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Categorical symmetries have recently been shown to generalize the classification of phases of matter,
significantly broadening the traditional Landau paradigm. To test these predictions, we propose a
simple spin chain model that encompasses all gapped phases and second-order phase transitions
governed by the categorical symmetry Rep(D8). This model not only captures the essential fea-
tures of non-invertible phases but is also straightforward enough to enable practical realization.
Specifically, we outline an implementation using neutral atoms trapped in optical tweezer arrays.
Employing a dual-species setup and Rydberg blockade, we propose a digital simulation approach
that can efficiently implement the many-body evolution in several nontrivial quantum phases.

Introduction. Symmetries are fundamental in studying
and constraining phases of matter, and were tradition-
ally limited to groups. This framework underpins a wide
range of theoretical physics, from quantum mechanics,
condensed matter, to quantum field theory (QFT). How-
ever, recent developments have revealed that symmetries
in any dimension are far more general and form so-called
(higher) fusion categories, characterized by the key prop-
erty that not every symmetry transformation has an in-
verse. In recent years, these categorical or non-invertible
symmetries have been recognized as ubiquitous, with far-
reaching implications, including a categorical extension
of the Landau paradigm of phases, new constraints on
Standard Model physics, and advances in formal QFT
(for reviews, see [1, 2]). Our aim is to establish a frame-
work that allows direct testing of certain predictions from
categorical symmetries in quantum simulators realizing
spin chains.
Phases with Categorical Symmetries. In (1+1)d
the most general (finite and internal) symmetry struc-
ture is a fusion category, whose generators {a, b, c, ...}
satisfy the composition ⊗ rule a ⊗ b =

∑
cN

c
abc, where

N c
ab are non-negative integers, which in general is not

an invertible operation. Phases with these symmetries
are described by a categorical extension of the Landau
paradigm, and feature novel symmetry-breaking patterns
and new symmetry-protected critical models. A system-
atic characterization of all gapped and gapless phases
was recently proposed [3–10] using the so-called Sym-
metry Topological Field Theory (SymTFT) [11–15][16].
This computes all symmetric gapped phases, including
the order parameters, ground states, and the action of the
categorical symmetry on the phases. The theory further-
more predicts new second-order phase transitions, which
are gapless phases with categorical symmetries.
Lattice Models and Cold Atom Implementation.
This paper aims to explore these phenomena through
simple spin-chains that realize categorical phases, while
also proposing an experimental protocol to probe them.
This is particularly interesting for systems that may have
phase transitions that are hard to study numerically, ex-
amples are precisely categorical symmetries, with e.g. the

Figure 1. (a) The anyon chain for a categorical symmetry
(left) is used to construct lattice models, generically on a con-
strained Hilbert space. Here, we realize this on a spin-chain,
realized on an unconstrained 3-qubit tensor product Hilbert
space (right). (b) Lattice configuration and atomic level dia-
gram used in our proposal for realizing the spin chain in (a)
with categorical symmetry. The silver and the golden circles
represent the data and the ancillary atomic qubits, respec-
tively. (c) Trotterization scheme of the quantum circuit for
simulating the many-body dynamics. On-site and inter-site
terms can be realized by only driving data atoms or ancillary
atoms, respectively.

Haagerup symmetry being one of the most notorious ex-
amples (for recent progress see [17–19]). Lattice mod-
els with a categorical symmetry can be systematically
constructed from the anyon chain [20], which generically
results in a constrained Hilbert space [21–28]. This ap-
proach allows a systematic construction of commuting
projector Hamiltonians for all gapped phases and second-
order phase transitions of a categorical symmetry [28].
In this Letter, we present a benchmark spin-chain

that demonstrates all the characteristic features of phases
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with non-invertible symmetries. Inspired by this general
approach, the model has the distinctive advantage of be-
ing realized in an unconstrained tensor product Hilbert
space based on qubits, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Its
Hamiltonian takes the schematic form

H =
∑
i

Vi,i+1 +
∑
i

Pi , (1)

where Pi denotes a projector acting on a few spins at
a given site i, while Vi,i+1 is the interaction between
neighboring sites i and i + 1. This system not only
captures all the key non-invertible features but is also
well-suited for experimental implementation. For the
latter, we focus on implementations with Rydberg-atom
arrays, which have emerged as promising platforms
for quantum simulation of spin models [29–32]. These
systems have already been used to experimentally
probe quantum phase transitions breaking conventional
discrete [33–36] and continuous [37] group symmetries,
as well as topologically ordered phases [38]. Here we
discuss how these systems can be used to experimentally
probe phases with non-invertible symmetries and the
transitions between them. Specifically, our proposal is
based on a digital evolution that can be induced by
two driving lasers in a dual species Rydberg atom array
[39, 40], as shown in Fig. 1(b).

Benchmark Model: Rep(D8) Categorical Symme-
try. The benchmark symmetry is Rep(D8), i.e. the rep-
resentations of the finite group D8 :=

(
Za
2 × Zb

2

)
⋊ Zc

2 of
symmetries of the square (rotations and reflections). The
generators are the irreducible representations (irreps)

Generators of Rep(D8) : 1, 1c, 1a, 1ca, E , (2)

with dim(1k) = 1, dim(E) = 2, and their composition is
the tensor product of irreps with k = a, c, ca:

1a ⊗ 1c = 1c ⊗ 1a = 1ca , 1k ⊗ 1k = 1 ,

E ⊗ 1k = 1k ⊗ E = E ,

E ⊗ E = 1⊕ 1a ⊕ 1c ⊕ 1ca ,

(3)

the last line being a non-invertible composition rule.
Some background on this symmetry and its multiplet-
structure is given in appendix A.

Using recent advancements in the representation the-
ory of categorical symmetries, we can now demonstrate
the full scope of the categorical Landau paradigm in ac-
tion. This includes a comprehensive characterization of
gapped phases and phase transitions [10]. Lattice models
for a subset of these phases have recently been realized
using a complementary approach based on the cluster
state [41, 42]. In this work, we show that all phases
can be captured within a straightforward tensor product
Hilbert space constructed from qubits.

The benchmark model provides a: (1) Derivation of
all gapped and gapless phases governed by Rep(D8),
exhibiting the key features of categorical symmetries;

(2) Realization in simple spin models, with few-body
interactions; (3) Realistic near future implementation of
the spin model in Rydberg atom arrays.

Gapped Phases for Rep(D8). There are 11 distinct
gapped phases for Rep(D8), which can be labeled by
(F, β), where F is a representative of a conjugacy class of
subgroups of D8 and a cocyle β ∈ H2(F,U(1)) [10, 43].

On general grounds [28], the gapped phases for this
symmetry can be realized on a lattice model, where the
states are labeled by group elements g, h ∈ D8 and oper-
ators acting as

Lg |h⟩ = |gh⟩ , Rg |h⟩ = |hg⟩ . (4)

The Hamiltonians for the gapped phases take the general
form (1), and are given by [44]

H(F,β) = − 1

|F |
∑
i

∑
f∈F

(Rf−1

β )i(L
f
β)i+1 −

∑
i

P
(F )
i . (5)

Here P (F ) is a projector onto the F subgroup of D8 [45].
For each Rep(D8) irrep Γ, and l,m ∈ {1 , . . . , dim(Γ)},
we introduce a (diagonal) operator Zl,m

Γ that acts as

Zl,m
Γ |g⟩ = Dl,m

Γ (g)|g⟩ , (6)

where DΓ(g) is the matrix representation of g in the irrep
Γ, and the symmetry operator

S1k =
∏
i

(Z1k)i , SE = Z1,1
E,prod + Z2,2

E,prod , (7)

where ZE,prod =
∏

i(ZE)i. The diagonal operators SΓ

commute with H(F,β) since P (F ) is also diagonal and

since DΓ(f
−1)DΓ(f) = I, hence the Hamiltonians (5)

are Rep(D8)-symmetric. The key simplification in this
benchmark setup is that with the identification (A10) we
can map each lattice site to a three-qubit system

|sI sII sIII⟩ , sα ∈ {0, 1} , (8)

and the Hamiltonians for each phase can be written in
terms of Pauli operators only. We label the x, z Pauli
operators acting on the αth qubit, α = I, II, III, at site i
by Xα

i and Zα
i respectively. This simplification is key to

the potential realization in future experiments.
The gapped phases, with their Hamiltonians, are sum-

marized in table I. For each phase, we also show the
number of ground states and as well as the symmetry
action, including the non-invertible generator E satisfy-
ing (3). They are either symmetry protected topological
(SPT) or spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) phases
for particular sub-symmetries of Rep(D8). The realiza-
tion in Rydberg arrays that we will present can easily
realize the first five phases, whereas the remaining ones
require a slight generalization.
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Phase Type Hamiltonian and Ground States with Rep(D8) Action

Trivial H1 = −
∑

i

[
I+ 1

8
(I+ ZI)(I+ ZII)(I+ ZIII)

]
i
, |GS⟩

Z2 SSB

HZa
2
= − 1

2

∑
i

(
IiIi+1 +XII

i XII
i+1

)
− 1

4

∑
i

[
(I+ ZI)(I+ ZIII)

]
i

|GS,+⟩ ⊕ |GS,−⟩

Rep(D8)
(Z2×Z2)

SSB

HZab
2

= − 1
2

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 + (XIIXIII)i(X

IIXIII)i+1

]
− 1

4

∑
i

[
(I+ ZI)(I+ ZIIZIII)

]
i

|GS,+⟩ ⊕ |GS,−⟩

Z2 × Z2 SSB

H(Za
2×Zb

2)
+ = − 1

4

∑
i(2 IiIi+1 +XII

i XII
i+1 +XIII

i XIII
i+1)− 1

2

∑
i

[
I+ ZI

]
i

|GS,++⟩ ⊕ |GS,−−⟩ ⊕ |GS,+−⟩ ⊕ |GS,−+⟩

SPT H(Za
2×Zb

2)
− = − 1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 +XII

i (XIIZIII)i+1

]
− 1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 + (ZIIXIII)iX

III
i+1

]
− 1

2

∑
i

[
I+ ZI

]
i
, |GS⟩

Z2 SSB

HZc
2
= − 1

2

∑
i

(
IiIi+1 +XI

iX
I
i+1

)
− 1

4

∑
i

[
(I+ ZII)(I+ ZIII)

]
i

|GS,+⟩ ⊕ |GS,−⟩

Z2 × Z2 SSB

H(Zc
2×Zab

2 )+ = − 1
4

∑
i

[
2 IiIi+1 +XI

iX
I
i+1 + (XIIXIII)i(X

IIXIII)i+1

]
− 1

2

∑
i

[
I+ ZIIZIII

]
i

|GS,++⟩ ⊕ |GS,−−⟩ ⊕ |GS,+−⟩ ⊕ |GS,−+⟩

SPT

H(Zc
2×Zab

2 )− = − 1
4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 +XI

i (X
IZII)i+1

]
− 1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 + (ZIXIIXIII)i(X

IIXIII)i+1

]
− 1

2

∑
i

[
I+ ZIIZIII

]
i

|GS⟩

Z2 SSB

H(D8)− = (A110)

|GS,+⟩ ⊕ |GS,−⟩

Z2 × Z2 SSB

HZca
4

= (A96)

|GS,++⟩ ⊕ |GS,−−⟩ ⊕ |GS,+−⟩ ⊕ |GS,−+⟩

Rep(D8) SSB

H(D8)+
= (A103)

|GS, 1⟩ ⊕ |GS, 2⟩ ⊕ |GS, 5⟩ ⊕ |GS, 3⟩ ⊕ |GS, 4⟩

Table I. All gapped phases for the benchmark system with Rep(D8) symmetry, showing the type of phase, i.e. SSB (sponta-
neously broken symmetry) and SPT (symmetry protected topological phase). For each phase we write the commuting projector
Hamiltonian of the spin model, realized on (C2

I ⊗ C2
II ⊗ C2

III)
L and the number of ground states (GS) with the action of the

categorical symmetry. We denote the Rep(D8) symmetry generators as follows: 1c in red, 1a in green, (their product is
1ca = 1c ⊗ 1a) and the non-invertible symmetry E in blue. We use black for the full Rep(D8). The phases above the triple line
separation do not require the Swap gate, and are easier to implement in our experimental proposal based on dual-species atom
arrays.
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Phase Transitions. One of the most recent advances
is the systematic study of second-order phase transitions
between two gapped phases with categorical symmetries,
facilitated by the SymTFT framework [7, 8, 10, 28] that
generalizes Kennedy-Tasaki (KT) transformations. In
simple spin-chain models, we can furthermore analyze
interpolating Hamiltonians between two gapped phases
with Hamiltonians H(l) or H(m) respectively,

H(l,m)(λ) = λH(l) + (1− λ)H(m) , (9)

where for some value between 0 and 1 we have the
gapless Hamiltonian for the critical point describing the
second-order phase transition between the two gapped
phases. From the general continuum analysis in [28] one
can determine furthermore the CFTs that describe these
transitions, which we corroborate from by a spin-chain
analysis in appendix A 7, where we show that the
transitions can be realized within this simple framework.

Hardware-efficient Simulation Scheme. We now
turn to a potential implementation of these spin models
with Rydberg atom arrays. While these systems often
realize spin models in an analog way [35, 36, 46–49], here
we propose a digital approach [50–53] that is versatile
enough to accommodate the first five phases in Tab. I,
and potentially can be extended to the remaining ones.

The configuration of the atom array is illustrated in
Fig. 1(b): for each lattice site i, a group of three atoms
are aligned perpendicular to the direction of the chain,
representing spins {Ii, IIi, IIIi} as in Eq. (8). These
atomic data qubits are encoded by two long-living hy-
perfine ground states |1⟩ (spin-down) and |0⟩ (spin-up).
The latter state can be further coupled to a Rydberg
state |r⟩ for inducing interactions between qubits via the
Rydberg blockade mechanism [54]. We assume that cer-
tain subsets of the atoms on each site can be addressed by
the Rydberg laser, e.g., by shifting the other atoms out
of resonance using a few distinct tweezer patterns [55].
In addition, an ancillary atom of a different species, is
placed between two neighboring sites i and i + 1 (see
Fig. 1(b)). These ancillary atoms have an analogous
level scheme as our data atoms, but can be driven inde-
pendently form them. Moreover, this dual-species setup
supports an asymmetric Rydberg blockade, in which the
intra- and the inter-species blockade radius (Rb and Rc)
can be independently tuned, e.g., via Förster resonance
[40]. Here, we choose Rc > Rb such that each data qubit
can only be blockaded by its on-site nearest neighbors (Ii
and IIi; Ii and IIIi) or two closest ancillary qubits [see
Fig. 1(b)]. As we show below, such a dual-species config-
uration facilitates both parallel and efficient simulations
of the desired multi-body interactions.

Simulation of the quantum evolution is then realized
by a Trotterized sequence e−iHτ ≈

∏
p e

−iHpτ + O(τ2),

whereH =
∑

pHp and eachHp is a collection of mutually
commuting terms that can be executed in a parallel and
system-size independent manner. With the physical sys-
tem sketched above, arbitrary combinations of the Hamil-

tonians {H1, HZa
2
, HZab

2
, H(Za

2×Zb
2)

±} in Table I can be ef-

ficiently simulated. Expressing such a combination in the
generic form Eq. (1), first, the on-site evolutions e−iPiτ

involving up to three-body interactions can be realized
by three types of phase gates in few steps: single-qubit

phase gate UP(ϕ) = e−iϕQI
i , two-qubit controlled phase

gate UCP(ϕ) = e−iϕQI
iQ

α
i (α = II, III), and three-qubit

controlled phase gate UCCP(ϕ) = e−iϕQI
iQ

II
i QIII

i , where
Q = (I+ Z)/2 = |0⟩⟨0|. As data qubits sitting on differ-
ent sites are outside the blockade radius, the operation
e−i

∑
i Piτ can be parallelized [56, 57]. Second, the two-

site evolution e−iHi,i+1 containing up to four-body pla-
quette interactions U□(ϕ) = exp

(
−iϕOII

i OII
i+1OIII

i+1OIII
i

)
with Oα

j ∈ {I, X, Y, Z}αj can be constructed from a multi-
qubit-Z gate controlled by an ancillary qubit [58–60]. In
such a construction, the ancillary qubit is only temporar-
ily entangled with data qubits and can be traced out from
the dynamics after completion of the gate operation (see
Appendix B). Since each data qubit is only affected by
its two closest ancillary qubits, this operation can be exe-
cuted in just two steps e−i

∑
i H2i−1,2iτ and e−i

∑
i H2i,2i+1τ .

The stroboscopic application of the on-site and the inter-
site evolution then composes a Trotterization, realizing
the desired many-body evolution [see Fig. 1(c)]. The de-
tailed pulse sequences for the elementary gates are pro-
vided in Appendix B.

Generalization and Outlook. While the current con-
figuration supports exploration of the first five regimes
in Table I, which already includes most of the nontriv-
ial phases, a simple generalization can reach all possi-
ble phases emerging from the Rep(D8) symmetry and
derived in Appendix A. For example, one can use mi-
crowave dressing to achieve a perfect asymmetric block-
ade [61], where data qubits themselves are completely
non-interacting and all the interactions are mediated by
the ancillary qubit. In this way, arbitrary six-body inter-
actions within each plaquette can be engineered, and the
cost is just to partition the on-site operations into two
pieces.

Starting from the current scheme, it is possible to in-
crease the circuit depth, as both the execution time and
the robustness of each elementary gate can be improved
by optimal control methods [62, 63]. To study the tran-
sition between the revealed phases, one can carry out
an adiabatic annealing in the form of Eq. (9). Each
gapped phases can then be characterized by measuring
both local [33] and string-like [38, 64] order parameters.
In addition to the dual-species scheme, one may also
use a linear-chain configuration and coherently rearrange
atomic qubits [65] to establish the multi-body interac-
tion, e.g., using the globally driving scheme to realize
the four-body interaction [66]. While we focus on a dig-
ital implementation here, developing analog simulation
schemes represents an interesting route as well.

The physical implementation presented here serves as
a versatile framework for simulating a wide range of cate-
gorical symmetries, such as Rep(S3) non-invertible sym-
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metries [67–69], and spin models in higher dimensions.
Indeed, lattice models with higher categorical symmetries
[70–72] in 2+1d and 3+1d, lattice models have been de-
veloped recently in [73–77], giving rise to novel phases of
matter (e.g., [76, 78–81]). Extending the framework dis-
cussed here to higher dimensions would naturally align
with these developments and presents an exciting chal-
lenge for experimental realization in neutral-atom sys-
tems as well as other quantum simulation platforms, such
as superconducting circuits [82] and trapped ions [83].
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Appendix A: Lattice Model with Rep(D8) symmetry

1. Preliminaries

In this section, we describe some mathematical prelim-
inaries related to the group D8 and its representation
theory, which play an important role in the model we
will subsequently consider. The dihedral group D8 is the
isometry group of a square and can be presented as

D8 :=
(
Za
2 × Zb

2

)
⋊ Zc

2 = {1 , a , b , ab , c , ca , cb , cab} .
(A1)

It comprises of a normal subgroup

Za
2 × Zb

2 = {1, a, b, ab} . (A2)

The adjoint action of c ∈ Zc
2 exchanges a and b, i.e.,

cac = b , cbc = a . (A3)

D8 has two order-4 elements, given by ca = bc and its
inverse cb = ac. All other non-identity elements are of
order-2. The conjugacy classes of D8 are:

[1] = {1} , [ab] = {ab} , [ca] = {ca, cb} ,
[a] = {a, b} , [c] ={c, cab} .

(A4)

The group D8 has five irreducible representations labeled
as {1, 1c, 1a, 1ca, E}. From these the first four labeled
as 1x are 1-dimensional, while the E representations is
2-dimensional. The character table for D8 is shown in
table II.
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[1] [ab] [ca] [c] [a]
1: 1 1 1 1 1
1c: 1 1 −1 1 −1
1a: 1 1 −1 −1 1
1ca: 1 1 1 −1 −1
E: 2 −2 0 0 0

Table II. D8 character table.

The invertible, i.e., one dimensional, irreducible repre-
sentations {1, 1c, 1a, 1ca} can be read off from their char-
acters while the 2-dimensional irreducible representation
E has the matrix representation

DE(1) = I(2) , DE(c) = X ,

DE(a) = Y , DE(b) = −Y .
(A5)

The fusion category Rep(D8), which will be the symme-
try category of our spin model, has five simple objects
which correspond to the irreducible representations of
D8. The fusion rules in Rep(D8) are inherited from the
tensor product of the representations. Specifically, the 1
dimensional irreps 1k, for k = c, a, ca, fuse according to
Z2 × Z2:

1a ⊗ 1c = 1c ⊗ 1a = 1ca , 1k ⊗ 1k = 1 , (A6)

whereas the two dimensional representation E satisfies

E ⊗ 1k = 1k ⊗ E = E ,

E ⊗ E = 1⊕ 1a ⊕ 1c ⊕ 1ca .
(A7)

These fusion rules are those of a Tambara-Yamagami cat-
egory Rep(D8) = TY(Z2 × Z2, χ1,+

1
2 ), defined in [85],

which also contains more refined data corresponding to
the associator αR1,R2,R3

: (R1⊗R2)⊗R3 → R1⊗(R2⊗R3)
encoding the F -symbols of the fusion category.

2. SymTFT, Generalized Charges and Gapped
Phases

In this section we will briefly summarize the theoretical
underpinning of the classification of phases in the cate-
gorical Landau paradigm (for more details see [3–6, 10]).
The protagonist is the SymTFT for a categorial symme-
try S, which for a d-dimensional system is a d + 1 di-
mensional topological field theory, which allows the sep-
aration of symmetry from dynamics. The SymTFT for a
(1+1)d theory with symmetry S is a (2+1)d TFT with
two boundaries: Bsym specifies the symmetry, whereas
Bphys encodes the dynamical information of a (1+1)d
theory:

SymTFT

Bsym Bphys

(A8)

The topological defects (anyons) of the SymTFT (which
form the so-called Drinfeld center of the symmetry cat-
egory) generalize the notion of representations to cate-
gorical symmetries: they give rise to generalized charges,
which form multiplets under the categorical symmetry.
For Rep(D8) the generalized charges are Q[g],R, where
[g] is a conjugacy class and Γ a representation of the cen-
tralizer of g ∈ [g]. We will determine the generalized
charges in detail and their lattice realization in section
A5.
Gapped phases with symmetry S are classified in the

SymTFT by letting Bphys also be a gapped boundary
condition. Gapped boundary conditions are in 1-1 cor-
respondence with so-called Lagrangian algebras, which
specify the anyons that can end on the boundary of the
SymTFT. For Rep(D8) these are summarized in table III.
The simplicity of this classification of gapped phases is
not the only advantage of the SymTFT approach: it en-
codes the order parameters for the phase, and the action
of the categorical symmetry on these.
For Rep(D8) there are 11 gapped phases, given by the

pairing Bsym = A33 in table III with Bphys taking value
in each of the Lagrangian algebras in table III. The order
parameters are determined as the set of anyons that ap-
pear both in the set of anyons specifying the symmetry
boundary and the physical boundary. The action of the
symmetry on the order parameters is given by the linking
in the 3d SymTFT. In summary:

• Gapped phases: SymTFT with choice of
Bsym = A33, Bphys = Ai in table III.

• Order parameters: A33 ∩ Ai (counted with multi-
plicities)

• Ground states: n =
∑

a n
A33
a nAi

a

• Categorical symmetry action on ground states:
linking of anyons in the SymTFT.

3. Spin chain: State Space and Local Operators

Our model is based on a spin chain with an eight di-
mensional Hilbert space Vi = C[D8] ∼= C8 associated to
each lattice site i spanned by basis states |g⟩ for g ∈ D8.
Practically, we consider the space Vi as corresponding to
three qubits located at the site i and therefore we may
also span this state space by the basis

|sI sII sIII⟩ , sα ∈ {0, 1} , (A9)

with the identification between |g⟩ and |sI sII sIII⟩ given
by

|1⟩ 7−→ |000⟩ , |a⟩ 7−→ |010⟩ ,
|b⟩ 7−→ |001⟩ , |ab⟩ 7−→ |011⟩ ,
|c⟩ 7−→ |100⟩ , |ca⟩ 7−→ |101⟩ ,
|cb⟩ 7−→ |110⟩ , |cab⟩ 7−→ |111⟩ .

(A10)
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Label in [10] Lagrangian algebra (F )β
Gapped phase

for S = Rep(D8)
n Section

A27 ([1], 1)⊕ ([1], 1a)⊕ ([1], 1c)⊕ ([1], 1ca)⊕ 2([1], E) 1 SPT 1 A6 a

A28 ([1], 1)⊕ ([ab], 1ca)⊕ ([1], 1ca)⊕ ([ab], 1)⊕ 2([ca], 1) Zca
4 Z2 × Z2 SSB 4 A6 i

A29 ([1], 1)⊕ ([ab], 1c)⊕ ([1], 1c)⊕ ([ab], 1)⊕ 2([c], 1+,+) (Zc
2 × Zab

2 )+ Z2 × Z2 SSB 4 A6 g

A30 ([1], 1)⊕ ([ab], 1ca)⊕ ([1], 1c)⊕ ([ab], 1a)⊕ 2([c], 1+,−) (Zc
2 × Zab

2 )− SPT 1 A6h

A31 ([1], 1)⊕ ([1], 1a)⊕ ([ab], 1a)⊕ ([ab], 1)⊕ 2([a], 1+,+) (Za
2 × Zb

2)
+ Z2 × Z2 SSB 4 A6d

A32 ([1], 1)⊕ ([ab], 1ca)⊕ ([1], 1a)⊕ ([ab], 1c)⊕ 2([a], 1+,−) (Za
2 × Zb

2)
− SPT 1 A6 e

A33 ([1], 1)⊕ ([ab], 1)⊕ ([c], 1+,+)⊕ ([a], 1+,+)⊕ ([ca], 1) D+
8 Bsym and Rep(D8) SSB 5 A6 j

A34 ([1], 1)⊕ ([ab], 1ca)⊕ ([c], 1+,−)⊕ ([a], 1+,−)⊕ ([ca], 1) D−
8 Z2 SSB 2 A6 k

A35 ([1], 1)⊕ ([1], 1c)⊕ ([1], E)⊕ ([c], 1+,−)⊕ ([c], 1+,+) Zc
2 Z2 SSB 2 A6 f

A36 ([1], 1)⊕ ([1], 1a)⊕ ([1], E)⊕ ([a], 1+,−)⊕ ([a], 1+,+) Za
2 Z2 SSB 2 A6b

A37
([1], 1)⊕ ([1], 1c)⊕ ([1], 1a)⊕ ([1], 1ca)⊕

([ab], 1)⊕ ([ab], 1c)⊕ ([ab], 1a)⊕ ([ab], 1ca)
Zab
2

Rep(D8)
(Z2×Z2)

SSB 2 A6 c

Table III. Lagrangian algebras for Rep(D8) SymTFT, comprised of anyons, which are labeled by Q[g],R, these define gapped

boundary conditions, where these anyons can condense. (F )β denotes the corresponding choice of (a representative of a)
conjugacy class of subgroups F and β ∈ H2(F,U(1)); n is the number of vacua in the gapped phase. The generalized charges
that contain the local order parameters for the gapped phases are shown in blue: Q([g],R). The numbering of the Lagrangian
algebras is that of reference [10].

We consider three kinds of local operators acting on

any given site i. These are Lg , Rg and Zl,m
Γ where g ∈

D8, Γ ∈ Rep(D8) and l,m ∈ {1 , . . . , dim(Γ)}. These
operators act on the group basis |g⟩ as:

Lg |h⟩ = |gh⟩ ,
Rg |h⟩ = |hg⟩ , (A11)

Zl,m
Γ |g⟩ = Dl,m

Γ (g)|g⟩ ,

where DΓ is the matrix representation of Γ. The left and
right multiplication operators compose as Lg2Lg1 = Lg2g1

and Rg2Rg1 = Rg1g2 respectively.

Similarly, on the αth qubit (α ∈ {I, II, III}) at the ith site,
we define the Pauli operators Xα

i and Zα
i respectively as

well as the phase gate Sα
i , where S = diag(1 , i). For

example XI
i = (X ⊗ I(2) ⊗ I(2))i . Additionally we also

define the following standard two qubit gates: (i) the
Swap gate (Swap)α,β which swaps the α and β qubits and
(ii) the CZ gate (diag = (1, 1, 1,−1)). Concretely the
left multiplication operators in (A11) can be expressed
in terms of the qubit gates

La = XII , Lb = XIII , Lc = XI (Swap)II,III , (A12)

where

Swap =

1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1

 , SwapII,III = I(2) ⊗ Swap, (A13)

while the right multiplication operators become

Ra = QI,+XII +QI,−XIII ,

Rb = QI,−XII +QI,+XIII ,

Rc = XI ,

(A14)

where we have used Qα,± = (1± Zα)/2. The ZΓ opera-
tors corresponding to the one dimensional irreps are:

Z1 = I , Z1a = ZI ,

Z1c = ZIIZIII , Z1ca = ZIZIIZIII .
(A15)

Meanwhile the operators corresponding to the two di-
mensional irreducible representation E are

Z1,1
E = Q1ca,+SIZIII ,

Z1,2
E = Q1ca,− (SII)†SIII(CZ)II,III ,

Z2,1
E = Q1ca,− SII(SIII)†(CZ)II,III ,

Z2,2
E = Q1ca,+ (SI)†ZIII .

(A16)

where Q1ca,± is a projector onto the ± eigensector of
Z1ca .

Having defined the local on-site Hilbert space and cor-
responding operator algebra, we now construct a spin-
chain model on a circle with sites i ∈ {1, ..., L}, with
Rep(D8) non-invertible symmetry. The total Hilbert
space is spanned by basis states

|⃗g,hol(g)⟩ , (A17)
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where g⃗ = (g1 , . . . , gL) is an assignment of group ele-
ments to the vertices of the lattice and

hol(g) ≡
L∏

i=1

gi (A18)

is the ‘holonomy’ around the circle. We will also denote
a state with holonomy g ∈ D8 as |Ψg⟩. The symmetry
operator wrapping the circle for Γ ∈ Rep(D8), denoted
by SΓ, acts as follows:

SΓ |Ψg⟩ = χΓ(g) |Ψg⟩ , (A19)

where χΓ is the character for the representation Γ, given
in table II. The explicit expression for non-trivial Γ ∈
Rep(D8) follows from equations (A15)-(A16) and has the
form

S1a =
∏
i

ZI
i , S1c =

∏
i

ZII
i Z

III
i ,

S1ca =
∏
i

ZI
iZ

II
i Z

III
i , SE = Z1,1

E,prod + Z2,2
E,prod,

(A20)

where ZE is a matrix of operators given in (A16) and
ZE,prod =

∏
i(ZE)i.

4. Solvable Hamiltonians for Gapped Phases

Gapped phases for Rep(D8) symmetry [10, 43] are clas-
sified by tuples (F, β) where F is a representative of a
conjugacy class of subgroups of D8 and β is an element
of the group cohomology H2(F,U(1)) [86]. A set of pos-
sible choices for F is:

F ∈ {1 ,Za
2 ,Zab

2 ,Zc
2 ,Zca

4 ,Za
2×Zb

2 ,Zc
2×Zab

2 , D8}. (A21)

β can be non-trivial only when F ≃ Z2 × Z2 or D8, for
which β ∈ H2(F,U(1)) = Z2. The fixed-point Hamilto-
nian for a gapped phase labeled as (F, β) can be written
as:

H(F,β) = − 1

|F |
∑
i

∑
f∈F

(Rf−1

β )i(L
f
β)i+1−

∑
i

P
(F )
i . (A22)

Here P
(F )
i is an operator diagonal in the qubit or group

basis which projects onto the sub-Hilbert space at site i
spanned by |f⟩ for f ∈ F

P
(F )
i =

∑
f∈F

|fi⟩⟨fi| . (A23)

These projectors have simple expressions in terms of
Pauli operators Zα

i that we will use in constructing con-
crete Hamiltonians with each phase implementable on

atomic array setups. Meanwhile the operators Rf−1

β and

Lf
β serve as disordering operators within the projected

subspace. In the case where β is trivial, these reduce to
the usual left and right group multiplication operators

defined in (A11). Instead when β is non-trivial, the op-
erator action gets modified by a U(1) phase controlled
by the 2-cocycle β. Concretely,

Rf−1

β |f ′⟩ = 1

β(f ′f−1 , f)
|f ′f−1⟩ ,

Lf
β |f ′⟩ = β(f , f ′)|ff ′⟩ ,

(A24)

The Hamiltonians (A22), have been normalized such that
ground states of all phases have energy −2L where L is
the number of lattice sites.

Twisted sectors. Typically when probing the charac-
terization of phases with a certain symmetry S, one also
requires state spaces twisted by S action. In the case
of invertible symmetries, for example Z2, the symmetry
twisted state space is nothing but the familar space with
antiperiodic boundary conditions. Instead state spaces
twisted by non-invertible symmetries, are generically not
isomorphic to untwisted state spaces. For instance twist-
ing by a symmetry operator Γ ∈ Rep(G) at a link (i, i+1)
on the lattice involves, inserting a defect at (i, i+1) whose
associated state space is the vector space underlying the
representation Γ which is Cdim(Γ). For invertible repre-
sentations which are one dimensional, this reduces to the
familiar group-like case since the action on C is by multi-
plication of a complex number that can be absorbed into
a coupling constant of the lattice model. Concretely, the
presence of a Γ defect at link (i0, i0 + 1) modifies the
disordering term in (A22) such that

(Rg−1

β )i0(L
g
β)i0+1 , (A25)

is replaced with

(Rg−1

β )i0 (DΓ(g))(i0,i0+1) (L
g
β)i0+1 (A26)

where (DΓ(g))(i0,i0+1) is an operator acting on the defect
state space.

5. Multiplets of the Rep(D8) Symmetry

Symmetry representations play a central role in the
Landau paradigm as phases and transitions are charac-
terized by their condensation patterns. The collection
of symmetry representations condensed in a gapped
phase serve as order parameters for that phase. In the
same spirit, generalized charges (representations) of
non-invertible symmetries also characterize phases and
transitions within the categorical Landau paradigm.

Generalized Charges for Rep(D8). We now turn to
the symmetry representations of Rep(D8). We will de-
duce these representations in the following way. We start
with the representations of D8 symmetry, which are more
familiar. We then gauge the D8 symmetry (in two steps)
to obtain the system with Rep(D8) symmetry. Since
gauging is a topological manipulation, the mulitplet of
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operators in a given D8 representation after gauging be-
come operators in a certain symmetry multitplet of the
Rep(D8) symmetry of the gauged model.

Representations of D8. Local operators in a (1+1)d
system transforming in representations of D8 symmetry
can either be genuine local operators or non-genuine lo-
cal operators, i.e., attached to a symmetry defect g ∈ D8.
Under the symmetry action by h ∈ D8, a g-twisted sec-
tor operator transforms to an hgh−1 twisted sector op-
erator. Therefore D8 representations are clubbed into
twisted sectors labeled by conjugacy class. Moreover, a
non-genuine local operator in a certain twisted sector can
transform meaningfully only in a representation of the
centralizer of a chosen element in the conjugacy class.
To summarize symmetry multiplets of D8 are labeled as

([g], R) (A27)

where [g] is a D8 conjugacy class and R is a representa-
tion of the centralizer for a representative g ∈ [g]. These
are precisely the anyons in the SymTFT introduced in
section A2 [87].

Among these, the self-local charges play a special role
as they can condense or become topological in the infra
red. The self-local operators satisfy

χR([g])

dim(R)
= 1 . (A28)

One can recognize that the labels (A27) indeed also cor-
respond to the labels of the D8 SymTFT bulk topological
lines [88, 89] and the condition (A28) simply translates
to the fact that the corresponding line is Bosonic and
can therefore condense on a boundary. The sets of labels
satisfying (A28) are precisely the lines appearing in the
Lagrangian algebras in Table III. These serve as order
parameters for the different Rep(D8) phases and transi-
tions.

We now deduce the structure of the generalized charges
Q[g],R, as multiplets under the Rep(D8) symmetry.

• Q[1],Γ generalized charge. In D8 symmetric sys-
tems, this corresponds to a dim(Γ) dimensional
multiplet of genuine local operators that trans-
form in the Γ representation. After gauging the
full D8 symmetry, these Γ charged untwisted op-
erators map to uncharged Γ twisted sector opera-
tors. Concretely an operators labeled (Γ, ℓ) with
ℓ = 1, . . . ,dim(Γ) acts by inserting a Γ symmetry
twist corresponding to the ℓth vector in the under-
lying vector space of Γ. We denote such a twisted
sector operator in the lattice model as

T(Γ,ℓ) . (A29)

To study the remaining generalized charges, we carry out
the D8 gauging in two steps. We first gauge the normal
subgroup Zca

4 in D8. Upon doing so, we obtain a new
dual symmetry which is Rep(Zca

4 ). We denote the dual

Rep(Zca
4 ) generators as ρn with n = 0, 1, 2, 3. With the

properties

ρn(ca) = in . (A30)

Additionally there is also the remaining Zc
2 symmetry

which acts on Rep(Zca
4 ) by the outer automorphism ex-

changing ρ1 and ρ3. Therefore the full symmetry after
gauging is

Rep(Zca
4 )⋊ Zc

2
∼= D8 . (A31)

In the second step, we gauge Zc
2. This causes ρ1 and ρ3 to

combine into a single c-invariant non-invertible symmetry
of dimension 2

ρ1 ⊕ ρ3 ∼= E . (A32)

Denoting the vector space underlying ρn as vn, it can
immediately be seen that D8 is represented on v1 ⊕ v3
precisely via the matrix representation in (A5). The re-
maining symmetry generators are invertible. The sym-
metry ρ2 survives the Zc

2 gauging and since ρ2(ca) = −1
and ρ2(c) = 1, we may identify

ρ2 ∼= 1c . (A33)

Lastly, there is a Rep(Zc
2) symmetry generated by ρc.

Since ρc(c) = −1 and ρc(ca) = −1, we may identify

ρc ∼= 1a . (A34)

Compatibility between fusions before and after gauging
imposes that 1c , 1a and E satisfy the Rep(D8) fusion
rules. Similar partial gaugings were detailed in the con-
text of 2-fusion categories in 2+1 dimensions in [90]. Let
us now deduce the structure of the remaining self-local
Rep(D8) generalized charges.

• Q[ab],1 generalized charge. As a generalized
charge for a D8 symmetric system, this is a single
uncharged operator in the ab twisted sector. Upon
gauging Zca

4 , it maps to a genuine local operator
invariant under ρ2 but transforming with a minus
sign under ρ1 and ρ3. Indeed this agrees with

ρn = (−1)n . (A35)

Since it is uncharged and untwisted with respect to
Zc
2, it remains unaltered upon a subsequent gauging

of Zc
2. Therefore, we obtain a single local operator

uncharged under ρ2 ∼= 1c, and with a linking -2
(−1 × 2 from ρ1 and ρ3) with E. We identify this
operator as

Q([ab],1)
∼= XIIXIII . (A36)

• Q[ab],1a generalized charge. As a generalized
charge for a D8 symmetric system, this is a single
operator in the ab twisted sector that is charged
under ρc. Upon gauging Zca

4 , it maps to a genuine
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local operator that carries a charge (−1)n under
ρn and −1 under c. Finally, upon the subsequent
gauging of Zc

2, one obtains a ρc
∼= 1a-twisted opera-

tor with charge −1 under ρ1 and ρ3 or equivalently
linking charge −2 under E. We may identify this
operator as

Q([ab],1a)
∼= T1aXIIXIII . (A37)

• Q[ab],1c generalized charge. As a D8 symmetry
charge, this corresponds to an operator in the ab
twisted sector that transforms in the 1c represen-
tation of D8. We may decompose 1c = (ρ2 , 1) ∈
Rep(Zca

4 ) × Rep(Zc
2). Therefore upon gauging Zca

4 ,
it maps to an operator in the ρ2-twisted sector that
carries a (−1)n charge under ρn. Since this opera-
tor is uncharged and untwisted with respect to Zc

2,
it remains invariant under the Zc

2 gauging. As a
Rep(D8) multiplet, we obtain a single operator in
the 1c twisted sector that has a linking charge of
−2 under E. We may identify this as

Q[ab],1c
∼= T1cXIIXIII . (A38)

• Q[ca],1 generalized charge. As a D8 generalized
charge, this is a doublet of twisted sectors operators
Oca and Ocb which are ca and cb twisted respec-
tively. We first gauge the Zca

4 symmetry to obtain
a doublet of local operators in which Oca and Ocb

carry in and i−n charge under ρn respectively. The
Zc
2 symmetry exchanges Oca and Ocb. We consider

the linear combinations

O[ca],± = Oca ±Ocb . (A39)

Among these O[ca],+ is uncharged, while O[ca],− is
charged under c. Upon gauging Zc

2, O[ca],+ be-
comes an uncharged operator whileO[ca],− becomes
a ρc ∼= 1a twisted operator. We identify this as the
doublet

Q([ca],1)
∼=

{
O[ca],+ ∼ XIXII +XIXIII ,

O[ca],− ∼ T1a(XIXII −XIXIII)
}
.

(A40)

• Q[c],1++
generalized charge. As aD8 generalized

charge, this corresponds to a doublet of operators
Oc and Ocab in the twisted sectors of c and cab re-
spectively. Both Oc and Ocab are uncharged under
the centralizer group Zc

2 × Zab
2 and are exchanged

under Zca
2 (via conjugation). Consider the linear

combinations

O[c],± = Oc ±Ocab . (A41)

Among these, O[c],+ is uncharged under Zca
4 while

O[c],− transforms under ρ2 ∈ Rep(Zca
4 ). Upon

gauging Zca
4 , O[c],+ becomes an uncharged c-

twisted operator, while O[c],− becomes a c · ρ2

twisted uncharged operator. Upon the final gaug-
ing of Zc

2, O[c],+ becomes a genuine local operator
carrying a ρc ∼= 1a charge while O[c],− becomes
a ρ2 ∼= 1c twisted sector operator carrying a 1a
charge. On the lattice, we identify this doublet as

Q[c],1++
=
{
O[c],+ ∼ (XI +XIXIIXIII) ,

O[c],− ∼ (XI −XIXIIXIII)T1c
}
.

(A42)

• Q[c],1+− generalized charge. As aD8 generalized

charge, this comprises of a doublet Õc and Õcab,

which transform in the representations 1
(c)
+− and

1cab+− respectively of the centraliser group Zc
2 × Zab

2 .
These representations are

1
(c)
+−(c) = 1 , 1

(c)
+−(ab) = −1 ,

1
(cab)
+− (c) = −1 , 1

(cab)
+− (ab) = −1 ,

(A43)

The operators Õc and Õcab are exchanged under
the action of ca. Moreover since (ca)2 = ab, we
may pick the action

ca : (Õc , Õcab) 7−→ (iÕcab , iÕc) . (A44)

Consider the linear combinations

Õ[c],± := Õc ± Õcab , (A45)

which transform under ca as

ca : Õ[c],± 7−→ ±iÕ[c],± . (A46)

Upon gauging Zca
4 , these charged operators become

twisted sector operators under the dual Rep(Zca
4 )

symmetry. Specifically, Õ[c],+ is now c · ρ1 twisted

while Õ[c],− is c · ρ3 twisted. These two twisted
sector operators are exchanged under the c action.
This follows from the fact that the twisted sectors
ρ1 and ρ3 are exchanged under c and is compatible
with the charge assignment in (A43). Hence we

take odd and even combinations of Õ[c],±. The even
combination

Õc ∝ Õ[c],+ + Õ[c],− , (A47)

is uncharged under Zc
2 and we therefore obtain a

E = ρ1 ⊕ ρ3 twisted sector operator charged under
Z1a upon gauging Zc

2. Instead the odd combination

Õcab ∝ Õ[c],+ − Õ[c],− , (A48)

is charged under c and therefore we obtain a line
changing operator from E to 1a upon gauging Zc

2.
We propose the following lattice representatives for
these operators

Q[c],1+− = {T(E,v+)X
I , T(E,v+)⊗1aX

IXIIXIII} . (A49)
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• Q[a],1++
generalized charge. As a D8 symmetry

multiplet, this corresponds to a doublet of twisted
sector operators Oa and Ob, in the a = c× ca and
b = c × (ca)3 twisted sectors respectively. Upon
gauging Zca

4 , Oa and Ob both go to the twisted
sector of c and carry charges (i)n and (−i)n under
ρn respectively. Note thatOa andOb are exchanged
under the action of c and therefore we must take
odd and even combinations

O[a],± := Oa ±Ob . (A50)

The even and odd combinations are uncharged and
charged under Zc

2 respectively and therefore go to
the untwisted and twisted sectors of ρc ∼= 1a upon
gauging Zc

2. We identify these operators as

Q[a],1++
= {XII +XIII , T1a(XII −XIII)} . (A51)

6. Spin-Chain Realization of all Gapped Phases

In this section, we provide a concrete qubit-based real-
ization of commuting projector Hamiltonians within all
Rep(D8) symmetric gapped phases. These Hamiltonians
have the form (A22) for different choices of (F, β).

a. Rep(D8) trivial phase for F = 1

Setting F = 1 in eq. (A22), the Hamiltonian is:

H1 = −
∑
i

[
I+ P (1)

]
i

= −
∑
i

[
I+

1

8
(I+ ZI)(I+ ZII)(I+ ZIII)

]
i

. (A52)

It has a single ground state (which we write first in the
Z3
2 basis and then the basis labeled by g ∈ D8):

|GS⟩ =
⊗
i

|000⟩i =
⊗
i

|1⟩i . (A53)

The Rep(D8) symmetry (A19) acts as

SΓ |GS⟩ = dim(Γ) |GS⟩ . (A54)

It is a trivial SPT phase for Rep(D8) symmetry, with
order parameter given by the charge Q[1],1.

b. Z2 SSB phase for F = Za
2

Setting F = Za
2 in eq. (A22), the Hamiltonian is:

HZa
2
= −1

2

∑
i

(
IiIi+1 +Ra

i L
a
i+1

)
−
∑
i

P
(Za

2 )
i

≈− 1

2

∑
i

(
IiIi+1 +XII

i X
II
i+1

)
− 1

4

∑
i

[
(I+ ZI)(I+ ZIII)

]
i
.

(A55)

The second term projects onto Za
2 = {|000⟩ =

|1⟩ , |010⟩ = |a⟩} on each site i; the first term (which we
simplified by restricting it to this subspace) is minimized
by the XII eigenstates, there are therefore 2 linearly in-
dependent ground states:

|GS,+⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|000⟩+ |010⟩√

2

)
i

=
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ |a⟩√

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ |Ψa⟩ ,

|GS,−⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|000⟩ − |010⟩√

2

)
i

=
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − |a⟩√

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − |Ψa⟩ .
(A56)

The action of the Rep(D8) generators (A19) on the
ground states (A56) is:

S1 |GS,±⟩ = S1a |GS,±⟩ = |GS,±⟩ ,
S1c |GS,±⟩ = S1ca |GS,±⟩ = |GS,∓⟩ ,

SE |GS,±⟩ = |GS,+⟩+ |GS,−⟩ .
(A57)

This is therefore a Z2 SSB phase for Rep(D8): the Z2

symmetries exchanging the two ground states are S1c and
S1ca .
We note that SE sends each ground state to the sum of
both: this a hallmark of non-invertible symmetries.
Order parameter. The local order parameter for this
phase is the generalized charge Q([a],1++), which is real-

ized on this subspace by the operator XII
i :

⟨GS,±|XII
i |GS,±⟩ = ±1 . (A58)

c. Rep(D8)/(Z2 × Z2) SSB phase for F = Zab
2

Setting F = Zab
2 in (A22), the Hamiltonian is:

HZab
2

= −1

2

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 +Rab

i L
ab
i+1

]
−

∑
i

P
(Zab

2 )
i =

≈ −1

2

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 + (XIIXIII)i(X

IIXIII)i+1

]
− 1

4

∑
i

[
(I+ ZI)(I+ ZIIZIII)

]
i
.

(A59)
The second term projects onto Zab

2 = {|000⟩ =
|1⟩ , |011⟩ = |ab⟩} on each site i ∈ {1, ..., L}; the first
term (which we simplified by restricting it to this sub-
space) is minimized by the XIIXIII eigenstates, there are
therefore 2 linearly independent ground states:

|GS,+⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|000⟩+ |011⟩√

2

)
i

=
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ |ab⟩√

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ |Ψab⟩ ,

|GS,−⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|000⟩ − |011⟩√

2

)
i

=
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − |ab⟩√

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − |Ψab⟩ .
(A60)
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Up to now, this discussion appears very similar to the
previous case. However, once we take the Rep(D8) sym-
metry into account, the phases are of different types. In-
deed, the action of the Rep(D8) generators on the ground
states (A60) is:

Sα |GS,±⟩ = |GS,±⟩ , α = 1, 1a, 1c, 1ca

SE |GS,±⟩ = 2 |GS,∓⟩ .
(A61)

In this phase the symmetry generated by the 2-
dimensional irreducible representation E is sponta-
neously broken: SE exchanges the ground states and also
multiplies them by a factor of 2. Unlike previous case,
the full Z2 × Z2 subsymmetry of Rep(D8) is preserved,
so this is a Rep(D8)/(Z2 × Z2) SSB phase.

Order parameter. The local order parameter for this
phase comes the generalized charge Q[ab],1 and is given

by the operator (XIIXIII)i:

⟨GS,±| (XIIXIII)i |GS,±⟩ = ±1 . (A62)

d. Z2 × Z2 SSB phase for (F )β = (Za
2 × Zb

2)
+

By choosing F = Za
2 × Zb

2 and trivial β in eq. (A22),
we obtain the following effective Hamiltonian [91]

H(Za
2×Zb

2)
+ ≈− 1

4

∑
i

(IiIi+1 +Ra
i L

a
i+1)

− 1

4

∑
i

(IiIi+1 +Rb
iR

b
i+1)−

∑
i

P
(Za

2×Zb
2)

i

≈− 1

4

∑
i

(IiIi+1 +XII
i X

II
i+1)

− 1

4

∑
i

(IiIi+1 +XIII
i XIII

i+1)−
1

2

∑
i

[
I+ ZI

]
i
.

(A63)
The projector term is minimized, on each site i ∈
{1, ..., L} by the states corresponding to the elements in

Za
2 × Zb

2

= {|000⟩ = |1⟩ , |010⟩ = |a⟩ , |001⟩ = |b⟩ , |011⟩ = |ab⟩} .
(A64)

The remaining terms are minimized by the XII and XIII

eigenstates independently, giving rise to 4 linearly inde-

pendent ground states:

|GS,++⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ |a⟩+ |b⟩+ |ab⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ |Ψa⟩+ |Ψb⟩+ |Ψab⟩ ,

|GS,+−⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ |a⟩ − |b⟩ − |ab⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ |Ψa⟩ − |Ψb⟩ − |Ψab⟩ ,

|GS,−+⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − |a⟩+ |b⟩ − |ab⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − |Ψa⟩+ |Ψb⟩ − |Ψab⟩ ,

|GS,−−⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − |a⟩ − |b⟩+ |ab⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − |Ψa⟩ − |Ψb⟩+ |Ψab⟩ .

(A65)

From the character table II, we deduce the following ac-
tion of Rep(D8) generators on the ground states:

S1 |GS, s, s′⟩ = S1a |GS, s, s′⟩ = |GS, s, s′⟩ ,
S1c |GS, s, s′⟩ = S1ca |GS, s, s′⟩ = |GS,−s,−s′⟩
SE |GS,++⟩ = SE |GS,−−⟩ = |GS,+−⟩+ |GS,−+⟩ ,
SE |GS,+−⟩ = SE |GS,−+⟩ = |GS,++⟩+ |GS,−−⟩ ,

(A66)
for all s, s′ = ±. The 4 ground states form 2 different Z2

orbits under the broken generators S1c and S1ca :

S1c , S1ca :
|GS,++⟩ ↔ |GS,−−⟩
|GS,+−⟩ ↔ |GS,−+⟩

(A67)

this is therefore a Z2×Z2 SSB phase for Rep(D8) symme-
try. The local order parameters come from the general-
ized charges Q[ab],1 and 2Q[a],1+,+

, which are realized in

the lattice by the operators XII
i , X

III
i , (XIIXIII)i which

have the following eigenvalues in the ground states:

⟨GS, s, s′|XII
i |GS, s, s′⟩ = s,

⟨GS, s, s′|XIII
i |GS, s, s′⟩ = s′,

⟨GS, s, s′| (XIIXIII)i |GS, s, s′⟩ = ss′ .

(A68)

e. Non-trivial SPT phase for (F )β = (Za
2 × Zb

2)
−

We now consider the same subgroup F = Za
2 × Zb

2 as
the previous case, but now with the non-identity

β ∈ H2(Za
2 × Zb

2, U(1)) = Z2 . (A69)

As a representative of β, we choose:

β((p1, q1), (p2, q2)) = (−1)p1q2 . (A70)

From the general discussion below equation (A22), this
choice of β is realized on the lattice by introducing the
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operators ZII, ZIII in expression (A63) as follows:

H(Za
2×Zb

2)
− ≈ −1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 +XII

i (XIIZIII)i+1

]
− 1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 + (ZIIXIII)iX

III
i+1

]
− 1

2

∑
i

[
I+ ZI

]
i
.

(A71)
We note that, although Xα anti-commutes with Zα for
fixed α ∈ {I, II, III}, all the terms in square brackets
commute with each other hence they can be minimized
independently. Like for the previous case, the projector
term is minimized for the group elements in Za

2 × Zb
2,

eq. (A64). A state |GS⟩ minimizing the remaining terms
must furthermore satisfy:

XII
i (XIIZIII)i+1 |GS⟩ = |GS⟩ , ∀ i ∈ {1, ..., L} ,
(ZIIXIII)iX

III
i+1 |GS⟩ = |GS⟩ , ∀i ∈ {1, ..., L} .

(A72)

The ground state is unique because the above are 2L in-
dependent equations for the 2L dimensional Hilbert space
of bits II and III on each lattice site (bit I is already fixed
to 0). Furthermore, by taking the product over lattice
sites i of the constraints (A72), one has:∏

i

ZIII
i |GS⟩ =

∏
i

ZII
i |GS⟩ = |GS⟩ , (A73)

which implies that the holonomy of the ground state must
be 1. Since the terms in the Hamiltonian mutually com-
mute, we can write the ground state as:

|GS⟩ =
∏
i

1√
2

[
IiIi+1 + (ZIIXIII)iX

III
i+1

]⊗
i

|0,+, 0⟩i .

(A74)

where |0,+, 0⟩ ≡ |000⟩+|010⟩√
2

is a state that satisfies the

first condition in (A72), whereas the second condition
holds thanks to the operator acting on |0,+, 0⟩.
We can write the symmetry generators SΓ, for Γ ∈

Rep(D8), on the Za
2 × Zb

2 subspace as follows:

S1 = S1a |Za
2×Zb

2
=

L∏
i=1

Ii

S1c = S1ca |Za
2×Zb

2
=

L∏
i=1

(ZII
i Z

III
i )

SE |Za
2×Zb

2
=

L∏
i=1

ZII
i +

L∏
i=1

ZIII
i .

(A75)

Recalling eq. (A73), we therefore see that:

SΓ |GS⟩ = dim(Γ) |GS⟩ , (A76)

and this is a non-trivial Rep(D8) SPT phase.

String order parameter. The SPT phase, cannot be
diagnosed by genuine local order parameters. Instead

we either require twisted sector operators or string or-
der parameters that that are essentially the product of
two twisted sector operators separated by a finite (and
typically large) distance. The twisted sector operators
map between ground states in different twisted sectors.
In the present work, for simplicity we restrict ourselves to
untwisted sector ground states, which can be straightfor-
wardly extended to twisted sectors using the approach in
[28]. We may however detect the SPT using string order
parameters [92, 93]. These are

Q
(i0,i0+N)
([1],1a)

=

i0+N∏
i=i0

ZI
i ,

Q
(i0,i0+N)
([ab],1c)

=

i0+N∏
i=i0

(XIIXIII)i0(Z
II
i Z

III
i )(XIIXIII)i0+N ,

(A77)

which correspond to the condensed charges ([1], 1a) and
([ab], 1c). Both these have a unit expectation value on
the fixed-point SPT ground state.

f. Z2 SSB phase for F = Zc
2

Setting F = Zc
2 in eq. (A22) the Hamiltonian is:

HZc
2
= −1

2

∑
i

(
I+Rc

iL
c
i+1

)
−
∑
i

P
(Zc

2)
i+1 =

≈ −1

2

∑
i

(
IiIi+1 +XI

iX
I
i+1

)
− 1

4

∑
i

[
(I+ ZII)(I+ ZIII)

]
i
.

(A78)

The second term projects onto Zc
2 = {|000⟩ =

|1⟩ , |100⟩ = |c⟩} on each site i; the first term (which
we simplified by restricting it to this subspace) is mini-
mized by theXI eigenstates, there are therefore 2 linearly
independent ground states:

|GS,+⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|000⟩+ |100⟩√

2

)
i

=
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ |c⟩√

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ |Ψc⟩ ,

|GS,−⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|000⟩ − |100⟩√

2

)
i

=
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − |c⟩√

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − |Ψc⟩ .
(A79)

The action of the Rep(D8) generators on the ground
states (A79) is:

S1 |GS,±⟩ = S1c |GS,±⟩ = |GS,±⟩ ,
S1a |GS,±⟩ = S1ca |GS,±⟩ = |GS,∓⟩ ,

SE |GS,±⟩ = |GS,+⟩+ |GS,−⟩ .
(A80)

The operators exchanging the ground states are S1a and
S1ca : this is therefore a Z2 SSB phase for Rep(D8), very
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similar to the one discussed in section A6b (if we ex-
change a and c). Also in this phase SE sends each ground
state to the sum of both, which is a hallmark of non-
invertible symmetries.
The local order parameter for this phase isQ[c],1++

, given

by the operator XI
i :

⟨GS,+|XI
i |GS,+⟩ = +1 , ⟨GS,−|XI

i |GS,−⟩ = −1 .
(A81)

g. Z2 × Z2 SSB phase for (F )β = (Zc
2 × Zab

2 )+

By choosing F = Zc
2 × Zab

2 and trivial β in eq. (A22),
we obtain the following effective Hamiltonian:[94]

H(Zc
2×Zab

2 )+ ≈ −1

4

∑
i

(IiIi+1 +Rc
iL

c
i+1)

− 1

4

∑
i

(IiIi+1 +Rab
i R

ab
i+1)−

∑
i

P
(Zc

2×Zab
2 )

i

≈ −1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 +XI

iX
I
i+1

]
− 1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 + (XIIXIII)i(X

IIXIII)i+1

]
− 1

2

∑
i

[
I+ ZIIZIII

]
i
.

(A82)
The projector term is minimized, on each site i, by the
states corresponding to the elements in

Zc
2 × Zab

2

= {|000⟩ = |1⟩ , |100⟩ = |c⟩ , |011⟩ = |ab⟩ , |111⟩ = |cab⟩} .
(A83)

The remaining terms are minimized by the XI and
XIIXIII eigenstates independently, giving rise to 4 lin-
early independent ground states:

|GS,++⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ |c⟩+ |cab⟩+ |ab⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ |Ψc⟩+ |Ψcab⟩+ |Ψab⟩ ,

|GS,+−⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ |c⟩ − |cab⟩ − |ab⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ |Ψc⟩ − |Ψcab⟩ − |Ψab⟩ ,

|GS,−+⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − |c⟩+ |cab⟩ − |ab⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − |Ψc⟩+ |Ψcab⟩ − |Ψab⟩ ,

|GS,−−⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − |c⟩ − |cab⟩+ |ab⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − |Ψc⟩ − |Ψcab⟩+ |Ψab⟩ .

(A84)

The action of Rep(D8) generators on the ground states is

S1 |GS, s, s′⟩ = S1c |GS, s, s′⟩ = |GS, s, s′⟩
S1a |GS, s, s′⟩ = S1ca |GS, s, s′⟩ = |GS,−s,−s′⟩
SE |GS,++⟩ = SE |GS,−−⟩ = |GS,+−⟩+ |GS,−+⟩
SE |GS,+−⟩ = SE |GS,−+⟩ = |GS,++⟩+ |GS,−−⟩ .

(A85)
The 4 ground states form 2 different Z2 orbits under the
broken generators S1a and S1ca :

S1a , S1ca :
|GS,++⟩ ↔ |GS,−−⟩
|GS,+−⟩ ↔ |GS,−+⟩ ,

(A86)

this is therefore a Z2×Z2 SSB phase for Rep(D8) symme-
try. We note that this phase is similar to the Z2×Z2 SSB
phase discussed in section A6d. The local order param-
eters are the operators Q[ab],1 and 2Q[c],1++

. In the lat-

tice they are realized by XI
i , (X

IXIIXIII)i, (X
IIXIII)i,

which have the following eigenvalues in the ground states:

⟨GS, s, s′|XI
i |GS, s, s′⟩ = s,

⟨GS, s, s′| (XIXIIXIII)i |GS, s, s′⟩ = s′,

⟨GS, s, s′| (XIIXIII)i |GS, s, s′⟩ = ss′.

(A87)

h. Non-trivial SPT phase for (F )β = (Zc
2 × Zab

2 )−

We now consider the same subgroup F = Zc
2 × Zab

2 as
the previous case, but now with the non-identity

β ∈ H2(Zc
2 × Zab

2 , U(1)) = Z2 , (A88)

for whom we chose a representative given by equation
(A70). Similarly to the case discussed in section A6 e,
the non-trivial β implies that we modify the Hamiltonian
(A82), by introducing ZII, ZI as follows:

H(Zc
2×Zab

2 )− ≈ −1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 +XI

i (X
IZII)i+1

]
− 1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 + (ZIXIIXIII)i(X

IIXIII)i+1

]
− 1

2

∑
i

[
I+ ZIIZIII

]
i
.

(A89)
Like for the previous case, the projector term is mini-
mized for the group elements in Zc

2 × Zab
2 , eq. (A83). A

state |GS⟩ minimizing the remaining terms must further-
more satisfy:

XI
i (X

IZII)i+1 |GS⟩ = |GS⟩ , ∀i = 1, ..., L

(ZIXIIXIII)i(X
IIXIII)i+1 |GS⟩ = |GS⟩ , ∀i = 1, · · · , L.

(A90)
Similarly to the phase discussed in section A6 e, the
ground state is unique because the above are 2L inde-
pendent equations for the 2L dimensional Hilbert space
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of group elements (A83). Furthermore, by taking the
product over lattice sites i of the constraints (A90), one
has: ∏

i

ZII
i |GS⟩ =

∏
i

ZI
i |GS⟩ = |GS⟩ , (A91)

which implies that the holonomy of the ground state must
be 1. Since the terms in the Hamiltonian mutually com-
mute, we can write the ground state as:

|GS⟩ =
∏
i

1√
2

[
IiIi+1 +XI

i (X
IZII)i+1

]⊗
i

|0,+⟩i ,

(A92)

where |0,+⟩ ≡ |000⟩+|011⟩√
2

is a state that satisfies the sec-

ond condition in (A90), whereas the first condition holds
thanks to the operator acting on |0,+⟩.
We can write the symmetry generators SΓ, for Γ ∈

Rep(D8), on the Zc
2 × Zab

2 subspace as follows:

S1 = S1c |Zc
2×Zab

2
=

L∏
i=1

Ii

S1a = S1ca |Zc
2×Zab

2
=

L∏
i=1

ZI
i

SE |Zc
2×Zab

2
=

L∏
i=1

ZII
i +

L∏
i=1

(ZI
iZ

II
i ) .

(A93)

Recalling eq. (A91), we therefore see that:

SΓ |GS⟩ = dim(Γ) |GS⟩ , (A94)

and this is a non-trivial Rep(D8) SPT phase.

String order parameter. As for the SPT labeled by
(F )β = (Za

2 × Zb
2)

−, this SPT can be detected by strong
order parameters

Q
(i0,i0+N)
([1],1c)

=

i0+N∏
i=i0

(ZIIZIII)i ,

Q
(i0,i0+N)
([ab],1a)

=

i0+N∏
i=i0

(XIIXIII)i0Z
I
i (X

IIXIII)i0+N ,

(A95)

which correspond to the condensed charges ([1], 1c) and
([ab], 1a). Both these have a unit expectation value on
the SPT ground state.

i. Z2 × Z2 SSB phase for F = Zca
4

Setting F = Zca
4 in eq. (A22), the Hamiltonian is:

HZca
4

=− 1

4

∑
i

(
IiIi+1 +Rab

i L
ab
i+1 +Rcb

i L
ca
i+1 +Rca

i L
cb
i+1

)
−
∑
i

P
(Zca

4 )
i .

(A96)

The projector term is minimized, on each site i, by the
states corresponding to the elements in

Zca
4

= {|000⟩ = |1⟩ , |101⟩ = |ca⟩ , |011⟩ = |ab⟩ , |110⟩ = |cb⟩} .
(A97)

The remaining terms are then minimized by the following
4 linearly independent ground states:

|GS, 0⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ |ca⟩+ |ab⟩+ |cb⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ |Ψca⟩+ |Ψab⟩+ |Ψcb⟩ ,

|GS, 1⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩+ ζ4 |ca⟩ − |ab⟩ − ζ4 |cb⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩+ ζ4 |Ψca⟩ − |Ψab⟩ − ζ4 |Ψcb⟩ ,

|GS, 2⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − |ca⟩+ |ab⟩ − |cb⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − |Ψca⟩+ |Ψab⟩ − |Ψcb⟩ ,

|GS, 3⟩ =
⊗
i

(
|1⟩ − ζ4 |ca⟩ − |ab⟩+ ζ4 |cb⟩

2

)
i

≡ |Ψ1⟩ − ζ4 |Ψca⟩ − |Ψab⟩+ ζ4 |Ψcb⟩ ,

(A98)

where ζ4 = e
2πi
4 . The action of Rep(D8) on the ground

states is for p ∈ Z4:

S1 |GS, p⟩ = S1ca |GS, p⟩ = |GS, p⟩ ,
S1a |GS, p⟩ = S1c |GS, p⟩ = |GS, p+ 2⟩ ,
SE |GS, 0⟩ = SE |GS, 2⟩ = |GS, 1⟩+ |GS, 3⟩ ,
SE |GS, 1⟩ = SE |GS, 3⟩ = |GS, 0⟩+ |GS, 2⟩ .

(A99)

The 4 vacua form 2 different Z2 orbits under the broken
generators S1a and S1c :

S1a , S1c : |GS, 0⟩ ↔ |GS, 2⟩ , |GS, 1⟩ ↔ |GS, 3⟩ ,
(A100)

this is therefore a Z2 × Z2 SSB phase for Rep(D8) sym-
metry. The order parameters are Q[ab],1, 2Q[ca],1 which
are realized by the operators

Lca
i =

(
XIXIII(Swap)II,III

)
i
, Lab

i = (Lca)2i =
(
XIIXIII

)
i

Lcb
i = (Lca)3i =

(
XIXII(Swap)II,III

)
i
,

(A101)
which have the following eigenvalues in the ground states:

⟨GS, p| (Lca)qi |GS, p⟩ = (−ζ4)pq, ∀ p, q,∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} .
(A102)

j. Rep(D8) SSB phase for (F )β = (D8)
+

Setting F = D8 with trivial β in eq. (A22), the Hamil-
tonian is:

H(D8)+ =− 1

8

∑
i

∑
g∈D8

Rg−1

i Lg
i+1 − P

(D8)
i . (A103)
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The space of ground states is spanned by terms with
holonomy in the same conjugacy class, whose list can be
found in eq. (A4)

∣∣Ψ[h]

〉
≡ 1√

8L

∑
{g⃗ | g∈[h]}

|⃗g, g⟩ . (A104)

Collecting them according to Rep(D8) symmetry, they
are:

|GS, 1⟩ =
∣∣Ψ[1]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[ab]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[ca]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[c]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[a]

〉
,

|GS, 2⟩ =
∣∣Ψ[1]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[ab]

〉
−
∣∣Ψ[ca]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[c]

〉
−
∣∣Ψ[a]

〉
,

|GS, 3⟩ =
∣∣Ψ[1]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[ab]

〉
−
∣∣Ψ[ca]

〉
−
∣∣Ψ[c]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[a]

〉
,

|GS, 4⟩ =
∣∣Ψ[1]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[ab]

〉
+
∣∣Ψ[ca]

〉
−
∣∣Ψ[c]

〉
−
∣∣Ψ[a]

〉
,

|GS, 5⟩ = 2
∣∣Ψ[1]

〉
− 2

∣∣Ψ[ab]

〉
.

(A105)
The action of Rep(D8) on the ground states is:

S1c : |GS, 1⟩ ↔ |GS, 2⟩ , |GS, 3⟩ ↔ |GS, 4⟩ ,
S1a : |GS, 1⟩ ↔ |GS, 3⟩ , |GS, 2⟩ ↔ |GS, 4⟩ ,
S1ca : |GS, 1⟩ ↔ |GS, 4⟩ , |GS, 2⟩ ↔ |GS, 3⟩ ,

S1k |GS, 5⟩ = |GS, 5⟩ ∀ 1k ∈ {1c, 1a, 1ca},
SE |GS, p⟩ = |GS, 5⟩ ∀ p ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4},

SE |GS, 5⟩ =
4∑

p=1

|GS, p⟩ ,

(A106)
from which we see that Rep(D8) is fully spontaneously
broken.

The order parameters are all the charges in Bsym =
A33: we denote by L[g] the operators Lg for g ∈ [g] and
compute

⟨GS, p|Lab
i |GS, p⟩ = +1 ∀ p ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}

⟨GS, 5|Lab
i |GS, 5⟩ = −1,

⟨GS, p|L[c]
i |GS, p⟩ = +1 p ∈ {1, 2}

⟨GS, p|L[c]
i |GS, p⟩ = −1 p ∈ {3, 4}

⟨GS, p|L[a]
i |GS, p⟩ = +1 p ∈ {1, 3}

⟨GS, p|L[a]
i |GS, p⟩ = −1 p ∈ {2, 4}

⟨GS, p|L[ca]
i |GS, p⟩ = +1 p ∈ {1, 4}

⟨GS, p|L[ca]
i |GS, p⟩ = −1 p ∈ {2, 3}

⟨GS, 5|L[g]
i |GS, 5⟩ = 0 [g] ∈ {[a], [c], [ca]} .

(A107)

k. Z2 SSB phase for F β = D−
8

We now consider F = D8 as the previous case, but
now with the non-identity

β ∈ H2(D8, U(1)) = Z2 . (A108)

As a representative of β, we choose:

β(cc1aa1bb1 , cc2aa2bb2) = (−1)((1−c2)a1+c2b1)b2+a1b1c2 .
(A109)

The Hamiltonian for this gapped phase is:

HD−
8
= −1

8

∑
i

∑
g∈D8

(Rg−1

β )i(L
g
β)i+1 −

∑
i

P
(D8)
i .

(A110)
Here we define

Rf−1

β = Zf
(β,R)R

f−1

, Lf
β = LfZf

(β,L) , (A111)

with the following non-trivial twists, which follow from
(A109):

Za
(β,L) = Zca

(β,L) =
1

2

[
I− ZI + ZIII + ZIZIII

]
,

Zb
(β,L) = Zcb

(β,L) =
1

2

[
I+ ZI + ZII − ZIZII

]
,

Zab
(β,L) = Zcab

(β,L) =
1

2

[
−ZII + ZIII + ZI(ZII + ZIII)

]
,

Zab
(β,R) = Zb

(β,R) =
1

2

[
ZII + ZIII + ZI(ZII − ZIII)

]
,

Zc
(β,R) = Zca

(β,R) =
1

2

[
I+ ZII + ZIII − ZIIZIII

]
,

Zcab
(β,R) = Zcb

(β,R) =
1

2

[
I− ZI(ZII − ZIII) + ZIIZIII

]
.

(A112)

One can diagonalize this Hamiltonian and determine

that the ground state space is spanned by Ψβ
[1] and Ψβ

[ca]

with holonomy respectively in the [1] and [ca] conjugacy
class. We thus have:

|GS,+⟩ ≡
∣∣∣Ψβ

[1]

〉
+
∣∣∣Ψβ

[ca]

〉
,

|GS,−⟩ ≡
∣∣∣Ψβ

[1]

〉
−
∣∣∣Ψβ

[ca]

〉
.

(A113)

The action of the Rep(D8) generators (A19) on the
ground states (A113) is:

S1 |GS,±⟩ = S1ca |GS,±⟩ = |GS,±⟩ ,
S1c |GS,±⟩ = S1a |GS,±⟩ = |GS,∓⟩ ,

SE |GS,±⟩ = |GS,+⟩+ |GS,−⟩ .
(A114)

This is therefore a Z2 SSB phase for Rep(D8): the Z2

symmetries exchanging the two ground states are S1c and
S1a . The local order parameter is:

Qβ
([ca],1) ∼

(
I+ ZIII − ZIZII(I− ZIII)

)
XIXII+

+
(
I+ ZII + ZIZIII(I− ZII)

)
XIXIII ,

(A115)

for which

⟨GS,±|Qβ
([ca],1) |GS,±⟩ = ±1 . (A116)
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7. Rep(D8) Phase Transitions

We can find lattice models for second-order phase tran-
sitions between the gapped phases discussed above. This
can be done using the general approach of [28], which
takes as an input a lattice model for a known phase tran-
sition, like the critical point of Ising model, and embeds
it into a larger lattice model to produce the desired tran-
sition. These transformations can be viewed as gener-
alized versions of Kennedy-Tasaki (KT) transformations
[95, 96]. For Rep(D8) symmetry the critical models, that
arise using this generalized KT method, as second or-
der phase transitions between two gapped phases were
determined in [10] (table IV, v3). These continuum pre-
dictions can be complemented by lattice models as shown
in [28] taking the input from the SymTFT club sandwich
construction. An alternative, less systematic way to see
the phase transitions in the lattice models is to construct
the Hamiltonian H describing the desired phase transi-
tion as

H = λH1 + (1− λ)H2 (A117)

for some λ ∈ [0, 1] where H1 and H2 are the commuting
projector Hamiltonians for the gapped phases lying on
two sides of the phase transition.

Trivial to Z2 SSB Transition. The ansatz for the
interpolating Hamiltonian is

H(1,Za
2 )
(λ) = λH1 + (1− λ)HZa

2
. (A118)

The low-energy physics is restricted to the Za
2 subspace,

i.e. qubit II, on each site. We can thus write a simplified
Hamiltonian, by restricting to Za

2 :

H(1,Za
2 )

≈ −1

2

∑
i

[
λZII

i + (1− λ)XII
i X

II
i+1

]
. (A119)

Setting λ = 1
2 we obtain the transverse-field critical

Ising Hamiltonian, describing the phase transition
corresponding to a gSPT phase. This type of analysis
can be repeated for all gapped phases. We will consider
a few more examples to illustrate this.

Trivial to Rep(D8)/Z2×Z2 SSB Transition. Similarly
taking the Hamiltonians H1 and HZab

2
, there are common

projectors (1 + ZI)/2 and we can project first onto the
ground state of −(1 + ZII)(1 + ZIII)/4 and then restrict
(1 + ZIIZIII)/2 to that. The resulting Hamiltonian re-
stricted to that subspace is

H
(1,Zab)

2
≈− 1

2

∑
i

λ (ZII + ZIII)i

+ (1− λ)XII
i X

III
i XII

i+1X
III
i+1 .

(A120)

This reduces again to the critical Ising model, for the
diagonal combination Zab

2 .

Trivial to Z2 × Z2 SSB Transition. Here we can re-
strict to the II and III qubit subspace only. The two XX
terms from the Z2 × Z2 SSB result in two Ising chains,
giving an Ising⊕Ising transition.

Rep(D8)/Z2 × Z2 SSB to Z2 × Z2 SSB Transition.
Similarly here we can restrict to the qubits II and III.
Restricting the XX term of the Rep(D8)/Z2 × Z2 SSB
to the eigenstates of the XX term in the Z2 × Z2 SSB
gives again two decoupled Ising chains, consistent with
the Ising⊕Ising gapless phase.

Rep(D8)/Z2 ×Z2 SSB to SPT Transition. The phase
transition between the SPT labeled as (F )β = (Za

2×Zb
2)

−

and the Rep(D8)/Z2 × Z2 SSB labeled as (F )β = Zab
2

takes place in the projected subspace of ZI = 1. In this
restricted subspace

SE

∣∣∣
ZI=1

= SII + SIII , (A121)

and

S1a = I , S1c = S1ca = SIISIII (A122)

where

Sα =

L∏
i=1

(Zα)i α ∈ {II , III} . (A123)

Therefore the effective symmetry in this subspace is ZII
2 ×

ZIII
2 generated by SII and SIII. Rep(D8)/Z2 × Z2 SSB in

this restricted space realizes the ZII
2 × ZIII

2 → Zdiag
2 SSB

phase, while the SPT is indeed the ZII
2 × ZIII

2 SPT. The
transition takes place at λ = 1/2 along the following line
in parameter space

H̃(λ) =
1

2
H̃SPT + (1− λ)H̃Rep(D8)/Z2

2
, (A124)

where H̃ denotes the restriction ofH to the ZI = 1 space.
In this space, the Hamiltonians have the form

H̃SPT = −1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 +XII

i (XIIZIII)i+1

]
×
[
IiIi+1 + (ZIIXIII)iX

III
i+1

]
,

H̃Rep(D8)/Z2
2
= −1

4

∑
i

[
IiIi+1 + (XIIXIII)i(X

IIXIII)i+1

]
×
[
IiIi+1 + ZII

i Z
III
i

]
,

(A125)

We claim that the transition at λ = 1/2 in (A124) lies
in the Ising universality class. To see this, we will map
the transition to a more familiar form in two steps. In
the first step we define a unitary that has the following
action on the operators generating the ZII

2 × ZIII
2 bond

algebra [97]

U1 :


ZII
j

ZIII
j

XII
j X

II
j+1

XIII
j XIII

j+1

 7−→


ZII
j

(ZIIZIII)j
(XIIXIII)j(X

IIXIII)j+1

XIII
j XIII

j+1


(A126)
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This transition implements an automorphism of ZII
2 ×

ZIII
2 symmetry. It can be easily seen that this unitary

preserves the bond algebra. This unitary maps leaves
the SPT Hamiltonian unchanged while it transforms the
Rep(D8)/Z2

2 Hamiltonian into

−1

4

∑
i

[
1 +XII

i X
II
i+1

]
× [1 + ZIII

i ] , (A127)

which realizes the phase ZII
2 × ZIII

2 → ZIII
2 SSB. Then in

the second step, we implement a (SPT entangler) unitary
that realizes the following map on the bond algebra

U2 :


ZII
j

ZIII
j

XII
j X

II
j+1

XIII
j XIII

j+1

 7−→


(ZII

j X
III)jX

III
j+1

XII
j−1(X

IIZIII)j
XII

j X
II
j+1

XIII
j XIII

j+1

 (A128)

This unitary leaves the partial symmetry breaking Hamil-
tonian (A127) unaltered but maps the SPT Hamiltonian
to

−1

4

∑
i

[
1 + ZII

i

]
× [1 + ZIII

i ] , (A129)

which realizes the ZII
2 ×ZIII

2 disordered phase. Clearly the
transition between (A127) and (A129) lies in the Ising
universality class. Since these transformations were uni-
tary, they preserve the spectrum and (A124) too lies in
the Ising universality class wherein the ZII

2 symmetry is
broken. Although the two unitaries have the effect of
performing an automorphism on the group ZII

2 ×ZIII
2 and

subsequently pasting an SPT which modifies the charges
of the various twisted sectors without affecting the un-
twisted sectors. In terms of the SymTFT, both these
unitaries can be thought of as descending from braided
autoequivalences of the SymTFT (which is the doubled
Toric Code with lines generated by eII ,mII , eIII ,mIII)
that leaves the symmetry boundary (which is the eII and
eIII condensed boundary). These unitaries implement

U1 : {eII ,mII , eIII ,mIII} 7→ {eIIeIII ,mII , eIII ,mIImIII}
U2 : {eII ,mII , eIII ,mIII} 7→ {eII ,mIIeIII , eIII ,mIIIeII}

(A130)

See [15] for more details on how the twisted sectors map.

Appendix B: Elementary quantum gates in a
Rydberg quantum simulator

With the atom-array setup illustrated in the main text,
the unitary evolution governed by arbitrary combinations
of the Hamiltonians {H1, HZa

2
, HZab

2
, H(Za

2×Zb
2)

±} can be

realized via Trotterization by four types of elementary
quantum gates. Here, we describe in detail the physical
implementation of these elementary gates. The corre-
sponding pulse sequence is illustrated in Fig. 2(a).

First, we note that single-qubit rotations RN (ϕ) =
exp(−iϕN/2) along different axes N = X,Y, Z can be
straightforwardly realized. The rotation along the x- and
the y-axis can be achieved by a two-photon Raman tran-
sition between qubit states, i.e., (Ω |0⟩⟨1| + H.c.)/2 with
ϕ = |Ω|t. The rotation along the z-axis can be realized
by off-resonantly coupling states |0⟩ , |1⟩ to an interme-
diate state |e⟩ to acquire an additional light shift ∆LSZ
with ϕ = ∆LSt. These single-qubit operations are car-
ried out in the ground-state manifold and can thus be
executed in a fast and accurate manner, making them
efficient building blocks in the multiqubit gate sequence.

(i) Single-qubit phase gate.—The single-qubit phase
gate UP(ϕ) = e−iϕQ is equivalent to the single-qubit ro-
tation RZ(ϕ) = exp(−iZϕ/2) up to a global phase factor
since Q = |0⟩⟨0| = (I+ Z)/2.
(ii) Two-qubit controlled phase gate.—The controlled

phase gate UCP(ϕ) = e−iϕQ1Q2 between qubits 1 and 2
can be achieved by a modified version of the gate dis-
cussed in Ref. [50], which only requires global addressing
of two atoms. Specifically, we consider two atoms within
the blockade radius, described by

HRyd =
Ωr

2

[
(I− σrr

1 )(eiξσ0r
2 +H.c.)+

+ (eiξσ0r
1 +H.c.)(I− σrr

2 )
]
−∆r(σ

rr
0 + σrr

1 ),

(B1)

where σαβ
i = |α⟩⟨β|i. The basis state |11⟩ is invariant

under HRyd, while states |01⟩ and |10⟩ execute Rabi os-
cillations at frequency Ω. The Rydberg blockade will
affect the state |00⟩, which executes a collective Rabi

oscillation at an enhanced frequency
√
2Ω. To ensure

that all basis states return to the ground-state mani-
fold, a sudden phase jump ξ ̸= 0 is applied at time
t1 = 2π/

√
2Ω2

r +∆2
r, when the collective Rabi oscillation

(a)

(b)

Figure 2. (a) Rydberg pulse sequence for the elementary
quantum gates. (b) Gate sequence for simulating the three-
body plaquette evolution U□(ϕ) = exp

(
−iϕXII

i XII
i+1Z

III
i+1

)
.
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experiences a cycle. A careful choice of ξ will make the
single-particle Rabi oscillation follow a symmetric trajec-
tory on the Bloch sphere, i.e., |00⟩ also returns to the ini-
tial state at time t = 2t1. The full action is then described
by U ′

CP(ϕ) = exp[iθ(Q1 +Q2)− iϕQ1Q2], which, after
single-qubit rotations RZ2(θ)RZ1(θ)U

′
CP(ϕ) is equivalent

to the standard form UCP(ϕ) up to a global phase factor.
The strength ϕ is adjustable by tuning the ratio Ωr/∆r.
Different from the original gate design of Ref. [50], here
we only need a small Trotter step ϕ ≪ π, which further
reduces the time consumption of the gate operation.

(iii) Three-qubit controlled phase gate.—To realize the
controlled phase gate UCCP(ϕ) = e−iϕQ1Q2Q3 between
qubits 1, 2, and 3, we consider a chain of three atoms,
where only nearest-neighbor atoms are within the block-
ade radius. Then, one performs the sequential operation:
(a) Apply a Rydberg π pulse to the edge atoms 1 and 3,
transferring |0⟩ to |r⟩; (b) Off-resonantly driving the cen-
tral atom 2, which experiences a detuned Rabi cycle and
acquires a phase ϕ; (c) Apply a Rydberg −π pulse to the
edge atoms, transferring the Rydberg population back
to |0⟩. Such a sequence realizes an operation U ′

CCP(ϕ) =
exp[−iϕ(I−Q1)Q2(I−Q3)], because the phase accumu-
lation is possible only when both edge atoms are in the
state |1⟩. The operation can be conveniently transformed
to UCCP(ϕ) = RX3

(π)RX1
(π)U ′

CCP(ϕ)RX1
(π)RX3

(π) by
single-qubit rotations.

Noting that the on-site projector Pi in the Hamiltonian
{H1, HZa

2
, HZab

2
, H(Za

2×Zb
2)

±} takes a general form Pi =

aQI
i+Q

I
i(bQ

II
i +cQ

III
i )+dQI

iQ
II
i Q

III
i , the elementary gates

(i-iii) are complete for implementing all possible on-site
unitary evolutions.

(iv) Multi-qubit controlled-Z gate.—For a system con-
taining n data qubits and one ancillary qubit, the multi-
qubit gate operation of interest is

CZn = |0⟩⟨0|c ⊗ I+ (−1)n|1⟩⟨1|c ⊗
n∏

i=1

Zi. (B2)

Such an operation can be easily accomplished under the
scenario where the data qubits do not interact with each
other but can only be blockaded by the ancillary qubit,
e.g., the dual-species plaquette configuration considered
in the main text. Specifically, CZn is realized by the
sequence: (a) Apply a Rydberg π pulse on the ancil-
lary atom, transferring |0⟩c to |r⟩c; (b) Apply a 2π pulse
simultaneously on all data atoms, letting |0⟩i do a com-
plete Rabi cycle; (c) Apply a Rydberg −π pulse on the
ancillary atom, transferring |r⟩c back to |0⟩c.
The multi-qubit gate (iv) can be used to compose

the unitary evolution caused by multi-body interactions
between data qubits. For example, the unitary oper-
ation UZ

n (ϕ) = exp(−iϕ
∏n

i=1 Zi) can be realized by
RYc

(−π/2)(CZn)RXc
[(−1)n2ϕ](CZn)RYc

(π/2) with the
ancillary qubit prepared in |0⟩c. To understand such
a decomposition (e.g., n = 4), one can image the ac-
tion on an initial state |ψ0⟩ = (c+ |+⟩ + c− |−⟩), where
|±⟩ denotes the eigenstate of the multi-body interaction
B =

∏4
i=1 Zi, i.e., B |±⟩ = ± |±⟩. Then, the first ro-

tation RYc
(π/2) transforms |ψ0⟩ ⊗ |0⟩c into (c+ |+⟩ +

c− |−⟩) ⊗ (|0⟩c + |1⟩c), which under the action of CZn

becomes c+ |+⟩ ⊗ (|0⟩c + |1⟩c) + c− |−⟩ ⊗ (|0⟩c − |1⟩c).
Since (|0⟩c ± |1⟩c) are eigenstates of Xc, the rotation
RXc

(ϕ) will make |±⟩ pick up a phase e∓iϕ, respec-
tively. The rest of the operation will transform the con-
trol qubit back to |0⟩c, while the data qubits evolve into
c+e

iϕ |+⟩ + c−e
−iϕ |−⟩ = UZ

4 (ϕ)|ψ0⟩. The fact that all
Pauli operators are transformable in terms of single-qubit
rotations, e.g., X = RY (−π/2)ZRY (π/2), implies that
arbitrary Un(ϕ) = exp(−iϕ

∏n
i=1 Oi) (Oi = Xi, Yi, Zi)

can be achieved. For the array configuration considered
in the main text, the above discussed gate manifests as a
plaquette evolution U□(ϕ) = exp

(
−iϕOII

i OII
i+1OIII

i+1OIII
i

)
with Oα

j ∈ {I, X, Y, Z}αj , which implements each multi-

body evolution term in the inter-site evolution e−iHi,i+1τ ,
e.g., U□(ϕ) = exp

(
−iϕXII

i X
II
i+1Z

III
i+1

)
required for the

SPT phase [see Fig. 2(b)].
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