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Abstract

We consider massless Majorana fermion systems with G = Zy, 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 n-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 n-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 [IH5], 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



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) n-invariant [7H9] 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 S', where the transition function along S' direction is the original gauge transformation.

From the Dai-Freed theorem [ITHI3], 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) [I5]. Anomalies in
d-dimensional TQFT and its relations to (d + 1)-dimensional symmetry-protected topological
(SPT) phases or (d 4 1)-dimensional bordism invariants have been studied in [13,[16H25]. 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 0Y = X [12HI4]:

Spiy = /Y A G + m). (1.1)

Where the P := «*D,, are the Dirac operator on Y, * is the gamma matrices along the g
direction, and the boundary condition for the bulk fermion is the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer (APS)
boundary condition [14]:

L: (1—~"Yy|x =0. (1.2)

The path integral over Y is given by
Z,(Y) = / Dipe™ 5441 = det(i P +im) = [[(A; +im). (1.3)
Y :
J

Here, we labelled the eigenvalues of D := ¢ P as A;. In the Euclidian theory with real symmetry
group G, we cannot determine the complex conjugate of 1. 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 [I3]). Then, pseudoreal fermions ¢ and Ci) are independent for
any fermions ¢. This causes the doubling of the spectrum of the Dirac operator (A;, A;). In
the case d + 1 = 2, we choose C as C := x0? (02 is the Pauli matrix). The case d + 1 is odd,
the chirality operation 1 — 79*2¢ also gives a paring (\;, —);) for any non-zero eigenvalues.



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 (\;, A;) [I3L14]. If we regularize this path
integral by the Pauli-Villars method, the partition function can be written by the n-invariant of
the Dirac operator:

i +im ]

Zy(Y) = /)\]7' = exp(imn)|Z ] (1.4)

; j m

Where [ | j " is the product of \; from each pair (\;, );), and the n-invariant is determined by the
eigenvalues of the Dirac operator A; [7]:

1
n = §lim5_>+0 Zsign()\j)efs‘)‘”, sign(\) = (1.5)
j -1 A <0.

The partition function eq.(]) 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 Y7 and Y5 is

Zu(Y1) _ exp(min(Y1))

Zu(¥a) ~ explrin(va)) P UY2) (16)

Here, U 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
Y; and Y; satisfy Y, UY s = 0Z, where the spin structures and G-bundles over Y; and Y, are
extended to a (d 4 2)-dimensional manifold Z, and assume that the perturbative anomalies are
cancelled, we find that exp(min(Y; UY3)) is trivial by the APS index theorem [7-9]:

ind(i Py) = ”(%U??) (1.7)

Combining eq.(L6]) and eq.([LT), exp(inn) is a well-defined group homomorphism from ng{l (BG)

to U(1):
n|G] := exp(min) : QSE_T(BG) — U(1), Y — exp(min(Y)). (1.8)

Because all non-zero eigenvalues make quartettes (A, A, —A, —\), only zero-modes contribute to
exp(imn):

exp(imn(Y)) = (=1)M72. (1.9)

Here, Ny is the number of the zero-modes of the Dirac operator on Y. The n-invariants n[G]
were studied in many cases. In the cases G = Zy and twisted spin-Zy in d = 4 dimensions
were studied in [3I]. 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 n-invariant on lens



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 [2T[35H4T].
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 = Zy, SO(N), O(N)
in one dimension. In one-dimensional case, eq.(L7)) is satisfied, and thus eq.(L8]) is well-defined.
Therefore, to classify global anomalies by the values of global anomalies, we should find all
bordism classes, and calculate exp(inn) 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 = Z,,50(n),0(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 0Old 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 x := {x®}4=1,2 with a symmetry G =
Zn C SO(2), SO(N), or O(N) (x* € R is a symmetry group G component of the Majorana
fermion):

S = /dx Xai(0z + A(x))%x". (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 x“, we obtain an algebra over C generated by {x®}4=1,.. 2, Which satsify
{x% x} = 6. If we define

1
V= =0 i), A=1,...,n, (2.2)

V2

the anti-commutation relation becomes

(i, B} = 648, {2, vB} =0, AB=1,--.,n. (2.3)



We denote by |0) the vacuum of the Hilbert space that satisfies 14 |0) = 0. One of the bases of
the Hilbert space H is as follows:

Moo= {0 (0001, (2.4)

The basis of the dual of the Hilbert space are (0| YA Q,Z)f”, 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

Q™ = iy’ = —Q", a#b. (2.5)
We consider the case that the SO(2n) holonomy is given as a maximal torus:
D(a)
cosf sinf
glag, ..., an) == , D(0):= . (2.6)

—sinf cos@

D(ay)
A maximal torus g(ai,...,a,) € SO(2n) act on the Hilbert space as follows:

glag,...,an) 1) =exp(a1Q12) . .. exp(a,Qn-1,N) [¥) , Vi) eH
:I;Iexp (iaA(l/Jfl/zf — %)) |t)) = exp {i%OCA <¢f¢é — %)} lv) . (2.7)

In the same way, we obtain

(Wl {glan, - an)} = (] exp {—iz an (vt - 3) } . (28)
A
Therefore, if the spin structure is periodic, the partition function becomes
Z =Try (-1 g(ay,...,an) = e zXaca H(l — el = Hsin(aA/2). (2.9)
A A
If the spin structure is anti-periodic, the partition function is
Z=Try glar,...,an) = e 2T a0a H(l + eloa) = Hcos(aA/Q). (2.10)
A A

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 : S* — SO(N) transform
the partition function as

Z =Ty (=) glar, ..., an) = Tray (=1 glan, ..., an). (2.11)



Here, we denote by H the original basis of the Hilbert space, and also denote by hH the basis after
transformed by h : S' — SO(2n). By using eq.(Z7) and eq.(Z8)), a symmetry transformation
h = g(B1,...,Bn) act on states ¢fl...¢f’7 |0,z) and <0,:U|1/)f1...¢i1p at a time x € S' as
follows:

_ P
P (0,2) —em 3 2a A TT P @y gt 0,2, (2.12)
j=1
, P
(0, 2|91 .. b s Tada@ T e P4 (0,2 M .. (2.13)
j=1

We find that anomaly of a symmetry h = g(81,...,8,) is (—1)2a N4, by substituting z = 0
and z = 27 into (212 and (2I3), where N4 € Z is the winding number of 54. By this gauge
transformation, each a4 in eq.(2Z9) or eq.(2.I0) is shifted as aq — a4 + 27N4. This shift
does not change the boundary condition of the fermion, but the phase of the partition function
may change if >~ , N4 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 S' is periodic, this S' cannot be a
boundary of any two-dimensional manifolds. But if we consider two such S', the combination
of these two S' 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 S' is
periodic.
In the case G = SO(2), we can add a counter term, which is given as

AT := /dm a(z), (2.14)

where the gauge field A(z) is
A(z) = a(z) . (2.15)

This counter term is changed by a gauge transformation h = g(5(x)) as AI' = AI' + 27N,
where Ng € 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 Zy C SO(2) and consider the
gauge symmetry G = Zpy, the Zy 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 {x“}q=1,... 2n has a zero-mode. We denote these zero-modes
as {x{}a=1,- 2n. Minimal non-zero path integral is given by inserting all zero-modes:

Tr(=1)"xo-- x§™ (2.16)

However, the sign of this path integral depends on the ordering of these zero-modes XIS- This
ambiguity does not relate to global anomalies of symmetry transformations. But, this type of



global anomaly also is interpreted in the viewpoint of the n-invariant. If we consider two such
S1, the combination of these two S! can be a boundary of a two-dimensional manifold. Since
each S! is not a boundary, we cannot determine the sign of Tr(—1)¥'U, where U is the SO(2n)
holonomy on the S*.

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 {x®}a=1.. 2041 that satisfy {x%, x*} = §%°. We introduce
Y4 as eq.(ZZ). The Hilbert space is constructed by acting Q,Z)_f’s on the vacuum |0), where the

2n+1 should act on the vacuum as

vacuum is eliminated by 14 |0) = 0. Another operator y
X2n+1|0) = £10). Here, we denote by |0), these vacua x2n41]0), = £1]0),. (For example,
in the case n = 1, if we assume x |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 x |0) = £10)). 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 (—l)F

is inserted into
the partition function. Since the fermion number operator exchange these two different Hilbert
space by the anti-commuting relation {(—1)¥, x2,11} = 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 1/)_’31 e ¢f’7 0)
and 1/)3?1 ...Q/Jf" |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)"xg - X" (2.17)

Since this path integral includes odd numbers of zero-modes, this path integral changes the sign
under the action of (—1)¥. As we explained in section 2.1, such a S! cannot be a boundary
of any two-dimensional manifold, but if we consider two such a S, 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.(2I0). But there is another case that
the transition function of the O(N)-bundle is as the form T' g(au, ..., an/g)), where T is the
projective representation of an element diag(—1,1,...,1) € O(N) on the Hilbert space. Because,
the SO(N) C O(N) part act on the Hilbert space by the spinor representation, we find that



T? = +1. If we denote by L, the generator of SO(N) that rotate (a, b)-plane, we obtain

diag(—1,1,...,1)Lyp = — Lypdiag(—1,1,...,1),

diag(—1,1,...,1) Loy =Lapdiag(—1,1,...,1),  a,b# 1. (2.18)

We determine commutation relations of 7 and the SO(N) generators Q™ := ix*x* = —Q% as

{T,Q1p} =0 and [T,Qq) =0, a,b # 1, and commute with the Hamiltonian [T, H] = 0. Then,
T is a linear operator and satisfies Tx® = (—1)%1x°T, a = 1,...,[N/2], and we find

TYL = —giT, Ty = 9f=°T (2.19)

If the operator T is well-defined on the Hilbert space, a state T'|0) is expanded as follows:

T10) = a|0) + aai [0) + ... +aias k.. .97 [0). (2.20)
If we act 1/1 22 or Pl + on this expansion, we obtain
0 =Ty2210) = 22T (0) = Y ag,. 50220 0 |0),
617 75]
0=TyL0) =¢iT|0)= Y ag.gviv] .. v 0), (2.21)
517 76]
and we find
T10y =By 10), B ==+1,+i,

wa ) er ’0> ( )Z? 101, A]wAl 61 a w ¢+’ > (2.22)

( 1)61 Ap
Then, we find 72 = +1if 8 = +1, and T? = —1 if 8 = +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} =o0. (2.23)

F is inserted into the partition function if the spin structure is periodic, T

Since the operator (—1)
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 S! whose spin structure is
anti-periodic, and O(N) transition function is given by diag(—1,1,---,1), x1 has a zero-mode,
but xx—2,..., n do not have zero-modes. Thus, we obtain a global anomaly of the symmetry (—DF
which was already discussed in section 2.2. This global anomaly is a mixed anomaly between

spin and O(N) symmetry.



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 [141[44]. In the
following, we will explain that the global anomalies are given by the n-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(z) = g(8(z)) and the corresponding
mapping torus Mp. To obtain the n-invariant on the mapping torus, we will consider the number
of zero-modes on the mapping torus. The Dirac operator on the mapping torus M}, is given as

0 -1
D, = 0201 + 01(0, + A(x, 1)), Az, t) = toyp(x) , (2.24)
1 0
where o1, 09 are the Pauli matrices, which are defined by
01 0 —1 10
o] = , oy = , o3 = . (2.25)
10 i 0 0 1
We denote by ®¢(z,t) a zero-mode on the mapping torus:
(%@0(.%’,15) ZiUg(ax —i—A(m‘,t))CI)o(.%',t). (2.26)

At each slice of ¢, we can interpret fermions as fermions on S*. We denote by x/='%(z,t) the two
SO(2) components of a fermion x(z,t) on S' whose gauge field is given as A(z,t). These two
components satisfy periodic or anti-periodic conditions along the z-direction that is determined
by the spin structure v = 0,1. We should also fix the boundary condition along the ¢-direction.
We impose the following boundary condition along the t-direction:

xHz, 1) £ix3(z, 1) —eFilB(x)—Ngz} {Xl(az,O) + ix2(az,0)} ,
x'2m,t) £ix?(2m,t) =(=1)" {x'(0,£) £ix*(0,1)} . (2.27)

Here, N3 is the winding number of 3(x). By using this notation, iD; = (0, + A(x,t)) act on
the fermion as

B (z L H Nz ix2(z
Do) = 0y + itf3' () 0 - (X (@ 1) +ix* (. 1) } (228
0 Oy — it (x) % {xXHaz, t) —ixP(z,t) }

Then, the eigenvalues of iD; are labelled as A\ (t) = n+v/2+ Ngt, n € Z, and the corresponding



eigenmode X, +(x,t) is given as follows:

1 e:l:i{ﬁ(m)—NBx}te—i(n—i—u/Z)x
s

Xn,:l:(xy t) =
+1

2T 27
/ dwa7i(x,t)Xm7i(x,t) =0, m, / dxxil7i(x,t)xm7¢(x,t) =0. (2.29)
0 0

We also define ¥, +(z,t) := (xn+(2,t),0) and ¥, +(x)) := (0, xn+(2,t)). Any zero-modes on
the mapping torus are as follows:

o(@,t) = 3 {af (W1 (2, 0) + a5 (W0, (2,8) + b ()T 1 () + b (), (,6) b (2:30)

n

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

{0 = (n+3 £ Nst) os ) o5(1) = i {% / duf(x) - wNﬁ} GE),  GE(t) = (a(t).bE (D).
(2.31)

Furthermore, since ®¢(z,1) = h(x)®Po(z,0), we find

a (1) = apuy, (), bir(1) = by, (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;(¢)}. Therefore, by solving eq.([Z31)) and eq.(232)), we find
that there are 2N zero modes on the mapping torus, and thus we find that n[SO(2)] = (—1)"s.

We also find that 2NN eigenvalues across the zero eigenvalues by the change of £ : 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(f(z)), we find that each eigenvalues are changed as n — n & Nj.

Any Majorana fermion on S' is spanned by
Xn(z,t) == Xn+(2, ) + X—n,—(2,1), n € 7. (2.33)

The basis of the Majorana fermion also changed by ¢ : 0 — 1 as Xn — Xn+n,;. Then, the
order of the modes in the path integral is changed by this transformation. If we denote by
(n+ Ngt,n — Ngt) the eigenvalues of (xn (,t), X—n,—(x,t)), this set is changed as

(n,—n) = (n+ Ng,—n — Ng). (2.34)

Here, we identify (n,—n) and (—n,n). Thus, the ordering of the modes is changed by this
permutation eq.(234]). Since the sign of this cyclic permutation of the fermions is equivalent
to (—1)™#, we can find that the global anomaly of the gauge transformation h = g(8(z))
is equivalent to (—1)# if the spin structure is periodic. We can also verify that the global

10



anomaly of the gauge transformation h = g(3(z)) is equivalent to (—1)"# 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)" if the spin structure is
periodic (See section 2.2). We can construct the mapping torus of a transformation (—1)" that is
determined as the product of x € S* and t € [0, 1] interval, where SO(2n + 1) partition function
on S! is trivial, and fermions on the mapping torus satisfies ¥(z,1) = —¥(z,0). We find that
the n-invariant on the mapping torus is given as n[SO(2n + 1)] = —1. This is equivalent to
the fact that the number of eigenmodes on S that pass through the zero-modes is two. Then,
we can interpret the spectral flow as the global anomaly of the transformation (—1) 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 7-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: Q""(BG) — Q3" (pt) — U(1)

In the following, we will study the range of global anomalies in the cases G = Zy, 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 = Zy, 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]:

Spin Spin

Py o QP(BG) — QP (pt). (3.1)
The continuous function from BG to a point 7 : BG — {pt} introduces a group homomorphism
T+ QP(BG) — Q5P (pt). The inclusion i : {pt} — BG also induce a homomorphism
(A Qspm(pt) — Qspm(BG). From 7 o¢ = id, these induced homomorphisms satisfy 7, o i, = id,

which means 7, is surjective. We obtain an exact sequence:
0 = ker 7, 25 QSP(BG) 5 Q5P (pt) — 0. (3.2)

Then, the bordism group can be divided into

QSP(BG) ~ Q5P (pt) @ ker .. (3.3)

This surjection , is the forgetful map ®,; in eq.(3.1)). Here, Qgpin( BQ) := ker @, = ker 7, 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 Qgpm(pt). In the case d = 2, we can choose the 7-invariant 7[pt] in eq.(L8) as a
non-trivial element of the bordism group Qgpm(pt): H

nlpt] o @y s QPN(BG) = U(1),  [M(s,9)] = exp {imnlpt] o Bpe(M[s, g])} (3-4)

2Because Qgpin(pt) = Zs, there is a unique non-trivial bordism invariant for d = 2, this 7[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 Qgpin(BG). In particular, we will calculate n[pt] on a torus  ~ x4 Ly, y ~ y + Ly
with a spin structure. A fermion on the torus satisfies the following conditions:

1/1(95 + Lﬂwy) - (—1)V11/1(9C7y)a ¢($ay + Ly) = (_1)V2¢(xay)' (35)

Here, the parameters vq,vo = 0,1 determine the spin structure. There exist no zero-modes if
the spin structure (v1,v4) is not periodic-periodic, and exists a zero-mode if (v, v9) is periodic-
periodic. By using the formula (I9)), n[pt] is given as follows:

-1 vi,v9) = (0,0),

1 otherwise.

We obtain 7[pt] o ®,; = +1 for a torus whose spin structure is not periodic-periodic, and n[pt] o
®,; = —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 = Z,,, SO(n), and O(n).

4 The case G = Zy

We will determine the range of global anomalies in the case G = Zy. The bordism groups are
given as Qg’pin(BZQnH) = 79 and Qg’pin(BZQn) = 7o ® Zso, where computation can be found
in Appendix A. To determine the range of global anomalies, we will consider G = Zg,+1 and
G = Zo, separately.

The case N =2n +1

In the case of a massless Weyl fermion with a symmetry group G = Zs,11 C SO(2) in one
dimension, the phase of the partition function is given by eq.([]). Global anomalies are given
as eq.(8). By using the bordism invariant n[pt] o ®,, a torus with a periodic-periodic spin
structure and a torus with a spin structure that is not periodic-periodic are not bordant. Since
Qgpin(BZQnH) = 79, we find that tori span all bordism classes.

We will calculate 1[Zay,+1], which was defined in eq.(L8]). The Dirac operator on a torus
x~z+ L; and y ~ y + L, with a spin structure and a Zs,,;1-bundle is given as

0 0, +9,
i P =i(c'0) +0%0y) = : (4.1)
0y — 0 0

Here, o1 and oy are the Pauli matrices. We embed Zg,11 C SO(2) and write the SO(2)
components of the fermion as 1;, i = 1,2, and introduce x = 91 + @), X = Y1 — 1P3. The
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boundary condition for the fermion is given as follows:

X(@ + Lg,y) =(—=1)"1e 2/ @iy (), y(z,y + Ly) = (—1)72e 2752/ G0ty (5 y),
U+ L) =1 ePTVCED ) Ry L) = (1) RO g )
(4

)

Here, the parameters K1, Ko = 0,...,2n determine the transition functions of the Zg,+1 bundle
along two directions on the torus. vq,v5 = 0,1 determine the spin structure. There exist four
zero-modes in the case (v1,12) = (0,0) and K; = Ky = 0, and no zero-modes for otherwise.
Then, the n-invariant eq.(L.9) on tori becomes trivial:

NZonsa] = 1. (4.3)

Since tori span all bordism classes, we conclude that and there are no global anomalies in the
case G = Zop1.

The case N = 2n

In the case G = Zs,, the bordism group is given as Q;’pin(BZQn) = Zo ® Zs (See Appendix A).
We have two bordism invariants, 1[Zs,] and n[pt] o ®,; defined in eq.(L8]) and eq.(3.4). [ Asin
the same way as G = Zay 41 case, we find that n[Zs,] is trivial on a torus:

NZan] =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 P, : Zs,, — Zso. This homomorphism P, induce
a bundle map (See [43] p.220, Theorem 8.22):

EP
EZy, —

p1d p2 (4.5)

BZ,, 2 Bz,

EZ,

Here, the bundle map E P, satisfies

EP,(x-g) = (EP,(x)) - P.(9), Vo € Elsay, g € ZLay. (4.6)

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

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

"We can also consider embedding Z, C U(1), and consider a Majorana fermion. Then, the n-invariant exp(imn)
is valued in +1, and satisfies (exp(inn))? = n[Za].
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BP, also induces a group homomorphism:
(BP,). : Q5P™(BZyy,) — Q5P™(BZy),  [M,¢] — [M,BP, o ). (4.7)

Here, M is a two-dimensional manifold, ¢ : M — BZs, is the classification map (See [43], p.220),
and [M, ¢] is the corresponding bordism class. An element [M, ¢| corresponds to a pull back
bundle ¢*(EZg,) — M, and [M, BP, o ¢| corresponds to a pullback bundle (BP,, o ¢)*(EZ2) —
M. Then, we obtain a commutivity diagram (See [43], p.93):

0 (EZoy) 25 EZon Z2% EZ, &2 (BPyo¢)*(EZ)
Pl p1d p2 Pyl (4.8)
M % By, 22 Bz, £ M

where 1)1, 19 are bundle maps. By using the commutivity property of the diagram, and the
definition of the bundle map, the following linear isomorphisms exist:

~

Vil = L (@) = () 7THS(@)),  alpmigey s BT (@) S (p2) T (BPaod(x). (4.9)

In diagram eq.([@8]), the bundle map ¢ maps a gauge transformation on the pullback bundle
¢*(EZg2,) — M to a gauge transformation on the bundle p; : EZsg, — BZs, as the identity.
The same thing holds for the bundle map 9. Therefore, by using eq.(d.0) and (48], eq.(d.T)
transforms a gauge transformation on [M, ¢] to a gauge transformation on [M, BP, o ¢| as the
map P,.

< We construct a bordism invariant as the composition of eq.(d.7) and a bordism invariant of
QP (BZs):

Arf[Zs) o (BP,), : Q5P™(BZyy,) — Q5P™(BZy) — U(1). (4.10)

Here, Arf[Zs] : Qgpin(BZQ) — U(1) is a bordism invariant which is determined by using the
Arf-invariant (See section 2.1.2 in [35]): §

Arf[Zs] : QSP™(BZy) — U(1),  [M(s,g)] — (—1)Arf(Mostaq), (4.11)

Here, we denote by M(s,g) a manifold whose spin structure and Zs-bundle are determined by
classifying maps s and g, and use the fact that these classifying maps determine elements o, 04 €
HY(M,Zy) (background gauge fields). In particular, if we calculate two bordism invariants
n[pt]o @, and Arf[Zs]o(BP, ). on tori, we find that all bordism classes of QSP™(BZoy) = Zo @ Zo
are spanned by tori as listed in Table[Il Here, K1, Ko = 0,...,2n—1 determine the Z,,, transition
functions in the same way as eq.(@.2)).

In the case N = 2, we can consider embedding Z»> C U(1) and consider a Majorana fermion. Then, the
n-invariant exp(imn) is equivalent to Arf[Zs].
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Table 1: All bordism classes in Q5P™(BZs,) spanned by tori

Tori (n[pt] o D, Arf[Za] o (BP,)«)

(v1,12) = (0,0) and (K7 + 11, K2 + v2) = (0,0) mod 2 | (n[pt] o ®ps, Arf[Zs] o (BP,)s) = (—1,—1)

(v1,v2) = (0,0) and (K7 + 11, K2 + 1v2) # (0,0) mod 2 | (n[pt] o ®ps, Arf[Zs] o (BP,)«) = (—1,+1)

(v1,12) # (0,0) and (K1 + v1, Ko + 1v2) = (0,0) mod 2 | (n[pt] o ®p, Arf[Zs] o (BP,)s) = (+1,—1)

(v1,12) # (0,0) and (K7 + 11, Ko + v2) # (0,0) mod 2 | (n[pt] o ®ps, Arf[Zs] o (BP,)«) = (+1,+1)

5 The case G = SO(N)

In the case G = SO(N), the bordism groups are Q5P (BSO(N > 3)) = Zy®Zy and Q5P (BSO(2)) =
Zy @ 7 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, n[pt] o ®,; and n[SO(N > 3)]
defined in eq.(3.6) and eq.([L8]), and the second Stiefel-Whitney class which will be defined
in Appendix C. The value of n[pt] o ®,; on a torus was given in section 3. We will consider
n[SO(N > 3)] and the second Stiefel-Whitney classes on tori.

Let us calculate the n[SO(N > 3)]. A fermion on a torus & ~ x + L, y ~ y + L, satisfies
the following conditions:

U(Le,y) = (=1)"q1()¥(0,y), (=, Ly) = (=1)"g2(x)¢(, 0). (5.1)

Here, v,,v, = 0,1 determine a spin structure, and g1, g2 : St — 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) =gl (y), .-,y (¥),  g2(x) = g(Br(), ..., By (), (5.2)

where a;(y) and B;(z) are periodic along the S! direction. The case N = 2n, g(0y,...,0,) is
defined as (2.6). The case N = 2n + 1, we define

D(6h)

90,0 = - . (5.3)
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We introduce the SO(IN) components of a fermion as 1) = (x;)i=1,...,.~, and define {1}, 1/;]' Fimt,.[N/2)=n
as

Yy 1= X2j-1 + iX25, Dj = X2j-1 — iX2j, j=1,...,[N/2] =n. (5.4)

Then, the zero-mode equation becomes N U(1) zero-mode equations of {wjﬂ;j}j:l,...,[N/ﬂ:na
and the field strength becomes diagonal, i.e. F' = diag(F}, F,... ,F[N/Q],F[N/Q]), which satisfies

. Fj=— /T2 F; =27 (p; — q;) € 27Z. (5.5)

Here, p; € Z and q; € Z are the winding numbers of a; and $3; along the S' direction. We
denote by n(j) and v; the dimension of positive/negative chirality zero-mode space for ; and
;. By the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [45], n4(j) and n(j) satisfy

ny(j) —n-(j) = —n4.(J) + n-(j) = pj — ¢;- (5.6)

By the bijection ¢ — Ct [14], we find ni(j) = n+(j). Here, C is the charge conjugation

determined as C := x¢2, and * is the complex conjugation. Then, the number of zero-modes on
the torus is Zgji/f] 2(p; — qj) mod 4. Therefore, eq.([.9) becomes

N[SO(N)] = (—1)=®i~40), (5.7)

To summarize, tori span all bordism classes Q5P (BSO(N > 3)) = Zy @ Zs as Table @l This
result gives global anomalies for mapping tori whose transition functions are given by eq.(%.2]).

Table 2: All bordism classes of Q;’pin(BSO(N > 3)) are spanned by tori

Tori (n[pt] © ®ps, n[SO(N > 3)])

(v1,v2) = (0,0) and }°;(pj — ¢;) = 1 mod 2 | (n[pt] o Ppe, n[SO(N)]) = (=1, 1)
(v1,v2) = (0,0) and 3_;(p; — ¢j) = 0 mod 2 | (n[pt] o @y, n[SO(N)]) = (—1,+1)
(v1,v2) # (0,0) and 3°(p; — ;) = 1 mod 2 | (n[pt] o @y, n[SO(N)]) = (+1, 1)

(v1,v2) # (0,0) and }°;(pj — ¢;) = 0 mod 2 | (n[pt] © Ppe, n[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 wo(F) of an SO(N)-bundle E — T? by using the transition
functions. Let us take a good cover U over a manifold X. Then, the following isomorphism is
satisfied:

H?(X,0O(N)) ~ HP(U,O(N)). (5.8)
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In the case X = S, 2 ~ z+ 27, we can construct a good cover {U;};—1 23 over S' as Uy = {x €
Sz e (0—eZF +e)}, Us —{x651|x€ (-, +e)},Us={zeSre(0-%,2m+6)},
where € > 0 is some small real number. If we denote by {U;};—123 and {V}};—1 23 these good
covers over two S 1, we can construct a good cover U over a torus T? as

U:= {Uij}id:LQ’g, Uij = Ui X Vj, i,j = 1,2,3. (5.9)

We can treat the above transition functions g; and g2 in eq.(5d) and eq.(5.2) as transition
functions over this good cover eq.(5.9]). For example, we give the transition function from Uj; to
Uss as g2g1. By the isomorphism eq.(58), H'(T?,O(N)) classify O(N)-bundles on a torus with

this good cover U = {Ujj}ij=1,23. Furthermore, an exact sequence 1 — Zy — Piny (V) ﬁ>

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

- = HY(X,Piny (N)) —» HY(X,0(N)) & H2(X,Z5) — -+ . (5.10)

We denote by g € H'(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

wo(E) := 6*(gp) € H*(X, Zy). (5.11)

By the definition, we(E) is trivial if and only if this O(N)-bundle has a Pin, structure. Because
the condition that the second Stiefel-Whitney class wa(FE) is trivial is equivalent to the condition
that the O(N)-bundle is trivial, we find wa(E) = wa(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 gi, go are lifted to Spin(N)-
valued transition functions by the adjoint map:

) ior iony2)(y)

Jr = exp < 14(y) Vi, 72] + -+ %[WQ[N/Q}—MWQ[N/Q}]) )

- 101 (x i3 (v)

Gy = €Xp < 514( )[71,72] + -+ %[VQ[N/Q]—M’VQ[N/Q]]) ) (5.12)

where {7;};—1,. 2(n/2 are the gamma matrices which satisfy {7, 7} = 2d;%x. These transition
functions satlsfy the cocycle condition if ) . (p; — ¢;) = 0 mod 2, and do not satisfy the cocycle
condition if ) (p; — ¢;) = 1 mod 2. Therefore, tori which satisfies > ,(p; — ¢;) = 0 mod 2
are trivial element of H?(T?,Zs) = Zs, and tori with > ,(p; — ¢;) = 1 mod 2 belong to the
generator of H?(T?,75) = Zy. 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
H?(T? Zy) = Zy. 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 n[SO(N)] as a
bordism invariant.

The case N =2

Let us next consider the case N = 2. We found two bordism invariant n[pt] o ®,; and n[SO(2)],
and calculated these invariants on tori in eq.(3.6]) and eq.([5.7). Because QSpm(BU (1)) =Z®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) € H*(X;Z). If two two-dimensional spin manifolds X; and X, with U(1)-bundles are
bordant, there exist a three dimensional spin manifold Z that satisfies X; U Xo = 07, and U(1)-
bundle and spin structures on X; and Xo extended to Z. Here, we denote by Xo the orient
reversing of X, and U 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 X7 and X5 are equivalent. Thus, we construct a bordism invariant as follows:

alU(1)]: Q5P(BU(1) — B; (X, ¢s. fuy] = a(X, fuq)) = % /XF € H*(X;Z). (5.13)

Here, we denote by X a two-dimensional manifold, ¢; is the classifying map of a spin structure on
X, fuq) is the classifying map of a U(1)-bundle over X, and [X, ¢s, fu(1)] € Q5P (BU(1)) is the
corresponding bordism class. We find that tori span the bordism group Qgpm(B Ul)=Zo®Z

as Table Bl By eq.(5.7)), we also find that n[SO(2)] = ¢1[U(1)] mod 2. As mentioned in section
2.1, this phase ambiguity 7n[SO(2)] of the partition function is canceled by adding a counter
term eq.(2.I4]), and thus there are no global anomalies in the case G = SO(2).

Table 3: All bordism classes of Q5P™(BU(1)) are spanned by tori

Tori (nlpt] o Py, 1 [U(1)))

(v1,v2) = (0,0) and k € H*(T%,Z) =7 | (npt] o @pr, c1[U(1)]) = (=1, k)

(v1,v2) # (0,0) and k € H2(T%,Z) =Z | (n[pt] o ®pt, 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 n[Zs] and calculate the Second Stiefel-Whitney class. Then, we will show that tori span the
bordism group. After that, we will calculate the n-invariant n[O(N)] on tori, and determine the
range of the global anomalies.

6.1 Bordism Invariant: Q3P"(BO(N)) — Q5P (BZy) — U(1)

We construct a new bordism invariant which is related to a bordism invariant of Qgpin(BZg).
We introduce a group homomorphism:

det : O(N) — Zy = {£1}, X — detX. (6.1)
In the same way as eq.(d.1]), this homomorphism eq.(6.I]) induce a group homomorphism:

Bdet, : OSP"(BO(N)) — QO5P™(BZy),  [M,¢] — [M, Bdet o ¢], (6.2)
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where M is a two-dimensional spin manifold, ¢ : M — BO(N) is the classifying map, Bdet :
BO(N) — BZs is a bundle map induced by homomorphism eq.(6.1) (See [43] p.220, Theorem
8.22), and [M, ¢] and [M, Bdet o ¢| are the corresponding bordism classes. As in the same way
in the case G = Zg, explained in section 3, (6.2]) transforms a gauge transformation on [M, ¢]
to a gauge transformation of [M, Bdet o ¢] by the map det. We construct a bordism invariant
as the composition of eq.([6.2)) and Arf[Z,]:

Arf[Zs) o Bdet, : 5P"(BO(N)) —Q5P™(BZy) — U(1). (6.3)
We will now show Qgpin(BO(N )) = 3Zs. We introduce a group homomorphism:
T:Z— O(N),  +1— diag(£1,1,...,1). (6.4)

This map satisfies det o 7 = id. We obtain a commuting diagram of bundle maps (See [43],
p.220).

EZ, 25 EON) 2% Ez,

P2 P P2 (6.5)

BTt

BZ, 25 Bo(N) 2%

BZs
Here, Edet and ET satisfies

Edet(z - g) = (Edet(x)) - det(g), Vz € EO(N), g € O(N),
Er(z-g)=(ET(2))-1(9), Vi € EZs, g € Zs. (6.6)

By using detoT = id, the composition Bdeto BT : BZy — BZj is homotopic to identity (See [43],
p.152). Then, Bdet, and BT, satisfies Bdet, o BT, = id, where BT, : Q9(BZsy) — Q;’pm(BO(N))
is a homomorphism induced by B7. Thus, Bdet, is surjective, and obtain a short exact sequence:

0 — ker (Bdet,) & Q5P (BO(N)) 24, oSP™(B7,) — 0. (6.7)
Since BTy is injective, we obtain

QP (BO(N)) S05P™(BZy) & Ker(Bdet,),
[M, ¢] — ([M, Bt o Bdet o ¢], [M, ¢] — Br,[M, Bdet o ¢]). (6.8)

BT, transforms a Zy gauge transformations to an O(N) gauge transformation as Zs — O(N).

By the AHSS, the bordism group is Qg’pin(BO(N)) = 37y or Qgpin(BO(N)) = Zy ® Za,
which are shown in Appendix A. Combining this fact with eq.(6.8]) and Qg’pin(BZg) = 7o ® 7o,
we find that Qgpin(BO(N)) = 3Zs. By the calculation of AHSS in Appendix A, bordism group
Q5P™(BO(N)) can be written as the E2 page of the AHSS as follows:

QP (BO(N)) =E3, @ B}, @ B3, =32y,  E2, = H,(BO(N), Q"™ (pt)). (6.9)
We obtain the following isomorphisms:

B3, =" (pt), B}, =Q5"™(BZs),  E%, = Ker(Bdet,). (6.10)
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Proof of eq. . By Appendix A, QSpin BZ5) divides into the direct sum:
2
Qgpin(BZ2) = Eg,o D E%@ D Eg,Qa ES,Q = E%,l = Za, Eg,o =0. (6.11)

Here, we denote by Ez%,q the E? page of the AHSS of szin(BZQ). These E? pages satisfy
Q5P (pt) = E~372 = Zy and Q5P (BZy) = E~%71 = Zs. Bdet, act on these E? pages as follows:

Bdet, : E. = Hy(BO(N),QP™(pt)) — E2 , = H,(BZy, Q3P (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). N

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 go 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

cosf sinf
g+ (0) := diag(£1,1)g(6), g(0) == . (6.13)

—sinf cosf

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

gl(y) = gp(27TNay/Ly)a 92(56) = gli(27TNﬁx/L!L')? py K ==+, Na, NB € 2. (6'14)

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

V(Lz,y) = (=) g1 () (0,),  (w,Ly) = (=1)"2ga(x)i(x,0). (6.15)

Here, the parameters v1,v9 = 0,1 determine the spin structure. For example, in the case
91(y) = g—(2nNay/Ly) and ga2(x) = g4+(2nNgx/L,), the lift of these two transition functions
over Pin; group are

g1 =71 €xp <7112J;f:y[01,02]> ; g2=exp (ﬂ;];[ix[ahdz]) - (6.16)
Here, 01, 09 are the Pauli matrices. These lifted transition functions g; and go satisfy the cocycle
condition over a common relation Uy N Uz; N Uss if Ny — Ng = 0 mod 2, and do not satisfy if
No — Ng =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
Ny — Ng = 0 mod 2 is the trivial element of H? (Tz, Zsy) = Zo, and the second Stiefel-Whitney
class of a torus whose O(2)-bundle satisfies N, — Nz = 1 mod 2 are the generator of H*(T?,7Zs).
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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:

27 Nq 27N,
n (43) o (722)
91(y) = » 92(7) =
27 Nay, 21Ng,
o () 0 (55)
(6.17)
In the case N = 2n + 1, we assume that O(2n + 1) transition functions are
27 Ng 21 Ng, x
9p: < 7rLyly) 9r1 < Lfl >
91 = 92 =
27 Naypy 2rNg,
pn ( Ly ) Gkn < Lo )
1 1
(6.18)

We can verify that the second Stiefel-Whitney class of an O(NN)-bundle over a torus whose
transition functions are given by eq.(@1T) or eq.([@I8) is trivial if > ;(Na, — Ng;) = 0 mod
2, and non-trivial if > ;(No; — Ng;) = 1 mod 1. Since the Kronecker pairing of the second
Stiefel-Whitney class and the fundamental class will be given in eq.(C7), and the fact that the
Ker(Bdet,) part of the bordism class in eq.(6.I0]) 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)ZJ(N“J' o) ¢ 7,

We obtained three independent bordism invariants n[pt] o ®,;, Arf[Zs] o Bdet,, and the
second Stiefel-Whitney class (w2(F)). We can confirm that these tori span all bordism classes
Qg’pm(BO(N)) = 3Zs as listed in Table [] .

We will finally determine the global anomalies n[O(N)] on these tori, which must be a
linear combination of these three bordism invariants n[pt] o ®,;, Arf[Zs] o Bdet,, and the second
Stiefel-Whitney class (wa(E)).

6.3 n-Invariant of O(N)-bundles

We will calculate n[O(N)] in the case N =2 on a torus z ~ .+ Ly, y ~ y+ L,. The O(2) gauge
field can be written as

A(z,y) = a(z,y) ) a(z,y) = az(x,y)de + ay(x,y)dy. (6.19)
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Table 4: All bordism classes in Q5P (BO(N)) spanned by tori

(v1,v2) | (detgy + v1, detgs + v2) zj(Naj — Nﬁj) (npt] o ®pe, Arf[Zs] o Bdet,, (w(E)))
(0,0) (0,0) mod 2 0 mod 2 (1,1,0)
(0,0) (0,0) mod 2 1mod 2 (1,1,1)
(0,0) not (0,0) mod 2 0 mod 2 (1,0,0)
(0,0) not (0,0) mod 2 1mod 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 1mod 2 (0,0,1)

Because 7[0(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 (p, k) = (+,+) case in eq.(6.I4]) 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 ¥ = (1, x). We also introduce the O(2)
components of a fermion as ¥ = €1 (11, 1h5) and x = €%2(x1, x2), and define 1. = €1 (¢ £it)o)
and y+ = €%2(x1 £ ix2), where €1, e € U(1), and 1,9, X1, X2 are valued in R. Then, the
boundary conditions eq.(6.15]) are written as

Yi(Ly,y) =(—1)1HPeFP2miNay/Lugy (0,y),  hu(w, L) = (—1)2HreFrmiNoe/Lay, (2 0),

Xt (La,y) =(=1)1FPe®e2miNay/Luy | (0.y),  ya(z, L) = (—1)2treFr2miNez/Lay (2 0),
(6.20)

where p, k = % is defined in eq.(6.14]). The zero-mode equation PV = 0 can be written as

{(0x —i0y) Fia_}px =0, {(0z +1i0y) Fiat} x+ =0, (6.21)

Here, we define a+(z,y) = ax(x,y) + iay(x,y), where ay(x,y) and ay(x,y) are defined in
eq.([@I9). In the case (p, k) = (—,+) snd Ng = 0 are satisfied, we choose a gauge field as

( ) 27N, x
a_(x =1 —
'Y L, L.

(6.22)
However, we cannot define a continuous gauge field a_(z,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 (6.2I)) in the case (p,k) = (—,+) and Ng = 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.(6I7) or eq.(@I8). In these cases, the zero-mode spaces are
spanned by n O(2) zero-mode spaces. Then, n[O(2)] on these tori are summarized as Table [
By comparing with Table [d], we find

Table 5: The O(2) n-invariant on Tori

Tori n[0(2)]

Any (v1,12), 91(y) = 9+ (27 Nay/Ly) and ga2(x) = g4 (2rNgz/L,) | No + Ng mod 2

(v1,12) = (0,0), g1(y) = g—(zﬂNay/Ly) and gz(7) = 1 No +1 mod 2
(v1,12) = (1,0), g1(y) = 9- (27 Nqy/Ly) and g2(z) =1 Ny + 1 mod 2
(v1,12) = (0,1), g1(y) = 9— (27 Nay/Ly) and ga(z) =1 N, mod 2
(vi,12) = (1,1), g1(y) = 9— (27 Nay/Ly) and ga(z) =1 N, mod 2

n[O(2)] = nlpt] o ®p: + Arf[Zs] o Bdet, + (w2(E)) . (6.23)

We can generalize this result in the case G = O(N):
nO(N)] = (N — 1)n[pt] o Dy + Arf[Zs] o Bdet, + (wa(E)) . (6.24)

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

functions are given by eq.(6.I7)) or eq.(6.IS]).

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 = Zy, 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 = Zy, we confirmed that there are no
global anomalies. In the case G = SO(N), we constructed and calculated bordism invariants
n[pt] o @y and n[SO(N)] in the case N > 3, and ¢;[U(1)] and n[pt] o ®,; in the case N = 2, and
determine the range of global anomalies by calculating n[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 n[pt] o @, Arf[Zs] o Bdet,, and
(we(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 =7Zn, 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 Sq* : H*(M,Zy) — H*t*(M,Zs),
k € Z>o, which satisfies the following conditions [43]:

a. Sq¢°(z) =,

b. Sq¢i(x) = 2% if x € HY(X;Zs),

c. S¢'(x)=0ifx € HP(X;Zy),p >0,

d. Sqi(zy) = > S¢?xSqi~7y (Cartan formula).

The Steenrod square satisfies the Wu formula [47]:

| i [ G-+ (k-1
Sq'(wy) =) G-+ ) Wi | Wyt ks (A1)
k=0 k

where w; € H'(M,Zs) is the Stiefel-Whitney class. The formula of the Steenrod square on
general elements of H*(M,Zsy) is given by the following relations [48-50]: [

H*(BO(TL),ZQ) :Zg[wl,...,wn], (AQ)

H*(BSO(’I’L),ZQ) :Zg[wg,...,wn], w1 :0, (A3)
H*(BZon, Zs) =Zo|w,v]/(w? —nv),  w € H(BZan,Zs), v € H*(BZan, 7). (A4)

"We obtain an isomorphism BZ, x BZ, = BZp, by the isomorphism Z, x Z; = Z,,. Then, by using the
Kiinneth formula, we find H*(BZyoh (2g41y)s Z2) = H*(BZan+1,Z2). The Zs-coefficient cohomology H*(BZan, Z2)
are written in p.205 of [49] and p.79 of [50].
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For example, we find H*(BZy(op+1), Z2) = Zz[w]. By the Cartan formula, we obtain
Sqt(w") = wS¢t (W) + w1, S (w") = wiSqt(w" ) + wS¢ (w™ ). (A.5)
Here, w € H'(BZs, 7). From eq.(AH), we find

Sqt(w™) = nw" T, Sq?(w™) = Ww””. (A.6)

We can obtain the formula of the Steenrod square in the cases H*(BZyy, Z2), H*(BSO(n), Z2),
and H*(BO(n),Zsy) in a similar way. Let us summarize these results. In the case G = Zyy, the
Steenrod square satisfies

Sq? (V") =S¢ (vF) + wuSq (vF) + v, (A7)
S (w1 =0S¢? (woP) + wuSqt (woP) + wok 2, (A.8)

In particular, Sq? : HP(BZay, 7o) — HPY2(BZay,, Zs) is zero if p = 0,1,4. In the cases p = 2,3,
Sq? . HP(BZap,Zs) — HP2(BZay,,Zs) is an isomorphism. In the case G = SO(N), we find

Sq' (w;) = (j — Dwjt1, Sq*(w;) = wawy, Jj=2,...,n. (A.9)
From the definition of Sq?, Sq? : HP=%Y(BSO(N),Zs3) — HPT?>=23(BSO(N),Zs) are zero
map. We also find that Sq? : H?(BSO(N),Zs) — H*(BSO(N),Zs) is injective, Sq* :
H*(BSO(2),Z5) — H**2(BSO(2),Z2) is a zero map if k > 3, and Sq¢®> : H3*(BSO(N >
3),Z9) — H?(BSO(N > 3),Z3) and Sq?> : HYBSO(N > 3),Zs) — H*(BSO(N > 3),Z5) are
injective. In the case G = O(N), Sq¢? : HP=%Y(BO(N),Zs) — HPT*=23(BO(N),Z3) are zero
maps, and Sq? : H>(BO(N),Zs) — H*(BO(N), Zs) 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

{E}. 4 A" Yrezsopqez and a filtration of Q5P (BG) which satisfy the following conditions:

e E? page of the AHSS is given as Eg,q = H,(BG, Qg’pin(pt)).
e Filtration of Qspin(BG) is given as

0 =F_ 1 Q0P(BG) ¢ FQPY(BG) C ... C F,,BP(BG) = Q°PR(BG),  (A.10)
F P (BG)
Fo OOP(BG)

o0 _
kn—k —

(A.11)

Here, {E} ,,
By the definition of a spectral sequence, E"23 are given as

kerd" : Bl —E"_ ..
Bl = H(E] , d) = ———29 [ prati ol (A.12)
Im d": Ep+r,qfr+1 - Ep,q

T 3 T . T T
d }rezzo;p,qez are chain complexes and d" : £ , — E

p—rqir—1 18 the differential.
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By using eq.(A-10) and eq.([A.IT]), the bordism group Qgpin(B G) is determined by E* as follows:
QP (BG) =e(Fy1 Q5™ (BG), ES,) = e(e(Fy_sQP™(BG), EX 1), ES)
=e(e(. .. (e(Eg,oda E1O,Od71)= E(Q),Odﬁ)a ) Egim)a Eg,oo)- (A.13)
Here, we denote by e(A, B) an extension of B by A:

0—+A—e(4,B)— B—0. (A.14)

To determine the E> page, we should determine d?. For a topological space X, the universal
coefficient theorem provides an isomorphism:

H,(X;Zy) ~ Homg, (H”(X; Zs), Zs). (A.15)

Thus, we can introduce the following natural homomorphism as a dual of Sq¢? : HP(X;Zs) —
HPT2(X; Zs):

(S¢*)* : Hy(X;Z2) = Homg, (HP(X;Zs), Z2) — Hy o(X;Z9) = Homg, (HP (X ; Zs), Zs).
(A.16)

We call (Sq¢?)* dual of Sq?. We also introduce the “reduction mod 2” as the following natural
isomorphism:

ro = fog; H,(X,Z) EN H,(X;Z) @ Zs i) Hy(X;Z2). (A.17)

Here, the map ¢ is a natural homomorphism, and the map f appears in the universal coefficient
theorem:

1 — Ho(X:Z) @ Zo L Ho(X;Zo) — Tor(Hy(X;Z): Zs) — 1. (A.18)
Then, the differential d? is given as follows (See [51], p.27, Lemma 2.3.2):

L1. d°: Hp(X;Qﬁ’pin(pt)) — Hp o(X, Qg’pin(pt)) is equivalent to dual of Sq? : HP=%(X,Zy) —
HP(X, o).

L2. d?: B2 = Hy(X; Q" (pt)) — B2 5, = Hy (X, Q"™ (pt)) is equivalent to

2\ *
Hy(X:Z) ™ Hy(X:Z) B0 1, (X 2). (A.19)

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

A.3 Calculation of Bordism Groups Q;""(BG)

We will calculate the bordism groups in the cases G = Zy, 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 = Z,

To obtain szin(BZn), we should first calculate H,(BZy, Qgpin(pt)) to use the AHSS method.
The universal coefficient theorem (See [43], section 2.6) provides the following exact sequence:

0 = Hy(BZy, Z) @ P (pt) — Hy(BZy; P (pt)) — Tor(Hy—1(BZy, Z), BP™ (pt)) — 0.
(A.20)

Here, the torsion satisfies Tor(Zy,Z) = 0 and Tor(Zn, Zy) = Zn ® L = ZLgeq(k,n)- The point

bordism group Qgpin(pt) [52] and the Z-coefficient homology groups are given in Appendix C
in [32]:

A p=0,
q ‘ 0o 1 2 3 4
i Hy(BZn,Z) = Loy, pe 27 +1, (A.21)
Q5P (pt) ‘ Z Ly Zy 0 Z
0 otherwise.
Then, the E? pages is given as follows:
3 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0O 0 0 0
2 Zy 0 0 0 0 2 Lo Lo Zo 7o 7o
1 7o 0 0 0 0 1 Lo Do To Zo 7o
q=0 7 Zopt1 O Zopyr O q=0 2 Zoapn O Zoy O
E} [Zonya] | p=0 1 2 3 4 E} Zy) |p=0 1 2 3 4

where we denote by EI%’q[G] the E? page of the AHSS of the bordism group Qspin(BG).
We first consider the case G = Za,+1. By using eq.(A.I2]), we clearly obtain Ex, = Eg’q =
E2,. Qgpin(BZQnJrl) is given by substituting E5 into eq.(A13):

q ‘ 0 1 2 3

: (A.23)
QP (BZan11) ‘ L 7o ® Lont1 Lo ZLon+a
In the case G = Zoy,, by using Lemma L.1 and Lemma L.2, we find ds : Eg,l — ngz,w

p=2,3,6 and ds : E;%,O — ngz,l, p=2,3,4,6 are zero maps, ds : Eg,l — ngz,w p =4,5 are
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isomorphisms, and dy : E2, — E?, are surjective. Then, the E? page is determined as follows:
p 5,0 3,1 J )

3 0 o 0 0 0 3 0 o 0 0 0
2 Zo Zo 0 0 Zo 2 Zo Zo 0 0 Zg
1 | Zy Zy Zy 0 0 1 | Zy Zo Zy 0 0 (A.24)
q=0| Z  Zon 0 Zs, O q=0| Z Zon 0 Zo O
El,lp=0 1 2 3 4 EX, |p=0 1 2 3 4
In the E3 page, dj : E§’70 — ES’,Q is trivial. By theorem 9.10 in [43], EGS, are given as
EgS, = E§ , = Ho(BZay, Q"™ (pt)) = Q2P (pt). (A.25)
Therefore, the bordism group is given as follows:
q ‘ 0 2 3
(A.26)

The case G

QS"’“‘(BZW)‘Z Ly ®Lon L@ Ly e(e(La,Ln), Lon)

= u()

By using Ho,(BU(1),Z) = Z and Ho,—1(BU(1),Z) = 0 (k € Z>0) (See [32], p.21), and using
the universal coefficient theorem, we obtain the Zs-coefficient homology. Then, the E? page of

szin(BU(l)) is as follows:

(A.27)

3 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 000 0 0
2 | Zy 0 Zy 0 Zy 0 Zy 2 | Zy 0 0 0 Zy O
1 | Zy 0 Zy 0 Zy 0 Zo 1 | Zy 000 0 0

q=0| Z 0 Z 0 Z 0 Z ¢q=0| Z 0 Z 0 Z 0

E,|p=01 2 3 4 5 6 El,|lp=01 2 3 4 5 6

By using Lemma L.1, we find that d? : E;J — Eg_m are zero maps for p = 2,3,5,6, and
isomorphism for p = 4. In the same way, we obtain that d? : Eio — E%,l is surjective, and
d? - thl — ngm are zero maps if p = 2,3,5,6. Then, the E® page is calculated as eq.([A.27).
For 0 < p,q <3, we find £, = qu. Thus, the bordism group is as follows:

q

o

2 3

Qgpin(BU(l))‘Z Zo To®Z 0
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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
E? page of QSPIH(BSO(N > 3)) by substituting Z-coefficient cohomology into the universal
coefficient theorem:

3 0 00 0 0 O© 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 Zy 0 Zy Ly Zo Zo 2 Zy 0 Zy Ly Zo®Zy Zo
1 Zy 0 Zy Zy Zo Zo 1 Zy 0 Zy Ly Zo®Zy Zo
q=0 Z 0 Zy 0 7 Iy q=0 Z 0 Zy 0 Z®L 7y
E;JJN=3|p=01 2 3 4 5 EJIN=4|p=01 2 3 4 5
3 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 Zy 0 Zy Ly ZLo®Ly Lo Lo
1 Zy 0 Zy Zy Lo®©Zy Zo®Zs (A.29)
q=0 Z 0 Zy 0 Z®ZLy I
E;JIN>5|p=01 2 3 4 5

Here, we write E2 [N] := H,(BSO(N > 3), Q5P (pt)). In the E? page, d? : E3y — E§, and
d? - E;O — Eil are zero maps, and d? : Eio — E%,l is surjective. We obtain the E® pages as
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follows:

3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0
2 Zo 0 2 Zo 0 0 O
1 Zo 0 1 Zo 0 0 O
q=0 Z Zo g=0 Z 0 Zy 0
E3JIN=3|p=0 2 ESJIN=4|p=01 2 3
3 0 0
2 Zo 0
1 Zo 0 (A.30)
g=0 Z Zo
E3 IN>5]|p=0 2
We find EJS = qu if 0 < p,q < 3,. Finally, we obtain the bordism group as follows:
‘ 0 1 2 3
(A.31)
QSPM(BSO(N > 3)) ‘ 7 Ty Ty®Zy O
The case G = O(N > 2)
The Z-coefficient cohomology H*(BO(N),Z) are given as the table below [48]:
D 0 2 3 6
HP(BO(2),Z) |Z 0 Zy Zs Zs
HP(BOB3),Z) |Z 0 Zy Zy Z®7Zy Zo (A.32)
HP(BO4),Z) |Z 0 Zy Zo Z&Zy Lo Zo
HP(BOM>5).2)|Z 0 Zy Zo Z&Zy Zo Zo®Zs
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Using the universal coefficient theorem, the E? pages are determined as follows.

3 0O 0 0 0 0 0 3 0O 0 0 0 0 0
2 Zo Ty 279 Ty 0O Zo 2 Ty Ly 279 279 Zo 7o
1 Zo Ty 279 Ty 0O 7o 1 Ty Ly 279 279 Ty 7o
q=0 Z Zo Zo 0 Z Zy q=0 Z Ly To 7o T 7o
E20@2)]|p=0 1 2 3 4 5 E2OB)]|p=0 1 2 3 4 5
3 0O 0 0 0 0 0
2 Ly Ty 2Ly 27o 2Ly 27
1 Ty To 2Ly 27o 2Ly 279
q=0 Z Ly To To Z&Zy Zo
E2 O] |p=0 1 2 3 4 5
3 0O 0 0 0 0 0
2 Zy Ty 279 279 27y  3Zs
1 Zo Ty 279 279 275 37
q=0 7 Ty To To Z&ZLy 27
E2JONN>5)]|p=0 1 2 3 4 5

3 0O 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0

2 Ty Lo 275 * 2 Ly Lo Ty x

1 Ty Lo 275 * 1 Ly Lo Ty x
q=0 Z 7y Zy O q=0 7 Ty Ty 7o
B JO@2))|p=0 1 2 3 E3OB3)|p=0 1 2 3
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2 ZQ ZQ 0 *
q ‘ 0 1 2
1 ZQ ZQ 0 * ]
QP (BO(n)) ‘ L Ty®ZLy Zod®e(Zy,Ls)
q = 0 Z ZQ ZQ ZQ

(A.33)

The case QF(BO(N))

Finally, we calculate the bordism group with the unoriented stable structure. We denote by
E;’q = H,(BO(N), Q8 (pt)) the E? page of the bordism group Q' (BO(N)), to distinguish the
stable structures. The point bordism group is given as

OQ(pt) =Zs,  QP(pt) =0,  Q(pt) =Zy,  QF(pt)=0. (A.34)

Then, the E? page is given as follows:

3 0 0 0 0
2 Zoy Lo 275 *
1 0 0 0 0 (A.35)
q=0 Ty Ty 2Ty *

E2[ON)|p=0 1 2 3

By using eq.([A.12), we obtain the E* page as follows:
Therefore, the bordism group is given as

QF(BO(N)) = QF (pt) & QF (BO(N)) = Ef, & B3y = Ef o ® Hy(BO(N),Z).  (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.([621]). In
the following, we only discuss the ¢4 part. We can calculate the y+ part in the same way.
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In the case (p, k) = (—,+) and Ng = 0, we choose the gauge field as eq.([@.22]). The zero-mode
equation is given as

2N, =
(0 — i0 )i—“—}wizo. (B.1)
{ ULy Ly
We introduce D4 (z,y) as
Y (x,y) =€ Dy (2, ). (B.2)

Then, the boundary conditions eq.([6.20]) become as follows:
Di(Ly,y) = (1) He=mNev/luDo(0,y),  Dai(x, Ly) =Di(x,0). (B.3)

Because of the periodicity of D4 along the y-direction, D4 are expanded by the Fourier expan-
sion:

Dy (z,y) = Z bE (z)e? v/ Ly (B.4)
keZ

We obtain the conditions of bi(m) by substituting this expansion into the first equation of

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

2 27N,
<am+ m(2k +vo) | 2m ai) bi(z) =0, BN (L) = (1) TR (0). (B.5)
Ly, L, L,

The solutions of eq.(B.3]) satisfy the following conditions:

2k + 1) N,
bk () =bF _ @ 2 B.6
i) b exp (T3 T2, (B
2k + N, L
bﬁ:FNa =(—1)"*exp <7T( + La + 1) l‘) b (B.7)
Y
2k — N, L
pf—Na :(—1)”hLl exp <7T( La +va) x> bi. (B.8)
y
If we substitute eq.(B.8) into eq.(B.1), or substitute eq.(B.7)) into eq.(B.8), we find
2m(2k + N, L
phENe _ e < 7( Yo + 1) m> N, (B.9)
Y
Therefore, we find that b]f[N « # 0 if and only if exp <W = 1 is satisfied. Since the

argument of this phase is a real number, there are two solutions in the case N, + o 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 n[O(N)] for two dimensions.

We can construct a bordism invariant by using Kronecker pairing and the Stiefel-Whitney
class [54]. Introducing integers myq, ..., my € Z>o which satisfy ZjV:1 Jjmj = dimM, we obtain
a bordism invariant as follows:

Wint,oomp - Qgpin(BO(N)) — L, [M, ¢s, fE] — (Wi (E)™ ...wy(E)™N,[M]). (C.1)

Here we denote by [M] € HY™M (M 7) = 7 the fundamental class, wy,(E) € H¥(M,Zs) is the
k-th Stiefel-Whitney class of a vector bundle F — M, and ( , ) is the Kronecker pairing
(See [43], section 2.6):

() HIM(M 7o) X Haima (M, 7) — Zs. (C.2)

The adjoint of eq.(C2) is a map HY™M (M, Zy) — Hom(Hgimp (M, 7Z), Zy) which satisfies the
universal coefficient theorem:

0 — Ext(Hgimar—1(M, Z), Z) — HYM (M| 79) — Hom(Hgimrr (M, Z), Zg) — 0. (C.3)

In particular, in the case dimM = 2, these bordism invariants are (w (E)?, [M]) and (wy(E), [M]).
Below, we assume N > 2.

C.1 First Stiefel-Whitney class square: (w;(E)? [M]) =0

Let us consider the first Stiefel-Whitney class square. It is enough to consider (wy(E)?, [M])
on tori because tori span all bordism classes (In section 6, we confirmed that tori span all
bordism classes in Table ] by using three bordism classes n[pt] o ®,¢, Arf[Zsy] o Bdet,, and the
second Stiefel-Whitney class. In Table M, 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 n[pt] o ®,;, Arf[Zsy] o Bdet,, and n[O(N)] on tori.). By using the Kiinneth formula,
we find isomorphisms:

HY(SY,Zy) & HY(SY, Zy) == HY(T?, Zy), HY(S',Zy) @ HY(S',Zy) == HX(T?,Zs). (C.4)

The generator of H'(S',Zy) = Zg is wi(l) € H'(S',Zy). Here, | — S' is the non-trivial
real line bundle. From w1 (1)? = 0, we obtain H*(S',Zs) = Zaw1(1)]/(w1(1)?). By combining
H*(SY,Z3) = Zow1(1)]/(w1(1)?) and eq.(C4), the cohomology group H*(T?,Z3) can be written
as a Zo-coeflicient polynomial ring:

H*(T? Zy) ~ Zylay, as]/(a, a3). (C.5)

8The proof of these statement are based on the idea of Kiyonori Gomi.
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Here, we introduce ay,as € H'(T?,7Z5) as the first Stiefel-Whitney class of the pullback bundle
p;(l) of the line bundle I — S! by the projection p; : T? — S, i = 1,2. By using eq.(CH), we
can expand the first Stiefel-Whitney class of an O(N)-bundle on a torus E — T2 as wi(E) =
q101 + @22, q1,q2 € Zy. Then the square of wy(F) is trivial:

wi(E)? = (qron + q202)* = gio] + g305 + 2q1qe0109 = 0 € H*(T?, Zy). (C.6)

Because tori span all bordism classes, we find that (w;(E), [M]) is trivial for all two-dimensional
manifold M.

C.2 Second Stiefel-Whitney class

We will claim that
(wa(B), %) : Q5P (BO(N)) = E2, ® B2y © B3y — Zs,  (po.p1,p2) = D2, pj € Zo.  (C.7)

It is known that O(1) = Zg-bundle has a Pin™ structure (See [55], Lemma 1.2). It is also known
that the condition we(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.(©I0), we can confirm that E&Q part and E%,l part of the bordism group in eq.(6.9) do not
contribute to (wq(E), [M]).

Because the definition of this bordism invariant (wy(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:

Fspinrso : Hy(BOIN), 05 (pt)) — H,(BO(N), Q59(pt)),
Fsomo : Hy(BO(N),Q5°(pt)) — Hy(BO(N), 22 (pt)). (C.8)

It is enough to consider the case (p,q) = (2,0) in eq.(C.8). By using Q(S]’pin(pt) =Q5%pt) = Z
and Qg (pt) = Zs, we obtain that Fgping0 is an isomorphism, and Fso—o is the reduction
mod 2. This is because the induced map of homology by a group homomorphism Z — Zs is the
reduction mod 2, ro. By using Hi(BO(N);Z) = Zs, r3 is injective. Therefore, F50—,00F3pin—sS0
becomes as follows:

F50-0 © FspinsS0 : E%,o =Zo —>E~72270 = Zo @ Zo, x — (x,0) or (0, ). (C.9)

Here, we denote by E2, and E2, the E? pages of Q5P (BO(N)) and Q9 (BO(N)). Because
E&Q = QF(pt) and E%,l = 0, we find that only E2270 part of the bordism group QY (BO(N))
contributes to (w3 (¢*(EO(N))), [M]) and (wa(¢*(EO(N))), [M]).

Now, we calculate (w}(¢*(EO(N))), [M]) and (wa(¢*(EO(N))),[M]) on QF (BO(N)). We
denote by I — RP? a non-trivial line bundle, and consider the following two elements of
QQ(BO(N):

E=1oRV!  F.=IlgloRY 2 (C.10)
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The Zs-coefficient cohomology on RP? can be written as
H*(RP?, Zs) =~ Zowi(1)]/ (w1 (1)?). (C.11)
Then, the Stiefel-Whitney classes of these bundles are given as
wi(B) =wi(l), wa(E)=0, wi(F)=0,  wyF)=mw(l)> (C.12)

Since the Kronecker paring ( , ): H?(RP? Zy) x Hy(RP% Z) — Zs is the dual of eq.(C3),
this Kronecker paring is surjective. We obtain

(wi ()%, [RP?]) = —1 € {£1} = Zo. (C.13)

By combining eq.([C.12) and eq.(C.I3]), we find
(wi(E)?, [RP?]) = (wa(F),[RP?]) = —1, {(we(E), RP?]) = (wyi(F)? [RP?]) =1. (C.14)

Therefore, (w}(¢*(EO(N))),[M]) and (wa(¢*(EO(N))),[M]) cause two independent injective
maps on ES,O =Zo ® Zy C QF(BO(N)). By combining this result and eq.(C9), the remaining
problem is to decide the image of eq.(C9). Because wi(E)? is trivial on Qgpin(BO(N)), the
image of eq.(C.9) is the Zy C E%O, on which (wa2(¢*(EO(N))), [M]) is non-trivial. Thus, we
conclude that (wa(¢*(EO(N))), [M]) is non-trivial on Qgpin(BO(N)), proving eq.(C.1).
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