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Abstract

The algebraic approach to quantum field theory focuses on the properties of local algebras,
whereas the study of (possibly non-invertible) global symmetries emphasizes global aspects
of the theory and spacetime. We study connections between these two perspectives by
examining how either of two core algebraic properties — “additivity” or “Haag duality” — is
violated in a 1+1D CFT or lattice model restricted to the symmetric sector of a general global
symmetry. For the Verlinde symmetry of a bosonic diagonal RCFT, we find that additivity is
violated whenever the symmetry algebra contains an invertible element, while Haag duality
is violated whenever it contains a non-invertible element. We find similar phenomena for the
Kramers-Wannier and Rep(D8) non-invertible symmetries on spin chains.
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1 Introduction

Quantum field theory (QFT) is a famously complex subject, and many different perspectives have
been used in attempts to achieve a unified understanding of its features. Two perspectives that
have become popular are to study QFT using generalized symmetries [1], or to study QFT using
the structure of local algebras [2, 3]. Relatively few connections have been made between these
two communities, though inroads have been made in [4–12]. The goal of the present paper is to
strengthen the connection between these two ways of thinking about QFT by studying connections
between the algebraic approach and non-invertible symmetries.

As we explain further in section 2, the algebraic approach to studying quantum theory involves
a “net of local algebras”, which is a way of assigning an algebra A(R) to each region R. The
properties of this assignment encode deep structural facts about the theory one is studying; for
example, in [13,14], the structure of this assignment in a gauge theory was shown to be related to
the structure of superselection sectors. More recently, in [11], the structure of the assignment in
a 1+1D conformal field theory was shown to be related to the modular invariance of the theory’s
torus partition function. On the other hand, as reviewed in [15–20], generalized symmetries consist
of invertible or non-invertible topological defects that can be used to constrain the correlation
functions of a quantum field theory, leading to novel selection rules and many other interesting
phenomena.

The chief difficulty in connecting the algebraic and symmetry perspectives is that the algebraic
framework was initially designed to describe the physics of local fields, while the symmetry perspec-

1



tive emphasizes the importance of extended operators. This has caused a great deal of confusion
in determining what the “correct” way to assign algebras to regions in the presence of extended
operators is, with different research groups having different opinions on how this question should
be answered. We do not aim to resolve this debate, but we do hope to introduce new connections
between the algebraic literature and the literature on non-invertible global symmetries.

Concretely, in this work we will study finite global symmetry algebras in 1+1D systems that
will generally have both invertible and non-invertible elements. Restricting to the sector of the
1+1D theory that is invariant under this global symmetry algebra gives rise to a new “theory”
that may be pathological. For example, it is well known that while the Z2-even sector of the
1+1D Ising CFT is closed under operator product expansions, it is not modular invariant and
does not have well-defined partition functions on general manifolds. While modular invariance
might be a natural rule to impose in relativistic QFT, it is unclear what it means in more general
setups such as in lattice models. Indeed, there have been many recent discussions of sectors of
full-fledged lattice systems under global symmetry constraints in the study of topological orders
and dualities [21–31].

Interestingly, as pointed out in [3], the local algebras of Z2-even sector have an unusual structure
in that they cannot simultaneously obey two core properties in algebraic QFT, known as Haag
duality and additivity. This observation motivates us to study how the properties of additivity
and Haag duality, which characterize the structure of the local algebras in a quantum theory, are
preserved or violated under restriction to a symmetric sector of a finite symmetry algebra. In the
examples we analyze, our general observation will be that for a natural assignment of algebras
that we define in section 3, the property of additivity is violated when the symmetry algebra
contains an invertible element, while the property of Haag duality is violated when the symmetry
algebra contains a non-invertible element. We will show this both in the continuum setting of
rational conformal field theories with (generally non-invertible) Verlinde lines, and in two explicit
lattice models containing non-invertible duality defects. This observation connects the additivity
and Haag duality properties that have been emphasized in [5–7,11] with the non-invertible defects
reviewed in [32,33].

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we review the algebraic framework for
studying local quantum theories, and explain the “additivity” and “Haag duality” properties that
will be studied in later sections. In section 3, we study the example of the Z2-even sector of
the Ising model in more detail, and explain how a natural choice of algebraic assignment violates
additivity but not Haag duality. In section 4, we study diagonal rational conformal field theories
and the restriction to the symmetric sector of the finite symmetry generated by Verlinde lines;
we show that additivity is violated if there is an invertible line, while Haag duality is violated if
there is a non-invertible line. In section 5, we study similar phenomena in two examples of lattice
systems with non-invertible symmetries.

2 Algebraic notions

In the algebraic approach to quantum theory developed in [2,3], subsystems of a quantum system
are described by algebras of operators represented on a common Hilbert space H. The states in
H are the global states of the full system; for any state |ψ⟩ ∈ H and any algebra A defining a
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subsystem, the set of expectation values

⟨ψ|a|ψ⟩, a ∈ A (2.1)

characterizes the restriction of |ψ⟩ to the subsystem described by A.
The algebras describing subsystems are typically taken to be von Neumann algebras. These are

algebras of bounded operators that are closed under adjoints, and that are complete with respect
to a naturally physical topology. For precise definitions, see the physicist-oriented reviews [34,35].
A useful equivalent definition is that a von Neumann algebra is an algebra of bounded operators
that is equal to its own double commutant. If we denote by B(H) the space of all bounded operators
on H, then the commutant of A is the set

A′ ≡ {a′ ∈ B(H) | [a′, a] = 0 for all a ∈ A}, (2.2)

and A is a von Neumann algebra if and only if it satisfies A = (A′)′, often written more succinctly
as A = A′′.

A quantum system typically comes with some notion of locality in that the degrees of freedom
can be partitioned into distinct regions. In a relativistic quantum field theory, for example, the
degrees of freedom are naturally partitioned among causally complete regions of spacetime. In a
lattice system, the degrees of freedom are naturally partitioned among subsets of the lattice sites.
In any case, a local quantum theory contains a set of regions that contain subsystems, and to
study these subsystems algebraically, one assigns a von Neumann algebra A(R) to each region
R. On physical grounds, these algebras should satisfy some natural properties discussed at length
in [2, 3]. The most basic of these is “isotony,” which is just the statement

R1 ⊆ R2 ⇒ A(R1) ⊆ A(R2). (2.3)

Another natural condition is that there should be a notion of a complementary region R′ for each
region R, and that by locality, the algebras should satisfy the restriction

A(R′) ⊆ A(R)′, (2.4)

since everything in R′ should commute with everything in R. In a relativistic QFT, R′ is the
causal complement of R, while on the lattice, R′ is the complementary subset of lattice sites.

In the strict algebraic approach to quantum physics advocated in [2, 3], the assignment of
algebras to regions is part of the definition of a quantum theory. However, if one has an independent
definition of the theory — for example a lattice Hamiltonian or a field theory Lagrangian — then
there is typically some freedom in how one defines the map R 7→ A(R). There may be a “correct”
assignment that is the most informative in terms of understanding the theory, but one is free to
study other assignments and ask about their properties. A typical example, which was studied
in [5, 6], is a theory with a higher-form global symmetry [1]. Such a theory contains extended
operators that cannot be divided up into a product of local pieces. In such cases, one must decide
whether such operators are included in the “local algebras” A(R) or not. Our preference is to
include these operators in the local algebras, but this is not a universal point of view — the
opposite choice is made in [5, 6, 11]. So in the present work, we will remain agnostic about what
the “correct” choice of assignment of algebras to regions is, and simply study the properties of
an assignment that we find natural. Furthermore, we will only discuss quantum systems without
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higher-form global symmetries in this paper, leaving a detailed exposition of the connection to
higher-form symmetries to a companion paper [36].

The specific properties that we will study are additivity and Haag duality. Additivity is the
property that the algebra associated to a region is generated by the algebras associated to sub-
regions. For two algebras A(R1) and A(R2), we define A(R1) ∨ A(R2) to be the smallest von
Neumann algebra containing both A(R1) and A(R2); an equivalent definition is

A(R1) ∨ A(R2) ≡ (A(R1) ∪ A(R2))
′′. (2.5)

An assignment of algebras to regions is said to satisfy additivity if we have

A(R1 ∪R2) = A(R1) ∨ A(R2). (2.6)

Haag duality is the property that the algebra associated to a region is “maximal” with respect
to the algebra associated with the complementary region. Concretely, we explained above that
locality imposes the requirement (2.4). An assignment of algebras to regions is said to satisfy
Haag duality if the inclusion is saturated, so that we always have

A(R′) = A(R)′ (2.7)

for every region R. In other words, Haag duality states that the algebra of the complement is the
commutant of the algebra, which can be viewed as a complement/commutant duality.1

3 Additivity violation and invertible global symmetry

As discussed in the introduction and in section 2, the properties of additivity and Haag duality
may be violated when one restricts to the symmetric sector of a global symmetry. In this section,
we will illustrate this using a simple 1+1D lattice model, which will allow us to clarify our general
convention for the assignment of algebras to local regions, as well as the basic mechanism by which
additivity is violated. Since our focus is solely on the operator algebra, we do not need to specify
a particular Hamiltonian. However, one may keep the transverse-field Ising Hamiltonian in mind
as a concrete example.

The space of our model is a periodic spin chain with L links. We place a qubit on every link
and label the links by ℓ = 1, 2, · · · , L with ℓ ∼ ℓ + L. The total Hilbert space H =

⊗L
ℓ=1 Hℓ

is 2L-dimensional and is a tensor product of local qubit Hilbert spaces Hℓ ≃ C2. The complete
operator algebra A(S1) is just the algebra of 2L × 2L matrices

A(S1) = Mat(2L,C) , (3.1)

where S1 denotes the entire space. Given a region R (which is generally a disjoint union of
intervals), there is a natural assignment of an algebra A(R), which is just the matrix algebra
acting on the Hilbert space factor

⊗
ℓ∈R Hℓ. This assignment clearly satisfies both additivity and

Haag duality.

1The word “duality” is also used in many other contexts in theoretical physics for different notions. See, for
example, [37] for a recent survey.
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This lattice algebra contains a global Z2 operator

U =
L∏

ℓ=1

Xℓ , U2 = 1 , (3.2)

where Xℓ, Zℓ are the Pauli operators acting on the qubit of the ℓ-th link. When we restrict to the
Z2-even sector, we restrict to the subalgebra AZ2(S

1) ⊆ A(S1), which consists of operators that
commute with U . In the Ising model, AZ2(S

1) is known as the bond algebra [38–40] for the Z2

operator U , which in this case is

AZ2(S
1) ≡

{
O ∈ Mat(2L,C)

∣∣∣OU = UO
}

=

〈
Xℓ , ZℓZℓ+1

〉
ℓ=1,2,··· ,L

.
(3.3)

This subalgebra acts irreducibly on the Z2-even subspace of H, defined as

HZ2 = {|ϕ⟩ ∈ H | U |ϕ⟩ = |ϕ⟩} , (3.4)

which is no longer a tensor product Hilbert space. This subalgebra has been emphasized in [21]
in the context of topological order and dualities.

To study the properties of additivity and Haag duality, we need to define an assignment of
algebras AZ2(R) ⊆ AZ2(S

1) for general regions R. As discussed in section 2, there is no canonical
choice of this assignment. For example, the operator U belongs to AZ2(S

1), but it is up to us to
decide whether it belongs to AZ2(R) if R is not the entire circle. Naively, because U has support
on every link, we might want to say that U is not in AZ2(R). On the other hand, the operator U
acts trivially on HZ2 , so it should be identified with the identity operator, which belongs to the
algebra of every region R.

In what follows, we will adopt the following physically motivated definition of A(R). We define
an operator to belong to AZ2(R) if the relation U = 1 allows us to express the operator in a form
that is entirely supported within R. Equivalently, we say an operator O belongs to AZ2(R) if
there exists an operator in A(R) that acts the same way as O on the subspace HZ2 . With this
choice of assignment, U belongs to AZ2(R) for every choice of R.

Now we can readily see why the assignment R 7→ AZ2(R) violates additivity. Let R1 and R2

be two disjoint intervals, as in Figure 1, and fix ℓ1 ∈ R1 and ℓ2 ∈ R2. Since Zℓ1 does not commute
with U , it does not belong to AZ2(R1). Similarly, we have Zℓ2 /∈ AZ2(R2). However, Zℓ1Zℓ2 does
commute with U , and belongs to AZ2(R1 ∪R2). Thus, AZ2(R1 ∪R2) ⊋ AZ2(R1)∨AZ2(R2), and
additivity is violated by this pair of Z2-odd operators.

On the other hand, Haag duality is not violated for our choice of assignment. Naively, one
might attempt to violate Haag duality by considering the following disorder operator [41,42] from
link ℓ1 to ℓ2:

U(ℓ1, ℓ2) =

ℓ2∏
ℓ=ℓ1

Xℓ . (3.5)

If we let R be the region from link ℓ1 + 1 to link ℓ2 − 1, then operator U(ℓ1, ℓ2) commutes with
every operator in AZ2(R), but it does not seem to be in AZ2(R′) because of the appearance of Xℓ1
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Zℓ1

Zℓ2

R1R2

Figure 1: Additivity is violated by a pair of Z2-odd operators.

Xℓ1

X

XX

Xℓ2

R

R′

∏
ℓ Xℓ=1
==

XX

X

R

R′

Figure 2: Using the relation U =
∏L

ℓ=1Xℓ = 1, we can rewrite the disorder operator U(ℓ1, ℓ2)
in a presentation so that it is supported in R′.

and Xℓ2 . This appears to be a violation of Haag duality, since it would imply AZ2(R)′ ⊋ AZ2(R′),
but this is actually not the case. The reason is that on the Z2-even Hilbert space HZ2 , we can
rewrite (3.5) as

U(ℓ1, ℓ2) =

ℓ1+L−1∏
ℓ=ℓ2+1

Xℓ . (3.6)

Because U(ℓ1, ℓ2) admits this presentation, we have U(ℓ1, ℓ2) ∈ AZ2(R′), and Haag duality is not
violated. See Figure 2.

Another way one might attempt to violate Haag duality is by choosingR to be two disconnected
intervals, with one component containing ℓ1 and the other containing ℓ2 (see Figure 3). Then
U(ℓ1, ℓ2) is not in AZ2(R), but it commutes with every operator of AZ2(R′) that is supported
entirely within a single component of R′. However, U(ℓ1, ℓ2) fails to commute with a pair of Zℓ

operators in the two disjoint intervals of R′, so it is also not in AZ2(R′)′, and does not cause a
violation of Haag duality.

Xℓ1

X

X

Z

Z

X

Xℓ2

RR

R′

R′

Figure 3: The disorder operator U(ℓ1, ℓ2) does not commute with a pair of Zℓ’s in R′.
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By similar arguments as those given above, also discussed in [3, 5], it is straightforward to
see that similar conclusions hold in continuum QFT for any ordinary, invertible global symmetry
G: the G-symmetric algebra assignment AG violates additivity for disjoint regions because of the
presence of charge-neutral pairs of charged local operators. In the next section we will see some
qualitatively different features when we generalize this discussion to non-invertible symmetries.

4 Symmetric sector under non-invertible symmetries

In this section we consider the symmetric sector of a CFT with respect to a finite, internal, possibly
non-invertible global symmetry. We will see that, unlike the purely invertible case, additivity can
be preserved in the symmetric sector in this more general setting. The intuitive reason is that the
“charges” of local operators under a non-invertible symmetry cannot generally be added. Thus, one
cannot generally violate additivity by creating a pair of charged local operators whose combined
charge vanishes. In diagonal RCFTs, our general conclusion is that additivity is violated in the
symmetric sector whenever the symmetry algebra contains a non-trivial invertible element, while
Haag duality is violated whenever it contains a non-invertible element. (Here the symmetry of
interest is the maximal internal global symmetry that commutes with the chiral algebra, generated
by the Verlinde lines.) In addition to the example of section 3 where additivity was violated but
Haag duality is preserved, in this section we find examples where additivity is preserved but Haag
duality is violated, and examples where both additivity and Haag duality are violated.

4.1 Kramers-Wannier symmetry in the Ising CFT

4.1.1 Review of Ising CFT and its symmetries

The simplest example of non-invertible symmetry in QFT is the Kramers-Wannier symmetry in
the c = 1/2 Ising CFT [43–45,33,20]. The Ising CFT has three Virasoro local primary operators,
which are the identity operator 1, the energy operator ϵ, and the order operator σ. Their conformal
weights are (h, h̄) = (0, 0), (1/2, 1/2), and (1/16, 1/16), respectively. Their fusion rule is

ϵ× ϵ = 1 , ϵ× σ = σ × ϵ = σ , σ × σ = 1 + ϵ , (4.1)

which means that the OPE channel between the two primary operators on the left-hand side
contains the primaries on the right-hand side. The lattice counterparts of σ and ϵ are

σ ∼ Zℓ , ϵ ∼ ZℓZℓ+1 −Xℓ+1. (4.2)

The Z2 global symmetry of the Ising CFT is implemented by a topological line operator Lϵ

that obeys L2
ϵ = 1. (The notation will soon become clear.) This is the continuum counterpart of

the operator U =
∏

ℓXℓ considered in Section 3. The commutators involving Lϵ are Lϵ ϵ = ϵLϵ

and Lϵ σ = −σLσ.
Interestingly, there is another global symmetry in the Ising CFT, implemented by a topological

line operator Lσ. Both Lϵ and Lσ commute with the stress-energy tensor, and therefore with the
entire Virasoro algebra. The algebra of Lϵ and Lσ is the same as the fusion rule between the local
primary operators:

Lϵ × Lϵ = 1 , Lϵ × Lσ = Lσ × Lϵ = Lσ , Lσ × Lσ = 1 + Lϵ . (4.3)
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Lϵ

ϵ =

Lϵ

ϵ
Lϵ

σ = −
Lϵ

σ

Lσ

ϵ = −
Lσ

ϵ
Lσ

σ =

Lσ

µ

Figure 4: The commutation relation between the invertible Z2 topological line operator Lϵ

(dashed line), the non-invertible Kramers-Wannier line operator Lσ (red line), and the local
primaries ϵ and σ [45].

More generally, in any diagonal rational conformal field theory, there is a one-to-one correspon-
dence between the local primary operators and the topological lines, known as the Verlinde lines,
that commute with the extended chiral algebra and that obey the same fusion rule as the pri-
maries [46, 44,47,33]. This more general setting is discussed in Section 4.3.

The actions of Lϵ and Lσ on the Virasoro primary states on a circle are given by

Lϵ|1⟩ = |1⟩ , Lϵ|ϵ⟩ = |ϵ⟩ , Lϵ|σ⟩ = −|σ⟩ ,
Lσ|1⟩ =

√
2|1⟩ , Lσ|ϵ⟩ = −

√
2|ϵ⟩ , Lσ|σ⟩ = 0 .

(4.4)

Here |1⟩, |ϵ⟩, and |σ⟩ are the Virasoro primary states in the (untwisted) Hilbert space that cor-
respond to the local primary operators 1, ϵ, and σ via the operator-state correspondence. The
operator Lσ has a kernel and is therefore non-invertible. It generates a non-invertible global sym-
metry, which is associated with the Kramers-Wannier transformation [48]. The algebraic structure
of these topological lines is not that of a group, but of a fusion category — this structure includes
both the symmetry algebra in equation (4.3) and additional information about junctions where
distinct lines meet. The category we are studying here is usually called the “Ising fusion cat-
egory.” We will not list all of its categorical data explicitly, but some information beyond the
symmetry algebra is needed to describe the commutation relations between topological lines and
local primaries, which can be found in [45,32,33] and are shown in Figure 4.

While Lσ anticommutes with ϵ, it does not have a simple commutation relation with σ. Instead,
as shown in Figure 4, commuting Lσ past σ produces a “disorder operator” µ whose conformal
weight is (h, h̄) = ( 1

16
, 1
16
). The object µ is a “twisted” primary operator that lives at the end of

the line Lϵ, and in Figure 4, this line Lϵ attaches to Lσ via a junction.
More generally, there are three “twisted” primary operators that can live at the end of Lϵ,

denoted µ, ψ, and ψ̄, with conformal weights (h, h̄) = ( 1
16
, 1
16
), (1

2
, 0), and (0, 1

2
). The twisted

primaries ψ(z) and ψ̄(z̄) are left- and right-moving free fermion fields, which are not local operators
in the Ising CFT. These operators are said to be “twisted” because via the state-operator map,
they correspond to states in a Hilbert space on the cylinder that has been twisted by an Lϵ defect.
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It is a common abuse of terminology to refer to µ as the disorder “operator”, even though it
is not an operator acting on the Hilbert space. On the other hand, a pair of µ’s connected by a
Z2 line Lϵ does act on the Hilbert space. Such a pair is the continuum counterpart of the lattice
disorder operator U(ℓ1, ℓ2) =

∏ℓ2
ℓ=ℓ1

Xℓ, which we introduced previously in equation (3.5). The

OPE between any pair of the twisted primaries µ, ψ, or ψ̄ gives a sum of local operators, which
we record below [49]:

ψ × ψ = ψ̄ × ψ̄ = 1 , ψ × ψ̄ = ψ̄ × ψ = ϵ ,

ψ × µ = µ× ψ = σ , ψ̄ × µ = µ× ψ̄ = σ , µ× µ = 1 + ϵ .
(4.5)

4.1.2 Symmetric sectors

Now we can consider different sectors of the Ising CFT relative to invertible or non-invertible
symmetries. The Z2-even sector AZ2 of the Ising CFT consists of the local primaries 1 and ϵ, as
well as their descendants. As explained in Section 3, we find that a pair of the order operators σ
violates additivity in AZ2 , whereas Haag duality is respected.

Next, we consider the symmetric sector AKW under the full Ising fusion category. More specif-
ically, AKW is defined as the set of operators that commute with both Lϵ and Lσ, i.e., any O that
satisfies OLϵ = LϵO, OLσ = LσO. As far as local operators are concerned, this sector consists
only of the identity primary 1 and its descendants such as the stress-energy tensor. Below we
show that this sector AKW violates both additivity and Haag duality.

ϵ ϵ R1R2
ψ ψ

Lϵ

RR

R′

R′

Figure 5: The symmetric sector with respect to the full Ising fusion category in the Ising CFT
violates both additivity and Haag duality. Left: A pair of the energy operators ϵ (with (h, h̄) =
(12 ,

1
2)) violates additivity. Right: A pair of left-moving free fermions ψ (with (h, h̄) = (12 , 0))

connected by a Z2 line Lϵ (shown in dashed line) violates Haag duality.

To violate additivity, we note that even though a single ϵ primary operator does not belong
to AKW, a pair of them commutes with both Lϵ and Lσ. If we place one ϵ in an interval R1 and
another ϵ in a distinct interval R2, as in Figure 5, we find that this bilocal operator belongs to
AKW(R1 ∪R2) but is not in AKW(R1) ∨ AKW(R2). Thus, additivity is violated.

Haag duality is violated by considering a pair of left-moving free fermion operators ψ(z) (whose
conformal weights are (h, h̄) = (1/2, 0)) connected by Lϵ. The OPE between two free fermions
is ψ(z)ψ(0) ∼ 1/z, which gives us the fusion rule ψ × ψ = 1 from equation (4.5). Based on this
OPE, we therefore argue that a pair of ψ belongs to AKW. (See, however, more discussions below.)
Now we place one ψ in one disconnected component of the region R in Figure 5, and another ψ
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Lσ

σ σ =

Lσ

µ µ =

Lσ

Lϵ
µ µ

Figure 6: The commutation relation between the non-invertible operator Lσ (red line), and
a pair of order operators σ. The non-invertible operator Lσ implements a Kramers-Wannier
transformation and turns a pair of order operators into a pair of disorder operators connected
by a Z2 line Lϵ [45]. Therefore, a pair of σ’s belongs to AZ2 but not AKW. (See (5.8) for the
lattice counterpart of this equation.)

in the other component, then the resulting bilocal operator is not contained in AKW(R) because
of the Lϵ line connecting the fermions. However, the ψψ bilocal operator commutes with every
operator in R′, and is therefore in AKW(R′)′. To see this, we note that every operator in R′ is
a multilocal combination of primary or descendant operators that commutes with both Lσ and
Lϵ. But no multilocal operator containing σ can be in AKW(R′) — not even the σσ pair that we
used to rescue Haag duality in section 3 — because commuting Lσ past σ introduces a disorder
operator µ that cannot be cancelled by the addition of other local terms. So all the operators in
AKW are generated the identity, ϵϵ pairs, and their descendants, but these commute with a pair of
ψ. We therefore see that the symmetric sector of the Ising fusion category violates Haag duality
in the form AKW(R′)′ ⊋ AKW(R).

In the above argument, we used the OPE to show that ψ(z)ψ(0) belongs to the symmetric
sector of the Ising fusion category. One might worry that this reasoning is only valid when z is
small and when no other operator insertions are present. However, we claim that this argument
extends even to finite z. The key is that the charges (or representations) of a finite, possibly
non-invertible, global symmetry are discrete, and cannot be continuously deformed. For instance,
a Z2-odd charged operator cannot suddenly become Z2-even under a continuous deformation. In
the Ising CFT, we first establish that ψ(z)ψ(0) commutes with the Ising fusion category when
z is small using the OPE, then use the rigidity of the discrete representations to conclude that
ψ(z)ψ(0) remains in AKW even at finite separation z.

As a tangent, we note that there is an alternative way to see why a pair of left-moving fermions
ψ’s is symmetric under the full Ising fusion category, without relying on the OPE. The Ising CFT
is closely related to the free Majorana CFT, however, they are globally two different QFTs. The
Majorana CFT has an invertible Z2 × Z2 global symmetry, generated by a chiral fermion parity
(−1)FL that flips the sign of the left-moving fermion ψ(z), and a non-chiral fermion parity (−1)F

that flips the sign of both the left- and right-moving fermions ψ(z), ψ̄(z̄). The Ising CFT is
obtained by gauging (−1)F of the Majorana CFT (see, for example, [50] for a review). Gauging a
finite symmetry produces a topological Wilson line in the gauged theory, and in the case of (−1)F

the corresponding Wilson line is the Z2 line Lϵ of the Ising CFT. Since the left- and right-moving
free fermions ψ(z) and ψ̄(z̄) were charged under (−1)F , they are now connected to the Wilson
line Lϵ in the Ising CFT. More interestingly, because of an ’t Hooft anomaly between (−1)FL

and (−1)F [51], the chiral fermion parity turns into the non-invertible global symmetry Lσ in the
Ising CFT [52–55]. Since Lσ originates from (−1)FL , it commutes with a pair of the left-moving
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LΦ

Φ = −φ−2

LΦ

Φ +

LΦ

Φ′

Figure 7: The commutation relation between the Fibonacci topological line operator LΦ (green
line) and the local primary operator Φ. Here Φ′ is a twisted primary with conformal weights

(h, h̄) = (25 ,
2
5) and φ = 1+

√
5

2 is the golden ratio. (In the second term we have normalized the
junction and Φ′ so that the coefficient is +1.)

fermions ψ. In contrast, a left-moving fermion ψ connected to a right-moving fermion ψ̄ by a Lϵ

line is odd under Lσ, consistent with the OPE ψ × ψ̄ = ϵ.

4.2 Fibonacci symmetry

In this subsection we consider RCFTs with only one nontrivial local primary operator with respect
to the extended chiral algebra. These include the c = 14/5 (g2)1 and the c = 26/5 (f4)1 WZW
models. The final conclusion also holds for the non-unitary c = −22/5 Lee-Yang CFT (which is
the (2,5) minimal model), but some of the details differ. (See, for example, [56] for reviews of
minimal models and WZW models (h)k at level k based on a Lie algebra h.)

For concreteness, we focus on the (g2)1 WZW model. It has two current algebra primaries,
the identity operator 1 and a nontrivial primary Φ. Their conformal weights are (h, h̄) = (0, 0)
and (h, h̄) = (2

5
, 2
5
), respectively. The fusion rule is [46]

Φ× Φ = 1 + Φ . (4.6)

The CFT has a non-invertible topological line LΦ that commutes with the (g2)1 Kac-Moody
current algebra [57,58]. This line operator obeys the same fusion rule:

LΦ × LΦ = 1 + LΦ , (4.7)

and forms the Fibonacci fusion category [59–61, 33], which takes its name from the similarity
between the fusion rule and the golden ratio formula φ2 = 1 + φ. The operator LΦ is called
the Fibonacci symmetry; it commutes with 1, but does not commute with Φ. The commutator
between LΦ and Φ is shown in Figure 7, and can be derived using detailed properties of the fusion
category as in [33].

There are three twisted primaries that can live at the end of a Fibonacci line LΦ, which we
denote by Φ′,Ψ, and Ψ̄. Their conformal weights are (h, h̄) =

(
2
5
, 2
5

)
,
(
2
5
, 0
)
, and

(
0, 2

5

)
. The

OPEs between these operators are

Ψ×Ψ = Ψ̄× Ψ̄ = 1 , Ψ× Ψ̄ = Ψ̄×Ψ = Φ ,

Ψ× Φ′ = Φ′ ×Ψ = Φ , Ψ̄× Φ′ = Φ′ × Ψ̄ = Φ , Φ′ × Φ′ = 1 + Φ .
(4.8)

From the OPEs, and from the argument given at the end of Subsection 4.1.2, we see that the
twisted primaries ΨΨ and Ψ̄Ψ̄ both commute with LΦ.

11



Ψ Ψ

LΦ

RR

R′

R′

Figure 8: A pair of Ψ (with (h, h̄) = (25 , 0)) connected by LΦ violates Haag duality in the
symmetric sector of the (g2)1 WZW model with respect to the Fibonacci fusion category. This
operator is in AFib(R′)′ but not in AFib(R).

The Fibonacci-symmetric subalgebra AFib consists only of the identity sector, which is gener-
ated by the Kac-Moody currents and their descendants. For a violation of additivity to occur, we
would need to find a bilocal operator that commutes with the Fibonacci category. But no such
operator exists, since commuting LΦ past Φ introduces a nontrivial twisted primary Φ′. From
Figure 7, we see that no combination of Φ operators or descendants can commute with LΦ. Put
differently, the “charges” of the only nontrivial primary Φ are not complex numbers, and cannot be
made to add up to zero by putting multiple Φ operators together. Since no such bilocal operators
exist, the algebra AFib(R) for any region R consists only of Kac-Moody currents and descendants
contained in R. We conclude that AFib respects additivity.

However, we can easily show that AFib violates Haag duality. To see this, consider ΨΨ, which
consists of a pair of twisted Ψ primaries connected by a Fibonacci line LΦ as in Figure 8. If R
contains two disjoint intervals and the endpoints of ΨΨ are placed in different intervals, then ΨΨ
is not contained in the algebra AFib(R). However, because we have just argued that AFib(R′)
only contains descendants of Kac-Moody currents, we see that ΨΨ commutes with every operator
in AFib(R′). This violates Haag duality in the form AFib(R′)′ ⊋ AFib(R).

4.3 Verlinde lines in a diagonal RCFT

We have seen in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 that the symmetric sectors of two different non-invertible
symmetry algebras violate additivity and Haag duality in different ways. Here we extend these
discussions to general (bosonic) diagonal RCFTs. See [49,62, 56] for standard reviews of RCFTs,
and [33,32] for detailed discussions of non-invertible symmetries in 1+1 dimensions.

4.3.1 Review of RCFT and Verlinde lines

In an RCFT, there are finitely many representations (or modules) with respect to the chiral algebra,
which can be the Virasoro algebra for the minimal models, or extended chiral algebras such as the
Kac-Moody current algebra in the case of a WZW model. We label these representations of the
extended chiral algebra by a, b, c, · · · . The most fundamental data of an RCFT is the fusion rule
between representations:

a× b =
∑
c

N c
abc , N c

ab ∈ Z≥0 . (4.9)
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This means that the tensor product of representations a and b contains those representations c
with nonzero N c

ab. For every a, there is a unique conjugate (or dual) representation a∗ such that
N1

ab = N1
ba = δab∗ [59,63].2 Here 1 stands for the identity (or vacuum) representation, which obeys

Na
b1 = Na

1b = δab. In other words, a×a∗ = a∗×a = 1+ · · · , where · · · stands for other non-identity
representations. In particular, 1 = 1∗ and (a∗)∗ = a.

The local primary operators of the diagonal RCFT are obtained by pairing the holomorphic
and antiholomorphic representations together in a diagonal way. The operators are denoted by
ϕa,a∗(z, z̄), and their conformal weights are denoted by (h, h̄) = (ha, ha∗) = (ha, ha). Via the
operator-state correspondence, the local operator ϕa,a∗(z, z̄) corresponds to a highest-weight state
in a product of holomorphic and antiholomorphic representations denoted by Ha ⊗ Ha∗ . This
allows us to write the Hilbert space on a circle as a diagonal direct sum:

H =
⊕
a

Ha ⊗Ha∗ . (4.10)

We will refer to H1 ⊗ H1 and the corresponding local operators as the “identity sector,” which
consists of the identity operator and its chiral descendants.

In a diagonal RCFT, the topological lines that commute with the chiral algebra (which includes
the stress-energy tensor) are called the Verlinde lines, and are in one-to-one correspondence with
the local primary operators [46,44,33]. When inserted at a fixed time, they give rise to conserved
operators that implement a global symmetry on Hilbert space. We denote the topological line
corresponding to representation a by La. It was shown in [46, 44] that these lines obey the same
fusion rule as the primary operators:

La × Lb =
∑
c

N c
abLc . (4.11)

La is called invertible if we have La × La∗ = La∗ × La = 1; otherwise, it is called non-invertible.
Mathematically, these Verlinde lines are described by a fusion category F , which generalizes
the ordinary description of finite symmetries in terms of groups and their ’t Hooft anomalies
[32, 33, 64]. The Verlinde lines F are a particularly simple class of finite, internal, non-invertible
global symmetries in RCFT.

Since the Verlinde lines commute with the chiral algebra, the action of La on the Hilbert space
is entirely determined by the action on the primaries. The action of Verlinde lines on primaries
was defined in [46] as

La|b⟩ =
Sab

S1b

|b⟩ , (4.12)

where Sab is the modular S-matrix. This matrix is unitary and obeys Sab = Sba = S∗
a∗b; for

example, the S-matrices for the Ising and Fibonacci fusion categories discussed in Sections 4.1 and
4.2 are

SIsing =
1

2

 1 1
√
2

1 1 −
√
2√

2 −
√
2 0

 , SFib =
1√

2 + φ

(
1 φ
φ −1

)
, (4.13)

2The chiral algebra representations we encountered in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 are all self-dual, i.e., a = a∗.
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where the representations are ordered as a = 1, ϵ, σ and a = 1,Φ, respectively. The definition
(4.12) obeys the fusion rules (4.11) thanks to the Verlinde formula [46,65]

N c
ab =

∑
d

SadSbdS
∗
dc

S1d

. (4.14)

The eigenvalue of La on the vacuum state |1⟩ is known as the quantum dimension ⟨La⟩ =
Sa1/S11, which is positive in unitary theories. It is 1 if La is invertible, and greater than 1 if La

is non-invertible.3 By the state-operator correspondence, a local primary operator ϕb,b∗ commutes
with La if Sab = Sa1, i.e., if La|b⟩ = ⟨La⟩|b⟩:

La ϕb,b∗ = ϕb,b∗ La ⇔ SabS11

S1aS1b

= 1 . (4.15)

Since Sab is non-degenerate, it follows that only the identity operator ϕ0,0 = 1 commutes with the
entire fusion category F .

Given a Verlinde line Lc, we consider the set of point operators that can live at the end of
Lc. They are known as the twisted primaries, defect operators, or disorder operators. A twisted
primary is labeled by a holomorphic representation a and an antiholomorphic representation b.
We denote a twisted primary by ϕa,b(z, z̄), with conformal weight (ha, hb). Note that unlike local
primary operators, generic twisted primaries in a diagonal RCFT have unequal left and right
conformal weights. Given the line Lc, the set of ϕa,b’s that reside at its endpoints consists of those
satisfying the condition [44]:

N c
ab ̸= 0 . (4.16)

This condition can also be understood by holomorphically factorizing ϕa,b(z, z̄) as in Figure 9.

ϕa,b(z, z̄)
Lc

· · · =

ϕa(z)

ϕb(z̄)

Lc

La

Lb

· · ·

Figure 9: A twisted sector operator ϕa,b(z, z̄) attached to a Verlinde line Lc can be factorized
into a holomorphic and an antiholomorphic operators ϕa(z) and ϕb(z̄) connected by a network
of lines.

Again, it is a misnomer to refer to ϕa,b as a twisted sector “operator” since it is not an operator
acting on the Hilbert space of the RCFT. What does act on a Hilbert space is a pair of twisted
primaries, ϕa,b(z1, z̄1) and ϕa′,b′(z2, z̄2), connected by a Verlinde line Lc:

ϕa,b

Lc

−−−−→ ϕa′,b′ . (4.17)

From equation (4.16), we see that this pair of operators exists in the RCFT if N c
abN

c∗

a′b′ ̸= 0. When
Lc = 1 is the identity line, this is a pair of local operators, and we have b = a∗, b′ = (a′)∗.

3To see this, we first note that ⟨La∗⟩ = Sa∗1/S11 = Sa1/S11 = ⟨La⟩. Second, Verlinde’s formula implies ⟨La⟩⟨Lb⟩ =∑
cN

c
ab⟨Lc⟩. It follows that (⟨La⟩)2 = ⟨La⟩⟨La∗⟩ = 1 +

∑
c ̸=1N

c
aa∗⟨Lc⟩, and hence the proof.
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4.3.2 Bulk perspective

Here we discuss a 2+1d bulk perspective of RCFTs and their symmetries, which will become useful
for later arguments. Via the standard Chern-Simons/WZW correspondence, one associates a 2+1d
TQFT C, which is typically a Chern-Simons gauge theory, to every 1+1d RCFT [65, 59, 66–68].
See also [69–71] for more recent discussions. The anyons (or Wilson lines) of the TQFT are
denoted by a, b, c, · · · . The fusion rule of these anyons is given by (4.9). Given an anyon a, there
is a unique dual anyon a∗ (i.e., the antiparticle), satisfying a × a∗ = a∗ × a = 1 + · · · , where 1
denotes the trivial anyon and · · · stands for other nontrivial anyons. An anyon a is called abelian
if a×a∗ = a∗×a = 1, and the corresponding Verlinde line La is invertible. It is called non-abelian
otherwise.4 Mathematically, this 2+1d TQFT is described by a modular tensor category (MTC),
which will also be denoted by C, and the anyons are its simple objects. The fusion category F
describing the Verlinde lines is obtained from C by forgetting the braiding structure. Interested
readers are referred to [59,63,73] for more detailed discussions of MTC.

The TQFT C is called abelian if every anyon is abelian. In this case the fusion category F
generated by the Verlinde lines is a finite, invertible group-like symmetry. The TQFT C is called
non-abelian if it contains at least one non-abelian anyon. In this case, the fusion category F is
non-invertible.

One important piece of MTC data that we will use is the linking between two anyons a, b.
When we unlink two anyon loops a and b, we pick up a coefficient SabS11/(S1aS1b):

ba
=
SabS11

S1aS1b a b
(4.18)

When a and b are both abelian, this is a phase factor associated with the braiding of the anyons.
The condition of modularity in an MTC means that every anyon has nontrivial linking with at
least one anyon (which can be itself) in the TQFT. This is equivalent to requiring Sab to be
unitary [63].

Physically, the 2+1d TQFT is related to the RCFT as follows. We start with the TQFT on an
interval I, and impose a gapless, holomorphic boundary condition B on one end of the interval,
and a gapless, anti-holomorphic boundary condition B on the other end [68,74], as shown in Figure
10. Since the bulk theory is topological (but the boundary conditions are not), one can shrink the
length of the interval to obtain a 1+1d theory, which is the RCFT. From this bulk perspective, the
local primary operator ϕa,a∗ of the RCFT is an anyon line a streched between the two boundaries.
On the other hand, the Verlinde line La is mapped to an anyon line a parallel to the boundary.
This gives a physical explanation for why the local primaries and the Verlinde lines are both
labeled by the anyons. Furthermore, the action of a Verlinde line La on a local primary operator
ϕb,b∗ in (4.12) is equivalent to the linking between two anyons a, b (see, e.g., [69]). In particular,
La commutes with ϕb,b∗ if and only if the linking between a, b is trivial, i.e., SabS11/(S1aS1b) = 1.

4The term “non-abelian anyon” can sometimes be misleading in certain contexts. The fusion rule for non-abelian
anyons is always commutative, i.e., N c

ab = N c
ba and a× b = b× a. However, they do not form an abelian group, but

an algebra. It is better to refer to them as “non-invertible anyons” as they generate non-invertible 1-form global
symmetries (see, e.g., [72]).
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ϕa,a∗

=

I

B B

a

(a)

La

=

a

I

B B
(b)

Figure 10: (a) A local primary operator ϕa,a∗(z, z̄) is realized as an anyon line a stretched
between the two boundaries in the 2+1d TQFT C. (b) The Verlinde line La in the RCFT is
identified with an anyon line a in the 2+1d TQFT parallel to the boundary.

4.3.3 Symmetric sector

Now we restrict ourselves to the set of operators in the RCFT that commute with all Verlinde
lines La in F . This F -symmetric sector is generated by the local operators in the identity sector
H1 ⊗H1, which consists of the identity operator and its chiral descendants.

To see if the identity sector violates additivity or Haag duality, we need to determine which
pairs of twisted primaries (4.17) commute with the full fusion category F . As in section 4.1, we
will find violations of additivity when the identity sector contains a bilocal operator (which we
can think of as (4.17) with a trivial line). As in section 4.2, we will find violations of Haag duality
when the identity sector contains a pair of twisted primaries connected by a nontrivial line that
commutes with all bilocal operators in this sector. There are several ways to determine which
pairs of twisted primaries commute with F ; we will take a shortcut to the final answer by using
the OPE trick from Section 4.1.2.

The OPE limit of the twisted primaries in equation (4.17) gives a sum of local primary oper-
ators. This OPE can be performed by first holomorphically factorizing ϕa,b and ϕa′,b′ , and then
performing a crossing move on the Verlinde lines as in Figure 11. It follows that the local primary

operator ϕe,e∗ appears in the ϕa,b

Lc

−−−−→ ϕa′,b′ OPE if and only if we have

N e
aa′N

e∗

bb′ ̸= 0 . (4.19)

ϕa,b(z1, z̄1) ϕa′,b′(z2, z̄2)

Lc

=

ϕa(z1)

ϕb(z̄1)

ϕa′(z2)

ϕb′(z̄2)

Lc

La

Lb

La′

Lb′

=
∑

e

ϕa(z1)

ϕb(z̄1)

ϕa′(z2)

ϕb′(z̄2)

Le

La

Lb

La′

Lb′

Figure 11: By performing a crossing move for the Verlinde lines, the OPE can be performed
holomorphically. (Here we have suppressed the coefficients, known as the F-symbols, in the
crossing move.)
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For (4.17) to commute with all Verlinde lines, the OPE must contain only the identity operator,
since this is the only primary that commutes with every symmetry in F . From this observation,
we see that the conditions for (4.17) to be F -symmetric are

N1
aa′ = N1

bb′ = 1 (4.20)

and
N e

aa′N
e∗

bb′ = 0 ∀ e ̸= 1. (4.21)

The first condition in particular implies a′ = a∗, b′ = b∗. So the most general pair of twisted
primaries that commute with F is of the form

ϕa,b

Lc

−−−−→ ϕa∗,b∗ ,

N c
ab ̸= 0 , N e

aa∗N
e∗

bb∗ = 0 , ∀ e ̸= 1 .
(4.22)

In other words, the condition is that a× a∗ and b× b∗ must share no nontrivial common channel.
Such operators are referred to as the “patch operators” in [21,23,25,27,30]. In particular, because

the only channel in the 1×1 OPE is trivial, any pair of holomorphic twisted primaries ϕa,1

La

−−−−→
ϕa∗,1 will always commute with F .

As in section 4.1, the identity sector of the RCFT violates additivity if there exists a pair of
local operators that is F -symmetric. Applying the condition (4.22), this requires a pair of local
operators of the form ϕf,f∗ and ϕf∗,f connected by a trivial line (i.e., c = 1), with f satisfying

Lf × Lf∗ = Lf∗ × Lf = 1 . (4.23)

(See the left of Figure 12.) In the RCFT language, this means that the Verlinde line Lf generates
an ordinary, invertible, group-like symmetry. In the TQFT language, f is an abelian anyon. We
conclude that additivity is violated in the identity sector if F contains an invertible element.

To understand when Haag duality is violated, it will be convenient to use the 2+1d TQFT
picture. The identity sector of this RCFT violates Haag duality if there is a pair of twisted
primaries connected by a nontrivial line Lc of the form (4.22), such that it commutes with every
bilocal operator in R′ in the identity sector. In particular, such an operator with a = c, b = 1
always satisfies (4.22) (see the right of Figure 12). It commutes with every bilocal operator in the
identity sector if

ScfS11

S1cS1f

= 1 , ∀ f × f ∗ = f ∗ × f = 1 . (4.24)

In the TQFT C language, this means that the linking between c and every abelian anyon f is
trivial. So a sufficient condition for Haag duality violation is the existence of an anyon c in that
links trivially with every abelian anyon in the corresponding TQFT C.

The family of abelian anyons forms a subcategory Cab ⊆ C. The set of anyons that link trivially
with every anyon in Cab is called the centralizer of this subcategory. So in mathematical language,
our sufficient condition for Haag duality violation is that Cab should have a nontrivial centralizer.
If C is abelian, then we have Cab = C, and non-degeneracy of Sab implies that the centralizer of
Cab is trivial. So while we automatically have additivity violation in the abelian case, we do not
find a violation of Haag duality using our techniques. On the other hand, if we have Cab ⊊ C, then
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ϕf,f∗ ϕf∗,f R1R2
ϕc,1 ϕc∗,1

Lc

RR

R′

R′

Figure 12: Left: The identity sector of an RCFT violates additivity if the associated 2+1d
TQFT C has an abelian anyon. Right: The identity sector violates Haag duality if there the
exists an anyon c that has trivial linking with every abelian anyon. We show that the latter
condition is equivalent to the existence of a non-abelian anyon in C.

the centralizer is automatically nontrivial, because any proper subcategory of a modular tensor
category has a nontrivial centralizer — this is implied, for example, by theorem 3.2(ii) of [75].5

Consequently, we may conclude that whenever C contains a non-invertible element — equivalently,
whenever there is a non-abelian anyon — Haag duality is violated in the symmetric sector.

Putting together our results, we have shown the following: Let H1 ⊗H1 be the identity sector
of a diagonal RCFT and F be the fusion category for the Verlinde lines. Then H1 ⊗H1 violates
additivity if F contains a (non-trivial) invertible element, and violates Haag duality if F contains
a non-invertible element. Equivalently, additivity is violated if the associated 2+1d TQFT C has
an abelian anyon, and Haag duality is violated if C has a non-abelian anyon.

One immediate consequence is that whenever C is nontrivial, i.e., whenever the RCFT has
more than just the identity sector, the latter must violates additivity or/and Haag duality. Our
result is consistent with [11], where it was shown that additivity and Haag duality together imply
modular invariance. Indeed, the identity sector is not modular invariant whenever C is nontrivial.
Above we have provided an explicit condition for when additivity and Haag duality are violated.
When C is trivial, the RCFT is a tensor product of a holomorphic CFT and its antiholomorphic
counterpart, such as the Monster×Monster CFT. In this case, the identity sector is the entire
CFT, which is modular invariant.

5 Lattice examples

In the previous section, we showed that in diagonal RCFTs, restricting to the symmetric sector
of the Verlinde symmetry with both invertible and non-invertible elements results in violations of
both additivity and Haag duality. This section discusses two examples of non-invertible symmetries
in 1+1D lattice systems, in which similar phenomena occur, though not always in exactly the same
way as in the continuum.

Subsection 5.1 discusses the Kramers-Wannier symmetry on a 1+1D lattice system; unlike in

5Applying that theorem to the case of a modular subcategory leads to the statement that any modular tensor
category factorizes between a modular subcategory and its centralizer; this is a key result from [75], and may be
more familiar to experts than the intermediary theorem 3.2(ii).
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Additivity Haag duality Examples
× ✓ su(n)1, (e6)1, (e7)1
✓ × (g2)1, (f4)1, (g2)2
× × Ising, su(2)2, (e8)2
✓ ✓ (e8)1, |Monster|2

Table 1: Violation of additivity or/and Haag duality in the identity sector of various diagonal
RCFTs. The last row corresponds to holomorphically factorized CFTs whose identity sectors
form full, modular invariant CFTs.

the continuum, the Kramers-Wannier symmetry on the lattice mixes with the spatial translation
group in addition to the global Z2 symmetry [55, 76]. This leads to a violation of additivity and
Haag duality in the symmetric sector that is qualitatively different from what was discussed in
Section 4.1.

Subsection 5.2 discusses the second simplest example of non-invertible symmetries on spin
chains, the Rep(D8) fusion category, in which the violation of additivity and Haag duality is
exactly like those discussed in Section 4.

5.1 Kramers-Wannier operator in the Ising lattice model

We consider a one-dimensional spatial lattice with L links labeled by ℓ. We place a qubit on every
link, and impose periodic boundary conditions by identifying ℓ ∼ ℓ+L. The full operator algebra
is the matrix algebra Mat(2L,C), as in equation (3.1).

The simplest non-invertible symmetry on a one-dimensional lattice is the Kramers-Wannier
operator [55, 76]:

KW =
√
2e−

2πiL
8

L−1∏
ℓ=1

(
e

iπ
4
Xℓe

iπ
4
ZℓZℓ+1

)
e

iπ
4
XL

1 + U

2
, (5.1)

where U =
∏L

ℓ=1Xj. See also [77–79] for closely related maps and operators. The operator KW is
non-invertible and annihilates every state that is Z2-odd, i.e., KW|ϕ⟩ = 0 if U |ϕ⟩ = −|ϕ⟩. It can
also be expressed in terms of a Matrix Product Operator (MPO) of bond dimension 2 [80,76,81]:

KW = Tr
(
(KW1)(KW2) · · · (KWL)

)
, (5.2)

where

KWℓ =

(
|0⟩⟨+|ℓ |0⟩⟨−|ℓ
|1⟩⟨−|ℓ |1⟩⟨+|ℓ

)
(5.3)

is a 2-by-2 matrix whose individual entries are operators acting on the ℓ-th physical qubit. The
trace is taken over the 2-dimensional bond space for the MPO matrix, rather than over the Hilbert
space of physical qubits. Here X|±⟩ = ±|±⟩, Z|0⟩ = |0⟩, Z|1⟩ = −|1⟩.

The Kramers-Wannier operator KW acts on the Z2-even local operators as

(KW)Xℓ = ZℓZℓ+1(KW) , (KW)ZℓZℓ+1 = Xℓ+1(KW) . (5.4)
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As an example, the critical transverse-field Ising Hamiltonian commutes with the Kramers-Wannier
operator:

H = −
L∑

ℓ=1

Xℓ −
L∑

ℓ=1

ZℓZℓ+1 . (5.5)

The thermodynamic limit L → ∞ of (5.5) is described by the Ising CFT, and in this limit the
lattice symmetries U and KW become the Verlinde lines Lϵ and Lσ from Section 4.1.

Together, the non-invertible Kramers-Wannier operator KW, the Z2 operator U , and lattice
translation T : ℓ→ ℓ+ 1 form the following algebra [55,76]:

U2 = 1 , TL = 1 , TU = UT ,

U(KW) = (KW)U = KW , (KW)† = T−1(KW) = (KW)T−1 ,

(KW)2 = (1 + U)T .

(5.6)

Importantly, this algebra mixes the Kramers-Wannier symmetry with lattice translation. In the
thermodynamic limit L → ∞, the lattice translation becomes trivial on the low-lying states, i.e.,
T ∼ 1, and we recover the the algebra (4.3) in the continuum Ising CFT.

The operators symmetric under the full algebra (5.6) are

AKW(S1) =
{
O ∈ Mat(2L,C)

∣∣∣ (KW)O = O (KW), UO = OU, TO = O T
}

=
〈 L∑

ℓ=1

(Xℓ + ZℓZℓ+1) ,
L∑

ℓ=1

(XℓZℓ+1Zℓ+2 + ZℓZℓ+1Xℓ+2), · · ·
〉 (5.7)

Note that while a pair of Z operators commutes with the Z2 operator U , it does not commute
with KW. In fact, the Kramers-Wannier operator maps a pair of Z order operators to a disorder
operator U(ℓ1, ℓ2) =

∏ℓ2
ℓ=ℓ1

Xℓ:

(KW)Zℓ1−1Zℓ2 = Xℓ1Xℓ1+1 · · ·Xℓ2(KW) . (5.8)

This is the lattice counterpart of Figure 6.
Since the lattice algebra includes the generator of translations, any nontrivial symmetric op-

erator must have support on the full spin chain. From this we deduce the identity

AKW(R) = {1} if R ⊊ S1, (5.9)

which immediately leads to violations of both additivity and Haag duality. Additivity is violated
by considering the circle S1 (which has a nontrivial algebra) as a union of two overlapping inter-
vals (which have trivial algebras). Haag duality is violated because the commutant of an interval
algebra contains all symmetric operators, but these are not contained in the algebra of the comple-
mentary interval. The additivity and Haag duality violations in this case are qualitatively different
from the examples in section 4, which concern internal global symmetries that do not mix with
spacetime symmetries. The lattice Kramers-Wannier symmetry is not internal since its algebra
cannot be disentangled from the lattice translation. See [82–87,81,88,89,37] for other interesting
lattice symmetries that mix with translations and more general crystalline symmetries.
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5.2 Rep(D8) fusion category

Next we consider an internal lattice non-invertible symmetry that does not mix with lattice trans-
lations. Its symmetric subalgebra also violates both additivity and Haag duality. Our setup is
again a closed periodic chain with L links and a qubit placed on each link. In the present example,
we require L to be even.

Consider the following operator [90]:

D = Tr (D1D2 · · ·DL) , Dℓ =
1√
2

(
1 Xℓ

1 −Xℓ

)
, (5.10)

where we have used the MPO notation introduced in equation (5.2). (See also [91–97] for different
lattice constructions of this symmetry.) We define Z2 operators U e and Uo that act only on the
even or odd sites respectively, given by

U e =

L/2∏
n=1

X2n , Uo =

L/2∏
n=1

X2n−1 . (5.11)

The symmetry subgroups generated by these operators are called Ze
2 and Zo

2, respectively. The
operators D, U e, and Uo obey the following operator algebra:

U eD = UoD = DU e = DUo = D ,

D2 = (1 + U e)(1 + Uo) ,

D† = D.

(5.12)

This is the representation ring of the dihedral group D8 of order 8. These symmetries can be
furthermore shown to generate a Rep(D8) fusion category [90]. From (5.12), it is clear that the
operator D annihilates every state that is Ze

2-odd or Zo
2-odd, i.e., D|ϕ⟩ = 0 if U e|ϕ⟩ = −|ϕ⟩ or

Uo|ϕ⟩ = −|ϕ⟩. Hence D has a nontrivial kernel, and is non-invertible. A concrete example of a
family of Rep(D8)-symmetric Hamiltonians is [90],

H = h0

L∑
ℓ=1

Xℓ + h1

L∑
ℓ=1

Zℓ−1(1 +Xℓ)Zℓ+1 , (5.13)

which is known as the zigzag model or the dual XXZ model [98–100,97]. The continuum limit of
this family of Hamiltonians gives the c = 1 orbifold CFTs.

This non-invertible operator D acts on Pauli operators as

DXℓ = XℓD , DZℓ−1Zℓ+1 = Zℓ−1XℓZℓ+1D . (5.14)

The Rep(D8)-symmetric algebra is

ARep(D8)(S
1) ≡

{
O ∈ Mat(2L,C)

∣∣∣ DO = OD, OU e = U eO ,OUo = UoO
}

=
〈
Xℓ, Zℓ−1(1 +Xℓ)Zℓ+1, Zℓ−2(1 +Xℓ−1Xℓ+1)Zℓ+2, Zℓ−3(1 +Xℓ−2XℓXℓ+2)Xℓ+3, · · ·

〉
ℓ
,

(5.15)

where . . . include similar terms with two Z’s further separated, multiplied by 1 plus a product of
X’s.
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Note that the operator Zℓ−1(1−Xℓ)Zℓ+1 anticommutes with D. Thus, in this symmetric sector,
additivity can be violated by considering a pair of such operators localized in two disjoint intervals,
similar to Figure 1.

To violate Haag duality, we consider the disorder operator U(ℓ1, ℓ2) =
∏ℓ2

ℓ=ℓ1
Xℓ, which com-

mutes with D. Take R to be two disconnected intervals, with one component containing ℓ1 and
the other containing ℓ2 as in Figure 3. As is clear from (5.15), U(ℓ1, ℓ2) commutes with all the
operators in ARep(D8)(R′). But U(ℓ1, ℓ2) /∈ ARep(D8)(R). Hence we find a violation of Haag du-
ality. (Note that unlike the Z2-symmetric sector discussed in Section 3, a pair of Zℓ’s is not in
ARep(D8)(R′), and cannot be used to avoid the violation.)

We conclude that the Rep(D8)-symmetric subalgebra violates both additivity and Haag duality.

6 Conclusions and outlook

Although it may seem counterintuitive, restricting to a subsector of a theory can sometimes
reveal important global aspects about the full theory. In this work, we related the local algebraic
properties, additivity and Haag duality, of a symmetric sector to the global symmetry of the full
theory. In diagonal RCFTs, we showed that the identity sector, which is the symmetric sector
of the finite global symmetry generated by the Verlinde lines, violates Haag duality (additivity)
if the symmetry algebra contains a non-invertible (invertible) element. We also analyzed other
examples of finite, internal, global symmetries in the continuum and on the lattice and found the
same conclusion.

However, our setup is still somewhat special. First, the invertible symmetry groups studied here
are all abelian finite groups, and we have not discussed non-abelian or continuous groups. Second,
Verlinde lines in diagonal RCFTs are not the most general possible non-invertible symmetries in
1+1D. In mathematical terms, they are special in that the associated fusion category can always
be lifted to a modular tensor category. Finally, the primary operators in a diagonal RCFT form a
special representation, known as the regular module category, of the fusion category, and we have
not discussed other representations. (This is the analog of a regular representation for a finite
group.) It would certainly be interesting to apply this analysis to more general invertible and
non-invertible symmetries in QFTs and lattice models.

One future direction is to extend this analysis to systems with higher-form global symmetries.
In a companion paper with Harlow [36], we introduce a weaker notion of additivity we call disjoint
additivity by requiring R1 ∩ R2 = ∅ in the definition (2.6) to accommodate higher-form global
symmetries.6 Another direction is to study spacetime symmetries in continuum field theory and
crystalline symmetries in lattice systems. The simplest example is to consider the lattice trans-
lation operator T , whose symmetric algebra is the same as (5.9). This gives an example of an
invertible spacetime symmetry whose symmetric sector violates both additivity and Haag duality.
While the distinction between internal and spacetime symmetries is unambiguous in relativistic
QFT thanks to the Coleman-Mandula theorem, it is less so on the lattice. For instance, the lattice
Kramers-Wannier symmetry mixes with lattice translations, and more general lattice crystalline
symmetries can mix with internal global symmetries in the continuum limit (see, e.g., [101, 102],
for recent discussions).

6In all our examples of additivity violation within the symmetric sector of an internal global symmetry, we also
observe a violation of disjoint additivity.
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