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We investigate the action of a non-semisimple, non-invertible symmetry on spin chains, whose
topological defects encode the category of modules over the Taft algebra of dimension 4. Sacrificing
Hermiticity, we construct several symmetric, frustration-free, gapped Hamiltonians with real spectra
and analyse their ground state subspaces. Our study reveals two intriguing phenomena. First, we
identify an S1-parametrised family of symmetric states, all of which belong to the same gapped phase
with respect to the invertible subsymmetry, yet transform inequivalently under the non-semisimple
symmetry. Second, we find a model where a product state and the so-called W state spontaneously
break the symmetry. We further relate the indistinguishability of these two states in the infinite-
volume limit to the notion that they are associated with a simple object and its projective cover,
respectively, in a non-semisimple module category.

Sec. I | Introduction

Defining internal symmetry in a quantum theory through
the lens of topological defects opens the door to gener-
alised notions of symmetry, including some arising from
non-invertible transformations [1, 2]. In (1+1)d, the
framework of fusion category theory offers an axiomati-
sation for finite non-invertible symmetries [3–9]. Impor-
tantly, fusion categories are semisimple, which ensures
that no local operators can transform one indecompos-
able topological line defect into a distinct one.

Given a fusion category, symmetric (bosonic) gapped
phases are classified by indecomposable finite semisimple
module categories over it, such that degenerate vacua
on the circle are in one-to-one correspondence with sim-
ple objects in the module category [6, 10]. Given such
a module category, a commuting projector Hamiltonian
representing the corresponding gapped phase can be ex-
plicitly constructed within the anyonic chain framework
[11–17]. Moreover, both ground states and symmetry op-
erators can be efficiently parametrised in terms of tensor
networks [15, 16, 18–22].

What happens to these results when the symmetry
structure is no longer required to be non-semisimple?
Do new features arise in such cases? Using the tools
of [14–17, 21], we explore these questions through inves-
tigating a specific example: a symmetry encoded into the
category of modules over the Taft algebra of dimension
4. This non-semisimple tensor category describes topo-
logical line defects that can be indecomposable and yet
reducible, implying the existence of local operators trans-
forming them into other indecomposable ones.

In particular, we discuss two phenomena extending
the above paradigm: On the one hand, we find an S1-
parametrised family of symmetric states, which all repre-
sent the same gapped phase with respect to an invertible

∗ delcamp@ihes.fr
† heng@ihes.fr
‡ yum@maths.ox.ac.uk

symmetry, and yet transform inequivalently with respect
to the non-semisimple symmetry in the sense of ref. [21].
On the other hand, we find two states spontaneously
breaking the non-semisimple symmetry, which are la-
belled by a simple object and its projective cover, respec-
tively, in a finite non-semisimple module category. We re-
late the existence of a map between these objects with the
fact that these states are indistinguishable in the infinite
volume limit, and thus provide a unique vacuum. One
caveat, however, is that gapped parent symmetric Hamil-
tonians are generally not self-adjoint. Nonetheless, this
does not preclude the possibility of finding frustration-
free Hamiltonians with a real spectrum.
Although mathematically ubiquitous, non-semisimple

categories have not received widespread attention in
physics yet. They have primarily seen applications in
the context of non-rational conformal field theories [23–
27], and lattice regularisations thereof [28–33], as well as
twisted supersymmetric topological field theories [34–36].
Recently, there has been a lot of progress in constructing
three-dimensional state-sum invariants from certain non-
semisimple categories [37–41], which we expect to be able
to relate to our work through the scope of the symmetry
topological field theory construction, see e.g. [2, 7, 42–53].

Sec. II | S1-parametrised family of Z/2Z
symmetry breaking states

We begin with a study of one-dimensional quantum lat-
tice models with open boundary conditions representing
gapped phases spontaneously breaking a Z/2Z symmetry.

II.A. Hamiltonians

Let Λ be a finite subset of the lattice Z. To each element
i ∈ Λ, hereafter referred to as a ‘site’, we assign a copy of
the algebra MatC(2) of 2×2 matrices with complex num-
bers. We identify

Â

i∈Λ MatC(2){i} with the algebra of
(bounded) operators acting on the ‘microscopic’ Hilbert
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space HΛ =
Â

i∈Λ C2 of ‘spin’ degrees of freedom on Λ.
Throughout this manuscript, we work in the computa-
tional basis C2 ∼= C{|0⟩, |1⟩}. As is customary, for any
i ∈ Λ, Oi will denote the embedding of O ∈ MatC(2){i}
into

Â

i∈Λ MatC(2){i} by tensoring with the identity ma-
trix.

Given ξ ∈ U(1), suppose the dynamics of the spin de-
grees of freedom is governed by the nearest-neighbour
Hamiltonian operator H(ξ)Λ = −

ř

i∈Λ h(ξ)i,i+1 : HΛ →
HΛ defined in terms of local commuting projectors

h(ξ)i,i+1 :=
1

2

[
Ii b Ii+1 + σx(ξ)i b σx(ξ)i+1

]
, (1)

where I is the identity matrix and σx(ξ) :=
√
ξ
(
0 1/ξ
1 0

)
.

The hamiltonian H(ξ)Λ is gapped, possesses a Z/2Z sym-
metry generated by

ś

i∈Λ σ
z
i with σz =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, and its

two-dimensional ground state subspace is spanned by
tensor product states | + ξ⟩b|Λ| and | − ξ⟩b|Λ|, where
| ± ξ⟩ := |0⟩ ±

√
ξ|1⟩. Since | + ξ⟩b|Λ| and | − ξ⟩b|Λ| are

mapped onto each other under the action of
ś

i∈Λ σ
z
i ,

the symmetry Z/2Z of H(ξ)Λ is spontaneously broken
in its ground state subspace. Furthermore, it is clear
that the whole S1-parametrised family of Hamiltonians
{H(ξ)Λ | ξ ∈ U(1)} represents the same spontaneously
symmetry broken gapped phase with respect to the Z/2Z
symmetry generated by

ś

i∈Λ σ
z
i .

Given ξ ∈ U(1), suppose instead that the dynamics
is governed by the nearest neighbour Hamiltonian oper-

ator H̃(ξ)Λ = −
ř

i∈Λ h̃(ξ)i,i+1 defined in terms of local
projectors (see app. A 5 for motivation)

h̃(ξ)i,i+1 := Ii b (σ+σ−)i+1 +
√
ξ σx(ξ)i b σ−

i+1 , (2)

where σ+ := ( 0 1
0 0 ) and σ− := ( 0 0

1 0 ). Let us immedi-
ately point out the obvious fact that this Hamiltonian
is non-hermitian. Nevertheless, its eigenvalues can be
verified to be all real negative. Moreover, in spite of
the local projectors not commuting with one another,
this alternative Hamiltonian is frustration-free since the
ground states minimise each local term individually. Ad-
ditionally, it showcases a spectral gap. Finally, it pos-
sesses the same Z/2Z symmetry as H(ξ)Λ, and its two-
dimensional ground state subspace is also spanned by
the tensor product states |+ ξ⟩b|Λ| and | − ξ⟩b|Λ|. Thus,
for each ξ ∈ U(1), the symmetry Z/2Z is again sponta-

neously broken in the ground state subspace of H̃(ξ)Λ.

But, Hamiltonian H̃(ξ)Λ happens to have a richer sym-
metry structure.

II.B. Non-invertible symmetry

Let us reveal the existence of additional symmetry oper-
ators. Let ω0 be a collection of linear maps (ω0)

d2

d1
: C2 →

C2, with d1, d2 ∈ {0, 1}, best defined graphically via the

following tensor

ω0 ≡
ÿ

d1,d2∈{0,1}
b1,b2∈{0,1}

d1d2

b2

b1

ω0 |b2⟩⟨b1| b |d2⟩⟨d1| (3)

such that (see app. A 3 for motivation)

(ω0)
0
0 ≡ 00

ω0

:= I , (ω0)
1
0 ≡ 01

ω0

:= σ−,

(ω0)
0
1 ≡ 10

ω0

:= 0 , (ω0)
1
1 ≡ 11

ω0

:= σz.

Then, define the collection ω̂0 of (possibly non-local) op-

erators (ω̂0)
d|Λ|+1

d1
≡ ⟨d|Λ|+1| ω̂0 |d1⟩ : HΛ → HΛ with

open boundary conditions |d1⟩, |d|Λ|+1⟩ ∈ C2 via

(ω̂0)
d|Λ|+1

d1
:=

ÿ

d2,...,d|Λ|

(ω0)
d|Λ|+1

d|Λ|
b · · · b (ω0)

d3

d2
b (ω0)

d2

d1
(4)

≡ ⟨d|Λ|+1|
ω0ω0ω0ω0ω0 |d1⟩ .

Notice that (ω̂0)
0
0 and (ω̂0)

0
1 coincide with the identity

and the zero operators, respectively, while (ω̂0)
1
1 gives

the generator of the Z/2Z symmetry. As such, these

three operators commute with the Hamiltonian H̃(ξ)Λ.
It follows from

h̃(ξ) ·
[
σ− b I+σz bσ−] = [

σ− b I+σz bσ−] · h̃(ξ) (5)

that the non-local operator (ω̂0)
1
0 also commutes with the

Hamiltonian. Moreover, any composition of these op-
erators results in another operator commuting with the
Hamiltonian. In particular, we denote by ω̂1 the collec-
tion of operators defined in terms of the tensor

ω1

:=
ω0

σz

, (6)

which is obtained by precomposing the collection of oper-
ators ω̂0 with

ś

i∈Λ σ
z
i . Furthermore, notice that we have

((ω̂0)
1
0)

2 = 0, which implies in particular that (ω̂0)
1
0 is

non-invertible. Crucially, if we were to work with closed
boundary conditions instead, the collection ω̂0 of opera-
tors would boil down to the single operator (ω̂0)

0
0+(ω̂0)

1
1,

and would thus be redundant with respect to the Z/2Z
symmetry.
In order for the collections ω̂α, with α ∈ {0, 1}, of non-

local operators to define a symmetry, one further requires
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the existence of junctions of symmetry operators which
themselves host vector spaces of local operators. These
are provided by linear maps φα1α2

α3
: C2 b C2 → C2, with

α1, α2, α3 ∈ {0, 1}, defined graphically as

φα1α2
α3 ≡

ÿ

d1,d2,d3

d1

d2

d3 φα1α2
α3 |d3⟩⟨d1, d2| , (7)

for which we list below the non-vanishing entries for α1 =
α2 (see app. A 2 for motivation):

0

0

0 φ00
0 =

0

1

1 φ00
0 = 1 , (8)

(−1)
1

0

0 φ00
1 =

0

1

0 φ00
1 =

1

1

1 φ00
1 = −1 ,

(−1)
0

1

1 φ11
0 =

0

0

0 φ11
0 = 1 , (9)

0

1

0 φ11
1 =

1

0

0 φ11
1 =

1

1

1 φ11
1 = 1 .

Together with linear maps φ̄α1α2
α3

: C2 → C2 b C2, with
α1, α2, α3 ∈ {0, 1}, verifying

φα1α2
α3

φ̄α1α2
α4 = δα3,α4

IC2 , (10)

for every α1, α2, α3, α4 ∈ {0, 1}, these allow us to locally
fuse the non-local operators defined in eq. (4) according
to

ωα2

ωα1

=
ÿ

α3∈{0,1}

ωα3
φα1α2

α3
φ̄α1α2

α3 . (11)

In the appendices, we demonstrate that this fusion pat-
tern is specific to a symmetry structure encoded into the
non-semisimple tensor category Mod(T4) of modules over
the Taft algebra T4 of dimension 4 (see app. A 1).

II.C. Invariants

We claim that, for any two distinct values of the param-
eter ξ ∈ U(1), states in the ground state subspace of the

Hamiltonian H̃(ξ)Λ transform inequivalently under the
Mod(T4) symmetry in the sense of ref. [21].

Consider an arbitrary state in the ground state sub-
space spanned by | + ξ⟩b|Λ| and | − ξ⟩b|Λ|. In general,
such an arbitrary state is not a tensor product state, and
it is best expressed as a tensor network state. We do
so in the following way. Let ρ be a collection of vectors

ργ2
γ1

∈ C2, with γ1, γ2 ∈ {0, 1}, defined graphically via the

following tensor1

ρ
≡

ÿ

b∈{0,1}
γ2,γ1∈{0,1}

b

ργ2 γ1
|b⟩ b |γ2⟩⟨γ1| (12)

such that (see app. A 5 for motivation)

ρ00 ≡
ρ0 0

:= |+ ξ⟩ , ρ10 ≡
ρ1 0

:= 0 ,

ρ01 ≡
ρ0 1

:= 0 , ρ11 ≡
ρ1 1

:= | − ξ⟩ .

Given basis vectors |γ1⟩, |γ|Λ|+1⟩ ∈ C ‘ C encoding a
choice of open boundary conditions, we construct the cor-
responding ground state as

ÿ

γ2,...,γ|Λ|

ρ
γ|Λ|+1
γ|Λ| b · · · b ργ3

γ2
b ργ2

γ1
(13)

≡ ⟨γ|Λ|+1|
ρρρρρ

|γ1⟩ .

Any state in the ground state subspace of HΛ can be
obtained via an appropriate linear combination of open
boundary conditions. Now, consider acting on such a
state with the collections ω̂α, with α ∈ {0, 1}, of (possibly
non-local) operators defined in eq. (4). The fact that the
Mod(T4) symmetry preserves the ground state subspace
implies the existence of linear maps ϕα : C2 b (C ‘ C) →
C ‘ C, with α ∈ {0, 1}, defined graphically as

ϕα

≡
ÿ

d∈{0,1}
γ1,γ2∈{0,1}

d

ϕα

γ2 γ1
|γ2⟩⟨d, γ1| , (14)

whose non-vanishing entries are given by (see app. A 5
for motivation)

0

ϕ0

0 0
=

1

ϕ0

1 0
= (−2

√
ξ)

0

ϕ0

1 0
= 1 ,

1

ϕ0

0 1
=

0

ϕ0

1 1
= (2

√
ξ)

0

ϕ0

0 1
= 1 ,

1 As suggested by the notation, indices γ1 and γ2 are not quite
on the same footing as b. One should think of the former as
labelling one-dimensional blocks rather than basis vectors.
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and

1

ϕ1

0 0
=

0

ϕ1

1 0
= (2

√
ξ)

0

ϕ1

0 0
= 1 ,

1

ϕ1

1 1
=

0

ϕ1

0 1
= (−2

√
ξ)

0

ϕ1

1 1
= 1 .

Together with linear maps ϕ̄α : C ‘ C → C2 b (C ‘ C),
with α ∈ {0, 1}, satisfying

ϕα ϕ̄α

γ
= IC‘C , (15)

for every γ ∈ {0, 1} and α ∈ {0, 1}, these allow us to
compute the local action of the collections of symmetry
operators ω̂α, with α ∈ {0, 1}, on the ground state sub-
space according to

ρ

ωα

γ γ
=

ρ

ϕαϕ̄α

γ γ
, (16)

for every γ ∈ {0, 1}. Combining eq. (15) and eq. (16),
one recovers in particular (ω̂0)

1
1| ± ξ⟩b|Λ| = | ∓ ξ⟩b|Λ|.

Now, consider the successive actions of two symmetry
operators. One can explicitly verify the following asso-
ciativity condition:

ÿ

α3∈{0,1}
ρ

ϕα3ϕ̄α3

φα1α2
α3

φ̄α1α2
α3

γ1 γ1

=
ÿ

γ3∈{0,1}
ρ

ϕα1ϕ̄α1 ϕα2ϕ̄α2

γ1 γ1γ3 γ3
,

(17)

for every γ1 ∈ {0, 1}. From orthogonality condi-
tions eq. (10) and eq. (15) follows the existence

of so-called ▷F -symbols
(
▷Fα1α2γ1

γ2

)γ3

α3
∈ C, for every

γ1, γ2, γ3, α1, α2, α3 ∈ {0, 1}, satisfying

ϕα3

φα1α2
α3

γ2 γ1
=

ÿ

γ3∈{0,1}

(
▷Fα1α2γ1

γ2

)γ3

α3

ϕα1 ϕα2

γ2 γ3 γ1
.

Explicitly, the ▷F -symbols evaluate to

(
▷Fα1α2γ1

γ2

)γ3

α3
IC =

ϕα3

φα1α2
α3

γ2 γ1 γ3 γ2

ϕ̄α2 ϕ̄α1

. (18)

We organise some of these symbols into the following
matrices:

(
▷F 000

0

)γ3

α3
=

(
1 − 1

4ξ

0 −1

)γ3

α3

,
(
▷F 001

0

)γ3

α3
=

(
1 −1
0 1

)γ3

α3

,

(
▷F 000

1

)γ3

α3
=

(
0 1
1 −1

)γ3

α3

,
(
▷F 001

1

)γ3

α3
=

(
0 −1
1 − 1

4ξ

)γ3

α3

,

(
▷F 110

0

)γ3

α3
=

(
0 1
1 − 1

4ξ

)γ3

α3

,
(
▷F 111

0

)γ3

α3
=

(
0 1
−1 1

)γ3

α3

,

(
▷F 110

1

)γ3

α3
=

(
−1 1
0 1

)γ3

α3

,
(
▷F 111

1

)γ3

α3
=

(
1 − 1

4ξ

0 1

)γ3

α3

.

Crucially, these symbols are not unique. Indeed, per-
forming the gauge transformations

ϕα

γ2 γ1
7→ Uαγ1

γ2

ϕα

γ2 γ1
, (19)

where Uαγ1
γ2

∈ C×, for every γ1, γ2, α ∈ {0, 1}, leaves
eq. (17) invariant. But, these gauge transformations
modify in particular the ▷F -symbols in the following way:(

▷Fα1α1γ1
γ2

)γ3

α2
7→

(
▷Fα1α1γ1

γ2

)γ3

α2
Uα1γ1
γ3

Uα1γ3
γ2

Ūα2γ1
γ2

. (20)

Equivalence classes of ▷F -symbols related by gauge trans-
formations classify the different ways ground states trans-
form under theMod(T4) symmetry. However, ▷F -symbols
associated with distinct values of ξ fall within distinct
equivalence classes. Indeed, it is sufficient to show that
we cannot modify ξ to ξ′ by gauge transformations with-
out changing any of the other ▷F -symbols. Focusing on
the four entries(

▷F 000
0

)0
0
=

(
▷F 001

1

)1
0
=

(
▷F 110

0

)0
1
=

(
▷F 111

1

)1
1
= 1 , (21)

these provide the following constraints:

U00
0 = U01

1 = U10
0 = U11

1 = 1 . (22)

From this, we can already conclude that the value of ξ

in the symbols
(
▷F 000

0

)0
1
and

(
▷F 001

1

)1
1
cannot be mod-

ified, yielding the desired result. In app. A 5, we re-
late this statement to the mathematical fact that the
non-semisimple tensor category Mod(T4) admits an S1-
parametrised family of rank 2 semisimple module cate-
gories, which are inequivalent as module categories for
distinct values of the parameter. In the case of a fu-
sion category symmetry, this would be the indication

that Hamiltonians H̃(ξ)Λ represent distinct Mod(T4)-
symmetric gapped phases [21]. However, this clearly does
not seem to be the correct interpretation here, which we
might physically trace back to the loss of Hermiticity and
the necessity to work with open boundary conditions for
the symmetry to be faithful.
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Sec. III | Breaking the non-semisimple
symmetry

We study here a one-dimensional quantum lattice model
whose non-semisimple Mod(T4) symmetry is sponta-
neously broken down to Z/2Z.

III.A. Hamiltonian

In the previous section, we considered the family of (non-
hermitian) Hamiltonians parametrised by ξ ∈ U(1) de-
fined in terms of local operators (2). It turns out that
our analysis holds more generally for any ξ ∈ C×, but
we restricted to ξ ∈ U(1) to preserve as much unitarity
as possible. We now would like to consider the Hamil-

tonian H̃(0)Λ = −
ř

i∈Λ h̃(0)i,i+1 obtained by taking the
limit ξ → 0, which is defined in terms of local operators

h̃(0)i,i+1 := Ii b (σ+σ−)i+1 + σ+
i b σ−

i+1 . (23)

The Hamiltonian H̃(0)Λ retains much of the features of its

H̃(ξ)Λ counterparts: It is non-hermitian and the local op-
erators do not commute with one another. Yet, it is frus-
tration free, presents a spectral gap, and its eigenvalues
can be verified to be all real negative. Moreover, it pos-
sesses the same non-invertible non-semisimple Mod(T4)
symmetry. However, the ground state subspace widely
differs.

III.B. Ground state subspace

The ground state subspace of the Hamiltonian H̃(0)Λ is
spanned by two states, namely the product state |0⟩b|Λ|

and the tensor network state

⟨1|
ρρρρρ

|0⟩ (24)

where

ρ
≡

ÿ

b∈{0,1}
c1,c2∈{0,1}

c1c2

b

ρ
|b⟩ b |c2⟩⟨c1| (25)

is such that (see app. A 6 for motivation)

0

ρ
:= I ,

1

ρ
:= σ− .

We recognise eq. (24) as the so-called W state [54]:

|W⟩Λ :=
ÿ

i∈Λ

σ−
i |0⟩b|Λ| , (26)

which one can explicitly check to be a ground state

of H̃(0)Λ.
2 It follows from (ω̂0)

0
1 |0⟩b|Λ| = |W⟩Λ that

the symmetry Mod(T4) is spontaneously broken down to
Z/2Z in the ground state subspace.
It is interesting to revisit certain properties of the W

state from the viewpoint of this symmetry breaking pat-
tern. Firstly, the W state cannot be parametrised as
a translation invariant tensor network state with ten-
sors of constant size for periodic boundary conditions
[19, 55]. This is a fact that echoes the need to work
on open boundary conditions for the Mod(T4) symmetry
to be well-defined. Secondly, it was recently shown in
ref. [56] that the W state cannot be the single ground
state of a local Hamiltonian, and must always be ac-
companied by |0⟩b|Λ|. In app. A 5, we relate this state-
ment to the mathematical fact that Mod(T4) admits a
non-semisimple module category with two indecompos-
able objects: a simple object and its projective cover,
labelling the product state and the W state, respectively.
In contrast to the semisimple setting, there exists non-
zero maps between the simple object and the projective
object. In particular, any module category containing
the projective object will also have to contain the simple
object, which appears as a quotient (or a sub)object.3

Thirdly, although the W state is long-range entangled, it
is indistinguishable from the product state |0⟩b|Λ| in the
infinite volume limit [62]. This fact is made possible by
the aforementioned existence of maps between the sim-
ple and projective objects in the relevant non-semisimple
module category, providing a topological local operator,
namely σ+

i , for any i ∈ Λ, mapping the W state to the
product state. As such, both ground states should corre-
spond to the same infrared vacuum (see app. A 6). There-
fore, we could argue that this module category does not
label a gapped phase distinct from the trivially symmet-
ric one, which would be consistent with the fact that the
degeneracy should not be robust to perturbations [56].

Sec. IV | Discussion

In this manuscript, we set out to explore through a simple
example some consequences of dropping the semisimplic-
ity requirement in the axiomatisation of finite symme-
tries in (1+1)d in terms of fusion categories. First of all,
we noticed that such a non-semisimple symmetry seems
to be incompatible with Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian.

2 At this point, it is interesting to note the resemblance between
our Hamiltonian and the ferromagnetic XX model with strong
magnetic transverse field, which is also a parent Hamiltonian for
|0⟩b|Λ| and |W⟩Λ, but it is gapless [19].

3 Due to this identification, we conjecture that issues arising when
dealing with periodic boundary conditions are related to the ne-
cessity to define modified traces when constructing topological
invariants from non-semisimple tensor categories [57–61]. With-
out these modified traces, the quantum dimension of projective
objects would be zero.
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This fact was to be anticipated in light of previous in-
stances of similar phenomena [38], and further requires
open boundary conditions. Nonetheless, this did not pre-
vent us from finding certain frustration free Hamiltonian
operators with real spectra.

We examined two scenarios that extend the current
paradigm for the classification of gapped symmetric
phases in terms of indecomposable module categories
over the symmetry category. On the one hand, we ob-
tained a continuous family of product states that trans-
form inequivalently under the non-semisimple symmetry,
a phenomenon that cannot occur in the case of a finite
semisimple symmetry. This is explained mathematically
by a continuum of inequivalent semisimple (exact) mod-
ule categories. On the other hand, we found a gapped
model whose ground states correspond to the indecom-
posable objects of an indecomposable non-semisimple
module category overMod(T4). The two states happen to
be indistinguishable in the infinite volume limit, which we
can trace back to one of the ground states being associ-
ated with an indecomposable object that is the projective
cover of the other. Dicke states [63] that generalise the
W-state also seem to be related to higher order Taft alge-
bras in a similar vein. In fact, we expect this to be a com-
mon phenomenon in non-semisimple module categories.
As such, it would also be interesting to explore the phys-
ical interpretation of non-semisimple module categories
even in the context of fusion categories [64–66].

In the appendix, we explore the physical content of ad-
ditional indecomposable module categories overMod(T4).
Notably, a continuous family of fiber functors produces
an S1-parametrised family of states, which are in the
same phase as the so-called cluster state with respect
to a Z/2Z×Z/2Z symmetry, and yet transform inequiv-
alently with respect to Mod(T4). However, for this family
of states, we were unable to find Mod(T4)-symmetric par-
ent Hamiltonians with real spectra.
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App. A | Category theoretic underpinnings

We present in these appendices the mathematical for-
malism underlying our study, and exploit this formalism
to prove the results enunciated in the main text. Even
though we specialise to the case of the Taft algebra, most
of the constructions presented in these appendices hold
much more generally.

A.1. Taft algebra T4

Let T4 be the Taft Hopf algebra of dimension 4 [67],
also known as Sweedler’s Hopf algebra [68], which is
the lowest dimensional Hopf algebra that is both non-
commutative and non-cocommutative.4 As an associa-
tive algebra, it is

T4 = C⟨x, g |x2 = 0, g2 = 1, xg = −gx⟩ . (A1)

The comultiplication ∆ : T4 → T4 b T4 and counit ϵ :
T4 → C are given by

∆(g) = g b g , ∆(x) = xb 1 + g b x ,

ϵ(g) = 1 , ϵ(x) = 0 ,
(A2)

respectively, which provide the coalgebraic structure. Fi-
nally, the antipode S : T4 → T4 defined by

S(g) = g , S(x) = xg (A3)

endows the resulting bialgebra with its Hopf algebraic
structure. Notice, in particular, that S2 ̸= id. Loosely,
we can think of T4 as a minimal non-semisimple ex-
tension of the group algebra C[Z/2Z] by C[x]/{x2 =
0}. Throughout these appendices, we employ Sweedler’s
sumless notation for coalgebraic structures, e.g. ∆(x) ≡
x(1) b x(2).

A.2. Tensor category Mod(T4)

Let us construct the tensor categoryMod(T4) of left mod-
ules over the Taft algebra T4. Given the associative alge-
bra structure (A1), let us begin by listing the indecom-
posable modules over T4. Firstly, there are two simple
one-dimensional modules:

S0 = C{w1} w/

{
x · w1 = 0
g · w1 = w1

,

which plays the role of the trivial module, and

S1 = C{v1} w/

{
x · v1 = 0
g · v1 = −v1

.

4 For a brief review of Hopf algebra theory, see e.g. [69–71].
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Secondly, there are two projective modules:

P0 = C{v0, v1} w/

{
x · v0 = v1, x · v1 = 0
g · v0 = v0, g · v1 = −v1

and

P1 = C{w0, w1} w/

{
x · w0 = w1 , x · w1 = 0
g · w0 = −w0 , g · w1 = w1

.

Being indecomposable projective modules, P0 and P1

cannot be written as direct sums of simple objects. In-
stead, each P0 and P1 are the projective covers of S0

and S1, respectively, and they fit into the short exact
sequences

0 → S1 → P0 → S0 → 0 ,

0 → S0 → P1 → S1 → 0 .
(A4)

Note that there are non-zero maps from P0 to P1 and P1

to P0 induced by factoring through the quotient maps
onto S0 and S1, respectively. Moreover, T4 is isomorphic
to P0 ‘ P1 as objects in Mod(T4).
The coalgebraic structure provided in eq. (A2) yields

the monoidal structures given by

S1 b S1
∼= S0

∼= C{v1 b v1} ,
P0 b S1

∼= P1
∼= C{v0 b v1,−v1 b v1} ,

P1 b S1
∼= P0

∼= C{w0 b v1, w1 b v1} ,
S1 b P0

∼= P1
∼= C{v1 b v0,−v1 b v1} ,

S1 b P1
∼= P0

∼= C{v1 b w0, v1 b w1} ,

and

P0 b P0
∼= P0 ‘ P1

∼= C{v0 b v0, v0 b v1 + v1 b v0}
‘ C{v1 b v0,−v1 b v1} , (A5)

P0 b P1
∼= P0 ‘ P1

∼= C{v1 b w0,−v1 b w1}
‘ C{v0 b w0, v0 b w1 + v1 b w0} ,

P1 b P0
∼= P0 ‘ P1

∼= C{w0 b v1, w1 b v1}
‘ C{w0 b v0, w1 b v0 − w0 b v1} ,

P1 b P1
∼= P0 ‘ P1

∼= C{w0 b w0, w1 b w0 − w0 b w1}
‘ C{w1 b w0, w1 b w1} .

The role of the monoidal unit is played by S0, which is
simple. The Hopf algebraic structure provided in eq. (A3)
finally yields the rigidity structure

S∨
1
∼= S1 , P∨

0
∼= P1 , P∨

1
∼= P0 . (A6)

This completes the definition ofMod(T4) as a finite tensor
category in the sense of ref. [72], which is non-semisimple
by virtue of eq. (A4).
From here on, we use the notation V3 ∈ V1bV2 to mean

V3 appears as a summand in the tensor product V1 b V2.
From the monoidal structures computed above, we obtain
intertwining maps φV1V2

V3
∈ HomMod(T4)(V1 b V2, V3) for

each indecomposable V3 ∈ V1 b V2. Choosing bases V1 =
C{vd1

}d1
, V2 = C{vd2

}d2
and V3 = C{vd3

}d3
, components

of the linear map φV1V2

V3
are denoted by

(
φV1V2

V3

)d3

d1d2
∈ C.

This allows us to define the following ‘fusion’ tensors:

φ
V1V2
V3

≡
ÿ

d1,d2,d3

d1

d2

d3 φ
V1V2
V3

vd3
b v∗d1

b v∗d2

≡
ÿ

d1,d2,d3

(
φV1V2

V3

)d3

d1d2
vd3

b v∗d1
b v∗d2

. (A7)

Moreover, the monoidal structures above also provide us
with linear maps φ̄V1V2

V3
: V3 → V1 b V2 satisfying orthog-

onality conditions

φ
V1V2
V3

φ̄
V1V2
V4

= δV3,V4IV3 . (A8)

In the main text, tensors (8) and (9) precisely corre-

sponds to the linear maps φ00
α ≡ φP0P0

Pα
: P0 b P0 → Pα

and φ11
α ≡ φP1P1

Pα
: P1 b P1 → Pα, respectively, under

the identifications vd1
≡ |d1⟩ and wd2

≡ |d2⟩, for every
d1, d2 ∈ {0, 1}.

A.3. Spin chains with Mod(T4) symmetry

Let us now explain how to construct one-dimensional
quantum lattice models hosting a Mod(T4) symmetry. In
ref. [15, 16], it was established that the action of a finite
tensor category C on a discrete quantum mechanical sys-
tem is specified by the data of a (right) indecomposable
module category M and of an object in the Morita dual
C∨
M of C with respect to M, which is defined as the cat-

egory of module endofunctors of M over C.5 Whenever
the symmetry is non-anomalous so that the tensor prod-
uct admits a fiber functor—i.e., a module category over
C that is equivalent to the category Vec of complex vec-
tor spaces—it is possible to realise the action of C on a
tensor product Hilbert space. Choosing the fiber functor
to be the forgetful functor Forg : Mod(T4) → Vec recovers
the framework of ref. [14]. We always make this choice
in what follows.6

Since the Morita dual of Mod(T4) with respect to Vec
is equivalent to the (finite tensor) category Comod(T4) of
(left) comodules over T4, we must also make a choice of
T4-comodule. By definition, a left T4-comodule is a vector
space K together with a left coaction λ : K → T4 b K
that is coassociative, i.e.

(∆ b idK) ◦ λ = (idT4 b λ) ◦ λ , (A9)

and unital

(ϵb idK) ◦ λ = idK . (A10)

5 See ref. [73] for an introduction to module category theory.
6 Choosing different fiber functors would ultimately lead to quan-
tum lattice models that are dual to one another according to
ref. [15, 16].
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Using Sweedler’s sumless notation, one writes λ(k) =
k(−1) b k(0), for every k ∈ K. More explicitly, given a
choice of basis {kb}b, b = 0, . . . ,dimC K − 1, one writes

λ(kb1) =
ř

b2
λb2b1 b kb2 , where λ

b2
b1

∈ T4 is not necessarily
a basis vector. In this notation, the coassociativity of the
coaction translates into

∆(λb3b1) =
ÿ

b2

λb2b1 b λb3b2 . (A11)

Given a finite subset Λ of the lattice Z, one defines the
microscopic Hilbert space of the system to be HΛ =
Â

i∈Λ Forg(K). From ref. [15, 16], we know that the
action of Mod(T4) on this Hilbert space is provided by
the data of module endofunctors in (Comod(T4))∨Vec ≃
Mod(T4). Concretely, given (ϱ : T4 → End(V )) ∈
Mod(T4), let

ω : K b V → V bK
k b v 7→ (k(−1) · v) b k(0)

. (A12)

In components, it reads

kb1 b vd1
7→

ÿ

b2

(λb2b1 · vd1
) b kb2 =

ÿ

b2,d2

ϱ(λb2b1)
d2

d1
vd2

b kb2 ,

where {vd}d, d = 0, . . . ,dimC V − 1, is a choice of basis
for V . Introducing the notation7

ωd2

d1
:=

ÿ

b1,b2

ϱ(λb1b2)
d2

d1
kb2 b k∗b1 , (A13)

the action of ϱ : T4 → End(V ) in Mod(T4) on HΛ with
open boundary conditions vd1 , vd|Λ|+1

∈ V is defined to
be

ÿ

d2,...,d|Λ|

ω
d|Λ|+1

d|Λ|
b · · · b ωd3

d2
b ωd2

d1
. (A14)

This operator can be expressed as a tensor network of
the form (4) by defining the following tensor:

ω
≡

ÿ

d1,d2
b1,b2

d1d2

b2

b1

ω
kb2 b k∗b1 b vd2

b v∗d1

≡
ÿ

d1,d2
b1,b2

ϱ(λb1b2)
d2

d1
kb2 b k∗b1 b vd2

b v∗d1
. (A15)

Let us consider an explicit example. Let K = C{1, y}
with λ : K → T4 bK such that λ(y) = xb1+gby. One
can explicitly check that λ is coassociative and counital
so that K has the structure of a left T4-comodule. Now

7 Notice that we are transposing some indices for the need of our
presentation.

choose the object in Mod(T4) to be the projective object
P0 defined previously. Applying the definitions, one finds

ω : y b v0 7→ v1 b 1 + v0 b y

y b v1 7→ −v1 b y
. (A16)

Making the identifications vd ≡ |d⟩ and kb ≡ |b⟩, for
every b, d ∈ {0, 1}, one exactly recovers the symme-
try operators defined in the main text with components
(II B). Similarly, the simple object S1 yields the sym-
metry operator

ś

i∈Λ σ
z
i , while P1 produces the compo-

sition of the symmetry operators associated with P0 and
S1, respectively, as predicted by the monoidal structure
of Mod(T4). Interestingly, the fact that for three choices
of open boundary conditions, the symmetry operator la-
belled by P0 boils down to the identity operator,

ś

i∈Λ σ
z
i ,

and the zero operator, respectively, is explained by the
fact that P0 fits into the short exact sequence (A4).
Let ϱV1 : T4 → End(V1) and ϱV2 : T4 → End(V2) be

two indecomposable objects in Mod(T4). By the defini-
tion of the coalgebraic structure of T4 and eq. (A11), the

intertwining map φV1V2

V3
: V1 bV2 → V3, for any indecom-

posable V3 ∈ V1 b V2, satisfies

ÿ

b2,d2,d4

(
φV1V2

V3

)d5

d2d4
ϱV1

(λb2b1)
d2

d1
ϱV2

(λb3b2)
d4

d3

=
ÿ

d2,d4

(
φV1V2

V3

)d5

d2d4
(ϱV1

b ϱV2
)
(
∆(λb3b1)

)d2d4

d1d3

=
ÿ

d6

ϱV3
(λb3b1)

d5

d6

(
φV1V2

V3

)d6

d1d3
,

(A17)

from which the following tensor network identity follows:

ωV2

ωV1

=
ÿ

V3∈V1bV2

ωV3
φ

V1V2
V3

φ̄
V1V2
V3

. (A18)

Specialising to K = C{1, y} as defined above and choos-
ing V1 = V2 = P0, V3 can either be P0 or P1. In light of
the previous identifications, the above equality then boils
down to eq. (8).
Now that we have explained how Mod(T4) acts on the

microscopic Hilbert space HΛ =
Â

i∈Λ Forg(K), where
K is any object in Comod(T4), we are left to construct
linear operators HΛ → HΛ that commute with this ac-
tion. Let ψ : Kb2 → Kb2 be a morphism in Comod(T4).
By definition, Forg(ψ) acts on Forg(K)b2. Assigning
the two copies of Forg(K) to sites i and i + 1 in Λ, re-
spectively, we denote by hi,i+1 the embedding of Forg(ψ)
into HΛ. One finally construct a Hamiltonian operator
HΛ = −

ř

i∈Λ hi,i+1. The fact that HΛ commutes with
the symmetry follows from the fact that, as a map in
Comod(T4), ψ commutes with the coaction of T4. In
app. A 7, we explain how to obtain the Hamiltonians con-
sidered in the main text within this framework.
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A.4. Algebra objects in Comod(T4)

Given a symmetry fusion category, it is understood that
symmetric gapped phases are labelled by indecomposable
(finite semisimple) module categories over it [6, 10]. In
that spirit, we are interested in the classification of ex-
act indecomposable module categories over Mod(T4). In
ref. [74], it was demonstrated how these could be con-
structed from the data of so-called right T4-simple left
T4-comodule algebras.
By definition, a left T4-comodule algebra A is an alge-

bra in Vec, together with a left T4-comodule structure,
such that the coaction λ is an algebra homomorphism.
In other words, these are algebra objects in Comod(T4)
[72]. Moreover, a left T4-comodule algebra K is said to
be right T4-simple whenever the only right T4-ideal J of
K with the property that λ(J) ⊂ T4 b K, is the trivial
ideal. We review below the classification of the resulting
right T4-simple left T4-comodule algebras as established
in ref. [74].

We distinguish two types of right T4-simple left T4-
comodule algebras. On the one hand, we have the group
algebras C[Z/1Z] ∼= C and C[Z/2Z] = C⟨h |h2 = 1 ⟩,
which are semisimple. On the other hand, for any ξ ∈ C,
one defines

A(1, ξ) = C⟨y | y2 = ξ · 1⟩ ,
A(2, ξ) = C⟨y, h | y2 = ξ · 1, h2 = 1, yh = −hy⟩ ,

(A19)

together with the comodule structure λ provided by

λ(h) = g b h , λ(y) = xb 1 + g b y . (A20)

Let us analyse this latter type is some detail. First of
all, A(1, ξ) and A(2, ξ) are non-semisimple if and only
if ξ = 0. As a matter of fact A(2, 0) is the Taft alge-
bra T4 itself, whereas A(1, 0) is the left coideal subalge-
bra of T4 generated by x. Let us suppose that ξ ∈ C×.
Clearly A(2, 0) and A(2, ξ) are not isomorphic as alge-
bras. However, A(2, ξ) can be realised as a twisted ver-
sion of A(2, 0).

Let βξ : T4 b T4 → C be the function such that
βξ(1, g) = βξ(g, 1) = ϵ(g), βξ(1, x) = βξ(x, 1) = ϵ(x),
βξ(x, x) = ξ and

βξ(x
a1ga2 , xa3ga4) := (−1)a2a3βξ(x

a1 , xa3) , (A21)

for every a1, a2, a3, a4 ∈ {0, 1}. One can verify that βξ
satisfies the following condition

βξ(a(1), b(1))βξ(a(2)b(2), c) = βξ(b(1), c(1))βξ(a, b(2)c(2)) ,

for every a, b, c ∈ T4, which is the defining property of
a Hopf 2-cocycle. Moreover, given ξ, ξ′ ∈ C× such that
ξ ̸= ξ′, one can verify that the Hopf 2-cocycles βξ and
βξ′ of T4 are inequivalent, in the sense that there is no
convolution unit θ of the dual of T4 such that βξ′(a, b) is
equal to

θ(a(1)) θ(b(1))βξ(a(2), b(2)) θ
−1(a(3)b(3)) ,

for every a, b ∈ T4 [75].
One can use the Hopf 2-cocycle βξ to define a twisted

multiplication rule for the algebra A(2, 0) via its T4-
comodule structure according to

a ·βξ
b := βξ(a(−1), b(−1)) a(0) · b(0) , (A22)

for every a, b ∈ A(2, 0). The defining property of βξ en-
sures that this multiplication rule is associative. One can
easily verify that A(2, 0) equipped with the twisted mul-
tiplication rules ·βξ

is indeed isomorphic to A(2, ξ). In-
terestingly, even though βξ and βξ′ are inequivalent Hopf
2-cocycles for ξ ̸= ξ′, the resulting algebras (in Vec) are
isomorphic. Similarly, twisting the multiplication rule of
A(1, 0) by βξ results in an algebra isomorphic to A(1, ξ).
At this point, it is interesting to note that the functions

βξ, for every ξ ∈ C×, also define group 2-cocycles that
can be used to define twisted multiplication rules for the
group algebra C[Z/2Z × Z/2Z] = C⟨x, g |x2 = 1 = g2⟩,
resulting in a twisted group algebra that is isomorphic
to A(2, ξ). However, for every ξ ∈ C×, these group 2-
cocycles all fall within the same cohomology class.
In the following, we compute the exact indecompos-

able module categories over Mod(T4) associated with the
algebra objects in Comod(T4) listed above.

A.5. Module categories over Mod(T4)

Every exact indecomposable module category M over
Mod(T4) is equivalent to the category of left modules
Mod(A) over one of the right T4-simple left T4-comodule
algebras A constructed above, such that the module
structure of Mod(A) is provided by the T4-comodule
structure of A [74].8 Most importantly, Mod(A(n, ξ))
and Mod(A(n′, ξ′)) are equivalent as Mod(T4)-module
categories if and only if n = n′ and ξ = ξ′, which can
be traced back to βξ and βξ′ being inequivalent Hopf 2-
cocycles as long as ξ ̸= ξ′ [74]. Therefore, the algebra
objects listed in app. A 4 classify the exact indecompos-
able module categories [72, 74].
More concretely, given a right T4-simple left T4-

comodule algebras A, the category Mod(A) can be
equipped with an action bifunctor

▷ : Mod(T4)×Mod(A) → Mod(A) (A23)

as well as a module associator ▷F specified by a collection
of isomorphisms

▷FV1V2M : (V1 b V2) ▷M
∼−→ V1 ▷(V2 ▷M) (A24)

satisfying a pentagon axiom, for every V1, V2 ∈ Mod(T4)
and M ∈ Mod(A). Given V ∈ Mod(T4) and M ∈

8 Notice that while the categoryMod(A) ofA-modules (in Vec) has
the structure of a left Mod(T4)-module category, the category
ModComod(T4)(A) of A-modules in Comod(T4) would have the
structure of a right Comod(T4)-module category.
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Mod(A), V ▷M is simply defined as the tensor prod-
uct V b M in Vec, and the A-module structure on
V b M is provided by the coaction λ : A → T4 b A
via k · (v bm) := (k(−1) · v) b (k(0) ·m), for every k ∈ A,
v ∈ V and m ∈ M . Furthermore, the module associ-
ator ▷F is simply provided by the associativity in Vec.
Below, we work out in some detail the Mod(T4)-module
structures of categories Mod(A(1, 0)), Mod(A(1, ξ)) and
Mod(A(2, ξ)), for any ξ ∈ C×:

• Mod(A(1, 0)): Given the associative algebra structure
(A19), this is a rank 2 non-semisimple category whose
two indecomposable objects are the one-dimensional sim-
ple module

S = C{m1} w/ y ·m1 = 0

and the two-dimensional projective module

P = C{m0,m1} w/ y ·m0 = m1, y ·m1 = 0 ,

respectively. Moreover, P is the projective cover of the
unique simple S, and it fits into the short exact sequence

0 → S → P → S → 0 . (A25)

Finally, HomMod(A(1,0))(P, P ) ∼= A(1, 0) with the non-
identity (nilpotent) map P → P factoring through S.
We will discuss the physical implications of this fact
in app. A 6. The T4-comodule structure provided in
eq. (A20) then yields the module structure given by

S1 ▷ S ∼= S ∼= C{v1 bm1} ,
P0 ▷ S ∼= P ∼= C{v0 bm1, v1 bm1} ,
P1 ▷ S ∼= P ∼= C{w0 bm1, w1 bm1} ,
S1 ▷P ∼= P ∼= C{−v1 bm0, v1 bm1} ,

and

P0 ▷P ∼= P ‘ P ∼= C{v0 bm0, v1 bm0 + v0 bm1}
‘ C{−v1 bm0, v1 bm1} ,

P1 ▷P ∼= P ‘ P ∼= C{−w0 bm0, w1 bm0 − w0 bm1}
‘ C{w0 bm1, w1 bm1} .

• Mod(A(1, ξ)): In sharp contrast to the case ξ = 0, this
is a rank 2 semisimple category whose two simple one-
dimensional modules are given by

T0 = C{m0} w/ y ·m0 =
√
ξ m0

and

T1 = C{m1} w/ y ·m1 = −
√
ξ m1 ,

respectively. The T4-comodule structure now yields the
module structure given by

S1 b T0 ∼= T1 ∼= C{v1 bm0} ,
S1 b T1 ∼= T0 ∼= C{v1 bm1} ,

and

P0 ▷ T0 ∼= T0 ‘ T1
∼= C{v0 bm0 +

1

2
√
ξ
v1 bm0} ‘ C{v1 bm0} ,

P0 ▷ T1 ∼= T0 ‘ T1
∼= C{v1 bm1} ‘ C{v0 bm1 −

1

2
√
ξ
v1 bm1} ,

P1 ▷ T0 ∼= T0 ‘ T1
∼= C{w1 bm0} ‘ C{w0 bm0 −

1

2
√
ξ
w1 bm0} ,

P1 ▷ T1 ∼= T0 ‘ T1
∼= C{w0 bm1 +

1

2
√
ξ
w1 bm1} ‘ C{w1 bm1} .

• Mod(A(2, ξ)): Given the associative algebra structure
(A19), it is found to be a rank 1 semisimple category
whose unique simple object is the two-dimensional simple
module

T = C{m0,m1} w/


y ·m0 =

√
ξ m0

y ·m1 = −
√
ξ m1

h ·m0 = m1

h ·m1 = m0

.

The T4-comodule structure yields the module structure
given by

S0 ▷ T ∼= T ∼= C{w1 bm0, w1 bm1} ,
S1 ▷ T ∼= T ∼= C{v1 bm1,−v1 bm0} ,

and

P0 ▷ T ∼= T ‘ T ∼= C{ 1

2
√
ξ
v1 bm0 + v0 bm0,

v0 bm1 −
1

2
√
ξ
v1 bm1}

‘ C{v1 bm1,−v1 bm0} ,

P1 ▷ T ∼= T ‘ T ∼= C{w0 bm1 +
1

2
√
ξ
w1 bm1,

1

2
√
ξ
w1 bm0 − w0 bm0}

‘ C{w1 bm0, w1 bm1} .

From here on, we use the notation M2 ∈ V ▷M1 to
mean M2 appears as a summand in the decomposable
object V ▷M1. From the various module structures
computed above, we can construct intertwining maps
ϕVM1

M2
∈ HomMod(A)(V ▷M1,M2) for each indecompos-

able object M2 ∈ V ▷M1. Choosing bases V = C{vd}d,
M1 = C{mc1}c1 and M2 = C{mc2}c2 , components of the

linear map ϕVM1

M2
are denoted by

(
ϕVM1

M2

)c2
dc1

∈ C. This

allows us to define the following ‘action’ tensors:

ϕ
VM1
M2 ≡

ÿ

d,c1,c2

d

c2 c1
ϕ
VM1
M2 mc2 b v∗d bm∗

c1 (A26)

≡
ÿ

d,c1,c2

(
ϕVM1

M2

)c2
dc1

mc2 b v∗d bm∗
c1 . (A27)
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The module structures above also provide us with lin-
ear maps ϕ̄VM1

M2
: M2 → V ▷M1 satisfying orthogonality

conditions

ϕ
VM1
M2

ϕ̄
VM1
M3 = δM2,M3

IM2
. (A28)

For instance, consider the algebra object A(1, ξ). By
inspection, we find that the tensor (14) introduced in
the main text corresponds to the linear map ϕα ≡
ϕ
Pα(T0‘T1)
T0‘T1

: Pα ▷(T0 ‘T1) → 2 · (T0 ‘T1) with α ∈ {0, 1}
under the identification

ϕ
PαTγ1
Tγ2 ≡

ϕα

γ2 γ1
, (A29)

for every γ1, γ2 ∈ {0, 1}. We can now use this data,
together with the isomorphism data in (A5), to explic-
itly compute the module associator of Mod(A(1, ξ)). The
module associator boils to a collection of matrices of the
form

▷F
V1V2Tγ1

Tγ2
: HomM((V1 b V2) ▷ Tγ1 , Tγ2)

∼−→ HomM(V1 ▷(V2 ▷ Tγ1), Tγ2) ,
(A30)

where M ≡ Mod(A(1, ξ)), V1, V2 ∈ {S0, S1, P0, P1}
and γ1, γ2 ∈ {0, 1}. The fact that M is semisim-
ple implies that these determine the full data of the
natural transformation HomM((V1 b V2) ▷ Tγ1 ,−)

∼−→
HomM(V1 ▷(V2 ▷ Tγ1),−), where an application of the
Yoneda lemma provides the inverse module associator
isomorphism ▷F̄V1V2Tγ1 : V1 ▷(V2 ▷ Tγ1)

∼−→ (V1bV2) ▷ Tγ1 .
Our choice of isomorphisms identifying V1 b V2 and
V2 ▷ Tγ1 with their respective decompositions into inde-
composable objects provide the decompositions

HomM((V1 b V2) ▷ Tγ1 , Tγ2)

∼=
à

V3∈V1bV2

HomM(V3 ▷ Tγ1
, Tγ2

) (A31)

and

HomM(V1 ▷(V2 ▷ Tγ1
), Tγ2

)

∼=
à

Tγ3
∈V2▷Tγ1

HomM(V1 ▷ Tγ3
, Tγ2

) , (A32)

respectively. Together with our choice of intertwining
maps V3 ▷ Tγ1

→ Tγ2
and V1 ▷ Tγ3

→ Tγ2
, these decom-

positions provide bases for the hom-spaces appearing in
eq. (A30). It follows that we can view the linear map
defined in eq. (A30) as a matrix indexed by V3 ∈ V1 bV2
and Tγ3

∈ V2 ▷ Tγ1
, the entries of which we refer to as

▷F -symbols. Carrying out the computations, we recover
the ▷F -symbols computed in the main text via the iden-
tification(

▷F
Pα1Pα2Tγ1

Tγ2

)Tγ3

Pα3

≡
(
▷Fα1α2γ1

γ2

)γ3

α3
, (A33)

for every γ1, γ2, γ3, α1, α2, α3 ∈ {0, 1}.

A.6. Symmetric states

Given a finite semisimple indecomposable module cat-
egory M over a fusion category C, vacua of the corre-
sponding C-symmetric gapped phase are in one-to-one
correspondence with simple objects in M [6, 10]. More-
over, representatives of the corresponding symmetric sub-
spaces can be constructed from the data of these simple
objects [14, 17]. Let us apply the same construction to
exact indecomposable module categories over Mod(T4).

Generally, let A = C{kb}b be a right T4-simple left
T4-comodule algebra so that Mod(A) is an exact inde-
composable left Mod(T4)-module category. Let ρ : A →
End(M) withM = C{mc}c be an indecomposable object
in Mod(A). Introducing the notation

ρc2c1 :=
ÿ

b

ρ(kb)
c2
c1 kb , (A34)

one defines a state in HΛ :=
Â

i∈Λ Forg(A) with open
boundary conditions mc1 ,mc|Λ|+1

∈ V as
ÿ

c2,...,c|Λ|

ρ
c|Λ|+1
c|Λ| b · · · b ρc3c2 b ρc2c1 . (A35)

This state can be expressed as a tensor network of the
form (13) by defining the following tensor:

ρ
≡

ÿ

b,c1,c2

c1c2

b

ρ
kb bm∗

c2 bmc1

≡
ÿ

b,c1,c2

ρ(kb)
c2
c1 kb bm∗

c2 bmc1 . (A36)

Repeating this procedure for every indecomposable ob-
ject in Mod(A) yields states that span a subspace of HΛ.
We claim that these states are symmetric in the sense
that the subspace they span is invariant under the action
of the symmetry Mod(T4), as defined in sec. A 3, for ev-
ery finite subset Λ of Z. Indeed, let ρM1

: A → End(M1)
be an indecomposable object in Mod(A) and ϱ : T4 →
End(V ) be an indecomposable object in Mod(T4). By
definition of the Mod(T4)-module structure of Mod(A),

the intertwining map ϕVM1

M2
: V ▷M1 → M2, for any

M2 ∈ V ▷M1 satisfies
ÿ

b2,c2,d2

(
ϕVM1

M2

)c3
d2c2

ϱ(λb2b1)
d2

d1
ρM1(kb2)

c2
c1

=
ÿ

c2,d2

(
ϕVM1

M2

)c3
d2c2

(ϱ ▷ ρM1
)
(
λ(kb1)

)d2c2

d1c1

=
ÿ

c4

ρM2(kb1)
c3
c4

(
ϕVM1

M2

)c4
d1c1

,

(A37)

from which the following tensor network identity follows:

ρM1

ωV

=
ÿ

M2∈V ▷M1

ρM2

ϕ
VM1
M2

ϕ̄
VM1
M2

. (A38)
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Together with orthogonality condition (A28), this guar-
antees that the subspace spanned by states labelled by
every indecomposable object in Mod(A) is indeed invari-
ant under Mod(T4). Let us now examine explicit exam-
ples:

• Mod(A(1, 0)): In app. A 5, we computed two indecom-
posable modules over A(1, 0), namely the simple module
S and its projective cover P . On the one hand, it readily
follows from the definition that the state inHΛ associated
with S is |0⟩b|Λ| under the identification 1 ≡ k0 ≡ |0⟩.
On the other hand, choosing the projective object P , we
recover the W state |W⟩Λ for the choice of open boundary
conditions depicted in eq. (24), under the identifications
1 ≡ |0⟩ and y ≡ |1⟩. Note that choosing different bound-
ary conditions results either in the product state |0⟩b|Λ|

or the zero state. The fact that acting on the product
state with the symmetry operator (ω̂0)

0
1 defined in the

main text results in the W state is now explained by
P0 ▷ S ∼= P .
The most interesting feature of this example is the non-

identity map P → P that factors through S. This map
indicates the existence of topological local operators lo-
cally turning the W state into the product state. Indeed,
consider the maps π : P → S, m0 7→ m1, m1 7→ 0 and
ι : S → P , m1 7→ m1. These can be used to locally
modify the W state as follows:

ρPρPρPρP ρS

πι

=
ρPρP ρS ρS ρS

πι
,

(A39)

where the equality follows from the topological invari-
ance of the local operators, at which point it becomes in-
distinguishable from the product state. Therefore, even
though the indecomposable objects provide two distinct
ground states breaking the Mod(T4) symmetry down to
Z/2Z, they should correspond to the same vacuum in the
infrared limit. Finally, note that one can replace the in-
sertion of the matrices π and ι above, by a single matrix
labelled by ι ◦ π = σ−. The insertion of such a matrix
within the tensor network amounts to acting on the W
state with the physical operator σ+

i : HΛ → HΛ.

• Mod(A(1, ξ)): In app. A 5, we computed two indecom-
posable modules over A(1, ξ), namely the simple modules
T0 and T1. It readily follows from the definitions that ap-
plying our construction to these two modules yields the
product states |+ ξ⟩b|Λ| and | − ξ⟩b|Λ| considered in the
main text, respectively. There, we defined in eq. (12) a
tensor of the form (A36) associated with M = T0 ‘ T1
so as to be able to compute the action of Mod(T4) on an
arbitrary state in the invariant subspace. In light of this
identification, we can now confirm that the ▷F -symbols
computed in the main text do specify the module asso-
ciator of the Mod(T4)-module category Mod(A(1, ξ)). In

this context, the fact that ground states of the Hamil-

tonian H̃(ξ)Λ were found to transform inequivalently un-
der Mod(T4) follows from the fact that the correspond-
ingMod(T4)-module categoriesMod(A(1, ξ)) are inequiv-
alent.

• Mod(A(2, ξ)): In contrast to the two previous cases, we
found a single simple module overA(2, ξ), for any ξ ∈ C×.
Whenever ξ = 1, we recognise the corresponding tensor
network state as the so-called cluster state [76]. Although
the state is here found to be Mod(T4)-symmetric, it is
typically defined as the unique symmetric ground state
of a Z/2Z × Z/2Z-symmetric Hamiltonian. In regard to
this Z/2Z × Z/2Z symmetry, we commented in app. A 4
that as an algebra A(2, ξ) is isomorphic to the group
algebra C[Z/2Z × Z/2Z] twisted by the 2-cocycle βξ—
here interpreted as a group cocycle. But, for ξ ̸= ξ′, the
group 2-cocycles βξ and βξ′ fall within the same coho-
mology class. Computing the local action of the sym-
metry Z/2Z × Z/2Z on the corresponding states would
thus reveal that they all transform equivalently, up to
gauge transformations of the action tensors. However,
repeating the analysis of the main text for this exam-
ple would reveal that the states transform inequivalently
with respect to the Mod(T4)-symmetry. Once we have
established the invariant ▷F -symbols specfiy the module
associator of theMod(T4)-module categoryMod(A(2, ξ)),
this follows from the fact that Hopf 2-cocycles βξ and βξ′
fall within distinct equivalence classes, for any ξ ̸= ξ′.

Below, we discuss how to construct parent Hamiltonians
for the aforementioned symmetric states.

A.7. Parent Hamiltonians

Given a symmetry (unitary) fusion category C admit-
ting a fibre functor and a choice of indecomposable fi-
nite semisimple C-module categoryM encoding a gapped
C-symmetric phase, a commuting projector Hamiltonian
representing the gapped phase can be defined from the
data of a ∆-separable symmetric Frobenius algebra ob-
ject A in C such that ModC(A) ≃ M [14, 17]. Crucially,
given an indecomposable, semisimple, unital, associative
algebra in C, it is always possible to endow it with a ∆-
separable symmetric Frobenius structure [77, 78]. How-
ever, this procedure generally fails in the case of a finite
tensor category. In our case, this failure can be traced
back to the fact that the algebra object A may not pos-
sess a non-zero map into the monoidal unit, which al-
ready obstructs the existence of a counit. It implies that
we may not always be able to construct a gapped sym-
metric commuting projector self-adjoint parent Hamil-
tonian, but we may still be able to construct—at least
in some cases—a gapped symmetric parent Hamiltonian
with a real spectrum.

Let us specialise immediately to the case of A(1, ξ)
with ξ ∈ U(1). We are looking for a parent Hamil-
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tonian for the ground states labelled by the indecom-
posable objects in Mod(A(1, ξ)). Following the discus-
sion at the end of app. A 3, we can turn any morphism
A(1, ξ)b2 → A(1, ξ)b2 in Comod(T4) into a local symmet-
ric operator C2 b C2 → C2 b C2 acting on neighbouring
sites of the microscopic Hilbert space. We choose to write
this morphism as a composition

∆ ◦ µ : A(1, ξ)b2 → A(1, ξ) → A(1, ξ)b2 , (A40)

where µ is the multiplication inA(1, ξ) and ∆ : A(1, ξ) →
A(1, ξ)b2 is a morphism that remains to be determined.
By definition, a morphism ∆ : A(1, ξ) → A(1, ξ)b2 in
Comod(T4) consists of a morphism in Vec satisfying

(idT4
b ∆) ◦ λ = λA(1,ξ)b2 ◦∆ , (A41)

where λA(1,ξ)b2 : A(1, ξ)b2 → T4 b A(1, ξ)b2, a b b 7→
(a(−1) ·b(−1))ba(0)bb(0), for every a, b ∈ A(1, ξ), endows

A(1, ξ)b2 with a T4-comodule structure. We find a two-
dimensional space of morphisms ∆ satisfying eq. (A41)
defined by

∆(1) := ζ1(1 b 1)

∆(y) := ζ2(1 b y) + (ζ1 − ζ2)(y b 1) ,
(A42)

for every ζ1, ζ2 ∈ C. Now, in order to construct a frus-
tration free parent Hamiltonian for the states defined in
app. A 6 associated with T0, T1 ∈ Mod(A(1, ξ)), it is suf-
ficient to require µ ◦∆ = idA(1,ξ)b2 , which in turn forces
ζ1 = 1, while we are still free to choose ζ2. Requir-
ing ∆ to be coassociative further restricts ζ2 to {0, 1}.
Without loss of generality, we choose ζ2 = 0. Bring-
ing everything together, let us consider the morphism
A(1, ξ)b2 → A(1, ξ)b2

∆ ◦ µ : 1 b 1 7→ 1 b 1

1 b y 7→ y b 1

y b 1 7→ y b 1

y b y 7→ ξ · 1 b 1

. (A43)

We finally define the local operator h̃(ξ)i,i+1 as the em-
bedding of the transpose of Forg(∆ ◦ µ) into the mi-
croscopic Hilbert space HΛ.

9 Under the identifications
1 ≡ |0⟩ and y ≡ |1⟩, one recovers local operators (2), as
expected. Following the same steps for A(1, 0), one re-

covers h̃(0)i,i+1. The same strategy also produces a par-
ent Hamiltonian for the ground state associated with the
unique simple object in Mod(A(2, ξ)), for every ξ ∈ C×,
however the spectrum of this Hamiltonian does not ap-
pear to be real.

The construction provided above can also be used to
justify local operators (1). We explained in app. A 6

9 As in eq. (A13), the transpose is merely for the need of our
exposition in the main text.

how ground states | + ξ⟩b|Λ| and | − ξ⟩b|Λ| can be con-
structed from the simple modules T0 and T1 over A(1, ξ),
respectively. Consider instead the twisted group algebra
C[Z/2Z]βξ = C⟨h |h2 = ξ · 1⟩, where βξ is treated here
as a 1-coboundary of Z/2Z. Since C[Z/2Z]βξ is isomor-
phic to A(1, ξ) as an algebra, they share the same simple
modules. However, they do not possess the same T4-
comodule structure, so that the map ∆ is now defined by
∆(1) = 1

2ξ (ξ · 1b 1+hbh) and ∆(h) = 1
2 (1bh+hb 1).

Proceeding as before, one recovers local operators (1) un-
der the identification 1 ≡ |0⟩ and h ≡ |1⟩.


	A non-semisimple non-invertible symmetry
	Abstract
	Introduction
	S1-parametrised family of Z/2Z symmetry breaking states
	Hamiltonians
	Non-invertible symmetry
	Invariants

	Breaking the non-semisimple symmetry
	Hamiltonian
	Ground state subspace

	Discussion
	Category theoretic underpinnings
	Taft algebra T4
	Tensor category `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AMod(T4)
	Spin chains with `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AMod(T4) symmetry
	Algebra objects in `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AComod(T4)
	Module categories over `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AMod(T4)
	Symmetric states
	Parent Hamiltonians



