kp+1<···<kp+q

ϵk1...kp+q Xs,k1...kp Cs,k1Cs+k̂1,k2
· · · (112)

Cs+k̂1+···+k̂p−1,kp
Ys+k̂1+···+k̂p,kp+1...kp+q

.

In order to write down an action for O(2) gauge theory in 3d and 4d, we in particular need

the following twisted cup product between a 3-cochain and 0-cochain,

(dCn ∪C σ)x,123 = (dCn)x,123 Cx,1Cx+1̂,2Cx+1̂+2̂,3 σx+1̂+2̂+3̂, (113)

and the twisted cup product between a 3-cochain and 1-cochain,

(dCn ∪C ã)x,1234 = (dCn)x,123 Cx,1Cx+1̂,2Cx+1̂+2̂,3 ãx+1̂+2̂+3̂,4

− (dCn)x,124 Cx,1Cx+1̂,2Cx+1̂+2̂,4 ãx+1̂+2̂+4̂,3

− (dCn)x,234 Cx,2Cx+2̂,3Cx+2̂+3̂,4 ãx+2̂+3̂+4̂,1

+ (dCn)x,134 Cx,1Cx+1̂,3Cx+1̂+3̂,4 ãx+1̂+3̂+4̂,1 . (114)

See Fig. 19 for more examples in 3d.

Figure 19: Examples of twisted, cup products on the cubic lattice between two C-odd

cochains. The purple lines represent the charge conjugation link field C — it should be

visually clear that each term is C-invariant.
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A.3 Cup Product Identities

The (untwisted) cup product obeys

X ∪ Y − (−1)pqY ∪X = (−1)p+q+1 [d(X ∪1 Y )− dX ∪1 Y − (−1)pX ∪1 dY ] . (115)

Higher cup products on the hypercubic lattice were defined in Refs. [85, 106]. They obey a

generalization of the above equation,

X ∪i Y − (−1)pq+iY ∪i X = (−1)p+q+1+i [d(X ∪i+1 Y )− dX ∪i+1 Y − (−1)p X ∪i+1 dY ] .

(116)

The generalization to twisted higher cup products is straightforward, although we do not

need to use them in the current paper.

The cup product identities give rise to a useful formula involving integer cochains. Let

X ∈ Ci(Λ,Z). Then

2X ∪i−1 X = (−1)i
[
d(X ∪i X)− dX ∪i X − (−1)iX ∪i dX

]
,

dX ∪i+1 dX = dX ∪i X − (−1)iX ∪i dX ,
(117)

hence

d(X ∪i X) = 2(−1)i(X ∪i−1 X +X ∪i dX) + dX ∪i+1 dX . (118)

Now suppose dX = 0 mod 2, so that

d(X ∪i X) = 2X ∪i−1 X mod 4 . (119)

We can simplify this equation further by noting that (X ∪iX)s,j1···ji = (Xs,j1···ji)
2. Using the

fact that a2 mod 4 = a mod 2 for any integer a, we have

X ∪i X mod 4 = X mod 2. (120)

Then we find

dX = 2X ∪i−1 X mod 4, (121)

which we used in Eq. (56) in the main text.
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B Gauge-Invariance of the O(2) Wilson Line

Here we show that the O(2) Wilson loop defined in Eq. (19) and reproduced here for conve-

nience,

Wq(γ) ≡ P (γ)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

exp

(
iq ĝ∗

∑
ℓ∈γ

η(γℓ,∗) aℓ

)
. (122)

is gauge-invariant. First, as we described in the main text, it is clearly invariant under

Z2 ⊂ O(2) transformations. It is less obvious that it is invariant under U(1) ⊂ O(2) gauge

transformations of the form a → a+dcλ. In the main text we showed that the above operator

does not depend on the specific choice of scaffolding paths γℓ,∗. Therefore, we are free to

make a particular choice which makes our analysis simpler. To do so we first label a curve

γ in terms of a basepoint ∗ and an ordered set (i1, . . . , iLγ ) where ij ∈ {±1, . . . ,±d} and Lγ

is the length of γ. Since γ is closed,
∑

j ij = 0 modulo the number of sites L1, L2, . . . , Ld of

the torus. A change in basepoint can be absorbed into a cyclic permutation of the indices

ij. In terms of this data, an ordinary Wilson loop in U(1) gauge theory can be expressed as

the exponential of ∑
ℓ∈γ

aℓ =
L∑

j=1

a∗+∑j−1
t=1 ît,ij

. (123)

In the current context, we choose paths γℓ,∗ to lie along γ such that

∑
ℓ∈γ

η(γℓ,∗) aℓ =
L∑

j=1

(
j−1∏
k=1

c∗+∑k−1
r=1 îr,ik

)
a∗+

∑j−1
t=1 ît,ij

= a∗,i1 + c∗,̂i1a∗+î1,i2
+ c∗,̂i1c∗+î1,i2

a∗+î1+î2,i3
+

· · ·+ c∗,̂i1c∗+î1,i2
· · · c∗+∑L−2

r=1 îr,iL−1
a∗−îL,iL

. (124)

The variation of the above expression under a → a+ dcλ is

L∑
j=1

(
j−1∏
k=1

c∗+∑k−1
r=1 îr,ik

)(
c∗+∑j−1

t=1 ît,ij
λ∗+

∑j
t=1 ît

− λ∗+
∑j−1

t=1 ît

)
=

L∑
j=1

[(
j∏

k=1

c∗+∑k−1
r=1 îr,ik

)
λ∗+

∑j
t=1 ît

−

(
j−1∏
k=1

c∗+∑k−1
r=1 îr,ik

)
λ∗+

∑j−1
t=1 ît

]
. (125)
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Now we observe that all terms cancel in the sum over j except two terms, which reduce to(
L∏

k=1

c∗+∑k−1
r=1 îr,ik

)
λ∗+

∑L
t=1 ît

− λ∗ = (η(γ)− 1)λ∗ . (126)

using the fact that the curve is closed. This variation trivializes when exponentiated and

multiplied by P (γ) as in the definition of the Wilson loop in Eq. (19), verifying our claim.

C Orbifolding the Particle on a Circle

In this appendix we discuss the Villain discretization of the particle on a circle with charge

conjugation symmetry gauged, in other words a particle moving on S1/Z2 where the Z2 is a

reflection across a fixed axis. We start with the standard particle on a circle. The ingredients

in the Villain description are a real scalar φ ∈ C0(Γ,R), and associated integer Villain field

w ∈ C1(Γ,Z), with gauge redundancy

φ → φ+ 2πr , w → w + dr , (127)

with r ∈ C0(Γ,Z). Both fields are odd under charge conjugation, φ → G∪φ and w → G∪w,

which we take to be a global symmetry for now. The Villain action in the presence of charge

conjugation backgrounds is

Sp.o.c.(C) =
κ

2

∑
links

(dCφ− 2πw)2 + iθ
∑
links

w , (128)

where κ ≥ 0 and θ ∼ θ+2π is a theta parameter associated with the winding of the compact

scalar (only θ = 0, π respect C). This theory has a generalized mixed anomaly between the

U(1) global shift symmetry and the periodicity of the θ parameter [116–118]. This anomaly

persists on the lattice and can be seen explicitly by coupling to a gauge field A ∈ C1(Γ,R)
and compact scalar (Σ, Ñ) with Σ ∈ C0(Γ,R) and Ñ ∈ C1(Γ,Z) and writing

Sp.o.c.(C, A,Σ) =
κ

2

∑
links

(dCφ− A− 2πw)2 + iθ
∑
links

w + i
∑
links

w ∪C Σ

− i
∑
links

φ ∪C (Ñ − 1

2π
dCΣ) , (129)
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where we take the backgrounds to be C odd A → G ∪ A,Σ → G ∪ Σ, Ñ → G ∪ Ñ and the

remaining background gauge transformations act as

A → A+ dCΛ + 2πM , Σ → Σ + 2πM̃ , Ñ → Ñ + dCM̃ ,

φ → φ+ Λ , w → w −M ,
(130)

where Λ ∈ C0(Γ,R),M ∈ C1(Γ,Z), M̃ ∈ C0(Γ,Z). Under this transformation the action

shifts by

∆Sp.o.c. = −i
∑
links

Λ ∪C (Ñ − 1

2π
dCΣ) +M ∪C Σ , (131)

signaling an anomaly. In 3d O(2) gauge theory we can use the orbifolded particle on a circle

to cancel the anomaly inflow onto the twist vortex worldline, as discussed in Sec. 5.1.

Let us now take c to be a dynamical gauge field. We can solve this theory exactly by

rewriting the action in terms of an auxiliary field z ∈ C0(Γ,R),

1

2κ

∑
sites

z2 + i
∑
links

z ∪c (dcφ− 2πw) + θw . (132)

Summing over w sets −2πz + θ = 2πw̃, so the dual action becomes

S̃ =
1

2κ(2π)2

∑
sites

(
w̃ − θ

2π

)2

+ i
∑
links

dcw̃ ∪c φ (133)

The equation of motion of φ sets dw̃ = 2c ∪ w̃. In other words, w̃ is a constant except in

the presence of a c defect where it flips sign. On a spacetime circle of length L with periodic

boundary conditions there are two terms in the sum over c — we either insert or don’t insert

a single c defect. The only configuration that contributes to the term with the defect is

w̃ = 0, and as a result the partition function is

Z(κ, L, θ) ∼
∑

w̃∈Z≥0

e
− L

2(2π)2κ
(w̃− θ

2π )
2

. (134)

D Orbifolding the Compact Boson

The 2d compact boson has a symmetry- and anomaly-preserving Villain lattice discretiza-

tion [76,77] whose ingredients are a pair of real scalars φ, φ̃ ∈ C0(Σ,R), and an integer Villain
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field w ∈ C1(Σ,Z). Both scalars are compact, with gauge redundancy

φ → φ+ 2πr , w → w + dCr , φ̃ → φ̃+ 2πr̃ . (135)

with r, r̃ ∈ C0(Σ,Z). We write the action in the presence of C backgrounds as

Sc.b.(C) =
κ

2

∑
links

(dCφ− 2πw)2 + i
∑
plaq.

dCw ∪C φ̃ , κ ≥ 0 . (136)

Coupling to background U(1) gauge fields for the momentum and winding symmetries, de-

scribed by pairs (A,N) and (Ã, Ñ) where A, Ã ∈ C1(Σ,R) and N, Ñ ∈ C2(Σ,Z), we have

Sc.b.(C, A,N, Ã, Ñ) =
κ

2

∑
links

(dCφ− A− 2πw)2 + i
∑
plaq.

(dCw +N) ∪C φ̃+ i
∑
plaq.

w ∪C Ã

− i
∑
plaq.

φ ∪C (Ñ − 1

2π
dCÃ) . (137)

All fields are C odd, (A,N) → (G ∪ A,G ∪N), (Ã, Ñ) → (G ∪ Ã,G ∪ Ñ), and

A → A+ dCΛ + 2πM , N → N + dCM ,

Ã → Ã+ dCΛ̃ + 2πM̃ , Ñ → Ñ + dCM̃ ,

φ → φ+ Λ , w → w −M , φ̃ → φ̃+ Λ̃ ,

(138)

where Λ, Λ̃ ∈ C0(Γ,R),M, M̃ ∈ C1(Γ,Z). The anomaly is

∆Sc.b. = −i
∑
plaq.

Λ ∪C (Ñ − 1

2π
dCÃ)−N ∪C Λ̃ +M ∪C (Ã+ dCΛ̃) . (139)

This gauge variation matches the anomaly inflow onto the twist vortex worldsheet in 4d O(2)

gauge theory, see Sec. 5.2.

If we now make c a dynamical field, we have

Sorbifold =
κ

2

∑
links

(dcφ− 2πw)2 + i
∑
plaq.

dCw ∪c φ̃+ iπ
∑
plaq.

dc ∪ v . (140)

This breaks the invertible momentum and winding symmetries down to their Z2 subgroups.

The analog of the higher-group structure encountered in O(2) gauge theory now becomes a
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standard group extension, i.e. Z(0)
2,m × Z(0)

2,w gets extended to D8. As described in Ref. [98],

this is captured by the twisted cocycle condition

dBv = Bm ∪Bw (141)

which is the analog of Eq. (51). Moreover, this D8 symmetry is anomaly-free (as explained in

Appendix A.2 of Ref. [98]), much like the 2-group in O(2) gauge theory in three dimensions.

It is amusing to note that the local twist vortex operator eiπv is not gauge-invariant.

Instead, the action transforms by a shift

i
∑
plaq.

d2cr ∪c φ̃ = −2i
∑
plaq.

dc ∪ r ∪ φ̃ . (142)

To deal with this, we can stack a ‘0d field theory’ to the twist vortex which constrains φ̃ to

be an integer multiple of π at the location of the insertion,

T (s) = eiπvs δ(φ̃s ∈ πZ) =
∑
h∈Z

eiπvse2ihφ̃s . (143)

The orbifold at a generic radius also has continuous non-invertible symmetries which are

the analogs of the non-invertible electric and magnetic symmetries discussed in the main text.

In particular, we can apply the construction from Section 2.1 to write down the symmetry

operators

Uθ(γ̃) = P (γ̃∨)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

∏
ℓ∈⋆[γ̃]

exp
[
−κ

2
(dcφ− ĝ∗η(γℓ,∗)θ ⋆ [γ̃]− 2πw)2ℓ +

κ

2
(dcφ− 2πw)2ℓ

]
,

Vα(γ) = P (γ)
∑

ĝ∗=±1

exp

(
iĝ∗α

∑
ℓ∈γ

η(γℓ,∗)wℓ

)
,

(144)

for the non-invertible momentum and winding symmetries.
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E O(2) vs. Pin−(2)

In this Appendix we describe the global symmetries of, and relationships between, pure

gauge theories with gauge groups O(2) = U(1) ⋊ Z2, U(1) ⋊ Z4, and Pin−(2) = U(1)⋊Z4

Z2
.26

Each of these theories can be connected by generalized gauging of global symmetries, in a

way which is summarized in Fig. 20.

Let us describe first in words how to get Pin−(2) gauge theory, keeping track of the

(invertible) global symmetries. We start with U(1) gauge theory enriched with a Z(0)
4 0-form

global symmetry whose Z2 subgroup acts trivially. In other words, we have codimension-1

operators C with Z4 fusion rules, such that C acts like charge conjugation on the U(1) gauge

theory and C2 has a trivial action. We then proceed to gauge Z(0)
4 to obtain U(1) ⋊ Z4

gauge theory. The U(1)
(1)
e and U(1)

(d−3)
m symmetries of U(1) gauge theory are broken to the

Z(1)
2,e and Z(d−3)

2,m subgroups which commute with the Z4 action. The electric and magnetic

symmetries are involved in a non-trivial higher-group with the dual Z(d−2)
4,v symmetry obtained

from gauging. Furthermore, we have a Z(1)
2,c 1-form symmetry from the fact that we gauged

a non-effectively acting Z2 ⊂ Z4.

We now contemplate gauging various symmetries. Clearly if we gauge Z(d−2)
4,v we return

back to the U(1) gauge theory. It is more interesting to consider gauging different subgroups

of the Z(1)
2,e × Z(1)

2,c 1-form ‘electric’ symmetry.

1. If we gauge Z(1)
2,e, this effectively rescales the electric gauge field by a → a/2. This

does two things. First, Z4 shifts of the electric gauge field now become Z2 shifts which

commute with charge conjugation, so we retain a Z(1)
2,e symmetry. Second, we get a

dual Z2 (d− 3)-form symmetry from gauging which acts on the magnetic gauge field.

So we end up with the same symmetries we started with — in other words, up to a

rescaling of the gauge coupling, the U(1)⋊ Z4 theory is self-dual under gauging Z(1)
2,e.

2. If we gauge Z(1)
2,c we obtain U(1) ⋊ Z2 = O(2). Indeed, this gauging breaks Z(d−2)

4,v →
Z(d−2)

2,v due to the mixed anomaly between Z(d−2)
4,v and Z(1)

2,c . There is no dual symmetry

from gauging, because Z(1)
2,c itself came from gauging a non-effectively-acting symmetry

(the would-be charged object under the dual symmetry lives at the boundary of the

codimension-2 Z(1)
2,c symmetry operator, but no such boundary exists because the sym-

metry operator is charged under Z(d−2)
2,v ). We are left with the symmetries discussed in

detail in the main text.

26We thank T. Rudelius for helpful discussions regarding the contents of this section.
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Figure 20: Interrelations between U(1), U(1) ⋊ Z4, O(2), and Pin−(2) gauge theories via

generalized gauging of discrete higher-form symmetries. The group-like, invertible symme-

tries are distinct for each choice of gauge group. Note that in general, these equivalence hold

only up to a rescaling of the U(1) gauge coupling β. The notation ×̂ indicates a higher-group.

3. If we gauge the diagonal Z(1)
2,d ⊂ Z(1)

2,e ×Z(1)
2,c we obtain U(1)⋊Z4

Z2
= Pin−(2) gauge theory.

As in the case above, this breaks Z(d−2)
4,v → Z(d−2)

2,v , and again there is no dual magnetic

symmetry from gauging since there is no gauge-invariant codimension-3 operator for

the dual symmetry to act on. Since there is no magnetic symmetry, there is also no

higher-group. The invertible symmetry is simply Z(1)
2 × Z(d−2)

2,v .

We now turn to the lattice for a concrete realization of the above discussion. We work
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in 4d, and start with U(1)⋊ Z4 gauge theory,

SU(1)⋊Z4 =
β

2

∑
plaq.

(dc2a− 2πn)2 + i
∑

hyper-cu.

(dc2n) ∪c2 ã+
iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

dc ∪ v . (145)

Here c = e
2πi
4

c ∈ C1(Λ,Z4) and what appears above is the charge-2 covariant derivative,

dc2a = da+ (c2 − 1) ∪ a = da− 2c ∪ a. The Z4 gauge transformations act as

a → g2 ∪ a , n → g2 ∪ n , ã → g2 ∪ ã , c → c+ dg , (146)

where g = e
2πi
4

g ∈ C0(Λ,Z4). There are further gauge redundancies

a → a+ dc2λ+ 2πm , n → n+ dc2m, ã → ã+ dc2λ̃+ 2πm̃ , v → v + dt , (147)

with λ, λ̃ ∈ C0(Λ,R), m, m̃ ∈ C1(Λ,Z), and t ∈ C1(Λ,Z4). This theory has a Z(1)
2,e × Z(1)

2,c

1-form electric symmetry, where the factors act as a → a + πV and c → c + 2U . There is

also a Z(1)
2,m magnetic symmetry taking a → a + πṼ , and a Z(2)

4,v generated by the c Wilson

line η. As in the O(2) case we have a 3-group captured by the twisted cocycle condition

dBv = 2Be ∪Bm mod 4 . (148)

If we gauge Z(2)
4,v, we add the coupling

iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

(c ∪ bv + u ∪ dbv) , bv ∈ C3(Λ,Z4) , u ∈ C0(Λ,Z4) (149)

and summing over bv sets c = du to be pure gauge, leaving us with U(1) gauge theory. If

we gauge Z(1)
2,c we effectively replace c2 → c where c is a Z2 rather than Z4 gauge field. This

lands us on the O(2) theory. If we gauge Z(1)
2,e, we minimally substitute n → n + 1

2
be with

be ∈ C1(Λ,Z2) constraint to be a flat Z2 gauge field by a Lagrange multiplier u ∈ C1(Λ,Z2),

SPin−(2) =
β

2

∑
plaq.

(dc2a− πbe − 2πn)2 + i
∑

hyper-cu.

(
dc2n+

1

2
dc2be

)
∪c2 ã

+
iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

dc ∪ v + iπ
∑

hyper-cu.

dbe ∪ u . (150)
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For the action to be invariant under ã → ã+ 2πm̃, we must assign u → u+ m̃. This allows

us to define a gauge-invariant, ‘fractional’ ’t Hooft line which is schematically e
i
2

∑
γ ã+iπ

∑
γ u.

This line is the charged object under the dual magnetic symmetry. To compare to our

starting point, we can rename n̂ = be + 2n, a = 1
2
â, and ã+ 2πu = 2ˆ̃a. The action becomes

Eq. (145) with hatted variables and a rescaled gauge coupling β̂ = 1
4
β. Hence we return

back to U(1)⋊ Z4 but with a rescaled coupling.

Finally, if gauge the diagonal Z2,d ⊂ Z(1)
2,e ×Z(1)

2,c , we get Pin−(2) = U(1)⋊Z4

Z2
. We can write

the action as

SPin−(2) =
β

2

∑
plaq.

(dc2a− πbd − 2πn)2 + i
∑

hyper-cu.

(
dc2n+

1

2
dc2bd

)
∪c2 ã

+
iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

(dc− 2bd) ∪ (v − du) , (151)

where b ∈ C2(Λ,Z2) and u ∈ C1(Λ,Z2) is a Lagrange multiplier setting b to be a flat Z2

gauge field. The gauge redundancies now involve

a → a+ πvd , n → n− c ∪ vd , c → c+ 2vd , bd → bd + dvd , (152)

as well as

ã → ã+ 2πm̃ , v → v + dt , u → u+ m̃+ t . (153)

To rewrite the action in a more familiar form we again define n̂ = bd + 2n, a = 1
2
â, and

ã+ 2πu = 2ˆ̃a. The action becomes

SPin−(2) =
β̂

2

∑
plaq.

(dc2 â− 2πn̂)2 + i
∑

hyper-cu.

(dc2n̂) ∪c2
ˆ̃a+

iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

(dc− 2n̂) ∪ v , (154)

where β̂ = 1
4
β. This resembles O(2) gauge theory except that integrating out v gives the

constraint

dc = 2n̂ mod 4. (155)

The gauge transformation properties are also intertwined relative to the O(2) case,

â → â+ 2πm , n̂ → n̂+ dc2m, c → c+ 2m, ˆ̃a → ˆ̃a+ 2πm̃+ πt, v → v + dt . (156)

One can see that the genuine ’t Hooft lines in the theory are still of the form e2i
∑

γ
ˆ̃a,
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while the ‘fractional’ ’t Hooft lines must be attached to surfaces built from v, of the form

ei
∑

∂σ
ˆ̃a+iπ

∑
σ v. We therefore do not have a dual magnetic symmetry. This can also be seen

from the constraint in Eq. (155), since the mod-2 magnetic charge

eiπ
∑

p∈S n̂p = e
iπ
2

∑
p∈S(dc)p = 1 (157)

is always trivial.

The Pin−(2) theory does have a residual electric symmetry, generated by the charge-2

twist vortex. While the minimal twist vortex e
iπ
2

∑
Γ v sets dc = ⋆[Γ∨]+2n̂ mod 4 and requires

worldvolume degrees of freedom, the charge-2 twist vortex preserves flatness mod 2 which

keeps the action gauge invariant. Moreover, this charge-2 twist vortex is topological, and

generates the residual Z(1)
2 symmetry that acts on the gauge-invariant combination

W1/2(γ)e
−iπ

2

∑
γ c . (158)

Finally, the theory also has a Z(2)
2,v symmetry generated by eiπ

∑
γ c which counts twist vortices

mod 2.

We can also move between the Pin−(2) and O(2) theories via generalized gauging. Start-

ing with Pin−(2), we simply gauge the residual Z(1)
2 symmetry to get O(2). Going in the

other direction is more subtle — we have to gauge the magnetic Z(d−3)
2,m symmetry with a

particular fractionalization class activated by Z(d−2)
2,v , namely Bv = 1

2
dBm. This amounts to

gauging the magnetic symmetry by adding the terms

iπ
∑

hyper-cu.

n ∪ bm +
iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

c ∪ dbm + iπ
∑

hyper-cu.

h ∪ dbm

=
iπ

2

∑
hyper-cu.

(d(c+ 2h)− 2n) ∪ (bm + 2v) , (159)

with h ∈ C1(Λ,Z2) and bm ∈ C2(Λ,Z2). Note that the combination ĉ = c + 2h combines

to an element of C2(Λ,Z4), so we have effectively extended the gauge field from Z2 → Z4.

Defining v̂ = bm + 2v, the action becomes equivalent to Eq. (154).
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