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Abstract

We describe a method to find the anomaly of the time-revesgsah®etry of 2+1d topological
quantum field theories, by computing the fractional anonmlmomentum on the cross-cap back-
ground. This allows us, for example, to identify the parameimod 16 of the bulk 3+1d topolog-
ical superconductor witdi? = (—1) on whose boundary a given 2+1d time-reversal-invariant
topological phase can appear.
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A Semion-fermion theory on a SYM domain wall

1 Introduction and summary

A quantum field theory inl + 1 spacetime dimensions with a global symmettycan have an
anomaly. This anomaly manifests itself as the phase antiigiiits partition function in the
presence of a nontrivial background gauge field for the disypsmmetryG. Moreover, this phase
ambiguity appears in a controlled manner. For example, whena continuous internal symme-
try, it follows the Wess-Zumino consistency condition.

More generally, the phase ambiguity can be understood lgrdety the original quantum
field theory as realizedn the boundary of another quantum field theory {@ + 1) + 1 spacetime
dimensions with the same global symmettyn the bulk. The bulk theory is almost trivial in the
sense that there is a unique gapped vacuum on any compdat spatifold, and is known under
various names, such as an invertible field theory in the nit&ttature or as a symmetry protected
topological phase (SPT phase) in the condensed matteatliter When the spatial manifold has
a boundary, the partition function of the total system ispeirty G symmetric, since the phase
ambiguity of the boundary theory is canceled by the phaseebtlk system. In this manner, the
bulk SPT phase completely captures the anomaly of the boutitzory. This mechanism is long
known as the anomaly inflow when the symmeiys continuous.

In this paper, we study the anomaly of the time-reversal sgmml’ of 2+1d relativistic
quantum field theories with fermions, such tidt= (—1). The corresponding bulk theory is
known as 3+1d topological superconductors wilith= (—1)¥, and has received much attention
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in the recent years. There are now ample pieces of evideatsubh topological superconductors
follow a Z¢ classification[[1=8]. Correspondingly, given a time-reatsymmetric 2+1d system
with T2 = (—1)¥, its time-reversal anomaly is characterized by an elemgft ©[9,[10]. For
example, the anomaly of a system withmassless 2+1d Majorana fermions is givenzbsnod
16. With interactions, the boundary theory can also be ghppd become a topological quantum
field theory (TQFT). The main objective of this paper is toyide a method to compute th& ¢
anomaly of the time-reversal symmetry when the 2+1d syssawpiological.

For this purpose, we first translate thg; anomaly to the fractional background momentum
on the crosscap background. Note first that introducing &dvacnd gauge field for the time-
reversal symmetry amounts to considering the theory on argeénon-orientable manifold. Let
us therefore put the 2+1d system, here not assumed to begpal, on the spatial geometry with
the coordinatesz, #), with the identification

(2,0) ~ (—x,0 + 7). (1.2)

One may see this manifold as a half cylinder 0, 6 ~ 6 + 27 with the identification condition
(0,0) ~ (0,60 + m) which can be recognized as a crosscap. This backgroundliéls ésometry
shifting 0, such that — 6 + 27 is an identity. On a system without anomaly, the correspandi
momentum is integrally quantized. We will see below thata@ystem with anomaly, we instead
have

p:n+1—y6, n € 7, (1.2)

i.e. the background has an anomalous momentum. More pliedisere are two complementary
pint structures on the crosscap geometry, and the momentum ois gneen by [1.2) and the
momentum on the other is given by=n — v/16.

To determine the anomaly of a 2+1d TQFT, then, we need to ctipis anomalous momen-
tum. We will see below that this can be done by determiningthte on a toru$? created by the
crosscap times a circlg!.

Before proceeding, we note that essentially the same methadderstand the anomaly of
the time-reversal symmetry of 1+1d systems with 2+1d bulRsSid terms of the anomalous
fractional momentum has already been discussed in [11].nDkelty here is to apply it to 2+1d
systems with 3+1d bulk SPTs, in particular to 2+1d topolabsystems. We also note thatlin [12]
the authors already considered a particular class of 2+#daldgical theories, namely the Abelian
Chern-Simons theories, on non-orientable manifolds, hey bnly considered non-anomalous
theories.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In §kc. 2, weeliqglain why the relatior (112)
holds, using some general argument and an explicit exanfipleMajorana fermions. In Setl 3,
we describe how we can determine this anomalous momentuheindse of 2+1d topological
systems. In Se&l 4, we apply the methods developed il _Sea 8daple of examples. We also
have an appendix where we realize the semion-fermion theorthe domain wall of a super
Yang-Mills theory.



We pause here to mention that to discuss 2+1d TQFTs on nentalile manifolds properly,
we should first generalize the standard Moore-Seiberg akeoi2+1d orientable TQFTS [13, 14]
to the non-orientable situation. The authors plan to do sldriuture; in the present paper, we de-
velop only the minimal amount of machinery necessary tordete the time-reversal anomﬂy.

2 Time-reversal anomaly and the anomalous momentum

Consider the crosscap geomeiry [1.1) as in the introductien”, be the momentum operator in
the directiord. Then,e2"% is a trivial element of the symmetry group in non-anomalbesties.
However, in anomalous theories, this can be nontrivial.

The reason that>*** corresponds to an anomaly is as follows. Suppose that we twant
compute the thermal partition functieane="* in the crosscap geometry (with the infinite spatial
volume appropriately regularized). If we inseff‘* and computer e~ ##+27%% it is just com-
puting the path integral on the geometry crosseaf} which is completely the same manifold as
for the path integral expression fare="# . However, the results change by the phase facfor,
wherep € R/Z is the anomalous momentum. The phase ambiguity of partitioations is an
anomaly. This is very similar to the explanation of the anlynothe modular invariance under
the element’ € SL(2,Z) in 1+1d field theories.

Suppose we have two theories with the values of the time sallanomaly € Z4 given by
v; andwv, and the anomalous momentum givenyyandp,. The time reversal anomaly and the
anomalous momentum are additive quantities; if we congitetheory which is a direct product
of the two theories, then the time reversal anomaly and tleenafous momentum are simply
given byv; + v, andp, + po, respectively. Furthermore, if a theory has= 0, then partition
functions do not have any phase ambiguity and hence we muspha 0. From these properties,
we conclude that there must be a homomorphfsgs v — p € R/Z. We will show in Sec[ 2]2
that this homomorphism is given by

1
fCCZZ1691H1—6€R/Z. (21)

2.1 Anomalies and projective representations

More general treatment is as follows. (The reader can skgstibsection on a first reading and go
to Sec[2.2.) As a warm-up, let us considesymmetric 0+1d systems. If the symmetry does
not have an anomaly, the groapacts on the Hilbert spack. If the G symmetry is anomalous,
the general principle says [22] that the anomaly is encogetthé 1+1dG-SPT phase, which is
specified by a conomology classs H?(BG, U(1)) as a Dijkgraaf-Witten theory [23].

1 We also remark that in this paper we use comparison of TQFTls feimions where the relation between
anomalies and SPT phases (see €.gl [10,15-19]) are wvedhllisbed for fermions [9] by the Dai-Freed theorém [20,
21]. It would be very interesting to find the right mathemattistructure directly in TQFTs without relying on the
anomaly matching with fermions.



Whenu is nonzero, the groupr acts on the Hilbert spack projectively, or equivalently, a
nontrivial central extensio6
0-U1)-»G—G—0 (2.2)

acts linearly orfH{. It is a standard mathematical fact that such central exirasre classified
by the same cohomology group?(BG,U(1)). So, the same cohomology classpecifies both
the G-SPT phase in the 1+1d bulk and the class of the projectivepresentation on the 0+1d
boundary.

As a second warm-up, considelzasymmetric 1+1d system with an anomaly characterized
by an element. € H3(BG,U(1)). Put such a system on a spatial cirélewith the holonomy
g € G. The corresponding Hilbert spa@¢, carries a projective representation@f(G), the
centralizer ofy in G, whose class as a projective representation is given byaicetass/ 51 (u) €

H?*(BC,(G),U(1)), where
[+ HA(BG, U(1)) — H*(BCy(G), U(1)) (2.3)

is a certain homomorphism whose explicit form is given end2B]. From the point of view of
the bulk SPT, this map’sé specifies the 1+1d',(G)-SPT resulting from thé&’ compactification
with holonomyg of the 2+1dG-SPT.

We are interested in the time-reversal anomaly of 2+1d systeith fermions such thaf? =
(—=1)¥. In the following, we will call such systems 2+1d pirsystems, since fermions with
T? = (1) correspond to having a pirstructure on non-orientable manifolds[9, 24]. As argued
there, the corresponding 3+1d fermionic SPT phase is ctaized by the dual of the bordism
group given bngin+ = Z6. Let us choose the spatial slice to be the crosscap georiiefly (
with a chosen pin structure (which will be discussed more explicitly in thexngeubsection). The
geometry has &(1) isometry, and on an anomalous system it can be realizedgtikgly. The
classy € H*(BU(1),U(1)) = R/Z specifying the class of the projective representation sty
the momentum mod 1; asi1)-SPT phase in 1+1 dimensions, the paramétgpecifies the theta
angle of the background(1) gauge field. Correspondingly, there should be a homomarphis

Jeo: Q‘;W — H?*(BU(1),U(1)). (2.4)

This homomorphism can be determined by studying on the capsgeometry a system whose
time-reversal anomaly is known. We will find below that it isen by (2.1).

2.2 Analysis of the free fermion system

To see that the anomalous momentum is given[by (2.1), tak@+fid time-reversal invariant

massless Majorana fermion system, which has the anomal¥,s as computed ir_[9]. We need

to compute its momentum on the crosscap geometry. This ctatigo can be done by borrowing
the results of [10] where the background momentum on thenkettle was essentially computed.
Here we give a simplified version of their arguments.
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The geometry of the Klein bottle is given by

(x,0) ~ (—z,0 + ),

(2.5)
(2,0) ~ (z +2L,0).

We have two crosscapsat= 0 andz = L.

There are four possible pinstructures on the Klein bottle, as we can see as followst,Firs
under the identificationiz,d) ~ (—xz,0 + 7), we can impose two possible conditions on the
fermionvy as

U(x,0) = £y, 0(—x,0 + ), (2.6)

wherery, is the gamma matrix in the direction which satisfie§y,)? = 18 The choice of thet
sign in (2.6) represents the choice of thie " structure at the crosscapaat= 0. In the same way,
we have another two possihhn™ structures at the crosscapat= L given by

W(x,0) = £y, (2L — 2,0 + ). (2.7)

Some consequences of thgse™ structures are as follows. Undér~ 0 + 2, we always
have periodic (R) boundary condition

W(x,0) =p(x, 0 + 2m), (2.8)

which is a consequence ¢f+,)? = 1. In contrast, the boundary condition under = + 2L is
given by

Y(z,0) = (£1)(£1)Y(x + 2L, 0) (2.9)

where the first and the secofitt1) represent the signs in(2.6) and (2.7), respectively.

We assume that each crosscap has its own anomalous momé@ifteismomalous momentum
of the crosscap at = 0 (x = L) with the pin* structure [(2.6) [(217)) are denotedjas € R,
where the subscript: corresponds to thein™ structures. We remark that we consider these
momenta as taking valuesinstead ofR /Z in this subsection. This is necessary as we will see
below.

When the spin structure along thedirection is antiperiodic, meaningt1)(+1) = —1 in
(2.9), there are no fermionic zero modes in the backgroumditlzere is no background momen-
tum. Thereforep, +p_ = 0.

When the spin structure along thalirection is periodic, meaningt:1)(+1) = 1, we consider
a Kaluza-Klein reduction in the direction. The system reduces to the massless 1+1d Majorana
fermion system along with the periodicityd ~ 6 + 7, up to massive Kaluza-Klein modes which
do not contribute to the vacuum momentum. The conditib) @nd [(2.¥) mean that after the
reduction, the 1+1d Majorana fermion is in the R-NS sectongb ~ 6 + 7, where the R

2If we consider gin~ fermion, then they, in (Z.8) is replaced by, which satisfiegiv,)? = —1.
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and NS sectors correspond to the componentsg which are the eigenvectors df, with the
eigenvalues-1 (for R) and—1 (for NS), respectively. If we choose thesign in [2.6) and(2]7),
the left-moving sector is periodic while the right-moviregsor is antiperiodic. On the other hand,
if we choose the- sign, then the right-moving sector is periodic while the-labving sector is
antiperiodic. Let us consider the case of theign. On theS! given by ~ 6+ 7, the momentum
of the vacuum of the R-NS sector which is appropriately ndized with respect t@’ = 260 is
given by1/24 — (—1/48) = 1/16. In the crosscap geometry (I.1) the periodicity is actually
0 ~ 0 + 27. Therefore the momentum of the R-NS vacuum (normalized retpect t@) counts
as the fractional momentury8 of the Klein bottle geometry. Thereforgp, = 1/8. We thus
conclude thap. = +1/16. This is the relation(2]1) we wanted to show.

In the last step of the above discussion, we needed to diiElgdgcuum momentum ®¥/to
go from2p, = 1/8top, = 1/16. We emphasize that this is possible because we have trémted t
momentum as taking values rather thariR /Z. Otherwise, the division by 2 is not justified in
R/Z. This is the reason that= 8 was not concluded to have an anomaly in [10]. By considering
the vacuum momentum as taking valueRirwe can see that = 8 has the anomalous momentum

p=1/2.

3 Time-reversal anomaly of topological theories

In this section we will explain how we can determine the tireeersal anomaly of 2+1d topolog-
ical pin* theories. In the following, we assume that the 1+1d RCFTesponding to the 2+1d
theory under consideration has the relation between leftright central charges ag = cy so
that the 2+1d theory has no framing anomaly, since we cansehoo framing on non-orientable
manifoIdSE

To understand how we can study the fractional momentumezhby the crosscap in these
theories, it is useful to first recall the following fact. Angile quasiparticle (or, equivalently, a
type of the line operatay) in a topological theory carries a spip mod 1. If this quasiparticlg is
placed at the tip of the cigar, this spin translates to thereious momentur, corresponding to

3More precisely, the conditiory, = cp is derived as follows. On oriented manifolds, we can alwdiysieate the
framing anomaly (i.e., the dependence of the partitiontionmn the trivialization of the tangent bundle) at the cost
of making the partition function depend on the metric thitotlten-invariant; see Sec. 2 of [25]. The dependence on
then-invariant is schematically given by, — cr)n. However, thej-invariant changes the sign under the change of
the orientation of the manifold. Any theory with time-regatsymmetry must not depend on the choice of orientation,
and hence we must havg = cr. However, we need to note that this condition is derived utftieassumption that
the 3+1d bulk contribution is absent. If there are bulk tesush asrA, we interpret them as a 2+1d invertible
field theory such as spin-Ising TQFT (ford) or U(1)_; Chern-Simons theory (farr A) and then we get;, = cx.
This re-interpretation of the 3+1d bulk contributions as 2+1d boundary theories on oriented manifolds is possible
because of the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem andabietfiat the index of the Dirac operator coupled only
to the metric satisfies—1)7 = 1. If the bulk contribution i%w/l (which happens for = 1 mod 2) it is not possible
to re-interpret the bulk term as a boundary theory and thebaoed bulk-boundary system should be considered
seriously even on oriented manifolds.



the isometry of the cigar. Correspondingly, if we createatesp) in the Hilbert space of the theory
onT? = S} x S% using the geometry of a disk times a circle? x SL, with the line operatop
at the center oD% extending along '}, it transforms under the transformatidne SL(2,7Z) as

T :|p) v 27" p), (3.1)

sinceT changes the framing of the line operator by a singleﬁlnit.

Therefore, to determine the time-reversal anomaly of a 2efidlogical pin theory, we need
to determine th&" eigenvalue of the crosscap st#f&C) on7 created by the geometiflQ 4 x
St, whereMO , is the M&bius strip, connecting the boundatry and the crosscap

MO, = {(z,0) € [-1,1] x R; (z,0) ~ (—z,0 + 7)}. (3.2)

The boundaryS} = oMQ, is given by(z = 1,0) with § ~ 6 + 27, and the crosscap is at
(xr = 0,0) with § ~ 6 + 7. We note here that the spin structure arofids necessarily periodic,
since this direction wraps the crosscap twice, while we aresiclering a pin theory; seel(2]8).
If we were considering a pintheory, the spin structure arousg would be antiperiodic instead.
The spin structure aroungf;, in contrast, can be chosen at will. In the following, we aillvays
take it to be antiperiodic, to be specific.

The statg CC) must be an eigenstate f

T|CC) = e*™#|CC). (3.3)

The reason is that the action of the Dehn tviistioes not change the topology of the geometry
MO, x S}, and hence the physical states before and after the actibmuist be the same in a
topological theory. Physical states correspond to raybérHilbert space, and heng€C) and
T|CC) must be proportional to each other. Furthermore, this &@er is the exponential of the
crosscap momentum as discussed above.

In a unitary 2+1d topological theory, we are given a coll@ctof quasiparticles (i.e., types
of line operators) equipped with the fusion products aneiottata. Among them, we have the
standard conjugatiop — p associated to the CPT (or more precisely CRT) transformatioa
time-reversal invariant theory we also have the time ralers> Tp. We prefer to use the spatial
reflectionR, which is given byp — Rp := Tp. The conjugation does not change the spjrmod
1, while the time reversal and the spatial reflection chahgesign of the spink, — —h,,.

From the geometry we can see that

RA|CC) = |CC) (3.4)

whereR 4 is the reflectio® — —6, and|CC') is the state created by the crosscap with the opposite
pin® structure. More precisely, we take thesign in [2.6) forl CC) and the— sign for|CC’). The
reason for the change of thén™ structure is thaR 4 acts a4 () (z, 0) = vetb(z, —0), and the

4The reader should not confugewhich is an element df1.(2, Z) and T which is the time-reversal.
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sign in [2.6) changes because of the anti-commutatiop = —v,7.. In the same way, one can
see that the reflectioRp in the S} direction also changes thgn™ structure.

Under the above transformations, theeigenvalues of CC) and |CC'’) should be inverse to
each other. In a non-spin theory, there is no distinctiofCd) and|CC’). Therefore the only
possiblel” eigenvalues are-1, corresponding t0, 8 mod 16 in theZ4 classification, as it should
be.

In a spin topological theory, there is a distinguished cuasicle f whose corresponding
loop operator measures the spin structure; it represeatsadhsparent fermion. It is a c-number
“operator” which can be constructed purely from the backgrbmetric[[26]. Because it has the
spin1/2, it has a framing anomaly which corresponds to the choicé®fspin structure of the
tangent bundle of the loop of this operator. By fixing the spin structure of the tangamdie of
C' to be anti-periodic, the spin structure of the normal burfddeich is measured by the value of
f) is determined from the spin structure of the underlying ificdsh Then f takes the value-1
on a cycle with NS boundary condition ard on a cycle with R boundary condition.

The braiding of any line operator witfi is either-+1 or —1; the former is the standard NS
quasiparticles, and the latter is the R “quasiparti@asbund which we have R spin structure.

As discussed above, the Mdbius stify0 , automatically has the periodic spin structure
around the boundary circlg,. Therefore, we should be able to expa@d) as

CC) = > olp). (3.5)

p:R quasiparticle

Given a quasiparticle, denote the corresponding loop operator wrappifigor S5 of the
T? = (MO, x S§) by A(p) and B(p), respectively. For an NS ling the crosscap state should
satisfy
B(p)|CC) = B(Rp)|CC) (3.6)

since we can move the quasipartiplacross the crosscap to make it toFm@
In the next section, to determin€C), we use the conditions discussed above, namely:

1. the fact thatCC) is an eigenstate df as in [3.8),T|CC) = ¢*"?|CC),

2. A(f)|CC) = —|CC) and B(f)|CC) = +|CC), corresponding to R and NS boundary
conditions onS4 andSpg, respectively, and

3. the consistency of the action of the loop operator ardiin@@.6), B(p)|CC) = B(Rp)|CC).

5They do not correspond to any dynamical excitations anéausthey change the background geometry. In that
sense they may be called more properly as R line defects.

5The [3.6) is valid whem is an NS line. For an R line, one can check that the spin strecti(Z.6) is changed
when we move the R line, and hence the complementary |§tate appears a8 (p)|CC) = B(Rp)|CC’). We also
remark that the two state$(p)|CC) and A(Rp)|CC) are also related, but the precise relation depends on tidiriga
of p andRp, since to move the line gf wrapped around the boundary of the M&bius strip across thieaterosscap,
it needs to braid nontrivially with its self-reflection.



4 Examples

To illustrate the discussions so far, in this section we irsa few examples.

4.1 Semion-fermion theory

We first discuss the semion-fermion theory introduced incitvedensed matter literature [1]. As
a Chern-Simons theory it is realized@§l ), x U(1)_; and was discussed in/[6]. In appendik A,
we show that this theory does arise on a boundary of a topmabguperconductor of = +2 by
using the general methods developed.in [7].

Let us denote the unique nontrivial line operatoitidf ), by s, representing the semion. The
spin is1/4, and it satisfies? = 1. We use the symbaof for the spin—1/2 operator ofU(1)_,
which is the transparent fermion of the spin topologicabtige To describe the R-sector, we need
another liner of U(1)_;, whose spin is-1/8, with the propertyr?> = f. A convenient way to
consider this R-sector lineis to start from a non-spitV(1)_, theory whose fundamental line is
r, and then divide the gauge grolji1) by Z,. The gauge fields, for U(1)_, is related to the
gauge fields, of U(1)_, by a, = 2a,, and hence may be regarded as a loop operator with the
half-integral charge /2 of U(1)_;.

The consistency with the fact thBtchanges the sign of the spin requires thaR(s) = fs.
The candidates for the crosscap state satisfying the ¢onslitliscussed in the previous section
are

ICCsp_ o [r) + 1) (4.1)

or
|CC)sp, o |sr) + |s73). 4.2)

TheT eigenvalues are >"/® ande 2™/, respectively. With the former choice, the time-reversal
anomaly isv = —2 while with the latter we have = +2. We denote the theories with= +2
andv = —2 asSF, andSF _, respectively.

In general, given a TQFT on oriented manifolds, we need metaileéd information about the
action of time-reversal symmetry to formulate it on noneatable manifolds. This is analogous
to the fact that two transformations of majorana fermidng) = +vo and T(v¥) = —¢
correspond to two different values= +1 andv = —1. The above result suggests that there are
two ways to couple the theoity(1), x U(1)_; to the geometry of non-orientable manifolds, and
they give the values = +2 andv = —2, respectively.

It is difficult to see this, however, from a more traditionaiqt of view, because the time
reversalT is realized as a quantum symmetry rather than the symmettyeotlassical action.
More precisely, the problem is thRtmust satisfyR? = 1 in the Pin™ group, but this relation is
not realized at the classical level and only achieved at tfamtym levell[6]. Therefore it is not
straightforward to put the theory on non-orientable mddgoWe leave it a future work to study
the full details.



4.2 T-Pfaffian theory

Specification of the theory: The T-Pfaffian theory is the name given to the topologicabtize
(U(1)-s x Ising, ,,)/Z, by the condensed-matter theorists. Here, Ising the non-spin Ising
TQFT with the right-moving central chargel /2, and we takdJ(1)_g to have the left-moving
central chargd. To put the system on non-orientable manifolds, we need nceadahe total
central charge, as we discussed in foothdte 3. For this gerpe need an almost trivial spin
TQFT with the right moving central chargel /2 such that there is only one state on any spatial
inceE] The spin Ising TQFT slsing ,» does the required j(ﬁ)]’herefore the T-Pfaffian theory we
consider is

[(U(1)_g x Ising, 5) /Zs] x slsing /5. (4.3)

The quasiparticles df (1) _s are denoted by*, whose spin is-£?/16. We denote the quasiparti-
cles of the Ising/, and slsing,, theories by, o andy’, o', with spins1/2,1/16 and1/2, 1/16,
respectively.

We usef := c*1 to form theZ, quotient. Thereforef andy’ are transparent fermions. We
need to keep in mind that the non-anomal@ysone-form symmetry generated By := [’ is
gauged([28

List of quasiparticles: NS quasiparticles and their spins are the ones given below:
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1[0 2 0 2
. (4.4)
o 0 % % 0
vl | 3 i

Multiplying by ¢’ does not give new quasiparticles, since it is equivalentuttiplying by f =
ctap.

” The theories with only one state on any spatial slice aredativertible field theories. LdFT, be the in-
vertible field theory on oriented spin manifolds whose piarti function is given byexp(—cinn), wherer is the
Atiyah-Patodi-Singer eta invariant of a fermion couplediydn metric on 2+1d. The corresponds to the framing
anomaly. The smoothness of the partition function requhlias2c must be an integer for invertible field theories in
the normalization of) as in [6]. They have a property thBiT. x IFT. = IFT.,. and in particulafFT,. x IFT_.
is the trivial theory. For example, we can realize ther8@gn), = IFT,, /2, U(1); = IFTy, slsingy; /2 = IFT41 /2
etc. See also Appendix C.5 of [6].

8For the detailed discussions of the relation between thespimising TQFT and the spin Ising TQFT, skel[27].

9As argued in[[28], gauging a non-anomal@ssone-form symmetry whose corresponding line operatét fsas
two main effects: i) it projects out line operators that rtanially braid with F', ii) any two line operatorg, ¢ that
satisfypF’ = ¢ under the fusion product are identified, and iii) any linenaper p that satisfiep ' = p in the fusion
product splits into two operatogs. andp_. In our case, the first effect just means that we always paMaiine
operator fromA := (U(1)_s x Ising, ;,)/Z> and an NS line operatds := slsing_, ,, or an R line operator from
and an R-line operator frol. The second effect identifigsands)’. As for the third effect, there is no line operator
that satisfiep = pF in our theory, so it does not play a role. This third effectwiger, becomes important e.g. when
we check the relation sising, x sising, ,, = U(1);.
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R quasiparticles and their spins are the ones given below:

| el e el ol

o' | Jol L] [i] o
e (4.5)
1/}0-/ 8 T 8 0 8 0 8 T

2 2

Note that the two R-lines listed above related by multipdyby c*+, are in fact identical, since
c*i) is identified withy’, andy’o’ = o’.

The spatial reflection should reverse the spin mod 1 of theigagicles. To match what
condensed matter physicists discuss, the spatial refteatgm needs to reverse the powercpf
and to fixi, o andy, 5. These conditions uniquely determine the spatial reflactimr example,
we havec' %o « ¢ 2 andc?* « 32k for integerk.

Crosscap states: We can easily find one crosscap state that satisfies the mm(Bt6):
|CC)rptaffian, ¢ [co’) + [¢*a’) + [Ppo’) +[c0”) o |eo’) + |cTo), (4.6)

whoseT eigenvalue i$>™/16, The time-reversal anomaly is then= 0.
In general, once we find a stgtéC) y satisfying the conditiori.(316), we can find other states
satisfying at least the same conditién (3.6) as

|CC)px == B(p)|CC)x. (4.7)

This is because any two operataBgp) and B(q) commute by a topological reason; we can
exchange the positions of the linBp) and B(q) without crossing them with each other. Hence
we have
B(q)|CC)px = B(q)B(p)|CC)x = B(p)B(q)|CC) x
= B(p)B(Rq)|CC)x = B(Rq)|CC),x.

However, the condition (33) that the std@C),x be an eigenvector of’ is not necessarily
satisfied for albp.

In the case of the T-Pfaffian, one can check thaf (3.3) isfaatis p = 1 or ¢*. (Incidentally,
these two linep = 1 and¢* form theZ, one-form symmetries of the TQFT.) The crosscap state
forp =ctis

(4.8)

|CC)1patfian. o |cva’) + |20’ + |°a”) + |cpo’) o< |Po’) + |cPa’), (4.9)

whoseT eigenvalue i$>™/16, meaning that = 8.

To conclude this subsection, we found that the T-Pfaffianhbas two different variants on
non-orientable manifolds. One choice has= 0 with the crosscap state (4.6), and another has
v = 8 with the crosscap state (4.9). We call these variants TiBfafand T-Pfaffian .
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4.3 Theories obtained by gapping free fermions

In [6] Seiberg and Witten considered a weakly-coupled syspé fermions, scalars andé(1)
gauge field such that in one phase we have 2r Majorana fermions and in other phase we have
certain TQFTs. After quickly reviewing their constructjome apply our methods to the resulting
TQFTs and show that we can correctly reproduce the expeelad ofv.

4.3.1 Quick review

We start fromr complex fermions;, : = 1,...,r, all of charge2 under theU(1) gauge fielda.
We also introduce a complex scatarof charge 1 and another complex scapasf charge 4. We
include the Yukawa couplingy.; xs€® + c.c in the theory, where, b are spinor indices. This
system is time-reversal invariant when we give approptiaesformation rules. We regard the
neutral combinationy;w? to have the same quantum numbers as the bulk 3+1d fermiohasib t
can escape to the bulk.

Depending on the potential af and¢, we can either give a vev to or ¢. In the former case,
U(1), is completely broken by eating, and we just have = 2r Majorana fermions. In the latter
case, the vev op breaksU(1), to Z,. This can be represented byUd1)? Chern-Simons theory
by introducing an additional Lagrange-multiplier gaugédfie with the action

4

—cda. (4.10)
2m

Further, the- Dirac fermions become massive by the vewand can be integrate out. Wheis
even, the integrating-out does not produce any terms. Wieeadd, the integrating-out generates
the term

2
—ada (4.11)
47

in addition to the Ising TQFT sector. For more details, sde Tdhere they considered a more
general class of theories wheyédhas charg@s, and we set = 1 for simplicity.

4.3.2 Even number of complex fermions

Specification of the theory: TheZ, gauge theory described Hy (4110) has total central charge
zero, and has 16 line operatar§c” := e™m$2+nfc (m n = 0,1,2,3), whose spin isnn /4.
This is however not the whole story. THig gauge theory does not feel the spin structure, but we
started from the theory that depends on the spin structure.

Therefore, we also have an almost trivial spin TQFT with zenoetral charge, with transparent
line operator) of spin1/2. There are two types of R-sector linesndy’, both of spin 0, such
that p?> = p'2 = 1 while pp’ = 1/1 They are all self-conjugate under the CRT. In the quick

10An explicit example of the construction of such an almostatispin TQFT is given byU(1); x U(1)_; =
[(U)g x U(1)-4)/Z2)/Z2. Lets andt be the basic line operators ©f(1), andU(1)_,4, respectively. Then the
quotient in(U(1), x U(1)_4)/Z, is taken with respect to the line operatdt? with spin 0. The result of this
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review above, we said that the combinatigi® can escape to the bulk. This means in the TQFT
language that the transparent fermion line defining the QIRT is noty but f := ya?.

List of quasiparticles: The NS-sector lines are then

evenn : a™c"  (spinmn/4), a™c* (spinmn/4+1/2),

4.12
oddn : a™c*p (spinmn/4), a™c"p’ (spinmn/4) (4.12)

whereas the R-sector lines are then
oddn : a™c™ (spinmn/4), a™c™p (spinmn/4+1/2), (4.13)

evenn : a™c"p (spinmn/4), a™c"p (spinmn/4).

The exponent of: is the electric charge, and that ofis the vorticity. As such, under the
time reversal, the former is reversed while the latter istkdp particular,cp is mapped byl
to eithercp or c¢p’. Which is the case can be determined from the high-enerdiza&an. If
we start fromr Dirac fermions, there arefermionic zero-modes at the core of the vorticity-one
vortex, forming spinor representations3¥(r). Herer is even, and therefore they split into two
chiral spinors, and they correspondioandcp’. The time-reversal acts by complex conjugation.
Therefore, whem = 0 mod 4,¢p is mapped te:p, while whenr = 2 mod 4,¢p is mapped te'.
Correspondingly, under the spatial reflectRyrp is mapped te?p or ¢*p’ depending on whether
r =0mod 4 orr =2 mod 4.

Crosscap states: Using the data determined above, we can find the following twasscap
states:
ICCroox [} +[c®)  +Hla*cp)+]a’c),
|CC)r=z o |ac) +lac®)) +|a’ey)+|a’c?),
ICC)rma o |a*c)+]a®c®) +|ev) +|c*),
|CC),—¢ o |a3c)+|a*cy)+|acy) +|ac?).
They satisfy all the conditions discussed in the previousices, and has the correct eigenvalue
e?m(21)/16 ynderT € SL(2,Z). This is consistent with the identifications= 2r.

(4.14)

4.3.3 0Odd number of complex fermions

Specification of the theory: The Chern-Simons sector has the action given by the sumIdf)4.
and [4.11). We can diagonalize the kinetic term by settinga + 2c:

1
— (—8cdc + 2sds). (4.15)
47

We denote the Wilson line operators Byc" := e $stinfc (m =0,1;n = 0,1,...,7). In ad-

dition, we have an Ising sector Ising of left-moving central charge-1/2, with the line operators

quotient is a TQFT which contains four line operatars: s2t2, p := st = s3t3, p’ := st3 = 53¢ with spin 0 and
1 = s? = t? with spin1/2. The CRT acts a€RT (s"t™) = s~ "t~ ™.
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Y, o of dimensionl /2, 1/16 respectively. The transparent fermion corresponds to pieeador
f = c*, with respect to which we take tt#% quotient. Notice that> = 1 impliesc* = «? and
hence we can also writé = 1)a? as in the case of even

So far, we have the topological thedsy1), x (U(1) s xIsing, ,,) /Z. This has an uncancelled
total central charge-1/2. We then need to multiply it by a trivial spin theory of cemttharge
—1/2, which is given by the spin Ising theory slsing, with the line operators, & of dimension
—1/2, —1/16 respectively. The final theory is

U(1)2 x (U(1)-s x Ising, )/ Z> x slsing_, , (4.16)

and the theory manifestly free of the framing anon@l)l'his is the theory discussed in Sec. 6
of [6] and Sec. 3.2.3 of [8].

Factorization of the theory: The structure ofl(4.16) is consistent with the factorizatid the
theory as T-Pfaffiarx semion-fermion. Recall that

semion-fermion U(1), x U(1)_y, (4.17)
T-Pfaffian: (U(1)_s x Ising, ;5)/Zs x slsing, ; . (4.18)

Their product can be simplified using the multiplicationerolf the invertible field theories IET
given in footnoté 17, and the result reproduces the théod6j4.We studied the semion-fermion
in Sec[4.1l and we saw there that= +2; the T-Pfaffian was studied in Séc. 4.2 and gave 0
or v = 8. There are four ways to combine them.

Let X be the theory

X = SE_ x T-Pfaffian. (4.19)

where the crosscap states of S&nd T-Pfaffian are given in[(4.1) and (4.6) respectively. In this
product, the transparent fermions of S&nd T-Pfaffian are identified. TheX has the crosscap
state| CC) x = |CC)sg. ® |CC)r-prafiian, - Also letp X be the theory whose crosscap state is given
as|CC),x := B(p)|CC)x for p = 1,s,¢*, andsc*. More explicitly,sX = SF, x T-Pfaffian,,
X = SF_ x T-Pfaffian. andsc*X = SF, x T-Pfaffian_.

The time-reversal anomalies of theories with @dd summarized in the following table:

v |2 6 10 14
theory‘ sX X sc'X X

(4.20)

Thus we can consistently make identifications: 2r.

1The final spin Ising part was implicit in[6], and was represerusing the bulld genus there. See the discussion
of the footnoté B.
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4.4 Speculations o2 of quasiparticles

In the above analyses, we have obtained the valuesimfvarious theories by finding crosscap
states satisfying the consistency conditions discuss8e@ 8. The set of values pfobtained in
that way perfectly matches the ones found in [4] 6, 8]. Howewe following point needs to be
noticed. In[[4,6,8], the distinction between differentwed ofv was to be found in the eigenvalues
of the square of the time-reversal operaficracting on various quasiparticles, but our discussion
has not used this information yet. There should be a genaagltw find the correspondence
betweenT? eigenvalues and crosscap states.

We remark that what we are discussing here is not the chantie dfpes of quasiparticles
underp — Tp — T?p = p, but the eigenvalues af? which, in the language of the low energy
TQFT, might be given by the action @ on the Hilbert space on a spatial slice with a time-like
Wilson line of a quasiparticlp In the UV description, it is an action af? on the states with
the actual physical excitations corresponding.to

The assignments off? are as follows, according to![4,[6, 8], in our notation. Letcossider
semion-fermion and T-Pfaffian. According to the papersiciieove, there is actually two versions
of each of these theories, which we denote as . Skid T-Pfaffian.. The theories SE are
characterized by th&? eigenvalue acting onas

. SF
T2 )t - (4.21)
—i :SF._

Similarly, the theories T-Pfaffian’are characterized by thE? eigenvalue acting oar as

(4.22)

T2 _ +1 : T-Pfaffian’,
| =1 : T-Pfaffian’

Then, all the results of this paper are consistent with tleatification that SFE = SF. and
T-Pfaffian’. = T-Pfaffian., where

SF, : v=2, SF : v=-2; T-Pfaffian. : v =0, T-Pfaffian.: v =38. (4.23)

For the theories studied in Séc. 4]3.3 for adtheT? eigenvalues are the ones obtained from the
factorization Sk x T-Pfaffian..

If we have a theory’, we get another theonyY” as|CC),y = B(p)|CC)y for somep. For
example sSF, = SF_ andc'T-Pfaffian, = T-Pfaffian_. Then, notice that we have the following
braiding phases:

‘ s
co|—1 +1. (4.24)
s |+1 —1

2However, in a compact space without boundary, the Hilbeatswith a single time-like Wilson line is zero. It
is necessary to find a proper definition of “the eigenvalueB?sfin the context of TQFT.
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From these braiding, we find the following relationship:

(T? of quasiparticley in theorypY) =
(braiding phase of andp)(T? of quasiparticle; in theoryY’). (4.25)

In our case, the theory is SF,, T-Pfaffian. or SF. x T-Pfaffian. , p is eitherc* or s, andgq is
eitherco or s, but the relation[(4.25) seems general.

The authors do not have a proper understanding of the rel@i@5%), mainly because they do
not understand how the eigenvalueséfof quasipatrticles are reflected in the language of TQFT.
But the following argument seems to come close.

Consider the geomet®ylO, x Sk whereMQO 4 is a Mobius strip connecting a circk®; and
a crosscap, and consider a liné;) of the quasiparticleg wrappingS. This line of quasiparticle
q experiences the same parity flip twice, since fheycle wraps the crosscap twice.

Now, the difference between theoriEsandpY might have an interpretation that the crosscap
at the bottom ofMO, carries an additional insertion of a lin@(p) of quasiparticlep along
St. Therefore, the wayl(q) acts is modified by a braiding of(q) with B(p). This seems to
correspond to the braiding phase appearing in (4.25).
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A Semion-fermion theory on a SYM domain wall

Here we show that the semion-fermion theory realized @s. x U(1)_; corresponds to = £2
by using the results of [7] concerning the domain wall of gatigeories We also discuss certain
generalizations, some of which may give gapped boundanyriteeof topological superconduc-
tors for oddw.

Let us consider a 3+14'=1 pure Super-Yang-Mills (SYM) theory with the gauge gratip
This is just a gauge theory with a minimally-coupled Majadarmion )\ in the adjoint repre-
sentation of(7; this automatically leads to supersymmetry. We assumettieagauge group is
simple, connected and simply connecteg,G) = m;(G) = 0, and the dual coxeter numbkY

13The authors would like to thank Edward Witten whose suggeséd to this appendix.
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is even,h¥ € 27Z. Also, the theta angle is assumed to be zero. This theoryreménd fermion
condensation occurs with

N), = A3/ (] =0,1,2,--- ,BY — 1), (A1)

whereA is the dynamical scale which can be assumed to be real antivpdstcause the theta
angle is zero. There are’ vacua labelled by.

We introduce a small real mass\\ (m € R) for the majorana fermion. Then, the vacuum
for m > 0 is realized by the vacuurh = 0 given as(\\),_, = A?, and the vacuum fom <
0 is realized by the vacuurh = h" /2 given as<>\)\>k:hv/2 = —A3. If we change the mass
from positive to negative along one of the spatial directigsayy = z3), we get a domain
wall interpolating them. Assuming that the time reversahsyetry is not spontaneously broken
by the domain wall configuration, a 2+1d boundary theory @ tbpological superconductor
corresponding tv = +dim G is realized on this domain wall [7], becau&as in the adjoint
representation which has dimensidim G. The+ sign is determined by how the time reversal
acts on)\, and for definiteness, we take it such that dim G.

The domain wall exists even in the massless limit— 0 and the supersymmetry is restored in
this limit. Then, there is one massless goldstino on the domall associated to the spontaneous
breaking of (super)translation invariance. This fermiemains massless even if we introduce
supersymmetry breaking massbecause it is protected by the time revergallt is reasonable
to assume that the goldstino provides the only masslessdeitndegrees of freedom on the
domain wall if the gauge group is simple. Assuming that thighe case, the rest of the anomaly
correspondingte’ = v — 1 = dim G — 1 is accounted for by the TQFT living on the domain
waII In fact, it was argued that some TQFT does live on the domali{2&+32]. Even without
the time-reversal symmetry, the existence of some TQFTqsired by the anomaly matching of
the one-form global symmetry fa@r(G), whereC'(G) is the center of the gauge groap[32].

Now let us focus our attention to the caSe= SU(2N) which hash” = 2N € 2Z and
dim G = 4N? — 1. The domain wall we are concerned with connects the vacuua® and the
vacuumk = N. In this case, it was argued that there i@V ),y Chern-Simons theory on the
domain Wa@. This theory should account for the anomaly= v — 1 = 4N? — 2 of the time
reversal symmetry.

Let ¢ be the framing anomaly (i.e. the central charge of the cpmeding RCFT) of this
Chern-Simons theory. Then we also need to introduce 3+1dgvavbitational tern2rcA to make
the theory time-reversal invariant. A consistency chedkas we must have the relatida = »/
mod 2 which is required on orientable manifolds. Indegt= 4N? — 2 andc = 14 2L (N2 — 1),
so the condition is satisfied.

For example, the simplest case is given by the gauge grogpSU(2). In this case, we have
N = 1andc = 1, and the bulk contributioBrcA may be replaced by a boundary invertible field

14t requires some computation to determine that the goldstinresponds to = 1 rather than = —1.
SHere we follow the convention common in the domain wall ofensymmetric theories. In the TQFT language,
this corresponds t0U(1)an2 X SU(N)N)/Zn -
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theory withc = —1 (see the footnotel 3), which we can take tolbg)_;. Therefore, the total
system isU(1), x U(1)_y, at least on orientable manifolds. This is exactly the serfigsmion
theory discussed in Selc. #.1. By the above construction, ave determined that this theory
corresponds to’ = 2 (or v/ = —2 depending on the action df), which perfectly agrees with the
result of Sed_4]1.

For G = SU(2N), the total system i¥J(N)sy x IFT_., wherelFT_, is an invertible field
theory accounting for the framing anomaly:.. Therefore, we conclude that it should be some-
how possible to formulate the theoty(N ),y x IFT_. on non-orientable manifolds so that it
reproduces the anomaly = +(4N? — 2) = +2 mod 16.

Finally, let us make a speculative comment. Under the abesamptions that (i) is not
spontaneously broken by the domain wall, and (ii) there iy ome massless fermion on the
domain wall which is the goldstino, we have shown that theustrhe gapped boundary theory of
a topological superconductor with = dim G — 1. For example, if we consid&r = Eg (which
satisfies our conditioh” € 27Z), we must get a topological theory which reproduces the atypm
for oddv. It would be very interesting to investigate this directioomore detalil.

References

[1] L. Fidkowski, X. Chen, and A. Vishwanath, “Non-Abeliamgological Order on the
Surface of a 3D Topological Superconductor from an Exaably&l Model,”
Phys. Rev. X3 no. 4, (2013) 041016@r Xi v: 1305. 5851 | cond-nat. str-el [.

[2] C. Wang and T. Senthil, “Interacting Fermionic TopoleajiInsulators/Superconductors in
Three Dimensions,Phys. Rev. B89 no. 19, (2014) 195124,
ar Xiv: 1401. 1142 | cond-mat . str-el |.[Erratum: Phys.
Rev.B91,n0.23,239902(2015)].

[3] A. Kitaev, “Homotopy-Theoretic Approach to SPT Phaseéction: Z,s Classification of
Three-Dimensional Superconductors,”. Lecture notedaivai at
http: /7 www. | pam ucl a. edu/ abstract/ ?t1 d=12389&pcode=STQ2015.

[4] M. A. Metlitski, L. Fidkowski, X. Chen, and A. VishwanatHinteraction Effects on 3D
Topological Superconductors: Surface Topological OrdmnfVortex Condensation, the 16
Fold Way and Fermionic Kramers Doublets,”
ar Xiv: 1406. 3032 [ cond-mat.str-el[.

[5] T. Morimoto, A. Furusaki, and C. Mudry, “Breakdown of thepological classificatiof
for gapped phases of noninteracting fermions by quarteraations,”
Phys. Rev. B92no. 12, (2015) 125104r Xi v: 1505. 06341 | cond-mat . str-el |.

[6] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “Gapped Boundary Phases of [bgpcal Insulators via Weak
Coupling,”ar Xi v: 1602. 04251 | cond-nat . str-el|.

18


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.5851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.195124, 10.1103/PhysRevB.91.239902
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.1142
http://www.ipam.ucla.edu/abstract/?tid=12389&pcode=STQ2015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.3032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.125104
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.06341
http://arxiv.org/abs/1602.04251

[7] Y. Tachikawa and K. Yonekura, “Gauge Interactions angdlogical Phases of Matter,”
ar Xi v: 1604. 06184 | hep-th|L

[8] E. Witten, “The ‘Parity’ Anomaly on an Unorientable Mdaid,”
ar Xi v: 1605. 02391 | hep-thJ.

[9] E. Witten, “Fermion Path Integrals And Topological Pés3s
Rev. Mod. Phys. 88 no. 3, (2016) 035001,
ar Xiv: 1508. 04715 | cond-mat. nes-hal | |.

[10] C.-T. Hsieh, G. Y. Cho, and S. Ryu, “Global Anomalies be Surface of Fermionic
Symmetry-Protected Topological Phases in (3+1) Dimerssion
Phys. Rev. B93(2016) 075135ar Xi v: 1503. 01411 | cond-mat.str-el |.

[11] G.Y. Cho, C.-T. Hsieh, T. Morimoto, and S. Ryu, “Topoicagl Phases Protected by
Reflection Symmetry and Cross-Cap Statéys. Rev. B91 (2015) 195142,
ar Xi v: 1501. 07285 | cond-mat . str-el |\

[12] A.P.O. Chan, J. C. Y. Teo, and S. Ryu, “Topological PkaseNon-Orientable Surfaces:
Twisting by Parity Symmetry/New J. Phys. 18 no. 3, (2016) 035005,
ar Xiv: 1509. 03920 [ cond-mat.str-el |.

[13] G. W. Moore and N. Seiberg, “Classical and Quantum Con#&d Field Theory,”
Commun. Math. Phys. 123(1989) 177.

[14] G. W. Moore and N. Seiberg, “Lectures on RCFT,Smings’ 89, Proceedings of the
Trieste Spring School on Superstrings. World Scientific, 1990.
http://ww. physi cs. rutgers. edu/ ~gnoor e/ Lect ur esRCFT. pdt.

[15] X.-G. Wen, “Classifying gauge anomalies through syrtrgrerotected trivial orders and
classifying gravitational anomalies through topologimalers,”
Phys. Rev. D88 no. 4, (2013) 04501&r Xi v: 1303. 1803 | hep-th||

[16] J. Wang and X.-G. Wen, “A Lattice Non-Perturbative Hdomian Construction of 1+1D
Anomaly-Free Chiral Fermions and Bosons - on the equivalehthe anomaly matching
conditions and the boundary fully gapping rules;’Xi v: 1307. 7480 | hep-Tat |

[17] J. C. Wang, Z.-C. Gu, and X.-G. Wen, “Field theory rep@sation of gauge-gravity
symmetry-protected topological invariants, group cohtmgy and beyond,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 114no. 3, (2015) 031601,
ar Xi v: 1405. 7689 [ cond-mat. str-el|.

[18] A. Kapustin and R. Thorngren, “Anomalies of discretensyetries in three dimensions and

group cohomology,Phys. Rev. Lett. 112no0. 23, (2014) 231602,
ar Xi v: 1403. 0617 | hep-th].

[19] A. Kapustin and R. Thorngren, “Anomalies of discretensgetries in various dimensions
and group cohomologydr Xi v: 1404. 3230 | hep-th|l

19


http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.06184
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.02391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.035001, 10.1103/RevModPhys.88.35001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.04715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.075135
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.195142
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.07285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/3/035005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.03920
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01238857
http://www.physics.rutgers.edu/~gmoore/LecturesRCFT.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.045013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1803
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.7480
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.031601
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.7689
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.231602
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.0617
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.3230

[20] X.-z. Dai and D. S. Freed, “eta invariants and determiriaes,”
J. Math. Phys. 35(1994) 5155-5194r Xi v: hep-t h/ 9405012, [Erratum: J. Math.
Phys.42,2343(2001)].

[21] K. Yonekura, “Dai-Freed theorem and topological plsasematter,' JHEP 09 (2016) 022,
ar Xiv: 160/7. 01873 | hep-th].

[22] X. Chen, Z.-C. Gu, Z.-X. Liu, and X.-G. Wen, “Symmetryd®ected Topological Orders
and the Group Cohomology of Their Symmetry Group,”
Phys. Rev. B87 no. 15, (2013) 155114r Xi v: 1106. 4772 | cond-mat . str-el|.

[23] R. Dijkgraaf and E. Witten, “Topological Gauge Thearend Group Cohomology,”
Commun. Math. Phys. 129(1990) 393.

[24] A. Kapustin, R. Thorngren, A. Turzillo, and Z. Wang, ‘fir@onic Symmetry Protected
Topological Phases and CobordismB{EP 12 (2015) 052,
ar Xi v: 1406. /329 | cond-mat . str-el ||

[25] E. Witten, “Quantum Field Theory and the Jones Polyradfhi
Commun. Math. Phys. 121 (1989) 351-399.

[26] N. Seiberg, T. Senthil, C. Wang, and E. Witten, “A DugN/eb in 2+1 Dimensions and
Condensed Matter Physicat Xi v: 1606. 01989 | hep-th||

[27] D. Gaiotto and A. Kapustin, “Spin TQFTs and Fermioni@Bés of Matter,”
ar Xi v: 1505. 05856 [ cond-mat.str-el |l

[28] L. Bhardwaj, D. Gaiotto, and A. Kapustin, “State Sum Gwuctions of Spin-TFTs and
String Net Constructions of Fermionic Phases of Matter,”
ar Xiv: 1605. 01640 | cond-mat.str-el |.

[29] B. S. Acharya and C. Vafa, “On domain walls of N=1 supengyetric Yang-Mills in
four-dimensions,ar Xi v: hep-t h/ 0103011.

[30] D. Gaiotto, “Kazama-Suzuki models and BPS domain waittions in N=1 SU(n) Super
Yang-Mills,”ar Xi v: 1306. 5661 | hep-th].

[31] M. Dierigl and A. Pritzel, “Topological Model for DomaiWalls in (Super-)Yang-Mills
Theories,Phys. Rev. D90 no. 10, (2014) 10500&r Xi v: 1405. 4291 | hep-th].

[32] D. Gaiotto, A. Kapustin, N. Seiberg, and B. Willett, “Geralized Global Symmetries,”
JHEP 02 (2015) 172ar Xi v: 1412. 5148 | hep-thJ.

20


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.530747
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9405012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2016)022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.155114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.4772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02096988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2015)052
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.7329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01217730
http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.01989
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.05856
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.01640
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0103011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.5661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.105008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.4291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)172
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.5148

	1 Introduction and summary
	2 Time-reversal anomaly and the anomalous momentum
	3 Time-reversal anomaly of topological theories
	4 Examples
	A Semion-fermion theory on a SYM domain wall

