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Abstract

We explore the topological defects of the critical three-state Potts spin system on the
torus, Klein bottle and cylinder. A complete characterization is obtained by break-
ing down the Fuchs-Runkel-Schweigert construction of 2d rational CFT to the lattice
setting. This is done by applying the strange correlator prescription to the recently
obtained tensor network descriptions of string-net ground states in terms of bimod-
ule categories [Lootens, Fuchs, Haegeman, Schweigert, Verstraete, SciPost Phys. 10,
053 (2021)]. The symmetries are represented by matrix product operators (MPO), as
well as intertwiners between the diagonal tetracritical Ising model and the non-diagonal
three-state Potts model. Our categorical construction lifts the global transfer matrix
symmetries and intertwiners, previously obtained by solving Yang-Baxter equations, to
MPO symmetries and intertwiners that can be locally deformed, fused and split. This
enables the extraction of conformal characters from partition functions and yields a
comprehensive picture of all boundary conditions.
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1 Introduction

The intricate and beautiful connection between conformal field theory (CFT) and topologi-
cal field theory (TFT) has been established on many levels throughout the last decades. The
study of these connections was largely initiated in a seminal paper by Witten [1], where the
equivalence between the state-space of 3d Chern-Simons theory and the conformal blocks
of a 2d Wess-Zumino-Witten CFT were first understood. The main idea is that the CFT
governing the gapless boundary of a system described by a TFT is largely determined by the
TFT in the bulk. This holographic relation is observed in many systems in condensed mat-
ter physics: two examples being the fractional quantum Hall state (FQHS) (characterized
on the edge by a CFT through the bulk-edge correspondence [2]) and topological insulators
[3], protected by time-reversal and charge-conjugation symmetries (exhibiting non-chiral
edge modes). In 3d, this holographic duality between TFT and CFT culminated in the
full classification of 2d rational conformal field theories [4, 5, 6]. This was possible because
the underlying mathematical framework for both 3d TFT and 2d CFT is a modular tensor
category (MTC), which proved to be exactly the right language to express many topological
features of 2d CFT such as partition functions, boundary conditions and certain aspects of
correlation functions.

In the case of a non-chiral TFT, one can construct the partition function as a state-sum,
meaning that one can discretize the underlying manifold and assign values to the building
blocks of the tessellation such that the result depends only on the topology of the manifold.
For 3d, this invariant is known as the Turaev-Viro state-sum [7, 8], and in [9, 10] these con-
structions were used to construct critical lattice models described by CFTs in the continuum
limit, reminiscent of the above holographic duality. The Turaev-Viro state-sums admit a
(2+1)d Hamiltonian formulation known as the string-net models by Levin and Wen [11],
the ground states of which can be interpreted as Turaev-Viro state-sums on a particular
3-manifold and correspond to the tensor network description of the string-net ground states

2



in terms of projected entangled pair states (PEPS) [12, 13]. In the same way as [9, 10],
we used these PEPS descriptions of string-net ground states to construct critical lattice
models [14] using a strange correlator (SC), first conceived for the detection of SPT phases
[15] and now generalized for the long-range entangled string-net wave functions The SC
maps a (2+1)d PEPS with topological order to a classical 2d partition function by taking
the overlap between the PEPS and an unentangled product state. The usefulness of this
construction lies in the systematic description of the non-local symmetries of the emergent
CFTs in terms of explicit matrix product operator (MPO) symmetries present in the topo-
logically ordered PEPS. Anyonic excitations in the TFT are mapped to operators in the
CFT [16, 17], and the conformal blocks emerge from the topological sectors of the original
string-net wave function. The map can be seen as a Euclidean counterpart to anyonic spin
chain Hamiltonians [18, 19, 20, 21], which have successfully allowed for the computation of
twisted CFT partition functions for e.g. the Fibonacci model [18].

In this paper, we aim to further push the lattice understanding of critical spin systems de-
scribed by a CFT by considering them on a number of surfaces: the torus, the Klein bottle
and the cylinder. The holographic TFT construction of CFT described above provides a
categorical description of the possible partition functions and boundary conditions required
to construct a CFT on these surfaces. Although this construction is well understood, it is
not obvious how these results translate to actual critical spin systems with Hamiltonians
acting on a Hilbert space, or equivalently some critical statistical mechanics model with
Boltzmann weights and local fluctuating degrees of freedom. It is our goal to show that
this formulation is equally useful for studying lattice models by showing that many of the
topological features of CFT are already present at finite size. We show this by applying
the strange correlator to the recently generalized PEPS descriptions of string-net models,
which turn out to exhibit exactly the same categorical structure present in 2d CFT, as
briefly summarized in Section 2.

In Sections 3, 4 and 5 we will consider CFT partition functions on a torus, Klein bottle
and cylinder respectively. We will emphasize the role of topological defects, as these pro-
vide a handle on the topological aspect of CFT in our finite-size lattice models constructed
from a strange correlator, and show that these topological defects can be used to isolate
characters in the partition function. In these sections, we will restrict to diagonal CFT
(sometimes referred to as the Cardy case), a discussion which is instrumental in under-
standing non-diagonal theories such as the Potts model later. For the torus and cylinder
partition functions this comprises essentially a review of previous work [14, 9, 10]. The non-
orientable Klein bottle case is newer and sits somewhere between the torus and cylinder
partition functions due to the fact that it is a closed surface but nevertheless has a partition
function that is linear in the characters, as is the case for the cylinder. In Ref. [22], a CFT
detection method was established on the Klein bottle for rational CFTs by calculation of
the so-called Klein bottle entropy. This entropy depends on the quantum dimensions of
the CFT primary states and its calculation restricts, at least partially, the possible CFTs.
The Klein bottle entropy arises from performing modular transformations on the partition
function (essentially probing the S-matrix of the theory) [23] and is intimately analogous
to the famous Affleck-Ludwig entropy for boundary CFTs [24], but this time on a closed
manifold.

The discussion of the diagonal case serves mainly as a stepping-stone towards understanding

3



general non-diagonal CFT partition functions, considered in Section 6, which is the main
goal of this work. The construction is repeated on a torus, Klein bottle and cylinder for this
more general case. An additional ingredient here is a type of defect that separates different
realizations of the CFT which we will refer to as an intertwiner. This intertwiner can be
used to map a non-diagonal partition function to the partition function of a diagonal model
in the presence of topological defects, a procedure known as orbifolding, which in particular
can also be used to explain the relation between boundary conditions of a non-diagonal
model and a diagonal model. Notably, this procedure allows for a generalization of the pre-
viously found intertwiners using integrability theory [25]. However, putting the orbifolding
procedure on a full categorical footing allows for the construction of intertwiners that can
freely be moved through the lattice, offering more flexibility and the ability to study inter-
sections of defects and intertwiners, a key ingredient in constructing boundary conditions
in its full generality.

To illustrate this more concretely, we treat representative examples in the form of the Ising
CFT and the non-unitary Yang-Lee CFT for the diagonal case. The non-diagonal case is
represented by the three-state Potts CFT, which serves as the apex of this work. These
models have been studied extensively, and this section serves to collect the relevant CFT
data associated to them. In Section 7, we finally turn to explicit lattice realizations of
these CFTs constructed as the strange correlator of the appropriate string-net model. We
calculate the finite-size spectra of the three models on the torus, Klein bottle and cylinder
and the Klein bottle entropy through exact diagonalization. This illustrates the strange
correlator procedure by highlighting its application on three broad CFT classes: unitary
CFTs with diagonal partition functions, non-unitary CFTs and CFTs with non-diagonal
partition functions.

2 Topological aspects of 2d rational CFT

In this section, we aim to briefly review some relevant features of 2d CFT. Their structure
can be divided into two parts:

• A local geometric aspect, which among others concerns the construction of conformal
blocks that serve as the building blocks of correlation functions. They are solutions
to the conformal Ward identities, which decompose into left-moving and right-moving
Virasoro Ward identities. For critical lattice models, this aspect differs from one model
to another as it depends on the microscopic details of the model under consideration.

• A global, topological aspect that determines the appropriate correlation functions and
boundary conditions on closed and open surfaces. This has to be done in a way that
is compatible with the composition of these surfaces, which imposes conditions known
as the sewing constraints. For critical lattice models, this aspect is essentially the
same for every model in a given universality class.

For a rational full 2d CFT, a rigorous construction and classification of this topological
aspect has been obtained by using a form of the holographic principle to construct these
CFTs from a TFT [4, 5, 6]. The Moore-Seiberg data concerning the representations of the
chiral algebra is captured in this construction by an MTC D and is assumed to be given. To
arrive at a full CFT with local correlation functions, an additional piece of data is required,
since for a given MTC D there exist multiple distinct consistent CFTs. A simple example of
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this is the free boson with a u(1) chiral algebra compactified on a circle of radius R. For each
R, the full CFT has a different (modulo T -duality) torus partition function, so one might
guess that the additional data required is the specification of the modular invariant on the
torus. This is not quite right however, as there exists a plethora of examples of modular
invariant bilinear character combinations that do not arise as the partition function of any
CFT.

The correct additional piece of data turns out to be a right D-module categoryM, which in
the original TFT construction is established from a particular type of algebra A in D, but
we will not use that definition. The module category M determines the modular invariant
on the torus, but more generally also allows the CFT to be defined on any closed surface
in such a way that it is invariant under the mapping class group of that surface. On an
open surface, the conformal boundary conditions are given by simple objects in M. The
topological defect lines of the CFT are then given by another tensor category C, such that
M is also a left C-module category. The tensor category C of topological defects depends
on D and M by the requirement that M is an invertible (C,D)-bimodule category; for a
given D andM, such a tensor category C = D∗M is called the dual of D with respect toM.
For a basic review of the relevant category theory, we refer to Appendix A.

Recently, it was discovered that exactly the same categorical structure is present in gener-
alized tensor network representations of ground states of string-net models [13]. Here, the
string-net model is given by a (not necessarily modular) fusion category D, for which an
explicit PEPS representation of its ground state can be found by the module associator of
some right D-module category M. The non-local MPO symmetries play the role of lattice
topological defects and are indeed described by the dual fusion category C = D∗M. Explicit
representations for all the relevant tensors can then be constructed from the associators of
the invertible (C,D)-bimodule category. The ground states of these string-net model can
be mapped to a critical statistical mechanics model by using the strange correlator, which
is very reminiscent of the holographic construction of a CFT from a TFT. The generalized
PEPS representations for string-net ground states and its features are reviewed in Appendix
B. It is the aim of this paper to argue that the TFT formulation of CFT provides an equally
useful language for studying spin systems. We will do this by considering critical lattice
models on a number of surfaces, both open and closed, and show that many of the topo-
logical features of CFT are already present at finite size.

There is a particular choice of module categoryM that can always be made: one can always
takeM = D as a right D-module category over itself. This choice yields a diagonal partition
function for the CFT and is sometimes called the Cardy case. In this case, the boundary
conditions are given by simple objects in D, which means that there is one boundary
condition for each representation of the chiral algebra. The dual of D with respect to
D is again D, meaning that the topological defects are also in one-to-one correspondence
with the representations of the chiral algebra, and in particular obey the same fusion rules.
In the PEPS language, this choice of module category gives the representations that were
first derived for the ground states of string-net models [26, 27]. In our discussion, we will
restrict to this case until Section 6, where we will allow M to be a generic right D-module
category.
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3 Torus partition functions with topological defects

x

y

Lx

Ly

Figure 3.1: The torus partition function with the insertion of topological defects in both x- and y-directions.
The crossing of the defects is marked with a red square, indicating the insertion of a simple idempotent.

As a start, let us review the identification of a critical statistical mechanics model with
a CFT partition function on a torus. To this end, we make the identification between
the transfer matrix of the model with periodic boundary conditions on Lx sites, and the
corresponding CFT Hamiltonian [28]:

T = e−Hring = , (3.1)

where we have introduced a tensor network representation of the transfer matrix as an MPO
[29]. The single MPO tensors encode the Boltzmann weight of the statistical mechanics
model between different sites. The partition function of the classical 2D model on a torus
of length (Lx, Ly) is given by

Ztor = Tr(TLy). (3.2)

The finite-size Hamiltonian can be written as follows [30, 31]:

Hring = a+ f0Lx + vHCFT +O(
1

Lµx
). (3.3)

The shift a and the rescaling factor (velocity) v are non-universal numbers. f0 is the free-
energy density and HCFT the CFT Hamiltonian. Neglecting the terms decaying faster than
1
Lµx

, we now focus on the universal part of the Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian of the CFT

(HCFT) contains the sum of the right- and left moving Virasoro generators:

HCFT =
2π

Lx

(
L0 + L0 −

c

12

)
, (3.4)

with c the central charge and L0 + L0 the generator of dilations on the plane and time
translations on the cylinder. This is a CFT result and therefore a direct consequence of
the conformal invariance. It is natural to work in the eigenbasis of these generators (the
Hamiltonian) |α, α〉, with the corresponding eigenvalues the characteristic conformal weights
hα and hα. Introducing q = e2πiτ , with the modular parameter τ = iLy/Lx, let us define
the character function
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χα(q) = Trα(qL0−c/24) = qhα−
c
24

∞∑
n=0

cα(n)qn, (3.5)

with cα(n) the CFT-specific degeneracy at level n. The universal CFT part of the partition
function (keeping only HCFT in 3.3) becomes

Ztor ' Tr(e−LyHCFT) '
∑
α,β̄

χα(q)Mαβ̄χβ(q) (3.6)

= q−
c
12

∑
α,β,n,m

Mαβ̄cα(n)cβ(m)qhα+hβ+n+m. (3.7)

Although the lattice partition function is extensive in both lengths, due to the free energy
term in Eq. 3.3, the universal part of the partition function is only dependent on the ra-
tio Ly/Lx. The partition function decomposes into a finite number (for rational CFT) of
discrete Verma modules of right- and left- moving parts labeled by α and β, combined by
the integer matrix M . The effects of the lattice regularization - which differ for different
statistical models in the same universality class - are entirely contained in the finite-size
corrections to the character functions and they can be regarded as the “geometric aspect” of
the CFT. The matrix M is purely topological and its form is dictated by requiring modular
invariance on the torus. It is this formula that is used in practice to numerically identify
the CFT (see section 7) as the degeneracies in the spectrum of the transfer matrix at some
level (n,m) are dictated by the character functions and the matrix M . For now, we restrict
to diagonal partition functions, which have Mαβ̄ = δαβ̄. In this case the conformal scaling
dimensions ∆α = hα + hβ appear in Eq. (3.7). We will explore non-diagonal partition
functions in Section 6.

Let us now consider the case where we introduce a topological defect labeled by γ in the
lattice. These defects only have a non-trivial action on the partition function when wrapped
around non-contractible cycles of the torus, i.e. they are locally invisible and can be freely
deformed through the lattice:

γ γ

=
.

These defects themselves are also represented as MPOs, just like the transfer matrix. It
was extensively discussed in [32, 33, 34] how the local deformations, shown above, translate
into local constraints on the MPO tensors of the topological defects (the so-called “pulling-
through” equations):

= =,
γ

γ γ
γ

. (3.8)
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As the defects can be seen as “symmetries” of the transfer matrix they are called MPO
symmetries 1. From this equation it is obvious that the product of two MPO symmetries is
again an MPO symmetry, and if we assume a finite set of MPO symmetries they must be
closed under multiplication and in general form representations of a fusion ring:

α

β
=
∑
γ

Nγ
αβ γ ,

with Nγ
αβ non-negative integers. This equation implies the existence of fusion tensors that

satisfy

=

α

β
γ

α

γ
β

. (3.9)

These MPO symmetries allow us to define a twisted partition function

Ztor
γ = Tr(T̃

Ly
γ ), T̃γ =

γ
, (3.10)

where we have introduced the twisted transfer matrix T̃γ . The decomposition of such a
twisted partition function on the torus in terms of characters was worked out in [35]:

Ztor
γ '

∑
α,β̄

χα(q)M̃γ

αβ̄
χβ(q). (3.11)

The matrix M̃γ again consists of non-negative integer entries, and we have M̃1 = M where
1 labels the identity twist, which is of course equivalent to no twist at all.

This paper aims to explicitly show on the lattice how the matrix M̃ (the “topological as-
pect” of the CFT partition function) is obtained for general twists. At the heart of this
discussion lies the “pulling through” property (3.8). The MPOs, representing the lattice
topological defects, are locally invisible and independent of the specific lattice geometry
contained in the transfer matrix, consistent with our intuitive notion of “topological”.

When considering topological defects along both non-contractible cycles of the torus, we
place the following object, which we will refer to as a tube, at the intersection of the defects:

T γµνµ =

γ

γ

µ
µ

ν , (3.12)

which due to (3.8) and (3.9) can also be freely moved through the lattice. In [14] it was
shown that the individual terms in the sum (3.11) can be isolated by inserting a projector

Pαβ̄γ,i =
γ

(3.13)

1Note that the word “symmetry” is loosely used in this context. The MPO symmetries commute with
the transfer matrix, but are not necessarily unitary representations of some symmetry group G. We use the
word symmetry throughout the remainder of this work, including in particular what other authors would
call dualities, i.e. objects that fuse to a sum of group-like objects.
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in the partition function to obtain

(Zαβ̄γ )tor = Tr(Pαβ̄γ,i T̃
Ly
γ ) ' χα(q)χβ(q). (3.14)

This is graphically depicted in Figure 3.1. The pulling-through property (3.8) also ensures
that this projector commutes with the twisted transfer matrix. When constructing these
partition functions as a strange correlator of some string-net model, these projectors are
obtained as simple idempotents of the tube algebra, which naturally appear when consid-
ering the different possible ground states on the torus; for details, we refer to Appendix B.
We will demonstrate this isolation explicitly on the lattice in section 7.

In the above formulas we have chosen the modular parameter τ to be purely imaginary.
Choosing a general complex parameter corresponds to introducing momentum in the spec-
trum. The translation invariant transfer matrix commutes with the translation operator

Γ = e
2πi
Lx

P = , (3.15)

which shifts the lattice by one site. It is known from conformal invariance that the momen-
tum operator P = L0 − L0. Choosing the modular parameter as τ = 1

Lx
+ i

Ly
Lx

, one can
write down the partition function with a translation:

Tr(ΓTLy) ' q−
c
12

∑
α,β,n,m

Mαβ̄cα(n)cβ(m)|q|hα+hβ+n+me
2πi
Lx

(hα−hβ+n−m). (3.16)

In the diagonal case (Mαβ̄ = δαβ̄), the conformal spin sα = hα − hα = 0 appears in the
imaginary part of (3.16). The same can be done for twisted partition functions, but one
has to be careful in defining the twisted translation operator:

Γ̃γ =
γ

. (3.17)

For the twisted translation operator Γ̃Lxγ 6= 1; instead, we get a non-trivial operator called
the Dehn twist:

Γ̃Lxγ = Dγ =
γ

. (3.18)

The action of the Dehn twist consists of cutting the torus into a cylinder, fully twisting
one end of the cylinder by Lx sites and finally gluing the cylinder back to a torus. The
result of the momentum labeling on the spectrum with a non-trivial horizontal twist is the
appearance of topological corrections to the conformal spins (hα − hβ, the eigenvalues of
the Dehn twist), which are no longer necessarily integers. The twist actually introduces
an effective length Leff for which Γ̃Leff

γ = 1. The result of the Dehn twist on the lattice
partition function is trivial in the case of no twist. It is the modular transformation (T )
on the torus that implements the mapping τ → τ + 1. This is consistent with the fact that
the untwisted (empty) partition function is modular invariant.

Besides the T transformation, the modular group is generated by an S-transformation,
which implements the mapping τ → − 1

τ . The effect of this transformation on the characters
is given by the topological S-matrix:
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χα(q) =
∑
β

Sα,βχβ(q̃) (3.19)

with q̃ = e−
2πi
τ . The untwisted partition function is again invariant under this transfor-

mation, but single terms, obtained by the projection on the simple idempotents (3.14), are
not. The transformation on the idempotents is known and is implemented by the tensor
product of the S-matrix with itself:

Pαβ̄ →
∑
δ,ε̄

Sα,δS̄β̄,ε̄P
δε̄. (3.20)

Note that idempotents with a twist γ in the x-direction are not mapped to idempotents
with the same twist in the x-direction as the role of the S transformation is exactly to
interchange the x and y direction. An important question is to find partition functions with
twists in both directions of the torus such that the partition function is modular invariant
(invariant under both T and S). We will show that such a twisted modular invariant par-
tition function can be mapped to an untwisted partition function of a different model; this
procedure is called orbifolding and is explained in section 6.

A numerical shortcut to obtain both the scaling dimensions and the conformal spin for
transfer matrices with a real spectrum is to directly diagonalize ΓT . The real part of the
spectrum then contains the towers of ∆ and the imaginary part the spins s. This is exactly
how the conformal spectra are obtain in section 7.

We conclude this section by illustrating the torus partition function for the Ising CFT and
the non-unitary Yang-Lee CFT. These results will be relevant for the numerical simulations
performed in section 7.

The Ising CFT has central charge c = 1/2 and three primaries labeled by 1, σ and ψ with
corresponding conformal weights h1 = 0, hσ = 1/16 and hψ = 1/2, represented in the Kac
table as

1̃/2 1/2 1/16 0

0̃ 0 1/16 1/2

0 1/2 1

where repeated fields are shaded blue. The corresponding MFC DIsing has 3 simple objects
with non-trivial fusion rules

σ ⊗ σ = 1 + ψ, ψ ⊗ σ = σ, ψ ⊗ ψ = 1; (3.21)

the remaining data can be found in Appendix C. The labels {0 , 1/2 , 1} ∈ su(2)2 and

0̃ , 1̃/2 ∈ su(2)1 in the Kac table stem from the realization of DIsing as the coset

DIsing =
su(2)1 ⊗ su(2)1

su(2)2
, (3.22)
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which is nothing but a means to construct the data of DIsing from the known data of the
su(2)k models. The partition function on a torus can be twisted with the topological defects
corresponding to these primary states [35]:

Ztor
1 = |χ0(q)|2 + |χ1/2(q)|2 + |χ1/16(q)|2

Ztor
ψ = |χ1/16(q)|2 + χ0(q)χ1/2(q) + χ1/2(q)χ0(q)

Ztor
σ = χ0(q)χ1/16(q) + χ1/16(q)χ0(q) + χ1/2(q)χ1/16(q) + χ1/16(q)χ1/2(q)

(3.23)

with

χ0(q) = q−c/24(1 + q2 + q3 + 2q4 + 2q5 + 3q6 + ...)

χ1/2(q) = q1/2−c/24(1 + q + q2 + q3 + 2q4 + 2q5 + 3q6 + ...)

χ1/16(q) = q1/16−c/24(1 + q + q2 + 2q3 + 2q4 + 3q5 + 4q6 + ...).

(3.24)

The S-matrix for the Ising model reads

SIsing =
1

2

 1
√

2 1√
2 0 −

√
2

1 −
√

2 1

 , (3.25)

with the order of the primary states: 1, σ and ψ.

Similarly, for the non-unitary case of the Yang-Lee CFT, with primary states 1 and τ and
corresponding conformal weights h1 = 0 and hτ = −1/5 we get the following Kac table:

0̃ 0 −1/5 −1/5 0

0 1/2 1 3/2

with corresponding DYL that has two simple objects satisfying the non-trivial fusion rule

τ ⊗ τ = 1 + τ. (3.26)

We get two corresponding twisted partition functions:

Ztor
1 = |χ0(q)|2 + |χ−1/5(q)|2

Ztor
τ = |χ−1/5(q)|2 + χ0(q)χ−1/5(q) + χ−1/5(q)χ0(q)

with

χ0(q) = q−c/24(1 + q2 + q3 + q4 + q5 + 2q6 + ...)

χ−1/5(q) = q−1/5−c/24(1 + q + q2 + q3 + 2q4 + 2q5 + 3q6 + ...).
(3.27)

The S-matrix for the Yang-Lee model reads

SYang-Lee =
2√
5

(
− sin 2π

5 sin 4π
5

sin 4π
5 sin 2π

5

)
. (3.28)

11



x

y

Lx

Ly

Figure 4.1: The Klein bottle partition function with the insertion of topological defects in both x- and y-
directions. The reflection in the y-direction on the Klein bottle is presented by the different arrow directions.
The crossing of the defects is marked with a red square, indicating the insertion of a simple idempotent.

4 Klein bottle partition functions with topological defects

The idea of defining CFT on a Klein bottle dates back to works on string theory (see [36] and
references therein), and was recently extensively discussed in a series of papers [22, 37, 38]
for (1+1) dimensional critical spin systems. The Klein bottle is shown in figure 4.1. The
partition function of the critical 2D model can be written in terms of its transfer matrix
TLy as [39]:

ZKB = Tr(RTLy), R = , (4.1)

which differs from the torus partition function by the spatial reflection operator R, which
implements the change of arrow direction in the right hand side of Figure 4.1 when iden-
tifying the top and bottom edges. The effect of the operator R on the spectrum is to
interchange the left and right moving parts in the eigenstates: R|α, β〉 = |β, α〉. The left-
and right-movers are swapped on the Klein bottle before the trace is taken, so that only
left-right symmetric states |α, α〉 survive. The partition function on the Klein bottle can
therefore be written as a trace over just the left-right symmetric part of the Hilbert space
in the following way:

ZKB = TrH⊗H(RqL0−(c/24)qL0−(c/24)) = Tr(H⊗H)sym
(q2L0−(c/12)). (4.2)

Similarly as on the torus, the Klein bottle partition function is a sum of characters, but
instead of the sesquilinear form we have a sum of single characters (due to the above
formula):

ZKB =
∑
α

Mαᾱχα(q2) = q−
c
6

∑
α,n

Mαᾱcα(n)q2hα+2n. (4.3)

In both the case of a diagonal (M = 1) and non-diagonal partition function, the Klein
bottle partition function will only contain single characters that were part of the diagonal
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part of the original torus partition function.

Topological defects can be inserted in both directions of the Klein bottle on the lattice,
just like for the torus. However, in contrast to the torus, only certain defects on the Klein
bottle yield a non-zero partition function. Inserting a topological defect labeled by γ in
the y-direction on the Klein bottle (just like on the torus) selects the diagonal part of the
twisted partition function:

ZKB
γ =

∑
α

M̃γ
αᾱχα(q2). (4.4)

It is clear that such twisted Klein bottle partition functions will only be non-zero if the
original twisted torus partition function contains left-right symmetric parts. The simple
idempotents Pαᾱc,i of the tube algebra can then be used to project the Klein bottle partition
function onto its single characters:

(Zαγ )KB = Tr(RPαᾱγ,i T̃
Ly
γ ) = χα(q2). (4.5)

This requires that the simple idempotents commute with the reflection operator; we argue
that this is the case in Appendix B.6.

Numerically extracting a Klein bottle spectrum can be done as follows: when the transfer
matrix and the simple idempotents commute with the reflection operator, all the zero and π-
momentum eigenstates can consistently be labeled by the eigenvalues under reflection. Not
all zero momentum states will contribute to the Klein bottle partition function however,
since exactly degenerate eigenstates with reflection quantum numbers +1 and −1 cancel
one another after the final trace is taken. The single characters corresponding to a primary
state α emerge from such a cancellation. Starting from a twisted transfer matrix, we first
project on a left-right symmetric single term (Formula 3.14):

Pααγ T̃γ → χα(q)χα(q) = q2hα−c/12
∑
n,m

cα(n)cα(m)qnqm.

Next, we project on momentum zero and π

p=0,π→ q2hα−c/12
∑
n

cα(n)2|q|2n

and finally, the spectrum is labeled by the eigenvalues under reflection and exactly degener-
ate eigenvalues with different reflection quantum numbers (+1 or −1) are thrown out, since
they will be canceled in the final trace of the Klein bottle partition function:

R±→ q2hα−c/12
∑
n

cα(n) q2n = χα(q2).

The reflection operator leads to a cancellation of the crossterms at some level whenever
cα(n) > 1, leading in the end to a single character. This is exactly how the single characters

13



2Lx

Ly

2

Lx Lx

Lx

Ly

Ly

2

Figure 4.2: The cutting-folding-sewing trick to map the Klein bottle of size (2Lx, Ly/2) to a cylinder of
size (Lx, Ly) with non-local interactions at the endpoints in the x-directions, including a simple idempotent.
The reflection is performed around the twist, such that the tube itself remains a ring of size Ly/2.

for the Klein bottle are numerically reproduced in Section 7.

For the Ising CFT, the Klein bottle partition function with a σ-twist is zero, because there
are no diagonal character combinations in the σ-twisted torus partition function. For the
trivial and the ψ-twist, the Klein bottle partition functions become:

ZKB
1 = χ1(q2) + χψ(q2) + χσ(q2) (4.6)

ZKB
ψ = χσ(q2) (4.7)

In section 7, this will be illustrated numerically through exact diagonalization techniques,
where the projectors that appear in (4.5) will be explicitly constructed in terms of the
MPOs, in order to further decompose (4.6) into single characters.

For the Yang-Lee CFT, we get:

ZKB
1 = χ1(q2) + χτ (q2) (4.8)

ZKB
τ = χτ (q2). (4.9)

A similar projection will allow for the decomposition of (4.8).

4.1 Klein bottle entropy

We now turn to the implication of formula 4.5 on the Klein bottle entropy, for rational
(non-)unitary CFTs [22]. We therefore allow for at least one negative conformal weight and
will denote the smallest one as hmin and the corresponding character as χρmin . We will need
the S-transformation for the character (3.19) to rewrite the Klein bottle partition function
this time with a topological defect γ:
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ZKB
γ =

∑
α

M̃γ
αᾱχα(q2)

=
∑
α,β

M̃γ
αᾱSα,βχβ(q̃1/2).

In the limit Lx � Ly, the right hand side will be dominated by the contributions from the
primary states. Furthermore, in the limit where Ly →∞ only the character corresponding
to the primary state with the smallest (possibly negative) conformal weight (χρmin) survives,
since q̃ → 0. In these limits χρmin(q̃1/2) ' (q̃1/2)hmin−c/24 = (q̃1/2)−ceff/24, with ceff =
c− 24hmin. This means that we can write:

ZKB
γ '

∑
α

M̃γ
αᾱSα,ρminχρmin(q̃1/2)

'

(∑
α

M̃γ
αᾱSα,ρmin

)
e
πceff
24Ly

Lx
.

Taking into account the non-universal terms due to the finite lengths [22]:

ZKB
γ (Lx, Ly) '

(∑
α

M̃γ
αᾱSα,ρmin

)
e
−f0LxLy+

πceff
24Ly

Lx
,

with f0 the free-energy density. The analogue for the torus (without twists) was obtained
in [30, 31]:

Ztor(Lx, Ly) ' e
−f0LxLy+

πceff
6Ly

Lx
.

This leads us to define the universal ratio for the Klein bottle entropy [22], with the inclusion
of topological defects

gγ =
ZKB
γ (2Lx,

Ly
2 )

Ztor(Lx, Ly)
'
∑
α

M̃γ
αᾱSα,ρmin (4.10)

However, as (4.5) implies, the projectors Pαᾱγ,i can be applied to the Klein bottle, singling
out the single character terms. The same can be done for the Klein bottle entropy

gαγ =
(Zαγ )KB(2Lx,

Ly
2 )

Ztor(Lx, Ly)
' Sα,ρmin , (4.11)

allowing us to identify individual S-matrix elements.

In the case of unitary CFTs, the primary state with smallest conformal weight is the iden-
tity field with h1 = 0 and ceff = c, the S-matrix elements in the above sum are Sa,1 and
correspond to the quantum dimensions da (up to the normalization D =

√∑
a d

2
a).

In practice, it will be important to map the non-orientable Klein bottle partition function to
an orientable manifold in order to calculate the Klein bottle entropies and single S-matrix
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elements (4.11). To this end, by first cutting the Klein bottle, then flipping it and finally
sewing it back together, it was shown in [37] that the Klein bottle can be mapped to a
cylinder with non-local interactions at the boundaries. We will use the same trick here, but
we have to be careful in the presence of defects, as we will show now.

We will demonstrate the mapping on a Klein bottle with a simple idempotent (Pαᾱγ,i ), where
we immediately superimpose a lattice on the Klein bottle. The mapping is shown in figure
4.2 and it can be directly used to rewrite the numerator in the expression of gαγ in (4.11) as
a decomposition in terms of the tube elements:

(Zαγ )KB(2Lx, Ly/2) =

2Lx

Ly

2

γ

=

Lx

Ly

γ

. (4.12)

In the second step the resolution of the identity has been inserted to obtain the overlap of
a twisted transfer matrix T̃Lx with a non-local boundary state on the left and on the right.
In the limit Lx →∞, only the largest magnitude eigenvectors of the twisted transfer matrix
|vi〉 (possibly degenerate due to the presence of the twist) contribute to the Klein bottle
entropy, normalized by the untwisted unique eigenvector |v1〉:

gαγ =
∑
i

γ
viR viL v1L v1R

, . (4.13)

We allow for a different left and right fixed point. This is important for the Yang-Lee
model, where the transfer matrix is non-Hermitian. This is how in practice the Klein bottle
entropies gαγ can be calculated by only keeping these fixed-point terms. Finite-size effects
will limit the precision of gαγ , because of the finite size in the y-direction, but going to large
cylinder sizes allows for accurate calculations. This will be shown in section 7 through exact
diagonalization of the twisted transfer matrix.
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We again illustrate the above for the Ising and the Yang-Lee model. The Klein bottle
entropies (4.10) for the Ising model become:

g1 = S1,1 + Sψ,1 + Sσ,1 = 1 +

√
2

2
, (4.14)

gψ = Sσ,1 =
1√
2
. (4.15)

Using the projectors, (4.15) can also be split up into its three terms by virtue of (4.11).

In the non-unitary Yang-Lee case, the primary state with the smallest conformal weight
does not equal the identity and the Klein bottle entropy does not probe the first column
of the S-matrix, but rather the column corresponding to the primary state with smallest
conformal weight. From equations (4.8) and (4.9), one can write:

g1 =S1,τ + Sτ,τ =

√
1 +

2√
5
, (4.16)

gτ =Sτ,τ . (4.17)

It is again (4.16) that will be split up in its terms.

5 Cylinder partition functions with topological defects

The study of CFTs on manifolds with boundaries and its relation to the fusion rules of the
CFT was initiated by Cardy in [40]. Much like the reflection operator on the Klein bottle, the
boundary on the cylinder imposes non-trivial relations between the left- and right-movers by
requiring no momentum flows across the boundary. For this reason, only single characters
appear in CFT partition functions on the cylinder, just like in the case of the Klein bottle,
instead of the sesquilinear combination on the torus. The cylinder partition function is
shown in figure 5.1 with a horizontal defect and two unspecified boundary conditions.

x

y

Lx

Ly

Figure 5.1: The cylinder partition function with the insertion of a topological defect in the x-direction and
two unspecified boundaries.
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5.1 Ishibashi and Cardy states

On the boundary state |B〉, the requirement that the off-diagonal components of the stress-
energy tensor of the CFT should vanish translate to Ln |B〉 = L−n |B〉. The states that
satisfy this constraint for diagonal theories are the so-called Ishibashi states [41], and there
is one for every primary state:

|Iα〉 =
∑
n

cα(n)∑
mn=1

|hα + n;mn, hα + n;mn〉 ,

where n indicates the level of the state and mn is the degeneracy label at level n. This
Ishibashi state is an equal weight superposition of all left-right symmetric states in one
particular tower. Not coincidentally, these left-right symmetric states are precisely the
states from the conformal towers that survived on the Klein bottle, and similarly we can
write for the cylinder partition function:

Zcyl
IαIβ

= 〈Iα| |Iβ〉

= δαβχα(q2),

(5.1)

since states in different towers are linearly independent and form a complete basis in the
space of conformal blocks (at least in the diagonal case M = 1). If we define the reference
state |Σ〉 =

∑
α |Iα〉, it is clear that the projector |Σ〉 〈Σ| projects onto the states that are

present in the Klein bottle partition function, so that we can formally identify the Klein
bottle partition function with the cylinder partition function with boundary states |Σ〉:
ZKB = Tr (|Σ〉 〈Σ|TLy) = Zcyl

ΣΣ.

The role of the projectors Pαᾱ1 , which project the untwisted Klein bottle partition function
onto the single characters, is clear here: they project the reference state |Σ〉 onto the cor-
responding Ishibashi state.

One may wonder what happens when topological defects Oα are inserted in the cylinder,
instead of the projectors Pαᾱ1 , which are made from linear combinations of Oα (essentially
inverting the relation between P and O). To this end, Cardy showed that by identifying
two different ways of interpreting the cylinder partition function, it is possible to relate
the Ishibashi states to the so-called Cardy states. Where the previous cylinder partition
functions could be interpreted as the propagation of a periodic transfer matrix from the left
state to the right, making the relation to the Klein bottle obvious, a different interpretation
is the trace of a transfer matrix, in the other direction, with fixed boundaries α at y = 0
and β at y = Ly:
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Zcyl
αβ = Tr (T

(αβ)Lx
Ly

) = 〈α| |β〉 . (5.2)

The transfer matrix with boundaries α and β, can be formally written (similarly as in
equation 3.1 for the periodic case) as

T
(αβ)
Ly

= e
−H(αβ)

Ly =
α β

. (5.3)

Just like on the torus (3.3), one can isolate a universal CFT part from the Hamiltonian

H
(αβ)
CFT and write it in terms of a Virasoro generator:

H
(αβ)
CFT =

π

Ly

(
L0 −

c

24

)
. (5.4)

Writing the partition function as a sum of single characters

Zcyl
αβ =

∑
γ

nγαβ χγ(q̃
1
2 ), (5.5)

the dependence of the partition function on the boundary states (“Cardy states”) α and β
is entirely contained in the (positive) integers nγαβ. Just like on the torus - where the final
trace together with the guiding principle of modular invariance dictated how the characters
were combined through the matrix M - the final trace on the cylinder selects the charac-
ters present in the partition function, through the data nγαβ. Note the difference of the
q-dependence in (5.5) compared to (5.1). This is because the roles of the x- and y-direction
have been swapped going from the first picture to the second and the exponent 1/2 in (5.5)
can be explained by the different factor of 2 in (5.4) compared to (3.1).

The different pictures of the cylinder, leading to (5.1) and (5.5), are related to one another
by an S-transformation, so that the ‘guiding principle’ for characterizing the data nγαβ
should be that the states |α〉 and |β〉 are expressible as linear combinations of the Ishibashi
states, since we still require conformal invariance, and that nγαβ are positive integers. Cardy
showed that the solution is

|α〉 =
∑
β

Sα,β√
S1,β

|Iβ〉 (5.6)

and that by performing an S transformation on (5.5)

Zcyl
αβ =

∑
γ

nγαβ χγ(q̃
1
2 ) =

∑
γδ

nγαβS
−1
γδ χδ(q

2)
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and comparing it to (5.1), the Verlinde formula dictates that nγαβ = Nγ
αβ, the fusion rules

of the model. Note that we did not assume unitarity of the S-matrix in order to keep the
results as general as possible and to include non-unitary CFTs.

For the case of diagonal models, we can think of the Cardy states |α〉 as being created from
a “vacuum” reference state by acting on it with a topological defect: Oα |1〉 = |α〉. Indeed,
in this case we have

Zcyl
αβ = 〈1| α β |1〉 =

∑
γ

Nγ
αβ 〈1| γ |1〉 .

and in particular Zcyl
α1 = Zcyl

1α = χα(q̃
1
2 ). We will generalize this appropriately for non-

diagonal models in section 6.

5.2 Twisted Cardy states and the ladder algebra

The results discussed above are not new, but we have tried to emphasize the role of the
topological defects. Similar to the torus and Klein bottle, we can consider twisted cylinder
partition functions; a similar discussion can be found in [10]. It is our aim however to set
the scene in order to generalize the discussion to include non-diagonal orbifold models as
well in section 6. Defining the partition function on the cylinder with a defect γ in the
horizontal direction:

Zcyl
IγαI

γ
β

= 〈Iγα|
γ |Iγβ 〉

= δαβχα(q2),

(5.7)

where the Ishibashi states |Iα〉 have been generalized to an equal weight superposition |Iγα〉
of all left-right symmetric states in a tower α, present in the γ-twisted sector. In exactly the
same manner as in the case without a defect, one can define a γ-twisted reference state |Σγ〉,
from which the twisted Ishibashi states can be obtained by using the simple idempotents.
This case is similar as the Klein bottle with a twist, so that we can write

Zcyl
IγαI

γ
β

= δαβ(Zβγ )KB,

for diagonal partition functions. Which symmetric towers will be present in the reference
state |Σγ〉 can be read off from the torus and Klein bottle partition functions.
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The twisted cylinders can be understood in the second picture, reinterpreting the trace in
(5.2) with a twist. We rely on the ladder algebra [42, 43, 44] (explained in appendix B.5) to
derive the effect of the twist before the trace is taken. We can rewrite equation (5.2) with
the twist as

Zcyl
αγβγ = Tr (Lγαβ,αβ T

(αβ)Lx
Ly

), (5.8)

with ladders defined as

Lγαβ,αβ =
α β

γ ,

where we have dropped the degeneracy labels j and k in (B.32).

One can derive the structure factors of this algebra and again diagonalize it, to obtain so-
called ladder idempotents. The role of these projectors can already be guessed: just like the
idempotents of the tube algebra project on the product-of-characters terms on the torus,
the idempotents of the ladder algebra will project onto the single-character terms in (5.5)
on the cylinder. We can rewrite (5.8):

Zcyl
αγβγ = 〈αγ | γ |βγ〉 = 〈1|

α β
γ

|1〉

=
∑
δ

ñδαγβγ 〈1| δ |1〉 =
∑
δ

ñδαγβγ χδ(q̃
1
2 ).

(5.9)

The factors ñδαγβγ generalize the fusion coefficients Nγ
αβ for the untwisted case to the γ-

twisted case. This last argument is more in the spirit of the first picture of the cylinder:
the twisted transfer matrix is propagated from the left tube to the right tube, with trivial
boundaries at the edges.

Turning to the cylinder partition functions for the Ising model, we have three Ishibashi states
(|I1〉, |Iψ〉, |Iσ〉) and three Cardy states (|1〉, |ψ〉, |σ〉) at our disposal in the untwisted sector.
We can only apply a ψ-twist horizontally, since it is the only non-trivial defect with fusion
compatibility with the twisted Cardy states |σ〉 at the boundaries (Nσ

σ,ψ > 0). Looking at
(4.7), only the symmetric states belonging to the σ tower are contained in the ψ-twisted

sector, such that we can write |Σψ〉 = |Iψσ 〉. The cylinder, just like the Klein bottle, does
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not allow a σ-twist.

The two ladder algebra elements L1σσ,σσ and Lψσσ,σσ can be diagonalized to obtain the cor-
responding Z2 irreps, projecting a cylinder with |σ〉 states at the two boundaries on the
character χ1 and χψ.

For the Yang-Lee model, we have two Ishibashi states (|I1〉, |Iτ 〉) and two Cardy states (|1〉,
|τ〉) at our disposal. We can apply a horizontal τ -twist and get only one Ishibashi state in
the twisted sector, so we can write |Στ 〉 = |Iττ 〉.

The two ladder algebra elements L1ττ,ττ and Lτττ,ττ can be diagonalized to obtain corre-
sponding ladder idempotents, projecting a cylinder with |τ〉 states at the two boundaries
on the character χ1 and χτ . This projection for the two models will be numerically shown
in Section 7.

6 Orbifolds and non-diagonal partition functions

In the above discussion we have focused on diagonal CFT, i.e. models where the modular
invariant torus partition function is a diagonal combination of the holomorphic and anti-
holomorphic characters, which is sometimes referred to as the Cardy case. In the TFT
construction of CFT, this case is obtained by choosing the right D-module category M to
be equal to the modular tensor category D, in which case the topological defects are also
labeled by C = D. To generalize this to non-diagonal modular invariants we need to relax
this constraint and consider generic right D-module categories M. The topological defects
of such a CFT are then given by C = D∗M, the “dual” of D with respect to M.

Recently, it was shown that exactly the same mathematical structure is present in PEPS de-
scriptions of string-net ground states [13]: to define the PEPS ground state tensors for some
string-net model D, one has to choose a right D-module categoryM. The MPO symmetries
are then given by C = D∗M. These different PEPS representations are locally indistinguish-
able, but on the torus they might represent different ground states. This can be made very
explicit through the existence of MPO intertwiners that act as the interface between two dif-
ferent PEPS representations, which like the MPO symmetries can be freely moved through
the lattice. In particular, it allows us to map ground states in one representation to ground
states in another representation. For details on these constructions, we refer to Appendix B.

The above suggests that the generalized PEPS representations of [13] are exactly the right
language to understand non-diagonal partition functions of CFT. The fact that different
representations correspond to different torus ground states corresponds to the different pos-
sible modular invariant partition functions on the torus after the strange correlator map.
The topological defects are indeed described by the appropriate fusion category C = D∗M,
and we can use the MPO intertwiners to map non-diagonal partition functions to twisted
diagonal partition functions. In CFT, such a relation between two different modular in-
variants is known as orbifolding, which essentially corresponds to modding out a (set of)
topological defects. In the case that the latter are group-like, this is known as simple cur-
rent extension, but the description in terms of right D-module categoriesM allows for more
general orbifolds as well, such as needed for e.g. the exceptional minimal model modular
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invariants E6, E7 and E8.

6.1 Orbifold on the torus

As the intertwiners map different modular invariant partition functions to one another, we
will write down the transfer matrix for these models in the tensor network representation,
just like we did on the torus:

TM = , TD = .

The blue and green network are the tensor network representation of the two different
modular invariant partition functions. As discussed above, the topological defects of the
diagonal model are simply labeled by α, β, γ, ... ∈ D. For the non-diagonal model, the
topological defects are now labeled by objects a, b, c, ... ∈ C. The intertwiners, which we
again represent as MPOs, are labeled by objects A,B,C, ... ∈ M and can be freely pulled
through the lattice, locally changing between the different partition functions:

= =,

A A
AA

. (6.1)

Since the product of an MPO symmetry and an MPO intertwiner is again an MPO inter-
twiner, we get the following relations:

A

a
=
∑
B

NB
aA B , (6.2)

α

A
=
∑
B

NB
Aα B , (6.3)

with NB
aA and Nβ

Aα again non-negative integers. These two relations imply the existence of
fusion tensors satisfying

=

a

A
B

a

B
A

, =

A

α
B

A

B
α
. (6.4)

Let us now take a torus partition function of the non-diagonal modelM, including a simple
idempotent (with defects labeled by the objects in C). A closed intertwiner loop I ∈ M
can be freely created without changing the partition function (up to a quantum dimension
factor) on the torus and pulled through around both directions, switching from modelM to
modelD everywhere, except between the defects of modelM. Finally, the tube in modelM
together with the intertwiner can be mapped to a linear combination of tubes in modelD,
for which the defects can be labeled by category D:
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I

ModelM

C

ModelD

→

ModelD
I

→

ModelD

D
. (6.5)

A crucial step here is the action of the intertwiners on the defects in C. For this, we use the
identity:

I c I
=
∑
A,γ

c

c

γ

I

A

A

I

I I

, (6.6)

which allows us to map a tube T caba in C to a tube T γαβα in D; this is the tube map T abcαβγ;I

described in (B.31), and for an invertible bimodule category, this provides an isomorphism
between the distinct torus partition functions. Using this map, we can write down the
torus partition function with a tube of modelM in terms of the characters of modelD. A
particular case of this is when we take the empty modelM partition function; this partition
function is modular invariant since the action of the modular transformation only affects
the topological defects. By mapping this empty modelM partition function to a twisted
modelD partition function, we obtain a modular invariant twisted modelD partition func-
tion. This generalizes to surfaces of arbitrary genus, and provides a way of constructing
partition functions on some closed surface that are invariant under the mapping class group
of that surface.

6.2 Orbifold on the Klein bottle

We now want to perform a similar mapping on the Klein bottle. It only makes sense to
start from a Klein bottle with a symmetric simple idempotent (any other projection will
lead to a zero Klein bottle partition function). We grow an intertwiner loop I on the Klein
bottle, presenting modelM, in the presence of a symmetric simple idempotent:

IModelM ModelD

C →

I ModelD

C →

I ModelD

C . (6.7)

In the last step, the reflection operator is commuted through the intertwiner loops, turning
the model into modelD everywhere, except between the defects of modelM, labeled by simple
objects in category C, and the intertwiner I. This last step is only possible if the generalized
intertwiner tube
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∑
A

c

A

α

I
I (6.8)

is reflection invariant. The proof of this is completely analogous to the proof that the
symmetric simple idempotents P aāc,i (themselves consisting of sums of tube elements) are
reflection invariant.

The calculation of the Klein bottle entropy is analogous to the diagonal partition function
case. The Klein bottle entropy with a twist c can be written as

gc =
ZKB
c,M(2Lx,

Ly
2 )

Ztor
M (Lx, Ly)

'
∑
α

M̃ c
αᾱSα,ρmin , (6.9)

generalizing equation (4.10), where the matrix M̃ c can be obtained from the map in (6.5)
and the S-matrix is the one for the diagonal theory for modelD.

6.3 Orbifold on the cylinder

For the cylinder, a general discussion can be held as in section 6: modelM as an orbifold
of modelD. The Ishibashi states of modelD can be constructed by the application of the
projectors on the topological superselection sectors on the reference state |ΣM 〉. In the end
we have both Ishibashi states and Cardy states for modelM and modelD at our disposal and
the central question is: how can cylinders of one model be mapped to cylinders of the other
model using the lattice orbifold procedure that was used for the torus and Klein bottle case?

Let us start with a cylinder partition function of modelM (Zcyl
M ). An approach very much

in the spirit of [45] is to grow an intertwiner and end up with twisted cylinders of modelD:

Zcyl
M ∝

I

ModelD

ModelM

=

I

ModelD

=
∑
γ

Nγ
II

I I

γ

ModelD

.

(6.10)

This mapping signals that the Ishibashi states in modelM are made from both untwisted
and twisted Ishibashi states from modelD, exactly what was found for the Potts model in
[45]. In both pictures the Ishibashi and Cardy states of the final model can be recovered by
application of the intertwiners on the states of the first model [25].

The different boundary states in modelM are labeled by all the possible intertwiners I that
we can apply on the cylinder (simple objects in the categoryM). Clearly, the discussion is
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completely analogous to the twisted case for diagonal models, where the ladder algebra was
introduced. Here, a generalization of the ladder algebra pops up, containing intertwiners in
the vertical direction (see (B.32)):

LγII,II =
I I

γ . (6.11)

Only those twists γ ∈ D that are compatible with fusion at the two boundaries can be
applied horizontally.

Let us now do the reverse and start with the known cylinder partition functions of modelD
(Zcyl
D ) and work towards the cylinder partition functions of modelM. This approach is

natural since we have already done the cylinder analysis of diagonal partition functions and
we have assumed in the orbifold procedure that modelD is diagonal. If one starts from an
empty cylinder of modelD and grows an intertwiner around the cylinder, the intertwiners in
the middle can be fused to defects in modelM, mapping the partition function to modelM,
possibly with horizontal twists:

Zcyl
D ∝

ModelM

ModelD

I
=

I

ModelM

=
∑
c

N c
II

I I

c

ModelM

.

(6.12)

This trick relies on the invertibility of the bimodule, going from step two to step three in
the above formula. If one started from a cylinder (modelD) with Ishibashi states Iα at the
boundaries (producing the single character χα), one ends up with a cylinder of modelM
with Ishibashi states containing multiple twists, because the intertwiners at the boundaries
can only map Ishibashi states of modelD to those of modelM. The same applies if one
started from Cardy states at the boundaries, since the intertwiners can only map Cardy
states from one model to the other. This result is consistent, since for the orbifold model
(modelM) it is known that not all cylinders with untwisted Ishibashi states lead to single
characters of modelD, but rather to sums of characters.

6.4 Example: the three-state Potts model

Let us now turn to the specific example of the three-state Potts model, used in this work to
illustrate the orbifolding procedure on the lattice. It is the non-diagonal modular invariant
of the c = 4/5 minimal model CFT, and is obtained from the diagonal tetracritical Ising
(TCI) CFT by an orbifold. The modular fusion category DTCI is obtained as the coset

DTCI =
su(2)3 ⊗ su(2)1

su(2)4
, (6.13)

which has 10 simple objects corresponding to the primary fields of the CFT. These fields
can be conveniently represented in the Kac table:
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3̃/2 3 13/8 2/3 1/8 0

1̃ 7/5 21/40 1/15 1/40 2/5

1̃/2 2/5 1/40 1/15 21/40 7/5

0̃ 0 1/8 2/3 13/8 3

0 1/2 1 3/2 2

The bottom row represents the simple objects of su(2)4 and the left column those of su(2)3,
which has the same fusion rules as Fib ⊗ Z2. If one identifies the repeated fields (colored
in blue) in the table with the same conformal weight, one obtains the 10 fields of the
tetracritical Ising model, which have the same fusion rules as su(2)4 ⊗ Fib. In contrast
however, the Frobenius-Schur indicators of DTCI are all positive while this is not the case
for su(2)4; we will therefore (formally) write DTCI = |su(2)4| ⊗ Fib. The tetracritical Ising
model, which is obtained by choosing DTCI as a module category over itself, has a diagonal
modular invariant torus partition function:

Ztor
TCI =|χ0(q)|2 + |χ1/8(q)|2 + |χ2/3(q)|2 + |χ13/8(q)|2 + |χ3(q)|2+ (6.14)

|χ2/5(q)|2 + |χ1/40(q)|2 + |χ1/15(q)|2 + |χ21/40(q)|2 + |χ7/5(q)|2. (6.15)

Starting from the fusion category DTCI, there is a second modular invariant partition func-
tion one can write down, which is known as the three-state Potts model, obtained by
choosing a different module category MPotts of DTCI. Due to the tensor product structure
of DTCI, we can writeMPotts =MTY⊗Fib, where the Fib factor is obtained by taking Fib
as a module category over itself. The other factor MTY is a module category over |su(2)4|
and has 4 simple objects denoted as {A, σ,B,C}, where the action of |su(2)4| on MTY is
given by

/ 0 1/2 1 3/2 2

A A σ B + C σ A
σ σ A+B + C 2σ A+B + C σ
B B σ A+ C σ B
C C σ A+B σ C

(6.16)

The fusion category describing the topological defects is now given by CPotts, which is
obtained as the unique fusion category that turns MPotts into an invertible (CPotts,DTCI)-
bimodule category. It again factorizes as CPotts = CS3 ⊗ Fib, where CS3 is a fusion category
with 8 simple objects {A+, σ+, B+, C+, A−, σ−, B−, C−}. The topological defects labeled
by {A+, B+, C+, A−, B−, C−} are group-like, where {A+, B+, C+} and {A+, A−} form a
Z3 and Z2 subgroup, respectively, the semi-direct product of which yields S3. The simple
objects {σ+, σ−} are dualities, with fusion rules

σ± ⊗X± = σ+, σ∓ ⊗X± = σ−, σ± ⊗ σ± =
∑
X

X+, σ± ⊗ σ∓ =
∑
X

X−, (6.17)

where X ∈ {A,B,C}. From this we see that the superscripts + and − act as a Z2

grading in the fusion rules; the action of CS3 on MTY is given in Appendix C. We note
that {A+, σ, B+, C+} form a subcategory of CS3 ; this fusion category is known as the Z3

Tambara-Yamagami (TY) category [46].
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The orbifold procedure for the three-state Potts model was extensively discussed in [45].
The three-state Potts partition function is obtained from the tetracritical Ising partition
function by applying the projector, projecting on the even subspace corresponding to the
Z2 symmetry generated by the O(2 ,1) topological defect, with a projector P+ = 1

2(O(0 ,1) +
O(2 ,1), in both the horizontal and vertical direction of the torus. This projector acts trivially
in the Fib component of CPotts, as denoted by 1 ({1, τ} ∈ Fib), since the orbifold only
involves the Fib component of CTCI = DTCI. The three-state Potts partition function
therefore consists of two parts: the Z2 even terms of the horizontally untwisted partition
function and the Z2 even terms of the O(2 ,1)-twisted partition function:

Ztor
Potts = P+Z

tor
TCI,(0 ,1) + P̃+Z

tor
TCI,(2 ,1). (6.18)

Note the tilde on the twisted part indicating that the projector also has a nontrivial (2 ,1)-
twist. This construction can indeed be recovered by starting with the empty Potts partition
function and growing an intertwiner I = (A,1):

Ztor
Potts = Potts

A
TCI

=

TCI

(0 ,1) + (2 ,1)

(0 ,1) + (2 ,1)
. (6.19)

The resulting partition function 6.18 can be read off from the tetracritical idempotent tables
C.3 and C.6 in appendix C.3), keeping only those linear combination of tube elements that
are even under the Z2 subgroup generated by O(2 ,1):

P+ZTCI,0 = |χ0(q)|2 + |χ3(q)|2 + |χ2/5(q)|2 + |χ7/5(q)|2 + |χ2/3(q)|2 + |χ1/15(q)|2, (6.20)

P̃+ZTCI,2 = χ0(q)χ3(q) + χ3(q)χ0(q) + χ2/5(q)χ7/5(q) + χ7/5(q)χ2/5(q) + |χ2/3(q)|2

+ |χ1/15(q)|2. (6.21)

At this point, we are ready to write down the twisted partition functions of the Potts model
on the torus and Klein bottle, like we did for the Ising model and Yang-Lee model. In light
of the specific lattice model we will study later, we will restrict ourselves to topological
defects in CPotts that are trivial in the Fib component, but this is merely for the sake of
brevity. The specific coefficients T abcαβγ;A in B.31 for the case α, β, γ ∈ |su(2)4|, A ∈MTY and
a, b, c ∈ CS3 are given in the attached file in the supplementary material. The coefficients
(P−1)δκαβγβ can be found by splitting the rows of the |su(2)4| component of the tetracritical
Ising idempotents (Tables C.3-C.6 in appendix C.3) into its non-central components and
inverting the resulting square matrix.

In this way the following eight twisted partition functions on the torus can be calculated:
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Ztor
(A+,1) = Ztor

Potts,

Ztor
(B+,1) = |χ1/15(q)|2 + |χ2/3(q)|2 + χ2/3(q)χ0(q) + χ0(q)χ2/3(q) + χ7/5(q)χ1/15(q)+

χ1/15(q)χ7/5(q) + χ2/3(q)χ3(q) + χ3(q)χ2/3(q) + χ1/15(q)χ2/5(q) + χ2/5(q)χ1/15(q),

Ztor
(C+,1) = Ztor

(B+,1),

Ztor
(σ+,1) = χ0(q)χ1/8(q) + χ7/5(q)χ21/40(q) + χ3(q)χ13/8(q) + χ2/5(q)χ1/40(q)+

χ3(q)χ1/8(q) + χ2/5(q)χ21/40(q) + χ0(q)χ13/8(q) + χ7/5(q)χ1/40(q)+

2χ2/3(q)χ1/8(q) + 2χ1/15(q)χ21/40(q) + 2χ2/3(q)χ13/8(q) + 2χ1/15(q)χ1/40(q),

Ztor
(σ−,1) = Ztor

(σ+,1)
,

Ztor
(A−,1) = |χ1/40(q)|2 + |χ21/40(q)|2 + |χ1/8(q)|2 + |χ13/8(q)|2 + χ1/40(q)χ21/40(q)+

χ21/40(q)χ1/40(q) + χ1/8(q)χ13/8(q) + χ13/8(q)χ1/8(q),

Ztor
(A−,1) = Ztor

(B−,1) = Ztor
(C−,1)

(6.22)

with

χ0(q) =q−c/24(1 + q2 + q3 + 2q4 + 2q5 + 4q6 + ...)

χ2/5(q) =q2/5−c/24(1 + q + q2 + 2q3 + 3q4 + 4q5 + 6q6 + ...)

χ7/5(q) =q7/5−c/24(1 + q + 2q2 + 2q3 + 4q4 + 5q5 + 8q6 + ...)

χ2/3(q) =q2/3−c/24(1 + q + 2q2 + 2q3 + 4q4 + 5q5 + 8q6 + ...)

χ3(q) =q3−c/24(1 + q + 2q2 + 3q3 + 4q4 + 5q5 + 8q6 + ...)

χ1/15(q) =q1/15−c/24(1 + q + 2q2 + 3q3 + 5q4 + 7q5 + 10q6 + ...)

χ1/8(q) =q1/8−c/24(1 + q + q2 + 2q3 + 3q4 + 4q5 + 6q6 + ...)

χ13/8(q) =q13/8−c/24(1 + q + 2q2 + 3q3 + 5q4 + 6q5 + 9q6 + ...)

χ1/40(q) =q1/40−c/24(1 + q + 2q2 + 3q3 + 4q4 + 6q5 + 9q6 + ...)

χ21/40(q) =q21/40−c/24(1 + q + 2q2 + 3q3 + 5q4 + 7q5 + 10q6 + ...).

(6.23)

The above twisted partition functions are not new and can be found in [35] - where non-
trivial Fib twists are also included, yielding a total of 16 twisted partition functions - but
the bimodule category framework we have used here allows us to translate these results di-
rectly to the lattice. The strength of this approach is that it can deal with lattice partition
functions with intersecting defects and using the relationship between the tubes of both
representations (B.31), one can write down general twisted partition functions as a sum of
characters of the original model before the orbifold procedure (the tetracritical Ising model
in this case).

The twisted Klein bottle partition functions are simply given by selecting the left-right
symmetric terms in the twisted torus partition functions, just like in the case of the other
models:
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ZKB
(A+,1) =χ0(q2) + χ3(q2) + χ2/5(q2) + χ7/5(q2) + 2χ1/15(q2) + 2χ2/3(q2)

ZKB
(B+,1) =ZKB

(C+,1) = χ1/15(q2) + χ2/3(q2)

ZKB
(A−,1) =ZKB

(B−,1) = ZKB
(C−,1) = χ1/40(q2) + χ21/40(q2) + χ1/8(q2) + χ13/8(q2).

(6.24)

Note that the Klein bottles with duality twists ((σ+,1) and (σ−,1)) are zero, just like in
the Ising model, because they contain no left-right symmetric terms.

Let us now turn to the Klein bottle entropies for the Potts model. The S-matrix for the
tetracritical Ising CFT is given by the tensor product of the Fibonacci S-matrix and the
|su(2)4| S-matrix: STCI = S|su(2)4| ⊗ SFib, with (see for example [47]):

SFib =
1

DFib

(
1 φ
φ −1

)
, (6.25)

where DFib =
√

1 + φ2 and φ = 1
2(1 +

√
5), and

S|su(2)4| =
1√
12


1

√
3 2

√
3 1√

3
√

3 0 −
√

3 −
√

3
2 0 −2 0 −2√
3 −

√
3 0

√
3 −

√
3

1 −
√

3 2 −
√

3 1

 . (6.26)

The Klein bottle entropy for the Potts model with no idempotent projection and no non-
trivial twist was given and numerically calculated in [37]:

g =
ZKB

Potts(2Lx,
Ly
2 )

Ztor
Potts(Lx, Ly)

= g(0 ,1) + g(0 ,τ) + g(2 ,1) + g(2 ,τ)

+ 2g(1 ,1) + 2g(1 ,τ)

=

√
3 +

6√
5
.

(6.27)

The projected Klein bottle entropies with the projectors according to the Potts idempotents
can be immediately read off from (7.11). One simply selects, in the above sum, the fields
from (7.11) that belong to a left-right symmetric term.

6.4.1 The Potts model on the cylinder

Finally, we discuss the cylinder partition functions for the Potts model. We have 10 un-
twisted tetracritical Ising Ishibashi and Cardy states at our disposal. Let’s look at the
mapping from an empty tetracritical Ising cylinder to a twisted Potts cylinder (6.12):
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Zcyl
TCI ∝

Potts

TCI

I
=

I

Potts

=
∑
c

N c
II

I I

c

Potts

.

(6.28)

We can choose I = A (the identity intertwiner). The allowed horizontal twists in the re-
sulting Potts cylinder are c = A+ and c = A−, since they are the only allowed fusion
channels in I ⊗ I. Different horizontal twists are allowed if different intertwiners are cho-
sen. For example, if one chooses I = σ, all six S3 ladder elements (L̃A+

, L̃B+
, L̃C+

, L̃A− ,
L̃B− , L̃C− , in the simplified notation L̃a = Laσσ,σσ) are allowed in (6.11). This ladder al-
gebra can be diagonalized to form four simple idempotents (consistent with the irreps of S3).

One may wonder what tetracritical Ising cylinder one should start from to obtain an empty
(untwisted) Potts cylinder. It is exactly the tetracritical Ising cylinder, projected on the
orbifold subspace in both directions, just like on the torus (6.19).

A A

PottsTCI

(0,1)+(2,1) (0,1)+(2,1)

TCITCI

(0,1)+(2,1) (0,1)+(2,1)

(0,1)+(2,1)

Figure 6.1: Projecting the tetracritical Ising partition function to the orbifold subspace in both directions,
one ends up with an empty Potts cylinder.

Going to the second mapping (6.10), the horizontal twists in the resulting tetracritical Ising
cylinder (having started from an empty Potts cylinder) are γ = (0 ,1) and γ = (2 ,1). This
is consistent with [45], where it was shown that the Potts Ishibashi states are made from
both the untwisted sector and the (2 ,1)-twisted sector in the tetracritical Ising model.
Looking at the last column of Table C.3 (appendix C.3), one can see that there is only one

symmetric idempotent in a (2 ,1)-twisted tube, namely P 1 ,1 , which contains the two twisted

Ishibashi states |I(2 ,1)
1/15 〉 and |I(2 ,1)

2/3 〉 (this can be read off from the Kac table). Therefore,
in order to construct the Potts Ishibashi states one can use these two twisted states on top
of the six untwisted Ishibashi states (|I0〉, |I3〉, |I2/5〉, |I7/5〉, |I1/15〉, |I2/3〉), making a total
of eight Potts Ishibashi states. Stated alternatively: in order to get an untwisted Potts
partition function one needs both untwisted and (2 ,1)-twisted tetracritical Ising Ishibashi
states at the boundaries (see figure 6.1).

We now turn towards the Potts cylinders as in figure 6.1 and evaluate the action of all
the four possible intertwiners (A,B,C and σ) at the boundaries. The eight distinct Potts
Cardy states are known and related to each other by fusion according to the tensor product
of the Tambara-Yamagami (TY) category and the Fibonacci algebra. The choice of the
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intertwiner determines the Potts state that will be recovered at the boundary.

Seven states are labeled by |A,1〉, |B,1〉, |C,1〉, |σ,1〉, |A, τ〉, |B, τ〉, |C, τ〉 and were found
by Cardy in [40]. The last state |σ, τ〉 was found in [45] and coined the “New” state. It is
special in the sense that its lattice representation in the 3-state Potts model is no longer
a product state, as was the case for all Cardy states of the previous models, but a bond
dimension 2 MPS (see section 7 and for example [48]).

Just like in the case of the Potts Ishibashi states, the Potts Cardy states are constructed not
only from the untwisted tetracritical Ising states, but also from the (2 ,1)-twisted states.
The mapping can be derived from (6.10) (the superscript indicates the horizontal twist):

|A,1〉 → |(0 ,1)(0 ,1)〉+ |(2 ,1)(0 ,1)〉
|B,1〉 → |(1 ,1)(0 ,1)〉 − |(1 ,1)(2 ,1)〉
|C,1〉 → |(1 ,1)(0 ,1)〉+ |(1 ,1)(2 ,1)〉
|σ,1〉 → |(1/2 ,1)(0 ,1)〉+ |(3/2 ,1)(0 ,1)〉
|A, τ〉 → |(0 , τ)(0 ,1)〉+ |(2 , τ)(0 ,1)〉
|B, τ〉 → |(1 , τ)(0 ,1)〉 − |(1 , τ)(2 ,1)〉
|C, τ〉 → |(1 , τ)(0 ,1)〉+ |(1 , τ)(2 ,1)〉
|σ, τ〉 → |(1/2 , τ)(0 ,1)〉+ |(3/2 , τ)(0 ,1)〉 .

(6.29)

The states |B,1〉 and |C,1〉, just like |B, τ〉 and |C, τ〉, are distinguished by the sign of the
term with a horizontal (2 ,1)-twist. Using this map and the known partition functions of
the tetracritical Ising cylinder with a trivial horizontal defect and a (2 ,1)-defect, we can
evaluate 12 distinct Potts cylinder partition functions in terms of the tetracritical Ising
characters:

Zcyl
(A,1),(A,1) = χ0(q) + χ3(q)

Zcyl
(A,1),(B,1) = χ2/3(q)

Zcyl
(A,1),(C,τ) = χ1/15(q)

Zcyl
(A,1),(A,τ) = χ2/5(q) + χ7/5(q)

Zcyl
(A,1),(σ,1) = χ13/8(q) + χ1/8(q)

Zcyl
(A,1),(A,τ) = χ1/40(q) + χ21/40(q)

Zcyl
(C,τ),(C,τ) = χ0(q) + χ2/5(q) + χ7/5(q) + χ3(q) (6.30)

Zcyl
(C,τ),(B,τ) = χ1/15(q) + χ2/3(q)

Zcyl
(C,τ),(σ,τ) = χ1/40(q) + χ21/40(q) + χ13/8(q) + χ1/8(q)

Zcyl
(σ,1),(σ,1) = χ0(q) + χ3(q) + 2χ2/3(q)

Zcyl
(σ,1),(σ,τ) = χ2/5(q) + χ7/5(q) + 2χ1/15(q)

Zcyl
(σ,τ),(σ,τ) = χ0(q) + χ2/5(q) + χ7/5(q) + χ3(q) + 2χ1/15(q) + 2χ2/3(q),
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recovering the known partition functions found in [49]. The unlisted partition functions
can similarly be obtained from (6.29). Alternatively, one can easily show for example that

Zcyl
(A,1),(B,1) = Zcyl

(A,1),(C,1), by applying a vertical twist A− ∈ CS3 on the cylinder (this can

be done freely since the left boundary (〈A,1|) is invariant under this action) and fusing it
with the right boundary (|B,1〉), changing it to |C,1〉 (see Table C.5). Similar equalities
between the other partition functions can be shown in the same way.

7 Strange correlators and the minimal models

In this section we present examples of three classical two-dimensional statistical mechanics
models to illustrate the torus, Klein bottle and cylinder partition functions discussed in the
previous sections. These partition functions are obtained as a strange correlator, i.e., as
the overlap of a PEPS description of a string-net ground state |ψSN〉 given in (B.3) with a
suitable product state 〈Ω|:

|ψSN〉 = , 〈Ω|ψSN〉 = . (7.1)

In this way, the MPO symmetries and intertwiners of the classical statistical mechanics
model are inherited from the PEPS description of string-net models [13]. The specific choice
of 〈Ω| then determines the local details of the statistical mechanics model; paraphrasing
[63], it “adds geometry to topology”. The choice of 〈Ω|, both in the bulk and in the presence
of boundaries has been determined for integrable lattice models by solving the Yang-Baxter
equation, and we will use these results here. After the strange correlator map, the following
color convention for the PEPS tensors, MPO symmetries, fusion tensors (B.8) and MPO
intertwiners will be adopted in the remainder of the text:

→
→ , → , → , → ,

where again we use green/blue for the transfer matrix tensors to indicate a diagonal/non-
diagonal model.

Exact diagonalization is performed on the transfer matrices of these models to obtain the
torus, Klein bottle and cylinder partition functions with their character decomposition as
well as the Klein bottle entropies. The 2d critical classical Ising model is given as the sim-
plest example of a unitary CFT. The second example is the non-unitary Yang-Lee model (as
a non-unitary version of the critical hard hexagon model on a honeycomb lattice [50, 51]).
This model is presented as an illustration of the non-unitary single character projection.
These first two cases are straightforward, in the sense that their CFT partition functions
are diagonal in the characters.

The third example is the three-state Potts model and it is more subtle since the CFT parti-
tion function on the torus is non-diagonal and as made clear in section 6, it requires the full
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orbifolding procedure on the lattice. The three-state Potts model also illustrates the fact
that on the lattice, not necessarily all topological defects of the continuum CFT are present
at finite size [52], and owing to this we can not fully decompose the partition functions into
single terms and end up with sums of characters instead.

7.1 The Ising model

The strange correlator construction for the Ising model is explained in [14], together with
exact diagonalization for the torus partition function with different topological defects and
with a consistent topological superselection sector (idempotent) labeling. The relevant
fusion category D here is the Ising category, with three simple objects satisfying

σ ⊗ σ = 1 + ψ, ψ ⊗ σ = σ, ψ ⊗ ψ = 1. (7.2)

This fusion category has a Z2-grading on the objects {1, ψ}⊕{σ} and nontrivial F -symbols

[F σσσσ ]ij =
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
, [F σψσψ ]σσ = [Fψσψσ ]σσ = −1.

The lattice on which the model is defined is the -colloquially called- ‘bathroom’ lattice. The
model is effectively the Ising RSOS model, which has been extensively discussed [53, 54],
however using the bathroom lattice makes the interpretation of the Ising RSOS model as a
doubled version of the normal Ising partition function (Z =

∑
〈ij〉 exp (−βσiσj)) containing

both the primal and dual lattices geometrically clear. The transfer matrix can be interpreted
as a direct sum of a primal matrix and a dual matrix, shifted over “half” a lattice site. The
choice of strange correlator can be diagrammatically shown (constructed from the PEPS
tensors (B.3) with C =M = D = Ising):

σ

ω(β)

σ

1, ψ

⊕
(7.3)

where the purple diagonal physical legs are fixed on the product state 〈ω(β)| =
√

2(cosh(β) 〈1|+
sinh(β) 〈ψ|), with β = βc = log(1 +

√
2)/2, such that the Kramers-Wannier duality (or σ-

MPO) converts the primal lattice into the dual lattice and vice versa, consistent with the
high-low temperature duality of the critical Ising model. A detailed discussion of this con-
struction can further be found in [55].

7.1.1 Torus results

The periodic transfer matrix spectra were obtained by a momentum labeling corresponding
to the eigenvalues of the “half” shift matrix, switching between primal and dual transfer
matrices. The resulting torus spectra for the three possible twists are shown in figure 7.1.
The indicated topological superselection sectors (tube algebra idempotents) can be found
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Figure 7.1: Topological sector labeling of the Ising model of finite-size CFT spectra (scaling dimension ∆
versus momentum) on a cylinder with a circumference of 20 sites with no defect line on the left, a ψ defect in
the middle and a σ defect on the right. The exact topological correction to the conformal spin is denoted next
to the first appearance of the respective idempotents. This figure captures the finite size spectra consistent
with equations 3.23.

in Table C.1 in appendix C.

Two towers emerge in this way at momentum 0 and π, both containing the single CFT
towers 1, ψ and σ, which can be identified by the idempotent labeling, consistent with the
Kac table of the Ising RSOS model:

1̃/2 1/2 1/16 0

0̃ 0 1/16 1/2

0 1/2 1

In the continuum, the repeated fields in this table are identified, but this is not the case at

finite size. Instead, there is an additional Z2 operator corresponding to the (1 , 1̃/2 ) field
in this table. On the lattice, this operator is implemented as a half-shift, switching between
primal and dual lattices, and is responsible for the fact that the characters in the spectrum
are doubled. This half-shift operator can be implemented as an MPO symmetry, but it
does not square to the identity and the size of the associated MPO algebra depends on the
system size. This means we can not find its associated idempotents, but we can use the
half-shift operator to separate the different characters based on their momentum, as shown
in Figure 7.1.

7.1.2 Klein bottle results

The diagonalization procedure on the Klein bottle requires an extra projection on the dif-
ferent sectors under reflection and a projection on momentum 0. The difference between
the torus and Klein bottle diagonalization is schematically shown in figure 7.2. The result
for the Ising model on the Klein bottle, as explained above, is shown in figure 7.3. Up to
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...

... Pα,α

Torus

P±R

P p=0

Klein bottle

Figure 7.2: The diagonalization procedure on the torus and Klein bottle for the primal lattice of the Ising
model. The transfer matrix on the cylinder is projected on a topological sector (idempotent) Pα,α. On the
Klein bottle, the spectrum is projected on the momentum 0 subspace (P p=0) and labeled by the reflection
quantum numbers (P±R ).

finite-size effects, the degeneracies of the three Ising characters (3.24) are recovered.

Next, we look at the result for the Klein bottle entropy for the Ising model (see (4.12)
and (4.13)). As is clear from the previous discussion and figure 7.1, we need momentum

information in order to separate the towers belonging to the superselection sectors P 11 and
Pψψ. Without this momentum information, the rows of the Kac table are indistinguishable.
On the Klein bottle, the rows could be separated by the projection onto momentum 0, for
the Klein bottle entropy calculations however, this is no longer possible, as it is impossible
to represent momentum projectors as a finite bond dimension MPO in the thermodynamic
limit. Therefore, as we project onto the trivial idempotent P 11, we will obtain the sum of
the first two elements of the first row of the S-matrix. The three symmetric idempotents
in Table C.1 in appendix C reduce to the two simple Z2 irreducible representation under
the spin flip operator. The result of the calculation is shown in Table 7.1.

7.1.3 Cylinder results

Let us turn to the conformal boundaries on the cylinder for the Ising model. The three
(untwisted) Cardy states on the lattice were first given by Cardy [56]. On a lattice of N
sites, these are defined as: |1〉 = |↑〉⊗N , |ψ〉 = |↓〉⊗N and |σ〉 = |+〉⊗N called the up, down
and free boundary conditions, respectively. In the RSOS (strange correlator) model, the
σ-fixing of the physical indices leads to a staggering at the boundaries, where not all loops
can be fixed on the vacuum. The vacuum state is instead given by fixing every other loop to
1 alternated with loops fixed to σ. Because the RSOS model is the direct sum of a primal
(p) and dual (d) model, we end up with the following six Cardy states:
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Figure 7.3: The three characters for the Ising model obtained numerically on the Klein bottle with length
L = 22. The explicit cancellation is shown at every level between exactly degenerate eigenvalues with
positive and negative quantum number under reflection.

Ly S(1,1) + S(1, ψ) S(1, σ)

10 1.0000000000 0.707001643
12 1.0000000000 0.707088743
14 1.0000000000 0.707103686
16 1.0000000000 0.707106250
18 1.0000000000 0.707106690
20 1.0000000000 0.707106765
22 1.0000000000 0.707106778
24 1.0000000000 0.707106780

Exact 1
√

2
2 = 0.707106781

Table 7.1: The Ising Klein bottle entropy g in function of system size Ly with the projection onto the Z2

spin flip sectors: P 11 + Pψψ (second column) and Pσσ (third column), calculated according to (4.13).

|1p〉〉 = |1σ1σ1σ...〉 ,
|1d〉〉 = |σ1σ1σ1...〉 ,
|ψp〉〉 = Oψ |1p〉〉 = |ψσψσψσ...〉 ,
|ψd〉〉 = Oψ |1d〉〉 = |σψσψσψ...〉 ,
|σp〉〉 = Oσ |1d〉〉 = |(1+ψ)σ(1+ψ)σ(1+ψ)σ...〉 ,
|σd〉〉 = Oσ |1p〉〉 = |σ(1+ψ)σ(1+ψ)σ(1+ψ)...〉 .

(7.4)

One can map between the two vacuum states |1p〉〉 and |1d〉〉 by acting with the half-site
shift operator (see also [49]); as mentioned above however, this is not a topological defect.

For the ψ-twisted case, we have to insert a fusion tensor in the Cardy states |σp〉 and |σd〉
to obtain the twisted Cardy states:
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...1 1

σ σ

...
PαL

Figure 7.4: The diagonalization procedure on the cylinder with the MPOσ applied at both boundaries on
the vacuum state. The transfer matrix on the cylinder is projected on the idempotents of the ladder algebra
(PαL , α = 1, ψ), which in this case is just Z2.

Figure 7.5: The two characters χ1 and χψ for the Ising model obtained numerically on the cylinder with
length L = 22 and the free boundary condition |σd〉 at both ends (figure 7.4). The projection on the single
characters is obtained through the idempotents of the ladder algebra with elements (L1

σσ,σσ and Lψσσ,σσ).

|σψp 〉 →

σ

σ

1/ψ

1/ψ

σ ψ |σψd 〉 →

σ

σ

σ

σ

1 ψ (7.5)

Numerics were performed on the cylinder with boundary states |σp〉 at both ends. The
diagonalization procedure is schematically shown in figure 7.4. The results are presented
in figure 7.5. The spectrum consists of the characters χ1 and χψ. The ladder algebra,

consisting of L1σσ,σσ and Lψσσ,σσ in this case, is isomorphic to Z2 with the corresponding
irreps projecting on the two characters in the spectrum.
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7.2 The non-unitary Yang-Lee model

7.2.1 Torus results

The non-unitary Yang-Lee model is, besides its non-unitarity, quite simple. It contains
only two primary states 1 and τ with conformal weights 0 and −1/5. The lattice model
we will consider is defined on a hexagonal lattice and can be considered the non-unitary
version of the hard hexagon model. It is obtained from a strange correlator of the non-
unitary Fibonacci string-net [51], which has two simple objects {1, τ}, nontrivial fusion rule
τ × τ = 1 + τ and nontrivial F -symbols

[F ττττ ]ij =
1

φ

(
1
√
φ√

φ −1

)
(7.6)

with φ = 1
2(1 −

√
5) the negative solution of the golden ratio equation φ2 = 1 + φ. The

non-unitary hard-hexagon model is obtained by projecting all physical degrees of freedom
onto the τ -label, yielding a partition function constructed from the tensors

τ

τ τ
τ

τ 1

τ

τ 1

= φ1/2 and

τ

τ τ
τ

τ

τ

τ

τ

τ

= −(φ)−1/2, (7.7)

and all rotations of the first tensor. The topological properties from a strange correlator of
the non-unitary Fibonacci string-net were discussed in [51], together with the idempotent
labeling of the torus spectrum.

The results for the torus are given in figure 7.6. The tube algebra is not closed under
Hermitian conjugation, but nevertheless one can construct idempotents just as in the case
of the unitary Fibonacci string-net [51].

7.2.2 Klein bottle results

The result on the Klein bottle is shown in figure 7.8 for a trivial twist. An important subtlety
in the non-unitary case is that the left handed MPO should not be defined by taking the
complex conjugate of the F -symbol. Therefore, the conjugation in equations (B.36)-(B.39)
drops out. The diagonalization scheme is schematically shown in figure 7.7. One can also
apply a τ -twist, but since the spectrum does not contain any new characters (ZKτ = χτ (q2))
it is not shown. Up to finite-size effects, the degeneracies of the two Yang-Lee characters
(3.27) are recovered.

The result for the Klein bottle entropy is shown in Table 7.2. Special care has to be taken
for the Yang-Lee model, since its transfer matrix is non-Hermitian and therefore the right-
and left leading eigenvectors of the transfer matrix are different in equation (4.13).
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Figure 7.6: Topological sector labeling of the Yang-Lee model of finite-size CFT spectra (scaling dimension
∆ versus momentum) on a cylinder with a circumference of 18 sites with no defect line on the left and a τ
defect line on the right. The exact topological correction to the conformal spin is denoted next to the first
appearance of the respective idempotents.

Ly S(τ,1) S(τ, τ)

8 0.5252487 0.8498703
10 0.5254144 0.8501385
12 0.5255105 0.8502939
14 0.5255690 0.8503885
16 0.5256070 0.8504499
18 0.5256330 0.8504921
20 0.5256516 0.8505222
22 0.5256655 0.8505444

Exact 2√
5

sin(4π/5) = 0.5257311 2√
5

sin(2π/5) = 0.8506508

Table 7.2: The Yang-Lee Klein bottle entropy g in function of system size β with the projection onto the
topological sectors: P 11 (second column) and P ττ (third column). The second row S-matrix elements are
recovered.

7.2.3 Cylinder results

The vacuum state |1〉〉 is given by alternating τ and 1 loops at the boundary. The non-trivial
Cardy state |τ〉〉 can again be obtained by application of the MPO Oτ :

|1〉〉 = |τ1τ1τ1...〉
|τ〉〉 = Oτ |1〉 = |(1+τ)τ(1+τ)τ(1+τ)τ...〉 .

(7.8)

For the τ -twisted case, we have to insert fusion tensors in the |τ〉 Cardy state:

|τ τ 〉 →

τ

τ

1/τ

1/τ

τ τ ;

τ

τ

τ

τ

1 τ . (7.9)
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...

... Pα,α

P p=0,π

P±R

Figure 7.7: The diagonalization procedure on the Klein bottle for the Ising model on a hexagonal lattice.
The transfer matrix on the cylinder is projected on a topological sector (idempotent) Pα,α and labeled by
the reflection quantum numbers (P±R ).

Figure 7.8: The two characters for the Yang-Lee model obtained numerically on the Klein bottle with length
L = 30. The explicit cancellation is shown at every level between exactly degenerate eigenvalues with
positive and negative quantum number under reflection.

Numerics were performed on the cylinder with boundary states |τ〉 at both ends of the
cylinder. The diagonalization procedure is schematically shown in figure 7.9. The results
are presented in figure 7.10. The spectrum consists of the characters χ1 and χτ . The
characters are singled out by using the idempotents of the ladder algebra, L1ττ,ττ and Lτττ,ττ
in this case.

7.3 The three-state Potts model

Finally, we turn to the three-state Potts model, which requires special attention, as ex-
plained in the orbifold section 6. It is the non-diagonal modular invariant of the c = 4/5
minimal model CFT, and can be realized on the lattice as a generalized Ising model with
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... P aL

ττ
1

1 1

1

Figure 7.9: The diagonalization procedure on the cylinder with the MPOτ applied at both boundaries on
the vacuum state. The transfer matrix on the cylinder is projected on the idempotents of the ladder algebra
(P aL, a = 1, τ).

Figure 7.10: The two characters χ1 and χτ for the Yang-Lee model obtained numerically on the Cylinder
with length L = 22 and the |τ〉 boundary at both ends (figure 7.9). The projection on the single characters
is obtained through the idempotents of the ladder algebra with elements L1

ττ,ττ and Lτττ,ττ .

three spins instead of two. As an RSOS model, it is based on the D4 Dynkin diagram:

D4 =
A

B

C

σ
.

The relevant input MFC DTCI here is the same as for the tetracritical Ising model, and
as discussed above can be written as DTCI = |su(2)4| ⊗ Fib. For the strange correlator
construction of the D4 RSOS model, we will not be concerned with the Fib factor of DTCI.
As a module category of |su(2)4|, we take MTY with simple objects {A, σ,B,C}. The
strange correlator is entirely analogous to the Ising case, with the choice of the bathroom
tiling to make the duality on the square lattice apparent. The transfer matrix is again a
direct sum of a primal and dual checkering (now with blue tensors, indicating that we are
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dealing with a non-diagonal model with degrees of freedom in M 6= D):

1/2 ∈ D

(1 +
√
3)0 + 1 ∈ D

σ ∈ M

A,B,C ∈ M

⊕

In this construction, the PEPS physical legs are labeled by |su(2)4| simple objects. The
middle legs (purple) are fixed to the state (1 +

√
3) |0 〉+ |1 〉, while the outer physical legs

(fixed on σ in the Ising model) are fixed to 1/2 (orange). The (virtual) loop degrees of
freedom are labeled by the objects inMTY and they represent the 3-state Potts degrees of
freedom. The same strange correlator, but with the choice of |su(2)4| as a module category
over itself, yields the A5 RSOS model based on the corresponding Dynkin diagram

A5 = 0 1/2 1 3/2 2 .

These two lattice models can be transformed into one another by MPO intertwiners, which
are a topological version of the intertwiners discussed in [25].

The topological defects of the D4 RSOS model are described by the fusion category CS3 . The
corresponding MPO symmetries associated to the S3 subgroup {A+, B+, C+, A−, B−C−}
are tensor products of local operators that implement the S3 permutations on the {A,B,C}
degrees of freedom. As we discussed above, the continuum CFT also has topological defects
corresponding to the Fib factor in CPotts. For the D4 RSOS model however, it is believed
and argued in [52] that these defects are not topological at finite size, but rather become
topological only in the continuum limit. As such, they will not be part of the discussion
here, and their absence means that we will not be able to fully resolve the characters in the
partition functions.

7.3.1 Torus results

On the torus, the same trick as in the Ising case can be used and by decomposing the spec-
trum into the primal and dual momentum branches, a consistent labeling of the twisted
CFT spectra with the full idempotent table can be performed. This is shown in figure 7.11
for a trivial (A+), B+, A− and σ+ twist. These spectra are consistent with (6.22) and [35],
with finite size effects considerably larger than in the previous two examples. Furthermore,
every first distinct eigenvalue is labeled by its corresponding topological spin, consistent
with the conformal spin of the resulting term in the CFT partition function.

Since we have the decomposition of all Potts tube elements, we can also identify the pro-
jectors (idempotents) of CS3 in terms of the characters of the tetracritical Ising model. Let
us illustrate this with the partition function with a trivial twist ZPotts = ZA+ . The idem-
potent table in appendix C.3 (table C.7) contains five idempotents, labeled by Z(CS3) =

|su(2)4| � |su(2)4|. The last idempotent P 1 ,1 is two-dimensional and can be further split
into
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P (1 ,1 )1 =
1

3
(OA+ + ω OB+ + ω OC+)

P (1 ,1 )2 =
1

3
(OA+ + ω OB+ + ω OC+),

(7.10)

with ω = e2πi/3. The full projection onto the six simple idempotents results in

P 0 ,0 → |χ0(q)|2 + |χ7/5(q)|2

P 2 ,2 → |χ2/5(q)|2 + |χ3(q)|2

P 0 ,2 → χ7/5(q)χ2/5(q) + χ0(q)χ3(q)

P 2 ,0 → χ2/5(q)χ7/5(q) + χ3(q)χ0(q)

P (1 ,1 )1 → |χ2/3(q)|2 + |χ1/15(q)|2

P (1 ,1 )2 → |χ2/3(q)|2 + |χ1/15(q)|2.

(7.11)

7.3.2 Klein bottle results

The group-like MPO symmetries of the Potts model commute with the reflection operator.
The duality MPOs (Oσ+ and Oσ−) are not real and therefore they are not reflection in-
variant, however they transform into one another when the reflection operator is commuted
through them. An important consequence of this is that not all idempotents commute with
the reflection operator, but only those (sums of) idempotents that are symmetric under the
exchange of the two dualities. Looking at the idempotent table C.7 in Appendix C, one sees
that only the projectors P 00 , P 22 and P 11 satisfy this. Remembering from (7.10) that the

projector P 11 can be further split into two simple idempotents P (1 ,1 )1 and P (1 ,1 )2 , we end
up with four Klein bottle sectors that can be singled out. These are exactly those sectors
in (7.11) that contain left-right symmetric terms. The fact that the projectors P 02 and

P 20 are not reflection invariant is not a surprise, since they lead to terms in the partition
function that are not left-right symmetric.

The diagonalization procedure is the same as for the Ising model, shown in Figure 7.2. Since
a σ+- or σ−-twisted Klein bottle partition function is zero and the other twists are merely
local operators, we illustrate the Klein bottle projection for the Potts model with a trivial
horizontal twist together with the projection on P 00 , P 22 , P (1 ,1 )1 and P (1 ,1 )2 . The result
is shown in figure 7.12. The projected spectrum is consistent with what is expected for the
diagonal selection of the corresponding trivially twisted torus partition function, with the
relevant tetracritical Ising characters given in (6.23).

Next, we turn to the Klein bottle entropy, considering again the four idempotents that
commute with the reflection operator. The story is very similar as in the Ising case. We
need momentum information to separate the rows of the tetracritical Kac table (6.4), but
in the Klein bottle entropy calculations we do not have a finite bond dimension operator
that separates these rows. Therefore, we cannot separate the momentum 0 and momentum
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Figure 7.11: Exact diagonalization of the Potts transfer matrix with a trivial (upper left), B+ (upper right),
A− (lower left) and σ+-twist (lower right) on L = 12 sites. The C+, B− and C−-twists are not shown,
since they do not lead to different spectra. The σ−-twist is simply the complex conjugated version of the
σ+-twist. The spectrum is labeled by the idempotents of the tube algebra, according to tables C.7-C.11 in
appendix C. The topological corrections to the conformal spins are shown for the lowest eigenvalues. The
spectra are consistent with 6.22.

π contributions to P 00 and P 22 . This effectively reduces the usable projectors to the pro-
jectors on the Z3 irreps: P 00 + P 22 , P (1 ,1 )1 and P (1 ,1 )2 .

Looking at the Klein bottle entropy terms present in (4.13) with a trivial twist:
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Figure 7.12: The different tetracritical Ising character decomposition (6.23) of the Potts model obtained

numerically on the Klein bottle with length L = 14. From left to right the projections P 00 , P 22 , P (1 ,1)1

are shown. The characters appearing in the P (1 ,1)2 projection are the same as P (1 ,1)1 and are not shown.
The explicit cancellation is shown at every level between exactly degenerate eigenvalues with positive and
negative quantum number under reflection.
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it is clear that both for the term a = B+ and a = C+, the resulting single twist in the
transfer matrix is respectively b = C+ and b = B−. In the limit Lx → ∞, both terms
will be exponentially suppressed, since the largest eigenvalues λmax of the B+- and C+-
twisted transfer matrix are strictly larger than the largest eigenvalue of the trivially twisted
transfer matrix. This can be seen in the spectra in figure 7.11): the ground-state energy
(− log |λmax|) of the trivially twisted partition function is smaller than the one of the B+-
and C+ twisted partition functions. Note that in the Yang-Lee model, this was not the
case, as a trivially twisted term (b = 1) appears in the Klein bottle entropy when a = τ .

For the remaining terms with a = A−, B−, C− in the projector P 00 + P 22 , the only non-
vanishing twist is b = A+. The Klein bottle entropy is therefore split into the three equal
terms g0 +g2 , g11 and g12 . In table (7.3) the Klein bottle entropy (without any projection)
is shown for several sizes. The finite-size effects are again noticeably bigger than in the

previous two models, seeing a slower convergence towards the expected value of
√

3 + 6√
5

with increasing β.
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Ly g = gA + gB + gC + gσ

4 2.3694
6 2.3720
8 2.3738
10 2.3751
12 2.3761
14 2.3768
16 2.3774

Exact
√

3 + 6√
5
≈ 2.384

Table 7.3: The Potts Klein bottle entropy diagonalization for increasing size Ly, calculated according to
4.13. The large finite size effects for the Potts model make for a much slower convergence compared to the
previous two models.

7.3.3 Cylinder results

Lastly, we show some nontrivial results for the Potts model on the cylinder. The eight Cardy
states are known on the lattice and four of them can be reproduced from the application
of the four intertwiners (OA, OB, OC and Oσ) to the tetracritical Ising vacuum states.
These vacuum state can be labeled by the Kac table elements as |(0 ,1)p〉〉 and is given by
alternating the loops on 0 and 1/2 for the primal vacuum state and vice versa for the dual
vacuum state |(0 ,1)d 〉〉:

|(0 ,1)p〉〉 = |0 1

2
0

1

2
0

1

2
...〉 , (7.12)

|(0 ,1)d 〉〉 = |1
2

0
1

2
0

1

2
0 ...〉 . (7.13)

Using these, we obtain the following six distinct “fixed” Potts Cardy states:

|(A,1)p〉〉 = OA |(0 ,1)p〉〉 = |AσAσAσ...〉 ,
|(A,1)d〉〉 = OA |(0 ,1)d 〉〉 = |σAσAσA...〉 ,
|(B,1)p〉〉 = OB |(0 ,1)p〉〉 = |BσBσBσ...〉 ,
|(B,1)d〉〉 = OB |(0 ,1)d 〉〉 = |σBσBσB...〉 ,
|(C,1)p〉〉 = OC |(0 ,1)p〉〉 = |CσCσCσ...〉 ,
|(C,1)d〉〉 = OC |(0 ,1)d 〉〉 = |σCσCσC...〉 ,

and two “free” [40] Cardy states

|(σ,1)d〉〉 = Oσ |(0 ,1)p〉〉 = |σ(A+B + C)σ(A+B + C)σ(A+B + C)...〉 ,
|(σ,1)p〉〉 = Oσ |(0 ,1)d 〉〉 = |(A+B + C)σ(A+B + C)σ(A+B + C)σ...〉 .

Since we do not have an MPO description for the Fibonacci topological defect, we cannot
obtain the other four distinct Cardy states from the vacua |(0 ,1)p〉〉 and |(0 ,1)d 〉〉 on the
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lattice. We can however obtain them by applying the intertwiners to the tetracritical Ising
Cardy state |(0 , τ)p〉〉 and |(0 , τ)p〉〉, defined as

|(0 , τ)p〉〉 = |1 1

2
1

1

2
1

1

2
...〉 , (7.14)

|(0 , τ)d 〉〉 = |1
2

1
1

2
1

1

2
1 ...〉 . (7.15)

These boundary states are not related to the previously defined vacua by a topological
defect, and have to be obtained by invoking the integrability of the model [49]. Applying
the intertwiners, we now obtain the following six Cardy states:

|(A, τ)p〉〉 = OA |(0 , τ)p〉〉 = |(B + C)σ(B + C)σ(B + C)σ...〉 , (7.16)

|(A, τ)d〉〉 = OA |(0 , τ)p〉〉 = |σ(B + C)σ(B + C)σ(B + C)...〉 , (7.17)

|(B, τ)p〉〉 = OB |(0 , τ)p〉〉 = |(A+ C)σ(A+ C)σ(A+ C)σ...〉 , (7.18)

|(B, τ)d〉〉 = OB |(0 , τ)p〉〉 = |σ(A+ C)σ(A+ C)σ(A+ C)...〉 , (7.19)

|(C, τ)p〉〉 = OC |(0 , τ)p〉〉 = |(A+B)σ(A+B)σ(A+B)σ...〉 , (7.20)

|(C, τ)d〉〉 = OC |(0 , τ)p〉〉 = |σ(A+B)σ(A+B)σ(A+B)...〉 , (7.21)

which are sometimes called the “not-A”, “not-B” and “not-C” boundary conditions and
were known to Cardy in his original paper. The remaining boundary condition was later
obtained by Affleck, Oshikawa and Saleur [45] and was called the “new” boundary condition
|N〉. We obtain it by acting with the Oσ intertwiner on |(0 , τ)p〉〉 and |(0 , τ)p〉〉:

|(σ, τ)p〉〉 = Oσ |(0 , τ)d 〉〉 = |Np〉 , (7.22)

|(σ, τ)d〉〉 = Oσ |(0 , τ)p〉〉 = |Nd〉 , (7.23)

completing the Potts Cardy states list. This final boundary condition is not a product state
anymore, but rather a bond dimension two MPS (see for example [48]). This can be seen
by drawing (7.23) in the MPO language, including the loop degrees of freedom:

A+B+ C

1/21 1

σ σ

= j k .

Now, the multiplicity labels j and k in definition (B.29) have to be taken into account, since
N1
σσ = 2. These multiplicities are the origin of the nontrivial bond dimension of the new

boundary state. Explicitly, the MPS matrices are [48]:

NA =

(
1 1
1 1

)
, NB =

(
1 ω
ω 1

)
, NC =

(
1 ω
ω 1

)
, (7.24)

with ω = e
2πi
3 . The new boundary condition is invariant under the S3 symmetry of the

three-state Potts model, since we have g . σ = σ for g a group-like label in CS3 (see Ap-
pendix C for the table of fusion rules).

Using this, we want to illustrate the case of a nontrivial horizontal twist on the cylinder,
stressing the strength of the MPO approach. Starting from the CPotts category, all the S3

twists are allowed on the cylinder (6.3), while the σ+ or σ− twists are not. The Cardy
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states at the boundary must carry a σ label and must therefore have been created by a
Oσ intertwiner from either the tetracritical vacuum sate or the |(0 , τ)〉 state. The reason is
again that all the six S3 twists are allowed in the fusion a . σ = σ, a ∈ CS3 (see Appendix C
for the table of fusion rules).

We will perform numerical simulations to illustrate the above on the three cylinder partition
functions:

ZCfree,free (7.25)

ZCfree,New (7.26)

ZCNew,New. (7.27)

The transfer matrix with such boundary conditions can be projected onto the four different
S3 irreps, consistent with the idempotents of the ladder algebra elements L̃A+

, L̃B+
, L̃C+

,
L̃A− , L̃B− and L̃C− (in the simplified notation L̃a = Laσσ,σσ):

P 1
L̃ =

1

6
(L̃A+

+ L̃B+
+ L̃C+

+ L̃A− + L̃B− + L̃C−)

P 2
L̃ =

1

6
(L̃A+

+ L̃B+
+ L̃C+ − L̃A− − L̃B− − L̃C−)

P 3
L̃ =

1

3
(L̃A+

+ ωL̃B+
+ ωL̃C+

)

P 4
L̃ =

1

3
(L̃A+

+ ωL̃B+
+ ωL̃C+

).

(7.28)

The diagonalization of the three distinct partition functions, together with the projections,
is diagrammatically summarized in figure 7.13, as well as the numerical results of the corre-
sponding diagonalizations. Note that the desired sums of the tetracritical Ising characters
for the distinct Potts cylinders with the right Cardy states (6.30) were obtained numerically
using DMRG in [57, 58].

8 Conclusion and outlook

We have shown that the application of the strange correlator to generalized PEPS descrip-
tions of string-net models yields a systematic characterization of the topological defects of
the three-state Potts model in terms of MPO symmetries. We started by studying diagonal
theories such as the Ising and the Yang-Lee model on the torus, Klein bottle and cylinder
in the presence of topological defects that are allowed to intersect. Using these to construct
transfer matrix projectors on the different superselection sectors of the original topological
order, the separate CFT characters in the partition function of the torus and Klein bottle
can be isolated. We have shown this explicitly through exact diagonalizaion of the transfer
matrix of the different models. Additionally, this method has allowed us to further resolve
the recently introduced Klein bottle entropies into their constituent S-matrix elements.
Besides illustrating the general formalism, the simple examples of the Yang-Lee and Ising
model reveal an important relation between the finite size effects in a critical lattice model
and its MPO symmetries. Indeed, as argued in [20], the presence of topological defects
restricts the allowed irrelevant perturbations away from the exact RG fixed point, which lie
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Figure 7.13: Potts cylinder diagonalizations for the three partition functions 7.25 (top), 7.26 (middle) and
7.27 (bottom). The cylinder lengths are respectively 13, 12 and 12. Each cylinder is projected on the S3

ladder idempotents (7.28). The projection P 4
L̃ is not shown, because it leads to the same spectrum as P 3

L̃.

at the origin of finite size effects. In the case where all topological defects of the continuum
CFT are present on the lattice, as is the case in the Yang-Lee model, the finite size effects
are heavily suppressed, as can be observed from the excellent agreement between the nu-
merical spectra and the CFT prediction. The fact that for a critical lattice model not all
topological defects have to be present in finite size can be seen using the same reasoning.
One can imagine perturbing a critical lattice model which does possess a certain topological
defect with an irrelevant perturbation that breaks said topological defect; the lattice model
remains critical, but no longer possesses that particular topological defect in finite size.

The non-diagonal case of the three-state Potts model required the use of a strange correlator
based on a generalized PEPS description of string-net ground states in terms of bimodule
categories. In this way, we have obtained a lattice version of the FRS construction of 2d
rational CFT, whereby a local full CFT is determined by a modular tensor category D
and a corresponding module category M. This allowed us to obtain a full characteriza-
tion of all MPO symmetries and provides a framework in which the well-known orbifold
can be understood as the existence of MPO intertwiners, acting as the interface between
the non-diagonal three-state Potts model and the diagonal tetracritical Ising model. These
MPO intertwiners have allowed us to understand the non-diagonal model by mapping it to
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the diagonal model, recovering the relation between the torus and Klein bottle partition
functions as well as the conformal boundary conditions of the two models directly on the
lattice; we have explicitly recoverd the MPS description of the “New” boundary condition
in the Potts model, starting from the MPO intertwiners, and applied it to cylinder exact
diagionalization calculations.

Although we have mainly focused on the three-state Potts model, we have tried to keep
the discussion on MPO symmetries and intertwiners in the context of critical lattice models
as general as possible. The main challenge for performing an equally explicit study for
general RSOS models is finding solutions to the relevant bimodule pentagon equations in
these cases. For the D series this problem was partly solved in [59] where the 3F symbols
were obtained, but even given this, obtaining the remaining F symbols requires some more
work still and we have only done this explicitly for the D4 or three-state Potts model.

There are many remaining aspects of the FRS construction that still require a lattice inter-
pretation. Among these, the most prominent is the construction of bulk/boundary operators
and their correlation functions, as well as their operator product expansions. Preliminary
results in this direction have been described in [60], and we will report on this in more
detail in future work. The understanding of lattice versions of CFT operators has seen
much progress in recent years, and explicit results have been obtained for a large class of
models [61, 62]. One particularly interesting development [63] is that by requiring that
these operators satisfy a discrete version of the Cauchy-Riemann equations, a condition
known as discrete holomorphicity, one can heavily constrain the wealth of lattice models
that can be obtained from a strange correlator to a subclass of (critical) lattice models
that satisfy the Yang-Baxter equations, and are therefore integrable. Paraphrasing [63],
integrability appears to be the combination of topology and geometry, and we expect our
work to contribute in further understanding the precise nature of these connections.
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A Category theory

In this section we aim to review the basic notions of tensor categories used throughout this
work; for more details, we refer to [13, 64].

A.1 Fusion categories

A fusion category C is a finite semi-simple rigid monoidal category with a functor⊗ : C ×C→C,
a natural isomorphism 0F : (a⊗ b)⊗ c

∼=−→ a⊗ (b⊗ c) for a, b, c∈C, called the associator or
associativity constraint, and with a distinguished unit object 1∈C. In terms of the simple
objects, the functor ⊗ : C ×C→C can be expressed as

a⊗ b ∼=
⊕
c∈C

N c
ab c , (A.1)

where the multiplicities N c
ab are called the fusion rules of C. The associator 0F has an inverse

which we denote as 0F , and can be expressed in terms of the simple objects in C as follows
(using the diagrammatic language to be read from top to bottom):

a b c

d

e
j

k

a b c

d

f
m

n=
∑
f,mn

(
0F abcd

)f,mn
e,jk

. (A.2)

Here, m,n and j, k are multiplicity labels. The associators 0F and 0F are required to satisfy
the pentagon equations. In our context, we have to deal with two different fusion categories.
We denote the second one by D, its simple objects by α, β, ... , and the fusion rules of D by

α⊗ β ∼=
⊕
γ∈D

Nγ
αβ γ. (A.3)

We denote the associator of D by 4F and its inverse by 4F ; it satisfies

α β γ

δ

µ
j

k
ν
m

n

α β γ

δ

=
∑
µ,mn

(
4Fαβγδ

)ν,mn
µ,jk

(A.4)

and the pentagon equations. We furthermore assume all fusion categories to possess a
spherical pivotal structure, allowing us to define a unique dual ā for every a ∈ C with
dimension da = dā; the total dimension D of a fusion category is then defined as D2 =

∑
i d

2
i .

A braided fusion category is a fusion category equipped with a braiding R, a natural iso-

morphism Ra,b : a⊗ b
∼=−→ b⊗ a that is compatible with the associators through the hexagon

equations. In terms of simple objects, the braiding R can graphically be written as

c

k=
∑
k

(
Rca,b

)k
j

ab

c

j

ab

. (A.5)
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Using the braiding, the topological spin is defined as

θa = θā :=
1

da

a
=
∑
c

dc
da

Tr
(
Rca,b

)
, (A.6)

which satisfies the ribbon property

Rca,bR
c
b,a =

θc
θaθb

1. (A.7)

At this point, we are ready to define the topological S-matrix:

Sab :=
1

D2
a b , (A.8)

which can be reduced to

Sab =
1

D2

∑
N c
ab̄

θc
θaθb

dc. (A.9)

Through some straightforward diagrammatic manipulations [17], one can show

SaxSbx
S1x

=
∑
c

N c
abScx, (A.10)

which means that

λx(a) :=
Sax
S1x

(A.11)

form representations of the fusion rules for all x. A braided fusion category is called modular
if its S-matrix is invertible, in which case Eq. (A.10) can be recast into the following form:

N c
ab =

∑
x

SaxSbx(S−1)xc
S1x

, (A.12)

which is known as the Verlinde formula.

A.2 Module categories

A left module category M over a fusion category C is a (linear, semisimple) category M
with a functor . : C ×M→M (called the action of C on M) and a natural isomorphism
1F : (a⊗ b) .A

∼=−→ a . (b .A) with a, b∈C and A∈M.
In terms of simple objects of M we write

a .A ∼=
⊕
B∈M

NB
aAB. (A.13)

The isomorphism 1F has an inverse denoted as 1F can be expressed as follows:

a b A

B

c
j

k

a b A

B

C
m

n=
∑
C,mn

(
1F abAB

)C,mn
c,jk

(A.14)
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and it satisfies a mixed pentagon equation that enforces compatibility with 0F .
Analogously, a right module categoryM over the fusion category D is a categoryM with a

right action functor / : M×D→M and a natural isomorphism 3F : (A/α) / β
∼=−→A/ (α⊗β)

with A∈M and α, β ∈D. In terms of simple objects, the right action / is expressed as

A/α ∼=
⊕
B∈M

NB
AαB, (A.15)

while the isomorphism 3F with inverse 3F is described as

A α β A α β

B

m

n

B

γ

j

k
C =

∑
γ,mn

(
3FAαβB

)γ,mn
C,jk

, (A.16)

satisfying a pentagon equation expressing compatibility with 4F . In contrast to fusion
categories, module categories do not come with an intrinsic duality, and therefore one can
not a priori define dimensions for its objects. We can however take the duals Ā of A ∈ M
to be objects in the opposite categoryMop, and define a generalized spherical structure on
the combination ofM andMop that allows us to also define dimensions dA for the objects
in M.

A.3 Bimodule categories

A (C,D)-bimodule categoryM over a pair of fusion categories C and D is a categoryM with
additional structure such that M is a left C-module category a right D-module category

and such that there is a natural isomorphism 2F : (a .A) /α
∼=−→ a . (A/α) for a∈C, A∈M

and α∈D. In terms of simple objects, this imposes the compatibility condition∑
C

NC
aAN

B
Cα =

∑
D

NB
aDN

D
Aα (A.17)

on the left and right action functors. The isomorphism 2F with inverse 2F gives

a A α

j

a A α

k

B

C
m

n

B

D=
∑
D,mn

(
2F aAαB

)D,mn
C,jk

(A.18)

and it satisfies two mixed pentagon equations for compatibility with 1F and 3F .

B String-net models and tensor networks

The critical lattice models we consider in the main text are obtained as the overlap of a
product state and a state with topological order. String-net models, as introduced by Levin
and Wen, are believed to be a microscopic realization of all non-chiral topological orders in
2+1D. The input of these models is a fusion category D, and tensor network descriptions
for their ground states have been constructed in [26, 27] using the F-symbols of this fusion
category. Recently, these constructions were generalized using bimodule categories; we give
a brief overview here, and refer to [13] for details.
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B.1 String-net models

The Hilbert space of the string-net models is most easily defined as degrees of freedom
α, β, ... ∈ D living on the edges of a hexagonal lattice. The Hamiltonian

H = −
∑
v

Av −
∑
p

Bp (B.1)

is a sum of commuting terms, consisting of vertex operators Av and plaquette operators
Bp. The vertex operators Av enforce the fusion rules at the vertices by penalizing config-
urations α, β γ for which Nγ

αβ = 0, while the plaquette operator is diagonalized by taking
superpositions of all closed loop types around a plaquette weighed by their quantum di-
mensions. Diagonalizing these two operators simultaneously gives a ground state that is a
superposition of all closed loop configurations that satisfy the fusion rules at every vertex.
These ground states are RG fixed points and satisfy various properties expressing their scale
invariance, the most prominent one being that one can recouple a given configuration using
an F-move:

=
∑
µ,mn

(
4Fαβγδ

)ν,jk
µ,mn

α β γ

δ

µν

α β γ

δ

j

k n
m

, (B.2)

where 4F is the associator of the fusion category D that serves as the input of the string-net
construction.

B.2 PEPS ground state and MPO symmetries

In [13], it was argued that a complete tensor network description for a string-net model D
is determined by all possible choices of (C,D) bimodule categories. A PEPS description for
the string-net ground state can be obtained by using the following tensors:

α β

γ
A

C

B

j n

m

k :=

(
dαdβ
dγ

) 1
4

(
3FAαβB

)γ,km
C,jn√

dC
,

α β

γ
A

C

B

j n

m

k :=

(
dαdβ
dγ

) 1
4

(
3F

Aαβ
B

)γ,km
C,jn√

dC
,

(B.3)
where we have used the 3F symbols of a right D module category M. The fact that
these PEPS tensors describe some topologically ordered state can be characterized by the
existence of virtual MPO symmetries satisfying a local pulling-through condition:

=

α β

γ

k

α β

γ

k
a

a , (B.4)

where the label a is a simple object of a different fusion category C. The pulling-through
condition is solved by the following left and right handed MPO tensors:

aα

m

j

n

k

A B

DC

:=

(
2F aCαB

)D,nk
A,jm√

dAdD
, aα

n

j

m

k

A B

DC

:=

(
2F

aCα
B

)D,nk
A,jm√

dAdD
, (B.5)
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which depend on the 2F symbols of the (C,D)-bimodule category M. These MPO tensors
can be used to construct closed loops of MPO symmetries which we denote OLa and ORa for
the left and right handed case, respectively. The product of two such MPO symmetries is
again an MPO symmetry:

OLaO
L
b =

∑
c

N c
abO

L
c , ORa O

R
b =

∑
c

N c
abO

R
c , (B.6)

which can be locally expressed as the existence of a fusion tensor satisfying the zipper
condition:

=
a

b
c

a

b
cm m

α
α

. (B.7)

Explicit fusion tensors are obtained using the following definitions:

j

k

n m

a

b

c

A

B

C

:=

(
dadb
dc

) 1
4

(
1F abCA

)B,kj
c,mn√

dB
,

j

k

nm

a

b

c

A

B

C

:=

(
dadb
dc

) 1
4

(
1F

abC
A

)B,kj
c,mn√

dB
,

(B.8)
which use the 1F -symbol of the left C-module category. Finally, this fusion process is
associative, meaning that the fusion tensors satisfy the recoupling identity

d b

c

a

=
∑
f,mn

(
0F abcd

)f,mn
e,jk

d b

c

a
e

f
m

n
j

k , (B.9)

where 0F is the associator of the fusion category C. Using the following states to terminate
or create an trivial MPO line

n 1
A

B

= 1
A

B

n = δn,1δB,A
√
dA, (B.10)

we can make the addition or removal of a trivial MPO to some other MPO symmetry trivial:

k

n 1
b

c

A

A

C

1

=

k

n1
b

c

A

A

C

1

= δk,nδb,c n c
A

C

n ,

j

n 1

a

c

A

C

C
1

=

j

n1

a

c

A

C

C
1

= δj,nδa,c n c
A

C

n .

(B.11)

Using the particular states in Eq. (B.10) we can define the following cup and cap operators

j

k

BA

a

ā

= κa BA

k

ja

ā

:=

j

k

1

a

ā

1

A

B

A

, (B.12)
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B A

a

ā

j

k

= κ∗a

j

k

B A

a

ā

:=

j

k

1

a

ā

1

A

B

A

. (B.13)

where κa is a phase known as the Frobenius-Schur indicator, defined by(
0F aāaa

)1,11

1,11
=

κa
da
. (B.14)

If the fusion category C associated to the MPO symmetries is unitary, closed loops of MPO
symmetries ORa satisfy (ORa )† = ORā = OLa . At the level of the MPO tensors, the cup and
cap operators realize this by providing a relation between the left and right handed MPO
tensors by acting as a gauge transformation on the internal MPO legs:

āα

n

j

m

k

A B

DC
aa = aα

n

j

m

k

A B

DC

. (B.15)

The above relation can be generalized to the nonunitary case, but the MPO symmetries are
no longer closed under Hermitian conjugation so the dagger must be changed for a different
operation; in [51], this was done by using the transpose instead.
In a completely analogous way, cup and cap tensors can also be defined by terminating one
of the legs of the PEPS tensor, as opposed to the fusion tensor. This allows us to again
relate the two types of MPO tensors, now by acting with a gauge transformation on the
external MPO legs:

aᾱ

n

j

m

k

D C

AB

α

α

= aα

m

j

n

k

D C

AB

(B.16)

B.3 Torus ground states and tube algebra

One of the most prominent features of a system exhibiting topological order is a ground
state degeneracy that is independent of the system size but instead depends solely on the
topology of the underlying manifold. This property is naturally explained in the tensor
network formalism by the fact that the PEPS tensors for such models have nontrivial MPO
symmetries. To see this, consider defining the PEPS wave function on a torus and adding
a closed loop MPO symmetries along the non-contractible cycles of the torus:

|ψ〉 = (B.17)

The state |ψ〉 has the same energy regardless of which closed MPO symmetries are present
on the virtual level. Indeed, the Hamiltonian is a sum of local terms, and since the MPO
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symmetries can be moved freely through the lattice, we can evaluate all terms of the Hamil-
tonian such that they never see the presence of these MPOs by moving them appropriately.
Of course, this reasoning requires that the tensor at the intersection of the two MPO sym-
metries along the two different cycles of the torus can be moved freely through the lattice
as well. Using the fusion tensors, we can define such a tensor as

= , (B.18)

which is in fact the only possibility. Being more explicit, we can define tubes as

Tt1 := T d,jkabc = a
c b

d

d

j

k
, (B.19)

where it is understood that the red lines labeled by d are connected allowing for an arbitrary
number of MPO tensor insertions along the connecting line and t1 is shorthand for the labels
in the tube. When interpreted as matrices from left to right, these tubes can be multiplied
and form a closed algebra called the tube algebra:

Tt1Tt2 =
∑
t3

Ωt3
t1,t2
Tt3 , (B.20)

with a structure factor Ω that can be worked out using 0F moves. On the torus, only tubes
with a = c will contribute, and one might wonder why we allow for tubes with a 6= c at
all. It is important however to note that not all of these tubes will give independent torus
ground states. A correct characterization of the ground states is instead given by the central
idempotents Pi of the tube algebra, satisfying

Pi =
∑
abd,jk

cabd,jki T d,jkaba , (B.21)

PiPj = δijPi, [T d,jkabc , Pi] = 0. (B.22)

The tubes with a 6= c appear in the requirement that the central idempotents commute with
all elements from the tube algebra. These central idempotents correspond to minimally
entangled states on the torus [65], and simultaneously provide a characterization of the
anyonic excitations of the topological phase [33]. These excitations are known to be classified
by the monoidal center Z(C) of the fusion category C, and therefore the tube algebra and
its idempotents provide an explicit construction of Z(C). In the case of a modular fusion
category, elements of Z(C) can be labeled by tuples (a, b̄) with a, b simple objects in C. When
constructing CFT partition functions, which require a modular fusion category, the different
idempotents Pa,b̄ will correspond to the different bilinear combinations of characters χaχb.

B.4 MPO intertwiners and tube maps

For a fixed string-net model D, there are as many different PEPS representations as there
are right D-module categories M. Importantly, these different representations can not be
distinguished from each other by any local operator acting on the physical legs, but on the
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torus they might represent different ground states. This fact can be made very explicit
by the existence of MPO intertwiners, MPOs acting on the virtual legs of the PEPS that
intertwine it from one representation to another. The simplest example is where we consider
the PEPS representations based on the one hand on D as a right-D module category over
itself (shaded green), and on the other hand a generic right D-module categoryM (shaded
blue). These MPO intertwiners should be freely movable through the lattice:

=
A A

α β

γ

α β

γ

k k , (B.23)

and MPO symmetries should be able to end on them at a fusion/splitting tensor that can
also be moved along the intertwiner

=
a

B
C

a

B
Cm m

α
α

, (B.24)

=
A

β
C

A

β
Cm m

α
α

. (B.25)

Additionally, these tensors satisfy various recoupling identities:

=
∑
C,mn

(
1F abBA

)C,mn
c,jk

a b

BA
c
j

k

a b

BA
C

n m
, (B.26)

=
∑
D,mn

(
2F aBαA

)D,mn
C,jk

α

a

BA
C

a

α

BA
D

jk mn , (B.27)

=
∑
γ,mn

(
3FBαβA

)γ,mn
C,jk

αβ

BA
γ

αβ

BA C
k j

m

n
. (B.28)

These equations are solved by the following explicit expressions for the MPO intertwiners:

γ
Cj

n

k

m

α

A B

β

:=

(
3FCαγB

)β,nk
A,jm√

dAdβ
,

γ
Cj k

α

A B

β

m

n

:=

(
3F

Cαγ
B

)β,nk
A,jm√

dAdβ
, (B.29)

and similarly defined fusion/splitting tensors [13]. On the torus, these MPO intertwiners
can be used to construct a linear map between two different tube algebras. Consider the
ground state |T γ,jkαβα 〉 of a string-net model D with the presence of the tube T γ,jkαβα where we
take D as a right D-module category over itself and consequently the MPOs are labeled by
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objects in D. We now imagine inserting a closed bubble bounded by an MPO intertwiner A
of the PEPS in the representation determined by takingM as a right D-module category:

dA |T γ,jkαβα 〉 :=

γ

γ

αα β
j
k

A

, (B.30)

where in the blue shaded region the MPOs are labeled by C. By growing this bubble and
fusing it with the tube T γ,jkαβα we obtain the following state:

dA |T γ,jkαβα 〉 =
∑
abc,mn

T abc,mnαβγ,jk;A |T
c,mn
aba 〉 =

∑
abc,mn

T abc,mnαβγ,jk;A

c

c

aa b n
m

, (B.31)

where the coefficients T abc,mnαβγ,jk;A can be determined using various F moves. This means that
the MPO intertwiners provide a way to go from the tube algebra based on MPOs D to the
tube algebra based on MPOs C. If the (C,D)-bimodule category M is invertible (which is
always the case in this work), this map is an isomorphism between Z(D) and Z(C).

B.5 Ladder algebra

Besides the tube algebra, which characterizes the topological sectors on the torus, we use
a second kind of algebra in the main text when studying cylinder partition functions. This
algebra is the ladder algebra, where we define a ladder as

Ll1 := La,jkAB,CD =
C

j k

D

BA
a

. (B.32)

Multiplication of these ladders is defined by stacking them vertically:

Ll1Ll2 =
∑
l3

Λl3l1,l2Ll3 (B.33)

with a structure factor Λ that can be worked out using 1F transformations. Analogous
to the tube algebra, we can find simple idempotents of the ladder algebra, to which only
ladders with A = C and B = D will contribute on the cylinder. These simple idempotents
have the distinguished property that when we fuse the closed rings labeled by A and B
together and recoupling everything using 1F transformations as in Eq. (B.26), the result is
a closed MPO Oα, with α ∈ D. This is due to the fact that the ladder algebra provides a
construction of the relative Deligne product Mop �C M = D [43], and by computing the
simple idempotents of the ladder algebra we simply recover the simple objects α ∈ D.
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B.6 Reflection operator

In the main text we defined the Klein bottle partition function as

ZK = Tr
(
RTLy

)
, (B.34)

where R is the spatial reflection operator. To use R in combination with the MPO symme-
tries, we need to study the interplay between the two. One can convince oneself that the
action of pulling R through an MPO is given by the following:

R

...
=

R

...

, (B.35)

i.e. it is equivalent to transposing the individual MPO tensors along the virtual direction.
For a unitary fusion category, using Eq. (B.16), we can show the following relation:

=



∗

, (B.36)

meaning that pulling the operator R through an MPO amounts to a gauge transformation
on the external MPO legs, and taking the complex conjugate. A similar argument applies
to the transfer matrix itself, and since it is Hermitian, we get

=



∗

. (B.37)

In the presence of a twist in the transfer matrix, we have to consider the action of R on the
MPO running perpendicular to R, which leads to the following relation:

=



∗

. (B.38)

Finally, in order to project the Klein bottle spectrum we need the central idempotents of
the tube algebra. Since these are Hermitian, we get a similar relation:

=



∗

. (B.39)

For the non-unitary Yang-Lee fusion category, the Hermitian conjugate is replaced by the
transpose, so the complex conjugates in Eqs. (B.36)-(B.39) are not needed. These cal-
culations are similar as the calculation done in [34] and [66] to prove their analogues for
Hermitian conjugation, but now simply in the virtual direction.
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C Fusion category data for specific models

In this appendix, we give some data for the relevant fusion categories used in the main text
and specifically in the result section. We focus mainly on the idempotent tables, expressing
the topological superselection sectors (anyons) as a linear combination of the Ocneanu tube
algebra elements (B.21). This table forms the basis for our numerical simulations, singling
out CFT characters in twisted transfer matrices. For the orbifold procedure, projecting the
tetracritical Ising model on the Potts model, we give the explicit linear combinations of
the tube elements, which is exactly what allows us to write down general twisted partition
functions in terms of tetracritical Ising CFT characters.

C.1 The Ising fusion category

The Ising fusion category has a Z2-grading on the objects {1, ψ} ⊕ {σ}, with fusion rules
ψ ⊗ ψ = 1, σ ⊗ σ = 1 + ψ and ψ ⊗ σ = σ ⊗ ψ = σ, and nontrivial F -symbols

[F σσσσ ]ij =
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
, [F σψσψ ]σσ = [Fψσψσ ]σσ = −1.

The corresponding quantum dimensions of the simple objects are {1, 1,
√

2}, with total
quantum dimension D = 2. The category is modular and the idempotents can be labeled
by the tensor product Ising � Ising (Drinfeld center). The idempotents are given in Table
C.1.

T 1
1,1 T ψ1,ψ T 1

ψ,ψ T ψψ,1 T 1
σ,σ T ψσ,σ T σ1,σ T σψ,σ T σσ,1 T σσ,ψ

P 11 1 1
√

2

Pψψ 1 1 −
√

2

Pψ1 1 -1 −i
√

2

P 1ψ 1 -1 i
√

2
P σσ 2 -2 2 2

P σ1 1 −i e−
π
8
i e−

3π
8
i

P σψ 1 −i e
7π
8
i e−

5π
8
i

P 1σ 1 i e−
π
8
i e−

3π
8
i

Pψσ 1 i e−
7π
8
i e

5π
8
i

Table C.1: Idempotent table for the Ising model up to the normalization 1/D2.

C.2 The Yang-Lee fusion category

The Yang-Lee model is obtained from the Fibonacci fusion category, which has two simple
objects {1, τ} and nontrivial fusion rule τ × τ = 1 + τ , by choosing the non-unitary solution
of the pentagon equation. The non-trivial F -symbols are:

[F ττττ ]ij =
1

φ

(
1
√
φ√

φ −1

)
, (C.1)
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with φ = 1
2(1 −

√
5) the negative solution of the golden ratio equation φ2 = 1 + φ. The

corresponding quantum dimensions are {1, φ} and the total quantum dimension D2 = 2+φ.
The idempotents (labeled by the double Fib � Fib) are given in table C.2.

T 1
1,1 T τ1,τ T 1

τ,τ T ττ,1 T ττ,τ
P 11 1 φ
P ττ φ2 −φ φ φ 1√

φ

P τ1 1 e
2π
5
i √

φe
π
5
i

P 1τ 1 e−
2π
5
i √

φe−
π
5
i

Table C.2: Idempotent table for the Yang-Lee model up to the normalization 1/D2.

C.3 The three-state Potts model categories

For the three-state Potts model as the D4 RSOS model, we need three categories: a modular
fusion category D = |su(2)4|, a right |su(2)4|-module categoryMTY , and the fusion category
CS3 . The modular fusion category |su(2)4| with 5 simple objects {0 , 1/2 , 1 , 3/2 , 2} is part
of the series of |su(2)k| modular fusion categories, the fusion rules are given by

⊗ 0 1/2 1 3/2 2

0 0 1/2 1 3/2 2
1/2 1/2 0 + 1 1/2 + 3/2 1 + 2 3/2

1 1 1/2 + 3/2 0 + 1 + 2 1/2 + 3/2 1
3/2 3/2 1 + 2 1/2 + 3/2 0 + 1 1/2

2 2 3/2 1 1/2 0

(C.2)

and the F -symbols can be found in, e.g., [67], with the caveat that we take the solution
of the pentagon equation that has all positive Frobenius-Schur indicators. In the context
of the three-state Potts model, we refer to the F -symbols of |su(2)4| as 4F . The central
idempotents of the tube algebra, which are elements of Z(|su(2)k|) = |su(2)k| � |su(2)k|,
can be found in Tables C.3 - C.6.

The categoryMTY is a right |su(2)4|-module category and has 4 simple objects denoted as
{A, σ,B,C}, where the action of |su(2)4| on MTY is given by

/ 0 1/2 1 3/2 2

A A σ B + C σ A
σ σ A+B + C 2σ A+B + C σ
B B σ A+ C σ B
C C σ A+B σ C

(C.3)

The module F -symbols ofMTY as a right |su(2)4|-module category are denoted as 3F , and
can be found in [59]; additionally, they can be found in the supplementary material.
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The fusion category CS3 of topological defects has 8 simple objects with fusion rules

⊗ A+ σ+ B+ C+ A− σ− B− C−

A+ A+ σ+ B+ C+ A− σ− B− C−

σ+ σ+ A+ +B+ + C+ σ+ σ+ σ− A− +B− + C− σ− σ−

B+ B+ σ+ C+ A+ C− σ− A− B−

C+ C+ σ+ A+ B+ B− σ− C− A−

A− A− σ− B− C− A+ σ+ B+ C+

σ− σ− A− +B− + C− σ− σ− σ+ A+ +B+ + C+ σ+ σ+

B− B− σ− C− A− C+ σ+ A+ B+

C− C− σ− A− B− B+ σ+ C+ A+

(C.4)

The F -symbols of CS3 , which we denote as 0F , can be found in the supplementary material.
The central idempotents of the tube algebra, which are elements of Z(CS3), can be found
in Tables C.7 - C.11. Because CS3 and |su(2)4| are Morita equivalent, their monoidal cen-
ter is the same, and we can label elements of Z(CS3) with labels in |su(2)k|� |su(2)k| as well.

The category MTY is also a left CS3-module category, where the action of CS3 on MTY is
given by

. A σ B C

A+ A σ B C
σ+ σ A+B + C σ σ
B+ A σ C A
C+ A σ A B
A− A σ C B
σ− σ A+B + C σ σ
B− A σ B A
C− A σ A C

(C.5)

The module F -symbols of MTY as a left CS3-module category are denoted as 1F and can
be found in the supplementary material.

A final set of F -symbols denoted as 2F is obtained by requiring compatibility betweenMTY

as a right |su(2)4|-module category andMTY as a left CS3-module category, and is provided
in the supplementary material.

Note that the additional F -symbols 0F , 1F and 2F were not found in the literature and
calculated numerically (symbolically). We leave a detailed explanation of such calculations
to future work.
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T 0
0 ,0 T 1/2

0 ,1/2 T 1
0 ,1 T 3/2

0 ,3/2 T 2
0 ,2 T 1

1 ,0 T 1/2
1 ,1/2 T 3/2

1 ,1/2 T 0
1 ,1 T 1

1 ,1 T 2
1 ,1 T 1/2

1 ,3/2 T 3/2
1 ,3/2 T 1

1 ,2 T 2
2 ,0 T 3/2

2 ,1/2 T 1
2 ,1 T 1/2

2 ,3/2 T 0
2 ,2

P 0 ,0 1
√

3 2
√

3 1

P 2 ,2 1 −
√

3 2 −
√

3 1

P 1/2 ,1/2 3 3 −3 −3 3 −3
2

3
2

√
3 3

2
3
2

3
2

√
3 3

2 3

P 3/2 ,3/2 3 −3 3 −3 3 3
2 −3

2

√
3 3

2
3
2 −3

2

√
3 −3

2 3

P 1 ,1 4 −4 4 4 2 4 −2 −4 4 4 4

Table C.3: Idempotent table (block 1) for |su(2)4|.

T 1/2
1/2 ,0 T 0

1/2 ,1/2 T 1
1/2 ,1/2 T 1/2

1/2 ,1 T 3/2
1/2 ,1 T 1

1/2 ,3/2 T 2
1/2 ,3/2 T 3/2

1/2 ,2 T 3/2
3/2 ,0 T 1

3/2 ,1/2 T 2
3/2 ,1/2 T 1/2

3/2 ,1 T 3/2
3/2 ,1 T 0

3/2 ,3/2 T 1
3/2 ,3/2 T 1/2

3/2 ,2

P 3/2 ,2
√

3e−
π
4
i 1 2e

2π
3
i

√
3e−

11π
12
i
√

3e−
5π
12
i 2e

π
6
i ei

π
2
i

√
3e−

3π
4
i

P 0 ,1/2
√

3e−
3π
4
i 1 2e−

2π
3
i
√

3e−
π
12
i
√

3e−
7π
12
i 2e

−π
6
i e

−π
2
i

√
3e−

π
4
i

P 2 ,3/2
√

3e
π
4
i 1 2e−

2π
3
i

√
3e

11π
12
i

√
3e

5π
12
i 2e−

π
6
i e−

π
2
i

√
3e

3π
4
i

P 1/2 ,0
√

3e
3π
4
i 1 2e

2π
3
i

√
3e

π
12
i

√
3e

7π
12
i 2e

π
6
i e

π
2
i

√
3e

π
4
i

P 1 ,1/2 2
√

3e
7π
12
i 2 2e

π
3
i

√
3e

π
4
i

√
3e−

π
4
i 2e

5π
6
i 2e−

π
2
i 2

√
3e−

11π
12
i 2

√
3e

7π
12
i 2e−

π
6
i 2e

π
2
i

√
3e

3π
4
i

√
3e

π
4
i 2 2e

π
3
i 2

√
3e

π
12
i

P 1 ,3/2 2
√

3e−
5π
12
i 2 2e

π
3
i

√
3e−

3π
4
i
√

3e
3π
4
i 2e

5π
6
i 2e−

π
2
i 2

√
3e

π
12
i 2

√
3e−

5π
12
i 2e−

π
6
i 2e

π
2
i

√
3e−

π
4
i
√

3e−
3π
4
i 2 2e

π
3
i 2

√
3e−

11π
12
i

P 1/2 ,1 2
√

3e−
7π
12
i 2 2e−

π
3
i

√
3e−

π
4
i

√
3e

π
4
i 2e−

5π
6
i 2e

π
2
i 2

√
3e

11π
12
i 2

√
3e−

7π
12
i 2e

π
6
i 2e−

π
2
i
√

3e−
3π
4
i
√

3e−
π
4
i 2 2e−

π
3
i 2

√
3e−

π
12
i

P 3/2 ,1 2
√

3e
5π
12
i 2 2e−

π
3
i

√
3e

3π
4
i
√

3e−
3π
4
i 2e−

5π
6
i 2e

π
2
i 2

√
3e−

π
12
i 2

√
3e

5π
12
i 2e

π
6
i 2e−

π
2
i

√
3e

π
4
i

√
3e

3π
4
i 2 2e−

π
3
i 2

√
3e

11π
12
i

Table C.4: Idempotent table (block 2) for |su(2)4|.

T 1
1 ,0 T 1/2

1 ,1/2 T 3/2
1 ,1/2 T 0

1 ,1 T 1
1 ,1 T 2

1 ,1 T 1/2
1 ,3/2 T 3/2

1 ,3/2 T 1
1 ,2 T 2

2 ,0 T 3/2
2 ,1/2 T 1

2 ,1 T 1/2
2 ,3/2 T 0

2 ,2

P 1 ,0 2e−
2π
3
i
√

3e
2π
3
i
√

3e−
5π
6
i 1 2e

2π
3
i −1

√
3e

π
6
i

√
3e

2π
3
i 2e

π
3
i

P 2 ,1 2e
2π
3
i

√
3e

π
3
i

√
3e−

π
6
i 1 2e−

2π
3
i −1

√
3e

5π
6
i

√
3e

2π
3
i 2e−

π
3
i

P 0 ,1 2e
2π
3
i
√

3e−
2π
3
i
√

3e
5π
6
i 1 2e−

2π
3
i −1

√
3e−

π
6
i
√

3e−
2π
3
i 2e−

π
3
i

P 1 ,2 2e−
2π
3
i
√

3e−
π
3
i

√
3e

π
6
i 1 2e

2π
3
i −1

√
3e−

5π
6
i
√

3e−
2π
3
i 2e

π
3
i

P 3/2 ,1/2 −3 3
2

√
3e

π
2
i 3

2e
π
2
i 3

2
3
2

3
2e

π
2
i 3

2

√
3e−

π
2
i −3 −3 3e

π
2 3e

π
2 3

P 1/2 ,3/2 −3 3
2

√
3e−

π
2
i 3

2e
−π

2
i 3

2
3
2

3
2e
−π

2
i 3

2

√
3e

π
2
i −3 −3 3e−

π
2 3e−

π
2 3

Table C.5: Idempotent table (block 3) for |su(2)4|.

T 3/2
3/2 ,0 T 1

3/2 ,1/2 T 2
3/2 ,1/2 T 1/2

3/2 ,1 T 3/2
3/2 ,1 T 0

3/2 ,3/2 T 1
3/2 ,3/2 T 1/2

3/2 ,2 T 2
2 ,0 T 3/2

2 ,1/2 T 1
2 ,1 T 1/2

2 ,3/2 T 0
2 ,2

P 2 ,1/2
√

3e−
3π
4
i 2e

5π
6
i e

π
2
i

√
3e

5π
12
i
√

3e−
π
12
i 1 2e−

2π
3
i

√
3e

3π
4
i

P 1/2 ,2
√

3e
3π
4
i 2e−

5π
6
i e−

π
2
i

√
3e−

5π
12
i
√

3e
π
12
i 1 2e

2π
3
i

√
3e−

3π
4
i

P 0 ,3/2
√

3e
π
4
i 2e

5π
6
i e

π
2
i

√
3e−

7π
12
i
√

3e
11π
12
i 1 2e−

2π
3
i
√

3e−
π
4
i

P 3/2 ,0
√

3e−
π
4
i 2e−

5π
6
i e−

π
2
i

√
3e

7π
12
i
√

3e−
11π
12
i 1 2e

2π
3
i

√
3e

π
4
i

P 2 ,0 1
√

3e−
π
2 −2

√
3e

π
2 1

P 0 ,2 1
√

3e
π
2 −2

√
3e−

π
2 1

Table C.6: Idempotent table (block 4) for |su(2)4|.
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T A+

A+,A+ T σ+

A+,σ+ T B+

A+,B+ T C+

A+,C+ T A−A+,A− T σ−A+,σ− T B−A+,B− T C−A+,C−

P 0 ,0 1
√

3 1 1 1
√

3 1 1

P 2 ,0 1
√

3 1 1 −1 −
√

3 −1 −1

P 0 ,2 1 −
√

3 1 1 −1
√

3 −1 −1

P 2 ,2 1 −
√

3 1 1 1 −
√

3 1 1

P 1 ,1 8 −4 −4

Table C.7: Idempotent table (block 1) for CS3 .

T σ+

σ+,A+ T A+

σ+,σ+ T B+

σ+,σ+ T C+

σ+,σ+ T σ+

σ+,B+ T σ+

σ+,C+ T σ−σ+,A− T A−σ+,σ− T B−σ+,σ− T C−σ+,σ− T σ−σ+,B− T σ−σ+,C−

P 2 ,1/2
√

3e−
3π
4
i 1 e−

2π
3
i e−

2π
3
i
√

3e−
π
12
i
√

3e−
π
12
i
√

3e
7π
12
i −1 e

π
3
i e

π
3
i

√
3e−

3π
4
i
√

3e−
3π
4
i

P 0 ,3/2
√

3e
π
4
i 1 e−

2π
3
i e−

2π
3
i

√
3e

11π
12
i

√
3e

11π
12
i
√

3e−
5π
12
i −1 e

π
3
i e

π
3
i

√
3e

π
4
i

√
3e

π
4
i

P 0 ,1/2
√

3e−
3π
4
i 1 e−

2π
3
i e−

2π
3
i
√

3e−
π
12
i
√

3e−
π
12
i
√

3e−
5π
12
i 1 e−

2π
3
i e−

2π
3
i

√
3e

π
4
i

√
3e

π
4
i

P 2 ,3/2
√

3e
π
4
i 1 e−

2π
3
i e−

2π
3
i

√
3e

11π
12
i

√
3e

11π
12
i

√
3e

7π
12
i 1 e−

2π
3
i e−

2π
3
i
√

3e−
3π
4
i
√

3e−
3π
4
i

P 1 ,3/2 4
√

3e−
5π
12
i 4 2e

π
3
i 2e

π
3
i 2

√
3e−

3π
4
i 2
√

3e−
3π
4
i

P 1 ,1/2 4
√

3e
7π
12
i 4 2e

π
3
i 2e

π
3
i 2

√
3e

π
4
i 2

√
3e

π
4
i

Table C.8: Idempotent table (block 2) for CS3 .

T C+

B+,A+ T σ+

B+,σ+ T A+

B+,B+ T B+

B+,C+ T σ−B+,σ− T B+

C+,A+ T σ+

C+,σ+ T C+

C+,B+ T A+

C+,C+ T σ−C+,σ−

P 1 ,1 4 4 4 4 4 4

P 2 ,1 2e
2π
3
i 2 2e−

2π
3
i 2

√
3e

π
3
i 2e

2π
3
i 2e−

2π
3
i 2 2

√
3e

π
3
i

P 1 ,2 2e−
2π
3
i 2

√
3e−

π
3
i 2 2e

2π
3
i 2e−

2π
3
i 2

√
3e−

π
3
i 2e

2π
3
i 2

P 1 ,0 2e−
2π
3
i 2

√
3e

2π
3
i 2 2e

2π
3
i 2e−

2π
3
i 2

√
3e

2π
3
i 2e

2π
3
i 2

P 0 ,1 2e
2π
3
i 2 2e−

2π
3
i 2

√
3e−2π

3
i 2e

2π
3
i 2e−

2π
3
i 2 2

√
3e−

2π
3
i

Table C.9: Idempotent table (block 3) for CS3 .

T A−A−,A+ T σ−A−,σ+ T A+

A−,A− T σ+

A−,σ− T B−B−,A+ T σ−B−,σ+ T σ+

B−,σ− T A+

B−,B− T C−C−,A+ T σ−C−,σ+ T σ+

C−,σ− T A+

C−,C−

P 1/2 ,1/2 3 3 3 3 3 3e
π
3
i 3e

2π
3
i 3 3 3e

π
3
i 3e

2π
3
i 3

P 3/2 ,3/2 3 −3 3 −3 3 3e−
2π
3
i 3e−

π
3
i 3 3 3e−

2π
3
i 3e−

π
3
i 3

P 1/2 ,3/2 −3 3 3 −3 −3 3e
π
3
i 3e−

π
3
i 3 −3 3e

π
3
i 3e−

2π
3
i 3

P 3/2 ,1/2 −3 −3 3 3 −3 3e−
2π
3
i 3e

2π
3
i 3 −3 3e−

2π
3
i 3e

2π
3
i 3

Table C.10: Idempotent table (block 4) for CS3 .
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3e

π
12
i

√
3e

π
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3e
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i e
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4
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√
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Table C.11: Idempotent table (block 5) for CS3 .
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