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Abstract: We study a relationship between conformally invariant boundary conditions

and anomalies of conformal field theories (CFTs) in 1+1 dimensions. For a given CFT

with a global symmetry, we consider symmetric “gapping potentials” which are relevant

perturbations to the CFT. If a gapping potential is introduced only in a subregion of the

system, it provides a certain boundary condition to the CFT. From this equivalence, if

there exists a Cardy boundary state which is invariant under a symmetry, then the CFT

can be gapped with a unique ground state by adding the corresponding gapping potential.

This means that the symmetry of the CFT is anomaly free. Using this approach, we

systematically deduce the anomaly-free conditions for various types of CFTs with several

different symmetries. They include the free compact boson theory, Wess-Zumino-Witten

models, and unitary minimal models. When the symmetry of the CFT is anomalous, it

implies a Lieb-Schultz-Mattis type ingappability of the system. Our results are consistent

with, where available, known results in the literature. Moreover, we extend the discussion

to other symmetries including spin groups and generalized time-reversal symmetries.
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1 Introduction

Symmetry often plays an essential role in study of quantum many-body physics. In clas-

sical physics, it implies various conservation laws and corresponding conserved current.

However, on the quantum level, there is a potential obstruction in promoting a global

symmetry to a gauge symmetry which is called ’t Hooft anomaly [1]. Recent works on

topological phases of matter have revealed that a d-dimensional quantum field theory with

a global symmetry having an ’t Hooft anomaly can be regarded as the boundary theory of

a nontrivial symmetry protected topological (SPT) phases [2–7] in one higher dimension

and the anomaly of the boundary theory corresponds to certain topological property of the

bulk theory [8–12].

For a (1+1)d conformal field theory (CFT) with an anomalous global symmetry G,

the anomaly can be detected by examining modular invariance of the partition function(s)

of the CFT orbifolded by G [13, 14]. (In a G-orbifold CFT, states except for G singlets are

projected out and G-twisted sectors are included when evaluating the partition function.)

If G has an ’t Hooft anomaly, it is impossible to construct a modular invariant G-orbifold

partition function from the the original CFT.

Another probe of anomaly is edgeability [15–17]. A CFT with a global symmetry G is

edgeable means it can be cut open into a boundary conformal field theory (BCFT) where

G is preserved both in the bulk and on the boundary. The connection between edgeability

and anomaly relies on the observation that a (1+1)d CFT with an anomalous symmetry

lives on the boundary of a (2+1)d nontrivial SPT phase and thus can not be formulated

consistently on a one-dimensional space with a boundary (as the boundary of a boundary

vanishes) [18–22]. That is, a (1+1)d CFT with an anomalous symmetry is not edgeable in

a symmetry-preserving manner to a BCFT.

In this work, we further investigate the correspondence between boundary conditions

and anomalies of CFTs from a different aspect. We consider adding spatially dependent

relevant perturbations to a CFT such that the perturbations are present only outside a

finite length segment of the one-dimensional space R1. The boundary conditions at the
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interfaces between the regions with and without perturbations are determined by the forms

of the added relevant operators and undergo renormalization group (RG) flow with fixed

points corresponding to conformal boundary conditions. It turns out that the theory on

the finite segment will become a BCFT with these conformal boundary conditions[23].

We will focus on the uniqueness of ground state after adding particular space-dependent

perturbation. More precisely, in the limit length L → 0, the multiplicity of the identity

operator contained in partition function equals ground-state degeneracy. In order to have a

unique ground state, the identity operator should appear in the partition function just once

which means the partition function goes to 1 in this limit. We will show this requirement is

equivalent to finding a symmetric boundary state or boundary condition. On the contrary,

if all the possible boundary amplitudes (partition function) with an imposed symmetry

exhibit a degeneracy, it suggests that the CFT cannot be gapped with a unique ground

state, i.e., ingappability. The latter property implies an anomaly of the CFT.

If we use the gapping-potential argument directly to deduce whether a symmetry is

anomaly-free, we need to first construct a symmetric gapping potential and then check

whether the gapped ground state(s) does not break the symmetry spontaneously. This

procedure can be systematically implemented on free compact boson theories but is usu-

ally not easy for most other CFTs, such as WZW models and minimal models. On the

other hand, the BCFT formulation and the construction of certain boundary states of sev-

eral CFTs, including the two mentioned above, have been known to us, so we can check

the existence of symmetric boundary states systematically and quickly using the BCFT

appraoch. For example, for the SU(2)1 WZW model with the T-duality symmetry, we

will show the boundary state approach can give the symmetric gapping potentials which

are beyond the usual Haldane null gapping potentials [24]. Moreover, the boundary states

approach can also imply the anomaly with respect to time reversal symmetry of WZW

models, which are usually more difficult to be proved by other approaches.

An analogous application of BCFT was discussed in Ref. [23]. There, the SPT phases

in 1 + 1 dimensions were related to the spectrum of the “mother CFT” with distinct

boundary conditions corresponding to the trivial and SPT phases imposed at the two

ends. In the present paper, we rather discuss the anomaly of the CFT, which is related

to the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis (LSM) type “ingappability” [25–28] , by imposing the “same”

boundary conditions at the two ends. Thus our discussion is complementary to Ref. [23].

(For previous works on anomaly-based arguments for the LSM type ingappability, see

Ref. [29–34])

Furthermore, a similar idea was used to discuss the anomaly of WZW models between

the center symmetry and the spacetime (large) diffeomorphism [35]. While this was useful

in revealing the boundary ingappability of SPT phases, its application on LSM-type in-

gappability — ingappability induced from some internal symmetry and lattice symmetry

— was still unclear. In contrast, in our work, we provide a classification of mixed anoma-

lies of e.g., a large class of Lie groups and their centers, where the Lie groups can be the

internal symmetry and the center symmetry is expected to realize the lattice symmetry.

Thus, our results are more directly relevant to LSM-type ingappability of lattice models.

Indeed, our results are consistent with known ingappabilities found on lattices. Moreover,
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our argument covers a broad class of 1d spin systems. One class of such systems that has

been rarely studied is the SO(n) spin chains, whose associated LSM theorem was discussed

in Ref. [36, 37] and is consistent with the results presented here. For more general cases

that have not been explored, our work could lead to novel predictions.

The organization of the rest of the paper is as follows. In section 2, a brief introduction

to BCFT is provided. In section 3, we will discuss the correspondence between boundary

conditions and quantum anomaly of CFTs in 1+1 dimensions. As an application and

illustration of our framework, we study some concrete examples. In section 4, the free

boson theory in 1+1 dimensions with PSU(N) and ZN symmetry is considered. In section

5, we will apply our framework to anomalies of WZW models with center symmetry, vector

rotation symmetry and time reversal symmetry. In section 6, we will show discrete global

symmetries of minimal models are all anomaly-free. In section 7, we will discuss the

anomaly of free boson theory with respect to the T-duality symmetry. Our main results

are summarized in TABLE 1.

Model Symmetry Invariant boundary states

SU(N)k WZW model k ∈NN

Spin(2N + 1)k WZW model k ∈N

Usp(N)k WZW model diagonal rotation symmetry k ∈2N or N ∈2N

Spin(4N + 2)k WZW model & k ∈4N

Spin(4N)k WZW model center symmetry k ∈2N

E6 WZW model k ∈3N

E7 WZW model k ∈2N

SU(N)k WZW model k ∈2N or N ∈4N

Spin(2N + 1)k WZW model k ∈N

Usp(N)k WZW model diagonal rotation symmetry k ∈2N or N ∈2N

Spin(4N + 2)k WZW model & k ∈N

Spin(4N)k WZW model time-reversal symmetry T2 k ∈2N

E7 WZW model k ∈2N

SU(2)1 WZW model T-duality yes

(self-dual compact boson) T-duality extended no

by center symmetry

unitary (Virasoro) minimal models any finite symmetry i.e. Z2 or S3 yes

Table 1: Summary of the conditions for the existence of symmetry

invariant boundary states in various CFTs. Here we denote the

Gk-WZW models at the level k by the associated Lie groups G.
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2 A review on Boundary Confomral Field Theory (BCFT)

In this section, we will give a basic review of the Boundary Conformal Field Theory (BCFT)

on the upper half plane and annulus, which is an important basis for our formulation.

2.1 BCFT on the Upper Half Plane

On the complex plane, the analytic coordinate transformations form the conformal group.

If we put the CFT on the Upper Half Plane (UHP), the conformal transformation should

also map UHP to itself [38–40]:

(x, y)→ (x, y) + (εx, εy) and εy(x, 0) = 0. (2.1)

To see the effect of boundary condition, we can calculate the expectation value of

changes of primary fields X transformed by the above conformal transformation:∫
dΦδXe−S[Φ] =

∫
dΦXδSe−S[Φ]

= −
∫
dxεx(x, 0)〈T xy(x, 0)X〉+

∫
dxdyεµ∂ν〈Tµν(x, y)X〉. (2.2)

The second term generates the conformal transformation on X producing 〈δX〉, which

demands the first term to vanish, i.e., T xy(x, 0) = 0. This condition can be interpreted as

the absence of energy flow across the boundary.

In the complex coordinate, this boundary condition can be written as:

T (z) = T̄ (z̄), z ∈ R. (2.3)

Thus from the definition of the generators of the conformal group expanding the Laurent

series of energy momentum tensors, we obtain

T (x) = Lnx
−n−2 = T̄ (x) = L̄nx

−n−2 ⇒ Ln = L̄n. (2.4)

Therefore, in contrast to the case of CFTs on full complex plane, only one copy of Virasoro

algebra acts on the Hilbert space ⊕nhVh. If we see the y-axis as the time direction, then

the Hilbert space is defined on the x-axis.

2.2 BCFT on the annulus

We can also define CFT on an annulus. The boundary can be put perpendicular to the

spatial direction (open string) or to the time direction (closed string but with time open).

For the closed string, such a boundary state is represented by a state in the Hilbert

space of a CFT defined on a circle and boundary A is on the time t = 0 and boundary B

is on t = L. For spatial dimension, we identify x+ it ∼ x+ β + it. Then we let ω = x+ it

and map the cylinder into the plane: z = exp(−i2πω/β). The boundary is mapped to the

circle |z| = 1 and |z| = exp(2πL/β). From the calculation in the above section, we can see

the conformal boundary conditions should be: (c = c̄)

z2T (z)− c/24 = z̄2T̄ (z̄)− c̄/24 , |z| = 1, exp(2πL/β). (2.5)
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More precisely, after quantization, the above equation satisfies when it acts on the

boundary state in the Heisenberg picture. Using the mode expansion of the stress-energy

tensor, we can obtain

(Ln − L̄−n)|a〉〉 = 0. (2.6)

Thus the physical boundary condition that we put on the boundary should satisfy the

conformal boundary conditions. The physical boundary condition describes an automor-

phism from the holomorphic sector to antiholomorphic sector

[S(z)− ρA/B(S̄(z̄))]|a〉〉 = 0. (2.7)

where S belongs to some symmetry algebra and ρA/B denotes an automorphism of the

algebra of fields. For example, the U(1) symmetry in free boson theory has the current i∂ϕ

and the boundary condition can be: ∂zϕz = ±∂z̄ϕz̄||z|=1,exp(2πL/β).

A kind of quantum states |a〉〉 satisfying the equation (2.7) are called Ishibashi states[41].

They have the following properties:

〈〈b|e−2πL
β

(ĤL+ĤR)|a〉〉 = δbaχa(q̃ = e
−4πL

β ). (2.8)

Here χa is the character of an irreducible representation of the CFT.

The boundary states can be expanded in terms of Ishibashi states:

|A〉 = Aa|a〉〉. (2.9)

The partition function can be written as an amplitude of boundary states:

ZAB = 〈ΘA|e−2πL
β

(ĤL+ĤR)|B〉. (2.10)

Now β is the circumference of space direction with periodic boundary conditions (a circle)

and L is propagating time. Here Θ is a CPT operator since these two boundaries have

opposite orientation:

ΘcΘ−1 = c∗, Θ|B〉 = (Ba)
∗|a+〉〉, (2.11)

where |a+〉〉 = C|a〉〉 and C is the charge conjugation operator. In the most CFTs, the

CPT operator Θ is just the identity operator.

Then, the partition function can be written as

ZAB =
∑
a

AaBaχa(q̃ = e
−4πL

β ). (2.12)

In the open string picture, BCFT is a CFT with boundary conditions specified by

A(x = 0) and B(x = L) at these two conformal boundaries in spatial direction and with

t + ix ∼ t + β + ix identified. Since these two pictures can be related by the S-modular

transformation — a 90-degree rotation of the space-time manifold, the symmetry algebra

will transform in the following way:

ln z = i ln z′ , S(z) = ihS(z′)
z′

z
, S̄(z̄) = i−hS(z̄′)

z̄′

z̄
(2.13)
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Then the boundary condition in the open chain is obtained from that of closed string

picture under the S-modular transformation:

S(z) = ρAB(S̄(z̄)) −→ S(z′) = (−1)hρAB(S̄(z̄′)), (2.14)

where |z′| = 1, exp(2πL/β). In this picture, the boundary condition constrains the Hibert

space of quantum states on the interval which is denoted by HAB. The partition function

(at inverse temperature β ) is written as a trace of the Hamiltonian Ĥopen
AB of the finite

interval of length with boundary conditions A and B at the two boundaries:

ZAB = trHAB
e−βĤ

open
AB . (2.15)

The partition function can be rewritten using the Hamiltonian defined purely in the

holomorphic sector since only holomorphic (left-moving) degrees of freedom contributes:

ZAB = trHAB
qĤ

L
. (2.16)

All terms in the partition function are powers of q = e−πβ/L related to the length L and

inverse temperature β.

Since only holomorphic (left-moving) degrees of freedom appear in the BCFT, the

partition function can be decomposed into characters of different irreducible representations

φa of the holomorphic Virasoro algebra [42]:

ZAB =
∑
a

naABχa(q). (2.17)

The non-negative integers naAB represent the multiplicity with which the irreducible repre-

sentations appear in the Hibert space HAB.

These characters in the open string and closed string are related by a modular trans-

formation of the space-time torus:

χa(q) =
∑
b

Sabχb(q̃). (2.18)

Now the Cardy condition requires this expression in the closed picture can be interpreted as

that in the open picture. That is, the non-negative integers and the expansion coefficients

can be related via [42]:

naAB =
∑
b

AbBbSab. (2.19)

3 Boundary Conformal Field Theories (BCFTs) and quantum anomalies

In this section, we give a set of arguments which support the advocated relation between

BCFTs and gappability of CFTs.

We start by giving a brief overview of gappability of CFTs. A given CFT in (1+1)

dimensions can be gapped by a “massive deformation” of a CFT,

S → S − λ
∫
dtdxV (φ(x)), (3.1)
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where V (φ(x)) is a relevant operator, and λ ∈ R is the coupling constant.

To construct boundary conditions, one can also consider a relevant operator whose

form depends on the space coordinate. More precisely, one can consider such relevant

operator:

V (x) =


VA(φ(x)), x < 0;

0, 0 ≤ x < L;

VB(φ(x)), L ≤ x.

(3.2)

If both VA(φ) and VB(φ) can gap the system with a unique ground state, only the mid-

dle region is still gapless in the sense that the bulk gapless modes have nonzero amplitude

only there. At the low energy, the boundaries between the CFT and any of the neighbor-

hood gapped phases are expected to be renormalized into conformal invariant boundary

conditions[23]. In other words, this implies that there is a relationship between relevant

operators and conformal invariant boundary conditions.

For our interest, the interactions are assumed to be related by a symmetry G. That

is, in the setup (3.2), we choose

VB = gVA(φ(x))g−1, (3.3)

where g is an element of the symmetry group G, as shown in Fig. 1.

x
V = VA(φ) V = 0 V = gVA(φ)g−1

x = 0 x = L

Figure 1: space-dependent interaction with respect to transforma-

tion g.

The corresponding boundary conditions should also be related via the same transfor-

mation. Now if VA(φ) is symmetric, the interactions in the region x < 0 and x > L are

same. In the limit L→ 0 (q → 0), the theory is fully gapped and the partition function of

BCFT is just that of this gapped phase which is 1:

ZAB(q)→ 1, L→ 0. (3.4)

If we can find a boundary condition A satisfying Eq. (3.4) for every g ∈ G, we can argue

that the symmetry G is anomaly-free according to the gapping potential argument.

On the other hand, in the closed string picture, the length L plays a role of time.

Thus the equation (3.4) implies the boundary state |A〉 is invariant under each symmetry

transformation g:

ZAB(L→ 0) = 〈ΘA|g|A〉 = 1, g ∈ G. (3.5)

Here we use the fact that the CPT operator is an identity operator for most CFTs. Actually,

the equation (3.5) means the boundary |A〉 is symmetric under G. Therefore the boundary

condition A and interaction VA(φ) should be also symmetric.
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In fact, from an argument about the close relationship between boundary state and

ground state after adding gapping potential, we can think the smeared boundary state

e−τHCFT |A〉 as the possible ground state after adding the relevant operator VA(φ) [43].

Since Hamiltonian of the CFT commutes with symmetry G, this possible ground state is

symmetric if and only if the boundary state is symmetric.

For example, the lsing CFT has a Z2 symmetry which flips every spin and three bound-

ary states | ↑〉, | ↓〉, |free〉. Since the boundary state |free〉 is symmetric, the corresponding

smeared boundary state is a symmetric ground state and the corresponding perturbation

is V = t
∫
dx ε̂(x), t > 0 where ε is energy density [43].

4 Multicomponent U(1) compactified boson theory

In this section, we will use the boundary state approach to calculate the anomaly of the

U(1) compactified boson theory with respect to some global symmetries.

4.1 Canonical quantization

Multicomponent compactified boson theories are a general class of CFTs which can be

realized at the edge of (2+1) dimensional gapped many-body systems with SPT phase

[12]:

S =
1

8π

∫
dxdt[KIJ∂tφ

I∂xφ
J − VIJ∂xφI∂xφJ ], (4.1)

where K matrix is ⊕Ni=1σ
x and I, J = 1, · · · , 2N . We can see that this theory has N copies

of non-chiral bosons, V is a 2N × 2N symmetric, positive definite real matrix and contains

the information like the velocities of the edge modes. Here we choose the V matrix to be

an identity matrix in this paper since it does not influence the topological properties of

this theory. If this CFT is realized on the cylinder of circumference L, the compact U(1)

boson fields φI should satisfy the compact condition with radius R =
√

2:

φI(x+ L, t) = φI(x, t) + 2πnI
√

2, nI ∈ Z. (4.2)

We can also write the action above in the usual way:

S =
1

8π

∫
dxdt

I=N∑
I=1

∂µφ
2I−1∂µφ2I−1. (4.3)

We define variable φ2I as the dual variable θI .

It is more convenient to carry out the quantization in the chiral basis ϕI which we

define by diagonalizing the K matrix as:

Pφ = ϕ, PKP T = 2η. (4.4)

where P is 2N × 2N orthogonal matrix and η is a diagonal matrix (1,-1,1,-1,· · · ).
The action can be rewritten in the chiral basis as follows:

S =
1

4π

∫
dx2[∂tϕ

I
Lxϕ

I
L − ∂tϕIRxϕIR − ∂xϕIL∂xϕIL − ∂xϕIR∂xϕIR]. (4.5)
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In this picture, chiral bosons satisfy the compactified condition:

ϕIL(x+ L, t) = ϕIL(x, t) + 2πnIR, nI ∈ Z,
ϕIR(x+ L, t) = ϕIR(x, t) + 2πmIR, mI ∈ Z. (4.6)

After canonical quantization, the boson fields satisfy the commutation relations:

[ϕIL(x), ∂xϕ
J
L(x′)] = 2πiδIJδ(x− x′),

[ϕIR(x), ∂xϕ
J
R(x′)] = −2πiδIJδ(x− x′). (4.7)

The equation of motion is

∂tϕ
I
L − ∂xϕIL = 0,

∂tϕ
I
R + ∂xϕ

I
R = 0. (4.8)

As a result, the mode expansion is

ϕI(x, t)L/R = ϕ0 +
2π

L
(t± x)aI0 +

∑
r 6=0

aIre
− 2πri

L
(t±x). (4.9)

The canonical commutation relations and the compactified conditions for the operators are

[aIr,L/R, a
J
s,L/R] = rδIJδr+s,0,

ϕI0,L/R ∼ ϕ
I
0,L/R + 2πnIR,

[ϕI0,L/R, a
J
0,L/R] = ±iδIJ . (4.10)

And the eigenvalue aI0 is quantized to be mI , where
√

2mI ∈ Z.

4.2 Anomaly free condition and Haldane gapping potential

In the boson CFTs, the conformal boundary conditions for Ishibashi states is:

(Lr − L̄−r)|K〉〉 = 0. (4.11)

Here L and L̄ are Virasoro generators in each chiral sector. A special solution for this

equation is given by [44]:

(aIr,L −DIJa
J
−r,R)|v〉〉 = 0. (4.12)

The Ishibashi states for this condition are:

|v〉〉 = exp

( ∞∑
r=1

1

r
aI−r,,LDIJa

J
−r,,R

)
|v〉. (4.13)

where |v〉 are eigenstates of aI0,L. And its eigenvalues vI satisfy
√

2vI ∈ Z. This eigenstate

can written as a coherent state, namely,

|v〉 = ei
∑
I v

I [ϕI0,L+(Dϕ0,R)I)]|0〉. (4.14)
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The matrix D can be any N × N orthogonal matrix with eigenvalue dI = 1 or −1. The

eigenvector is denoted as eI .

The Cardy states can be constructed as the superposition of Ishibashi states:

|B, {αI}〉 = ⊗I |B,αI〉, |B,αI〉 =
∑
vI

eiv
IαI |vI〉〉. (4.15)

Such Cardy states can be rewritten as follows:

|B,αj〉 = e
∑N
I,J=1

∑∞
r=1

1
r
aI−r,,LDIJa

J
−r,,R

∑
vI

cos[vI(ϕI0,L + (Dϕ0,R)I + αI)]|0〉. (4.16)

Here the most relevant operators
∑N

j=1 cos[(ϕI0,L + (Dϕ0,R)I + αI)/
√

2] in the cosine term

are gapping potential which can condense the value of boson fields. If this interaction

satisfies the Haldane condition [19, 24, 45, 46] for chiral Tomonaga-Luttinger liquids

eTI KeJ = 0, (4.17)

It can gap the boson the theory when the coupling constant is large.

In the open string picture, the Cardy state correspond to the following boundary

condition:

ϕIL = (DϕR)I + αI . (4.18)

So the computation above just implies the information on gapping potential from Cardy

states or boundary conditions.

Now for our interest, the boundary states on t = 0 and t = L are assumed to be

|{αI1}, D1〉, |{αI2}, D2〉. These two boundary states are related by a symmetry transforma-

tion g ∈ G:

|{αI2}, D2〉 = g|{αI1}, D1〉. (4.19)

Firstly we assume these two boundary stats have the same D matrix. Then the am-

plitude is given by:

Z(q) = (η(q))−N
∑

qu
2

exp(− β

8πL
(α2 − α1)2), (4.20)

where u is in the Bravais lattice and η(q) is the Dedekind function. Only the α2 = α1, the

partition survives in the limit L → 0.

For the boundary states with the different D matrices, we can assume the number of

eigenvalues −1 of D1D2 is k (k > 0) in the Ishibashi condition. The partition function is

Z(q) ∝ (η(q))−N (θ2(q))k
∑

qu
2
. (4.21)

It is easy to see that the partition function goes to zero in the limit q → 0 if the two

boundary states have different D matrix.

Therefore we conclude only α2 = α1 and D2 = D1, which is equivalent to the boundary

state |A〉 is symmetric, the partition function goes to 1 in the limit L→ 0. This property of

the partition function is just the special case of the anomaly free condition of our argument

in the previous section.
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4.3 Anomaly of U(1) × Z2 symmetry

A simple example is the free boson theory with U(1) and Z2 symmetry. The element in

U(1) and Z2 symmetry acts on the φ with radius R =
√

2:

h−1φh = φ+ πR,

h−1θh = θ + πR,

U−1θU = θ + δθ,

U−1φU = φ . (4.22)

On the lattice, this boson theory can be realized as the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg

spin-1/2 chain. The U(1) symmetry is spin rotation on the z-axis and Z2 is the IR emergent

Z2 partner of translation symmetry. The LSM theorem claims that there is no gapped

ground state keeping spin rotation on z-axis and translation symmetry if the number of

spin in the unit cell is odd. As claimed above, if one can find a symmetric gapping potential

with a unique ground state, there will exist symmetry invariant boundary states. Therefore

we expect there will be symmetric boundary states only we consider even copies of boson

theory.

For one copy of boson theory, the boundary state is just the Dirichlet boundary state

or Neumann boundary state:

|B,φ0〉D =
∑

v∈
√
2

2
Z

eivφ0 |v〉〉D,

|B, θ0〉N =
∑

ν∈
√

2
2
Z

eivθ0 |v〉〉N . (4.23)

Here

|v〉〉D = e
∑
r>0

1
r
a−r,La−r,R |a0,L = a0,R = v〉,

|v〉〉N = e
∑
r>0−

1
r
a−r,La−r,R |a0,L = −a0,R = v〉. (4.24)

are Ishibashi states satisfying the conformal boundary condition. Each boundary state can

not be symmetric since the U(1) × Z2 symmetry changes both φ0 and θ0.

However, for two copies of the above theory, U(1) × Z2 symmetry is expected to be

anomaly-free. The variables of two copies theory are noted by (φ1,θ1), (φ1,θ2). We can

construct a symmetric boundary state satisfying the constraint:

(θ1 − θ2)|B〉 = α1|B〉, (φ1 + φ2)|B〉 = α2|B〉. (4.25)

For simplify, we redefine the boson fields [18]:

Φ1 =
1√
2

(θ1 − θ2), Φ2 =
1√
2

(φ1 + φ2). (4.26)

The mode expansion is given by:

Φi,L = Φi,0,L +
2π

L
(t+ x)ci,0 +

∑
r 6=0

ci,re
− 2πi

L
(t+x),

Φi,R = Φi,0,R +
2π

L
(t− x)c̄i,0 +

∑
r 6=0

c̄i,re
− 2πi

L
(t−x). (4.27)
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The symmetric boundary state for the redefined boson variables is:

|B〉 = (
1

NN

∑
n1∈Z

eiv1α1 |v1〉〉N )⊗ (
1

ND

∑
v2∈Z

ein2α2 |v2〉〉D). (4.28)

And the symmetric gapping potential is

H ′ = U [cos(
1

R
(θ1 − θ2 + α1)) + cos(

1

R
(φ1 + φ2 + α2))]. (4.29)

For such gapping potential, it satisfies the Haldane condition (4.17) under which H ′ is

guaranteed to gap the bosons if U is large.

4.4 Anomaly of SU(2) × Z2 symmetry

Actually, when the boson system is on the self-dual point, i.e., the radius is
√

2, the

U(1)×Z2 symmetry can be extended into a the SU(2)× Z2 symmetry and it is equivalent

to SU(2)1 WZW model. Here the Z2 is still the symmetry mentioned before and SU(2)

symmetry is vector rotation subgroup of SU(2)L× SU(2)R with generators

Ŝz = ∂xφ,

Ŝ+ = exp(i
1√
2

(φ+ θ)) + exp(i
1√
2

(−φ+ θ)),

Ŝ− = exp(−i 1√
2

(φ+ θ)) + exp(−i 1√
2

(−φ+ θ)). (4.30)

On the lattice, SU(2) symmetry is the projective representation of SO(3) rotation and Z2

symmetry is still translation symmetry.

From the previous analysis, there does not exist boundary states invariant under

SU(2)×Z2 symmetry in the free boson theory.

Similarlly, for two copies of the boson theory, there is no anomaly for SU(2)×Z2 sym-

metry. Thus we expect there will be a symmetric boundary state. Now the generators of

SU(2) vector rotation are

Ŝz = ∂x(φ1 + φ2),

Ŝ+ =

2∑
i=1

exp(i
1√
2

(φi + θi)) +
∑
i

exp(i
1√
2

(−φi + θi)),

Ŝ− =

2∑
i=1

exp(−i 1√
2

(φi + θi)) +
∑
i

exp(i
1√
2

(φi − θi)). (4.31)

The symmetric Cardy states satisfy the constraint:

Ŝz|B〉 = 0, Ŝ+|B〉 = 0,

Ŝ−|B〉 = 0, h|B〉 = |B〉. (4.32)

A special solution of these equations is

|B〉 = (
1

NN

∑
v1∈

√
2

2
Z

|v1〉〉N )⊗ (
1

ND

∑
v2∈

√
2
2
Z

eiv2
√

2π|v2〉〉D). (4.33)
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Here |v1〉〉N and |v2〉〉D are the same Ishibashi state mentioned before. The corresponding

gapping potential is

H ′ = U(cos(

√
2

2
(θ1 − θ2)) + cos(

√
2

2
(φ1 + φ2 +

√
2π)). (4.34)

Moreover, the ground state is a trivial state when U is positive whereas it is the Haldane

state when U is negative[47–49].

For two copies of the boson system on self-dual point, it can be realized as antiferro-

magnetic SU(2) spin ladder in 1+1 dimension:

H = J
∑
i

~S1
i · ~S1

i+1 + ~S2
i · ~S2

i+1, J > 0. (4.35)

Here ~S is spin 1/2 operator. In the continuum limit, the spin operators can be expressed

by bosonization:

Sx = Ŝx + (−1)x/a
λ

πa
cos(

√
2

2
θ),

Sy = Ŝy + (−1)x/a
λ

πa
sin(

√
2

2
θ),

Sz = Ŝz + (−1)x/a
λ

πa
sin(

√
2

2
φ). (4.36)

The gapping potential (4.34) can be realized as the following interaction on the lattice:

Figure 2: SU(2) and translation invariant gapping potential.

H ′ = Uλ2
1

∑
i

~S1
i · ~S2

i − Uλ2
2

∑
i

(~S1
i · ~S1

i+1)(~S2
i · ~S2

i+1). (4.37)

Here λ1 and λ2 are nonuniversal constants [50]. On the lattice, the SU(2) × Z2 symmetry

is spin rotation and IR emergent Z2 partner of translation symmetry. This interaction is

invariant under the spin rotation and translation transformation. To see this lattice model

having a unique gapped ground state, we can do the Jordan Wigner transformation and

this potential will give a unique ground state and fermionic mass m ∝ 3U [51]. This result

agrees with the LSM theorem which claims there will be a gapped ground state keeping

SO(3) and translation symmetry if the number of spins in each unit cell is even.
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Indeed, the standard Abelian bosonization approach [52] to Haldane gap problem

is based on the description of the spin-S antiferromagnetic chain as 2S coupled spin-

1/2 chains, which is mapped to 2S-component boson field theory (Tomonaga-Luttinger

Liquid) with possible interactions. Often we can focus on one particular linear combination

corresponding to the “center-of-mass” field, in the low energy limit. However, when 2S

is even, the translation symmetry acts trivially on this center-of-mass field and thus we

do not expect anomaly. Thus we generically expect the “Haldane gap”. In Ref. [23], the

degeneracy in the BCFT spectrum similar to what we discuss in this paper was used as a

probe of the Haldane SPT phase. In their construction, the boundary conditions imposed

on the two sides correspond to different phases (trivial and SPT), and not related by a

symmetry transformation of the system. Despite these differences, it would be interesting

to find more deeper connections between their analysis and ours.

4.5 Anomaly of SU(N) × ZN symmetry

The discussion on the SU(2)1 WZW model can be generalized to SU(N)1 WZW model

with SU(N) × ZN symmetry. For SU(N)1WZW model, the generators of vector SU(N)

transformation is:

H i = i∂xφ
i, Eα = eiα·ϕL + e−iα·ϕR . (4.38)

where α are root vectors with N−1 components, H are generators of the Cartan subgroups

and E are other vertex generators. Since the SU(N) symmetry has N−1 H generators,

the SU(N)1 WZW model can be described by N − 1 free massless bosons. We should note

here the radius of bosons is not
√

2 but depends on the root of SU(N) Lie algebra.

The ZN symmetry only acts on the last massless boson:

gϕN−1
L g−1 = ϕN−1

L + 4π

√
N − 1

N
,

gϕN−1
R g−1 = ϕN−1

R . (4.39)

The condition for symmetric boundary states is:

H i|B〉 = 0, Eα|B〉 = 0, g|B〉 = |B〉. (4.40)

For one copy of the SU(N)1 WZW model, in analogy to the previous analysis for the

SU(2) case, there does not exist a symmetric boundary state.

However, as the index of LSM anomaly shows, one can find a trivial gapped ground

state for N copies of SU(N)1 WZW model [34]. More precisely, there exists SU(N) and

translational invariant gapped interaction with the unique ground state. Therefore we

expect to construct a symmetric boundary state for N copies of SU(N)1 WZW model.

Firstly, it is natural to ask how many there are independent constraints for boundary

state. To solve this question, we should notice when α is a root, then −α is also a root.

Therefore, we only consider positive roots where its first non-zero component is positive.
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Another helpful information is the communication relations between vertex generators with

positive roots:

[Eα, Eβ] ∝ Eα+β

x1 − x2
, α+ β ∈ ∆+,

[Eα, Eβ] = 0 , α+ β /∈ ∆+, (4.41)

where ∆+ is the set of positive roots.

As a result, independent positive roots can not be written as the sum or minus of two

different positive roots. Actually, there are N−1 independent positive roots for SU(N)

group:

m1 =

√
2

2
(1, 0, 0, · · · , 0) ,

m2 =

√
2

2
(
1

2
,

√
3

2
, 0, · · · , 0),

...

mk =

√
2

2
(
1

2
,

1

2
√

3
, · · · ,

√
1

2k(k − 1)
,

√
k + 1

2k
, 0, · · · , 0),

...

mN−1 =

√
2

2

(
1

2
,

1

2
√

3
, · · · ,

√
N

2(N − 1)

)
. (4.42)

So for N copies of SU(N)1 WZW model, the independent constraints for symmetric

boundary states can be written in the form of vertex operators with m vector:

N∑
j=1

Emj |B〉 = 0,

N∑
j

H i
j |B〉 = 0, h|B〉 = |B〉. (4.43)

Here j is the index for the jth copy.

We find a special solution for these equations:

ϕ1
j,L + ϕ1

j+1,R =
√

2π,

ϕ2
j,L + ϕ2

j+1,R =
2π√

6
,

...

ϕkj,L + ϕkj+1,R = 2π

√
1

(k + 1)k
,

...

ϕN−1
j,L + ϕN−1

j+1,R = 2π

√
1

(N − 1)N
. (4.44)
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5 Anomaly of WZW model

In this section, we will discuss the WZW models with center symmetry, vector rotation

symmetry and time reversal symmetry. We will show our argument is still valid for these

models.

5.1 Introduction to WZW model and global symmetry

The WZW model for the level k is defined with the action:

S =
k

16π

∫
M2

dxdt tr(∂µg
−1∂µg) +

k

24π

∫
B3

d3x tr[(g̃−1dg̃)3], (5.1)

where g is a smooth map from the spacetime to the group manifold G and the second term

is defined on a 3-dimensional manifold B3 whose boundary is the original spacetime. g̃ is

denoted to be an extension of g field to B3 and k is a non-negative integer.

There are three kinds of global symmetry:

1. Center symmetry Γ is the center of the group G which acts as multiplying a U(1) phase:

g → hg, h ∈ Γ. (5.2)

2. Vector rotation symmetry acts as the adjoint representation of G:

g → V gV −1 , V ∈ G. (5.3)

3. Charge conjugation symmetry maps the group element to its complex conjugation

(without transpose):

g → g∗. (5.4)

5.2 Action of global symmetry on Cardy state

For the WZW model, there is a set of special solutions for the Cardy condition [38]:

naαβ =
∑
i

SαiSβiSia
S0i

∈ Z+, |Bα〉 =
∑
i

Sαi√
S0i
|i〉〉, (5.5)

where Sαi is elements of S matrix of the WZW model and |i〉〉 is Ishibashi state.

The action of center symmetry on the Cardy states is same as the action of outer

automorphism A on the Dynkin label. More precisely, the action of center symmetry on

the Ishibashi state is given by

h|i〉〉 = e−2π(Aω0,i)|i〉〉. (5.6)

Then we can obtain the action on Cardy states[35]:

h|Bα〉 =
∑
i

Sαi√
S0i

e−2π(Aω0,i)|i〉〉 =
∑
i

(AS)αi√
S0i
|i〉〉 = |BAα〉. (5.7)
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Here we use the relationship:

(AS)αi = Sαie
−2π(Aω0,i). (5.8)

The charge conjugation will act on the Cardy states as follows:

C|Bα〉 =
∑
i

Sαi√
S0i
|i+〉〉 = Cαβ|Bβ〉. (5.9)

where C martix is the charge conjugation operator on the Dynkin label.

5.3 Mixed anomaly of WZW model

5.3.1 Invarinat boundary states of center symmetry and vector rotation sym-

metry

Let’s firstly consider SU(N)k WZW model with the center symmetry ZN and vector

PSU(N) symmetry.

The generators of PSU(N) symmetry can be written in the chiral form:

Sa = Ja0 + J̄a0 . (5.10)

Here Ja0 and J̄a0 are zero modes of holomorphic and antiholomorphic affine Lie group.

As we discussed in the previous section, if the WZW model is anomaly free with respect

to PSU(N) × ZN symmetry, we expect to construct the symmetric boundary state:

V |B〉 = |B〉, h|B〉 = |B〉. (5.11)

To construct such a boundary state, we should know how the PSU(N) symmetry acts

on the Ishibashi state. In analogy to the boundary state of free boson, we denote an

orthogonal basis in the holomorphic and antiholomorphic sector:

|φλi ,m〉 =
∏
k=1,a

1
√
mk!

(
ja−k√
k

)mk |φλi , 0〉,

|φ̄λi ,m〉 =
∏
k=1,a

1
√
mk!

(
j̄a−k√
k

)mk |φ̄λi , 0〉. (5.12)

Here |φλi , 0〉 is vacua in different positive representations λ of the Virasoro algebra. Now

we can construct the Ishibashi state:

|λ〉〉 =
∑
m

|φλi ,m〉 ⊗ U |φ̄λi , m̄〉, (5.13)

where U operator is an anti-unitary operator acting on the chiral generators as follows:

U−1J̄anU = −(J̄a−n)+ = −(J̄an). (5.14)
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The vacuum of SU(N)k WZW model will form an irreducible representation of vector

PSU(N) symmetry:

Ja|φλi ,m〉 =
∑
j

T λ,aij |φ
λ
j ,m〉,

J̄a|φ̄λi ,m〉 =
∑
j

T λ,aij |φ̄
λ
j ,m〉. (5.15)

Here T λ,aij are generators of SU(N) in the λ representation.

From the above equation, we can show the Ishibashi state is invariant under vector

PSU(N) transformation. The detail is shown in Appendix B. As a result, the Cardy state

is also invariant under vector PSU(N) transformation which means we only need to find

Cardy state satisfying the following conditions:

h|B〉 = |B〉. (5.16)

If we denote the Cardy state using the affine Dynkin labels [λ0;λ1,· · · ,λN−1], the action

of the center symmetry is given by

A : [λ0;λ1, · · · , λN−1]→ [λN−1;λ0, · · · , λN−2], (5.17)

The solution for invariant condition is:

λ0 = λ1 = · · · = λN−1, (5.18)

k = λ0 + λ1 + · · ·+ λN−1 = Nλ0. (5.19)

Therefore only when k is a multiple of N , there exists a symmetric Cardy state. Since

the index of mixed anomaly with respect to PSU(N) × ZN symmetry is k mod N , there

exists a translation and PSU(N) symmetric gapped ground state only when the level k

is a multiple of N [34]. So the result of BCFT approach agrees with this classification of

mixed anomaly and the symmetric Cardy state corresponds to the translation and SU(N)

invariant ground state.

Moreover, for the SU(2)2k WZW model, we can show the symmetric boundary state

corresponds to the massive phase after adding symmetric gapping potential λ tr(g2) (λ > 0).

When k is even, the ground state is trivial state and when k odd, the ground state is Haldane

state[53]. This can also be seen from the partition function of an open string. The detail

of calculation is shown in the Appendix D.

We can also apply this argument to the WZW model with other simple Lie algebras.

The results are listed in TABLE 2. The details of calculation are shown in the Appendix B.

The anomaly-free conditions on the level k for most Lie algebras there implies the classifica-

tion of LSM-type anomaly, e.g., k ∈ NN for SU(N) consistent with the corresponding ZN
classification of LSM anomaly index [34] and the projective representation argument [54]

on lattices.

Moreover, our results for the Spin(n) WZW models including B and D series are also

consistent with a generalized LSM theorem for SO(n) spin chains proposed in Ref. [36, 37],
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Cartan matrix Group Action of h Invariant Boundary states

AN−1 SU(N) [λN−1;λ0, ..., λN−2] k ∈ NN

BN Spin(2N + 1) [λ1;λ0, .., λN−1, λN ] k ∈N

CN USp(N) [λN ;λN−1, ..., λ1, λ0] k ∈2N or N ∈2N

D2N+1 Spin(4N + 2) [λ2N ;λ2N+1, · · · , λ1, λ0] k ∈4N

D2N Spin(4N) [λ1;λ0, λ2, · · · , λ2N , λ2N−1] k ∈2N

D2N Spin(4N) [λ2N ;λ2N−1, λ2N−2, · · · , λ0] –

E6 E6 [λ1;λ5, λ4, λ3, λ6, λ0, λ2] k ∈3N

E7 E7 [λ6;λ5, λ4, λ3, λ2, λ1, λ0, λ7] k ∈2N

Table 2: The action of the center symmetry on Cardy state in the

WZW model and condition for the existing of symmetric Cardy state

which claims that an SO(n) spin chain in the n-dimensional vector representation with

even n has either gapless excitations or degenerate gapped ground states with broken

translational symmetry. In particular, the model studied in Ref. [36] is the SO(n) bilinear-

biquadratic spin chain whose low-energy effective field theory is described a Spin(n)1 WZW

model. According to our results in TABLE 2 (or TABLE 1), such a low-energy theory

indeed has an LSM-type anomaly if n is even.

5.3.2 Invariant boundary states of time reversal and vector rotation symmetry

We can also consider WZW models with vector rotation and time-reversal symmetries.

There are two types of time-reversal symmetry: one acts as T1: g(x, t) → g−1(x,−t) and

the other is given by the combination of T1 and any order 2 element h2 (if exists) of

the center symmetry group, T2 = T1h2: g(x, t) → −g−1(x,−t); either one squares to the

identity, i.e. T 2
1 = T 2

2 = 1. As we will seen in the following discussion, however, it is only

T2 which has a mixed anomaly with the vector rotation symmetry.

To construct the Cardy states, we work in Euclidean signature by performing the Wick

rotation t = −iτ . And we should consider the boundary condition in the closed channel

where the space-time cylinder has been rotated by π/2, namely, (x′, τ ′) = (τ,−x). Due

to the Lorentz symmetry of CFTs, the original time-reversal symmetry Tη, which is an

anti-unitary operator in the Lorentz signature, becomes the unitary CPη symmetry in the

Euclidean signature:

CP1 : g(x′, τ ′)→ (g∗)−1(−x′, τ ′), (5.20)

CP2 : g(x′, τ ′)→ −(g∗)−1(−x′, τ ′). (5.21)

Here we can see CP1 is the combination of charge conjugation C and spatial reflection P .

In the first case, the Cardy state should satisfy the constraint as follows:

CP1|B〉 = |B〉, V |B〉 = |B〉. (5.22)
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Since the spatial reflection maps x′ to −x′, it exchanges the state of left and right handed

section. Thus the Ishibashi states (5.13) and Cardy states are invariant under the spatial

reflection symmetry.

Thus we only need to find the invariant Cardy state under the charge conjugation

which acts on the Cardy states as follows:

C : [λ0;λ1, · · · , λN−1]→ [λ0;λN−1, · · · , λ2, λ1]. (5.23)

The roots of boundary state should satisfy :

λi = λN−i, i > 0. (5.24)

When N is even, k is given by

k = λ0 + 2(λ1 + · · ·+ λN
2
−1) + λN

2
. (5.25)

On the other hand, when N is odd, k is given by

k = λ0 + 2(λ1 + · · ·+ λN−1
2

). (5.26)

In each condition, k can take an arbitrary natural number. Therefore, there is no mixed

anomaly between the T1 and PSU(N) symmetry.

In the second case, since the T2 symmetry needs a order 2 element of center symmetry,

it only exists when N is even. The condition for an invariant boundary state is:

CP2|B〉 = CP1h2|B〉 = |B〉, V |B〉 = |B〉. (5.27)

Since Cardy states are invariant under the spatial reflection symmetry, we only need to

find the invariant Cardy state under the combination of charge conjugation and the order

2 element of the center symmetry group.

The Dynkin roots of such boundary state should satisfy

[λ0;λ1, ..., λN−1] = [λN/2;λN/2−1, · · · , λN/2+2, λN/2+1]. (5.28)

Thus the relations λi = λN/2−i if 0 ≤ i ≤ N/2 and λi = λ3N/2−i if N/2 < i ≤ N − 1) hold

for symmetric boundary states. When N ∈ 4Z + 2, the level k is given by

k = 2(λ0 + · · ·+ λN−2
4

+ λN+2
2

+ · · ·+ λ 3N−2
4

). (5.29)

And when N ∈ 4N+, k is given by

k = 2(λ0 + · · ·+ λN−4
4

+ λN+2
2

+ · · ·+ λ 3N−4
4

) + λN
4

+ λ 3N
4
. (5.30)

So a symmetric boundary state exists only when k is even or when N is a multiple

of 4. As a result, there should be no mixed anomaly between PSU(N) and T2 symmetry

under the same condition.

– 20 –



5.4 Application to a spin chain with the triple product interactions

On the other hand, when N ∈ 4N + 2, PSU(N) and T2 have a mixed anomaly.

The anomaly implies a LSM-type ingappability under the PSU(N) × T2 symmetry.

Let us illustrate the point with the simplest case with N = 2. A lattice model which

reflect the ingappability of the SU(2)1 WZW theory is given by the spin-1/2 chain with

SO(3)-invariant three-spin (triple-product) interactions [55]

H =
∑
j

(−1)jSj · (Sj+1 × Sj+2). (5.31)

Although this model is invariant under the PSU(2) symmetry, it is invariant only under

two-site translation and not one-site translation. Thus, the standard LSM theorem does

not give any constraint on this model. Nevertheless, in Ref. [55] the system was found to

be gapless and described by the SU(2)1 WZW theory. To our knowledge, the mechanism

behind this phenomenon has not been clarified. Here we point out that the gapless nature

of the model is not accidental but rather reflects the ingappability of the SU(2)1 WZW

theory due to the mixed anomaly of PSU(2) and T2 symmetries.

On the lattice, T2 corresponds to the combination of the time reversal T1 : Sj → −Sj
and the one-site translation. Thus, the mixed anomaly implies an LSM-type ingappability

of one-dimensional PSU(2)-symmetric spin systems which are invariant under the combined

operation. This is a field-theory derivation of a simple one-dimensional case of the LSM-

type ingappability due to magnetic space group symmetries [56].

Indeed, we can observe that the model (5.31) has this symmetry, since the Hamilto-

nian is odd under both the time reversal T1 and the one-site translation. Therefore, the

model (5.31) can be gapped only if the ground states are at least doubly degenerate. This

was a background why it was gapless without any fine-tuning of parameters[55].

In fact, this ingappability does not require the full PSU(2) symmetry and can be

protected by the smaller symmetry

T2 : T2 = TKUT = TK

j=L∏
j=1

iσyj , (5.32)

U(1)z : Uθ = exp(iθ
L∑
j=1

Szj ), (5.33)

Zy2 : Rπy =
L∏
j=1

iσyj . (5.34)

We present a simple proof in Appendix E, which is analogous to the original proof of the

LSM theorem.

Moreover, we can obtain the similar argument of the WZW models with other simple

Lie groups. On the one hand, the result for T2 and vector rotation symmetry is listed in

the Table 3. The detail of calculation is shown in the Appendix C. On the other hand,

there is always no mixed anomaly between T1 and vector rotation symmetry.
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Cartan matrix Group action of CP2 Invariant Boundary states

AN−1 SU(N) [λN/2;λN/2−1, ..., λN/2+1] k ∈2N or N ∈4N

BN Spin(2N + 1) [λ1;λ0, .., λN−1, λN ] k ∈N

CN USp(N) [λN ;λN−1, ..., λ1, λ0] k ∈2N or N ∈2N

D2N+1 Spin(4N + 2) [λ1;λ0, λ2, ..., λ2N , λ2N+1] k ∈N

D2N Spin(4N) [λ1;λ0, λ2, ..., λ2N , λ2N−1] k ∈2N

D2N Spin(4N) [λ2N ;λ2N−1, λ2N−2, ..., λ1, λ0] –

E7 E7 [λ6;λ5, λ4, λ3, λ2, λ1, λ0, λ7] k ∈2N

Table 3: The action of CP2 symmetry on Cardy state in the WZW

model and condition for the existing of symmetric Cardy state

As mentioned in the Introduction, anomaly-free conditions of the WZW model was dis-

cussed earlier in Ref. [35] using a similar formulation. However, they discuss the anomaly-

free condition for the center symmetry with the charge conjugation. In contrast, we have

studied the mixed anomaly of the Lie Group and center symmetries, which is more relevant

to the LSM-type ingappability of lattice models.

6 Discrete symmetries of minimal models

In this section, we will discuss the global discrete symmetries of minimal models.

The classification of c < 1 minimal models is given in terms of a pair of Dynkin

diagrams (Ah,G) where G is A−D − E type. The boundary states of (Ah,G) models are

labeled by pair (r,a) of nodes of (Ah,G) graph with the identification[57]:

(r, a) = (h+ 1− r, γ(a)). (6.1)

Here γ is an automorphism of the G graph. Thus independent boundary states are half of

nodes of the (Ah,G) graph.

These minimal models have a unique and maximal Z2 symmetry except six cases[58].

The (A4,D4) (the critical 3-state Potts model) and (A6,D4) (the tricritical 3-state Potts

model) have a Z2 and Z3 symmetry which combine to an S3 symmetry. The four models

related to the E7 and E8 have no symmetry.

6.1 Invariant boundary states of Z2 symmetry

Let’s firstly consider the invariant boundary state of minimal models with unique Z2 sym-

metry. Since this Z2 symmetry is anomaly free [59], we expect there are always invariant

boundary states.

For (Am−1,Am) models, the Cardy state (a,b) is labeled by points of its Dynkin graph.

When m is odd, the Z2 symmetry maps the (a,b) to (a,m + 1 − b). Thus the invariant
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boundary state is (a,m+1
2 ). On the other hand, when m is even, the Z2 symmetry maps

the (a,b) to (m− a,b). And the invariant boundary state is (m2 ,b).

For (A4l, D2l+2) models, the Z2 symmetry exchanges two Cardy states if they corre-

spond the same point of A graph and two endpoints of D graph. Thus the other Cardy state

is invariant under Z2 symmetry. Since the action of Z2 symmetry of the (A4l+2,D2l+2),

(A4l+2, D2l+3) and (A4l+4,D2l+3) models, is same as above, the calculation for the invariant

boundary state is also similar.

For (A10, E6) and (A11,E6) models, the Z2 symmetry is the reflection symmetry of E6

graph. Thus the invariant boundary states correspond to nodes of reflection axis in the E6

graph.

6.2 Invariant boundary states of S3 symmetry

Now we consider the S3 symmetry of (A4,D4) (the critical 3-state Potts model) and (A6,D4)

(the tricritical 3-state Potts model).

In these two models, the S3 symmetry is permutation of three outside nodes of the D4

graph. Thus the invariant boundary states correspond to the only one inside node of the

D4 graph which implies the S3 symmetry should be anomaly free.

For example, there are eight boundary states for (A4,D4) model. The first three states

|A〉, |B〉, |C〉 describe fixed boundary conditions where the spin on the boundary takes one

of three possible values. The mixed boundary states |AB〉, |BC〉, |AC〉 describe boundary

conditions where the spin on the boundary can take on two values independently. These

six boundary states correspond to six outside nodes of (A4,D4) graph. The remain two

boundary states |ABC〉, |N〉 correspond to free boundary conditions and are invariant

under the S3 symmetry .

Actually, the Z3 subgroup is Z3 rotation of 3-state Potts model on the lattice, thus it

is anomaly-free as gauging it results in the same theory of the original one [60]. This is

nothing but the Kramers-Wannier duality of the 3-state Potts model.

7 T-duality symmetry of SU(2)1 WZW model

In the previous sections, we consider two kinds of symmetries that act on the zero modes of

the primary fields of CFTs. The constructing of symmetric Cardy states implies that the

potential can gap a CFT without spontaneous symmetry breaking. The gapping potentials

appearing in the free boson theory are all Haldane null vectors. A natural question to be

asked is whether symmetric Cardy states can imply a gapping potential beyond the usual

Haldane null-vectors.

In this section, we will discuss a related example: the SU(2)1 WZW model with T-

duality symmetry.

7.1 T-duality symmetry of SU(2)1 WZW model

For a U(1) boson theory with a compacting radius, there is a duality relating theories of

radius 2/R and R. Only the theory with the self-dual radius which is exactly SU(2)1 WZW
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model, this duality becomes a symmetry which exchanges of two fields

TφT−1 = θ, TθT−1 = φ. (7.1)

This T-duality symmetry not only acts on the zero modes of fields, but also changes every

mode in the expansion. In the chiral representation, it acts as follows:

Tϕ0,RT
−1 = −ϕ0,R, Tar,RT

−1 = −ar,R. (7.2)

7.2 Anomaly of T-duality symmetry and center symmetry

For our interest, we firstly consider Cardy states invariant under both T-duality symmetry

and center symmetry h. The SU(2)1 WZW model has SU(2)L× SU(2)R transformation

and the generators can be written in terms of boson field:

Jz(z) = ∂z(φ+ θ) ,

J+(z) = exp

[
i

√
2

2
(φ+ θ)

]
,

J−(z) = exp

[
−i
√

2

2
(φ+ θ)

]
,

J̄z(z̄) = ∂z̄(−φ+ θ),

J̄+(z̄) = exp

[
i

√
2

2
(−φ+ θ)

]
,

J̄−(z) = exp

[
−i
√

2

2
(−φ+ θ)

]
. (7.3)

In this representation, the center symmetry is the minus identity operator h = −I and the

T-duality symmetry acts as π rotation along the x-axis on the anti-holomorphic boson:

TJzT−1 = Jz,

TJ±T−1 = J±,

T J̄zT−1 = −J̄z,
T J̄±T−1 = J̄∓. (7.4)

Since the 4π rotation is identity in the SU(2) rotation, the T-duality symmetry is a

Z4 symmetry in the spin representation. This extension from Z2 to Z4 is because of the

center symmetry acting like minus identity [61]. In the next section, we will move to the

case with only T-duality symmetry where it is a Z2 symmetry.

Because T 2=h after extension, we only need Cardy states invariant under the extended

T-duality symmetry:

T |B〉 = |B〉. (7.5)

To construct such Cardy states, we need to do vector π/2 rotation along the y-axis:

Jz = J ′x, Jx = −J ′z, Jy = J ′y,

J̄z = J̄ ′
x
, J̄x = −J̄ ′z, J̄y = J̄ ′

y
. (7.6)
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In the new coordinate, the T-duality symmetry acts as π rotation along the z-axis on the

right-handed sector:

TJ ′zT−1 = J ′z,

TJ ′±T−1 = J ′±,

T J̄ ′
z
T−1 = J̄ ′

z
,

T J̄ ′
±
T−1 = −J̄ ′±. (7.7)

We can also represent these generators in terms of new boson fields φ′ and θ′. Therefore

the new T-duality symmetry acts on the new boson fields as follows:

Tφ′T−1 = φ′ +
3π
√

2

2
,

T θ′T−1 = θ′ +
π
√

2

2
. (7.8)

For one boson theory, there is no symmetric boundary state. However, for 4 copies of

SU(2)1 WZW model, we can redefine the boson fields:

φ′′1 =
1√
4

(φ′1 + φ′2 + φ′3 + φ′4),

θ′′2 =
1√
2

(θ′1 − θ′2),

θ′′3 =
1√
2

(θ′2 − θ′3),

θ′′4 =
1√
2

(θ′3 − θ′4). (7.9)

The symmetric Cardy state takes the form

|B〉 = ⊗4
i=1

(
1

N

∑
vi

|vi〉〉

)
, (7.10)

where the vi is Ishibashi state for the boson φi. The first boson takes the Dirichlet boundary

state and the others take Neumann boundary states.

The corresponding gapping potential can be given from the Cardy state

H ′ = U [cos(

√
2

2
(φ′1 + φ′2 + φ′3 + φ′4)) + cos(

√
2

2
(θ′1 − θ′2))

+ cos(

√
2

2
(θ′2 − θ′3)) + cos(

√
2

2
(θ′3 − θ′4))]. (7.11)

After vector −π/2 rotation along the y-axis, we get the invariant gapping potential under

original symmetry:

H ′ = U
4∑
j=1

cos(

√
2

2
φj) cos(

√
2

2
φj+1) + U

4∑
j=1

cos(

√
2

2
θj) cos(

√
2

2
θj+1)

+URe
4∏
j=1

[
cos(

√
2

2
φj) + i cos(

√
2

2
θj)

]
. (7.12)
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Where Re means taking the real part of the third term.

This potential can also be realized as a SU(2) spin ladder model:

H ′ = U(λ2)2
4∑
j=1

∑
k

Szj,kS
z
j,k+1 + Syj,kS

y
j,k+1

+U(λ1)4
∑
k

Re
4∏
j=1

(Sj,k · Sj+1,k + iSxj,k), (7.13)

where λ1 and λ2 are nonuniversal constants.

This potential satisfies the translation symmetry which is reduced to the center symme-

try in the low energy. However, it remains unclear how to realize the T-duality symmetry

in the lattice model, so we conclude that the mixed anomaly between the T-duality and

center symmetry is at least stable in a perturbative manner around this critical point in

the field theory. For the perturbation on the lattice, it is left for the future research.

7.3 Pure anomaly of T duality symmetry

Now we can consider the case of SU(2)1 WZW model with only T-duality symmetry. Since

the corresponding SPT phase is trivial [62], we expect the boson CFT can be trivially

gapped with persevering T-duality symmetry and has invariant Cardy states.

When there is no Z2 center symmetry, we do not need to see it as a subgroup of SU(2)R.

To construct the symmetric boundary state, we also apply the vector SU(2) transformation.

The fundamental operator is the vertex operator exp(±iθ/
√

2) and exp(±iφ/
√

2). This is

equivalent to cosine terms cos(θ/
√

2) and cos(φ/
√

2) and similar sine terms. Under vector

π/2 rotation along y-axis, these terms transform as follows:

cos(

√
2

2
θ′) = − sin(

√
2

2
φ),

sin(

√
2

2
θ′) = sin(

√
2

2
θ),

cos(

√
2

2
φ′) = cos(

√
2

2
φ),

sin(

√
2

2
φ′) = cos(

√
2

2
θ). (7.14)

In this new coordinate, the T-duality symmetry acts like:

T cos(

√
2

2
θ′)T−1 = − sin(

√
2

2
θ′),

T sin(

√
2

2
θ′)T−1 = − cos(

√
2

2
θ′),

T cos(

√
2

2
φ′)T−1 = sin(

√
2

2
φ′),

T sin(

√
2

2
φ′)T−1 = cos(

√
2

2
φ′). (7.15)
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This transformation is equivalent to a new Z2 symmetry:

Tφ′T−1 =
π
√

2

2
− φ′, T θ′T−1 =

3
√

2π

2
− θ′. (7.16)

We can find a symmetric Cardy states:

|B〉 =
∑

v∈
√
2

2
Z

e−i
√
2π
4
v|v〉〉D. (7.17)

And the gapping potential is given by:

H ′ =
√

2U cos(

√
2

2
φ′ − π

4
). (7.18)

After rotating back, the corresponding gapping potential is given by:

H ′ = U

[
cos(

√
2

2
θ) + cos(

√
2

2
φ)

]
. (7.19)

On the lattice, it can be realized as a spin 1/2 antiferromagnetic Heisenberg chain in a

staggered magnetic field along the x-direction [63]:

H = H0 +H ′

= J
∑
i

Si · Si+1 + Uλ1

∑
i

(−1)iSi · Si+1 + Uλ2

∑
i

(−1)iSxi , (7.20)

where λ1 and λ2 are nonuniversal constants.

Since the gapping potential (7.18) can condense the boson field and have a unique

ground state, the gapping potential (7.19) will also gap the boson theory with a unique

ground state after rotating back. As a result, the ground state of corresponding Hamilto-

nian on the lattice should be unique.

On the lattice, the T-duality symmetry is not an exact symmetry, but can be an emer-

gent symmetry in the low-energy limit. It would be interesting to study the consequence

of the emergent T-duality on the lattice model.

8 Conclusion and discussion

In this work, we discuss the relationship between global anomaly and boundary states of

CFTs from the perspective of massive deformation. That is if a 1+1d CFT with symme-

try G is anomaly-free, there will be symmetric boundary conditions where the partition

function of BCFT converges to one when the length goes to zero. For the closed string,

symmetric boundary conditions imply there will be symmetric boundary states which can

describe the symmetric gapped ground state. Then we apply our approach on several

examples and show the anomaly-free condition derived from the existence of symmetric

boundary conditions is consistent with the result from the ’t Hooft anomaly-free condition

obtained directly from the bulk CFT. In the multicomponent U(1) boson theory, the exis-

tence of symmetric boundary conditions can imply the symmetric gapping potentials which

– 27 –



belong to Haldane null vectors. We also show this relationship between global anomaly

and boundary states can be generalized to WZW models. As the last example, for SU(2)1

WZW model with the T-duality symmetry, we use our approach to find the symmetric

gapping potentials which are beyond the Haldane null vectors. This result coincides with

the fact that there is no anomaly for the T-duality symmetry.

We should note there is slightly different context discussing the relation between BCFT

and 1+1d SPT phases or anomalous 0+1d critical theory [23]. In this reference, it is found

that boundary state |B〉h in the sector twisted by h ∈ G can defect the anomalous phase

ε(g|h) which is related to the cocycles in H2 (G, U(1)) :

g|B〉h = εB(g|h)|B〉h. (8.1)

More precisely, this correspondence detects the action of symmetry operation on the twisted

boundary condition or twisted boundary state. However in our approach, we are looking for

boundary states in the untwisted sector which remain invariant under the global symmetry

G.

As an outlook, it is interesting to consider the relationship between boundary condition

and ’t Hooft anomaly in the fermionic CFTs. Here symmetry should include global symme-

try G and the fermionic parity symmetry (−1)F . The key to solving this problem is search-

ing for the boundary states of a fermionic minimal model. For the bulk fermionic CFTs,

they can be constructed from A-type bosonic CFTs [59] and two exceptional CFTs [64]

attached with a Kitaev chain after Z2 orbifolding [65, 66] with a parafermionic generaliza-

tion [67]. On the lattice model, this transformation is called the Jordan-Wigner transfor-

mation and, more generally, the Fradkin-Kadanoff transformation [68]. Naturally, there is

a correspondence between boundary states of bosonic CFTs and fermionic CFTs [69, 70].

This correspondence can help us find symmetric boundary states of fermionic CFTs from

that of related bosonic CFTs. Besides, it is quite energizing to apply our BCFT scheme to

the intrinsically gapless topological phase in Ref. [71, 72] where the low energy symmetry

is an anomalous Z2 symmetry but the entire symmetry is a nonanomalous Z4 symmetry.

More precisely, the degree of freedom charged under normal Z2 symmetry is gapped and

Z4 symmetry does not act on the low energy theory faithfully. Hence there are no Z4 sym-

metric boundary conditions for the low energy theory. However, one can add a symmetric

perturbation to bring the energy of the gapped degree of freedom down. If further increas-

ing the perturbation reopens the gap, one can eventually arrive at a symmetric gapped

ground state and symmetric boundary condition and the non-faithful representation of Z4

group becomes a faithful one [72]. Thus we conclude that a symmetric boundary condition

or gapped ground state exists under a symmetric perturbation if we consider the entire

theory of the intrinsically gapless topological phase.
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A SU(N) symmetry invariant boundary states of free boson model

In this appendix, we will use the affine Lie algebra to show the boundary states (4.33)(4.42)

are invariant under vector SU(N) spin rotation.

Firstly, we prove the result for the case of SU(2). For simplify, the boundary state is

written in the language of chiral operators:

|B〉 =
e
∑
r∈N+

−1
r

(a1−r,La
1
−r,R+a2−r,La

2
−r,R)

NNND

∑
m,n

(ein
√
2

2
(θ01−θ02) − eim

√
2

2
(φ01+φ02))e−

1
r
a1−r,La

1
−r,Re−

1
r
a2−r,La

2
−r,R |0〉

=
e
∑
r∈N+

−1
r

(a1−r,La
1
−r,R+a2−r,La

2
−r,R)

NNND

∑
m,n

(ein
√
2

2
(ϕ0

1,L−ϕ
0
1,R−ϕ

0
2,L+ϕ0

2,R) − eim
√
2

2
(ϕ0

1,L+ϕ0
1,R+ϕ0

2,L+ϕ0
2,R))|0〉.

(A.1)

where ϕ0
L /ϕ0

R is zero mode of primary fields ϕL(ω = 0)/ϕR(ω̄ = 0).

The affine SU(2) generators are given by:

H = i∂ϕL, E± = e±i
√

2ϕL ,

H̄ = −i∂̄ϕR, Ē± = e∓i
√

2ϕR . (A.2)

The OPE between affine SU(2) generators and primary fields are:

H(z)e
±i 1√

2
ϕ0
L =
±e±

1√
2
ϕ0
L

√
2z

, E±(z)e
∓i 1√

2
ϕ0
L =

e
±i 1√

2
ϕ0
L

z
,

H̄(z̄)e
±i 1√

2
ϕ0
R =

∓e±
1√
2
ϕ0
R

√
2z̄

, Ē±(z̄)e
±i 1√

2
ϕ0
R =

e
∓i 1√

2
ϕ0
R

z̄
. (A.3)

Since the generators of SU(2) rotation are zero modes of affine SU(2) generators, they

satisfy the following OPE with primary fields:

H0e
±i 1√

2
ϕ0
L = ±e±

1√
2
ϕ0
L , E0,±e

∓i 1√
2
ϕ0
L = e

±i 1√
2
ϕ0
L ,

H̄0e
±i 1√

2
ϕ0
R = ∓e±

1√
2
ϕ0
R , Ē0,±e

±i 1√
2
ϕ0
R = e

∓i 1√
2
ϕ0
R . (A.4)

Since the other OPEs are zero, the SU(2) rotation only acts on the following parts of

the boundary state:

[ei
√
2

2
(ϕ0

1,L−ϕ
0
1,R−ϕ

0
2,L+ϕ0

2,R) − ei
√
2

2
(ϕ0

1,L+ϕ0
1,R+ϕ0

2,L+ϕ0
2,R)

+e−i
√
2

2
(ϕ0

1,L−ϕ
0
1,R−ϕ

0
2,L+ϕ0

2,R) − e−i
√
2

2
(ϕ0

1,L+ϕ0
1,R+ϕ0

2,L+ϕ0
2,R)]|0〉. (A.5)

For the vector SU(2) rotation, the generators is Sz = H0 + H̄0, S± = E0,±+ Ē0,±. We

can see the right-hand boson is the conjugated representation of affine SU(2) Lie algebra.

For simplify, we can do the charge conjugation on the right hand bosons since there is an

extra phase -1 for antiholomorphic sector in Eq. (A.3):

ϕ′i,R = −ϕi,R ,

[ei
√
2

2
(ϕ0

1,L+ϕ′01,R−ϕ
0
2,L−ϕ

′0
2,R) − ei

√
2

2
(ϕ0

1,L−ϕ
′0
1,R+ϕ0

2,L−ϕ
′0
2,R)

+ei
√
2

2
(−ϕ0

1,L−ϕ
′0
1,R+ϕ0

2,L+ϕ′02,R) − ei
√
2

2
(−ϕ0

1,L+ϕ′01,R−ϕ
0
2,L+ϕ′02,R)]|0〉. (A.6)
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In this representation, the SU(2) generators are the sum of four spin-1/2 generators.

The boundary state can be written in the spin language since each primary fields transform

like a spinor:

| ↑↑↓↓〉〉 − | ↑↓↑↓〉〉+ | ↓↓↑↑〉〉 − | ↓↑↓↑〉〉
= (| ↑↓〉〉 − | ↓↑〉〉)⊗ (| ↑↓〉〉 − | ↓↑〉〉). (A.7)

Here in the second arrow, the first two spins are exp(±iϕ0
1,L/
√

2)|0〉 and exp(∓iϕ′02,R/
√

2)|0〉
which are first and fourth spins in the first arrow. The other two spins are exp(±iϕ′01,R/

√
2)|0〉

and exp(∓iϕ0
2,L/
√

2)|0〉. So it is easy to see the boundary state is invariant under vector

SU(2) transformation since it is direct product of two spin singlet states.

For general vector SU(N) transformation, the Lie algebra can be composed into N(N−
1)/2 SU(2) Lie subalgebras. For each SU(2) Lie subalgebras, we can do similar calculations

to show the eigenvalue of SU(2) generators is zero. So the boundary state is invariant under

vector SU(N) spin rotation.

B Invariant boundary state of vector rotation symmetry and center sym-

metry

In this appendix, we will give a detailed calculation on invariant boundary states of vector

rotation symmetry and center symmetry in the WZW model.

The Ishibashi state is defined as follows:

|λ〉〉 =
∑
m

|φλi ,m〉 ⊗ U |φ̄λi , m̄〉. (B.1)

To show the Ishibashi state is invariant under the vector rotation symmetry, we only

need to consider the action of generators on Cardy state is zero. Since the holomorphic

and antiholomorphic sector is tensor product, the action of a generator is a summation

of action on each part : Sa = Ja0 + J̄a0 . The vacuum states of each sector form different

irreducible representations of Lie algebra labeling by λ:

Ja0 |φλi ,m〉 =
∑
j

T λ,aij |φ
λ
j ,m〉,

J̄a0 |φ̄λi ,m〉 =
∑
j

T λ,aij |φ̄
λ
j ,m〉. (B.2)

Since U operator is an anti-unitary operator, it will anti-commute with Lie algebra:

U−1J̄anU = −(J̄a−n)+ = −(J̄an). (B.3)
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Now we can show the action of generators on each vacuum in the summation is zero:∑
m

〈φλj , n| ⊗ 〈Uφ̄k
λ
, n′|Sa|φλi ,m〉 ⊗ U |φ̄i

λ
,m〉

=
∑
m

δikδn′m〈φλj , n|Ja0 |φλi ,m〉+ δijδnm〈Uφ̄λk , n′|J̄a0U |φ̄λi ,m〉

= δikδij(〈φλi , n|Ja0 |φλi , n′〉+ 〈Uφ̄λi , n′|U+J̄a0U |φ̄λi , n〉)
= δikδjk(〈φλi , n|Ja0 |φλi , n′〉 − 〈φ̄λi , n′|J̄a0 |φ̄λi , n〉∗)
= 0. (B.4)

Thus the Cardy state is also invariant under vector rotation symmetry since it is linear

summation of Ishibashi states. The condition for invariant Cardy states is now:

h|B〉 = |B〉. (B.5)

B.1 BN affine Lie algebra

For BN type Lie algebra, the action of the outer automorphism is

A : [λ0;λ1, · · · , λN−1, λN ]→ [λ1;λ0, · · · , λN−1, λN ] . (B.6)

Thus the affine Dynkin labels of an invariant boundary state satisfy

λ0 = λ1. (B.7)

Since the comarks of BN are:

(a∨0 ; a∨1 , · · · , a∨N ) = (1; 1, 2, · · · , 2, 2, 1). (B.8)

We can obtain the level of k

k =

N∑
i=0

a∨i λi = 2(λ1 + · · ·+ λN−1) + λN . (B.9)

Thus we can always find a Cardy state invariant under the vector SO(2l+1) symmetry

and center symmetry.

B.2 D2l affine Lie algebra

For D2l type Lie algebra, there are two outer automorphisms:

A1 : [λ0;λ1, λ2, · · · , λ2l−1, λ2l]→ [λ1;λ0, λ2, · · · , λ2l, λ2l−1],

A2 : [λ0;λ1, λ2, · · · , λ2l−2, λ2l−1, λ2l]→ [λ2l;λ2l−1, λ2l−2, · · · , λ2, λ1, λ0]. (B.10)

So the affine Dynkin labels of an invariant boundary state satisfy

λ1 = λ0 = λ2l = λ2l−1,

λj = λ2l−j (j ≥ 2). (B.11)
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The comarks of DN are:

(a∨0 ; a∨1 , · · · , a∨N ) = (1; 1, 2, · · · , 2, 1, 1). (B.12)

As a result, for the existing of an invariant boundary state, k satisfies

k = 4λ0 + 4(λ2 · · ·+ λl−1) + 2λl. (B.13)

Therefore, there exists an invariant Cardy state under vector SO(4l) symmetry and

center symmetry only for even k.

B.3 CN affine Lie algebra

For CN type Lie algebra, the action of the outer automorphism is

A : [λ0;λ1, · · · , λN−1, λN ]→ [λN ;λN−1, · · · , λ1, λ0]. (B.14)

Thus the affine Dynkin labels of an invariant boundary state satisfy

λj = λN−j . (B.15)

Since the comarks of CN are:

(a∨0 ; a∨1 , · · · , a∨N ) = (1; 1, · · · , 1). (B.16)

We can obtain the level of k

k =

2(λ0 + · · ·+ λN
2
−1) + λN

2
, if N is even;

2(λ0 + · · ·+ λN−1
2

), if N is odd.
(B.17)

Therefore only k is even or N is even, there will be a Cardy state invariant under the

vector Usp(N) symmetry and center symmetry.

B.4 D2l+1 affine Lie algebra

For D2l+1 type Lie algebra, the action of the outer automorphism is

A : [λ0;λ1, · · · , λ2l, λ2l+1]→ [λ2l;λ2l+1, · · · , λ1, λ0]. (B.18)

The affine Dynkin labels of an invariant boundary state satisfy

λ0 = λ2l = λ1 = λ2l+1, λj = λ2l+1−j (2 ≤ j ≤ 2l − 1). (B.19)

Since the comarks of DN are:

(a∨0 ; a∨1 , · · · , a∨N ) = (1; 1, 2, · · · , 2, 1, 1). (B.20)

We can obtain the level of k

k = 4(λ0 + λ2 + · · ·+ λl). (B.21)

Therefore only k is a multiple of 4, there will be a Cardy state invariant under the

vector SO(4l + 2) symmetry and center symmetry.
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B.5 E6 affine Lie algebra

For E6 type Lie algebra, the action of the outer automorphism is

A : [λ0;λ1, · · · , λ6]→ [λ1;λ5, λ4, λ3, λ6, λ0, λ2]. (B.22)

The affine Dynkin labels of an invariant boundary state satisfy

λ0 = λ5 = λ1, λ2 = λ4 = λ6. (B.23)

Since the comarks of E6 are:

(a∨0 ; a∨1 , · · · , a∨6 ) = (1; 1, 2, 3, 2, 1, 2). (B.24)

Thus the level k is given by

k = λ0 + λ1 + 2λ2 + 3λ3 + 2λ4 + λ5 + 2λ6 = 3(λ0 + λ3 + 2λ2). (B.25)

This implies only if k is multiple of 3, there will be a Cardy state invariant under the

vector E6 symmetry and center symmetry.

B.6 E7 affine Lie algebra

For E7 type Lie algebra, the action of the outer automorphism is

A : [λ0;λ1, · · · , λ7]→ [λ6;λ5, λ4, λ3, λ2, λ1, λ0, λ7]. (B.26)

The affine Dynkin labels of an invariant boundary state satisfy

λ0 = λ6, λ1 = λ5, λ2 = λ4 = λ4. (B.27)

Since the comarks of E7 are:

(a∨0 ; a∨1 , · · · , a∨7 ) = (1; 2, 3, 4, 3, 2, 1, 2), (B.28)

the level k is given by

k = 2λ0 + 4λ1 + 6λ2 + 4λ3 + 2λ7. (B.29)

This implies only if k is even, there will be a Cardy state invariant under the vector

E7 symmetry and center symmetry.
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C Invariant boundary state of vector rotation symmetry and CP2 sym-

metry

In this appendix, we will give a detailed derivation on the invariant boundary state of vector

rotation symmetry and CP2 symmetry in the WZW model. As shown in the appendix B,

the Cardy states have been invariant under vector rotation and spatial reflection symmetry,

we only need to consider ZCh22 symmetry where h2 is a order 2 element of center symmetry.

Since the charge conjugation acts as an identity on Cardy states for BN , CN , D2l, E7 type

Lie group and center symmetry is a Z2 group, the result is the same as that of appendix

B. Moreover, the center symmetry of E6 WZW model is Z3 group which implies we can’t

construct T2 symmetry. Thus we only need to calculate the D2l+1 WZW model where the

order 2 element is A2.

For D2l+1 type Lie algebra, the action of the ZCh22 symmetry is

CA2 : [λ0;λ1, · · · , λ2l, λ2l+1]→ [λ1;λ0, · · · , λ2l, λ2l+1]. (C.1)

The affine Dynkin labels of an invariant boundary state satisfy

λ0 = λ1. (C.2)

Then when there is an invariant boundary state, k satisfies:

k = 2λ0 + 2(λ2 + · · ·+ λ2l−1) + λ2l + λ2l+1. (C.3)

Therefore, there always exists an invariant boundary state for arbitrary k.

D Symmetric interaction of SU(2)2k WZW model

The calculation in this appendix is based on an argument [73] for a perturbed CFT with

the hamiltonian:

H = HCFT +
∑
j

λj

∫
Φj(x)dx. (D.1)

Here Φj are relevant operators (primiary fields). It claims that the smeared boundary state

e−τaH |Ba〉 with the lowest variational energy can be very close to the ground state. This

variational energy is given by:

Ea =
πc

96τ2
a

+
∑
j 6=0

λj
Sja
S0
a

(
S0

0

Sj0

) 1
2 π4j

(2τa)4j
. (D.2)

For the SU(2)2k WZW model, the relevant operator λ tr(g2) is the primary field λΦ1. We

have 2k + 1 boundary states |Ba〉 for 2a ∈ Z and 0 ≤ a ≤ k. Thus the variational energy

of the ’smeared’ boundary state e−τaH |Ba〉 is:

Ea =
πc

96τ2
a

+ λ
S1
a

S0
a

(
S0

0

S1
0

) 1
2
(
π

2τa

) 2
k+1

. (D.3)
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When λ > 0, we can vary τa and obtain the minimal of Ea:

min(Ea) =

0, if S1
a
S0
a
≥ 0;

−λb
∣∣∣S1

a
S0
a

∣∣∣ k+1
k
, if S1

a
S0
a
< 0.

(D.4)

where b is a positive number only depending on k.

The modular S matrix of SU(2)2k WZW model are given by:

Sj
′

j =

√
1

k + 1
sin

π(2j + 1)(2j′ + 1)

2k + 2
. (D.5)

Thus the minimal of Ea can be rewritten as:

min(Ea) =

0, if a ≤ 2k−1
6 or a ≥ 4k+1

6 ;

−λb
∣∣∣4 cos2(2a+1

2k+2π)− 1
∣∣∣ k+1
k
, if 2k−1

6 ≤ a ≤ 4k+1
6 .

(D.6)

It is easy to see when a = k/2, the minimal of variational energy is lowest. In the language

of Dykin label, this boundary state is [k; k] which is the only invariant state under the

center symmetry.

When λ < 0, the similar calculation can show when a = 0 or a = k, the variational

energy is lowest. These two states correspond to the Valence Bond Solid (VBS) phase

which breaks translation symmetry.

We can also show the massive phase with λ > 0 is Haldane phase if k is odd and is

trivial phase if k is even. To see this, we consider such massive deformation:

V (x) =


λ tr(g2), x < 0;

0, 0 ≤ x < L;

−λ tr(g2), L ≤ x.

The partition function of the middle gapless region is given by

Z k
2

0 = Z k
2
k = χ k

2
(q) = (k + 1)q

4 k
2 + · · · . (D.7)

Here · · · is polynomials of q whose degree is large than 4k/2.

Thus when L goes to zero, there will be k+1 states on the interface which are equivalent

to states of spin k/2. When k is even, the spin on the interface is an integer which can

be gapped without degeneracy. When k is odd, the spin is a half integer which is always

degenerate. We show the lattice version of the interface for SU(2)2 WZW in the figure

3. Here dots are the effective spin 1/2 decoupled from the spin 1 on each site. Thus the

unpaired spin 1/2 on the interface implies the symmetry protected degeneracy.
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Figure 3: The lattice version of interface between Haldane phase

and VBS phase of SU(2)2 WZW model.

E The LSM ingappability of the spin chain with triple-product interac-

tions

In this appendix, we will prove the LSM ingappability of the Hamiltonian (5.31) with the

following symmetry:

T2 : T2 = TKUT = TK

j=L∏
j=1

iσyj , (E.1)

U(1)z : Uθ = exp(iθ

L∑
j=1

Szj ), (E.2)

Zy2 : Rπy =
L∏
j=1

iσyj . (E.3)

Similar to the original LSM theorem, the twisting operator Utwist of U(1)z is given by:

Utwist = exp(
2πi

L

L∑
j=1

jSzj ) = exp(
πi

L

L∑
j=1

jσzj ). (E.4)

Let |G.S.〉 is a ground state of the Hamiltonian (5.31) with length L (periodic boundary

condition). To show the Utwist|G.S.〉 has low energy, we consider the term Hj,j+1,j+2

in Hamiltonian (5.31) involving the three neighbouring sites, j, j + 1 and j + 2. Since

[σzj + σzj+1 + σzj+2, Hj,j+1,j+2] = 0, and others commute with Hj,j+1,j+2,

U+
twist(Hj,j+1,j+2)Utwist

= e(−πi/L)(σzj+2σzj+1+3σzj+2)Hj,j+1,j+2e
(πi/L)(σzj+2σzj+1+3σzj+2)

= Hj,j+1,j+2 −
πi

L
[σzj + 2σzj+1 + 3σzj+2, Hj,j+1,j+2] +O(

1

L2
)

= Hj,j+1,j+2 − [
πi

L

L∑
j=1

jσzj , Hj,j+1,j+2] +O(
1

L2
). (E.5)

We can sum over all terms in (E.5):

〈G.S.|U+
twistHUtwist|G.S.〉 = Egs +O(

1

L
). (E.6)

The reminder O( 1
L) comes from third term in (E.5) and T2 symmetry ensures contributions

from Hj,j+1,j+2 doesn’t depend on site. Therefore we have Utwist|G.S.〉 = eiα|G.S.〉 +

O( 1
L)|ψ〉.
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Now, let’s assume there is an unique ground state which possess all symmetries. There-

fore it is invariant under the combination of T2 and Zy2:

T2R
π
y |G.S.〉 = TK|G.S.〉 = |G.S.〉. (E.7)

Under periodic boundary condition, we can obtain

(TK)−1UtwistTK = K−1Utwist exp(
πi

L

L∑
j=1

σzj ) exp(iπσz1)K

= −U+
twist exp(−πi

L

L∑
j=1

σzj ). (E.8)

then

(TK)−1UtwistTK|G.S.〉

= −U+
twist|G.S.〉 = −e−iα|G.S.〉 −O(

1

L
)|ψ′〉. (E.9)

The first equation comes from the fact RπyUθ = U+
θ R

π
y and U0 = I.

On the other hand, we can calculate this equation directly:

(TK)−1UtwistTK|G.S.〉 = (TK)−1(eiα|G.S.〉+O(
1

L
)|ψ〉)

= e−iα|G.S.〉+O(
1

L
)TK|ψ〉. (E.10)

When L goes to infinity, there will be a conflict between (E.9) and (E.10). Therefore, the

ground state can not be unique.

F Vector rotation on the y-direction

In this appendix, we will use the affine SU(2) Lie algebra to show how the primary terms

transform after vector SU(2) rotation. For U(1) boson theory with the self-dual radius,

the primary terms are just exp(±iθ/
√

2) and exp(±iφ/
√

2). For simplify, we also written

them in the chiral language: exp(±i(ϕL + ϕR)/
√

2) and exp(±i(ϕL − ϕR)/
√

2).

The zero modes of affine SU(2) algebra can be rewritten as J0
a =

∮
dzJa(z). The

commutation relationship between zero modes and other fields are related to the OPEs as

follows:

[J0
a , b(w)] =

∮
w
dzJa(z)b(w). (F.1)

Therefore the commutation relationship between zero modes of affine SU(2) algebra

and chiral primary field can be calculated using OPEs and the result is given by:

[H0, e±i
√
2

2
ϕL ] = ±e±i

√
2

2
ϕL , [E0,±, e∓i

√
2
2
ϕL ] = 2ie±i

√
2

2
ϕL , [E0,±, e±i

√
2

2
ϕL ] = 0,

[H̄0, e±i
√

2
2
ϕR ] = ∓e±i

√
2
2
ϕR , [Ē0,±, e±i

√
2

2
ϕR ] = 2ie∓i

√
2

2
ϕR , [Ē0,±, e∓i

√
2
2
ϕR ] = 0.

(F.2)
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Now we can perform the vector SU(2) rotation along y-axis whose generator is given

by:

Sy =
i

2
(E0,+ − E0,− + Ē0,+ − Ē0,−). (F.3)

For π/2 rotation, the transformation can be written in the language of the generator:

U(
π

2
) =

√
2

2
(1 + iSy). (F.4)

For simplify, we consider the real part of primary fields: cos(φ/
√

2), sin(φ/
√

2), cos(θ/
√

2), sin(θ/
√

2).

There are two primary fields invariant under rotation since they commute with Sy:

U−1 cos(

√
2

2
φ)U = cos(

√
2

2
φ), U−1 sin(

√
2

2
θ)U = sin(

√
2

2
θ). (F.5)

The other two primary fields satisfy the following commutaion relationship:

[Sy, cos(

√
2

2
θ)] = 2i sin(

√
2

2
φ) , [Sy, sin(

√
2

2
φ)] = −2i cos(

√
2

2
θ), (F.6)

thus they transform under the π/2 rotation as follows:

U−1 sin(

√
2

2
φ)U = cos(

√
2

2
θ), U−1 cos(

√
2

2
θ)U = − sin(

√
2

2
φ). (F.7)
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