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Abstract: Although it is long believed that vanishing of chiral central charges of a 2d

conformal field theory (CFT) implies the existence of conformal boundary conditions, there

are yet higher obstructions. In this paper, we focus on 2d rational CFTs, for which we

identify a series of obstructions, known as higher central charges. We also discuss its

implication for lattice realizations and the generalization with global symmetries.
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1 Introduction

Gravitational anomalies are obstructions to coupling a theory with a nontrivial background

metric. In the case of 2-dimensional conformal field theories (CFT), the gravitational

anomaly manifests itself as the chiral central charge c− = c − c̄ [1, 2], i.e., the difference

between the central charges of the chiral part and the anti-chiral part of the theory1.

In practice, it is related to and often measured by thermal Hall conductance κ = π
6Tc−

[4–6] where T is the temperature . We will use the terms “gravitational anomaly” and

“chiral central charge” interchangeably in the following. An important consequence of

gravitational anomalies is that they are obstructions to an energy-conserving boundary

condition of the field theory. In addition, (d+1)-dimensional field theories with a nontrivial

gravitational anomaly cannot emerge from a d-dimensional lattice model2 with a tensor-

factorized Hilbert space and local interactions.

Although these statements has been known for a long time as folklore, it has been

systematically studied only recently [7–9] and was proved in the 2-dimensional case in

Ref. [9]. The basic ingredients in Ref. [9] will be reviewed in the next section. Despite above

progress, there are still many open problems. For example, it is conjectured in Ref. [9] (see

1Theories with c− = 0 are said to be gravitational anomaly free or have a trivial gravitational anomaly.

Besides, an alternative definition of gravitational anomaly is used in Ref. [3], where it is defined by the

absence of a lattice realization. In this definition, our construction identifies higher central charge as a new

indicator of gravitational anomalies.
2Through out this paper, we always assume lattice models are tensor-factorized with local interactions.

We also use lattice regularizations and lattice realizations interchangeably. Moreover, by the dimension of

the lattice model, we mean the spatial dimension.
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also conjecture 6.3 of Ref. [10]) that the vanishing of gravitational anomaly (i.e., c− = 0)

in 2d CFT implies an energy-conserving boundary condition [11–14]. Furthermore, it is

also natural to ask, given a field theory with vanishing gravitational anomaly, whether it is

always possible to realize it as the low energy effective field theory of some lattice model.

In the present paper, we answer both of these questions negatively. Our argument

is based on earlier results obtained in Ref. [9] as well as a newly developed notion called

higher central charges [15–19] and Witt equivalence of chiral CFTs [10]. In summary, higher

central charges can serve as an obstruction to energy-conserving boundary conditions and

lattice regularizations beyond gravitational anomaly.

2 Gravitational anomaly and lattice regularization

This section serves as a recap of the main results of Ref. [9]. Consider a 2d CFT T × T̄
which has T (resp. T̄ ) as its chiral (resp. anti-chiral) part. Let us also denote their energy-

momentum tensor by T (z) and T̄ (z̄) respectively. Assuming our theory lives on the upper

half plane which has the real axis as its boundary (as in panel (a) of Fig. 1). On the real

axis, the conformal boundary condition is imposed

T (z)|z∈R = T̄ (z̄)|z̄∈R (2.1)

The physical meaning of this boundary condition is that there is no energy flowing out of our

system, i.e., conformal boundary conditions are nothing but energy-conserving boundary

conditions. An immediate consequence of this boundary condition is that c− = c− c̄ = 0.

To wit, we note the TT -OPE

T (z)T (w) =
c

2(z − w)4
+

2T (w)

(z − w)2
+ ...

T̄ (z̄)T̄ (w̄) =
c̄

2(z̄ − w̄)4
+

2T̄ (w̄)

(z̄ − w̄)2
+ ...

(2.2)

One computes the TT -OPE for any two points on the real axis and the boundary condition

Eq. (2.1) implies c = c̄. Conversely, this means a non-vanishing chiral central charge c−
obstructs conformal boundary conditions.

To see why a nonzero c− implies the absence of lattice regularization, we first assume

that our 2d CFT with nonzero c− can be regularized by a lattice model. However, for

a lattice model with local interactions, it is always possible to impose the free boundary

condition, i.e., one just removes half of the chain. It is argued in Ref. [20], a critical spin

chain with free boundary condition can be described by a 2d CFT with conformal boundary

condition Eq. (2.1) in the infrared (IR) limit3. A more physical way to see this is to note,

conformal boundary conditions are nothing but energy-conserving boundary conditions of

a CFT. At the lattice level, free boundary condition is manifestly energy-conserving, so if

we assume the bulk of the chain flows to a CFT in the IR, the free boundary condition

3More precisely, one has to assume that the bulk of this chain can be described by some CFT, bulk

correlation function satisfies cluster decomposition in the IR and a well-defined thermodynamic limit. See

Ref. [20] for more details. The fermionic case is studied in Ref. [21].
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must flow to a conformal boundary condition of the IR CFT. See also Ref. [22, 23] for case

studies. Thus, if a 2d CFT admits a lattice regularization, then it must admit a conformal

boundary condition, which corresponds to the free boundary condition in the ultraviolet

(UV). Therefore it contradicts the existence of gravitational anomaly (i.e., c− ̸= 0).

3 From conformal boundary to topological interface

In this section we will focus on 2d rational CFTs. By the famous TQFT/CFT corre-

spondence [24–28], these rational CFTs can be viewed as boundary theories of certain 3d

topological quantum field theories (TQFTs). In the following, we will present a construc-

tion relating the existence of conformal boundary conditions of the 2d rational CFTs to

the existence of topological boundary condition of TQFTs in the 3d bulk.

Figure 1. (a) A 2d CFT is defined on upper half plane H+ := {z ∈ C|Im(z) ⩾ 0} and the

conformal boundary condition T (z)|z∈R = T̄ (z̄)|z̄∈R is imposed on the real axis Im(z) = 0. The

physical meaning of this boundary condition is that no energy flows outwards. (b) By folding

trick, the anti-chiral degrees of freedom (DoF) are then defined on the lower half plane H−. (c)

By conformal transformation, H+ is mapped to the upper hemisphere where T lives on. Similarly,

T̄ lives on the lower hemisphere and the conformal boundary condition is then imposed on the

equator. (d) Re-apply the folding trick so that the topological interface S becomes a topological

boundary.

The construction starts from the panel (a) of Fig. 1. Since the chiral degrees of freedom

(DoFs) and anti-chiral DoFs are decoupled, one can always use the folding trick so that the

anti-chiral theory T̄ is moved from H+ to H− (see panel (b) of Fig. 1). After the folding

step, we use conformal transformation to compactify our system on a sphere, so that the

chiral theory T lives on the upper hemisphere and T̄ lives on the lower hemisphere. The

conformal boundary (i.e., the real axis in panel (b)) is mapped to the equator of the sphere

S2. Note that the chiral theory T is not a well-defined 2d field theory itself4, it must be

defined on the boundary of certain 3d TQFT C. Similarly, anti-chiral theory T̄ must be

defined on the boundary of a 3d TQFT C̄ (see panel (c) of Fig. 1).

However, C and C̄ are different in general. The only way for the diagram in panel (c)

to be consistent is to have a topological interface S separating C and C̄. This interface S

must be topological because by construction, all gapless DoFs live on the sphere S2 and all

DoFs in the bulk are gapped. The conformal boundary condition is hence specified by the

choice of such a topological interface S and the boundary condition of S (the red line in

panel (c)). This generalizes the construction in Ref. [28, 30] where T and T̄ are taken to

be isomorphic hence it follows C = C̄ and S becomes a surface operator in theory C rather

than a topological interface between different theories. Since the interface S is topological,

4It is called a relative field theory in math literature, see Ref. [29] for more details.
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after re-applying the folding trick, it can be viewed as the topological boundary of the

theory C × C̄. Note that our total theory T × T̄ can be viewed as a boundary theory of the

total bulk theory C × C̄ and each step above is actually reversible, we have obtained the

following

Theorem 1. The 2d RCFT T × T̄ admits a conformal boundary condition only if its bulk

TQFT C × C̄ admits a topological boundary condition.

In mathematical literature, if two TQFTs (labeled by C and C̄) are separated by a

topological interface, we say C and C̄ are Witt equivalent [31]. Recently, the notion of Witt

equivalence is generalized to strongly rational vertex operator algebras (i.e., rational chiral

CFTs) in Ref. [10]. Two rational chiral CFTs are said to be (weakly) Witt equivalent if

they have the same central charge and their representation categories are Witt equivalent

as modular tensor categories. In this language, we found that for a 2d RCFT to admit

conformal boundary condition, it is necessary that its chiral part is Witt equivalent to its

anti-chiral part.

In fact, the topological interface separating C and C̄ is uniquely determined by the

conformal boundary condition. This result shares the same spirit of topological holography

principle, i.e., boundary physics uniquely determines the bulk. A mathematical proof to

theorem 1 and the uniqueness is available in appendix A.

As a further remark, theorem 1 remains valid even if one considers fermionic (a.k.a spin)

CFTs [32–35], since there is only one spin structure on disks and spheres. Besides, since the

sphere equipped with the spin structure bounds the 3-dimensional ball, our construction

applies without any modification.

4 Higher central charges

The problem of topological (hence gapped) boundary condition of (2+1)d topological order

is completely characterized by the Lagrangian algebra anyon [30, 36–38]. The lack of

Lagrangian algebra hence indicates a protected gapless edge theory. However, despite

being complete, it is usually complicated to find the Lagrangian algebra even if it exists.

Therefore, it is desirable to find some more computable quantities to characterize the

existence of topological boundary conditions. For example, if the chiral central charge c− ̸=
0, then there cannot be any topological boundary condition, otherwise it would contradict

the nonzero thermal Hall conductance κ = π2

3 c−T , which is linear in temperature5. The

mod 8 reduction of chiral central charge is determined by the anyon data, known as the

Gauss-Milgram formula

ξ1 :=

∑
a d

2
aθa

|
∑

a d
2
aθa|

= exp(2πi
c−
8
) (4.1)

where a labels the type of simple anyons, da is the quantum dimension of anyon a and

θa is the U(1)-valued topological spin of anyon a, see Sec. 8.15 of Ref. [39] for a proof.

5The contribution from gapped modes is exponentially small for low T [6].
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It is interesting to ask if the chiral central charge is the only obstruction to topological

boundaries and it is known for long that the answer is no [17, 40]. Further obstructions,

known as higher central charges are proposed and studied recently. They are defined as

follows

ξn :=

∑
a d

2
aθ

n
a

|
∑

a d
2
aθ

n
a |

(4.2)

It is easy to see that ξ1 is exactly equivalent to c−(mod 8). It is proved in Ref. [15] and

advocated in [17] that

Lemma 1 (theorem 4.4 of Ref. [15]). If a (2+1)d topological field theory admits a topological

boundary condition, then ξn = 1 for all n satisfying gcd(n,NFS) = 1, where NFS is minimal

positive integer such that θNFS
a = 1, ∀ a (known as Frobenius-Schur exponent).

Conversely, if ξn ̸= 1 for some n with gcd(n,NFS) = 1, then this topological field theory

cannot admit a topological boundary condition. Combining lemma 1 with our theorem 1,

we then deduce that

Corollary 1. A 2d rational CFT with nontrivial higher central charge ξn ̸= 1 for some n

with gcd(n,NFS) = 1 does not admit a conformal boundary condition.

This corollary provides a further obstruction to conformal boundary condition beyond

the gravitational anomaly c− (or ξ1). Combining above theorem with the discussion in

Ref. [9], i.e., a lattice regularization implies the existence of conformal boundary condition,

we then obtain that

Corollary 2. A 2d rational CFT with nontrivial ξn for some n satisfying gcd(n,NFS) = 1

cannot emerge from a lattice model with tensor-factorized Hilbert space and local interac-

tions.

Our corollary 2 can be viewed as a special case of higher version of Bloch theorem [41–

44]. The thermal version of Bloch theorem studied in Ref. [42] indicates that systems with

nonzero thermal Hall conductivity (equivalently chiral central charge c−) cannot emerge

from a lattice model with local interactions. Corollary 2 is a special case because we restrict

us to the case of rational CFTs only while the original Bloch theorem applies to any quasi

(1+1)d systems.

Our result is also valid for fermionic systems.

For example, let us consider the abelian Chern-Simons theory U(1)2 × U(1)−4, corre-

sponding to following K-matrix,

K =

(
2 0

0 −4

)
(4.3)

all anyons are abelian hence d2a = 1 for any a. The boundary theory of this theory is

described by (chiral) Luttinger liquid with following action

S =
1

4π

∫
d2x∂xϕi(Kij∂tϕj − Vij∂xϕj) (4.4)
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where Vij is a non-universal matrix encoding the velocity of these chiral waves. This

boundary theory contains two chiral bosons with opposite chirality, hence c = c̄ = 1 and

c− = c− c̄ = 0. Thus this model has no thermal Hall conductance. However, this model has

ξ3 = −1 while NFS = 8, by lemma 1, the bulk U(1)2 × U(1)−4 Chern-Simons theory does

not admit a topological boundary condition, hence the chiral Luttinger liquid described by

Eq. (4.4) cannot be gapped by local perturbations. Besides, by theorem 1 and corollary 2,

the chiral Luttinger liquid Eq. (4.4) does not admit a conformal boundary condition and

lattice regularization.

At first glance one might think the absence of lattice regularization is due to the

nonzero Hall conductance. As for any charge vector t⃗ = (a, b) where a, b ∈ Z, we have

electric Hall conductance (in natural units ℏ = e = kB = 1)

σH =
1

2π
t⃗ · (K−1t⃗) =

1

8π
(2a2 − b2) ̸= 0, ∀ a, b ∈ Z (4.5)

However, this is not the case. The absence of lattice regularization is still true even if

one breaks the global U(1) symmetry explicitly, e.g. by coupling the FQHE system to an

s-wave superconductor. Since an s-wave superconductor is described by a Z2-BF theory

[45], it is in the same phase as toric code (TC). This allows us to introduce U(1)-breaking

perturbations in Eq. (4.4). However, as is shown in Ref. [15] that higher central charges

are multiplicative under stacking of topological phases, thus U(1)2 ×U(1)−4 ×TC still has

ξ3 = −1 since toric code admits a topological boundary so it has trivial higher central

charges. Thus, we recover the results in Ref. [40]. Our results indicate, even with the

U(1)-breaking perturbations, the perturbed chiral Luttinger liquid still does not admit a

lattice realization.

5 Adding global symmetries

Next, we discuss RCFTs enriched by global symmetries. We will focus on invertible sym-

metries labeled by a group G. Thus, besides conformal symmetry, we can require the

boundary condition to preserve G-symmetry as well. By preserving G-symmetry, we mean

that the boundary can absorb the G-symmetry defects6. It is natural to expect that the

bulk TQFT admits G-symmetry as well. We also assume that the global symmetry on

boundary symmetry extends to a global symmetry in the bulk TQFT. For finite group G,

this is rigorously proved in Ref. [47], we expect it to hold for continuous symmetry as well.

Suppose our 2d RCFT admit a G-symmetric conformal boundary, we again employ the

folding (or doubling) trick. As before, the boundary condition D gives rise to a unique

topological interface inside the 3d bulk. However, we note that in the doubling procedure,

one copy of the symmetry defect gets orientation-reversed (see northern hemi-sphere of

Fig. 3). By assumption, the boundary condition D remains invariant if we push the defects

to the boundary (i.e., the equator in Fig. 3). Since the topological interface in the bulk

6In Ref.[46], this is known as strong-symmetric boundary conditions, see Fig. 2. The weak boundary

condition means bulk symmetry defect can end on boundary topologically. For invertible symmetries they

coincide.
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Figure 2. For a theory defined on a disk, the (strongly) symmetric boundary D can absorb

symmetry defect labeled by g ∈ G.

Figure 3. As is argued in previous sections, D uniquely determines a topological interface in the

3d bulk (the yellow surface). The boundary symmetry defect also extends to a bulk symmetry

defect (the orange surface) and can be absorbed by pushing it to the boundary.

is uniquely determined by the boundary condition D, it is also invariant under the fusion

with symmetry defects. After applying folding trick again, we obtain that

Theorem 2. For a 2d RCFT with global symmetry G to admit a G-symmetric conformal

boundary conditions, it is necessary for its bulk to admit G-symmetric topological boundary.

As a remark, this theorem should be valid even for non-invertible symmetries as long as

one considers strongly symmetric boundaries for RCFTs. Besides, the introduction of spin

structure does not modify the construction, so theorem 2 automatically holds for fermionic

CFTs.

For an application, we consider G = Z2. In Ref. [48], a particular class of free boson

CFTs with non-anomalous Z2 symmetry is studied. These CFTs can be gapped (hence

its bulk TFT admit a gapped boundary) by adding local perturbations if we forget the

Z2-symmetry. However, it cannot be gapped if we restrict to Z2-symmetric local perturba-

tions. This suggests its bulk TQFT does not admit a Z2-symmetric topological boundary

condition. Hence by theorem 2, this Z2-symmetric CFTs do not admit conformal boundary

conditions while preserving Z2-symmetry.

We also note that if these CFTs admit a lattice regularization7, then the Z2 cannot act

in an on-site way. If Z2-action is on-site, by the same argument used in Ref. [9] (reviewed

in Sec. 2), the free boundary condition would simultaneously preserve conformal symmetry

and Z2 symmetry in the IR limit, a contradiction. Thus, in these models (if exist), this

7Currently, we do not have an explicit construction for them. But from a field-theoretic point of view,

there is no obstruction since it can be gapped after forgetting Z2, in particular chiral central charge and all

higher central charges must vanish.
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non-anomalous Z2 symmetry cannot act in an on-site way. This suggests that there should

more obstructions for a symmetry to be on-site beyond anomalies.

6 Discussion

In this paper, we identified higher obstructions for 2d RCFT to admit a conformal boundary

condition or a lattice regularization. This disproves the widely believed conjecture that

vanishing of gravitational anomaly should imply a conformal boundary condition [9, 10].

However, these higher obstructions, known as higher central charges are now only defined

for rational CFTs and local expressions for these quantities are still lacking. By a local

expression, we mean that expressing higher central charges by certain correlation functions

or OPEs. It will be interesting to find such expressions and extend the definition of higher

central charges to irrational CFTs or even general 2d QFTs.

We also discussed the case if the conformal boundary is required to preserve global

internal symmetries. It turns out in certain examples [48] the G-symmetric conformal

boundary conditions can be absent even if there is no G-anomaly or gravitational anomaly.

This suggests some subtle generalization of “mixed gravitational-G anomaly” in these ex-

amples. We also point out the method to detect such “mixed G-gravitational anomaly” in

Ref. [48] is extremely complicated. It is natural to ask if there is a G-enriched version of

higher central charges8, which should be easier to compute.

Besides, it is shown in Ref. [17] that there is a Galois action on space of rational CFTs,

under which a higher central charge of a CFT is exactly the chiral central charge of its

Galois conjugate CFT. Besides, these authors also showed that a topological boundary of

3d TQFT remains topological after Galois action. It is interestin to see if similar argument

can be extended to the symmetry-enriched cases. For example, it is shown in Ref. [50]

that under some mild conditions, the Galois action in 3d TQFT preserve all the global

symmetries (e.g., 0-form, 1-form or 2-group symmetries). It is intriguing to extend this

result to boundary CFTs.
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A A proof for conformal boundary and topological interface

In this appendix, we provide a more rigorous proof to theorem 1 used in the main text. In

mathematics, chiral halves of 2d conformal field theories are described by vertex operator

algebras (VOAs). See e.g. Ref. [51, 52] for its definition. We do not need this definition

explicitly through out this appendix. Following that convention, below we will identify

a chiral CFT with a vertex operator algebra V, and we will denote V̄ for its orientation-

reversal.

A.1 Review of topological defects

First let us review the definition of conformal defects and topological defects, following

Ref. [53]. For two full CFTs, the conformal defect between them is defined as

(T1(z)− T̄1(z̄))|D = (T2(z)− T̄2(z̄))|D (A.1)

where D is the defect. The physical meaning of conformal defect is that the component

of energy-momentum tensor normal to the defect D is continuous across D. In the case

T2(z) = 0 = T̄2(z̄) (i.e., the second theory is empty), this definition reduces to conformal

boundary of the first theory. In particular, if we have

T1(z)|D = T2(z)|D
T̄1(z)|D = T̄2(z)|D

(A.2)

then the defect D is said to be topological. To gain some intuition, defects satisfying

Eq. (A.2) commute with infinitesimal diffeomorphisms (generated by energy-momentum

tensor!). As a consequence, one can deform the topological defect D inside the correla-

tors without changing the value of correlators as long as D does not cross any operator

insertions.

In particular, we note that if both theories are chiral, i.e., T̄1 = 0 = T̄2, then a

conformal defect is automatically topological. For the case of theorem 1, this means a

conformal boundary condition of V1 ⊗ V̄2 is equivalent to a topological defect between V1

and V2 by folding trick. This can happen, for example V2 can be obtained by orbifolding

V1 (known as half gauging in Ref. [54]). It is conjectured in Ref. [10] there is a topological

defect separating V1 and V2 if and only if they are related by orbifold construction.

For example, in the case of Ising model (minimal model M3,4), In this case V1 ≃ V2

and This model contains 3 primaries, denoted by 1, σ, ϵ. The topological defects correspond

to global symmetry of the (chiral) theory and they are precisely Verlinde lines in this case

(labeled by primaries). It is also known that in Ising model, its conformal boundary

states are Cardy states, which are labeled by primaries as well. So they are in one-to-one

correspondence, as is claimed.

As another example, we can look at the 3-state Potts model [55] (minimal model M5,6

in D-series [56]). This model has 8 conformal boundary states [57] while it has 8 (simple)

topological defects [55].
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A further example is boson at radius R = n
mRs.d. where Rs.d. is the self-dual radius and

m,n are coprime positive integers. In this case, the moduli space of conformal boundary

states is given by [58]

M = S3/(Zm × Zn) (A.3)

This coincides with the topological defects obtained in Ref. [59].

A.2 Proof to theorem 1

In the language of vertex operator algebras (VOA), primary fields appear as (twisted)

modules of VOAs. Given a topological defect D between two strongly rational VOAs V1

and V2. This gives rise to a wrapping operation, denoted by FD. Note that there is no

divergences during shrinking since D is a topological defect.

Figure 4. Wrapping the local primary field ϕ(z) in V1 by a topological defect D. Shrinking the

defect gives rise to a new local field FD(ϕ) in V2, which is generally not simple in Rep(V2).

Figure 5. The functor FD is (lax) monoidal, in the sense that the last arrow above does not need

to be isomorphism.

We also need to include twisted modules (a.k.a twisted sectors). Twisted modules

are created by primary operators attached to a topological line defect (see Fig. 6, where

primary σ is attached to line defect D3).

The wrapping construction is generalized to so-called lasso operation in Ref. [60] for

twisted sectors, see Fig. 6. Importantly, one has to fix the choice of the junction v ∈
Hom(D3 ⊗D2, D1 ⊗D2) where ⊗ means fusion of defects9.

One can see the lasso operation is also monoidal by a similar argument used before.

To summarize, we showed that

Lemma 2. Given two strongly rational VOA V1,V2 and a topological defect D between

them, the functor FD : Rep(V1) → Rep(V2) constructed above is (lax) monoidal.

9In the untwisted case, there is only one canonical choice for the junction such that v = idD ∈
Hom(D,D). This is also what we have assumed so far.
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Figure 6. The action of topological defect D2 on the twisted sector HD3
. The action may bring

the states to another twisted sector HD1 .

Mathematically, it is well known that a monoidal functor can be viewed as a bimodule.

Let us write Ci = Rep(Vi), i = 1, 2, then FD becomes a (C1, C2)-bimodule. Recall that in

Ref. [61] it is shown that Rep(Vi), i = 1, 2 are modular tensor categories, which give the

bulk TQFT by Reshetikhin-Turaev construction. The physical meaning of FD as a (C1, C2)-
bimodule is that it labels a topological interface between these two bulk TQFTs [31]. Note

that this bimodule (equivalently interface) depends only on the topological defect D (or

the conformal boundary condition in the main text). Given the defect D it is uniquely

determined. Thus we complete the proof of theorem 1.
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