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1. Introduction

According to [1] global symmetries in quantum field theory are realized by topological
operators. In this context an ordinary O-form global symmetry G is thus associated to a
topological operator (equivalently a symmetry defect) of codimension-(0+ 1) while a p-form
global symmetry G? is associated with a topological operator of codimension-(p + 1).l

In this work we will be primarily interested in quantum field theories with a collection
of continuous O-form symmetries G and 1-form symmetries GW. In all these theories the
topological nature of the corresponding symmetry defects encodes current conservation.
Many theories in this class exhibit a new surprising feature. Namely, the conserved 2-form
currents J? appear in the operator product expansion of two 1-form currents j(l). This
implies that the conservation of J @ and J D at separated points does not necessarily imply
that the symmetry groups GY and GO act independently on the theory but rather they
mix in a more general global symmetry structure which is known as a “2-group global
symmetry” [2-8].”

To understand how 2-group global symmetries can appear in quantum field theory it

is instructive to consider a basic model, analyzed in [6], consisting of 2/N; massless Weyl

"We denote the p-form degree of an object by a superscript 28

%See [9] for a mathematical definition of a 2-group structure.



fermions in four dimensions denoted by (@Di JZ) with 4,4 = 1,---,N 5. Under the global
symmetries SU(Nf)g)) x SU(N )g xU(1 )C , ¢ transforms in the fundamental of SU(Nf) 0
and it is neutral under SU (N f) » While ¢ transforms in the fundamental of SU(N f) and
it is neutral under SU(N f) . For simplicity, we assume that the charges of ¢ and w under
U (1)(69) are (respectively) +1 and —1.

All perturbative 't Hooft anomalies for this theory are completely characterized in

terms of a six-form anomaly polynomial 7 satisfying the following descent relations
00 =az® =0, 7O =az®, 67 =dAW, (1.1)

where AW is a functional that measures the anomalies.® Our main focus lies in the mixed

. . . 6
anomalies sector contained in Z® namely

6 1 k2 2 2 2 k g2 2 2 2

Ils/[i)xed:4—ﬂ_2 _121'0 r(FI(/)/\FI(,))/\FC(')_ g'CTI'(FI(%)/\F}(%))/\Fé) ) (12)
where F' ]-52})% = dAg}R + A(Ll’)R A A(L{)R and Fg) = dAg) are all background field strengths for
the associated global symmetry. Looking at (1.2), the anomalous shifts of the partition

function under background gauge variations is given by

Z1AY o AP L\ AD cM) = 2[AD, AY O] exp (—% / Tr (AdAf’) A Fé?)) ,

(1.3)
and similarly for A(l) — A(l) + d)\(o) Note that the U(1 )(0) charges of the massless
Weyl fermions guarantee that the theory does not suffer from a U(1 )c cubic anomaly
i.e. ko3 = 0. This implies that we can safely gauge the global symmetry U(1 )c by pro-
moting CY — W (Fg) — P with ¢V now being a dynamical field. The result of
this gauging procedure is that we obtain a new theory known as four-dimensional massless
quantum electrodynamics (QED). However, gauging U (1 )c also leads to a confusing effect.
The phase on the right hand side of (1.3) is not a 't Hooft anomaly, at the same time it
also does not violate the SU(N f)(LO,)R symmetries. Hence, it must be compensated within
the path integral by postulating new background transformation rules for the symmetries
at our disposal.

The crucial point is that gauging a U(1 ) symmetry in four dimensions introduces a

3The second step in (1.1) is notoriously ambiguous. Namely we can always shift 7% by an exact 5-form.
This descends to the freedom of adding local counterterms which may affect the presentation of the anomaly

AW,



new 1-form global symmetry U (1)591) whose conserved current is

1
2
J& = 5 * @ (1.4)

that can be coupled to a background 2-form gauge field BY as follows

/3(2) AP = %/B@ Af2 (1.5)
m

To eliminate the problematic transformation appearing in (1.3) we first define the coupled

system

~ i [ g@ @

ZIA B = [ D Z{A, ) e (50 (1.6)
and then postulate the following background gauge transformations®

k 2. 2
APy = A+ axly, BY - BO 4 an + EEEEm (30dal) . ()
b b} K 7-(‘ b} K
Under these new rules the problematic phase appearing in (1.3) is no longer an issue and

the partition function is completely gauge invariant
0Z[AS ), BY =0, (1.8)

We conclude that massless QED coupled to the background fields (1.7) enjoys a 2-group
global symmetry denoted by

(SUNDE % SUNDR) Syt et s, <UD (1.9)

C

where K,k € Z are known as 2-group structure constants. In the last few years it has
been understood that 2-group global symmetries are commonplace in quantum field theory.
See [12-18] for a large set of examples in d > 4.

In this paper, we are interested in generalizing the above gauging procedure to describe
new examples of continuous 2-group global symmetries in three-dimensional quantum field
theories. However our program faces two immediate obstacles. First, in three dimensions

continuous zero-form global symmetries do not admit 't Hooft anomalies of the same type

In analogy with conventional background gauge fields, a B® 2-form gauge field subject to (1.7) can be
thought of as a 2-connection on an associated 2-bundle [10, 11].



discussed in the QED example.” Second, gauging a U (1)(00) symmetry is no longer associated
to a dual magnetic 1-form symmetry U (1)}?. In fact, gauging a U(1)® symmetry gives rise
to a dual U (1)(d_3_p ) symmetry. Crucially, the resolution for both of these problems relies
on a recent generalization of the notion of 't Hooft anomaly that has been put forward
in [20-22] (see also [23-25] for similar constructions which have been referred to as higher
Berry phases).’

The traditional anomaly paradigm can in fact be extended to analyze how the par-
tition function of a given quantum field theory can depend on background scalar fields
varying over spacetime. These define a “parameter space” of coupling constants. A ’t
Hooft anomaly in the space of couplings, following [20-22], can be described as a fail-
ure of gauge-invariance for the partition function under a continuous transformation of a
scalar parameter. In particular, if the partition function is multiplied by a background
counterterm with a quantized coefficient, the phenomenon cannot be trivialized by making
the coefficient parameter-dependent in a smooth way and thus it is interpreted as a novel
example of 't Hooft anomaly. An important application of these ideas is in the context
Yang-Mills theory with a #-angle [29]. More generally, we can adopt such periodic scalar
backgrounds to label families of quantum field theories.

In our analysis, we will focus on some simple examples of continuous 2-group global
symmetries that appear in the study of Goldstone models in three dimensions for a spon-
taneously broken U (l)ff) symmetry. To make contact with the previous discussion, we also
introduce a topological coupling to a background field # that is circle-valued. Heuristically,
we can view 6 as a background field for a “(—1)-form symmetry” Z implemented by 27
shifts.” In all these examples, the change of the partition function Z [A(l), 0] under a back-

ground gauge transformation for AW can be associated with the following anomalous Ward

°A U(l)(o) global symmetry in three dimensions may have a mixed 't Hooft anomaly with a U(l)(l)
symmetry as described in [19]. These sort of mixed anomalies are interesting due to their close relation to
spontaneous symmetry breaking patterns. However, they do not lead to 2-group global symmetries.

SContinuous G symmetries in three dimensions can have 't Hooft anomalies whose coefficients take a
finite set of integer values. A detailed study of these anomalies can be found in [26]. (See also [27,28] for
some recent applications to 3d supersymmetric theories). It can be shown that gauging a discrete subgroup
of a symmetry participating in such an anomaly gives rise to discrete 2-group global symmetries. Since our
focus is on theories with continuous magnetic 1-form symmetries we will not pursue this idea further in this
paper.

"In this formulation, one can define # by introducing a set of local coordinate patches such that the
transition functions jumps by 277Z. The field strength df is however single valued and we can thus make
sense of it within the background effective action. The proper mathematical formalism to discuss effective
actions involving periodic scalar backgrounds is that of differential cohomology. We refer the interested reader
to [21] for a rigorous account of this subject.



identity )
dx P = 4—7r2d9/\Ff), (1.10)

with k£ € Z and jf;) denoting the U (1)&?) current operator. Proceeding as in four dimensions,
we can consider gauging the background field 6, that is we replace § — ¢ and integrate
over it. In this context we can think of ¢ as an axion. As before, a consequence of this
gauging procedure is that the right hand side of (1.10) should no longer be intepreted as
a 't Hooft anomaly. The non-invariance under U (1)&?) background gauge transformations
can be addressed by noticing that, when ¢ is dynamical, there is a new conserved 2-form

current

1
J& = 5o * 0. (1.11)

together with its associated 2-form background field B®. The symmetry U (1)531) can be

coupled to the original theory as follows

Z[AW, B@)] = /m Z[AW, g) e2n I BPnds. (1.12)
Therefore, gauge invariance can be restored by imposing the following background gauge
transformations
k
AW 5 AD L 2O ™, @ gAD) 4 %)\ﬁ?)ﬁ;(f) . (1.13)

signaling a continuous 2-group global symmetry structure of the form
UMY %,y UL (1.14)

As we will discuss in section 2, the procedure outlined here can be generalized in various
directions to include a richer set of couplings and of global symmetry groups. We emphasize
that similar manipulations are also available when the three-dimensional theory exhibit
discrete global symmetry groups that can be studied by introducing discrete background
gauge fields. A surprising outcome of our analysis is that gauging a compact background
0 can also give rise to further subtle generalizations of the notion of global symmetry that
go beyond 2-group global symmetries. In section 2.2, we describe such phenomenon in a
three-dimensional model with a U (1)&?) Goldstone boson coupled topologically to a U(1)”
gauge field . After gauging the compact background 6 and replacing it by a dynamical



¢ one finds a non-conservation equation for the U (1)&?) current that reads as follows

dx Q) = %dqﬁ N (1.15)

There is a fundamental difference between the characteristic 2-group Ward identity (1.10)
and (1.15). In the first case, when Ff) = 0, one has d*jg) = 0 implying that the symmetry
is conserved in absence of background fields at separated points. The right hand side of

(1.15) is instead operator-valued and leads to a violation of the U (1)(2) symmetry.® In fact,

for k£ > 1, the global symmetry associated to jf;) is reduced to Z,io) and we will describe
an example where this symmetry participates in a 2-group in section 2.17.

Quite surprisingly the value k = 1 does not completely invalidate the U (l)ff) symmetry.
Following [30,31], we will show that in this case the three-dimensional Goldstone-Maxwell
model admits an infinite set of topological operators D, labelled by a rational number
a € Q that can be obtained by dressing the U (1)&?) symmetry defect. The topological
operators D, do not obey group law multiplication, in particular it is not possible to
find an inverse operator D,' such that D, x D,' = 1. These are commonly referred
to as non-invertible global symmetries and have recently attracted a lot of attention in
the literature [32-51]. Furthermore, an analogous infinite set of symmetry defects can be
defined for any integer value of k, though through a slightly more involved mechanism
which we will not study in detail in this paper. We believe that the three-dimensional
Goldstone-Maxwell model presented here can be useful to highlight various properties of
non-invertible symmetries and their interplay with 2-group global symmetries.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we present a class of examples
featuring 2-group global symmetries in order to illustrate the general gauging procedure
outlined above. All these examples involve background compact scalar fields whose gauging
plays an essential role in the construction. In section 3 we describe how the Goldstone-
Maxwell model admits an infinite set of non-invertible global symmetries. In section 4
we comment on holographic realizations of continuous 2-group and non-invertible global
symmetries in three dimensions by studying some simple bottom-up models of dynamical
gauge fields in AdS,. Finally, appendix A is devoted to a class of more exotic examples of

2-groups.

8This can be thought of as an analogue of the ABJ anomaly in four dimensions.



2. Continuous Higher Group Global Symmetries in Three Dimensions
2.1. Goldstones Model

A simple theory exhibiting most of the features of interest in this work is that of a
single Goldstone boson x for a U(1 ) u  global symmetry in three dimensions whose non-
linear gauge transformation is:

X = x+ AP (2.1)

In presence of a non-trivial background AW for U (1 ) W, we can supplement the effective

action by a term coupling x to F = dAWY as follows,

1 i0
S[A(l), x| = —3 /(dx — A(l)) A x(dy — A(l)) = /dX A F/Ef) . (2.2)

Note that the #-angle has 27 periodicity following from the condition

d F(2)
/ X ez, A ey, (2.3)
5, 2T

for any closed 1-cycle Zl and 2-cycle Y, in spacetime. The theory also admits a 1-form

global symmetry U(1 )~ whose conserved current is

1
IO — — wdy. 2.4
¥ = oo wdx (2.4)
The symmetry U(1 )~1 is never spontaneously broken in three spacetime dimensions due to
a generalized version of the classic Coleman—Mermin-Wagner theorem [1,52,53]. We can

couple it minimally to (2.2) as follows:

1 6
S[AD B y) = ——/(dx — ADY A w(dy — AD) — Z—Q/dx/\ij)
2 Am
(2.5)
+— [ BPA dy .
2w

The above action is not invariant under the standard background gauge transformations
AL AW +d)\(0 and B® — BC +dA . Thus, U(1 )A and U(1 ) Y have a mixed 't

Hooft anomaly whose inflow action is given by

S,alAV, B = —2L / AW A qB® (2.6)
v A



where ), is a four-dimensional manifold whose boundary is the physical spacetime.

An important point, which will appear repeatedly below, is that # can be promoted
to a spacetime dependent background field. In particular, it can be made to depend on a
single coordinate x. This introduces a winding around the circle as x varies from —oo to
+o00. We will refer to such object as a “background gauge field” for a (—1)-form symmetry.
Note that the exterior derivative df is single valued and that is why we can extend the
theory of ordinary anomalies to include such configurations as discussed in the introduction.

With this in mind, under a U(1 ) 4 gauge transformation (2.1) (ignoring the 't Hooft

anomaly (2.6)), the action changes as

SIAY + X, B, 6.x] - S[AY. B 0.)] = / AVdo nF (2.7)
7I

hence leading to the anomalous conservation equation (1.10) (with k£ = 1).

At this point we can render # dynamical by promoting 6 — ¢, with ¢ a periodic scalar
field with periodicity 2w. As explained in the introduction, this gives rise to two emergent
global symmetries. As before there is a U(1 )9 ordinary shift symmetry for ¢ and a 1-form

global symmetry U(1 ) 5~ whose conserved current is given by:

1
J& = 5o * 0. (2.8)

The minimal coupling to backgrounds fields for all the global symmetries is given by:
~ 1 1 ~ ~
SO, A, B, B, ) = 5 [ (ax— AY) axtax = A) - 5 [ (o - A0 nstdo - AV)

——/gbdx/\F(2 +_/ Ad¢+—/§(2)/\dx. (2.9)

Even though U(1 ) W Dparticipates in the anomaly (2.7), gauging of 6 does not imply any
inconsistency. Indeed, one can restore invariance under U (1)52) background gauge transfor-

mations (2.1), by introducing the following compensating transformation rules

1 1
B® — B® 4 dAl) — %)\f)Ff) . B® = B® +aAY) + + 5 VPP (2.10)

This implies that U(l)f), U(l)%o), U(l)g), U(l)%) participate in a non-trivial 2-group global

symmetry

(VO xvMP) xeet (VO x vO)P) (2.11)



The complete four-dimensional inflow action for (2.9) is now given by

?

Su[AV, A0 B® p@) _ L
Y ) Y 27]_

/ —A(l)/\dé(z)—/T(l)/\dB(2)+%A(1)/\/T(1)/\Ff), (2.12)
Y4

where the first two terms account for the mixed 't Hooft anomalies between U (1)52,)2 and
U (1)%3}3 while the last term is a choice of counterterm to ensure invariance of the action
(2.9) under the 2-group background gauge transformations (2.10). We stress that such
counterterm adjustments are a common requirement in models that exhibit non-trivial 2-
group global symmetries [6,8].

At this stage, it is interesting to make contact with the work [54] which focuses on
the physics of higher-group global symmetries for effective actions of Goldstone modes in
general space-time dimensions.

In that context, the theory (2.2) is modified introducing an additional U (1)(69) global
symmetry with background gauge field O which is topologically coupled to the Goldstone

field x. The anomalous variation (ignoring ordinary 't Hooft anomalies) in presence of a
background field # is thus modified:

SIAD + D W BP9 y] - 54D, W B 6, y] = ﬁ / AQag A PP, (2.13)
7I

where Fg) —dcW,

The gauging of 0 gives rise to a topological coupling of the form
SIAD, A0 o0 p® @ g 5 ﬁ / CW Ade A dy, (2.14)
T

which one can interpret as a minimal coupling to a composite topological current (some-

times referred to as a “Chern-Weil” current [55]) of the form
o _ 1
Jow = = * (do Adx) . (2.15)
4dr
It is then easy to establish that the model discussed in [54] has a 2-group involving
(U(1)§§> x U(1)Y x U(1)<g3>) S (U(1)g> X U(1)g>) . (2.16)

with 2-group background gauge transformations and four-dimensional inflow action ob-

tained with the same approach used in this section.



To conclude this section, we would like to explain how to modify the gauging procedure
of § to obtain higher integer values k > 1 of the 2-group structure constant. As remarked
in the introduction, we view 6 as a compact background field implementing a Z global
symmetry. We can always choose to gauge a subgroup of such symmetry and identify
0 ~ 0 + 2nk with k an arbitrary integer number, such choice amounts to gauging a k-fold
cover of the symmetry Z. To implement such gauging procedure we substitute § — ko,
where ¢ is the dynamical axion introduced above. This allows to obtain a 2-group global

symmetry (2.16) with structure constant xk = k > 1.

2.2. Goldstone—Mazwell Model

Consider the following theory consisting of a dynamical U(1) gauge field denoted by
¢ and a Goldstone boson X, transforming non-linearly under a U(1 ) o global symmetry,

coupled with a #-term as follows:

SleW y] = /fc A f? /dx/\*der—/dx/\fc : (2.17)

with flux quantization chosen as in the previous section. Note that this is actually a
gauging of the model discussed around (2.13), by promoting oW — W, A similar model
appears in the spontaneously broken phase of a U(1)® x, U(1)™ in four-dimensions [6].
Let us begin our analysis by listing here all the global symmetries of the Goldstone—
Maxwell (GM) model. In three spacetime dimensions the Maxwell kinetic term gives rise to
a magnetic O-form symmetry U (1)1(1?) acting on 't Hooft monopole operators and an electric
1-form symmetry U(1 )C1 acting on Abelian Wilson lines. In addition, the theory exhibits a
O-form shift symmetry U(1 ) 4 and winding 1-form symmetry U(1 ) Y due to the Goldstone

field dynamics. The complete set of currents for these symmetries is given by

' 1
R e I *fc Ly =g rdxe (218)
g T

Both jf;) and Je(2) could in principle be modified by an improvement term due to the 6-term
in (2.17) which we prefer not to include in our presentation of the currents (though these
improvements are important to find the relevant set of charges [56]).

Following the discussion in section 2.1, we can again promote 6 to a background field
in the effective action and gauge it in order to establish that the GM model exhibits

a 2-group structure. An important subtlety is that, in this example, one can retain a

non-trivial 2-group structure only after gauging a subgroup of the Z-shift symmetry by

10



identifying 6 ~ 6 + 27k with k € Z.
That is, if we replace 6 by a compact dynamical field ¢ with 27 periodicity as in

section 2.1 we must write the resulting gauged theory as follows,

1 1 1 K
SIVox ol = =5y [ #2ng® =5 [axnsix—5 [aonsdor 5 [odens®. (219
2¢ 2 2 A7

Note that, gauging 6 as above induces the following non-conservation equations derived

from the expressions (2.18) and the equations of motion of (2.19)
k k
dxj0 =—Lapn i@ dxJ® =—Zdpndy. (2.20)
4m 4m

The above conservation equations imply, using arguments similar to [57], that the corre-
sponding topological charge operators are gauge invariant only provided that both U (1)52)
and U (1)53) are explicitly broken to finite subgroups Z,(;?)A and Z,(:g

It is natural to consider what happens if we instead decide to gauge the full shift
symmetry implemented by 6 by identifying 8 ~ 6 + 27. In this case gauging would auto-
matically violate both U (1)52) and U(1)(Y symmetries. Nevertheless, it is still possible to
define an interesting set of topological operators that do not obey a group multiplication
law but rather a mon-invertible fusion algebra. We will further expand on this point in
section 3.

We are finally ready to describe the full list of global symmetries for the three-

dimensional Goldstone-Maxwell model (2.19) which includes

z) x 2O x U)W x 2) x U x U(D) (2.21)

where the second and the last factor are emergent global symmetries induced by gauging

f as we described in the previous example, and furthermore Z;O% results from the breaking

)

ofa U (1)%]) by the same mechanism described after (2.20), but applied to jg) = —id¢.
The Goldstone-Maxwell model has a 2-group symmetry structure which we can obtain

by coupling the theory to a general configuration of background fields associated to the

whole set of global symmetries (2.21).9 Related higher group global symmetries are also

present in four-dimensional axion models [57-59).

oA Z;ﬂp) background field is defined by a (p + 1)-cocycle wP* € HPT'(M,, Z,). Throughout this work

we represent these objects in terms of flat U(1) (p + 1)-form gauge fields AP+

classes [APTY] satisty [APTY] = %w(pﬂ).

whose gauge equivalence

11



Following [57], we can extend the topological coupling of Goldstones (2.19) to a four
dimensional bulk manifold ), such that 9}, = M3 with M3 the physical three-dimensional
spacetime manifold

k ik
2 gdy A fP =2 [ dgndyn fP (2.22)
AT Mg AT Vs
The physical theory on M3 cannot depend on the choice of bulk extension, that is if we

choose two different extension manifolds ), and ), we must require that

k
= dp A dy A f2 = 2miZ (2.23)
4 y4UM3§21

where Uy, denotes gluing along the boundary Mj and ?; is the orientation reversal of ).
The above consistency condition is clearly satisfied iff £ € Z. The action (2.19) extended

to )V, and coupled to the relevant background fields includes terms like

S[A(l)vg(l)7Ar(1}1)7Bé2)7 B(2)7 §(2)7C(1)7X7 ¢] 2 42—]{:2/ (d¢ - g(l)) /\ (dX - A(l)) /\ (fc(2) - B4§2))
m Yy

+ = [ HP Adp+ HD Ady + FR A £2
2 V4 b

(2.24)

where we have written the field strengths for the background fields of the magnetic sym-
metries.

To ensure that the effective action, as a function of all the background fields, does
not depend on the choice of bulk extension ), we must enforce the condition (2.23) which
requires

7 3 k 3 k ~
— HY) — — AW ABP ) ndp+ (HY + — AW ABP ) Adx
27 Jy, 00V, B 2m ¢ B 2m ¢
3 (2.25)
k ~
+ <F,§?> + 2—A<1> A A(l)) A fc@)} =0 mod 27iZ.
m

In order for (2.25) to be satisfied, we see that the background field strengths must be

modified, so that the combinations appearing above become exact and hence integrally

12



quantized

k

Hyy = dB® + —AYVAB® . HY = dB® " ;
s

_ P FOAB®  p@ _ g0 K G0, 40
27T e Y m m 27T
(2.26)
Therefore, we conclude that the global symmetries of (2.19) participate in a 2-group global

symmetry which we denote by

0 0 1 1 1
(20 % 2% x 2)) x et (VO x UMY x UMW) (2.27)
with 2-group background fields gauge transformations given by
k k ~ k
AW AL L @ L 20 AAD O AAD RN C) /\d)\(o)
m A m+27rA o4 +27TA A
n k0 k k(o
B® — B® 4 Al — %M AB® — A<1 AD — %A;) AdADY (2.28)

B® 5 BO L gA0 4 F A0 A BY +5 k S AL A FUNRLENCIWING
B 27 2 A ¢
Note that in (2.27) we have a slightly unconventional occurrence of a 0-form symmetry on
the right of the 2-group product, and similarly a discrete 1-form symmetry on its left. Our
convention is that we write on the left all the symmetries whose background fields modify
the background transformation laws of the symmetries that appear on the right.'
Finally, we can write down the complete four-dimensional inflow action for (2.19) which

is given by

Su[AD A AW B g o) _ _QL AW O L A0 A g pe) A g
s
Vi (2.29)
L E 0 G0 @
2m ¢

In the above expression, the ﬁrst two terms are mixed anomalies induced by the Gold-
stones, between respectively Z roa and U(1 ) , and Z and U(1 ) . The third term signals
a mixed 't Hooft anomaly between Z(le and U(1 )m , from the Maxwell term. Finally, the
last term is a counterterm adjustment which is needed to ensure gauge invariance under

the background gauge transformations introduced in (2.26).

YA further remark is that the first line of (2.28) has a 2-group-like structure, but involves only 0-form
symmetries. However, since the symmetries modifying the transformation law are discrete, this is a genuinely
non-trivial structure that cannot be trivialized by a field redefinition.

13



2.3. Goldstone—Yang—Mills Model

The previous model allows for a natural generalization with non-Abelian gauge fields.
For simplicity, we will only consider a SU(N) gauge group even though our analysis can

be repeated for any simply connected group. The resulting action is
1 1 0
Sl = =5 [T A =5 [ TOxAsD0+ 5 [T ), 230)
g m

where aV is a SU(N) gauge field whose field strength is ff) = daV +a® AaY and X is a
compact scalar also transforming in the adjoint representation of SU(N) whose covariant
derivative is Dy = dy + [a(l), x]. Note that it is necessary for x to transform in the adjoint

representation for the above f-term to make sense.™

The global symmetries of (2.30) include an ordinary 0-form shift symmetry ZES? 4 acting
on the operator U = eX®) a5 U — e ¥ U. Since all the fields transform in the adjoint
representation, the system also admits a 1-form global symmetry Zg\l,) acting on fundamental
Wilson lines. Whenever both background gauge fields AW and Be(Q) are activated it is

possible to show that (2.30) exhibits an anomaly in the space of couplings of the form"

N(N —1
(72) / ADdoABY . (2.32)

S[AD +aAY, B, 0,00, x] = S[AY, B, 0,0 x] = —i—
™

Therefore, proceeding as in the previous example, we can gauge a subgroup of the shift

symmetry implemented by 6 and obtain

Sla™W, x, ¢] = —% / Tr( ;2>A*f§2>)_% / Tr(DX/\*DX)—% / dm*dmj—’l / ¢Tr(DXAFP) .

" (2.33)
We will now show that this theory exhibits a 2-group global symmetry as a direct conse-
quence of the anomaly (2.32). The relevant global symmetries to discuss for this purpose

are
Z ) % ZE\I,?BQ x U)W, (2.34)

A similar term was also discussed in [60].
2This result follows from the modified quantization condition of the topological coupling in (2.30) whenever
both background gauge fields AW and B§2) are activated:

1 N(N -1)
L @\ _ NN 1) [ ), g
= jéTr (DX A fe ) = j{A AB?  mod Z. (2.31)
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where the last factor is a U (1)(1) winding symmetry whose current Jg) was already intro-
duced in (2.8).
The fully coupled theory only makes sense if we enforce a quantization condition on

its bulk extension

K (Hg’)—kN(N_l)
2m AT 2m

where M is the physical spacetime and 0), = Mj. It is now clear that one needs to

AW A Bf)) Adp =0 mod 2miZ, (2.35)

introduce a modified three-form field strength of the form

HY = ap® 4 FY 1) NN =1 yw p g

2.36
2m ¢ ( )
signaling the presence of a 2-group global symmetry

(204 x 25,) %omt U (2.37)

The construction presented in this section can be easily generalized to include variants
of the theory which (for example) involve reduced discrete symmetries or matter fields in
various representations for which one can consider finite bundles for the faithful O-form

global symmetry.

2.4. Dimensional Reduction from Four Dimensions

Theories with periodic scalars such as the ones studied in previous examples arise
naturally in the context of dimensional reduction. Intuitively, the compactness of scalar
fields in 3d may be understood as a consequence of gauge invariance in the 4d theory.
This connection can be made more explicit as follows. Consider a four-dimensional theory
exhibiting a U (1)&?) x U (1)(00) global symmetry whose 't Hooft anomaly coefficients are such
that ks = 0 and k,» = 0. A simple example of such theory has been already discussed

in the introduction. The relevant five-dimensional anomaly inflow action is given by

1k,
) = —=AC / AVNFPAES. 2.38
mixed 2 (271')2 A C ( )
As it is well known, gauging the symmetry U (1)(69) — U (1)&0) leads to a 2-group global
symmetry
U1y U1y 2.39
O % s, VDD (2.39)

15



It has also been discussed in [6] that upon dimensional reduction, the 4d theory with sym-
metry (2.39) reduces to a three-dimensional theory with the same 2-group global symmetry

plus a new O-form symmetry U (1)%))

o, U(1)§;>) x U1, (2.40)
The origin of U (1)%]) can be traced by analyzing the dimensional reduction for the back-
ground gauge field transformations of (2.39).

We would now like to demonstrate that the symmetry structure (2.40) can also be
understood in terms of the results presented in this work. The new point of view, following
[61], is that we first perform a dimensional reduction of the action (2.38). We integrate on

a circle with local coordinate 7, and further restrict CW to be along that circle, to obtain

1k
T ied = -3 (2“: )02 / ADANFP A dp, (2.41)

where AW is now a three-dimensional background gauge field and 6 = CWY is a compact
background scalar. The 4d invertible field theory (2.41) can be thought of as an anomaly
in the space of couplings between the periodicity of # and the U (1)52) symmetry. It is
not immediately obvious how such terms can arise purely in a three-dimensional effective
theory. To see that, one should compute the contribution to the background effective action
upon integrating over the whole tower of KK modes generated by the 4d massless Weyl
fermions [62].

We can now gauge 6 replacing it by a dynamical compact scalar ¢, this introduces two
new symmetries: a O-form shift symmetry U (1)%]) and a 1-form winding symmetry U (1)531).
We can furthermore modify the background gauge transformation for U (1)531) in the usual

way to obtain a 2-group global symmetry of the form
(U(1)§S> S U(1)§;>) < U(1)9, (2.42)
which is exactly the same as (2.40) upon the identification of background fields BY = AW,

3. Non-Invertible Symmetries in the Goldstone-Maxwell Model

In this section we discuss a further generalization of the notion of global symmetry
emerging from the analysis of the three-dimensional Goldstone-Maxwell model.

As we shown in section 2.2, the action (2.19) leads to the following non-conservation
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.13
equations

k k
dw gy = —do A JE . dx I = —Zgdg N (3.1)

Moreover, for any integer k > 1, the three-dimensional GM model exhibits a non-trivial
2-group global symmetry structure. For £ = 1, there is no non-trivial discrete subgroup of
U (1)&?) and U(1)!Y which is left behind. Gauging the full shift symmetry 0 ~ 6 + 21 of
the background 6 parameter in the parent theory (2.17) (and not just a subgroup of it,
0 ~ 0+ 2rk) does not lead to a 2-group global symmetry. What happens for £ = 1 is more
subtle and has been recently discussed in four dimensions [30,31]. As we will soon see, in
this case one has non-invertible symmetry defects.

To see how these objects come about in the three-dimensional GM model we will
insist on defining the extended symmetry operators which would implement the symmetries
U)Y and U(1)M

Uy (X;) = exp (ia/ *jg)) , Ug(3y) = exp (zﬁ/ *Je(Q)) , (3.2)
pIY X

where ¥, are p-dimensional closed oriented submanifolds in spacetime and «, 3 € [0, 2m).
The problem with the extended operators U,(¥,) and Ugz(%,) is that they are clearly not
topological in the sense of [1] since the corresponding currents are not conserved. We could

try to remedy this problem by introducing a new set of extended operators as follows
~ . ~ : 1
Uy(Xy) = exp (za/ *]A —I— 2¢fc ) , Ug(Xy) =exp <zﬁ/ >|<Je(2)—|—4—7r2¢dx) , (3.3)
DN DA

which are obtained by modifying the currents jg) — ] ) and A @ j;(Q) in such a way
that formally d *jA =0 and d* J® = 0. Even though Ua(Ez) and (75(21) are now
topological, they are not gauge invariant operators. Indeed, both the 2d BF theory ¢ fc(2)
and the 1d BF theory ¢dy have an improperly quantized coupling. See for example the
general discussion on d-dimensional BF theories in [63]. The final step in this procedure
is to consider whether there exist values of o or 8 that allow to write a gauge invariant

and topological extended operator. For example, when a = 2—” and N € Z, the operator

¥ The theory (2.19) also has a non-conserved U (1 )( ) symmetry whose current ]( )

as 31(4) in (3.1) where one replaces ¢ with x. Note that, all the results regarding U(1)},

obeys a similar equation

©) contained in this

section apply verbatim also to U(1 )f).
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U 2 (3,) can be replaced by the following extended operator
: 2r oy, W, Loy 1 1)
Di(3,) = + dv'”’ + d 3.4
N( 2) = €xp (Z/E2 N *Ja 271_5 v 5 §fe 5 ¢dv ) (3.4)

where £ is a compact scalar field and v a 1-form gauge field, both defined uniquely on
Y, A path integral over both these fields is implicit in the expression above. The extended
operator D1 (3J,) is defined by dressing the non gauge-invariant operator U 2 (35) by a 2d
BF topological quantum field theory coupled to the 3d bulk fields ¢ and fc(z). Similarly,

we can repeat the entire operation with g = ZM“, M € 7 and obtain

2m M 1 1
D1 (%) = | w I EdY + —Edx——¢dX 3.5
(%) eXP<2 o M + 5 €AY+ o Edx—5gdx | (3.5)
this time with £ and X taken as compact scalars defined on X;. Note that both the 2d
and 1d BF theories can be understood as sequential reductions of the 3d theory for the
Fractional Quantum Hall state.

The fusion algebra of the operators D 1 and D 1 interestingly does not follow the usual

group-like relations. For example, consider the operator

f2r oy Ny, T 1
Dt (2,) = —i | = L &d — @ g 3.6

Z"

with ¢ and 7 defined only on ¥,. The parallel fusion' of D 1 and Dl leads to
N

D1 (5,) x D

Z="
—

L
N

Yy) = exp (Z/E % <§dv(1) — Ed@(l)) + % (5 — E) 0(2)—%¢d <U(1) — 5(1)>)
(3.7)

where the right hand side of this relation is called a condensation defect, which is not
the identity. Indeed, it is the path integral over the direct product of two conjugate
topological theories, which couple (anti)diagonally to the 3d fields as backgrounds. The
above condensation defect can also be understood as a higher gauging of Z, subgroups of
the bulk magnetic and winding symmetries along 3,. We refer the interested reader to [45]
where higher gaugings have been introduced.

Of course, similar conclusions can be also reached for the operator D 1 The topo-

A comprehensive study of the fusion algebra rules of D el and D L is left to future work.
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logical operators D% and Dﬁ should be viewed as a further generalization of the notion
of global symmetry with no reference to a symmetry group action. In the literature these
are commonly referred to as non-invertible symmetry defects and have recently received
a considerable amount of interest, see the introduction for a list of recent works on the
subject.

As emphasized in [30,31], even though the set of non-invertible symmetries described
here are discrete they are labeled by rational numbers which are dense in R/277Z. A natural
question is whether these generalized symmetries lead to novel physical implications for the
Goldstone-Maxwell model. Finally, it is worth mentioning that these non-invertible defects
also exists for £k > 1 where the GM model also exhibits a 2-group global symmetry. It
would be very interesting to understand what kind of generalized symmetry structure can

be defined in this case.

4. Comments on the Holographic Dictionary

In this section we describe how continuous 2-group global symmetries can be under-
stood from a holographic point of view. The role of higher-form symmetries in bottom-up
models of holography has been recently addressed in several works (see for instance [64-67]).
Here we are only interested in characterizing the global symmetries featured in the putative
dual field theory. For our purposes it is then enough to focus on a simple bottom-up setup
describing gauge fields in AdS,. A similar analysis has been recently presented in [68] for
the case of AdSs.

An important point to keep in mind when dealing with such holographic realizations
is the following. A unitary conformal field theory in three-dimensions cannot host a con-
tinuous 1-form symmetry since the existence of a conserved current operator of dimension
A

conformal algebra [69]. A three-dimensional theory featuring a continuous 1-form symme-

y = 1 is incompatible with the unitarity bounds on local primaries arising in the 3d

try can still low to an interacting CF'T in the IR, provided that the symmetry decouples
at sufficiently low energies. Accordingly, the effective theory hosting a non-trivially real-
ized (continuous) 1-form symmetry is still a perfectly good description of the dynamics
occurring at intermediate energy scales.

In holography these facts become manifest in a fairly simple way. A continuous 1-
form symmetry corresponds to a bulk dynamical U(1) 2-form gauge field b@. In three
dimensions, corresponding to a bulk AdS, geometry, the electromagnetic dual of b is a
compact massless scalar .

As we will explain below, the dynamical field y stands as a natural bulk realization
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of the compact scalar backgrounds fields that we used throughout this work. Now, being
massless, it certainly lies outside the Breitenlohner-Freedman window —9/4 < m® < —5/4
[70]. The standard quantization for y in AdS, is thus the only consistent choice that is
available. Indeed, imposing the alternative quantization for x leads to a violation of the
unitarity bound (c.f. [71]).

It is well known that the alternative quantization of y corresponds to the standard
quantization of b®. As we will see in the example below, the equations of motion for
a massless U(1) 2-form gauge field in AdS, lead to a linearly divergent leading mode.
We conclude that the dual field theory is not conformal. This is precisely how one can
interpret holographically the absence of continuous 1-form symmetries in three-dimensional
conformal field theories.

Let us consider a rigid bulk AdS, geometry with R,qq = 1 whose metric, in Poincaré
coordinates, reads

o dr

ds’> = — + r’dzds’ (4.1)
r

with conformal boundary placed at r — oo. In all the computations below, we adopt a
radial gauge for both U(1) gauge fields o'V and »® by setting a, = b,; = 0.
We begin our discussion with a four-dimensional bulk action depending on the following

dynamical fields

1 1 k
Sbulk[a(l)a X] = / —§dX N *dyx — 5 [52) A *fz£2) + _4 de A a(l) A ff’ ) (4-2)
T

with k& € Z. We have not included coupling constants in front of the kinetic terms because
they will not play any relevant role here. '
For k = 0, the solutions to the free field equations of motion have the following

asymptotic form

1
X:a+lz+ﬁ3+..., 72582a, (4.3)
r r
T

with h;; = 0,a; — 0;c;. As usual, within the standard quantization, the leading component
o; in (4.4) acts as a source coupled to a U(1)"” global symmetry conserved current in
the boundary theory. The latter is realized by the subleading coefficient j(l) = f3;, and its

conservation is imposed by the radial constraint. On the other hand, the leading coefficient

15Throughou‘c this section we work in Lorentzian signature.
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a in (4.3) can now be interpreted as a compact scalar background at the boundary. Note
that there is no additional constraint imposed on the subleading coefficient [. This is
consistent with the absence of a conserved current associated to these symmetries.

In presence of a Chern—Simons-like interaction, the asymptotic structure of the so-
lutions remains unchanged, however some relations between the coefficients are modified,

most notably we now have
ko
0ip; = _Rewkﬁiahjkv (4.5)

where we have used the sign convention €% = ¢7* for the Levi-Civita tensor densities.
The on-shell action is divergent and one needs to regularize it by adding suitable

boundary terms at a given cut-off radial position. We will not go into the details of the

computation but just limit ourselves to list the final result for the renormalized boundary

variation

0Shulk [0(1)7 X] +0Sc+. [a(l), X]

= / 30af + ooy B; — %eijk (50zaihjk + 2504,-8]-040%) )
bdry T

on-shell
(4.6)
from which we can readily recognize the current coupled to the 1-form background
, k- ik
A
Finally, using (4.5) we find the corresponding anomalous Ward identity
4 k- ik
0iJ; = —5 3¢ aiahjka (4.8)
8T

which reproduces exactly (1.10).

It is well known that gauging a global symmetry is interpreted holographically as a
mapping from Dirichlet to free (Neumann) boundary conditions for the associated bulk
gauge field [72-74] (see [75] for a recent application). Equivalently, one may perform a
Hodge duality and keep imposing Dirichlet boundary conditions on the dual gauge field.
We will follow the latter procedure below.

To dualize ¥ we introduce a Lagrange multiplier 2-form 5 in order to impose the

Bianchi identity

1 1 k 1
Spanc [0, V. x] = / —§dx/\>|<dx— 5 FD A2 4 de/\a(l) AFD 2—db(2) Adx . (4.9)
T T
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As a result, the dual action is simply'®

Sdual[b(2)> a(l)] = /_%C(:s) A *C(g) - %féz) A *fCE2) ’ (410)

where 1 I
wdy = —db'® + —2a(1) AfE = (4.11)

2 47

The modified field strength ¢® satisfies
de® — ko
c = fal N[ (4.12)

hence, the boundary 2-group global symmetry is already manifest in the bulk due to a
Green—Schwarz mechanism.

According to the discussion at the beginning of this section, a continuous 1-form sym-
metry is not consistent with conformal invariance in d = 3. This pathology manifests itself
in the dual picture through a linearly divergent piece in the solution for the 2-form free
equations of motion

bij:aij+r5ij+%+..., 9,8, =0. (4.13)
The coefficient f3;; represents a conserved 2-form current, but instead of being a subleading
mode it is actually diverging. Clearly, this does not respect the symmetries of AdS,. It
is nevertheless instructive to understand how the characteristic 2-group Ward identity for
J @ emerges in this simple holographic model.

In order to see that, we need to compute the renormalized on-shell action for (4.10).
As before, the interaction does not affect the asymptotic behavior (4.13) but imposes the

following relation
k
0iB; = —351'3'}%- (4-14)
8T
Again, we will not provide the details of the full calculation and just present the resulting

boundary variation

S aua [0, aM] + 6., [b® V]

k 1
= ooy | Bi — —=a;f;; | — —50a;:6;:, (415
on-shell /bdry i (6Z 871'3 05]52]) 871'2 awﬁma ( )

“Recall that the Hodge operator when acting on a p-form, satisfies > = (—1)S+p(d7p) where d is the
spacetime dimension and s = 0 (s = 1) for Euclidean (Lorentzian) signature.
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from which we readily recognize the currents

. k 1
Ji =B — ——3Q;0;5 Jij = ——gﬁzj- (4-16)
8w 8w

Finally, making use of (4.14), one gets the corresponding (non-)conservation equation

k
0iji = __hij Ji

o (4.17)

j .
Note the appearance of the conserved current J;; on the right hand side of (4.17), which is
the standard indicator of a continuous 2-group Ward identity. Equivalently, gauge invari-
ance of (4.15) is attained by the modified gauge transformations

k

y 4.1
207 (4.18)

thus consistently reproducing the 2-group gauge transformations.

The present bottom-up holographic model reproduces the main features of a boundary
three-dimensional quantum field theory exhibiting a 2-group global symmetry. However
this boundary theory is not conformal. Indeed, in getting to the renormalized action (4.15)
one has to add a counter-term which is roughly Rcﬁfj, with R, the cut-off radius. The
latter term is a double trace operator, and nothing else than the Maxwell kinetic term
which in three dimensions is irrelevant and thus not scale invariant.

Finally, let us briefly comment on a minimal holographic model realizing the non-
invertible symmetries described in section 3 in a dual boundary theory. We aim to describe
a theory hosting the non-conservation equation on the right of (3.1). In order to achieve
this in AdS,, we need two U(1) gauge fields aV, W together with a compact scalar y

with their dynamics described by the following action

1 k
- 6(2)/\*fc(2)—l—de/\a(1)/\fc(2). (4.19)
m

1 1
Spancla, ¢V, ] = /—§dx/\>l<dx—§f§2)/\*f[§2)—2

By solving the variational problem with Dirichlet boundary conditions for all the fields we

get the following (non-)conservation equations for the boundary currents
A k ijk ~ :C
82.]@ = —4—77-26 8i048jozk s 8Zj2 = O, (420)

where «, «ay, are the leading coefficients in the asymptotic expansion of x and W respec-

tively. At the boundary we can gauge U (1)29), since its current is conserved, together with
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the periodic scalar background field whose symmetry is realized by y in the bulk. Hence,
upon switching the boundary conditions of M and x from Dirichlet to Neumann, we end
up with the desired holographic description of the anomaly (3.1). Equivalently, we may
dualize both fields by introducing new 1-form and 2-form gauge fields ¢ and v@ with

Dirichlet boundary conditions such that
k k
deV) =« f? — yrelog) aV, o db® = xdy - pa(l) AP (4.21)

Let us mention that solving for the dual fields leads to a non-linear problem which in
principle can be addressed by the methods described in [76], however we will not investigate
this further in this work.

According to the analysis of section 3, the boundary theory hosts non-invertible sym-
metry defects for generic values of k € Z. An important question in this context is how
these operators are realized in the bulk. In this description one can interpret the boundary
non-invertible symmetry defects D also as defects of a higher codimension living in the
bulk. Note that similar comments can be applied to the holographic model of 2-group
global symmetry presented before. This subject will be explored further in an upcoming
work [77].
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A. Extra Examples
A.1. Compact Mass Parameters and Three-Dimensional Dualities

In this section we describe a procedure to obtain a 2-group global symmetry by consid-

ering a family of theories parametrized by a function of their coupling constants. Possibly,
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the simplest of such examples of 2-group symmetry arises already in the context of a single

free Dirac fermion in three dimensions
S[AW, y] = / WDy, (A.1)

where AV is a background for the U (1)(2) global symmetry. The free fermion theory can
be gapped by deforming it with a mass term of the form ma).
When AY =0, the theory is trivially gapped for m — 4+oo. As a function of the mass
parameter, the partition function Z[m] then satisfies
lim Z[m|= lim Z[m]=1. (A.2)
m—ro0 m——0oQ
Since both asymptotic limits are described by the same physics we can say that the mass
parameter is effectively compact and parametrizes a circle, m € S L
However, when the U (1)9 background is non-trivial, depending on the sign of m the
partition function of the gapped theory takes the following form
lim Z[AY m] =1,

m——+0o0

1 1 1 1 1 2 2 (A.3)
lim Z[AY m] = exp (—z’ —dAY A dAY 4 —Tr (R< AR >)) :
m——o0 Y, 4 967

where ), is a bulk extension of the spacetime three-manifold ), = M and R? is its
Riemann curvature 2-form. We refer the reader to [78] for a careful explanation of why a
gravitational Chern—Simons term appears on the right hand side of (A.3).

Following [20,21], such non-invariance under the periodicity of m can be interpreted
as an anomaly in the space of coupling constants. In order to restore periodicity one
should modify the partition function of the free fermion theory by introducing the following

unusual counterterm

1 1
Z[AW m] = Z[AY m]exp (—z/ —2p(m)dA(1) AdAY + sp(m) Tr (R(2) A R(2))) ,
v, 87 1927
(A4)
with a function p(m) such that lim,,_,..(p(m)—p(—m)) = 2w. The function p(m) has non-

trivial winding in the mass parameter space which is taken to be a circle S*. Following our
discussion from the main text, we interpret it here as a background compact scalar field.

In particular, we can write the counterterm in (A.4) as a five-dimensional anomaly inflow
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term of the form

1 1
Ty = — / —sdp ANdAW A dAY +
87 192

—dp AT (R<2> A R<2>) . (A.5)
The structure of (A.5) is similar to the type of anomalies described in the main text.
This suggests that we should be able to promote p to a dynamical field and activate a
background field for its associated U (1)531) winding symmetry. The theory obtained after

gauging p would then lead to a continuous 2-group global symmetry,

UMY x 2) %, ., UL (A.6)

KA,k o
where &2 denotes the Poincaré spacetime symmetry.
The theory (A.1) features in the simplest three-dimensional bosonization duality [78-

81]
_ 1 1
WP g s |Dyo| — |o|* + Eb(l)db(” + %b(l)dA}l) : (A7)

that is, a duality between a free fermion and a gauged version of the O(2) Wilson—Fisher
fixed point. In the above duality, the U (l)ff) flavor symmetry on the fermionic side is
mapped to the U (1)(2; topological symmetry acting on monopole operators in the bosonic
description.

The massive phases on both sides of the duality are also matched. One can interpret
the fermionic mass operator ma1) as the operator —m2|gzﬁ|2 in the bosonic theory. Then,
for m — oo, ¢ condenses and completely Higgses the U(1), gauge symmetry. In this limit
the theory is trivially gapped. On the other end, for m — —o0, ¢ is massive and decouples
but U(1), remains. In this phase, the massive boson ¢ statistics is modified by the flux
attachment phenomenon [82,83] due to the U(1); Chern-Simons coupling

lim Z[A(Tl),m] =1,

m——+00

(A.8)

m——0o0

. 1 . 1 1 1 1
lim Z[A{,m] = exp (—Z/EdA(T)/\dA(T’ + o T (RO /\R(2)>) ,

see again [78] for details on the gravitational term. In absence of background fields, we may
identify both mass asymptotic limits and take m € S'. Therefore also the Wilson-Fisher
boson has a mixed anomaly (A.5). As a result, upon gauging p on the bosonic side we

obtain a 2-group global symmetry that perfectly matches the one found on the fermionic
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side (A.6) by the obvious identification A" = A(Tl).17
Before concluding this subsection we would like to point out a subtle issue regarding
the quantization of the coefficients k4, k5 appearing in (A.6). In four dimensions (see

section 7.1 of [6]) the relevant background 2-form field B® transforms as follows

B® — B 4 aAD + —>\ 0 F@ gg” Tr(ADdw™)y (A.9)
m

where >\£9) is a local frame rotation and w™ is a spin connection. Such a 2-group transfor-
mation is free of ambiguity from large gauge transformations of )\g)) and Af?) if and only
if

Kq € 27, Ky € 67 . (A.10)

Furthermore, these quantization conditions can be determined by analyzing the integrality
properties of the six-forms that enter the anomaly polynomial using the Atiyah-Singer
index theorem. It is not clear to us if k4 and k4 should still obey the same quantization
conditions in three dimensions. In particular, it appears that the explicit values k4 = kp =

1 that we can extract from the anomaly (A.5) would be in tension with (A.10).

A.2. KK Reductions

A related example is the following. It can be defined from the reduction of a theory in
four dimensions to one in three dimensions, where one can define a 2- group only in the re-
duced theory. For instance in four dimensions one can have a single U(1 ) 5 symmetry with
a cubic 't Hooft anomaly k,s. Upon reduction to three dimensions, one can contemplate
gauging only the compact scalar, while leaving the vector to its background status. We
can then have a genuine 2-group in three dimensions that has no origin in four dimensions.

For the simplest example, consider the reduction of a single Weyl fermion in four
dimensions to a KK tower of Dirac fermions in three dimensions The coupling to the
component 6 of the background gauge field for the chiral U(1 ) o symmetry along the KK

circle manifests itself as a #-dependent correction to the KK masses in three dimensions

2
my, = mg + % (9 +2mn) . (A.11)
It is obvious that # has periodicity 8 ~ 6 + 27 since that operation does not change the

spectrum of masses of the infinite tower. This periodicity is consistent with the presence

A map of 2-group global symmetries across dualities have been recently investigated for certain Seiberg
dual pairs of four-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theories in [17].
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of a single U (1)(2) which rotates all the fermions of the tower simultaneously.

However, the U (l)ff) has a mixed anomaly with the periodicity of #. It descends
straightforwardly from the cubic anomaly a single Weyl fermion in four dimensions, and
yields the following anomaly polynomial (for simplicity we neglect the gravitational part of

the anomaly)

I, = / %dp AdAD A dAW | (A.12)
s

In order to see the anomaly arise purely in three dimensions, one can turn on a background
gauge field AW for the U (1)(2) and compute its effective action upon integrating over the
whole tower of fermions. This is done in a related model in [61,62]. We can then gauge
the shift symmetry 6 ~ 6 + 27w. The scalar has now a topological U (1)331) 1-form symmetry
whose current is J g) = *d¢ /2w, which participates in a 2-group with the 0-form symmetry
U\,

Note that this model displays the same subtlety as those in the previous subsection.
Indeed the transformation of the background B® field would still be realized with A=
k% = 1, thus violating (A.10). The problem cannot be linked to the fact that we are
partially gauging a symmetry that has a cubic anomaly in four dimensions. Indeed, one
can just take two Weyl fermions with the same unit charge in four dimensions, so that the
cubic anomaly is still non-zero. Upon performing all the steps above, one finds that now

k4 =k, 3 =2, in agreement with (A.10).
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