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Built upon the previous work on the 4d anomalies and 5d cobordism invariants (namely, 5d
invertible field theory [iTFT] or symmetry-protected topological state [SPTs]) of the Standard Model
[SM] gauge theory with compatible (SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1))/Z4 gauge group for ¢ = 1,2,3,6, we
further enumerate lower-dimensional iTFT / SPTs in 4d, 3d, 2d, and 1d. While the 4d SPTs are
interesting gapped phases attachable to the SM, those integer classes of SPTs (either the torsion
or the free cobordism class) are not universal and are difficult to detect. However, fractional SPTs
are more universal and can be detected by a topological response similar to the Hall conductance
under an appropriate symmetry twist background field. We find a nontrivial symmetry-extension
from a magnetic l-symmetry U(1)[{} by an electric l-symmetry Zg,, ;) introducing the k € Zg/,
fractionalization class. While we also introduce the background fields for Baryon minus Lepton
number (B — L) like 0-symmetries of U(1)q-n.L, U(1)x, and Z4 x, that introduces two more data
a € 1,3 and B € 1,5 for the SMs. We present their Hall conductance response data (denoted as
o,0', and ¢ respectively), between 0-symmetry and 1-symmetry background fields, and show their
fractional dependence on the SM data (g, «, 8, k).
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I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY
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The interplay between gauge theories and topological phases of matter [1] has garnered significant attention in
recent theoretical physics research, particularly in the context of the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics [2—6].
Building upon our previous investigations into four-dimensional anomalies and five-dimensional cobordism invariants
of the SM [7, 8], this work delves deeper into the realm of invertible field theories (iTFTs) and symmetry-protected
topological states (SPTs) associated with the gauge group structure of the SM, specifically under the framework of
(SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1))/Z4 for ¢ =1,2,3,6 (see [9] and [5, 6, 10, 11]).

In this study, we extend our exploration to enumerate lower-dimensional iTFTs and SPTs across four, three, two,
and one dimensions. While the four-dimensional SPTs present intriguing gapped phases that can be attached to
the SM, we uncover that the integer classes of these SPTs—whether they belong to the torsion or free cobordism
classes—exhibit non-universality and pose challenges for experimental detection. In contrast, we highlight the signif-
icance of fractional SPTs, which demonstrate greater universality and can be probed through topological responses
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akin to Hall conductance in the presence of appropriate symmetry twist background fields. See a recent attempt in
[12].

A key finding of our work is the identification of a nontrivial symmetry extension from a magnetic one-symmetry
U(l)m through an electric one-symmetry Z¢ Ja] which introduces a fractionalization class characterized by k € Zg .

Additionally, we introduce background fields corresponding to the baryon minus lepton number (B—L), which manifest
as zero-symmetries such as U(1)q-n,L, U(1)x, and Z4 x. These background fields contribute further parameters,
a € {1,3} and 8 € {1, 5}, enriching the theoretical framework for the SM.

We present the Hall conductance response data, denoted as o, o', and ¢”, which elucidate the interactions between
zero-symmetry and one-symmetry background fields. Our findings reveal a fractional dependence on the Standard
Model parameters (g, o, 8, k), thereby providing new insights into the topological aspects of gauge theories and their
implications for particle physics. This work not only advances the theoretical understanding of SPTs and iTFTs but
also paves the way for potential experimental investigations into these fascinating quantum phenomena.

In this work, we shall focus on a specific question: What is the topological response of the 4d Standard
Model (SM) [13-16]7 Before attempting to solve this, we shall sharpen the question further. We need to first specify
the spacetime-internal symmetries of SM, typically written as

G = Gspacctimc X Gintcrnal
= (Fpscstim )
shared

Gspacctimc X Naihared Gintcrnal- (1)

The Nghared is the shared common normal subgroup symmetry between Ggpacetime a0d Ginternal, €-8. Nshared €an be
the fermion parity symmetry Z%', which acts on fermions by 1 + —1. The Lie algebra of the internal symmetry of
SM is su(3) x su(2) x u(1), but the global structure Lie group Gsm, has four possible versions [9, 17]:

SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)
Z, ’

Gsm, = with ¢ = 1,2, 3,6. (2)

We also include the baryon minus lepton B — L vector symmetry respected by the SM gauge structure and Yukawa-
Higgs terms. We consider both a continuous U(1)g_r, or U(1)x, or a discrete order-4 finite abelian Z4 x group;
there X = 5(B—L) — %f’ is Wilczek-Zee’s chiral symmetry [18] with the electroweak hypercharge Y. We decide
not to include extra discrete charge conjugation, parity, or time-reversal (C, P, or T) symmetries as they are already
individually broken at the SM energy scale. The SM is a Lorentz invariant QFT that obeys the spacetime rotation
and boost symmetry Ggpacetime = Spin group (Spin(3,1) in Lorentz signature and Spin(4) in Euclidean signature).
Gathering the above data, we learn that three physically pertinent versions of spacetime-internal symmetries of SM
are:

_ . U(1)q-n.1L X Gsw,
Ggl\(/lqu Nel = Spin Xz¥ ( Q 7. ),
U(l)X X GSM
U(1 _ . aq
GSI\(AQ)X = Spin Xzr (—ZB )
and Ggﬁ/’lj = Spin Xzr Ly x X Gsu, - (3)

Here, there is a choice of o = 1,3 due to the shared common subgroup U(1)y and U(1)q—n.1, and there is a choice
of B =1,5 due to the shared common subgroup U(1)y and U(1)x, see Table I. The three versions of the symmetry
(3) are compatible with the representation (rep) of the 3 families of 15 Weyl fermions of quarks and leptons (below
written as left-handed 2-component Weyl spinors of the spacetime Spin group) confirmed by experiments, possibly
with or without the 16th Weyl fermion (the right-handed neutrino sterile to SM gauge force):

dr @l ® qL © U D ER ® Ny, zVj R
~(3,1)28(1,2)3®(3,2)1 @ (3,1)_4 & (1,1)6 ® ny, ,(1,1) for each family of su(3) x su(2) x u(1)y. (4)

We use nuy, 5, M, >N, x € {0,1} to label either the absence or presence of the 16th Weyl fermion for each of the
three families of electron e, muon f, or tauon 7 types. In general, we can consider N families (typically Ny = 3) and
a total sterile neutrino number n,, = > W, g that can be equal, smaller, or larger than 3.

In a gauge theory, the internal symmetry also includes higher n-symmetries as generalized global symmetries [19)
that act on nd charged objects (1d lines, 2d surfaces, etc.) by coupling the nd objects to n + 1d background gauge
fields. We denote the higher n-symmetry group G as G|,,). The n+1d gauge field lives in a higher classifying space B"G
(namely, the Eilenberg-MacLane space) of the group G|,). Once G, is gauged, kinematically, we may obtain extra 1-
form electric and magnetic symmetries, G[el] and Gﬁ‘], which are determined from the center of gauge group Z(Gsw, ),



dr L qL ur |ér =€l |vrR=vL|¢n
SU(3) 3 1 3 3 1 1 1
SU(2) 1 2 2 1 1 1 2
Uy |1/3| —1/2 1/6 —2/3| 1 0 |1/2
Uy 2 -3 1 —4 6 0 3
Ul)em | 1/3 [0 or —1|2/3 or —1/3|—2/3 1 0 0
Ul)s-r |-1/3] -1 1/3 -1/3| 1 1 0
Ul)q-~.n| =1 | -3 1 -1 3 3 0
U(l)x -3 | -3 1 1 1 5 -2
74 x 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
z5 1 1 1 1 1 1 0

TABLE I. Representations of quarks and leptons in terms of Weyl fermions in various internal symmetry groups. Each fermion
is a spin—% Weyl spinor 21, representation of the spacetime symmetry group Spin(1,3). Each fermion is written as a left-handed
particle 91, or a right-handed anti-particle io21%.

and the Pontryagin dual of the homotopy group m1(Gsm,)” = Hom(m1(Gswm,), U(1)) = Hom(%Z,U(l)) = U(1).
Moreover the 0d SM gauge charge fermionic particle (4) explicitly breaks the G[el] from Z(Gsm,) to a subgroup
[11, 20-22] that acts trivially on all particle representations:

Z(Gsm,) |m(Gsm,)"|1-form e sym Gfyy|1-form m sym GTj}

U)f (5)

SUB)XSU@ XU G
Gsa, = SOPSTEUY 17, 0| u() Z6/q.01

Thus, we have to modify (3), by removing Gsm, and including G[el] X Gﬁ, to

/U(1)Q-NeL _ Qs U(UQ*NCL e m
GSMq Q—-NcL = Spln ng‘ 7201 X Zﬁ/q,[l] X U(l)[l]7

U1 _ . U(l)X e m
G/SN([q)X = Spln ng f X Zﬁ/q.,[l] X U(l)[1]7

and G ™ = Spin Xz Zax % 2§,y < UL (6)

We denote ¢’ = 6/q, where ¢ = 1,2,3,6 maps to ¢ = 6, 3,2, 1, and define ¢’ = 2™2 - 3" where ¢’ = 1,2, 3,6 corresponds
to (n2,n3) = (0,0),(1,0),(0,1), (1,1).

In Sec. II D, we determine the topological response of the Standard Model with spacetime-internal symmetry
GgﬁjQ’NcL. In Sec. ITE, we determine the topological response of the Standard Model with spacetime-internal

symmetry Ggl\(/[lzx . In Sec. IIF, we study the extensions between 0-form and 1-form symmetries of the Standard

Model and determine an additional topological response of the Standard Model with spacetime-internal symmetries

GISJIS,IIZQ’NcL and Ggl\(/[lzx coming from the extension of 1-form U(1),,-symmetry by 1-form Z¢ _-symmetry. In Sec. IT G,
g,

we determine the topological response of the Standard Model with spacetime-internal symmetry Ggﬁ/’é. In Sec. III,

we study the cobordism classification of low-dimensional iTFT and SPTs of the gauged Standard Model Glslli,([i)q”v ok

U(1)x 174, x
GSMq , and GSMq .

II. LOGIC AND ARGUMENTS
We denote

EGl XN, Gg.

shared

Nsharcd

The Nghareq is the shared common normal subgroup symmetry between G7 and Ga



A. Classifying Space

The classifying space BG of a topological group G is a space such that:

1. G-bundles over a space X are classified by homotopy classes of maps from X to BG.
{G-bundles over X} = [X, BG].
2. The space BG has a principal G-bundle EG — BG, called the universal G-bundle, such that every G-bundle
over any X is a pullback of EG — BG.
The classifying space BG is constructed as follows:
1. EG: A contractible space on which G acts freely (e.g., G acting on itself by left translation).
2. BG = EG/G: The quotient of EG by this free G-action.
Here are some examples of the classifying space:

1. For G = U(1) (the circle group): EG is the infinite-dimensional sphere S°° with U(1)-action. BG = CP, the
infinite complex projective space.

2. For G = Z,, (finite cyclic group): BG is the Eilenberg-MacLane space K (Z,, 1).

B. Higher Classifying Space

A higher classifying space B"G generalizes BG to higher homotopy contexts. It is used to classify n-form symmetries
or other higher categorical structures: B"G is the classifying space for (n — 1)-form G-gauge fields or G-symmetries.

The higher classifying space B"G is constructed as follows: For a topological group G, recursively define higher
classifying spaces:

B"G =B(B"'G), B'G=0G.

B™G corresponds to the n-fold iterated classifying space of G.
Here are some examples of the higher classifying space:

1. B2U(1): The classifying space for 1-form U(1) gauge fields (magnetic flux conservation).
2. B"Z: The Eilenberg-MacLane space K(Z,n), classifying n-dimensional cohomology with Z-coefficients.

The Eilenberg—MacLane space is related to cohomology as follows: Maps from a space X to K (G, n) correspond to
elements of the cohomology group H" (X, G):

X, K(G,n)] = H"(X, G).

Here, [X,Y] denotes the homotopy classes of maps from X to Y.
Note that the higher classifying space B"G and the Eilenberg—-MacLane space K (G, n) are not the same in general,
they are the same only when G is discrete. For example, B*U(1) = B"*'Z = K(Z,n + 1).

C. Extension class

An extension class is a cohomology class that encodes how one algebraic structure extends another. It arises
naturally in the context of short exact sequences and higher group extensions.
The extension class arises in group extensions: Consider a short exact sequence of groups:

1-N—->-G—->Q—1.
G is an extension of Q by N. The associated fiber sequence is

BN — BG — BQ — B2N.



When N is discrete, the extension is classified by an element in [BQ, B2N] = H*(BQ, N), the second cohomology
group of BQ with coefficients in N.

The extension class also arises in higher group extensions: Consider a higher group extension (extension of 0-form
Q-symmetry by 1-form N-symmetry), written as a fiber sequence of higher classifying spaces:

B2N — BG — BQ — B3N.

When N is discrete, the extension is classified by a cohomology class in [BQ, B3N] = H*(BQ, N)), the third cohomol-
ogy group of BQ with coeflicients in N.

D. The U(1)q-n.L case

There is a choice of a = 1,3 due to the shared common subgroup U(1)y and U(1)q-n,r. Between the U(1)y and
U(1)qQ-n,L, there is a choice of shared common Z3 or not.

One choice of the internal symmetry of the ungauged Standard Model is Gsm, %z, U(1)q-n.1 with a = 1,3.

By Table I, we have

QU(D)q-n.r = qU)y mod 3. (7)
One choice of the full spacetime-internal symmetry of the ungauged Standard Model is
| UD)g_n.p % SU(3)><SI%(2)><U(1)§,
Spin X zp ( 7. 2 ). (8)
SU(3)xSU(2)xU(1)
Let wéa) be the obstruction class to lifting a ;—Z bundle to a SU(g)XSUZ(qQ)XU(l)? bundle, wé‘I) the ob-

struction class to lifting a %{W bundle to a SU(3) x SU(2) bundle, and lem(g, oz)clyl (in terms of the first

Chern class ¢, y of the U(1)y bundle) the first Chern class of the # bundle. By [23, 24], we have the following

m(q,a)
constraint

q a &
lem(q, a)e, 3 = 2ed(g. ) wi® + aed(g o) wi?  mod lem(q, ). 9)

Similarly, we also have the constraint

2w§a) + aws(TM) = 2aci g-n,1. mod 2 (10)

where ¢1.g-n.1L is the first Chern class of the U(1)q-n,r bundle, 2aci q—n,L (see footnote 1) is the first Chern

class of the % bundle, and wq(TM) is the second Stiefel-Whitney class of the tangent bundle which is the
aX Ly
Spin

obstruction class to lifting a =5 bundle to a Spin bundle.
2
Therefore, by (9) and (10), we have

(c) ()
Wa Wa
o= —=— 4 —= d1
C1y o + p mo
T™) wy
- aqove - 200 2 mod 1 (11)
Let ay be the gauge field for the U(1); symmetry and A the background gauge field for the % symmetry.
aX £y
Then we have (see footnote 1)

day 1 dA M 1

day _ 1d4_weTM) |1 @) (12)

2 2a 27w 2

1 Consider the case when U(1) D Z, contains the Z, as a normal subgroup.
e For the original U(1) with ¢1(U(1)), call the original U(1) gauge field A, then ¢; =
e For the new U(1)’ = % with ¢1(U(1)), call the new U(1)’ gauge field A’, then ¢ dQ’jr, = d(;rA) = ncy.
e To explain why A’ = nA or ¢f = nci, we look at the Wilson line operator exp(iq’ § A’) and exp(iq § A). The original U(1) has
charge transformation exp(igf) with 6 € [0, 27), while the new U(1)’ has charge transformation exp(iq¢’6’) with 6’ € [0,27). But the
U1y = %, so the 0 = 27” in the old U(1) is identified as §’ = 27 as a trivial zero in the new U(1)’. In the original U(1), the ¢ € Z

to be compatible with 6 € [0,27). In the new U(1)’, the original g is still allowed to have nZ to be compatible with 6 € [0, 27”), but the
new ¢’ = %q € Z and the new 6’ = nf € [0,2) are scaled accordingly. Since the new ¢ = %q € Z, we show the new A’ = nA.

Iy




By [19], the U(1) magnetic 1-form symmetry is generated by a 2-form current

d ~
J® = 2¢% % (13)

Let B, be the background gauge field for the U(1) magnetic 1-form symmetry.
The action based on the minimal coupling principle is

/ 2iBmdA +JV %A+ TP« B,,. (14)
™

Then due to the equation of motion of the linear response relation,

dB
1 — —_—m (2) — -
J Tx = J o x5 (15)

By (12), (13), and (15), we have

ag =

mod 1. (16)

E. The U(1)x case

There is a choice of § = 1,5 due to the shared common subgroup U(1)y and U(1)x. Between the U(1)y and
U(1)x, there is a choice of shared common Z5 or not.

One choice of the internal symmetry of the ungauged Standard Model is Gsy, xz, U(1)x with 3 =1,5.

By Table I, we have

qu)x = qu(1)y; mod 5. (17)
One choice of the full spacetime-internal symmetry of the ungauged Standard Model is
SU(3)xSU(2)xU(1)5
Ulx x TR
Zg

Spin X zx ( (18)

SU(3)XSU(2)xU(1)
Zq

z: bundle to a SU(B)XS%((?)XU(D? bundle, wéq) the obstruc-

tion class to lifting a %{W bundle to a SU(3) x SU(2) bundle, and lem(g, 8)c; ¢ (in terms of the first Chern

class ¢, y of the U(1)y bundle) the first Chern class of the % bundle (see footnote 1). By [23, 24], we have the
’ cm(q,

Let wéﬁ ) be the obstruction class to lifting a

following constraint

(e Sy = ol + oqgyel? mod lem(a), (19)

Similarly, we also have the constraint

2wéﬁ) + fwe(TM) = 20c1,x mod 23 (20)
where ¢1, x is the first Chern class of the U(1)x bundle, 25¢; x (see footnote 1) is the first Chern class of the ZU;i)ZXF
2

bundle, and wq(T' M) is the second Stiefel-Whitney class of the tangent bundle which is the obstruction class to lifting

S;;n bundle to a Spin bundle.
2

Therefore, by (19) and (20), we have

a

(8) (9)
Gy = W2 —|—w2 mod 1

B

wa(TM) n wé‘n

= Cc1,x — 5 q mod 1. (21)



Let ay be the gauge field for the U(1)y symmetry and Ax the background gauge field for the ZUB (>1<)ZX§ symmetry.
Then we have (see footnote 1)
day 1 dAx  wo(TM) 1 (o
D — - . 22
o7 28 on 7 g™ (22)
By [19], the U(1) magnetic 1-form symmetry is generated by a 2-form current
das
J2) =945 X 23
gx = (23)
Let B, be the background gauge field for the U(1) magnetic 1-form symmetry.
The action based on the minimal coupling principle is
!
/ %BmdAX + I % Ax + I & B,,. (24)
™
Then due to the equation of motion of the linear response relation,
J(l) — O'/ * d"i’ J(2) = O'/ * dAX . (25)
27 27
By (22), (23), and (25), we have
o' =24 mod1. (26)

F. Extensions between 0-form and 1-form symmetries

There are 4 possible extensions between 0-form and 1-form symmetries of the Standard Model.

1. Trivial extension class for the extension of 0-form U(1)g-symmetry (U(1)g = U(Zlici’zch or ZUﬁ (>1<)ZX5) by 1-form
VA %7e—symmetry. The extension
BQZS)E — BG — BU(1) (27)
is determined by the map BU(1)y — B?’Z%)6 in the fiber sequence
B?Z%e — BG — BU(1)y — B3Z%7e (28)
where each map is determined up to homotopy. The extension class is in
H*(BU(1)o, Zs ) =0. (29)

2. Trivial extension class for the extension of 0-form U(1)g-symmetry by 1-form U(1),,-symmetry. The extension
B2U(1),, — BG — BU(1)o (30)
is determined by the map BU(1)y — B3U(1),, in the fiber sequence
B?U(1),, — BG — BU(1)q — B*U(1),,, = K(Z,4) (31)
where each map is determined up to homotopy. The extension class is in
H*(BU(1)o,2) = Z. (32)

However, since H*(B2U(1),,,Z) = 0, we can not impose a constraint on cohomology to achieve a non-trivial
extension.



3. Extension class k = 0,1, ..., 2 —-1le Z% for the extension of 1-form U(1),,-symmetry by 1-form Z%e-symmetry.
The extension
BQZ%)E — BG — B2U(1),, (33)
is determined by the map B?U(1),, — BBZ%e in the fiber sequence
BQZ%)E — BG — B*U(1),, — B3Z%7e (34)
where each map is determined up to homotopy. The extension class is in
H?(B2U(1)m, Zs,)=1Zs. (35)

Since H*(B%Zs _,Zs ) = Zs is generated by C, = dfﬂ where B, € H2(B2ZG Zs) is the 2-form field for the
a’ a’ aq aq

Zg)q electric 1-form symmetry and % : Hz(—,ZG/Q) — H3(— Zgq) is the Bockstein homomorphism, we can

impose a constraint

k dB,  kqdB,
O =6 6 o (30

on cohomology to achieve the extension class & = 0,1,. ..,g —1 € Zs where B, € Q*(B%U(1),R) is the

real-valued connection 2-form field for the U(1) magnetic 1-form symmetry.

4. Trivial extension class for the extension of 1-form Zs .-symmetry by 1-form U(1),,-symmetry. The extension
q

B2U(1),, — BG — B%*Zs (37)
s,

is determined by the map B2Zs , — B3U(1),, in the fiber sequence
q

B?U(1),, — BG — B?*Zs . — B*U(1),, = K(Z,4) (38)
o
where each map is determined up to homotopy. The extension class is in

H'(B°Zs ., 2) = 0. (39)

e’

In summary, the only possible non-trivial extension between 0-form and 1-form symmetries of the Standard Model
is the extension of 1-form U(1),,-symmetry by the 1-form Zs -symmetry with the extension class k = 0,1,. .., g —-1le
q

Zs.

q
The logic is to find a 4d cobordism invariant with properly quantized integer coefficient (either the free or torsion
class; here this is a torsion class %Be).

The following discussion is based on Table II, Table III, Table IV, and Table V. Here, A € Q'(BU(1),R) is the

real-valued connection 1-form field for the U(1) 0-form symmetry (here, the U(1) is %ZZCL with a=1,3 or 5 (i)ZXF

with 3 = 1,5, we denote A as Ax in the later case), B, € H?*(B2Zs,Z¢) is the 2-form field for the Zg 4 electric 1-form

symmetry.
. . . . ~Spin®xBU(1
The Z5 term ¢ Be =3 = %367(1:3 is a cobordism invariant in {2 b (

SQQBe)ng = Bz)q:?) is a part of P(Be, 4=3) which is a cobordism invariant in €2 . Here, the first equality
is the constraint wy = ¢; mod 2 for the Spin® structure, the second equahty is the Wu formula, the third equality
is a property of the Steenrod square, and P(Be 4=3) is the Pontryagin square of Be g—3 with P(B. 4—3) = B2
Spin®xBU(1)xBZ,

,€

xBZ
) ? because ¢1Be g=3 = WaBe g=3 =
Spin®xBU(1) xBZ,

e,q=3
and dAB e,q=2 is also a cobordism invariant in

Spm XBU(l)XBZ(‘

dA B is always a cobordism invariant in Q,

The 4d cobordlsm invariant

mod 2. Since %B ¢,q=3 1S a cobordism invariant in €2

S BU(1)xBZ
meX (1)xBZs theterm‘;

expli [ (@A)B.) (40)

q



undergoes the symmetry extension or fractionalization class:

k dB, _ kqdB,
=S 6 o )

where C, = % with the normalization § C. € quZ. Here, %  H? (-, Zgjq) — H?(—, Zg/q) is the Bockstein homo-

morphism, B, € Q?(B2U(1),R) is the real-valued connection 2-form field for the U(1) magnetic 1-form symmetry.
So

dB,,
dB. = k——. 42
5 (42)
Thus, under the bundle constraint,
1 1k
expli / (A4)Be) o exp(i5 -t / (dA)B,). (43)
The modified topological responses are
k
a:%+€q mod 1 (44)
with a = 1,3, ¢ =1,2,3,6, and k:0,1,...,g—1, and
k
a’:%+€q mod 1 (45)

with 8 =1,5,¢=1,2,3,6,and k = 0,1,...,% — 1.

G. The Z4 x case

One choice of the full spacetime-internal symmetry of the ungauged Standard Model is

SU(3) x SU(2) x U(1)s
Z, '

Spin ng Z47X X (46)

The following discussion is based on Table VI, Table VII, Table VIII, and Table IX. Here, A € H'(B(Z4/7%),75)
is the 1-form field for the Z4/Z5 0-form symmetry (here, the Z4 is Z4 x in Table 1), B, € H*(B2Zs,Z¢) is the 2-form
field for the Zg,, electric 1-form symmetry.

. . . . . . Spinxz,Z4xBU(1
1. When ¢ = 6, there is no cobordism invariant like A’)%Beyqzﬁ in Q4pm Z204 ) because B, 4—¢ = 0.

. . . . . . Spinxz,Z4xBU(1)xBZ
2. When ¢ = 2, there is no cobordism invariant like A2B, ,_o in Q" 727* (DXBZs 1 ocause A’
q ) XDPeygq 4 X

while B -2 is Z3-valued, thus AZ B, 4—2 = 0.

is Zs-valued

. . . . . Spinxz,Z4xBU(1)xBZ
3. When ¢ = 3, the Z term A2 B, ,—3 is a cobordism invariant in Q""" *"* (WXBZ2 pocause AZBe g3 =

. . . . . . . Spinxz,Z4xBU(1)xBZ
w3 Be g=3 = Sq*>Be g=3 = B2 _3 is a part of P(Beg—3) which is cobordism invariant in €2, 222X BU)BZz

Here, the first equality is the constraint we = A% for the Spin xz, Z4 structure, the second equality is the

Wu formula, the third equality is a property of the Steenrod square, and P(Be 4=3) is the Pontryagin square of
Be ¢=3 with P(Be 4=3) = B§7q23 mod 2.

. . . . . Spinxz,Z4xBU(1)xBZ .
4. When ¢ = 1, the Z5 term A’;%Bea:l is a cobordism invariant in Q4p F20e ) ® because the 2-torsion

part of Be g—1 is Bc 4=3 while the 3-torsion part of B 4—1 is Be g=2.
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Note that A2 = Sq' Ay = %. We define a function of q as

2 ifg=1,3
= Y 47
Ut {1ifq:2,6. (47)
The 4d cobordism invariant
27 /dAfX
exp(i B. 48
i [ (55580 (45)

undergoes the symmetry extension or fractionalization class:

k dB,, kqdBp
b dBy _kgdB, )
6/q 27 6 27

where C, = % with the normalization § C. € qul. Here, %  H? (-, Zgjq) — H?(—, Zg/q) is the Bockstein homo-

morphism, B, € Q?(B2U(1),R) is the real-valued connection 2-form field for the U(1) magnetic 1-form symmetry.
So

dB,
dBe = k—". 50
5 (50)

Thus, under the bundle constraint,

!
exp(i 2% / (34%)5.) 5 exp(i
q

: [, (51)

k
2f(q)

Let Ax be the background gauge field for the ZUB (>1<)ZXF symmetry, Ax the background gauge field for the U(l)x
2

symmetry, and A’X the background gauge field for the Z4 x symmetry, then

dAx = %Tﬁd/lfx. (52)
We also have (see footnote 1)
dAx  dAx
or g 27 (53)
and
dAl =2dAl. (54)
Therefore,
dAX o B I
.k / . 2k 1
exp(i—— [ (dA%)B,,) = ex 1——/dA Bn). 56
The topological response is
1 2k
0" =—= mod]1 57
Bf(a) (&)

Withq:1,2,3,6&ndk:0,1,...,g—1.



11
IIT. COBORDISM GROUP CLASSIFICATION

The d-dimensional bordism group Qg is the group of equivalence classes of d-dimensional manifolds equipped with
tangential G-structure, where two G-manifolds are considered equivalent if they can be the boundaries of a (d + 1)-
dimensional G-manifold. Bordism is an equivalence relation: My ~ M if there exists a (d+1)-dimensional G-manifold
W with OW = My U (—M,). Qg can be defined as the set of bordism classes of d-dimensional G-manifolds, equipped
with an abelian group structure given by disjoint union:

[Mo] + [M1] = [Mo U M;].

The topological phases group TP4(G) := [MTG, X4+117(1)] classifies deformation-equivalent topological phases of
quantum systems protected by a symmetry group G in d-dimensions.
Here’s a breakdown of the notation:

1. MTG: This is the Madsen-Tillmann spectrum associated with the G-structure. By the Pontryagin-Thom
isomorphism, the bordism group QdG = 1aMTG is the homotopy group of MTG.

2. $4+1[7(1): This represents a (d + 1)-fold suspension of IZ(1), the Anderson dual to the sphere spectrum.
3. [X,Y]: This denotes the set of homotopy classes of maps between spectra X and Y.

TP4(G) is computed as the space of all invertible field theories (or invertible topological phases) in d-dimensions,
protected by the symmetry G. The group structure on TP4(G) corresponds to stacking topological phases.

The classification of invertible topological phases is deeply connected to bordism. There is a split short exact
sequence of groups:

0 — Ext'(Q§,Z) — TP4(G) — Hom(QS,,,Z) — 0.
This means:
1. The torsion part of TP4(G) is the same as the torsion part of QF.
2. The free part of TP4(G) is the same as the free part of QF, ;.

In the following tables, A € Q'(BU(1),R) is the real-valued connection 1-form field for the U(1) 0-form symmetry

(here, the U(1) is % with « = 1,3 or % with 8 = 1,5, we denote A as Ax in the later case),

= % € H?(BU(1), Z) is the first Chern class where d is the differential operator,

B, € H? (B%*z oy VA s ) is the 2-form field for the Zg,, electric 1-form symmetry,

P(Bc 4=3) is the Pontryagin square of Be 4—3 with P(Be=3) = BZ ,_3 mod 2,

By, € Q?(B2U(1), R) is the real-valued connection 2-form field for the U(1) magnetic 1-form symmetry,
and df% e H? (B2U(1), Z) is the generator of the cohomology group where d is the differential operator,
w; is the i-th Stiefel-Whitney class of the tangent bundle,

p1 is the first Pontryagin class of the tangent bundle,

ngTM is the Chern-Simons 3-form for the first Pontryagin class p; of the tangent bundle,
Ay € HY(B(Z4/75),75) is the 1-form field for the Z4/Z5 0-form symmetry (here, the Z4 is Z4 x in Table I),

. . . . Spinxz,Z
7' is the cobordism invariant of Q""" 2% = 7,

n is the cobordism invariant of QF®" = Zy. If M is a Spin Xz, Z4 5-manifold, then PD(A’) is a Pin™ 4-manifold,

. . Spinxz,Z4 PD(A%) it . .
and the Smith homomorphism Q""" #2%* 2% QP"" is an isomorphism.

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

There are different versions of the SM depending on the quartet data

(q’ a’ /8’ k)'
¢=1,2,36; a=1,3 B=15 £k=0,1,..,6/q—1. (58)

The topological response coefficients o and ¢’ are physical observables that depend on the quartet data:

U(Q7a7k)u Ul(‘Lﬁak)u 01/(Q7ﬁ7k)' (59)
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d ijinxzzU(l)XBU(l)XBzz invariants
0 VA
1 0
2 7 X ZQ %7 Be,q:3
3 A dBm,
4 ZQ X 2Ly C% 2_4117P(B€yq:3)
5 7 x Zz CldB»m7 BeyngdBm
3 .3_ ¢ e
6 2? x 73 b AR BY g, €} Be g, =)

TABLE II. Spin Xz, U(1) x BU(1) x BZ2 bordism groups. Here, ¢c1 = w2 =0 mod 2 on oriented 2-manifolds because w2 +w?=0

3_
on 2-manifolds. By the Wu formula, ¢§ = wac? = Sq?c? =0 mod 2 on oriented 6-manifolds. 2. and %

by the Atiyah-Singer index theorem. By the Wu formula, ¢1P(Be,g=3) = szz’q:3 = Sq2B§7q23 = 0 mod 2 on oriented
6-manifolds.

are integer-valued

d|TP4(Spin xz, U(1) x BU(1) x BZ>) invariants
0 0
1 VA 2
2 7 X 7o B, Be,q:S
CSTM

3 7> AdA, =5
4 Z X 74 AdBp,, P(Be,q=3)

2 AdAdA AdAdA—A
5 7% X 2o 52, 5, Beg=3dBm

TABLE III. Spin xz, U(1) x BU(1) x BZ; TP groups.

d QipinXZZU(l)XBU(DXBZ3 invariants

0 VA

1 0

2 VA A %7 Be,q:g

3 A dBp,

4 Zz X Zg C%, g_éll’ Bqu:Zy ClBe,q:Z
5 7 X Z3 C1dBm7 Be’q:QdB’,n

TABLE 1IV. Spin xz, U(1) x BU(1) x BZ3 bordism groups.

d|TP4(Spin xz, U(1) x BU(1) x BZ3) invariants
0 0
A
1 VA 5
2 7 % Z3 Bm7 Be,q:Z
3 22 AdA, &
» T 24
4 7 x Zg AdBm: Bc?,q:27 ClBe’q:Z
5 Z2 X Z3 AdzgdA7 AdAdzngpl , Be,q:QdBm

TABLE V. Spin xz, U(1) x BU(1) x BZ3 TP groups.

In order to determine the type of the SM gauge theory, we need to determine uniquely the quartet data (q, o, 8, k) as
the source from measuring the o, ¢/, and ¢ as the target, see Table X, Table XI, Table XII, and Table XIII. Namely,
we ask whether we can measure o, ¢/, and o”.

The possible values of the topological responses o, ', and ¢” are shown in Table X, Table XI, Table XII, and Table

XIII.



QSpin><Z2Z4><BU(1) xBZg

TABLE VI. Spin Xz, Z4 x BU(1) x BZ2 bordism groups.

d|Q, invariants

0 YA

1 Z, u

2 Zy BE,q:-‘i

3 VYL dBm,A,XBE,q::;

4 Z x Ly x 2o 2L P(Beq=3), AxdBm

5 Zi6 X L4 X L2 n(PD(A%)),n' (PD(P(Be,q=3))), Be,q=3dBm

TABLE VII. Spin Xz, Z4 x BU(1) x BZy TP groups.

d QipinXZ2Z4XBU(1)XBZS invariants

0 A

1 Z4 n

2 Z3 Be g=2

3 A dB,

4 Z x 723 xZs oL B2, 5, AxdBm

5 Z16 X Z3 n(PD(AY%)), Be,q=2d Bm

TABLE VIII. Spin Xz, Z4 x BU(1) x BZ3 bordism groups.

d|TP4(Spin Xz, Z4 x BU(1) x BZ3) invariants

0 0

1 Z4 '

2 7 X Zg Bm, Beyqzz

) ,

4 Zs X Zy B ,_,, AxdBn,

5 Z16 X Zs n(PD(AY)), Be.qe2d By

TABLE IX. Spin Xz, Z4 x BU(1) x BZ3 TP groups.

q=2

o(g,1,k) =0'(¢,1,k) |2 (k=0,1,...,5)|% (k=0,1,2)|% (k=0,1)

d|TP4(Spin Xz, Z4 x BU(1) x BZ3) invariants
0 0
1 Zy n
2 Z X ZQ Bm7Be,q:3
csiM
3 7 x ZQ #,AXBE’Q::;
4 Z4 X Zz P(Beyng), A{XdBm
5 Zys X Ly X Lo n(PD(Ax)),n' (PD(P(Be,q=3))), Be.q=3dBm

TABLE X. Topological response o(q,1,k) = 0'(q, 1, k) of the Standard Model.

g=1

a(q,3, k)

14+ % modl(k=0,1,...,5) |2+

ol

qg=2
mod 1 (k=0,1,2)|% (k=0,1)

TABLE XI. Topological response o(q, 3, k) of the Standard Model.

13
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=1 q=2 q=3 q
(k=0,1,...,5)|2+ % mod 1 (k=0,1,2)|2 +% mod 1 (k=0,1)

q
mod 1

= |

o'(¢,5,k)| 2 +

o
(SIS
ol

TABLE XII. Topological response ¢'(q,5, k) of the Standard Model.

g=1 qg=2 q=3 q=26
o"(q,5,k)| & mod 1 (k=0,1,...,5)[2 mod 1 (k=0,1,2)|% mod1 (k=0,1)] 0

5 5 5

TABLE XIII. Topological response o' (q,5, k) of the Standard Model.
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