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Abstract

We consider massless Majorana fermion systems with G = ZN , SO(N), and O(N) sym-
metry in one-dimensional spacetime. In these theories, phase ambiguities of the partition
functions are given as the exponential of the η-invariant of the Dirac operators in two dimen-
sions, which is a bordism invariant. We construct sufficient numbers of bordism invariants to
detect all bordism classes. Then, we classify global anomalies by calculating the η-invariant
of these bordism classes.
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1 Introduction

Gauge anomalies must be canceled totally for the consistency of a matter theory. The partition

function of a theory defines a homomorphism from an anomalous transformation to an element

of U(1). Then, anomalous gauge transformations are classified as an element of the abelian

group.

By the idea of the anomaly inflow [1–5], an anomaly of a matter theory in d-dimensional

spacetime is related to a (d+ 1)-dimensional matter theory. For example, perturbative fermion

anomaly in d-dimensional spacetime is related to a Chern-Simons functional on a (d + 1)-

dimensional manifold. The original d-dimensional theory lives on the boundary. There also exist
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global gauge anomalies, which were first found in [6] for a four-dimensional theory with a symme-

try of SU(2). Then, global anomalies in d-dimensional spacetime are the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer

(APS) η-invariant [7–9] on mapping tori [10]. The mapping torus of a gauge transformation is a

(d+1)-dimensional manifold determined by the product of the original d-dimensional spacetime

and S1, where the transition function along S1 direction is the original gauge transformation.

From the Dai-Freed theorem [11–13], the phase of the partition function of a massless chiral

fermion or Majorana fermions on a d-dimensional spacetime X is equivalent to the path integral

over a massive fermion system on (d+1)-dimensional manifold Y whose boundary theory is the

original theory on the d-dimensional manifold X [14]. In this viewpoint, the partition function

of a theory is manifestly gauge-invariant, but the partition function depends on the choice of the

bulk spacetime. Then, global anomalies for a massless chiral or Majorana fermion in d dimensions

are the path integrals over the difference of two bulk spacetimes. In particular, the mapping

torus anomalies in [10] are interpreted as the difference between two different bulk spacetimes.

This idea can be applied to topological quantum field theories (TQFTs) [15]. Anomalies in

d-dimensional TQFT and its relations to (d + 1)-dimensional symmetry-protected topological

(SPT) phases or (d + 1)-dimensional bordism invariants have been studied in [13, 16–25]. For

each (d+1)-dimensional bordism invariant, there exists essentially unique d-dimensional TQFT

whose partition function is determined by the bordism invariant [26–28]. The relation between

TQFTs and anomalies was studied in [29,30].

In this paper, we study global anomalies for massless Majorana fermion. We first review the

anomaly inflow for the massless Dirac fermion system in d-dimensional manifold X [14]. The

partition function is defined as the path integral over the massive Dirac fermion on (d + 1)-

dimensional manifold which satisfy ∂Y = X [12–14]:

Sd+1 =

∫

Y
dd+1x

√
gψ†i(6D +m)ψ. (1.1)

Where the 6D := γµDµ are the Dirac operator on Y , γµ is the gamma matrices along the µ

direction, and the boundary condition for the bulk fermion is the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer (APS)

boundary condition [14]:

L : (1− γd+1)ψ|X = 0. (1.2)

The path integral over Y is given by

Zc(Y ) =

∫

Y
Dψe−Sd+1 = det(i 6D + im) =

∏

j

(λj + im). (1.3)

Here, we labelled the eigenvalues of D := i 6D as λi. In the Euclidian theory with real symmetry

group G, we cannot determine the complex conjugate of ψ. There exists an antilinear operation

C on spinor which commutes with the Dirac operator D and satisfies C2 = −1 (See [10], or

section 2.2 and Appendix B in [13]). Then, pseudoreal fermions ψ and Cψ are independent for

any fermions ψ. This causes the doubling of the spectrum of the Dirac operator (λi, λi). In

the case d + 1 = 2, we choose C as C := ∗σ2 (σ2 is the Pauli matrix). The case d + 1 is odd,

the chirality operation ψ → γd+2ψ also gives a paring (λi,−λi) for any non-zero eigenvalues.
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The partition function of a Majorana fermion on d-dimensional spacetime X is given by only

the contribution from one of the mode of each pairs (λi, λi) [13, 14]. If we regularize this path

integral by the Pauli-Villars method, the partition function can be written by the η-invariant of

the Dirac operator:

ZM (Y ) =
∏

j

′λj + im

λj − im
= exp(iπη)|ZM |. (1.4)

Where
∏

j
′ is the product of λi from each pair (λi, λi), and the η-invariant is determined by the

eigenvalues of the Dirac operator λi [7]:

η :=
1

2
lims→+0

∑

j

sign(λj)e
−s|λj |, sign(λ) :=











1 λ ≥ 0,

−1 λ < 0.

(1.5)

The partition function eq.(1.4) depends on the choice of the bulk spacetime, and therefore the

global anomalies are interpreted as the ambiguities of the bulk spacetime choice. The difference

between two partition functions corresponding to two bulk spacetimes Y1 and Y2 is

ZM (Y1)

ZM (Y2)
=

exp(πiη(Y1))

exp(πiη(Y2))
= exp(πiη(Y1 ∪ Y 2)). (1.6)

Here, ∪ is the connected sum of the two manifolds, and Y is the orientation reversing of a

manifold Y . The last equality is satisfied by the Dai-Freed theorem [12]. If two bulk spacetimes

Y1 and Y2 satisfy Y1 ∪ Y 2 = ∂Z, where the spin structures and G-bundles over Y1 and Y 2 are

extended to a (d+ 2)-dimensional manifold Z, and assume that the perturbative anomalies are

cancelled, we find that exp(πiη(Y1 ∪ Y 2)) is trivial by the APS index theorem [7–9]:

ind(i 6DZ) =
η(Y1 ∪ Y 2)

2
. (1.7)

Combining eq.(1.6) and eq.(1.7), exp(iπη) is a well-defined group homomorphism from ΩSpin
d+1 (BG)

to U(1):

η[G] := exp(πiη) : ΩSpin
d+1 (BG)→ U(1), Y → exp(πiη(Y )). (1.8)

Because all non-zero eigenvalues make quartettes (λ, λ,−λ,−λ), only zero-modes contribute to

exp(iπη):

exp(iπη(Y )) = (−1)NY /2. (1.9)

Here, NY is the number of the zero-modes of the Dirac operator on Y . The η-invariants η[G]

were studied in many cases. In the cases G = ZN and twisted spin-ZN in d = 4 dimensions

were studied in [31]. The Standard Model and the SU(5) and Spin(10) GUTs were considered

in [32]. In those cases, the five-dimensional bordism groups are spanned by five-dimensional lens

spaces. Then, global anomalies are calculated by using the formula of the η-invariant on lens
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spaces which are given in [33], and the Atiyah-Hirzebruch spectral sequence [34]. The cases two-

dimensional bulk spacetimes without additional internal symmetries are considered in [21,35–41].

In the case of two-dimensional spacetime, it was done for some symmetry groups [42].

The motivation of this paper is to determine the range of the global anomalies. In this paper,

we will focus on the massless Majorana fermion system with a symmetry G = ZN , SO(N), O(N)

in one dimension. In one-dimensional case, eq.(1.7) is satisfied, and thus eq.(1.8) is well-defined.

Therefore, to classify global anomalies by the values of global anomalies, we should find all

bordism classes, and calculate exp(iπη) for each bordism classes.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we will first discuss global anoma-

lies by acting a symmetry transformation on the one-dimensional Hilbert space and explain the

relation with global anomalies determined by the mapping tori by the idea of [6]. In section 3,

we will construct a bordism invariant which is common for any symmetry group. In section 4,

section 5, and section 6, we will construct some bordism invariants for each symmetry group

G = Zn, SO(n), O(n), and obtain all bordism classes. We will also obtain global anomalies for

all bordism classes. In Appendix A, we will show the explicit calculation of the bordism group

based on [32] and [43]. In Appendix B, we will write down the calculation of the zero-modes

on an O(2)-spin bundle. In Appendix C, we will calculate the Stiefel-Whitney class that is a

bordism invariant in the case G = O(N).

2 Old Viewpoint of Global Anomalies

In this section, we will discuss global anomalies in the old viewpoint. This section is the review

of [14, 44]. Let us consider massless Majorana fermion χ := {χa}a=1,2 with a symmetry G =

ZN ⊂ SO(2), SO(N), or O(N) (χa ∈ R is a symmetry group G component of the Majorana

fermion):

S =

∫

dx χai(∂x +A(x))abχ
b. (2.1)

We will first calculate the global anomalies by acting on generators of the gauge symmetries on

the Hilbert space, and confirm that these global anomalies are equivalent to the global anomalies

determined by the mapping tori in the viewpoint of [6].

2.1 The case G = SO(2n)

We will first determine the global anomalies in the case G = SO(2n). In the canonical quan-

tization of a fermion χa, we obtain an algebra over C generated by {χa}a=1,...,2n which satsify

{χa, χb} = δab. If we define

ψA± :=
1√
2
(χ2A−1 ± iχ2A), A = 1, . . . , n, (2.2)

the anti-commutation relation becomes

{ψA+, ψB−} = δA,B , {ψA±, ψB±} = 0, A,B = 1, · · · , n. (2.3)
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We denote by |0〉 the vacuum of the Hilbert space that satisfies ψA− |0〉 = 0. One of the bases of

the Hilbert space H is as follows:

H := {ψA1
+ . . . ψ

Ap

+ |0〉}p=0,1,...,n. (2.4)

The basis of the dual of the Hilbert space are 〈0|ψA1
− . . . ψ

Ap

− , where p = 0, . . . , n, and 〈0| is the
dual of the vacuum |0〉, i.e. 〈0|0〉 = 1.

Since holonomy of the SO(2n)-bundle must be inserted into the partition function, we should

first discuss the operation of the SO(2n) symmetry on the Hilbert space. The SO(2n) generators

act on the Hilbert space as

Qab := iχaχb = −Qba, a 6= b. (2.5)

We consider the case that the SO(2n) holonomy is given as a maximal torus:

g(α1, . . . , αn) :=















D(α1)

. . .

D(αn)















, D(θ) :=







cos θ sin θ

− sin θ cos θ






. (2.6)

A maximal torus g(α1, . . . , αn) ∈ SO(2n) act on the Hilbert space as follows:

g(α1, . . . , αn) |ψ〉 =exp(α1Q12) . . . exp(αnQN−1,N ) |ψ〉 , ∀ |ψ〉 ∈ H

=
∏

A

exp

(

iαA(ψ
A
+ψ

A
− −

1

2
)

)

|ψ〉 = exp

{

i
∑

A

αA

(

ψA+ψ
A
− −

1

2

)

}

|ψ〉 . (2.7)

In the same way, we obtain

〈ψ| {g(α1, . . . , αn)}† = 〈ψ| exp
{

−i
∑

A

αA

(

ψA+ψ
A
− −

1

2

)

}

. (2.8)

Therefore, if the spin structure is periodic, the partition function becomes

Z = TrH (−1)F g(α1, . . . , αn) = e−
i
2

∑
A αA

∏

A

(1− eiαA) =
∏

A

sin(αA/2). (2.9)

If the spin structure is anti-periodic, the partition function is

Z = TrH g(α1, . . . , αn) = e−
i
2

∑
A αA

∏

A

(1 + eiαA) =
∏

A

cos(αA/2). (2.10)

Now we discuss global anomalies. In the following, we only consider the case that the spin

structure is periodic, but we can also discuss in the case that the spin structure is anti-periodic

in the same way. If the spin structure is periodic, a gauge symmetry h : S1 → SO(N) transform

the partition function as

Z = TrH (−1)F g(α1, . . . , αn)→ TrhH (−1)F g(α1, . . . , αn). (2.11)
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Here, we denote byH the original basis of the Hilbert space, and also denote by hH the basis after

transformed by h : S1 → SO(2n). By using eq.(2.7) and eq.(2.8), a symmetry transformation

h = g(β1, . . . , βn) act on states ψA1
+ . . . ψ

Ap

+ |0, x〉 and 〈0, x|ψA1
− . . . ψ

Ap

− at a time x ∈ S1 as

follows:

ψA1
+ . . . ψ

Ap

+ |0, x〉 →e−
i
2

∑
A βA(x)

p
∏

j=1

e
iβAj

(x)
ψA1
+ . . . ψ

Ap

+ |0, x〉 , (2.12)

〈0, x|ψA1
− . . . ψ

Ap

− →e
i
2

∑
A βA(x)

p
∏

j=1

e
−iβAj

(x) 〈0, x|ψA1
− . . . ψ

Ap

− . (2.13)

We find that anomaly of a symmetry h = g(β1, . . . , βn) is (−1)
∑

ANA , by substituting x = 0

and x = 2π into (2.12) and (2.13), where NA ∈ Z is the winding number of βA. By this gauge

transformation, each αA in eq.(2.9) or eq.(2.10) is shifted as αA → αA + 2πNA. This shift

does not change the boundary condition of the fermion, but the phase of the partition function

may change if
∑

ANA is odd. If the spin structure is anti-periodic, this S1 spacetime can be

a boundary of some two-dimensional manifold, and thus we can capture this global anomaly

by the anomaly inflow. However, if the spin structure on a S1 is periodic, this S1 cannot be a

boundary of any two-dimensional manifolds. But if we consider two such S1, the combination

of these two S1 can be a boundary of a two-dimensional manifold. Thus, we can discuss this

type of global anomaly by the anomaly inflow also in the case that the spin structure on S1 is

periodic.

In the case G = SO(2), we can add a counter term, which is given as

∆Γ :=

∫

dx a(x), (2.14)

where the gauge field A(x) is

A(x) = a(x)







0 −1

1 0






. (2.15)

This counter term is changed by a gauge transformation h = g(β(x)) as ∆Γ → ∆Γ + 2πNβ,

where Nβ ∈ Z is the winding number. Therefore, we can eliminate gauge anomalies by adding

this counter term in the case G = SO(2). Then, if we embed ZN ⊂ SO(2) and consider the

gauge symmetry G = ZN , the ZN symmetry also does not have global anomalies up to adding

a counter term.

In the case that the spin structure is periodic, we cannot determine the overall sign of non-

zero path integral. In this case, each {χa}a=1,··· ,2n has a zero-mode. We denote these zero-modes

as {χa0}a=1,··· ,2n. Minimal non-zero path integral is given by inserting all zero-modes:

Tr(−1)Fχ1
0 · · ·χ2n

0 . (2.16)

However, the sign of this path integral depends on the ordering of these zero-modes χk0 . This

ambiguity does not relate to global anomalies of symmetry transformations. But, this type of
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global anomaly also is interpreted in the viewpoint of the η-invariant. If we consider two such

S1, the combination of these two S1 can be a boundary of a two-dimensional manifold. Since

each S1 is not a boundary, we cannot determine the sign of Tr(−1)FU , where U is the SO(2n)

holonomy on the S1.

2.2 The case G = SO(2n+ 1)

Next we consider the case G = SO(2n + 1). By the canonical quantization, we obtain an

algebra over C which is generated by {χa}a=1,...,2n+1 that satisfy {χa, χb} = δab. We introduce

ψA± as eq.(2.2). The Hilbert space is constructed by acting ψA+’s on the vacuum |0〉, where the

vacuum is eliminated by ψA− |0〉 = 0. Another operator χ2n+1 should act on the vacuum as

χ2n+1 |0〉 = ± |0〉. Here, we denote by |0〉± these vacua χ2n+1 |0〉± = ± |0〉±. (For example,

in the case n = 1, if we assume χ |0〉 is independent of |0〉, and if we add the same system,

the Hilbert space is three dimensions. This contradicts the fact that the dimension of Hilbert

space of G = SO(2) is two. Thus, we should define χ |0〉 = ± |0〉). Therefore, in the case

G = SO(2n+ 1), there are two different Hilbert spaces.

If the spin structure is anti-periodic, the fermion number operator (−1)F is inserted into

the partition function. Since the fermion number operator exchange these two different Hilbert

space by the anti-commuting relation {(−1)F , χ2n+1} = 0, the partition function is defined by

using both two different Hilbert spaces. We can define trace in the definition of the partition

function by an isomorphism between two different Hilbert spaces, which relate ψA1
+ . . . ψ

Ap

+ |0〉+
and ψA1

+ . . . ψ
Ap

+ |0〉−.
Now we discuss global anomalies. In this case, there are global anomalies of the symmetry

G = SO(2n + 1) as same as global anomalies discussed in the case G = SO(2n). However,

there is another type of anomaly that appears in the case that is related to the existence of odd

numbers of zero-modes. If the spin structure is periodic, non-zero path integral must include all

2n+ 1 zero-modes:

Tr(−1)Fχ1
0 · · ·χ2n+1

0 . (2.17)

Since this path integral includes odd numbers of zero-modes, this path integral changes the sign

under the action of (−1)F . As we explained in section 2.1, such a S1 cannot be a boundary

of any two-dimensional manifold, but if we consider two such a S1, these combination becomes

a boundary of a two-dimensional manifold. Thus, we can treat this global anomaly by the

Dai-Freed description.

2.3 The case G = O(N)

Let us consider the case G = O(N). If the transition function of the O(N)-bundle valued in

SO(N), the partition function is given by eq.(2.9) or eq.(2.10). But there is another case that

the transition function of the O(N)-bundle is as the form T g(α1, . . . , α[N/2]), where T is the

projective representation of an element diag(−1, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ O(N) on the Hilbert space. Because,

the SO(N) ⊂ O(N) part act on the Hilbert space by the spinor representation, we find that
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T 2 = ±1. If we denote by Lab the generator of SO(N) that rotate (a, b)-plane, we obtain

diag(−1, 1, . . . , 1)L1b =− L1bdiag(−1, 1, . . . , 1),
diag(−1, 1, . . . , 1)Lab =Labdiag(−1, 1, . . . , 1), a, b 6= 1. (2.18)

We determine commutation relations of T and the SO(N) generators Qab := iχaχb = −Qba as

{T,Q1,b} = 0 and [T,Qab] = 0, a, b 6= 1, and commute with the Hamiltonian [T,H] = 0. Then,

T is a linear operator and satisfies Tχa = (−1)δa,1χaT , a = 1, . . . , [N/2], and we find

Tψ1
± = −ψ1

∓T, TψA≥2
± = ψA≥2

± T. (2.19)

If the operator T is well-defined on the Hilbert space, a state T |0〉 is expanded as follows:

T |0〉 = α |0〉+ αAψ
A
+ |0〉+ . . . + α1,2,...,nψ

1
+ . . . ψ

n
+ |0〉 . (2.20)

If we act ψA≥2
− or ψ1

+ on this expansion, we obtain

0 =TψA≥2
− |0〉 = ψA≥2

− T |0〉 =
∑

β1,...,βj

αβ1...βjψ
A≥2
− ψβ1+ . . . ψ

βj
+ |0〉 ,

0 =Tψ1
− |0〉 = ψ1

+T |0〉 =
∑

β1,...,βj

αβ1...βjψ
1
+ψ

β1
+ . . . ψ

βj
+ |0〉 , (2.21)

and we find

T |0〉 =βψ1
+ |0〉 , β = ±1,±i,

TψA1
+ . . . ψ

Ap

+ |0〉 =β(−1)
∑p

j=1 δ1,AjψA1

(−1)
δ1,A1

. . . ψ
Ap

(−1)
δ1,Ap

ψ1
+ |0〉 . (2.22)

Then, we find T 2 = +1 if β = ±1, and T 2 = −1 if β = ±i.
There are global anomalies discussed in the case G = SO(N). There exist other types

of global anomalies related to the operation T . The operator T satisfies the following anti-

commutation relation:

{T, (−1)F } =0. (2.23)

Since the operator (−1)F is inserted into the partition function if the spin structure is periodic, T

transformation changes the phase of the partition function. If the spin structure is anti-periodic,

the T operation does change the phase of the partition function.

There is also another type of global anomaly. If we consider a S1 whose spin structure is

anti-periodic, and O(N) transition function is given by diag(−1, 1, · · · , 1), χ1 has a zero-mode,

but χk=2,··· ,N do not have zero-modes. Thus, we obtain a global anomaly of the symmetry (−1)F
which was already discussed in section 2.2. This global anomaly is a mixed anomaly between

spin and O(N) symmetry.
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2.4 Relation to Mapping Torus

We considered global anomalies by the action of symmetries on the Hilbert spaces and confirmed

that these global anomalies can be captured by the anomaly inflow based on [14, 44]. In the

following, we will explain that the global anomalies are given by the η-invariant on the mapping

torus in the case G = SO(2). We can generalize this result also in the case G = SO(N) where

the gauge transformation is valued in the maximal tori.

Let us consider global SO(2) gauge transformation h(x) = g(β(x)) and the corresponding

mapping torusMh. To obtain the η-invariant on the mapping torus, we will consider the number

of zero-modes on the mapping torus. The Dirac operator on the mapping torus Mh is given as

6DMh
= σ2∂t + σ1(∂x +A(x, t)), A(x, t) = t∂xβ(x)







0 −1

1 0






, (2.24)

where σ1, σ2 are the Pauli matrices, which are defined by

σ1 =







0 1

1 0






, σ2 =







0 −i

i 0






, σ3 =







1 0

0 1






. (2.25)

We denote by Φ0(x, t) a zero-mode on the mapping torus:

∂tΦ0(x, t) =iσ3(∂x +A(x, t))Φ0(x, t). (2.26)

At each slice of t, we can interpret fermions as fermions on S1. We denote by χj=1,2(x, t) the two

SO(2) components of a fermion χ(x, t) on S1 whose gauge field is given as A(x, t). These two

components satisfy periodic or anti-periodic conditions along the x-direction that is determined

by the spin structure ν = 0, 1. We should also fix the boundary condition along the t-direction.

We impose the following boundary condition along the t-direction:

χ1(x, 1) ± iχ2(x, 1) =e∓i{β(x)−Nβx} {χ1(x, 0) ± iχ2(x, 0)
}

,

χ1(2π, t) ± iχ2(2π, t) =(−1)ν
{

χ1(0, t)± iχ2(0, t)
}

. (2.27)

Here, Nβ is the winding number of β(x). By using this notation, iDt = i(∂x + A(x, t)) act on

the fermion as

iDtχ(x, t) = i







∂x + itβ′(x) 0

0 ∂x − itβ′(x)













1√
2

{

χ1(x, t) + iχ2(x, t)
}

1√
2

{

χ1(x, t)− iχ2(x, t)
}






. (2.28)

Then, the eigenvalues of iDt are labelled as λ±n (t) = n+ν/2±Nβt, n ∈ Z, and the corresponding
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eigenmode χn,±(x, t) is given as follows:

χn,±(x, t) =
1√
4π
e±i{β(x)−Nβx}te−i(n+ν/2)x







1

±i






,

∫ 2π

0
dxχ†

n,±(x, t)χm,±(x, t) =δn,m,
∫ 2π

0
dxχ†

n,±(x, t)χm,∓(x, t) = 0. (2.29)

We also define Ψn,±(x, t) := (χn,±(x, t), 0) and Ψ̃n,±(x)) := (0, χn,±(x, t)). Any zero-modes on

the mapping torus are as follows:

Φ0(x, t) =
∑

n

{

a+n (t)Ψn,+(x, t) + a−n (t)Ψn,−(x, t) + b+n (t)Ψ̃n,+(x, t) + b−n (t)Ψ̃n,−(x, t)
}

. (2.30)

If we substitute eq.(2.30) into eq.(2.26), we obtain

{

∂t −
(

n+
ν

2
±Nβt

)

σ3

}

φ±n (t) = ±i
{

1

2π

∫

dxβ(x)− πNβ

}

φ±n (t), φ±n (t) := (a±n (t), b
±
n (t)).

(2.31)

Furthermore, since Φ0(x, 1) = h(x)Φ0(x, 0), we find

a±n (1) = a±n±Nβ
(0), b±n (1) = b±n±Nβ

(0). (2.32)

Since a fermion is a section of the SO(2) and Spin(2) = U(1)-bundle, we find that the freedom of

the zero-modes is determined by {a±n (t)}. Therefore, by solving eq.(2.31) and eq.(2.32), we find

that there are 2Nβ zero modes on the mapping torus, and thus we find that η[SO(2)] = (−1)Nβ .

We also find that 2Nβ eigenvalues across the zero eigenvalues by the change of t : 0 → 1,

which phenomenon is called the spectral flow. We can interpret the spectral flow in the viewpoint

of the global anomalies studied in the old viewpoint. Let us assume that the spin structure is

periodic. (We can consider the case that the spin structure is anti-periodic in the same way). By

a gauge transformation h = g(β(x)), we find that each eigenvalues are changed as n→ n±Nβ.

Any Majorana fermion on S1 is spanned by

χ̃n(x, t) := χn,+(x, t) + χ−n,−(x, t), n ∈ Z. (2.33)

The basis of the Majorana fermion also changed by t : 0 → 1 as χ̃n → χ̃n+Nβ
. Then, the

order of the modes in the path integral is changed by this transformation. If we denote by

(n+Nβt, n−Nβt) the eigenvalues of (χn,+(x, t), χ−n,−(x, t)), this set is changed as

(n,−n)→ (n+Nβ,−n−Nβ). (2.34)

Here, we identify (n,−n) and (−n, n). Thus, the ordering of the modes is changed by this

permutation eq.(2.34). Since the sign of this cyclic permutation of the fermions is equivalent

to (−1)Nβ , we can find that the global anomaly of the gauge transformation h = g(β(x))

is equivalent to (−1)Nβ if the spin structure is periodic. We can also verify that the global
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anomaly of the gauge transformation h = g(β(x)) is equivalent to (−1)Nβ if the spin structure is

anti-periodic. We can also discuss global anomalies of an SO(N) transformation which is valued

in the maximal torus in the same way.

In the case G = SO(2n+ 1), there is also a global anomaly of (−1)F if the spin structure is

periodic (See section 2.2). We can construct the mapping torus of a transformation (−1)F that is

determined as the product of x ∈ S1 and t ∈ [0, 1] interval, where SO(2n+1) partition function

on S1 is trivial, and fermions on the mapping torus satisfies Ψ(x, 1) = −Ψ(x, 0). We find that

the η-invariant on the mapping torus is given as η[SO(2n + 1)] = −1. This is equivalent to

the fact that the number of eigenmodes on S1 that pass through the zero-modes is two. Then,

we can interpret the spectral flow as the global anomaly of the transformation (−1)F in the

same way as the case G = SO(2). In the same way, we can verify that the global anomalies

of the transformations (−1)F and T explained in section 2.3 are given by the η-invariant on

the mapping tori. However, we can not capture the global anomaly that is not related to a

transformation (See section 2.1) by the mapping torus.

3 Bordism Invariant: ΩSpin
2 (BG)→ ΩSpin

2 (pt)→ U(1)

In the following, we will study the range of global anomalies in the cases G = ZN , SO(N), and

O(N) in the description of the Dai-Freed theorem. For this purpose, we will first construct the

sufficient number of bordism invariants in the cases G = ZN , SO(N), and O(N). In this section,

we will construct a bordism invariant which is common for any gauge group.

Let us first recall that the forgetful map of a G-bundle is well-defined and surjective for all

symmetry groups G [43]:

Φpt : ΩSpin
d (BG)→ ΩSpin

d (pt). (3.1)

The continuous function from BG to a point π : BG→ {pt} introduces a group homomorphism

π∗ : ΩSpin
d (BG) → ΩSpin

d (pt). The inclusion i : {pt} → BG also induce a homomorphism

i∗ : Ω
Spin
d (pt)→ ΩSpin

d (BG). From π ◦ i = id, these induced homomorphisms satisfy π∗ ◦ i∗ = id,

which means π∗ is surjective. We obtain an exact sequence:

0→ ker π∗
h−→ ΩSpin

d (BG)
π∗−→ ΩSpin

d (pt)→ 0. (3.2)

Then, the bordism group can be divided into

ΩSpin
d (BG) ≃ ΩSpin

d (pt)⊕ ker π∗. (3.3)

This surjection π∗ is the forgetful map Φpt in eq.(3.1). Here, Ω̃Spin
d (BG) := ker Φpt = ker π∗ is

called the reduced bordism group.

We now construct a bordism invariant as a composition of eq.(3.1) and a non-trivial bordism

invariant of ΩSpin
d (pt). In the case d = 2, we can choose the η-invariant η[pt] in eq.(1.8) as a

non-trivial element of the bordism group ΩSpin
2 (pt): 2

η[pt] ◦ Φpt : ΩSpin
2 (BG)→ U(1), [M(s, g)]→ exp {iπη[pt] ◦ Φpt(M [s, g])} . (3.4)

2Because ΩSpin
2 (pt) = Z2, there is a unique non-trivial bordism invariant for d = 2, this η[pt] is equivalent to

the Arf-invariant [36], [37].
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Here, we denote by M(s, g) a manifold whose spin structure and G-bundle correspond to the

classifying maps s and g (See section 8.6 in [43]), and denote by [M(s, g)] the corresponding

element of ΩSpin
2 (BG). In particular, we will calculate η[pt] on a torus x ∼ x+ Lx, y ∼ y + Ly

with a spin structure. A fermion on the torus satisfies the following conditions:

ψ(x+ Lx, y) = (−1)ν1ψ(x, y), ψ(x, y + Ly) = (−1)ν2ψ(x, y). (3.5)

Here, the parameters ν1, ν2 = 0, 1 determine the spin structure. There exist no zero-modes if

the spin structure (ν1, ν2) is not periodic-periodic, and exists a zero-mode if (ν1, ν2) is periodic-

periodic. By using the formula (1.9), η[pt] is given as follows:

η[pt] =











−1 (ν1, ν2) = (0, 0),

1 otherwise.

(3.6)

We obtain η[pt] ◦Φpt = +1 for a torus whose spin structure is not periodic-periodic, and η[pt] ◦
Φpt = −1 for a torrus whose spin structure is periodic-periodic.

We will construct other bordism invariants to find all bordism classes. In the following, we

will construct a sufficient number of bordism invariants in the cases G = Zn, SO(n), and O(n).

4 The case G = ZN

We will determine the range of global anomalies in the case G = ZN . The bordism groups are

given as ΩSpin
2 (BZ2n+1) = Z2 and ΩSpin

2 (BZ2n) = Z2 ⊕ Z2, where computation can be found

in Appendix A. To determine the range of global anomalies, we will consider G = Z2n+1 and

G = Z2n separately.

The case N = 2n + 1

In the case of a massless Weyl fermion with a symmetry group G = Z2n+1 ⊂ SO(2) in one

dimension, the phase of the partition function is given by eq.(1.4). Global anomalies are given

as eq.(1.8). By using the bordism invariant η[pt] ◦ Φpt, a torus with a periodic-periodic spin

structure and a torus with a spin structure that is not periodic-periodic are not bordant. Since

ΩSpin
2 (BZ2n+1) = Z2, we find that tori span all bordism classes.

We will calculate η[Z2n+1], which was defined in eq.(1.8). The Dirac operator on a torus

x ∼ x+ Lx and y ∼ y + Ly with a spin structure and a Z2n+1-bundle is given as

i 6D = i(σ1∂1 + σ2∂2) =







0 i∂x + ∂y

i∂x − ∂y 0






. (4.1)

Here, σ1 and σ2 are the Pauli matrices. We embed Z2n+1 ⊂ SO(2) and write the SO(2)

components of the fermion as ψi, i = 1, 2, and introduce χ = ψ1 + iψ2, χ̃ = ψ1 − iψ2. The
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boundary condition for the fermion is given as follows:

χ(x+ Lx, y) =(−1)ν1e−2πiK1/(2n+1)χ(x, y), χ(x, y + Ly) = (−1)ν2e−2πiK2/(2n+1)χ(x, y),

χ̃(x+ Lx, y) =(−1)ν1e+2πiK1/(2n+1)χ̃(x, y), χ̃(x, y + Ly) = (−1)ν2e+2πiK2/(2n+1)χ̃(x, y).
(4.2)

Here, the parameters K1,K2 = 0, . . . , 2n determine the transition functions of the Z2n+1 bundle

along two directions on the torus. ν1, ν2 = 0, 1 determine the spin structure. There exist four

zero-modes in the case (ν1, ν2) = (0, 0) and K1 = K2 = 0, and no zero-modes for otherwise.

Then, the η-invariant eq.(1.9) on tori becomes trivial: 3

η[Z2n+1] = 1. (4.3)

Since tori span all bordism classes, we conclude that and there are no global anomalies in the

case G = Z2n+1.

The case N = 2n

In the case G = Z2n, the bordism group is given as ΩSpin
2 (BZ2n) = Z2 ⊕ Z2 (See Appendix A).

We have two bordism invariants, η[Z2n] and η[pt] ◦Φpt defined in eq.(1.8) and eq.(3.4). 4 As in

the same way as G = Z2n+1 case, we find that η[Z2n] is trivial on a torus: 5

η[Z2n] = 1 on tori. (4.4)

We need another bordism invariant to find all bordism classes. First recall that in the case

N = 2, we can construct a bordism invariant by using the Arf invariant [35]. In the case N = 2n,

n ∈ Z, we consider a non-trivial homomorphism Pn : Z2n → Z2. This homomorphism Pn induce

a bundle map (See [43] p.220, Theorem 8.22):

EZ2n
EPn−−−→ EZ2

p1 ↓ p2 ↓

BZ2n
BPn−−−→ BZ2

(4.5)

Here, the bundle map EPn satisfies

EPn(x · g) = (EPn(x)) · Pn(g), ∀x ∈ EZ2n, g ∈ Z2n. (4.6)

3If the symmetry group is embedded as G = ZN ⊂ U(1), operation C explained in the Introduction does not
commute with this symmetry G = ZN ⊂ U(1) unless N = 2. Then, doubling of the eigenvalues of the Dirac
operator does not occur. The case we embed G = ZN ⊂ SO(2), η[ZN ] is equivalent to the η-invariant exp(2πiη)
of a ZN ⊂ U(1) bundle.

4For G = Z2, we can also consider the Stiefel-Whitney class, where we will introduce in Appendix C. But the
Stiefel-Whitney class is trivial for G = Z2.

5We can also consider embedding Z2 ⊂ U(1), and consider a Majorana fermion. Then, the η-invariant exp(iπη)
is valued in ±1, and satisfies (exp(iπη))2 = η[Z2].
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BPn also induces a group homomorphism:

(BPn)∗ : Ω
Spin
2 (BZ2n)→ ΩSpin

2 (BZ2), [M,φ]→ [M,BPn ◦ φ]. (4.7)

Here,M is a two-dimensional manifold, φ :M → BZ2n is the classification map (See [43], p.220),

and [M,φ] is the corresponding bordism class. An element [M,φ] corresponds to a pull back

bundle φ∗(EZ2n)→M , and [M,BPn ◦φ] corresponds to a pullback bundle (BPn ◦φ)∗(EZ2)→
M . Then, we obtain a commutivity diagram (See [43], p.93):

φ∗(EZ2n)
ψ1−→ EZ2n

EPn−−−→ EZ2
ψ2←− (BPn ◦ φ)∗(EZ2)

p′1 ↓ p1 ↓ p2 ↓ p′2 ↓

M
φ−→ BZ2n

BPn−−−→ BZ2
BPn◦φ←−−−− M

(4.8)

where ψ1, ψ2 are bundle maps. By using the commutivity property of the diagram, and the

definition of the bundle map, the following linear isomorphisms exist:

ψ1|p′1−1(x) : p
′
1
−1(x)

≃−→ (p1)
−1(φ(x)), ψ2|p′2−1(x) : p

′
2
−1(x)

≃−→ (p2)
−1(BPn ◦ φ(x)). (4.9)

In diagram eq.(4.8), the bundle map ψ1 maps a gauge transformation on the pullback bundle

φ∗(EZ2n) → M to a gauge transformation on the bundle p1 : EZ2n → BZ2n as the identity.

The same thing holds for the bundle map ψ2. Therefore, by using eq.(4.6) and (4.8), eq.(4.7)

transforms a gauge transformation on [M,φ] to a gauge transformation on [M,BPn ◦ φ] as the
map Pn.

We construct a bordism invariant as the composition of eq.(4.7) and a bordism invariant of

ΩSpin
2 (BZ2):

Arf[Z2] ◦ (BPn)∗ : ΩSpin
2 (BZ2n)→ ΩSpin

2 (BZ2)→ U(1). (4.10)

Here, Arf[Z2] : Ω
Spin
2 (BZ2) → U(1) is a bordism invariant which is determined by using the

Arf-invariant (See section 2.1.2 in [35]): 6

Arf[Z2] : Ω
Spin
2 (BZ2)→ U(1), [M(s, g)]→ (−1)Arf(M,σs+σg). (4.11)

Here, we denote by M(s, g) a manifold whose spin structure and Z2-bundle are determined by

classifying maps s and g, and use the fact that these classifying maps determine elements σs, σg ∈
H1(M,Z2) (background gauge fields). In particular, if we calculate two bordism invariants

η[pt]◦Φpt and Arf[Z2]◦(BPn)∗ on tori, we find that all bordism classes of ΩSpin
2 (BZ2n) = Z2⊕Z2

are spanned by tori as listed in Table 1. Here, K1,K2 = 0, . . . , 2n−1 determine the Z2n transition

functions in the same way as eq.(4.2).

6In the case N = 2, we can consider embedding Z2 ⊂ U(1) and consider a Majorana fermion. Then, the
η-invariant exp(iπη) is equivalent to Arf[Z2].

14



Table 1: All bordism classes in ΩSpin
2 (BZ2n) spanned by tori

Tori (η[pt] ◦Φpt,Arf[Z2] ◦ (BPn)∗)

(ν1, ν2) = (0, 0) and (K1 + ν1,K2 + ν2) = (0, 0) mod 2 (η[pt] ◦ Φpt,Arf[Z2] ◦ (BPn)∗) = (−1,−1)

(ν1, ν2) = (0, 0) and (K1 + ν1,K2 + ν2) 6= (0, 0) mod 2 (η[pt] ◦ Φpt,Arf[Z2] ◦ (BPn)∗) = (−1,+1)

(ν1, ν2) 6= (0, 0) and (K1 + ν1,K2 + ν2) = (0, 0) mod 2 (η[pt] ◦ Φpt,Arf[Z2] ◦ (BPn)∗) = (+1,−1)

(ν1, ν2) 6= (0, 0) and (K1 + ν1,K2 + ν2) 6= (0, 0) mod 2 (η[pt] ◦ Φpt,Arf[Z2] ◦ (BPn)∗) = (+1,+1)

5 The case G = SO(N)

In the caseG = SO(N), the bordism groups are ΩSpin
2 (BSO(N ≥ 3)) = Z2⊕Z2 and ΩSpin

2 (BSO(2)) =

Z2 ⊕ Z as we will calculate in the Appendix A. We first discuss the case G = SO(N ≥ 3), and

secondly we consider the case G = SO(2).

The case N ≥ 3

In the case G = SO(N ≥ 3), we found two bordism invariants, η[pt] ◦ Φpt and η[SO(N ≥ 3)]

defined in eq.(3.6) and eq.(1.8), and the second Stiefel-Whitney class which will be defined

in Appendix C. The value of η[pt] ◦ Φpt on a torus was given in section 3. We will consider

η[SO(N ≥ 3)] and the second Stiefel-Whitney classes on tori.

Let us calculate the η[SO(N ≥ 3)]. A fermion on a torus x ∼ x + Lx, y ∼ y + Ly satisfies

the following conditions:

ψ(Lx, y) = (−1)νxg1(y)ψ(0, y), ψ(x,Ly) = (−1)νyg2(x)ψ(x, 0). (5.1)

Here, νx, νy = 0, 1 determine a spin structure, and g1, g2 : S1 → SO(N) are the transition

functions of an SO(N)-bundle on the torus. We consider the case that g1, g2 ∈ SO(N) are in

the element of the maximal torus:

g1(y) = g(α1(y), . . . , α[N/2](y)), g2(x) = g(β1(x), . . . , β[N/2](x)), (5.2)

where αj(y) and βj(x) are periodic along the S1 direction. The case N = 2n, g(θ1, . . . , θn) is

defined as (2.6). The case N = 2n+ 1, we define

g(θ1, . . . , θn) :=























D(θ1)

. . .

D(θn)

1























. (5.3)
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We introduce the SO(N) components of a fermion as ψ = (χi)i=1,...,N , and define {ψj , ψ̃j}j=1,...,[N/2]=n

as

ψj := χ2j−1 + iχ2j , ψ̃j := χ2j−1 − iχ2j , j = 1, . . . , [N/2] = n. (5.4)

Then, the zero-mode equation becomes N U(1) zero-mode equations of {ψj , ψ̃j}j=1,...,[N/2]=n,

and the field strength becomes diagonal, i.e. F = diag(F1, F̃1, . . . , F[N/2], F̃[N/2]), which satisfies

∫

T 2

Fj = −
∫

T 2

F̃j = 2π(pj − qj) ∈ 2πZ. (5.5)

Here, pj ∈ Z and qj ∈ Z are the winding numbers of αj and βj along the S1 direction. We

denote by n±(j) and ψ̃j the dimension of positive/negative chirality zero-mode space for ψj and

ψ̃j . By the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [45], n±(j) and ñ±(j) satisfy

n+(j)− n−(j) = −ñ+(j) + ñ−(j) = pj − qj. (5.6)

By the bijection ψ → Cψ [14], we find n±(j) = ñ∓(j). Here, C is the charge conjugation

determined as C := ∗σ2, and ∗ is the complex conjugation. Then, the number of zero-modes on

the torus is
∑[N/2]

j=1 2(pj − qj) mod 4. Therefore, eq.(1.9) becomes

η[SO(N)] = (−1)
∑

j(pj−qj). (5.7)

To summarize, tori span all bordism classes ΩSpin
2 (BSO(N ≥ 3)) = Z2⊕Z2 as Table 2. This

result gives global anomalies for mapping tori whose transition functions are given by eq.(5.2).

Table 2: All bordism classes of ΩSpin
2 (BSO(N ≥ 3)) are spanned by tori

Tori (η[pt] ◦ Φpt, η[SO(N ≥ 3)])

(ν1, ν2) = (0, 0) and
∑

j(pj − qj) = 1 mod 2 (η[pt] ◦ Φpt, η[SO(N)]) = (−1,−1)

(ν1, ν2) = (0, 0) and
∑

j(pj − qj) = 0 mod 2 (η[pt] ◦ Φpt, η[SO(N)]) = (−1,+1)

(ν1, ν2) 6= (0, 0) and
∑

j(pj − qj) = 1 mod 2 (η[pt] ◦ Φpt, η[SO(N)]) = (+1,−1)

(ν1, ν2) 6= (0, 0) and
∑

j(pj − qj) = 0 mod 2 (η[pt] ◦ Φpt, η[SO(N)]) = (+1,+1)

As we will explain in Appendix C, the Kronecker pairing of the second Stiefel-Whitney class

and the fundamental class is another type of bordism invariant. In the following, we calculate

the second Stiefel-Whitney class w2(E) of an SO(N)-bundle E → T 2 by using the transition

functions. Let us take a good cover U over a manifold X. Then, the following isomorphism is

satisfied:

Hp(X,O(N)) ≃ Hp(U , O(N)). (5.8)
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In the case X = S1, x ∼ x+2π, we can construct a good cover {Uj}j=1,2,3 over S
1 as U1 = {x ∈

S1|x ∈ (0− ǫ, 2π3 + ǫ)}, U2 = {x ∈ S1|x ∈ (2π3 − ǫ, 4π3 + ǫ)}, U3 = {x ∈ S1|x ∈ (0− 4π
3 , 2π + ǫ)},

where ǫ > 0 is some small real number. If we denote by {Uj}j=1,2,3 and {Vj}j=1,2,3 these good

covers over two S1, we can construct a good cover U over a torus T 2 as

U := {Uij}i,j=1,2,3, Uij := Ui × Vj , i, j = 1, 2, 3. (5.9)

We can treat the above transition functions g1 and g2 in eq.(5.1) and eq.(5.2) as transition

functions over this good cover eq.(5.9). For example, we give the transition function from U11 to

U33 as g2g1. By the isomorphism eq.(5.8), H1(T 2, O(N)) classify O(N)-bundles on a torus with

this good cover U = {Uij}i,j=1,2,3. Furthermore, an exact sequence 1 → Z2 → Pin+(N)
Ad−−→

O(N)→ 1 induce the following exact sequence:

· · · → H1(X,Pin+(N))→ H1(X,O(N))
δ∗−→ H2(X,Z2)→ · · · . (5.10)

We denote by gE ∈ H1(X,O(N)) the cohomology class determined by the transition function

of an O(N)-bundle E → X with a good cover. Then, we define

ω2(E) := δ∗(gE) ∈ H2(X,Z2). (5.11)

By the definition, ω2(E) is trivial if and only if this O(N)-bundle has a Pin+ structure. Because

the condition that the second Stiefel-Whitney class w2(E) is trivial is equivalent to the condition

that the O(N)-bundle is trivial, we find w2(E) = ω2(E).

Now, we calculate the second Stiefel-Whitney class. We consider an SO(N)-bundle whose

transition functions are given by eq.(5.2). The transition functions g1, g2 are lifted to Spin(N)-

valued transition functions by the adjoint map:

g̃x =exp

(

iα1(y)

4
[γ1, γ2] + · · ·+

iα[N/2](y)

4
[γ2[N/2]−1, γ2[N/2]]

)

,

g̃y =exp

(

iβ1(x)

4
[γ1, γ2] + · · ·+

iβ[N/2](x)

4
[γ2[N/2]−1, γ2[N/2]]

)

, (5.12)

where {γj}j=1,...,2[N/2] are the gamma matrices which satisfy {γj , γk} = 2δjk. These transition

functions satisfy the cocycle condition if
∑

i(pi − qi) = 0 mod 2, and do not satisfy the cocycle

condition if
∑

i(pi − qi) = 1 mod 2. Therefore, tori which satisfies
∑

i(pi − qi) = 0 mod 2

are trivial element of H2(T 2,Z2) = Z2, and tori with
∑

i(pi − qi) = 1 mod 2 belong to the

generator of H2(T 2,Z2) = Z2. We will see in section 6.2 that the Kronecker pairing of the

second Stiefel-Whitney class and the fundamental class on these tori are equivalent to the value

H2(T 2,Z2) = Z2. By comparing the result summarized in the table 2, the Kronecker pairing of

the second Stiefel-Whitney class and the fundamental class is equivalent to the η[SO(N)] as a

bordism invariant.

The case N = 2

Let us next consider the case N = 2. We found two bordism invariant η[pt] ◦Φpt and η[SO(2)],

and calculated these invariants on tori in eq.(3.6) and eq.(5.7). Because ΩSpin
2 (BU(1)) = Z2⊕Z,

we need to construct another bordism invariants to find all bordism classes.
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Any complex line bundles on a topological space X are classified by the first Chern-class

c1(L) ∈ H2(X;Z). If two two-dimensional spin manifolds X1 and X2 with U(1)-bundles are

bordant, there exist a three dimensional spin manifold Z that satisfies X1∪X2 = ∂Z, and U(1)-

bundle and spin structures on X1 and X2 extended to Z. Here, we denote by X2 the orient

reversing of X2, and ∪ as the connected sum. By using Stoke’s theorem, and using the fact that

the U(1) field-strength F and gauge field A satisfy F = dA, the first Chern-class of these two

manifolds X1 and X2 are equivalent. Thus, we construct a bordism invariant as follows:

c1[U(1)] : ΩSpin
2 (BU(1))→ R; [X,φs, fU(1)]→ c1(X, fU(1)) =

1

2π

∫

X
F ∈ H2(X;Z). (5.13)

Here, we denote byX a two-dimensional manifold, φs is the classifying map of a spin structure on

X, fU(1) is the classifying map of a U(1)-bundle over X, and [X,φs, fU(1)] ∈ ΩSpin
2 (BU(1)) is the

corresponding bordism class. We find that tori span the bordism group ΩSpin
2 (BU(1)) = Z2⊕Z

as Table 3. By eq.(5.7), we also find that η[SO(2)] = c1[U(1)] mod 2. As mentioned in section

2.1, this phase ambiguity η[SO(2)] of the partition function is canceled by adding a counter

term eq.(2.14), and thus there are no global anomalies in the case G = SO(2).

Table 3: All bordism classes of ΩSpin
2 (BU(1)) are spanned by tori

Tori (η[pt] ◦Φpt, c1[U(1)])

(ν1, ν2) = (0, 0) and k ∈ H2(T 2,Z) = Z (η[pt] ◦ Φpt, c1[U(1)]) = (−1, k)

(ν1, ν2) 6= (0, 0) and k ∈ H2(T 2,Z) = Z (η[pt] ◦ Φpt, c1[U(1)]) = (+1, k)

6 The case G = O(N)

We finally consider the case G = O(N). We will construct a new bordism invariant that relates

to η[Z2] and calculate the Second Stiefel-Whitney class. Then, we will show that tori span the

bordism group. After that, we will calculate the η-invariant η[O(N)] on tori, and determine the

range of the global anomalies.

6.1 Bordism Invariant: ΩSpin
2 (BO(N))→ ΩSpin

2 (BZ2)→ U(1)

We construct a new bordism invariant which is related to a bordism invariant of ΩSpin
2 (BZ2).

We introduce a group homomorphism:

det : O(N)→ Z2 = {±1}, X → detX. (6.1)

In the same way as eq.(4.7), this homomorphism eq.(6.1) induce a group homomorphism:

Bdet∗ : Ω
Spin
2 (BO(N))→ ΩSpin

2 (BZ2), [M,φ]→ [M,Bdet ◦ φ], (6.2)
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where M is a two-dimensional spin manifold, φ : M → BO(N) is the classifying map, Bdet :

BO(N) → BZ2 is a bundle map induced by homomorphism eq.(6.1) (See [43] p.220, Theorem

8.22), and [M,φ] and [M,Bdet ◦ φ] are the corresponding bordism classes. As in the same way

in the case G = Z2n explained in section 3, (6.2) transforms a gauge transformation on [M,φ]

to a gauge transformation of [M,Bdet ◦ φ] by the map det. We construct a bordism invariant

as the composition of eq.(6.2) and Arf[Z2]:

Arf[Z2] ◦Bdet∗ : Ω
Spin
2 (BO(N))→ΩSpin

2 (BZ2)→ U(1). (6.3)

We will now show ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) = 3Z2. We introduce a group homomorphism:

τ : Z2 → O(N), ±1→ diag(±1, 1, . . . , 1). (6.4)

This map satisfies det ◦ τ = id. We obtain a commuting diagram of bundle maps (See [43],

p.220).

EZ2
Eτ−−→ EO(N)

Edet−−−→ EZ2

p2 ↓ p1 ↓ p2 ↓

BZ2
Bτ−−→ BO(N)

Bdet−−−→ BZ2

(6.5)

Here, Edet and Eτ satisfies

Edet(x · g) = (Edet(x)) · det(g), ∀x ∈ EO(N), g ∈ O(N),

Eτ(x̃ · g̃) = (Eτ(x̃)) · τ(g̃), ∀x̃ ∈ EZ2, g̃ ∈ Z2. (6.6)

By using det◦τ = id, the composition Bdet◦Bτ : BZ2 → BZ2 is homotopic to identity (See [43],

p.152). Then, Bdet∗ and Bτ∗ satisfies Bdet∗ ◦Bτ∗ = id, where Bτ∗ : Ω2(BZ2)→ ΩSpin
2 (BO(N))

is a homomorphism induced by Bτ . Thus, Bdet∗ is surjective, and obtain a short exact sequence:

0→ ker (Bdet∗)
f−→ ΩSpin

2 (BO(N))
Bdet∗−−−−→ ΩSpin

2 (BZ2)→ 0. (6.7)

Since Bτ∗ is injective, we obtain

ΩSpin
2 (BO(N))

≃−→ΩSpin
2 (BZ2)⊕Ker(Bdet∗),

[M,φ]→ ([M,Bτ ◦Bdet ◦ φ], [M,φ]−Bτ∗[M,Bdet ◦ φ]) . (6.8)

Bτ∗ transforms a Z2 gauge transformations to an O(N) gauge transformation as Z2
τ−→ O(N).

By the AHSS, the bordism group is ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) = 3Z2 or ΩSpin

2 (BO(N)) = Z2 ⊕ Z4,

which are shown in Appendix A. Combining this fact with eq.(6.8) and ΩSpin
2 (BZ2) = Z2 ⊕ Z2,

we find that ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) = 3Z2. By the calculation of AHSS in Appendix A, bordism group

ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) can be written as the E2 page of the AHSS as follows:

ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) =E2

2,0 ⊕ E2
1,1 ⊕ E2

0,2 = 3Z2, E2
p,q = Hp(BO(N),ΩSpin

q (pt)). (6.9)

We obtain the following isomorphisms:

E2
0,2 = ΩSpin

2 (pt), E2
1,1 = Ω̃Spin

2 (BZ2), E2
2,0 = Ker(Bdet∗). (6.10)
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Proof of eq.(6.10). By Appendix A, ΩSpin
2 (BZ2) divides into the direct sum:

ΩSpin
2 (BZ2) = Ẽ2

2,0 ⊕ Ẽ2
1,1 ⊕ Ẽ2

0,2, Ẽ2
0,2 = Ẽ2

1,1 = Z2, Ẽ2
2,0 = 0. (6.11)

Here, we denote by Ẽ2
p,q the E2 page of the AHSS of ΩSpin

d (BZ2). These E2 pages satisfy

ΩSpin
2 (pt) = Ẽ2

0,2 = Z2 and Ω̃Spin
2 (BZ2) = Ẽ2

1,1 = Z2. Bdet∗ act on these E2 pages as follows:

Bdet∗ : E
2
p,q = Hp(BO(N),ΩSpin

q (pt))→ Ẽ2
p,q = Hp(BZ2,Ω

Spin
q (pt)). (6.12)

Since the map Bdet∗ is surjective, Bdet∗ is isomorphism for (p, q) = (0, 2), (1, 1), and zero for

(p, q) = (2, 0).

6.2 Second Stiefel-Whitney class

We can also calculate the second Stiefel-Whitney class. In section 5, we calculated the second

Stiefel-Whitney class on tori whose transition functions along the two directions g1 and g2 are

valued in SO(N). We will discuss the second Stiefel-Whitney class on a torus whose transition

functions are not valued in SO(N). Let us first consider the case N = 2 on a torus. Any element

of the O(2) group can be written as

g±(θ) := diag(±1, 1)g(θ), g(θ) :=







cos θ sin θ

− sin θ cos θ






. (6.13)

We assume that the O(2) transition functions along the two directions x and y are written as

g1(y) = gρ(2πNαy/Ly), g2(x) = gκ(2πNβx/Lx), ρ, κ = ±, Nα, Nβ ∈ Z. (6.14)

Here, we choose the good cover on a torus introduced in eq.(5.9). A fermion satisfies

ψ(Lx, y) = (−1)ν1g1(y)ψ(0, y), ψ(x,Ly) = (−1)ν2g2(x)ψ(x, 0). (6.15)

Here, the parameters ν1, ν2 = 0, 1 determine the spin structure. For example, in the case

g1(y) = g−(2πNαy/Ly) and g2(x) = g+(2πNβx/Lx), the lift of these two transition functions

over Pin+ group are

g̃1 = γ1 exp

(

πiNαy

2Ly
[σ1, σ2]

)

, g̃2 = exp

(

πiNβx

2Lx
[σ1, σ2]

)

. (6.16)

Here, σ1, σ2 are the Pauli matrices. These lifted transition functions g̃1 and g̃2 satisfy the cocycle

condition over a common relation U11 ∩ U31 ∩ U13 if Nα −Nβ = 0 mod 2, and do not satisfy if

Nα −Nβ = 1 mod 2. If we confirm the cocycle conditions also in other common regions of the

good covers, we find that the second Stiefel-Whitney class of torus whose O(2)-bundle satisfies

Nα −Nβ = 0 mod 2 is the trivial element of H2(T 2,Z2) = Z2, and the second Stiefel-Whitney

class of a torus whose O(2)-bundle satisfies Nα−Nβ = 1 mod 2 are the generator of H2(T 2,Z2).
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Now we consider the case G = O(N ≥ 2). In the case N = 2n, we assume that the O(2n)

transition functions along the two directions of the torus are given as follows:

g1(y) =















gρ1

(

2πNα1y
Ly

)

. . .

gρn

(

2πNαny
Ly

)















, g2(x) =















gκ1

(

2πNβ1
x

Lx

)

. . .

gκn

(

2πNβnx
Lx

)















.

(6.17)

In the case N = 2n+ 1, we assume that O(2n+ 1) transition functions are

g1 =























gρ1

(

2πNα1y
Ly

)

. . .

gρn

(

2πNαny
Ly

)

1























, g2 =























gκ1

(

2πNβ1
x

Lx

)

. . .

gκn

(

2πNβnx
Lx

)

1























.

(6.18)

We can verify that the second Stiefel-Whitney class of an O(N)-bundle over a torus whose

transition functions are given by eq.(6.17) or eq.(6.18) is trivial if
∑

j(Nαj
− Nβj ) = 0 mod

2, and non-trivial if
∑

j(Nαj
− Nβj ) = 1 mod 1. Since the Kronecker pairing of the second

Stiefel-Whitney class and the fundamental class will be given in eq.(C.7), and the fact that the

Ker(Bdet∗) part of the bordism class in eq.(6.10) is spanned by tori, the Kronecker pairing of

the second Stiefel-Whitney class and the fundamental class is non-trivial on tori. Therefore, the

Kronecker pairing of the second Stiefel-Whitney class and the fundamental class on a torus is

given by (−1)
∑

j(Nαj
−Nβj

) ∈ Z2.

We obtained three independent bordism invariants η[pt] ◦ Φpt, Arf[Z2] ◦ Bdet∗, and the

second Stiefel-Whitney class 〈w2(E)〉. We can confirm that these tori span all bordism classes

ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) = 3Z2 as listed in Table 4 .

We will finally determine the global anomalies η[O(N)] on these tori, which must be a

linear combination of these three bordism invariants η[pt] ◦Φpt, Arf[Z2] ◦Bdet∗, and the second

Stiefel-Whitney class 〈w2(E)〉.

6.3 η-Invariant of O(N)-bundles

We will calculate η[O(N)] in the case N = 2 on a torus x ∼ x+Lx, y ∼ y+Ly. The O(2) gauge

field can be written as

A(x, y) = a(x, y)







0 1

−1 0






, a(x, y) = ax(x, y)dx+ ay(x, y)dy. (6.19)
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Table 4: All bordism classes in ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) spanned by tori

(ν1, ν2) (detg1 + ν1,detg2 + ν2)
∑

j(Nαj
−Nβj) (η[pt] ◦ Φpt, Arf[Z2] ◦Bdet∗, 〈w2(E)〉)

(0, 0) (0, 0) mod 2 0 mod 2 (1, 1, 0)

(0, 0) (0, 0) mod 2 1 mod 2 (1, 1, 1)

(0, 0) not (0, 0) mod 2 0 mod 2 (1, 0, 0)

(0, 0) not (0, 0) mod 2 1 mod 2 (1, 0, 1)

not (0, 0) (0, 0) mod 2 0 mod 2 (0, 1, 0)

not (0, 0) (0, 0) mod 2 1 mod 2 (0, 1, 1)

not (0, 0) not (0, 0) mod 2 0 mod 2 (0, 0, 0)

not (0, 0) not (0, 0) mod 2 1 mod 2 (0, 0, 1)

Because η[O(2)] is a bordism invariant, this value does not depend on a specific choice of a gauge

field. We will calculate the number of zero-modes by fixing a specific gauge field on a torus. We

do not consider (ρ, κ) = (+,+) case in eq.(6.14) in this subsection, because we already studied

the number of zero-modes in this case in section 4.

We write the spinor components of a fermion as Ψ = (ψ,χ). We also introduce the O(2)

components of a fermion as ψ = eiθ1(ψ1, ψ2) and χ = eiθ2(χ1, χ2), and define ψ± = eiθ1(ψ1±iψ2)

and χ± = eiθ2(χ1 ± iχ2), where e
iθ1 , eiθ2 ∈ U(1), and ψ1, ψ2, χ1, χ2 are valued in R. Then, the

boundary conditions eq.(6.15) are written as

ψ±(Lx, y) =(−1)ν1+ρe∓ρ2πiNαy/Lyψ±ρ(0, y), ψ±(x,Ly) = (−1)ν2+κe∓κ2πiNβx/Lxψ±κ(x, 0),

χ±(Lx, y) =(−1)ν1+ρe∓ρ2πiNαy/Lyχ±ρ(0, y), χ±(x,Ly) = (−1)ν2+κe∓κ2πiNβx/Lxχ±κ(x, 0),
(6.20)

where ρ, κ = ± is defined in eq.(6.14). The zero-mode equation 6DΨ = 0 can be written as

{(∂x − i∂y)∓ ia−}ψ± = 0, {(∂x + i∂y)∓ ia+}χ± = 0, (6.21)

Here, we define a±(x, y) := ax(x, y) ± iay(x, y), where ax(x, y) and ay(x, y) are defined in

eq.(6.19). In the case (ρ, κ) = (−,+) snd Nβ = 0 are satisfied, we choose a gauge field as

a−(x, y) =i
2πNα

Ly

x

Lx
. (6.22)

However, we cannot define a continuous gauge field a−(x, y) on local coordinates in other cases.

We will discuss the number of the solutions of the boundary conditions (6.20) and zero-mode

equation (6.21) in the case (ρ, κ) = (−,+) and Nβ = 0 are satisfied in Appendix B. In the
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same way, we can consider the case G = O(N ≥ 2) where the transition functions along the

two directions are given by eq.(6.17) or eq.(6.18). In these cases, the zero-mode spaces are

spanned by n O(2) zero-mode spaces. Then, η[O(2)] on these tori are summarized as Table 5.

By comparing with Table 4, we find

Table 5: The O(2) η-invariant on Tori

Tori η[O(2)]

Any (ν1, ν2), g1(y) = g+(2πNαy/Ly) and g2(x) = g+(2πNβx/Lx) Nα +Nβ mod 2

(ν1, ν2) = (0, 0), g1(y) = g−(2πNαy/Ly) and g2(x) = 1 Nα + 1 mod 2

(ν1, ν2) = (1, 0), g1(y) = g−(2πNαy/Ly) and g2(x) = 1 Nα + 1 mod 2

(ν1, ν2) = (0, 1), g1(y) = g−(2πNαy/Ly) and g2(x) = 1 Nα mod 2

(ν1, ν2) = (1, 1), g1(y) = g−(2πNαy/Ly) and g2(x) = 1 Nα mod 2

η[O(2)] = η[pt] ◦ Φpt +Arf[Z2] ◦Bdet∗ + 〈w2(E)〉 . (6.23)

We can generalize this result in the case G = O(N):

η[O(N)] = (N − 1)η[pt] ◦Φpt +Arf[Z2] ◦Bdet∗ + 〈w2(E)〉 . (6.24)

Therefore, we obtained global anomalies corresponding to mapping tori whose O(N) transition

functions are given by eq.(6.17) or eq.(6.18).

7 Conclusions and Discussions

In this paper, we determined the range of global anomalies of a Majorana fermion in one di-

mension with symmetries G = ZN , SO(N), and O(N). Based on the bordism group obtained

in Appendix A, we constructed sufficient numbers of bordism invariants to obtain all bordism

classes.

The results are summarized as follows. In the case G = ZN , we confirmed that there are no

global anomalies. In the case G = SO(N), we constructed and calculated bordism invariants

η[pt] ◦Φpt and η[SO(N)] in the case N ≥ 3, and c1[U(1)] and η[pt] ◦Φpt in the case N = 2, and

determine the range of global anomalies by calculating η[SO(N)] for all bordism classes. In the

case G = SO(2), global anomalies are eliminated by adding the counter term defined in eq.(2.14).

In the case G = O(N), we first found three bordism invariants η[pt] ◦Φpt, Arf[Z2] ◦Bdet∗, and
〈w2(E)〉 to find all bordism classes, and then we obtained global anomalies correspond to those

bordism classes. We also confirmed that the range of the global anomalies determined by

the anomaly inflow is equivalent to the range of global anomalies studied by acting symmetry

transformations on the one-dimensional Hilbert space.
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A Bordism Groups

In Appendix A, we will calculate the bordism groups by using the Atiyah-Hirzebruch Spectral

Sequence (AHSS). We will first explain the Steenrod square, which is necessary to calculate the

bordism groups by the AHSS. Then, we will explain the method to calculate the bordism group

by using the AHSS. Finally, we will show the calculation of the bordism group in the cases

G = ZN , SO(N), and O(N), and the unoriented bordism group in the case G = O(N).

A.1 Steenrod Square

We first explain the Steenrod square based on p.280–p.290 in [43], or [46]. For an arbitrary

topological space M , we can define the k-th Steenrod Square Sqk : H∗(M,Z2)→ H∗+k(M,Z2),

k ∈ Z≥0, which satisfies the following conditions [43]:

a. Sq0(x) = x,

b. Sqi(x) = x2 if x ∈ H i(X;Z2),

c. Sqi(x) = 0 if x ∈ H i−p(X;Z2), p > 0,

d. Sqi(xy) =
∑

j Sq
jxSqi−jy (Cartan formula).

The Steenrod square satisfies the Wu formula [47]:

Sqi(wj) =

i
∑

k=0







(j − i) + (k − 1)

k






wi−kwj+k, (A.1)

where wi ∈ H i(M,Z2) is the Stiefel-Whitney class. The formula of the Steenrod square on

general elements of H∗(M,Z2) is given by the following relations [48–50]: 7

H∗(BO(n),Z2) =Z2[w1, . . . , wn], (A.2)

H∗(BSO(n),Z2) =Z2[w2, . . . , wn], w1 = 0, (A.3)

H∗(BZ2n,Z2) =Z2[w, v]/(w
2 − nv), w ∈ H1(BZ2n,Z2), v ∈ H2(BZ2n,Z2). (A.4)

7We obtain an isomorphism BZp × BZq = BZpq by the isomorphism Zp × Zq = Zpq. Then, by using the
Künneth formula, we findH∗(BZ2(2h(2q+1)),Z2) = H∗(BZ2h+1 ,Z2). The Z2-coefficient cohomology H∗(BZ2h ,Z2)
are written in p.205 of [49] and p.79 of [50].

24



For example, we find H∗(BZ2(2k+1),Z2) = Z2[w]. By the Cartan formula, we obtain

Sq1(wn) = wSq1(wn−1) + wn+1, Sq2(wn) = w2Sq1(wn−1) +wSq2(wn−1). (A.5)

Here, w ∈ H1(BZ2,Z2). From eq.(A.5), we find

Sq1(wn) = nwn+1, Sq2(wn) =
n(n− 1)

2
wn+2. (A.6)

We can obtain the formula of the Steenrod square in the cases H∗(BZ4k,Z2), H
∗(BSO(n),Z2),

and H∗(BO(n),Z2) in a similar way. Let us summarize these results. In the case G = Z4k, the

Steenrod square satisfies

Sq2(vk+1) =vSq2(vk) + wvSq1(vk) + vk+2, (A.7)

Sq2(wvk+1) =vSq2(wvk) + wvSq1(wvk) + wvk+2. (A.8)

In particular, Sq2 : Hp(BZ2n,Z2)→ Hp+2(BZ2n,Z2) is zero if p = 0, 1, 4. In the cases p = 2, 3,

Sq2 : Hp(BZ2n,Z2)→ Hp+2(BZ2n,Z2) is an isomorphism. In the case G = SO(N), we find

Sq1(wj) = (j − 1)wj+1, Sq2(wj) = w2wj , j = 2, . . . , n. (A.9)

From the definition of Sq2, Sq2 : Hp=0,1(BSO(N),Z2) → Hp+2=2,3(BSO(N),Z2) are zero

map. We also find that Sq2 : H2(BSO(N),Z2) → H4(BSO(N),Z2) is injective, Sq2 :

Hk(BSO(2),Z2) → Hk+2(BSO(2),Z2) is a zero map if k ≥ 3, and Sq2 : H3(BSO(N ≥
3),Z2) → H5(BSO(N ≥ 3),Z2) and Sq

2 : H4(BSO(N ≥ 3),Z2) → H6(BSO(N ≥ 3),Z2) are

injective. In the case G = O(N), Sq2 : Hp=0,1(BO(N),Z2) → Hp+2=2,3(BO(N),Z2) are zero

maps, and Sq2 : H2(BO(N),Z2)→ H4(BO(N),Z2) is injective.

A.2 Atiyah-Hirzebruch Spectral Sequence (AHSS)

We now explain the method to calculate the bordism group by using the Atiyah-Hirzebruch

Spectral Sequence (AHSS) [43]. Let us consider a Serre fibration {pt} → BG → BG, where

G is a group. By using theorem 9.6 and section 9.3 in [43], there exists a spectral sequence

{Erp,q, dr}r∈Z≥0;p,q∈Z and a filtration of ΩSpin
d (BG) which satisfy the following conditions:

• E2 page of the AHSS is given as E2
p,q = Hp(BG,Ω

Spin
q (pt)).

• Filtration of ΩSpin
d (BG) is given as

0 =F−1Ω
Spin
m (BG) ⊂ F0Ω

Spin
m (BG) ⊂ . . . ⊂ FmΩSpin

m (BG) = ΩSpin
m (BG), (A.10)

E∞
k,n−k =

FkΩ
Spin
n (BG)

Fk−1Ω
Spin
n (BG)

. (A.11)

Here, {Erp,q, dr}r∈Z≥0;p,q∈Z are chain complexes and dr : Erp,q → Erp−r,q+r−1 is the differential.

By the definition of a spectral sequence, Er≥3 are given as

Er+1
p,q = H(Erp,q, d

r) =
ker dr : Erp,q → Erp−r,q+r−1

Im dr : Erp+r,q−r+1 → Erp,q
. (A.12)
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By using eq.(A.10) and eq.(A.11), the bordism group ΩSpin
d (BG) is determined by E∞ as follows:

ΩSpin
d (BG) =e(Fd−1Ω

Spin
d (BG), E∞

d,0) = e(e(Fd−2Ω
Spin
d (BG), E∞

d−1,1), E
∞
d,0)

=e(e(. . . (e(E∞
0,d, E

∞
1,d−1), E

∞
2,d−2), . . .), E

∞
d−1,1), E

∞
d,0). (A.13)

Here, we denote by e(A,B) an extension of B by A:

0→ A→ e(A,B)→ B → 0. (A.14)

To determine the E∞ page, we should determine d2. For a topological space X, the universal

coefficient theorem provides an isomorphism:

Hp(X;Z2) ≃ HomZ2(H
p(X;Z2),Z2). (A.15)

Thus, we can introduce the following natural homomorphism as a dual of Sq2 : Hp(X;Z2) →
Hp+2(X;Z2):

(Sq2)∗ : Hp(X;Z2) = HomZ2(H
p(X;Z2),Z2)→ Hp−2(X;Z2) = HomZ2(H

p−2(X;Z2),Z2).
(A.16)

We call (Sq2)∗ dual of Sq2. We also introduce the “reduction mod 2” as the following natural

isomorphism:

r2 := f ◦ g; Hp(X,Z)
g−→ Hp(X;Z) ⊗ Z2

f−→ Hp(X;Z2). (A.17)

Here, the map g is a natural homomorphism, and the map f appears in the universal coefficient

theorem:

1→ H2(X;Z)⊗ Z2
f−→ H2(X;Z2)→ Tor(H1(X;Z);Z2)→ 1. (A.18)

Then, the differential d2 is given as follows (See [51], p.27, Lemma 2.3.2):

L1. d2 : Hp(X; ΩSpin
1 (pt)) → Hp−2(X,Ω

Spin
2 (pt)) is equivalent to dual of Sq2 : Hp−2(X,Z2) →

Hp(X,Z2).

L2. d2 : E2
p.0 = Hp(X; ΩSpin

0 (pt))→ E2
p−2,1 = Hp−2(X,Ω

Spin
1 (pt)) is equivalent to

Hp(X;Z)
r2−→ Hp(X;Z2)

(Sq2)∗−−−−→ Hp−2(X;Z2). (A.19)

We will calculate the bordism groups by determining d2 in this way.

A.3 Calculation of Bordism Groups ΩSpin
d (BG)

We will calculate the bordism groups in the cases G = ZN , SO(N), and O(N), by using the

method of AHSS. In this paper, we only calculate the bordism group in low dimensions. Higher-

dimensional examples are calculated in [32].
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The case G = Zn

To obtain ΩSpin
d (BZn), we should first calculate Hp(BZn,Ω

Spin
q (pt)) to use the AHSS method.

The universal coefficient theorem (See [43], section 2.6) provides the following exact sequence:

0→ Hp(BZn,Z)⊗ Ωspin
q (pt)→ Hp(BZn; Ω

spin
q (pt))→ Tor(Hp−1(BZn,Z),Ω

spin
q (pt))→ 0.

(A.20)

Here, the torsion satisfies Tor(Zn,Z) = 0 and Tor(Zn,Zk) = Zn ⊗ Zk = Zgcd(k,n). The point

bordism group ΩSpin
d (pt) [52] and the Z-coefficient homology groups are given in Appendix C

in [32]:

q 0 1 2 3 4

ΩSpin
q (pt) Z Z2 Z2 0 Z

Hp(BZn,Z) =



























Z p = 0,

Zn p ∈ 2Z+ 1,

0 otherwise.

(A.21)

Then, the E2 pages is given as follows:

3 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 0 0 0

1 Z2 0 0 0 0

q = 0 Z Z2n+1 0 Z2n+1 0

E2
p,q[Z2n+1] p = 0 1 2 3 4

3 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 Z2 Z2 Z2

1 Z2 Z2 Z2 Z2 Z2

q = 0 Z Z2n 0 Z2n 0

E2
p,q[Z2n] p = 0 1 2 3 4

(A.22)

where we denote by E2
p,q[G] the E

2 page of the AHSS of the bordism group ΩSpin
d (BG).

We first consider the case G = Z2n+1. By using eq.(A.12), we clearly obtain E∞
p,q = E3

p,q =

E2
p,q. Ω

Spin
2 (BZ2n+1) is given by substituting E∞

p,q into eq.(A.13):

q 0 1 2 3

ΩSpin
q (BZ2n+1) Z Z2 ⊕ Z2n+1 Z2 Z2n+1

(A.23)

In the case G = Z2n, by using Lemma L.1 and Lemma L.2, we find d2 : E2
p,1 → E2

p−2,2,

p = 2, 3, 6 and d2 : E2
p,0 → E2

p−2,1, p = 2, 3, 4, 6 are zero maps, d2 : E2
p,1 → E2

p−2,2, p = 4, 5 are
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isomorphisms, and d2 : E
2
5,0 → E2

3,1 are surjective. Then, the E3 page is determined as follows:

3 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 0 0 Z2

1 Z2 Z2 Z2 0 0

q = 0 Z Z2n 0 Z2n 0

E3
p,q p = 0 1 2 3 4

3 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 0 0 Z2

1 Z2 Z2 Z2 0 0

q = 0 Z Z2n 0 Z2n 0

E∞
p,q p = 0 1 2 3 4

(A.24)

In the E3 page, d3 : E
3
3,0 → E3

0,2 is trivial. By theorem 9.10 in [43], E∞
0,q are given as

E∞
0,q = E2

0,q = H0(BZ2n,Ω
Spin
q (pt)) = ΩSpin

q (pt). (A.25)

Therefore, the bordism group is given as follows:

q 0 1 2 3

ΩSpin
q (BZ2n) Z Z2 ⊕ Z2n Z2 ⊕ Z2 e(e(Z2,Z2),Z2n)

(A.26)

The case G = U(1)

By using H2k(BU(1),Z) = Z and H2k−1(BU(1),Z) = 0 (k ∈ Z≥0) (See [32], p.21), and using

the universal coefficient theorem, we obtain the Z2-coefficient homology. Then, the E2 page of

ΩSpin
d (BU(1)) is as follows:

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 Z2 0 Z2 0 Z2

1 Z2 0 Z2 0 Z2 0 Z2

q = 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z

E2
p,q p = 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 0 0 Z2 0

1 Z2 0 0 0 0 0

q = 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z 0

E3
p,q p = 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

(A.27)

By using Lemma L.1, we find that d2 : E2
p,1 → E2

p−2,2 are zero maps for p = 2, 3, 5, 6, and

isomorphism for p = 4. In the same way, we obtain that d2 : E2
4,0 → E2

2,1 is surjective, and

d2 : E2
p,1 → E2

p−2,2 are zero maps if p = 2, 3, 5, 6. Then, the E3 page is calculated as eq.(A.27).

For 0 ≤ p, q ≤ 3, we find E∞
p,q = E3

p,q. Thus, the bordism group is as follows:

q 0 1 2 3

ΩSpin
q (BU(1)) Z Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z 0

(A.28)
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The case G = SO(N ≥ 3)

In the case G = SO(N ≥ 3), the Z-coefficient cohomology is given in [48, 53]. We obtain the

E2 page of ΩSpin
d (BSO(N ≥ 3)) by substituting Z-coefficient cohomology into the universal

coefficient theorem:

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 Z2 Z2 Z2 Z2

1 Z2 0 Z2 Z2 Z2 Z2

q = 0 Z 0 Z2 0 Z Z2

E2
p,q[N = 3] p = 0 1 2 3 4 5

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 Z2 Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z2 Z2

1 Z2 0 Z2 Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z2 Z2

q = 0 Z 0 Z2 0 Z⊕ Z Z2

E2
p,q[N = 4] p = 0 1 2 3 4 5

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 Z2 Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z2

1 Z2 0 Z2 Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z2

q = 0 Z 0 Z2 0 Z⊕ Z2 Z2

E2
p,q[N ≥ 5] p = 0 1 2 3 4 5

(A.29)

Here, we write E2
p,q[N ] := Hp(BSO(N ≥ 3),ΩSpin

q (pt)). In the E2 page, d2 : E2
2,0 → E2

0,1 and

d2 : E2
3,0 → E2

1,1 are zero maps, and d2 : E2
4,0 → E2

2,1 is surjective. We obtain the E3 pages as
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follows:

3 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 0 0

1 Z2 0 0 0

q = 0 Z 0 Z2 0

E3
p,q[N = 3] p = 0 1 2 3

3 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 0 0

1 Z2 0 0 0

q = 0 Z 0 Z2 0

E3
p,q[N = 4] p = 0 1 2 3

3 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 0 0 ∗

1 Z2 0 0 0

q = 0 Z 0 Z2 0

E3
p,q[N ≥ 5] p = 0 1 2 3

(A.30)

We find E∞
p,q = E3

p,q if 0 ≤ p, q ≤ 3,. Finally, we obtain the bordism group as follows:

q 0 1 2 3

ΩSpin
q (BSO(N ≥ 3)) Z Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z2 0

(A.31)

The case G = O(N ≥ 2)

The Z-coefficient cohomology H∗(BO(N),Z) are given as the table below [48]:

p 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Hp(BO(2),Z) Z 0 Z2 Z2 Z 0 Z2

Hp(BO(3),Z) Z 0 Z2 Z2 Z⊕ Z2 0 Z2

Hp(BO(4),Z) Z 0 Z2 Z2 Z⊕ Z2 Z2 Z2

Hp(BO(n ≥ 5),Z) Z 0 Z2 Z2 Z⊕ Z2 Z2 Z2 ⊕ Z2

(A.32)
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Using the universal coefficient theorem, the E2 pages are determined as follows.

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 2Z2 Z2 0 Z2

1 Z2 Z2 2Z2 Z2 0 Z2

q = 0 Z Z2 Z2 0 Z Z2

E2
p,q[O(2)] p = 0 1 2 3 4 5

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 2Z2 2Z2 Z2 Z2

1 Z2 Z2 2Z2 2Z2 Z2 Z2

q = 0 Z Z2 Z2 Z2 Z Z2

E2
p,q[O(3)] p = 0 1 2 3 4 5

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 2Z2 2Z2 2Z2 2Z2

1 Z2 Z2 2Z2 2Z2 2Z2 2Z2

q = 0 Z Z2 Z2 Z2 Z⊕ Z2 Z2

E2
p,q[O(4)] p = 0 1 2 3 4 5

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 2Z2 2Z2 2Z2 3Z2

1 Z2 Z2 2Z2 2Z2 2Z2 3Z2

q = 0 Z Z2 Z2 Z2 Z⊕ Z2 2Z2

E2
p,q[O(N ≥ 5)] p = 0 1 2 3 4 5

Then, we obtain the E3 pages, and finally, the bordism groups are determined as follows:

3 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 2Z2 ∗

1 Z2 Z2 2Z2 ∗

q = 0 Z Z2 Z2 0

E3
p,q[O(2)] p = 0 1 2 3

3 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 Z2 ∗

1 Z2 Z2 Z2 ∗

q = 0 Z Z2 Z2 Z2

E3
p,q[O(3)] p = 0 1 2 3

31



3 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 0 ∗

1 Z2 Z2 0 ∗

q = 0 Z Z2 Z2 Z2

E3
p,q[O(n ≥ 4)] p = 0 1 2 3

q 0 1 2

ΩSpin
q (BO(n)) Z Z2 ⊕ Z2 Z2 ⊕ e(Z2,Z2)

(A.33)

The case ΩO2 (BO(N))

Finally, we calculate the bordism group with the unoriented stable structure. We denote by

Ẽ2
p,q = Hp(BO(N),ΩOq (pt)) the E

2 page of the bordism group ΩOd (BO(N)), to distinguish the

stable structures. The point bordism group is given as

ΩO0 (pt) = Z2, ΩO1 (pt) = 0, ΩO2 (pt) = Z2, ΩO3 (pt) = 0. (A.34)

Then, the E2 page is given as follows:

3 0 0 0 0

2 Z2 Z2 2Z2 ∗

1 0 0 0 0

q = 0 Z2 Z2 2Z2 ∗

Ẽ2
p,q[O(N)] p = 0 1 2 3

(A.35)

By using eq.(A.12), we obtain the E∞ page as follows:

Ẽ∞
0,2 =Ẽ

2
0,2 = ΩO2 (pt) = Z2, Ẽ∞

1,1 = 0, Ẽ∞
2,0 = E2

2,0 = 2Z2. (A.36)

Therefore, the bordism group is given as

ΩO2 (BO(N)) = ΩO2 (pt)⊕ Ω̃O2 (BO(N)) = Ẽ2
0,2 ⊕ Ẽ2

2,0 = Ẽ2
0,2 ⊕H2(BO(N),Z2). (A.37)

B Zero-modes on O(2)-Spin bundles

We will calculate the number of zero-modes by solving the equations eq.(6.20) and eq.(6.21). In

the following, we only discuss the ψ± part. We can calculate the χ± part in the same way.
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In the case (ρ, κ) = (−,+) and Nβ = 0, we choose the gauge field as eq.(6.22). The zero-mode

equation is given as

{

(∂x − i∂y)±
2πNα

Ly

x

Lx

}

ψ± = 0. (B.1)

We introduce D±(x, y) as

ψ±(x, y) =e
iπν2y/LyD±(x, y). (B.2)

Then, the boundary conditions eq.(6.20) become as follows:

D±(Lx, y) = (−1)ν1+1e±2πiNαy/LyD∓(0, y), D±(x,Ly) =D±(x, 0). (B.3)

Because of the periodicity of D± along the y-direction, D± are expanded by the Fourier expan-

sion:

D±(x, y) =
∑

k∈Z
bk±(x)e

2πiky/Ly . (B.4)

We obtain the conditions of bk±(x) by substituting this expansion into the first equation of

eq.(B.3) and eq.(B.1):

(

∂x +
π(2k + ν2)

Ly
± 2πNα

Ly

x

Lx

)

bk±(x) = 0, bk±Nα
± (Lx) = (−1)ν1+1bk∓(0). (B.5)

The solutions of eq.(B.5) satisfy the following conditions:

bk±(x) =b
k
± exp

(

−π(2k + ν2)

Ly
x∓ πNα

LxLy
x2

)

, (B.6)

bk+Nα
+ =(−1)ν1+1 exp

(

π(2k +Nα + ν2)Lx
Ly

)

bk−, (B.7)

bk−Nα
− =(−1)ν1+1 exp

(

π(2k −Nα + ν2)Lx
Ly

)

bk+. (B.8)

If we substitute eq.(B.8) into eq.(B.7), or substitute eq.(B.7) into eq.(B.8), we find

bk±Nα
± = exp

(

2π(2k ±Nα + ν2)Lx
Ly

)

bk±Nα
± . (B.9)

Therefore, we find that bk±Nα
± 6= 0 if and only if exp

(

2π(2k±Nα+ν2)Lx

Ly

)

= 1 is satisfied. Since the

argument of this phase is a real number, there are two solutions in the case Nα + ν2 is an even

integer, and otherwise, there are no solutions.
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C Stiefel-Whitney class

It is known that the Kronecker pairing of the Stiefel-Whitney class and the fundamental class

is a bordism invariant [54]. We will show that the first Stiefel-Whitney class is trivial, and the

second Stiefel-Whitney class is equivalent to η[O(N)] for two dimensions. 8

We can construct a bordism invariant by using Kronecker pairing and the Stiefel-Whitney

class [54]. Introducing integers m1, . . . ,mN ∈ Z≥0 which satisfy
∑N

j=1 jmj = dimM , we obtain

a bordism invariant as follows:

Wm1,...,mN
: ΩSpin

d (BO(N))→ Z2, [M,φs, fE]→ 〈w1(E)m1 . . . wN (E)mN , [M ]〉 . (C.1)

Here we denote by [M ] ∈ HdimM (M,Z) = Z the fundamental class, wk(E) ∈ Hk(M,Z2) is the

k-th Stiefel-Whitney class of a vector bundle E → M , and 〈 , 〉 is the Kronecker pairing

(See [43], section 2.6):

〈 , 〉 : HdimM (M,Z2)×HdimM (M,Z)→ Z2. (C.2)

The adjoint of eq.(C.2) is a map HdimM (M,Z2) → Hom(HdimM (M,Z),Z2) which satisfies the

universal coefficient theorem:

0→ Ext(HdimM−1(M,Z),Z2)→ HdimM (M,Z2)→ Hom(HdimM (M,Z),Z2)→ 0. (C.3)

In particular, in the case dimM = 2, these bordism invariants are
〈

w1(E)2, [M ]
〉

and 〈w2(E), [M ]〉.
Below, we assume N ≥ 2.

C.1 First Stiefel-Whitney class square: 〈w1(E)2, [M ]〉 = 0

Let us consider the first Stiefel-Whitney class square. It is enough to consider
〈

w1(E)2, [M ]
〉

on tori because tori span all bordism classes (In section 6, we confirmed that tori span all

bordism classes in Table 4 by using three bordism classes η[pt] ◦ Φpt,Arf[Z2] ◦ Bdet∗, and the

second Stiefel-Whitney class. In Table 4, we determine the second Stiefel-Whitney class by

using Appendix C.2. In the proof of Appendix C.2, we will use the fact that the first Stiefel-

Whitney class is trivial. But we can also confirm that all bordism classes are spanned by tori by

calculating η[pt] ◦ Φpt,Arf[Z2] ◦ Bdet∗, and η[O(N)] on tori.). By using the Künneth formula,

we find isomorphisms:

H1(S1,Z2)⊕H1(S1,Z2)
≃×−−→ H1(T 2,Z2), H1(S1,Z2)⊗H1(S1,Z2)

≃×−−→ H2(T 2,Z2). (C.4)

The generator of H1(S1,Z2) = Z2 is w1(l) ∈ H1(S1,Z2). Here, l → S1 is the non-trivial

real line bundle. From w1(l)
2 = 0, we obtain H∗(S1,Z2) = Z2[w1(l)]/(w1(l)

2). By combining

H∗(S1,Z2) = Z2[w1(l)]/(w1(l)
2) and eq.(C.4), the cohomology group H∗(T 2,Z2) can be written

as a Z2-coefficient polynomial ring:

H∗(T 2,Z2) ≃ Z2[α1, α2]/(α
2
1, α

2
2). (C.5)

8The proof of these statement are based on the idea of Kiyonori Gomi.
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Here, we introduce α1, α2 ∈ H1(T 2,Z2) as the first Stiefel-Whitney class of the pullback bundle

p∗i (l) of the line bundle l → S1 by the projection pi : T
2 → S1, i = 1, 2. By using eq.(C.5), we

can expand the first Stiefel-Whitney class of an O(N)-bundle on a torus E → T 2 as w1(E) =

q1α1 + q2α2, q1, q2 ∈ Z2. Then the square of w1(E) is trivial:

w1(E)2 = (q1α1 + q2α2)
2 = q21α

2
1 + q22α

2
2 + 2q1q2α1α2 = 0 ∈ H2(T 2,Z2). (C.6)

Because tori span all bordism classes, we find that 〈w1(E), [M ]〉 is trivial for all two-dimensional

manifold M .

C.2 Second Stiefel-Whitney class

We will claim that

〈w2(E), ∗〉 : ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) = E2

0,2 ⊕ E2
1,1 ⊕ E2

2,0 → Z2, (p0, p1, p2)→ p2, pj ∈ Z2. (C.7)

It is known that O(1) = Z2-bundle has a Pin+ structure (See [55], Lemma 1.2). It is also known

that the condition w2(E) = 0 for an O(N)-bundle E is equivalent to the condition that the

O(N)-bundle E have a Pin+ structure (See [55], Lemma 1.3). Then, by using the isomorphisms

eq.(6.10), we can confirm that E2
0,2 part and E2

1,1 part of the bordism group in eq.(6.9) do not

contribute to 〈w2(E), [M ]〉.
Because the definition of this bordism invariant 〈w2(E), [M ]〉 does not depend on the spin

structure of the bordism group, we can calculate eq.(C.7) by forgetting the spin structure. Let

us introduce the spin forgetful map and the orientation forgetful map:

FSpin→SO : Hp(BO(N),ΩSpin
q (pt))→ Hp(BO(N),ΩSOq (pt)),

FSO→O : Hp(BO(N),ΩSOq (pt))→ Hp(BO(N),ΩOq (pt)). (C.8)

It is enough to consider the case (p, q) = (2, 0) in eq.(C.8). By using ΩSpin
0 (pt) = ΩSO0 (pt) = Z

and ΩO0 (pt) = Z2, we obtain that FSpin→SO is an isomorphism, and FSO→O is the reduction

mod 2. This is because the induced map of homology by a group homomorphism Z→ Z2 is the

reduction mod 2, r2. By usingH1(BO(N);Z) = Z2, r2 is injective. Therefore, FSO→O◦FSpin→SO

becomes as follows:

FSO→O ◦ FSpin→SO : E2
2,0 = Z2 →Ẽ2

2,0 = Z2 ⊕ Z2, x→ (x, 0) or (0, x). (C.9)

Here, we denote by E2
p,q and Ẽ2

p,q the E2 pages of ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)) and ΩO2 (BO(N)). Because

Ẽ2
0,2 = ΩO2 (pt) and Ẽ2

1,1 = 0, we find that only Ẽ2
2,0 part of the bordism group ΩO2 (BO(N))

contributes to
〈

w2
1(φ

∗(EO(N))), [M ]
〉

and 〈w2(φ
∗(EO(N))), [M ]〉.

Now, we calculate
〈

w2
1(φ

∗(EO(N))), [M ]
〉

and 〈w2(φ
∗(EO(N))), [M ]〉 on ΩO2 (BO(N)). We

denote by l → RP 2 a non-trivial line bundle, and consider the following two elements of

ΩO2 (BO(N)):

E := l ⊕ R
N−1, F := l ⊕ l ⊕R

N−2. (C.10)
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The Z2-coefficient cohomology on RP 2 can be written as

H∗(RP 2,Z2) ≃ Z2[w1(l)]/(w1(l)
3). (C.11)

Then, the Stiefel-Whitney classes of these bundles are given as

w1(E) = w1(l), w2(E) = 0, w1(F ) = 0, w2(F ) = w1(l)
2. (C.12)

Since the Kronecker paring 〈 , 〉 : H2(RP 2,Z2)×H2(RP
2,Z) → Z2 is the dual of eq.(C.3),

this Kronecker paring is surjective. We obtain

〈

w1(l)
2, [RP 2]

〉

= −1 ∈ {±1} = Z2. (C.13)

By combining eq.(C.12) and eq.(C.13), we find

〈

w1(E)2, [RP 2]
〉

=
〈

w2(F ), [RP
2]
〉

= −1,
〈

w2(E), [RP 2]
〉

=
〈

w1(F )
2, [RP 2]

〉

= 1. (C.14)

Therefore,
〈

w2
1(φ

∗(EO(N))), [M ]
〉

and 〈w2(φ
∗(EO(N))), [M ]〉 cause two independent injective

maps on Ẽ2
2,0 = Z2 ⊕ Z2 ⊂ ΩO2 (BO(N)). By combining this result and eq.(C.9), the remaining

problem is to decide the image of eq.(C.9). Because w1(E)2 is trivial on ΩSpin
2 (BO(N)), the

image of eq.(C.9) is the Z2 ⊂ Ẽ2
2,0, on which 〈w2(φ

∗(EO(N))), [M ]〉 is non-trivial. Thus, we

conclude that 〈w2(φ
∗(EO(N))), [M ]〉 is non-trivial on ΩSpin

2 (BO(N)), proving eq.(C.7).
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[30] C.Córdova, K.Ohmori, Anomaly Obstructions to Symmetry Preserving Gapped Phases,

arXiv:1910.04962 [hep-th].

[31] C.-T.Hsieh, Discrete Gauge Anomalies Revised, arXiv:1808.02881 [hep-th].
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