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In this work, we investigate the one-dimensional XX lattice model and its cousins through the
lens of momentum and winding U(1) symmetries. We distinguish two closely related Z2 symmetries
based on their relation to the U(1) symmetries, and establish a web of Z2-gauging relations among
these models, rooted in two fundamental seeds: the XY ± Y X models. These two seeds, each
self-dual under gauging of the respective Z2-symmetries, possess manifestly symmetric conserved
charges, making transparent the connection between the noninvertible symmetries and the Kramers-
Wannier duality. By leveraging the self-dualities of these two seed models, we derive the self-dualities
of their cousins, including the XX model and the Levin-Gu model, through appropriate gauging
procedures. Moreover, under these gauging schemes, the lattice T-duality matrices take the form of
the identity matrix. Finally, we unify the mapping structures of local conserved charges across these
models, providing a comprehensive framework for understanding their symmetries and dualities.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The transverse field Ising model (TFIM) and the XX
model in a 1D lattice are well studied and serve as build-

ing blocks for many more complicated spin models. They
can be mapped to free fermions and are thus exactly solv-
able. They are integrable and possess an infinite num-
ber of local conserved charges. In the infrared (IR), the
critical TFIM flows to the Ising conformal field theory
(CFT) with central charge c = 1/2 while the XX model
flows to a compact boson CFT with c = 1 and radius
R =

√
2 [1, 2]. Recently, there has been a resurgence

of research interests in both lattice models from the per-
spective of gauging, noninvertible symmetries, and dual-
ities (see, e.g., Refs. [3–10]).

Gauging, i.e. coupling the system to gauge fields, is a
useful technique to detect and to construct noninvertible
symmetries, i.e., symmetry operators without an inverse
[11, 12], and dualities. The Kramers-Wannier (KW) du-
ality in the critical Ising model provides the simplest ex-
ample [13], arising from the self-duality under gauging
of the spin-flip Z2 symmetry. Whether a global symme-
try can be gauged consistently determines whether the
symmetry has a ’t Hooft anomaly [14]. Such anomalies
constrain renormalization group flows and ground-state
phases.

The matching of ’t Hooft anomalies on lattice mod-
els and their continuum limits is a fundamental prob-
lem in the study of quantum systems. Given a ’t Hooft
anomaly of some global symmetries in the IR, a key ques-
tion arises: Are these symmetries emergent or exact? If
they are exact, how do the anomalies manifest in the
ultraviolet (UV) or on the lattice? As an example, it
is well known that the compact boson CFT exhibits a
mixed anomaly between the momentum U(1) symmetry
and the winding U(1) symmetry. Recently, Ref. [10] iden-
tified both U(1) symmetry generators in the XX lattice
model. Interestingly, while these generators commute in
the IR, they form a (noncommutative) Onsager algebra
on the lattice [15]. Notably, the mixed anomaly between
them is already visible on the lattice level.

In this work, we study two classes of models unitar-
ily equivalent to the XX model with uniform and with

staggered coupling constants, i.e.,
∑L

j (±1)j(XjXj+1 +

YjYj+1), respectively. X,Y, Z are the Pauli matrices.
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These two models are equivalent when the lattice size
L = 0 mod 4, but are different otherwise. They are also,
respectively, equivalent to the XY ± Y X models with

Hamiltonian
∑L

j XjYj+1 ± XjYj+1, and the X ± ZXZ

models with Hamiltonian
∑L

j Xj ± Zj−1XjZj+1. The

X−ZXZ model is often called the Levin-Gu model [16].
We use the term “the XX model and its cousins” to refer
to these models collectively.

In the following, we motivate the models through their
relations to the local charges of the TFIM before delv-
ing into the discussion of two closely related yet subtly
distinct Z2 symmetries for one of the U(1) symmetries
and their gauging, which we refer to as Z+

2 -gauging and
Z−
2 -gauging. Using the XY ±Y X models as foundational

seeds, we establish a web of Z2-gauging relations for the
XX model and its cousins, demonstrating that all these
models exhibit self-duality under appropriately chosen
gauging procedures. Under these gauging schemes, all
lattice T-duality matrices assume the simple form of the
identity matrix. The noninvertible symmetries arising
from Z±

2 -gauging are directly linked to two types of KW
dualities D±. In this framework, we also present the
operator algebras of symmetries and relations of U(1)
charges in a manifestly more symmetric representation.

II. LOCAL CHARGES OF THE TFIM

Consider the TFIM in 1D

HTFIM = JH1 + hH2, (1)

with H1 =
∑

j Zj , H2 =
∑

j XjXj+1. J and h are
coupling constants. In this work, we fix the lattice size
L to be even and impose periodic boundary conditions.
The model has the famous KW duality DKW at J = h
that maps Zj → XjXj+1 and XjXj+1 → Zj+1. The
TFIM is integrable and has infinitely many local con-
served charges whose explicit form is known [17]. In par-
ticular, charges of the form

q2r−1 = (2)∑
j

YjZj+1 · · ·Zj+r−1Xj+r −XjZj+1 · · ·Zj+r−1Yj+r

are independent of the coupling constant J and h, which
implies that [q2r−1, H1] = [q2r−1, H2] = 0. In addition,
q2r−1 commutes with each other for all integer r.

Since terms in H1 commute with each other, it is easy
to see that eigenvalues of H1 take values in 2Z because
L is even. Similarly, H2 is quantized. However, since
the product of XjXj+1’s is 1, the eigenvalues of H2,
though quantized, is equal to L mod 4. Thus, H2/4
is integer-quantized (half-integer-quantized) for L = 0
mod 4 (L = 2 mod 4). This difference has important
consequences in the IR [6].

As a result, if we treat q2r−1 as a Hamiltonian, it has
at least two U(1) symmetries generated by H1 and H2.

Focusing on r = 1, we can define the XY − Y X model
[18]:

HXY−Y X =
∑
j

YjXj+1 −XjYj+1, (3)

with U(1) symmetries generated by

QM =
1

2

∑
j

Zj , QW =
1

4

∑
j

XjXj+1. (4)

Notably, we will see later that QM and QW are ex-
actly the charges generating, respectively, the momen-
tum U(1)M symmetry and the winding U(1)W symme-
try and that exchanging momentum and winding is di-
rectly related to the KW duality in the TFIM. Using
the Jordan-Wigner transformation [19], we can map H
to the staggered fermion Hamiltonian (up to boundary
conditions) as in Ref. [20], and map QM and QW to
the vector charge QV and the axial charge QA, respec-
tively. The rest of the local charges q2r−1 (r > 1) are
mapped to the symmetric deformations they considered.
Commutative with q1, these deformations q2r−1 (r > 1)
do not lift the gaplessness once U(1)M and U(1)W are
preserved. This is the “symmetry-enforced gaplessness”
discussed in Refs. [10, 20]. Note that the XY − Y X
model has many other quantized charges generated by
QM and QW through pivoting [21, 22], which we will
discuss later. It also has a charge conjugation symmetry
ZC
2 generated by

∏
j X2jY2j+1, which flips QM → −QM

and QW → −QW .
By the same analysis, we can relate the XY + Y X

model to the TFIM with staggered coupling constants.

III. TWO Z2 SYMMETRIES

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) has an obvious on-site Z2

symmetry generated by ηZ ≡
∏

j Zj . ηZ , however, is dif-

ferent from η′Z ≡
∏

j(−1)jZj (which in this case equal to

eiπQ
M

) by staggered phase factors
∏

j(−1)j = (−1)L/2.

When L = 0 mod 4, ηZ = η′Z . However, when L = 2
mod 4, ηZ = −η′Z . The defining difference is that one
generates the Z2 subgroup of a U(1) regardless of (even)
L mod 4 while the other does not. In the case of the
XY −Y X model, it is η′Z that can be embedded into the
U(1) symmetry. However, we will see later that the roles
of ηZ and η′Z are switched in the XY +Y X model. This
subtle difference leads to different Z2-gauging. For con-
venience, we call it a Z−

2 -gauging if the corresponding Z2

can be embedded in a U(1) symmetry for all even L as
described above while the other Z+

2 -gauging otherwise.
It is known that gauging a discrete symmetry Z2 gener-
ates a dual Z2 symmetry which, if gauged, reproduces
the original Z2 symmetry [23]. The dual Z2 symmetry
of Z±

2 can be either of Z±
2 , depending on the system. In

fact, gauging these two Z2 symmetries leads to a web of
Z2-gauging relations for the XX model and its cousins
(Fig. 1) we now discuss.
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FIG. 1: Z2-gauging web of the XX model and its five other cousins. The inner layer consists of two seeds at the
center [(1) and (4), circled by red boundaries]: the XY ± Y X model. Dotted arrows and solid arrows represent Z+

2

gauging and Z−
2 gauging, respectively. Green arrows represent unitary equivalences (for all even L), and connect the

inner layer to the outer layer. The three models on the left (right) are closed under Z−
2 -gauging (Z+

2 -gauging). The
three models on the left (1-3) and the three models on the right (4-6) are related by Z∓

2 -gauging. All models are
self-dual under appropriate gauging procedures. Two quantized U(1) charges, QM and QW , of each model are shown
in the boxes.

IV. WEB OF Z±
2 -GAUGING

There are many different ways to gauge an on-site Z2

symmetry. A general gauging procedure in 1D is as fol-
lows. (i) Gauging: Place one gauge Ising spin, such as

Z̃j,j+1, on each bond of the lattice, couple the added
gauge spins to neighboring spins on the sites of the orig-
inal lattice properly, and enforce the gauge conditions,
e.g., X̃j−1,j(±1)jZjX̃j,j+1 = 1, on each site. (ii) Decou-
pling: Apply a controlled-Z transformation (or a similar
operation) to each pair of neighboring spins to decouple
spins on the sites from spins on the bonds. This proce-
dure is far from unique: It can be proceeded by a unitary
transformation on the sites and followed by another uni-
tary transformation on spins on the bonds. A common
practice is to sandwich the controlled-Z transformation
between Hadamard transformations (see Appendix A) on
every spin. More details can be found in Appendix B.
Following this procedure, we see that gauging the ZηZ

2

symmetry in Eq. (3) leads to itself. Thus it is self-dual

under this Z+
2 -gauging. However, if we gauge Zη′

Z
2 , we

obtain the XY + Y X model (see Fig. 1) [24]:

HXY+Y X =
∑
j

XjYj+1 + YjXj+1, (5)

with quantized conserved local U(1) charges

Q̃M =
1

2

∑
j

(−1)j+1Zj , Q̃W =
1

4

∑
j

(−1)j+1XjXj+1.

(6)

Note that ηZ = eiπQ̃
M

in this case. Thus gauging ZηZ

2

is a Z−
2 -gauging while gauging Zη′

Z
2 is a Z+

2 -gauging. For
the XY + Y X model, the Z−

2 -gauging leads back to it-
self while the Z+

2 -gauging leads to the XY − Y X model.
These relations are reflected in the web between the two
seeds in the inner layer in Fig. 1 [25].
It is easy to see that the XY − Y X model and the

XY + Y X model are unitarily equivalent if L = 0
mod 4 but are not equivalent if L = 2 mod 4. In fact,
the Hamiltonians of the XY ± Y X model are unitarily
equivalent to

∑
j(±1)j(XjXj+1+YjYj+1) by performing

Xj → Yj and Yj → ±Xj on the odd sublattice, respec-
tively. If L = 2 mod 4,

∑
j(−1)j(XjXj+1 + YjYj+1)

can be viewed as the uniform XX model with a twisted
boundary condition. By making use of controlled-Z
gates, we can see that they are also unitarily equivalent
to

∑
j Xj ±Zj−1XjZj+1 (see Appendix C). The unitary

equivalences are represented by two triangles of green ar-
rows in Fig. 1. The corresponding QM ’s and QW ’s are
shown in the boxes.

Performing Z+
2 -gauging and Z+

2 -gauging produces the
arrows in the outer layer of the web (see Appendix C).
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We notice that the three models on the left are closed
under Z−

2 -gauging and the three models on the right are
closed under Z+

2 -gauging. Performing Z−
2 -gauging (Z+

2 -
gauging) of the three models on the left (right) leads to
the three models on the right (left). Moreover, by choos-
ing the gauging procedure appropriately, all six models
are self-dual.

V. SELF-DUALITIES

A. Self-duality in the XY + Y X model

Let us first focus on the XY +Y X model in Eq. (5). It
follows to the compact boson CFT for a compact scalar
field ϕ (see Appendix D). Interpreting Xj + iYj ∝ e±iϕ,

we can view Q̃M as the momentum U(1)M symmetry

generator on the lattice level [26]. Q̃W , on the other
hand, is interpreted as the winding U(1)W charge. Since

ηZ = eiπQ̃
M

, gauging ZηZ

2 reduces U(1)M to U(1)M/Z2

(see Appendix C). Q̃M , which takes values in Z, now be-

comes 2Q̃W , which takes values in 2Z. Similarly, U(1)W

is extended by Z2, and the gauged winding charge takes

values in Z/2. Note that at this stage 2Q̃W and Q̃M/2
are still viewed as the gauged momentum charge and
the gauged winding charge, respectively. The T-duality
transformation is defined as an operation that switches
the momentum charge and the winding charge. Under
this gauging scheme, the T-duality transformation is an
identity operation. Self-duality under gauging ZηZ

2 (plus
the lattice T-duality) induces a noninvertible symmetry.
It is easy to see that it is equivalent to a variant of
a KW duality transformation D−: Zj → XjXj+1 and
XjXj+1 → −Zj+1. It is a composition of the conven-
tional KW DKW with ηX ≡

∏
j Xj .

The result is compatible with the continuum theory,
the compact boson CFT with c = 1 at R =

√
2, which

is self-dual under gauging Z−
2 followed by a T-duality

transformation: Gauging a Z2 ⊂ U(1), reduces R →
R/2, while T-duality maps R → 1/R by QM ↔ QW

(see Appendix D). Here, we used integer-valued QM and
QW to denote the corresponding momentum and winding
charges in the continuum theory. The spectrum is given
by

E =
1

2
[
(QM )2

R2
+R2(QW )2], (7)

which is invariant under QM → R2QW and QW →
QM/R2.

B. Self-duality in the XY − Y X model

In the ZηZ

2 -gauging for the XY +Y X model described
above, odd charges of QM are projected out. For the
XY −Y X model, ηZ is not a subgroup of U(1)M in gen-
eral. Gauging ZηZ

2 is thus a Z+
2 -gauging. It still maps

QM → 2QW and QW → QM/2. Since ηZ = (−1)L/2η′Z ,
if L = 0 mod 4, odd charges are projected out. However,
if L = 2 mod 4, it is the even charges that are projected
out. This observation is compatible with the fact that
QW is half-integer-quantized for L = 2 mod 4. If we

instead gauge Zη′
Z

2 ∈ U(1)M , odd charges of QM would
be projected out regardless of L. Similar to XY + Y X
model, gauging ZηZ

2 together with a lattice T-duality
(which again takes the form of the identity matrix) leads
to a self-duality of the XY − Y X model. The nonin-
vertible symmetry operator in this case is simpler: It
is exactly the KW duality transformation D+ = DKW:
Zj → XjXj+1, XjXj+1 → Zj+1.

The result is again compatible with the continuum
limit, which is a compact boson CFT for L = 0 mod 4
but twisted by ηZ [6] for L = 2 mod 4. The spectrum
is again given by Eq. (7) except that now the eigenval-
ues of QW are half-integers for L = 2 mod 4. This is a
manifestation of the mixed anomaly between U(1)M and
U(1)W . The spectrum is invariant under the transforma-

tions QM → 2QW and QW → QM/2 at R =
√
2.

Note that the XY − Y X model also has a charge
conjugation symmetry ZC

2 that flips QM → −QM and
QW → −QW . Even though QM and QW do not com-
mute, we can choose the states to be eigenstates of QW .
Since the eigenvalues of QW are half-integers, the ground
state is at least doubly degenerate when U(1)W and ZC

2

are preserved, compatible with the lattice calculation and
the continuum limit for L = 2 mod 4 (see Appendix D)
[5, 6].

C. Self-duality in the XX model

Using the XY ±Y X models as two foundational seeds,
we can derive all the self-dualities in other models. As
an example, we discuss the self-duality in the XX model
first. In Ref. [10], the authors adopted the conven-
tional gauging procedure with controlled-Z gates that
maps the XX model to the X + ZXZ model. The
lattice T-duality matrix UT , which is nontrivial, is eas-
ily constructed by composing the unitary equivalence
from these models to the XY + Y X model. The corre-
sponding noninvertible symmetry in the XX model has
already been discussed there. The momentum charge
and the winding charge are: QM

XX =
∑

j Zj/2 and

QW
XX =

∑
j(X2j−1Y2j − Y2jX2j+1)/4.

However, as we emphasized, the gauging procedure
is far from unique. We are allowed to perform a uni-
tary transformation on the original spins before mix-
ing them with gauged spins by controlled-Z (or simi-
lar) gates, and a unitary transformation on the gauge
spins afterwards. Making use of the self-duality of the
XY + Y X model and composing it with the unitary
equivalence between it and the XX model, we can de-
termine a gauging procedure that makes the self-duality
of the XX model more manifest. This gauging proce-
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dure is detailed in Appendix C 3. In particular, under
this gauging, Z2j−1 → X2j−1Y2j , Z2j → −Y2jX2j+1,
X2j−1Y2j → Z2j , and Y2jX2j+1 → −Z2j+1. Thus the
self-duality maps QM

XX → 2QW
XX and QW

XX → QM
XX/2.

The lattice T-duality is the identity transformation.

D. Self-duality in the Levin-Gu model

We discuss one more example: the X − ZXZ model,
as known as the Levin-Gu model, whose Hamiltonian is

HLG =
∑
j

Xj − Zj−1XjZj+1. (8)

This model was proposed to describe the edge of a 2D
topological phase protected by a Z2 symmetry [16]. In
fact, it has (at least) two U(1) symmetries generated
by QM

LG =
∑

j(Y2jZ2j+1 − Z2jY2j+1)/2 and QW
LG =∑

j ZjZj+1/4. Note that ηX =
∏

j Xj = eiπQ
M
LG is

on-site and can be gauged easily. Gauging ZηX

2 using
controlled-Z gates produces the XX model, and gaug-
ing η′X =

∏
j(−1)jXj naturally produces the XX model

with staggered couplings (see Fig. 1), which is unitarily
equivalent to the Levin-Gu model.

Similar to what we did for the XX model, we can
choose a gauging procedure by composing the unitary
transformation between the Levin-Gu model and the
XY − Y X model and the self-duality Z2-gauging in the
XY − Y X model. The gauged Hamiltonian is

H ′
LG =

∑
j

X2jZ̃2j,2j+1 + Z̃2j,2j+1X2j+1 (9)

− Z2j−1Z̃2j−1,2jX2jZ2j+1 − Z2jX2j+1Z̃2j+1,2j+2Z2j+2,

and the gauge conditions are

X̃2j−1,2jY2jX̃2j,2j+1Z2j+1 = 1, (10a)

−Z2jX̃2j,2j+1Y2j+1X̃2j+1,2j+2 = 1, (10b)

for all j. The decoupling transformation is given in Ap-
pendix C 3. We can show that the Levin-Gu model is self-
dual under this unconventional gauging procedure and
that it maps QM

LG → 2QW
LG and QW

LG → QM
LG/2.

VI. NONINVERTIBLE SYMMETRIES

Having shown that all six models are self-dual under
appropriate gauging schemes, we now turn to the cor-
responding noninvertible symmetries. Under appropri-
ate gauging schemes, all these symmetry operators map
QM → 2QW and QW → QM/2. Here, we use QM and
QW for all models. As we have already mentioned, the
noninvertible symmetry operator of the XY −Y X model
is D+ = DKW and the the noninvertible symmetry oper-
ator of the XY +Y X model is D− = ηXDKW . The cor-
responding noninvertible symmetry operators for other

FIG. 2: Maps between local charges Q±
n . U0(π) =

eiπQ
+
0 /4 and U1(π) = eiπQ

+
1 /4. D± relating Q+

n to Q−
n

(up to unitary transformations) are not shown.

models are obtained by unitary transformations and are
described in Appendix C 4.
Note that other than the mixed anomaly between U(1)

symmetries and the type-III anomaly associated with two
U(1) symmetries and charge conjugation ZC

2 [10], the non-
invertible symmetry D+ = DKW is also be viewed as be-
ing anomalous [8] regardless of L mod 4, thus ruling out
the possibility of a trivially gapped ground state. Since
the XY + Y X model is obtained from the XY − Y X
model by gauging a discrete Z2 symmetry, we expect D−
to be anomalous as well for all even L. By unitary equiv-
alences, all noninvertible symmetries associated with the
self-dualities in the six models should be anomalous.
We can also derive the operator algebras associated

with the noninvertible symmetry generators. The alge-
bras for the XY ± Y X model follow directly from the
operator algebra associated with DKW [8]. For D+

η2Z = 1, ηZD+ = D+ηZ = D+,

D2
+ = (1 + ηZ)T, TD+ = D+T = D†

+, (11)

where T is the translation j → j + 1 [27]. For D−,

η2Z = 1, ηZD− = D−ηZ = D−,

D2
− = ηC(1 + ηZ)T, TD− = D−T = D†

−, (12)

where ηC = (−i)L/2
∏

j X2jY2j+1 is the charge conjuga-
tion operator.

VII. MAPS BETWEEN LOCAL CHARGES

As already mentioned, the XY − Y X model has in-
finitely many quantized conserved local charges. QM and
QW are just two of them. For example, by symmetry,∑

j YjYj+1/4 is also a local charge, a special case of QW

rotated by eiθQ
M

. Z+
2 -gauging this charge yields another

new charge −
∑

j Xj−1ZjXj+1/2. This process can be

repeated indefinitely. The (unnormalized) charges are

Q+
n =


∑

j Zj , n = 0;

(−1)n−1
∑

j XjZj+1 · · ·Zj+n−1Xj+n, n > 0;

(−1)n−1
∑

j YjZj+1 · · ·Zj−n−1Yj−n, n < 0;
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where Q+
0 = 2QM and Q+

1 = 4QW satisfy the Dolan-
Grady relations [28, 29]. Other Q+

n ’s, often called gen-
eralized cluster Hamiltonians [30], can be generated by

rotating (also called pivoting) using eiπQ
+
0 /4 and eiπQ

+
1 /4.

The maps between them have already been discussed in
Refs. [21, 22] and are shown in Fig. 2. The corresponding
charges of the XY + Y X model are similar [31]:

Q−
n =


∑

j(−1)j+1Zj , n = 0;∑
j(−1)j+nXjZj+1 · · ·Zj+n−1Xj+n, n > 0;∑
j(−1)jYjZj+1 · · ·Zj−n−1Yj−n, n < 0.

The difference is that the gauging is a Z−
2 -gauging and

the noninvertible operator is D−. The maps between
charges by rotations (using Q−

0 and Q−
1 ) and the KW

transformation are also shown in Fig. 2, which are iso-
morphic to those obtained in Ref. [10]. By unitary equiv-
alence, the same mapping structure applies to other mod-
els.

We make a few comments here. First, even though

eiθQ
±
n /2 for n = 2k ∈ 2Z is non-on-site for generic θ,

eiπQ
±
2k/2 is equal to ηZ or η′Z for all n. In other words,

the U(1) symmetries generated by Q±
2k’s share a com-

mon Z2 subgroup. Thus the dichotomy of Z±
2 -gauging

applies to all U(1) symmetries generated by Q±
2k’s. In

fact, Q±
2k/2 all flow to QM (and Q±

2k−1/4 all flow to QW )

in the IR [10]. Even though we call QM and QW the mo-
mentum and winding charges, momentum and winding
charges have infinite lattice realizations. Second, there
are many other local charges that are not shown, e.g.,
q2r−1’s with r > 1 for the XY − Y X model, which are
invariant under the action of Q+

0 , Q
+
1 , and D+. Third,

Z±
2 -gauging connects Q+

n and Q−
n but they are not shown

in Fig. 2.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this work, we studied two types of Z2-gauging,
namely, Z±

2 -gauging, and self-dualities in the XX lattice
model and its cousins. We highlighted the XY ± Y X
models, as they can be viewed as local charges of the
TFIM, and used them as fundamental seeds to establish
a web of Z2-gauging relations among the related models.
Exploiting the self-dualities of these two seeds and the
unitary equivalences between them and other models, we
determined appropriate Z2-gauging procedures that ren-
der all models self-dual. Furthermore, we found that the
lattice T-duality matrices take the form of the identity
matrix. We also demonstrated the direct connection of
the noninvertible symmetries to the (anomalous) KW du-
ality, obtaining their associated algebras in the XY ±Y X
models. Finally, we identified manifestly more symmet-
ric local charges and unified their mapping structures.
Our work provides a comprehensive framework for un-
derstanding symmetries and dualities in the XX model
and its cousins.

We mention two directions for further exploration.
First, it is known that gauging the charge conjugation
ZC
2 in the XX model yields two decoupled critical Ising

models. As discussed, the XY ±Y X models are directly
related to the TFIM. Thus, gauging ZC

2 not only extends
the web in Fig. 1, but also directly links the self-dualities
within this family of models to those in two copies of
the critical Ising model [32, 33]. Second, generic gauging
procedures induced by unitary transformations, as exem-
plified by the unconventional gauging for the Levin-Gu
model, warrant further investigation.
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Appendix A: Useful transformations

We list some transformations we use in this work here.
(a) Two-qubit controlled-Z gate: CZ. It is defined

as

CZij =
1 + Zi + Zj − ZiZj

2
. (A1)

It changes the phase of the wavefunction by −1 if both
spins are down. (Here, we identify a spin-1/2 with a
qubit.) It is Hermitian and has order 2. In particular,

CZijXiCZij = XiZj , CZijXjCZij = ZiXj , (A2)

CZijYiCZij = YiZj , CZijYjCZij = ZiYj (A3)

CZijZiCZij = Zi, CZijZjCZij = Zj . (A4)

For a periodic lattice of qubits, one can define a SPT

entangler U =
∏L

j CZj,j+1 with the following properties:

UXjU
−1 = Zj−1XjZj+1, (A5)

UZj−1XjZj+1U
−1 = Xj . (A6)

For even L, using the definition for CZ in Eq. (A1), we
can see easily

U = eiπ
1
4

∑L
j (−1)jZjZj+1 . (A7)

Thus, 1
4

∑L
j (−1)jZjZj+1 is a pivot Hamiltonian for U

[21].
(b) Rotation of Pauli matrices:

Rn̂(θ) = e−i θ
2 (n̂·σ⃗), (A8)

where n̂ is a unit vector specifying the rotational axis,
and σ⃗ = (X,Y, Z). It can be written as

Rn̂(θ) = cos
θ

2
I − i sin

θ

2
n̂ · σ⃗. (A9)

The rotational operator acts on the Pauli matrices as

Rn̂(−θ)σ⃗Rn̂(θ) =

cos θ σ⃗ + sin θ n̂× σ⃗ + (1− cos θ)(n̂ · σ⃗)n̂. (A10)

In particular,

RZ(−θ)

(
X
Y

)
RZ(θ) =

(
cos θ,− sin θ
sin θ, cos θ

)(
X
Y

)
. (A11)

The transformation holds for any cyclic permutation in
the Pauli matrices. In this work, we frequently make use
of special cases (up to cyclic permutations in the Pauli
matrices).

• X → −Y and Y → X : RZ(π/2).

• X → −X and Y → −Y : RZ(π) = −iZ.

• X ↔ Z and Y → −Y (Hadamard gate): HY =
iRX(π)RY (π/2) = XRY (π/2).

• X → Y → Z → X: Rn̂0
(2π/3) with n̂0 =

−(1, 1, 1)/
√
3. Explicitly,

Rn̂0(2π/3) =
1

2
[I + i(X + Y + Z)].

It can also be decomposed into two simpler rota-
tions, e.g., RY (−π/2)RZ(−π/2).

Appendix B: Gauging procedure

In this appendix, we provide more details about the
gauging procedure. To be more concrete, we use the
XY − Y X model as an example.

H =
∑
j

YjXj+1 −XjYj+1, (B1)

and gauge ηZ =
∏

j Zj .

(i) Gauging: Place one gauge Ising spin on each bond of
the lattice, couple the added gauge spins to neighboring
spins on the sites of the original lattice properly, and
enforce gauge conditions on each site.
We are free to choose the Ising spin in the Bloch sphere

based on X̃, Ỹ , Z̃. To be concrete, we choose Z̃j,j+1.
Typical gauge constraints used are

X̃j−1,jZjX̃j,j+1 = 1. (B2)

The Hamiltonian becomes

H ′ =
∑
j

YjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1 −XjZ̃j,j+1Yj+1. (B3)

At this step, it also common to perform Hadamard trans-
formations on lattice sites Xj ↔ Zj first to set the stage
for the application of controlled-Z gates in the next step.
More generically, we can perform other (not necessarily
on-site) unitary transformations on the spins on the orig-
inal lattice.

Note that if we are to gauge η′Z =
∏

j(−1)jZj , we can
impose the gauge condition

X̃j−1,j(−1)jZjX̃j,j+1 = 1 (B4)

for all j.
(ii) Decoupling: Apply a controlled-Z transforma-

tion (or a similar operation) to each pair of neighbor-
ing spins to decouple spins on sites from spins on the
bonds. As mentioned above, it is common to apply
the Hadamard transformation on every spin first before
applying controlled-Z gates (see Appendix A) on every
pair of neighboring spins. After that, we can use the
Hadamard transformation on every spin to rotate the
basis back. (We call the composite transformation a
Hadamard-rotated controlled-Z transformation for sim-
plicity and use H(CZ)H to represent it.) A Hadamard-
rotated controlled-Z transformation acts as

Zj → X̃j−1,jZjX̃j,j+1, XjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1 → Z̃j,j+1.
(B5)
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Under this unitary transformation, H ′ is mapped to

H̃ =
∑
j

(−i)X̃j−1jZjX̃j,j+1Z̃j,j+1 (B6)

− iZ̃j,j+1X̃j,j+1Zj+1X̃j+1,j+2

=
∑
j

−X̃j−1jZj Ỹj,j+1 + Ỹj,j+1Zj+1X̃j+1,j+2

and the gauge condition is mapped to

Zj = 1. (B7)

Thus the original spins on the sites are totally decoupled
from the gauge spins on the bonds. Plugging in Zj = 1,
we obtain

H̃ =
∑
j

Ỹj,j+1X̃j+1,j+2 − X̃j−1j Ỹj,j+1. (B8)

Dropping the tildes and replacing (j, j + 1) → j + 1, we

can see that H̃ is identical to H in Eq. (B1).
Note that this process can be followed by any other

unitary transformation on gauge spins on the bonds.

Appendix C: Details for the main web

In this appendix, we show the details of unitary trans-
formations, gauging procedures for both the inner layer
(XY ± Y X models) and the outer layer, and noninvert-
ible symmetry operations associated with self-dual Z2-
gauging in Fig. 1.

1. Unitary transformations in the web

(a) 2 → 1

CZ on (2j, 2j + 1) followed by U2→1 where U2→1

is defined to be Xj → Yj → Zj → Xj on every site
and Yj → −Yj and Zj → −Zj on odd sites.

(b) 1 → 3

U1→3: Xj → Yj and Yj → −Xj on odd sites.

(c) 2 → 3

CZ on (2j, 2j + 1) followed by U2→3 where U2→3

is defined to be Xj → Yj → Zj → Xj on even sites
and Yj → −Zj and Zj → Yj on odd sites.

(d) 6 → 4

CZ on (2j, 2j + 1) followed by U6→4 where U6→4

is defined to be Xj → Yj → Zj → Xj on every site
followed by Yj → −Yj and Zj → −Zj on odd sites,
and Xj → −Xj and Zj → −Zj on even sites.

(e) 4 → 5

U4→5: Xj → Yj and Yj → Xj on even sites.

(f) 6 → 5

CZ on (2j, 2j + 1) followed by U6→5 where U6→5

is defined to be Xj → Yj → Zj → Xj followed
by Yj → −Yj and Zj → −Zj on odd sites, and
Yj → Zj and Zj → −Yj on even sites.

2. Gauging in the web: inner layer

(a) 1 ↔ 1

Zj → X̃j−1,jZjX̃j,j+1, X̃j,j+1 → X̃j,j+1,

Xj → Xj , Z̃j,j+1 → XjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1.

(b) 4 ↔ 4

Zj → X̃j−1,jZjX̃j,j+1, X̃j,j+1 → X̃j,j+1,

Xj → Xj , Z̃j,j+1 → XjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1.

followed by Yj → −Yj and Zj → −Zj on every site
after dropping the tildes and replacing (j, j +1) →
j + 1.

(c) 1 → 4

Zj → (−1)jX̃j−1,jZjX̃j,j+1, X̃j,j+1 → X̃j,j+1,

Xj → Xj , Z̃j,j+1 → XjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1,

followed by Zj → −Zj andXj → −Xj on even sites
after dropping the tildes and replacing (j, j +1) →
j + 1.

(d) 4 → 1.

Zj → (−1)jX̃j−1,jZjX̃j,j+1, X̃j,j+1 → X̃j,j+1,

Xj → Xj , Z̃j,j+1 → XjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1,

followed by Zj → −Zj andXj → −Xj on even sites
after dropping the tildes and replacing (j, j +1) →
j + 1.

3. Gauging in the web: outer layer

Using the unitary transformations and the gauging
procedure mentioned above, we can determine the fol-
lowing self-duality gauging procedures for the models in
the outer layer by composing a unitary transformation
on spins on the sites (original lattice), the gauging pro-
cedure for the XY ± Y X models, and another unitary
transformation on gauge spins on the bonds (dual lat-
tice).

(a) 3 ↔ 3

The gauged Hamiltonian is

H ′ =
∑
j

(−1)j(XjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1 + YjZ̃j,j+1Yj+1).
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FIG. 3: Self-dual decoupling transformation for 3 ↔ 3.
Circled (squared) sites represent the original (dual) lat-
tice. Filled (empty) marks represent odd (even) sites or
bonds. Operators with tildes act on the dual lattice.

The gauge condition is X̃j−1,jZjX̃j,j+1 = 1 for
all j. The decoupling transformation is shown in
Fig. 3.

For odd j,

Zj → Ỹj−1,jZjX̃j,j+1, Xj → −Ỹj−1,jYjX̃j,j+1,

Z̃j−1,j → Xj−1Z̃j−1,jXj , X̃j−1,j → Ỹj−1,j .

For even j,

Zj → X̃j−1,jZj Ỹj,j+1, Xj → Xj ,

Z̃j−1,j → Xj−1Z̃j−1,jXj , X̃j−1,j → X̃j−1,j .

(b) 5 ↔ 5

The gauged Hamiltonian is

H ′ =
∑
j

XjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1 + YjZ̃j,j+1Yj+1.

FIG. 4: Self-dual decoupling transformation for 5 ↔ 5.
Circled (squared) sites represent the original (dual) lat-
tice. Filled (empty) marks represent odd (even) sites or
bonds). Operators with tildes act on the dual lattice.

FIG. 5: Self-dual decoupling transformation for 2 ↔ 2.
Circled (squared) sites represent the original (dual) lat-
tice. Filled (empty) marks represent odd (even) sites or
bonds. Operators with tildes act on the dual lattice.

The gauge condition is X̃j−1,j(−1)jZjX̃j,j+1 = 1
for all j. The decoupling transformation is shown
in Fig. 4.

For odd j,

Zj → X̃j−1,jZj Ỹj,j+1, Xj → Xj ,

Z̃j−1,j → −Xj−1Z̃j−1,jXj , X̃j−1,j → X̃j−1,j .

For even j,

Zj → −Ỹj−1,jZjX̃j,j+1, Xj → Ỹj−1,jYjX̃j,j+1,

Z̃j−1,j → Xj−1Z̃j−1,jXj , X̃j−1,j → Ỹj−1,j .

(c) 2 ↔ 2

The gauged Hamiltonian is

H ′ =
∑
j

X2jZ̃2j,2j+1 + Z̃2j,2j+1X2j+1

− Z2j−1Z̃2j−1,2jX2jZ2j+1

− Z2jX2j+1Z̃2j+1,2j+2Z2j+2.

The gauge conditions are

X̃2j−1,2jY2jX̃2j,2j+1Z2j+1 = 1

and

−Z2jX̃2j,2j+1Y2j+1X̃2j+1,2j+2 = 1

for all j. The decoupling transformation is shown
in Fig. 5.

For odd j,

Zj → Xj , Xj → −Xj−1Z̃j−1,jYjZ̃j,j+1,

Z̃j−1,j → −Z̃j−2,j−1Xj−1Ỹj−1,jXj , X̃j−1,j → Z̃j−1,j .
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FIG. 6: Self-dual decoupling transformation for 6 ↔ 6.
Circled (squared) sites represent the original (dual) lat-
tice. Filled (empty) marks represent odd (even) sites or
bonds. Operators with tildes act on the dual lattice.

For even j,

Zj → Xj , Xj → Z̃j−1,jYjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1,

Z̃j−1,j → Xj−1Ỹj−1,jXjZ̃j,j+1, X̃j−1,j → Z̃j−1,j .

(d) 6 ↔ 6

The gauged Hamiltonian is

H ′ =
∑
j

X2jZ̃2j,2j+1 + Z̃2j,2j+1X2j+1

+ Z2j−1Z̃2j−1,2jX2jZ2j+1

+ Z2jX2j+1Z̃2j+1,2j+2Z2j+2.

The gauge conditions are

−X̃2j−1,2jY2jX̃2j,2j+1Z2j+1 = 1

and

−Z2jX̃2j,2j+1Y2j+1X̃2j+1,2j+2 = 1

for all j. The decoupling transformation is shown
in Fig. 6.

For odd j,

Zj → Xj , Xj → −Xj−1Z̃j−1,jYjZ̃j,j+1,

Z̃j−1,j → Z̃j−2,j−1Xj−1Ỹj−1,jXj , X̃j−1,j → Z̃j−1,j .

For even j,

Zj → −Xj , Xj → −Z̃j−1,jYjZ̃j,j+1Xj+1,

Z̃j−1,j → Xj−1Ỹj−1,jXjZ̃j,j+1, X̃j−1,j → −Z̃j−1,j .

4. Noninvertible symmetry transformations

The noninvertible symmetry operators associated with
the self-dualities of the XY ±Y X models are directly re-
lated to the KW dual transformations. The correspond-
ing noninvertible symmetry operators for the rest are ob-
tained by unitary transformations. In this section, we
summarize their transformations in each model.

(a) 1 ↔ 1

Zj → XjXj+1, XjXj+1 → Zj+1.

(b) 4 ↔ 4

Zj → XjXj+1, XjXj+1 → −Zj+1.

(c) 3 ↔ 3

Zj →

{
YjXj+1, odd j;

XjYj+1, even j.

XjYj+1 →

{
YjZj+1Yj+2, odd j;

Zj+1, even j.

YjXj+1 →

{
Zj+1, odd j;

XjZj+1Xj+2, even j.

(d) 5 ↔ 5

Zj →

{
XjYj+1, odd j;

−YjXj+1, even j.

XjYj+1 →

{
Zj+1, odd j;

YjZj+1Yj+2, even j.

YjXj+1 →

{
−XjZj+1Xj+2, odd j;

−Zj+1, even j.

(e) 2 ↔ 2

Xj →

{
−Zj−1XjZj+1, odd j;

Xj+1, even j.

Zj−1XjZj+1 →

{
ZjXj+1Zj+2, odd j;

−Xj , even j.

YjZj+1 →

{
−Zj−1XjXj+1Zj+2, odd j;

ZjZj+1, even j.
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(Note that for odd j, the gauge invariant operator

is Z̃j−1,jYjZ̃j,j+1Zj+1.)

ZjYj+1 →

{
Yj+1Yj+2, odd j;

−Zj+1Zj+2, even j.

(Note that for odd j, the gauge invariant operator

is ZjZ̃j,j+1Yj+1Z̃j+1,j+2.)

ZjZj+1 →

{
Yj+1Zj+2, odd j;

−ZjYj+1, even j.

(f) 6 ↔ 6

Xj →

{
Zj−1XjZj+1, odd j;

Xj+1, even j.

Zj−1XjZj+1 →

{
ZjXj+1Zj+2, odd j;

Xj , even j.

YjZj+1 →

{
−Zj−1XjXj+1Zj+2, odd j;

ZjZj+1, even j.

(Note that for odd j, the gauge invariant operator

is Z̃j−1,jYjZ̃j,j+1Zj+1.)

ZjYj+1 →

{
−Yj+1Yj+2, odd j;

Zj+1Zj+2, even j.

(Note that for odd j, the gauge invariant operator

is ZjZ̃j,j+1Yj+1Z̃j+1,j+2.)

ZjZj+1 →

{
Yj+1Zj+2, odd j;

ZjYj+1, even j.

Appendix D: Key elements of the compact boson
CFT

In this appendix, we collect the essential elements in
the compact boson CFT that are useful for our discussion
in the main text. The reader can find more details in
Refs. [1, 2].
The compact boson CFT is described by the (Eu-

clidean) action

S =
1

4π

∫
dzdz̄∂zϕ∂z̄ϕ, (D1)

where z = exp(τ + ix), and the free boson field ϕ is
compactified on a circle of radius R, i.e. ϕ(z, z̄) ∼

ϕ(z, z̄) + 2πR. Split ϕ(z, z̄) into the left-moving and
the right-moving components: ϕ(z, z̄) = XL(z) +XR(z̄).
At a generic radius, the CFT has global symmetry
U(1)m ×U(1)w generated by the momentum charge QM

and the winding charge QW , respectively, which act on
XL/R as :

U(1)m :XL/R(z) → XL/R(z) +Rθm,

U(1)w :XL/R(z) → XL/R(z)±
1

4R
θw, (D2)

where θm/w ∼ θm/w + 2π.

The local primary operators are:

Vm,w(z, z̄) = (D3)

exp
[
i
(m
R

+ wR
)
XL(z) + i

(m
R

− wR
)
XR(z̄)

]
,

where m ∈ Z and w ∈ Z are the momentum number and
the winding number, i.e., eigenvalues of QM and QW ,
respectively. The conformal weights of Vm,w are

hm,w =
1

4

(m
R

+ wR
)2

, h̄m,w =
1

4

(m
R

− wR
)2

,

(D4)
and conformal dimensions are

∆m,w = hm,w + h̄m,w =
1

2
(
m2

R2
+ w2R2). (D5)

This is essentially Eq. (7) in the main text:

E =
1

2
[
(QM )2

R2
+R2(QW )2]. (D6)

Gauging the Z2 subgroup of U(1)m maps R → R/2,
which is equivalent to m → 2m and w → w/2. If we
perform a T-duality transformation m ↔ w, ∆m,w is

invariant at R =
√
2. This is the celebrated duality of

the compact boson CFT at R =
√
2.

If the compact boson CFT is twisted in space by eiπQ
M

,
there is a spectrum flow in QW . It now takes values in
half-integers w ∈ Z + 1

2 while QM remains intact with
m ∈ Z [6]. In this case the conformal dimensions are

∆m,w =
1

2
(
m2

R2
+ w2R2), (D7)

which again can be expressed as Eq. (D6). ∆m,w =
∆m,−w implies a double degeneracy in the spectrum
for all w. Again, if we perform a Z2-gauging together
with a T-duality transformation QM ↔ QW such that
QM → 2QW and QW → QM/2, then the spectrum re-

mains invariant at R =
√
2.
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