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Abstract

There are families of physical systems that cannot be adiabatically evolved to

the trivial system uniformly across the parameter space, even if each system in

the family belongs to the trivial phase. The obstruction is measured by higher

Berry class. We analyze families of topological systems in 1+1d using families

of invertible TQFTs and families of RG fixed states of spin chains. We use the

generalized matrix-product states to describe RG fixed points of all translation

invariant pure splits states on spin chains. Families of such fixed points correspond

to bundles of Hilbert-Schmidt operators. There exists a global MPS parametriza-

tion of the family if and only if the latter bundle is trivial. We propose a novel

duality of parametrized topological phases which is an avatar of the T-duality

in string theory. The duality relates families with different parameter spaces and

different higher Berry classes. Mathematically, the T-duality is realized by gaug-

ing the circle action on the continuous trace algebra generated by parametrized

matrix-product tensors.

Keywords: Topological phases, Operator algebras, T-duality

1 Introduction and conclusion

Topological phases of one-dimensional quantum lattice systems are well understood by
now. All plain bosonic phases are trivial, while there are non-trivial phases protected by
a local symmetry group and non-trivial families of parametrized phases. In particular,
phases parametrized by a spaceM are classified by a cohomology classH ∈ H3(M,Z),
higher Berry class. WhenM is a total space of a principal U(1)-bundle, we can perform
a Fourier transform along the circle. As a result, a family parametrized byM with the
Berry class H is dual to a family parametrized by another space M̂ and another class
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Ĥ ∈ H3(M̂,Z), and vice versa. This paper is intended to serve as an invitation to
the subject of T-duality in parametrized topological phases of matter. We review and
revisit the material concerning families of 1d phases in order to interpret the T-duality
as a transformation of the data parametrizing families of RG fixed states.

This paper is devoted to a study of topological phases of physical systems in one
spatial dimension. Primarily, we focus on applications to quantum lattice systems in
1d – spin chains. Topological phases are represented by sufficiently local Hamiltonians
with a unique gapped ground state. Different topological phases correspond to different
connected components of the space of such Hamiltonians with respect to the adiabatic
evolution. An alternative point of view at topological phases, the one taken in this
paper, as of the patterns of entanglement of the unique ground state.

We consider only translation invariant states – they admit a description in terms
of the non-commutative Markov chains [1]/generalized matrix-product states [2–4].
This formalism uses auxiliary algebras acting on the virtual/bond space to encode the
multi-partite entanglement. In the case of finite-dimensional auxiliary algebra, this is
known as the finitely-correlated states [5] and matrix-product states [6, 7]. Pure trans-
lationally invariant states in 1d in infinite volume with relatively low entanglement
(by which we mean the states satisfying the split property in the sense of [4]) are com-
pletely described the generalized MPS [2–4] with the virtual von Neumann algebra of
type I.

Generalized MPS (gMPS) allow a uniform description of renormalization fixed
points of all TI pure split states. We use the RG fixed states as representatives of
the trivial topological phase. Then, we describe families of topological phases as fam-
ilies of invertible TQFTs and families of RG fixed states. We explain how the gluing
data for a family of invertible open-closed 2d TQFTs is equivalent to a U(1) bundle
gerbe. Families of RG fixed gMPS tensors are encoded by bundles of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators: locally, a field of RG fixed gMPS tensors is a frame for such a bundle. The
isomorphism classes of U(1) bundle gerbes and of algebras of Hilbert-Schmidt opera-
tors are given by H3(M,Z). There exists a global gMPS parametrization of a family
of states iff the corresponding Hilbert-Schmidt bundle is trivial.

T-duality. The T-duality is a duality in string theory and corresponding low-energy
non-linear sigma models [8] relating theories with different Target-spaces. At the level
of NLSMs, the T-duality is a gauging of a U(1) isometry of the target-space [9]. In the
context of parametrized phases, the NLSMs appear as effective field theories for the
mass parameters for a family of gapped theories [10–12]. In particular, the non-trivial
topological term in an NLSM is interpreted as higher Berry curvature. The T-dual
sigma-model has a different target space with a different metric, B-field, and generally
different topology [13]. Here we employ a topological approach to the T-duality which
does not involve a metric and which can be applied to topological theories [13, 14].

In the algebraic-geometric duality, gauging a group action on a space is equivalent
to gauging the action on an algebra. From the point of view of operator algebras, the
T-duality is a transformation of a C∗-algebra generated by RG fixed parametrized
gMPS tensors. As basic examples, we have the following T-dual pairs:

(S3, 1)←→ (S3, 1) , (S2 × S1, 1)←→ (S3, 0) , (S2 × S1, 0)←→ (S2 × S1, 0) (1)
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Here “0” and “1”’ stand for the higher Berry numbers, i.e., integrals of higher Berry
classes over the corresponding three-manifolds.

Concluding remarks. From the point of view of topological phases, the parameter
space and a local G-symmetry should seen as two faces of the same coin. This is most
transparent in the language of U(1) extensions of groupoids as was done in [15]: the
parameter space gives us the Čech groupoid while any group is a groupoid with a
single element. Gauging of a finite subgroup of a symmetry group in any dimension
was discussed in many places, e.g., [16, 17]. Here we provide a simple example of
gauging in the parameter space.

We expect that T-dual theories can be separated by “bi-branes”, the topolog-
ical defects separating two parametrized families, mathematically given by gerbe
bimodules [18].

The Abelian T-duality reviewed in this work admits many generalizations such as
the G-equivariant [19] and non-Abelian and non-commutative T-duality [20].

Notation. We use V , P , and H to denote separable complex Hilbert spaces – V
for the virtual/bond space and P for physical, and H is reserved for the infinite-
dimensional space. T, HS, K, and B stand for the trace-class, Hilbert-Schmidt,
compact, and bounded operators respectively. By P we denote the projectivization of
a Hilbert space.

2 Parametrized families of gapped systems in 1+1d

In this section we discuss the generalities of parametrized invertible phases in 1+1d
by analyzing families of invertible 2d TQFTs.

Topological phases in 1+1d protected by a local symmetry group G are fully cap-
tured by G-equivariant 2d TQFTs, in the sense that all existing classifications, e.g.,
by using the MPS argument [21, 22] or operator algebra methods [23–25], agree with
the classification by 2d TQFTs [26, 27]. On the other hand, parametrized topological
phases are argued to be classified by H3(M,Z), see [28] for the effective field theory
approach, [29, 30] for operator algebras approach, and [31–33] for MPS approach.

In what follows we give a simple argument for why the gluing of invertible open-
closed 2d TQFTs produces a U(1) bundle gerbe, an object classified by H3(M,Z).
We do not impose any symmetry, but the analysis of parametrized and G-symmetric
phases can be conducted by analogy.

Any closed 2d TQFT F , as a functor, is completely determined by its value on
the circle F(S1), which is a commutative Frobenius algebra. Moreover, there is an
equivalence of 1-categories of closed 2d TQFTs and commutative Frobenius algebras
[34]. A 2d TQFT representing the trivial phase is simply the algebra A ∼= C, equipped
with a non-zero complex number λ, the value of the Frobenius form. As we have
in mind TQFTs effectively describing spin chain models, we choose the canonical
normalization λ = 1 [26, 27]; from now on we assume the Frobenius form is canonically
normalized.

In order to define an open-closed 2d TQFT, we need an extra datum, the cate-
gory of boundary conditions [15], what F assigns to a point. If F(S1) = C, then this
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category is simply the category of complex vector spaces VecC, the category of rep-
resentations of C. In other words, a trivial phase is characterized by a pair A = C

and VecC. Now, we consider families of such pairs. We glue algebras using algebra
automorphisms and their categories of representations using Morita bimodules. Alter-
natively, we can start with a fully-extended 2-1-0 TQFT with the target 2-category
of finite-dimensional C-algebras, bimodules, and intertwiners. Then, forming a stack
over the parameter space is a natural thing to do.

We assume that the parameter space is a smooth compact manifold M, though
many results in this paper can be restated for topological spaces. Let U be some good
cover ofM, i.e., a finite collection of open sets U = {Uα}α∈I which are all contractible
and all their intersections are contractible – such a cover always exists for a smooth
manifold, see p. 42 in [35]. To each Uα we associate a copy of C. Note that we consider
C as a C-algebra – for that reason we associate a copy of C to the whole patch
instead of forming, say, a line bundle. To each double intersection Uαβ := Uα ∩Uβ , we
associate a (trivial, since all intersections are contractible) line bundle Lαβ of C − C

bimodules. The tensor product of a pair of C, as of bimodules, is isomorphic to C,
with the isomorphism being a non-zero complex number. In other words, to any triple
intersection Uαβγ , we associate an isomorphism of line bundles

λαβγ : Lαβ ⊗ Lβγ
∼
−→ Lαγ . (2)

The associativity of the tensor product is a condition on λ holding for any quadruple
intersection. In other words, λ is a Čech 2-cocyle valued in the sheaf of C×-valued func-
tions, i.e., an element of Z2(U ,C×). The data consisting of the line bundles {Lαβ}α,β∈I ,
and isomorphisms {λαβγ}α,β,γ∈I is nothing but a data of a U(1) bundle gerbe in the
sense of Hitchin-Chatterjee [36].

There are natural ways of defining isomorphisms of bundle gerbes, that we are
not going to spell out. We recommend [37] for a thorough discussion of various 2-
stacks and where bundle gerbes are presented as special types of 2-line bundles and,
more generally, of 2-vector bundles. In the appropriate category, bundle gerbes defined
on different good covers of M are equivalent, as bundle gerbes defined on different
covers can be compared by pulling them back to the intersection of the two covers.
Instead of working with good cover U , we can take its Čech nerve N(U) so that
H2(N(U),C×) ∼= H3(N(U),Z) ∼= H3(M,Z).
Remark 1. Let us conclude with a remark regarding the connection between our
parameter space and the “space-time” from [15]. Using the algebro-geometric intuition,
we can naively imagine a family of Frobenius algebras as a commutative Frobenius
algebra whose spectrum “is”M. However, any Frobenius algebra is finite dimensional
and has a finite spectrum. This was observed in [15] and the spectrum was taken as the
space-time. According to the discussion above, their space-time is a Čech nerve of our
parameter space M. Nevertheless, we will not abandon the idea of having an algebra
with spectrum M; we will argue that the appropriate algebra is a continuous-trace
C∗-algebra with spectrumM.
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3 Topological states in 1d

In this section we describe examples of parametrized states on spin chains with zero
correlation length. We consider a family of states and assume that each state in the
family is translation invariant (TI), pure, and split. Such states are very well studied
even in infinite volume thanks to the formalism of generalized matrix-product states
[1, 2, 5]. We review the description of such states as well their RG fixed points. In the
end, we construct families of the RG fixed points.
Remark 2. Let us comment on the split property. One should think of split states in
1d as having relatively low entanglement, see [38] for a review of entanglement types
of spin chains. Importantly, a unique ground states of any local gapped Hamiltonian
is pure and split, see Corollary 3.2 of [39]. Strictly speaking, the split states are more
general than the short-range entangled states of [24]. We stress that the split property
is the characterization of the entanglement pattern of the spin-chain rather than its
dynamical properties. In particular, correlation functions of local operators in a split
state might not decay exponentially fast with the distance.

The philosophy behind the infinite-volume states is that we define a state on the
whole lattice Z, yet we substitute only (quasi-) local operators. This way, we do not
have to worry about existence of the thermodynamic limit. Let P be the local Hilbert
space of the spin chain. Unless specified, P is finitely dimensional. The algebra of
operators acting on each site is the algebra of all bounded operators BP (matrix
algebra). Let AZ be the C∗ algebra of quasi-local operators on Z which is the operator
norm completion of the infinite tensor product of BP :

AZ =
⊗

Z

BP
C∗

. (3)

Definition 1. Let BV be the von Neumann algebra of all bounded operators on a
separable Hilbert space V. A semi-finitely correlated state (SFCS) on AZ, is a pair
(E, φ) consisting of

• A normal completely-positive map E : BP⊗BV → BV such that E(1⊗ ) := Φ( ) is
a normal CP map BV → BV, which is also unital Φ(1) = 1. The identity operator
1 is the unique fixed point of Φ.

• A normal faithful state φ on BV such that φ ◦ Φ(x) = φ(x) for all x ∈ BV. As a
normal state on BV, it can be represented by a positive trace-class operator ρ of unit
trace: φ(x) = Tr[ ρ x ]. Moreover, ρ is invertible as φ is faithful.

The definitions used here are standard, see, e.g., [40]. An SFCS defines a translation
invariant state ω on AZ in the following way. Let O = O1⊗ . . .⊗On ∈ A{1,...,n} ⊂ AZ

be a simple local operator supported on the sites {1, . . . , n} ⊂ Z. As a part of AZ, this
operator is understood as

. . .1 . . .1O1 . . .On 1 . . .1 . . . (4)
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The expectation value of this operator is given by

ω(O) = φ[. . .Φ(E(O1 ⊗ E(O2 . . .E(On ⊗ Φ(. . .))] = φ[E(O1 ⊗ E(O2 . . .E(On ⊗ 1)]
(5)

– in this equality we used that Φ preserves φ. This way, we have a translation invari-
ant state defined everywhere on AZ. The pair (Φ, φ) of a normal unital CP map on
BV preserving a normal faithful state are known in the literature as W∗-dynamical
systems [41]. As we are going to see, for pure states, the pairs (E, φ) and (Φ, φ) are
interchangeable.

Given a normal unital CP map Φ : BV → BV , there are equivalent formulations
of the Kraus theorem [42]:

• There exists a Hilbert space P and an isometry

V : V → P ⊗ V , such that Φ(x) = V ∗(1⊗ x)V . (6)

• There exists a linear map T : P → BV , called generalized MPS tensor, such that for
a choice of basis {|i〉}di=1 for P , Φ can be presented by the set of Kraus operators
{Ti = T (|i〉)}di=1:

Φ(x) =

d∑

i=1

Ti xT
∗
i , x ∈ BV . (7)

A part of the Kraus theorem states that the set of Kraus operators is unique up to
a choice of basis for P . The correspondence between certain normal CP maps and
generalized matrix-product tensors can be obtained functorially for the general vN
algebras; it is a subject of an upcoming paper [43].

Given the isometry V as above, we can define a CP map EV : BP ⊗BV → BV via

EV : O ⊗ x 7→ V ∗(O ⊗ x)V (8)

Such CP maps are called purely generated [5, 44].
Proposition 1. (Proposition 3.5 of [4]) Let ω be a translation invariant pure split
state on AZ. Then, there exists an isometry V as in (6) as well as a normal state φ
in BV such that (EV , ρ) is an SFCS representing ω.

We also have limN→∞ ΦN (x) = φ(x) · 1 for any x ∈ BV and the vN algebra
generated by the Kraus operators is BV.

This proposition, in particular, implies that there is no loss of information if we
go from (E, φ) to (Φ, φ): Φ and E are related through the isometry V. Note also that
in the case of split states, as opposed to gapped ground states of local Hamiltonians,
there is no guarantee that ΦN will converge to its (ultraweak) limit exponentially fast.

The generalized MPS tensor plays the role of the linear datum associated with a
1d TI state. We note that in order to obtain a well-defined state from a gMPS tensor,
it must take values in the set of Hilbert-Schmidt operators HSV ⊂ BV .
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3.1 RG fixed points and trivial topological phases

We wish to study topological phases through the lens of the renormalization group
fixed points. Let ω be a state presented by a pair (Φ, φ) or SFCS (E, φ). Renormal-
ization of quantum states in 1d comprises of blocking neighboring sites and removing
local entanglement via unitary transformations [45]. The SFCS formalism allows to
define the RG flow in a coordinate-free way: the action on Φ extracted from ω is sim-
ply Φ 7→ Φ ◦Φ. Upon blocking of sites, the new local Hilbert space has the dimension
equal to the number of Kraus operators representing Φ◦Φ. Therefore, the local Hilbert
space either does not grow if V = C, or bounded by (dimV)2. As an example, the fixed
point obtained from the AKLT model [5] is given by V = C2, P ∼= C4, and ρ = 1.

States that can be represented by SFCS with dimV <∞ are known in the literature
as finitely correlated states [5]. From the point of view of infinite spin chains, this case
is somewhat degenerate as it assumes that there is a finite number of non-zero Schmidt
coefficients in the decomposition of such states into the left and right half-chains (the
split property allows us to define the Schmidt coefficients).

In what follows we assume that dimV = ∞. Thus, at the RG fixed points, the
local Hilbert space dimension is infinite. Strictly speaking, ΦN as N → ∞ cannot be
a part of the SFCS data as it corresponds to dimP =∞. The CP map corresponding
to RG fixed point is the ultraweak limit of ΦN as N →∞.
Remark 3. The SFCS construction as is does not apply to quantum lattice systems
with infinite dimensional local Hilbert spaces. We need to require that the normal
CP map Φ in Definition 1 is adjointable [43]. We say that the normal CP map is
adjointable if it preserves the space of trace-class operators TV and there exists an
nCP map Φ†, called the adjoint of Φ, on BV such that Tr[Φ†(κ)x] = Tr[κΦ(x)]. The
adjointable CP maps do define generalized MPS tensors [43].

Proposition 1 describes RG fixed points of all TI pure split states: the are defined
by conditional expectations F 2 = F onto the fixed point subspace C · 1. Note F has
an adjoint, in the sense of the Remark above, and F †(κ) = Tr[κ] · ρ for any κ ∈ TV .
Physically, such fixed points correspond to a completely clustered state on AZ with
zero correlation length. Our fixed points are straightforward generalizations of the
fixed points described in [26, 45] where V is assumed finite-dimensional.

It is not difficult to obtain the Kraus decomposition for F . We denote the Hilbert
space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on V by HSV . Let us choose an ON basis {ei}

dimV
i=1

for V such that {ei ⊗ e
∨
j }

dimV
i,j=1 is a basis for HSV . At the RG fixed point, the phys-

ical Hilbert space P ∼= HSV . The generalized MPS tensor is constructed by any
isomorphism t : P

∼
−→ HSV :

T ◦ t−1(x) = x ρ1/2 , x ∈ HSV . (9)

These fixed point tensors are equivalent in the sense that their images generate
the same vN algebra BV or the same C∗-algebra of compact operators KV . For our
purposes, we are going to use the C∗-completion. Note that KV is Morita equivalent
to C in the sense that there exists an imprimitivity KV −C bimodule [46]. Therefore,
all fixed points of pure split states are equivalent as their generalized MPS tensors
generate either a matrix algebra or KV , which are all Morita-equivalent to C.
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3.2 Families of RG fixed states

We consider families of topologically trivial physical states continuously parametrized
by a topological spaceM . For simplicity, we assumeM to be a compact manifold and
each state in the family to be an RG fixed state.

A continuous family of pure quantum mechanical states can be parametrized by
sections of a not necessarily trivial hermitian line bundle [47]–this is the usual setup for
ordinary Berry curvature [48]. The non-vanishing Berry curvature is an obstruction to
the existence of a continuous vector field in the Hilbert space presenting the pure state.
Similarly, higher Berry curvature is an obstruction for a family of one-dimensional
states to admit a continuous representation by a field of MPS tensors, assuming each
element of the family admits such a representation [32, 33].

Due to the theorem by Hastings [49], any unique ground state of a local gapped
Hamiltonian can be approximated by an MPS with a finite-dimensional bond space. In
our approach, we use generalized MPS exactly presenting any split pure state. Fam-
ilies of injective MPS with bond space V of constant dimension along the parameter
space correspond to principle bundles with the structure group PGL(V) [31–33]. Such
bundles can realize only the torsion part of H3(M,Z), due to the Serre theorem [50].
In order to realize non-torsion classes, [32, 33] consider families of MPS with bond
spaces dimensions varying from patch to patch. We employ generalized MPS with a
constant but infinite bond dimension which allow us to realize the non-torsion classes.

A generalized RG fixed MPS tensor is defined up to an overall conjugation with a
unitary. Let T, T ′ : P → BV be gMPS tensors such that

T ′(ψ) = U T (ψ)U∗ , U ∈ U(V) . (10)

The corresponding pairs (Φ, φ) and (AdU ◦Φ, φ ◦AdU∗) define the same state on AZ.
This gauge redundancy allows us to glue families of gMPS tensors from the local data.

For simplicity, we consider only RG fixed tensors. In order to define a family of RG
fixed gMPS tensors, we first define locally-trivial bundles of Hilbert-Schmidt operators.
Let H be the infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space – this space will play the role
of V from the previous section. A locally-trivial bundle of Hilbert-Schmidt operators
on H (HS bundle) E trivialized over a good cover U is a bundle with a typical fiber
HSH:

E|Uα

∼= Uα ×HSH . (11)

The structure group of E is the projective unitary group PU(H) as Aut(HSH) =
PU(H). There are many non-equivalent topologies on U(H) and PU(H): we choose the
compact-open topology, see details in [51]. In this topology, U(H) acts continuously
on the algebra HSH by conjugations (Prop. A1.1 of [51]) and is contractible (Prop.
A2.1, loc. cit.).
Proposition 2. The set of isomorphism classes of bundles of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators on H is isomorphic to the Abelian groups

H1(M,PU(H)) ∼= H2(M,U(1)) ∼= H3(M,Z) . (12)
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Proof. The proof of the analogous classification result for bundles of algebras of com-
pact operators is given in [52] and reviewed in [53]. The proof of the present proposition
repeats verbatim after we notice that Aut(HSH) = PU(H).

According to (9), the parametrized RG-fixed gMPS tensor over Uα is defined by a
local frame for a HS bundle. In other words, there exists a global gMPS parametriza-
tion of a family of RG fixed states if and only if there exists a global frame for the HS
bundle. The latter exists if and only if the HS bundle is trivial, i.e., the corresponding
cohomology class in H3(M,Z) vanishes.

Finally, we want to note that a similar analysis can be conducted for the general
injective, but not necessarily RG fixed, gMPS tensors.

3.3 Projective Hilbert bundles

Let us describe how all classes of HS bundles can be constructed. This construction
will be specifically useful for the RG fixed points.

Consider a locally trivial bundle P with a fiber PH, where PH is a projectivization
of H, and the structure group PU(H) overM. Locally, the total space of this bundle
is isomorphic to Uα × PH. One can ask1 if there exists a bundle W of Hilbert spaces
such that P = PW . The obstruction to the lifting of P is a twisting class ηP ∈
H2(M,U(1)) ∼= H3(M,Z), see, e.g., Proposition 2.1 of [51].

Any bundle of projective Hilbert spaces P has a dual such that ηP∗ = −ηP . Given
a bundle of projective Hilbert spaces P , we can form a bundle P ⊗P ∗ with vanishing
twisting class. As the lifting obstruction of P ⊗ P ∗ vanishes, it can be lifted to a
bundle of Hilbert spaces which is nothing but the bundle of Hilbert-Schmidt operators
P ⊗ P ∗ ∼= P(HSP ). It is easy to check that the lifting obstruction ηP ∈ H

3(M,Z) of
P is the same as the isomorphism class of the corresponding HS bundle. This way, any
projective Hilbert bundle gives rise to a bundle of HS operators. This correspondence
should be seen as a version of the bulk-boundary correspondence. Indeed, in finite
volume, boundary conditions for a family of gMPS are given by a (projective) Hilbert
bundle, a module over the HS bundle. There exists a family of Hilbert spaces hosting
the boundary conditions if and only if the twisting class of a bundle of projective
spaces vanishes.

Let remark on the similarity of this construction with the standard construction of
1d SPTs: given a projective representation v of G, we define the local Hilbert spaces as
P = v⊗v∗ and entangle them by pairing neighboring v∗ and v, as was done in [22, 26].

4 Topological T-duality

The T-duality is one of the first dualities discovered in string theory where it relates
different toroidal compactifications, see, e.g., [54] for a textbook account. The T-
duality has a remnant in (1+1)-dimensional gauged non-linear sigma models [9] whose
target-space is a circle bundle. The circle action on the target space of an NLSM is a
global symmetry which can be gauged; the T-duality of NLSMs is an exact invertible
transformation of the path integral which corresponds to gauging the circle action.

1This problem was posed and solved by G. Segal in an unpublished work.
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The NLSM consists of three pieces of data (M, B, g) whereM is a smooth manifold,
which we assume to be a total space of a circle bundle, B is a B-field defining a class in
H3(M,Z), and g is a metric. Then, the T-duality then is a rule, aka the Buscher rules

[9], associating another triple (M, B, g) ↔ (M̂, B̂, ĝ). This is called the geometric

T-duality as it is formulated with the use of a metric. Crucially, the topology ofM
can be different from the topology of M̂ [13]. The rule of topology change is described
below.

The T-duality can be formulated purely topologically, without the use of a metric;
this version is called topological T-duality. The (Abelian) topological T-duality
after Bunke and Schick is formulated in terms of a pair (M, H) where M is a total
space of a circle bundle over the base B, and a cohomology class H ∈ H3(M,Z). The

T-duality prescribes that there exists another pair (M̂, Ĥ) where M̂ is a total space

of another circle bundle over the same base B and a class Ĥ ∈ H3(M̂,Z) (Lemma
2.32 of [14]).

As a circle bundle,M is completely determined by the first Chern class c1(M) ∈

H2(B,Z) of the associated complex line bundle. The T-dual space M̂ is another circle
bundle and the Chern classes of the T-dual spaces are related via [13, 14]:

c1(M) = π̂∗Ĥ , c1(M̂) = π∗H (13)

where π∗ and π̂∗ are the push-forward maps (integrations along the fibers). Further,
the T-dual pairs must fit into the following diagram [13, 55]:

p∗H p̂ ∗Ĥ

H ĤM×B M̂

M M̂

B

=

p̂p

π π̂

Here p and p̂ are the projections onto M and M̂ respectively and p ∗H , p̂ ∗Ĥ are
the corresponding pull-backs of H and Ĥ . The horizontal arrow is an equality of the
cohomology classes.

4.1 Examples

Let us consider two examples with M = S3. Let ωS1

, ωS2

, and ωS3

be the volume
forms on S1, S2, and S3 respectively. Consider the following pair (S3, ωS3

). The S3 is

the Hopf bundle π : S3 → S2 with c1(S
3) = ωS2

. It is a known fact that π∗ω
S3

= ωS2

.

As c1(M̂) ∼= ωS2

, we imply that M̂ ∼= S3 and that Ĥ = ωS3

. Thus, we obtain the
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following T-dual pair

(S3, ωS3

)↔ (S3, ωS3

) . (14)

For the second example, we take (S3, H = 0). Then, M̂ = S2 × S1. The condition

π̂∗Ĥ = ωS2

implies that Ĥ = ωS2

⊗ωS1

where ωS2

⊗ωS1

is the generator of H3(S2 ×
S1,Z). We obtain the second pair

(S3, 0)↔ (S2 × S1, ωS2

⊗ ωS1

) . (15)

As a generalization of the previous examples, consider the lens spaces L(n; 1). One
obtains the following pairs [13]:

(L(n; 1),mω)↔ (L(m; 1), n ω′) (16)

where ω and ω′ are the generators of H3(L(n; 1),Z) and H3(L(m; 1),Z) respectively.

4.2 T-duality via continuous-trace algebras

Informally, the T-duality is a gauging of a circle action on a circle bundle. In this
section we review the operator algebra approach to T-duality so that it can be seen
as a transformation of an algebra generated by parametrized gMPS tensors.

We are interested in C∗-algebras generated by the gMPS tensors. In order to access
the tools available for the Banach algebras, we complete the HS bundles in the operator
norm topology. The completion of HSH is the C∗-algebra of compact operators KH
such that the bundle of Hilbert-Schmidt operators upon completion becomes a bundle
with the typical fiber KH and structure group PU(H). A theorem by Dixmier and
Douady [52] states that the C∗-algebra of sections of a bundle of compact operators
over M (assumed to be a compact manifold) is isomorphic to a stable continuous-
trace (CT) algebra with spectrumM. A CT algebra A is stable if A⊗KH ∼= A. The
CT algebras can be defined internally but we use their connection with bundles of
compact operators as a definition, see also [56].
Remark 4. The Gelfand duality [57, 58] establishes a correspondence between com-
mutative C∗algebras and locally compact Hausdorff topological spaces, such that any
such algebra A is isomorphic to the algebra of continuous complex functions on a com-
pact topological space A ∼= C0(X), where X is the Gelfand spectrum of A. Informally,
the CT algebras locally look like C0(M)⊗KH [46].

The CT algebras with the spectrumM are classified by the Dixmier-Doudy invari-
ant [52] taking values in H3(M,Z). Let us denote by CT (M, H) the isomorphism
class of CT algebras with spectrumM and Dixmier-Douady invariantH ∈ H3(M,Z).

A crucial for our applications is a theorem by Philips and Raeburn [59] that says
that the result of a gauging of a free U(1) action on a CT algebra is another CT
algebra. Practically, we are interested in compact manifolds, which are automatically
second-countable (see, e.g. [60]) and have homotopy types of finite CW complexes [61].
Theorem 3. (Raeburn-Rosenberg [46, 59, 62]) LetM be a compact topological space
which is second countable and has the homotopy type of a finite CW complex. LetM be

11



a total space of a circle bundle π :M→ B and A = CT (M, H) with H ∈ H3(M,Z).
Lift the free action of S1 ∼= R/Z onM to a locally free action of R onM, and then to
an action α of R on A. Then, the B = A⋊α R is a stable CT -algebra with spectrum
M̂, the total space of another circle bundle π̂ : M̂ → B. The Chern classes and the
DD classes are related as in (13).

The auxiliary results proving the existence of the lifts can be found in [62].
In the operator-algebraic approach, the T-duality is a transformation of the algebra

of sections of bundles of compacts operators.We obtained the latter as a C∗-completion
of the bundles of RG fixed gMPS tensors. The gauging of the U(1) action indeed
reproduces the topological T-duality reviewed in the previous section.
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