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Abstract

The 24+1d continuum Lifshitz theory of a free compact scalar field plays a prominent
role in a variety of quantum systems in condensed matter physics and high energy
physics. It is known that in compact space, it has an infinite ground state degeneracy.
In order to understand this theory better, we consider two candidate lattice regular-
izations of it using the modified Villain formalism. We show that these two lattice
theories have significantly different global symmetries (including a dipole global sym-
metry), anomalies, ground state degeneracies, and dualities. In particular, one of them
is self-dual. Given these theories and their global symmetries, we can couple them to
corresponding gauge theories. These are two different U(1) tensor gauge theories. The
resulting models have excitations with restricted mobility, i.e., fractons. Finally, we
give an exact lattice realization of the fracton/lineon-elasticity dualities for the Lifshitz
theory, scalar and vector charge gauge theories.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, a large class of models with strange features have been discovered with
important applications to condensed matter physics and quantum information. The most
striking of these are the fracton models [1H3] which host particle-like excitations with re-
stricted mobility, such as those that cannot move (fractons), or can move only in a line
(lineons) or a plane (planeons). (See [4H9] for reviews on this subject.) These models defy a
standard continuum quantum field theory description at low energies. Instead, their pecu-
liar features are captured by non-standard field theories with exotic global symmetries. One
important consequence of such symmetries is a large ground state degeneracy [10], which is
infinite in the continuum limit.

The challenge to find a standard continuum low-energy description of these theories points
to a missing deep insight in our understanding of continuum quantum field theory. As we
will demonstrate below, innocent-looking continuum models can be quite subtle and need a
careful definition. And their physical consequences depend sensitively on that definition. In
the opposite direction, some innocent-looking lattice models might not have any continuum
low-energy field theory description. It is expected that a detailed study of lattice models,
continuum models, and the relations between them will enhance our understanding of these
important issues.

Perhaps the simplest theory that exhibits this behavior is the 241d compact Lifshitz field
theory [11-20] described by the LagrangianE]

Ho 2, L oo
L=—7(0: —(V , 1.1
20,0 + 5-(7%0) (1)
where ¢ ~ ¢+ 27 is a compact scalar, and V? = 92 —H?Z is the 2d spatial Laplacian operator.
(Throughout this paper, we work in the Euclidean signature, and 7 denotes Euclidean time.)
The compact Lifshitz field theory has appeared in many different physical contexts, including
deconfined quantum criticality |13].

It is well-known that, on a 2d spatial torus with periodic boundary conditions, this
theory has infinite ground state degeneracy, where the ground states are labelled by the
winding numbers in the z and y directions [11,/12]. This is a consequence of the dipole
symmetry [22-34.|20}21},35,[36] which shifts ¢ by linear functions in z and y. On the other
hand, on the plane R?, the symmetry is much larger and includes shifts of ¢ by harmonic
functions of x and y, of which the linear functions form only a tiny subset. To regularize this
infinity and make sense of the exotic symmetry, we wish to place the theory on the lattice.

! An even simpler version of this theory in 1+1d is analyzed in [21].



It is commonly the case that given a continuum theory, there are several ways to regularize
it on the lattice. The difference between them is in irrelevant operators in the continuum
theory and therefore, it is not important. As we will see, this is not the case here.

How should we regularize the 2+1d Lifshitz Lagrangian ? One could “discretize”
the Laplacian operator V2 as A2 + A§7 which is the discrete Laplacian operator on the 2d
spatial torus lattice.ﬂ This discretization has the advantage of being well-defined on other
spatial lattices, including general graphs. (See [37] for a discussion of exotic lattice models
on graphs based on the discrete Laplacian operator.) Alternatively, one could first integrate

by parts and replace (V2¢)? with
(050)° + (950)* + 2(0:0,0)* , (1.2)

and then discretize the three terms separately. We will see that these two discretizations are
not the same and they do not defer merely by irrelevant operators. Instead, the discretization
following from is very close to the continuum theory . But the other one is an
interesting peculiar lattice model, whose relation to the continuum theory is unclear.

Since ¢ is compact, the discretization has to take that into account. One possibility
is to use trigonometric functions in the lattice action. We prefer to use a Villain-type
formalism [38]. Here, we introduce on the lattice integer-valued gauge fields. Then, the two
different discretizations above lead to the following schematic spatial kinetic terms:

Laplacian ¢-theory: [(A? +A2)¢ —2mn] +--- |

Dipole ¢-theory: (A2¢ — 2mn,,)* + (Azqﬁ — 27y, )° + 2(As Ay — 2mng,)P +
(1.3)
(We defer a detailed discussion of the Villain integer gauge fields and the additional terms
in the ellipses to Section [2])

We refer to the first model as the Laplacian ¢-theory because it makes use of the discrete
Laplacian operator, and the second model as the dipole ¢-theory because it has dipole global
symmetries, which will be discussed in Section [2.2]

Following [28,39-47,21,137], we focus on the global symmetries and other global aspects.
To this end, we analyze the modified Villain formulation [48,45] of these two lattice models.

ZWe label the sites on the lattice as (z,y), where z,y are integers. (At the risk of confusing the reader, we
use the same characters (x,y) for the continuum coordinates and the discrete lattice coordinates.) We define
Apf(z + %,y) = f(z+ 1,y) — f(x,y) for a function on the sites, A, fo(x,y) = fo(z + %,y) — fulz — %,y)
for a function on the z-links, A, f, (z + %, Y+ %) = fyle+1,y+ %) — fy(lz,y+ %) for a function on y-links,
and Ay foy(z,y + %) = foylz + %7y + %) — faylz — %,y + %) for a function on plaquettes. A, is defined in
a similar way. Using these definitions, if f is a function on the sites, then A, f is a function on the z-links,
and so A2 f(x,y) = f(z+1,9) = 2f(2z,y) + f(x —1,y) and A, Ay f(z+ 5,y +3) = fle+1L,y+1) — flz,y+
1) — f(z+1,y) + f(z,y). We follow similar notation for functions that further depend on 7.



The advantage of this formulation is that the symmetries, anomalies, and dualities of the
continuum theory are already manifest on the lattice.

While naively the two lattice models in ([1.3)) are regularizations of the same continuum
Lifshitz Lagrangian (1.1]), they have very different properties:

e Their global symmetries are different. For example, the Laplacian model is invariant
under the schematic transformation ¢ — ¢ + cxry with a constant ¢, while the dipole
model does not enjoy such a symmetry.ﬂ

e The ground state degeneracies (GSD) of the two models, when placed on a 2d spatial
torus lattice with L; sites in the ¢ = z, y direction, are drastically diﬁ"erentlﬂ
: 4G
Laplacian ¢-theory: GSD ~exp ( —L,L, ) , L; — oo,
@ (1.4)
Dipole ¢-theory: GSD = L,L, ,

where G ~ 0.916 is the Catalan constant, for the Laplacian model.

e The Laplacian model is not robust against perturbations of (momentum) symmetry-
preserving local operators, while the dipole model is robust.

e They have different dualities. The Laplacian lattice model is self—dualﬂ but the dipole
lattice model is dual to the lattice version of the vector charge theory [49] 24, 25|50,
26,[51,/52]. In the continuum, this tensor gauge theory has gauge fields (Am AW) and
a spatial vector gauge parameter &; with gauge transformations

Vector charge theory:
A~ Agy + 0:6y Axy ~ Axy + Ox0y + 0,0, A~ A+ 0560, i=u,y.
(1.5)
This theory has defects that represent the worldline of particles that are allowed to
move in one direction in space, i.e., it is a theory of lineons. The duality between the
dipole ¢-theory and the vector charge theory had been discussed in the continuum in

3The global aspects of such global symmetries will be discussed in details in Section See, in particular,
the discussion around equation .

4Observe that the GSD of the Laplacian ¢-theory grows exponentially in the number of sites L,L,. A
similar behavior is already present in a trivial system with decoupled spins. As explained in [37] and reviewed
in Section the origins of these two exponential behaviors are not the same. In the Laplacian ¢-theory,
it is the large orders of some of the symmetry generators, whereas in the decoupled spin system, it is the
extensive number of symmetry generators.

®The authors of |13| argued that the continuum Lifshitz theory is self-dual. The corresponding lattice
Laplacian theory has such a self-duality [37], which will be discussed in Section m



the context of elasticity theory [53]. We refer to this duality as the lineon-elasticity
duality. We will discuss its lattice version in Section [2.2.1

Other differences between the two models are discussed in Section 2l The fact these two
different regularizations of the same continuum Lifshitz Lagrangian have completely
different global symmetries, GSD, and dualities highlights the ambiguity of working just with
the naive continuum Lagrangian. Having said that, it is clear that the dipole lattice theory
is closer to the continuum Lifshitz theory than the more exotic Laplacian lattice theory.

The pure U(1) gauge theories associated with the global symmetries of the two models
of (|1.3) are also strikingly different. Schematically, the one associated with the Laplacian
model has only two gauge fields, A, and A, with Laplacian gauge transformations

Laplacian gauge theory:

1.6
A~ A +0;a , A~A+Via. (16)

On the other hand, the one associated with the dipole model is a rank-2 tensor gauge theory
which has been discussed extensively in the literature [24,25]54,|50} 55,26, 56, 29,51} 52]. It

has four gauge fields, A; and A,,, Ayy, Ay, with rank-2 tensor gauge transformations

Scalar charge theory:

- (1.7)
ATNAT—F&TCY, AijNAZ-j—i—&;@joz, L,)=2,Y .

The gauge theory of (A,, A;;) (possibly coupled to matter fields) is referred to in [24}25//50.26]
as the scalar charge theory to emphasize the fact that the gauge parameter « is a scalar.
Similar to the Lifshitz theory, the continuum gauge transformations and Lagrangians do not
specify unambiguously all the global aspects (such as GSD discussed below) of these gauge
theories. In Section , we regularize these two gauge theories using the (modified) Villain
lattice formulation, while preserving all the global symmetries, dualities, and anomalies.
From this point on, we refer to the (modified) Villain lattice versions of these two gauge
theories as the Laplacian gauge theory and the scalar charge theory.

Both the 2+1d Laplacian and the scalar charge theories are natural generalizations of
the 141d tensor gauge theory studied in [21]. Both gauge theories have line defects that
describe the worldline of an immobile particle, i.e., they are fracton models.

However, these models do not have GSD that grows sub-extensively in the system size.
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Figure 1: Left: Dualities and relations between the two matter theories, the dipole ¢-theory
and the (/gz-—theory, and the two gauge theories, the scalar charge theory (A, A4;;) and the
vector charge theory (Am AZ]) The dipole ¢-theory is the Higgs field of the (A,, A;;) theory,
or conversely, the (A;, A;;) theory gauges the momentum dipole symmetry of ¢. The relation
between ggz and (Am /LJ) is similar. The duality in Section m between ngSZ and (A,, A;;) is
the lattice version of the fracton-elasticity duality of [54}56,57], while the duality in Section
between the dipole ¢-theory and (121”-, Aij) is the lattice version of the lineon-elasticity
duality of [53]. Right: The Laplacian ¢-theory is self-dual [13|[37] (see Section 2.1.1]). The
Laplacian ¢-theory Higgses the Laplacian gauge theory (A,, A), which has no duality. Note
that while the Laplacian ¢-theory (denoted as ¢r.p) and the dipole ¢-theory (denoted as
¢aip) are both naive discretizations of the same continuum Lifshitz Lagrangian , their
dualities are drastically different. Even though we use the continuum notations for these
fields, our dualities are established as exact lattice dualities.

Their GSDs on a 2d spatial torus lattice are{l]

Laplacian gauge theory: GSD =1,

1.8
Scalar charge theory: GSD = ged(L,, L) . (18)

Interestingly, the GSD of the scalar charge theory of (A,, A;;) depends on ged(Ly,, L,,), which
is a manifestation of UV/IR mixing in these exotic models [39,/46].

The two models also differ in other ways. The scalar charge theory is exactly dual to
the elasticity theory with displacement fields (g&v7 </3y) The continuum version of this exact
lattice duality between the scalar charge theory and the g%i—theory, known as the fracton-
elasticity duality, has been discussed in [54,56,57]. See Figure [1| for some of the dualities
and relations between these models. In contrast, the Laplacian gauge theory does not enjoy
any duality. Other differences between the two theories are discussed in Section [3|

The Laplacian ¢-theory and gauge theory were recently introduced in [37] on a general

5To be precise, one can write a f-term in the Laplacian gauge theory, where § ~ § + 27. When 6 # 7,
the ground state is non-degenerate, whereas there is a two-fold degeneracy at 6 = .



spatial graph. In this paper, we will place them on a 2d torus, and compare them with their
dipole counterparts: the dipole ¢-theory and the scalar charge theory. We will make use of
the results from [37] throughout.

The various 2+1d theories analyzed in this paper, and their schematic continuum La-
grangians, are summarized in Table [1]

Theory Continuum Lagrangian
Compact Lifshitz theory ¢ [11}-20] L= (0-¢0)*+ (V3¢)?
Elasticity theory of ¢; [54,56,57.32] | £ = 3,(0,6:)* + X, ,(0:6; + 9;6:)°
Scalar charge theory [24}25,50426] L= B+, B
AT ~ A.,- + (97-04 Eij = aTAij - @(%AT
Aij ~ Aij + (%(%oz BZ = @-Ajj — 8]-Aij y 7 #]
Vector charge theory [24}25,50%26] L=3, Ezzj + B2
A ~ A+ 0,4 By = 0. Ay — ;A
Aii ~ Azz + azdz Exy = 8TAry - a21217—31 - a3/1217—95
Agy ~ Ay + 0,60, + 0,4z B =024, + 0%A,, — 0,0,4,,
Laplacian gauge theory [37] L= FE?
A~ A+ 0«
E=0.A-V?4,
A~ A+ Vi

Table 1: Summary of various 2+1d theories analyzed in this paper, and their naive continuum
Lagrangians. Here, i, j = x,y, and repeated indices are not summed over.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, we study the modified Villain
versions of the Laplacian and dipole models of . One of the main results here is the
stark contrast between the scalings of their GSDs with the system size. While the GSD
of the dipole model grows linearly in the system size, the GSD of the Laplacian model
grows exponentially. This can be understood as a consequence of the distinct exotic global
symmetries of the two models. These differences are summarized in Table [2] Interestingly,
the modified Villain version of the dipole model realizes the lineon-elasticity duality exactly
on the lattice.

In Section [3] we discuss the modified Villain versions of the Laplacian gauge theory and

7



the scalar charge (gauge) theory. Once again, these two theories differ in several global
aspects. For example, while both theories have fracton defects, a dipole of fractons is mobile
in the scalar charge theory, but it is immobile in the Laplacian gauge theory. This can also
be understood as a consequence of the distinct exotic global (time-like) symmetries of the
two theories. These differences are summarized in Table [l It is interesting to note that
the modified Villain version of the scalar charge theory realizes the fracton-elasticity duality
exactly on the lattice.

In Appendix [A] we give more details about several aspects of the dipole ¢-theory and
the scalar charge theory. These include the global symmetries, symmetry operators, charged
operators, and defects in both theories.

In Appendix [B], we explore further properties of the the Laplacian theories on the square
lattice. Specifically, we discuss the naturalness of the Laplacian ¢-theory, and the immobility
of any finite set of defects in the Laplacian gauge theory on the square lattice.

2 241d compact Lifshitz theory

We begin with a naive analysis of the global symmetries of the continuum 2+1d compact
Lifshitz theory [11}-20] on a Euclidean spacetime 3-torus with lengths ¢, ¢,, and /,. As we
will see, the dipole global symmetry has infinite order, which leads to infinite ground state
degeneracy. This calls for a lattice regularization.

The Lagrangian is
_ Mg g2 4 L w2

where ¢ is a compact scalar, i.e., ¢ ~ ¢ + 27, and pp and p are coupling constants of mass
dimension 1.

The global symmetry of this theory includes:

e a U(1) momentum (shift) symmetry, ¢ — ¢ + ¢, where ¢ ~ ¢+ 27 is a circle-valued
constant[]

e a 7 X 7Z momentum dipole symmetry,

2rmgr 2TmyYy

(2.2)

"More precisely, here and throughout, by saying that c is circle-valued we mean ¢ € R/277Z.



where m,, m, € Z, and z,y are continuum coordinates (rather than integers labelling
the sites on a lattice), and

43

e a U(1) one-form symmetry [62], which will be referred to as the
symmetry, with Noether Currentsﬁ

winding dipole”

1 1 1

Jra) = 52000 Jr = 5000, Jay = 5o

2.3
5 5 -0 , (2:3)

that obey the current conservation equation
0" T = 0. (2.4)

The conserved current leads to two conserved, integer-valued charges:

Qw = %dy J[Tx} s Qy = %dl‘ J[Ty] . (25)

Note that this symmetry is not a subsystem symmetry because (), is independent of
x and @)y is independent of y. In addition, as with all one-form global symmetries, it
leads to a time-like symmetryﬂ

This theory is also invariant under translations, spatial rotations, and the Lifshitz scale
transformation 7 — A\27, x — Az, and y — \y.

The Z x Z momentum dipole symmetry operators do not commute with the winding dipole
charges because the momentum dipole symmetry shifts the field ¢ by a configuration charged
under the winding dipole symmetrym This leads to an infinite ground state degeneracy. To
regularize this infinity, we wish to place the theory on the lattice and study its modified
Villain version [48]45].

As mentioned in the introduction, there are two natural ways to “discretize” the contin-
uum Lagrangian . In the next two subsections, we study the modified Villain model
associated with these two discretizations in detail, and note important distinctions between
them. These differences are summarized in Table 2l

8We refer to this ordinary one-form global symmetry as a “winding dipole” symmetry because it is the
continuum limit of the Zy, x Zr, winding dipole symmetry of the dipole ¢-theory on a torus. See [21]
for a similar phenomenon in 141d.

9Time-like global symmetries are symmetries that do not act on the ordinary Hilbert space, but do act
on the Hilbert space of defects. They provide a convenient and powerful way to relate the restricted mobility
of defects to a global symmetry. Consequently, they control the restricted mobility of charged excitations.
See [21] for more details.

10T his lack of commutativity between the momentum dipole symmetry and the winding dipole symmetry
means that the full symmetry group is realized projectively. This fact can be thought of as a mixed anomaly
between these two symmetries.



Continuum compact

Theory Laplacian ¢-theory Dipole ¢-theory Lifshitz theory

Dual to the vector
Duali 1f-dual A A !
uality Self-dua charge theory: (A, A;;)

Space-like U(1) x Jac mom. U(1) x Zg, X Zr, mom. U(1) x Z* mom.

global symmetry
U(1) x Jac wind. | U(1)? x Zy, x Zr, wind. U(1) one-form

Time-like . ) wind. dipole
global symmetry does not exist U(1)* X Zged(L,,L,)
Ground state e
degeneracy [Jac| ~ exp (7 Lo Ly) L.Ly 00
Robustness No Yes ?

Table 2: Comparison of the two “discretizations” of the 2+1d continuum compact Lifshitz
Lagrangian . Here, “Jac” is short-hand for the Jacobian group Jac(Cr, x Cp,) of the
2d torus graph Cp, x Cr,, “mom.” stands for momentum, “wind.” stands for winding,
and G is the Catalan constant. The last row refers to robustness of the winding symmetry
and ground state degeneracy after imposing the momentum symmetry—if the momentum
symmetry is not imposed, then both models are not robust.

2.1 Laplacian ¢-theory

In this subsection, we discuss the modified Villain model associated with the first discretiza-
tion of (V2¢)?. We refer to it as the 2+1d Laplacian ¢-theory. (See [37] for the discussion
of this model on a general spatial graph.)

Let us place the theory on a periodic 3d Euclidean spacetime lattice with L,, L,, and L,
sites. The modified Villain action of the 24+1d Laplacian ¢-theory is

5= 5 o —amn D37 (824 8200 — 2]’
T-link 5 site (26)
+i Y ¢ [Am—(AZ+ANn,] |

7-link

where ¢ is a real-valued field, (n,,n) are integer gauge fields, and gg is a real-valued La-
grange multiplier that makes the integer gauge fields flat. The locations of these fields are

10



Location | Laplacian ¢-theory | Dipole ¢-theory
site o, n, Ny D, Ny N
7-link b,y Ay g, n
i-link - A
Ti-plaq - _
zy-plaq - Ny Nray
cube - flxy

Table 3: Locations of various fields of the Laplacian and dipole ¢-theories of Section . Here,
1 = x,y and repeated indices are not summed over.

summarized in Table [3] There is a gauge symmetry

o~ ¢+ 2rk Ny ~n. + Ak,

S 5 2.7
b~ ¢+ 27k ne~n+ (A2+ Ak, (2.7)

where k and k are integer gauge parameters. This integer gauge symmetry makes the scalar
fields ¢ and ¢ compact.

2.1.1 Self-duality

The 2+1d Laplacian ¢-theory (2.6)) is self-dual with ¢ < ¢ and fy < m Indeed, using
the Poisson resummation formula for the integers n.,n, the dual action is

1 - 3 1 i )
S = W %(Aréﬁ — 271'7%)2 + m Z [(Ai 4 A§)¢ _ 27Tn]2

7-link (28)
—i Y oA — (A2 + A)i,]

site

where (7.,7) are integer gauge fields that make ¢ compact. Under the gauge symmetry
(2.7), they transform as

e~ i+ Ak, R~ R4 (A2 A2)E (2.9)

This self-duality was suggested in the continuum in [13] and formulated, more recently, as
an exact duality on the lattice in [37].

11



2.1.2 Global symmetry and ground state degeneracy

Let us discuss the global symmetry of the 2+1d Laplacian ¢-theory ([2.6]) [37].

e There is a U(1) momentum symmetry that acts as ¢ — ¢ + ¢, where ¢ ~ ¢+ 27 is a
circle-valued constant. A typical charged operator is €.

e There is a discrete momentum symmetry that acts as

¢— o+ fz,y),

1
— (A2 4 A2
n—>n+2ﬁ( A f(y),

(2.10)

with f(z,y) any function satisfying (A7 + A?) f(x,y) € 2nZ. (We do not refer to it
as a dipole symmetry, because the shift function f(z,y) can have a more general form
than for a dipole symmetry, where it is linear.) In other words, f(z,y) is a circle-
valued discrete harmonic function on the 2d spatial torus lattice. The symmetry group
formed by such functions is the Jacobian group, Jac(Cr, x Cyr,), of the 2d torus lattice
Cr, X C’Ly with L; number of sites in the i direction. See [63]64] for the definition
of this group and [37] for its relation to the Laplacian ¢-theory. There is no simple
closed form formula for Jac(Cr, x Cr,); for example, Jac(Cy x Cy) = Zg X Zy x Zg and
Jac(Cy x C3) = Zg X Lg X Zng X Zas.

e There is a U(1) winding symmetry that acts as ¢ — ¢ + ¢, where ¢é ~ ¢+ 27 is a
circle-valued constant. A typical charged operator is €.

o There is a Jac(C, x Cp,) discrete winding symmetry that acts as
6= o+ flz.y), (2.11)

where f(x,y) is a circle-valued discrete harmonic function on the 2d spatial torus
lattice.

The discrete momentum and winding symmetries do not commute with each other, which
leads to a large ground state degeneracy equal to the order of the Jacobian group, | Jac(Cp, x
Cr,)|- As shown in [37], the logarithm of GSD grows as L,L,. More concretely,

4
log GSD ~ S 1.1, (2.12)
m

where G is the Catalan constant. More generally, when this model is placed on a graph, the
ground state degeneracy is equal to the number of spanning trees of the graph, which is a
common measure of complexity of the graph.

12



As explained in [37], the origin of the exponential behaviour of GSD is different from a
similar phenomenon in a system of decoupled spins. Let us review it here for concreteness.
In a system of decoupled spins, there is a symmetry generator associated with each spin, and
all of them have the same order. So, on a 2d spatial torus lattice with L, = L, = L sites in
each direction, the number of generators is L2, which leads to log GSD ~ L2. On the other
hand, in the Laplacian ¢-theory, there are only O(L) generators of the Jac(Cr x Cr)[T] but
some of them have very large orders, which leads to log GSD ~ L2.

Another consequence of this large symmetry is that the spatially separated two-point
functions of monopole operators e’ and dipole operators e’*® vanish. First, consider the
spatially separated two-point function of the monopole operator

(") =i¢(00.0)y (z,y) # (0,0) . (2.13)

The discrete momentum symmetry of the 24-1d Laplacian ¢-theory includes linear shifts in

x and y:
2rmax  2Tmy,y
¢— o+ =,
L, Ly (2.14)
n =+ My (020 = Op,1,-1) + My (040 = Oy1,-1)
where m; = 0,..., L;—1. Under such shifts, the two-point function of the monopole operator

acquires a nontrivial (x, y)-dependent phase, and hence it vanishes.

More interestingly, consider the spatially separated two-point function of the dipole op-
erator

<emz¢(7,x+%,y)e—mm(o,é,m) , (z,y) # (0,0) . (2.15)

It is clearly invariant under the linear shifts (2.14). However, the discrete momentum sym-
metry of the 2+1d Laplacian ¢-theory also includes quadratic shifts in x and y, such as

2rmay 2mm/(x? — y* — Lyx + Lyy)

¢t ged(Ly, Ly) i 2gcd(Ly, Ly) ’
m
no it g [BevOnn = B L =60 (210
m’
- (L.6,0—L,0
ng(Lx,Ly) ( zVz,0 Y y,O) ;

where m = 0,...,gcd(Ly, L), and m’ = 0,...,2gcd(L,, Ly). Setting L, = L, = L for
simplicity, we see that the two-point function of the dipole operator is not invariant under

"'The minimal number of generators of Jac(Cr, x Cf,) is at most the number of nontrivial spatial integer
gauge fields n’s after gauge fixing. One can gauge fix the n’s so that they are zero everywhere except at
x =0,1, or at y = 0,1. This means that the minimal number of generators of Jac(Cr, x CL,) is at most
min(2L,,2L,).
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these shifts, and hence it vanishes as well. Similar conclusion holds for the other dipole
operator e*v?.

2.1.3 Robustness

We now discuss whether the GSD and the global symmetry of the low-energy limit of our
modified Villain lattice is robust or not. (See [39] for general discussions on robustness
and naturalness.) More specifically, we impose the momentum symmetry in the microscopic
lattice model, and ask whether there are local, relevant operators in the low-energy limit that
violate the winding symmetry and lift the GSD. Typically, the notion of robustness requires
a certain scaling symmetry to determine which operators are relevant and which ones are
not. Furthermore, the notion of a local operator only makes sense as we take the number
of lattice sites to infinite, L, — oo. Our Laplacian ¢-theory does not admit a conventional
continuum limit, so the above notions need to be appropriately generalized. Nonetheless, we
will see that there are local operators (supported at a single site on the lattice) that lift the
GSD and violate the winding symmetry. Since they act nontrivially on the space of ground
states, they should be considered relevant in this sense.

Let us impose the U(1) and discrete momentum symmetries. This symmetry excludes
local operators such as e, ¢*%i? in the Lagrangian. In fact, this symmetry further
excludes local operators of the form [[;, e i®(0.ziyi) . 7. that cannot be written as
H;.”:l e (A2 +A3)H(075,u5) r; € Z. We can think of these operators as being higher order than

the operators that are already present in the action. See Appendix for more details.

However, we can add the winding operator ¢i® to the Lagrangian because it is invari-
ant under the momentum symmetries. Such a perturbation breaks the winding symmetry
and hence it lifts the ground states. Therefore, if we impose only the momentum symmetries,
the ground state degeneracy is not robust.

2.2 Dipole ¢-theory

In this subsection, we study the modified Villain model associated with the second discretiza-
tion of (V2¢)%. We refer to it as the 2+1d dipole ¢-theory.

Let us place the theory on a periodic 3d Euclidean spacetime lattice with L,, L,, and L,
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sites. The modified Villain action of the 241d dipole ¢-theory is

S = 520 > (Arp—2mn,) + 2 5 2 [(A%6 — 2mne,)® + (A6 — 2mny, )?]

7-link site
é Z (ApAyd — 2mn,,)? + i Z Am(Aznyy — Ayngy) +1 Z ATy(Ay”m — Agnigy)
zy-plaq z-link y-link
iy Ay (Drngy — D An) =i Ay (Angy — A2ng) —i Y Aga(Arny, — Aln,) |
cube 7-link 7-link

(2.17)
where 8 and ' are not a priori related to each other, whereas = 23 when related to
(1.2). Here, ¢ is a real-valued scalar field, (n,,n;;) are integer gauge fields, and (fln-,/lij)
are real-valued Lagrange multipliers that make the integer gauge fields flat. The locations
of these fields on the lattice are summarized in Table |3 They have a gauge symmetry

¢ ~ ¢ + 27k ) AT’i ~ A'ri + Ardz + 27T]A€Ti )
ny ~n, + Ak, Aii ~ Ay + Dy + 2k ; (2.18)
Niz ~ Nyj + AlA]k’ s Axy ~ A:cy + Axd/y + Aydz + 27T]23xy s

where k and k’s are integer gauge parameters, and ¢; is a real-valued gauge parameter along
the 7i-plaquette. The integer gauge symmetry makes ¢ and (A,;, A;;) compact.

2.2.1 Lineon-elasticity duality

Using the Poisson resummation formula for the integers (n.,n;;), the action (2.17) is dualized

to
_ Yo 52 % 2 2 ﬁ
—gZé‘m;Zf + &y 52
zy-plaq site 7-lin (2 ] 19)
— iy (At — Ay Ayiirgy + Ay, + Aiy,) |
site
where
o = — - o 2.20)
Yo = (27_()25 ’ Yo = (27_()25, ) Y= (277)2ﬁ0 ) ( .

and the field strengths are

Ty — ATAxy - A ATy A A’rac 27Tﬁ'rxy )
M A’T‘A’LZ - A’[ATl 27”17” 5 (221)
B=AA A, — A2A, — AZA,, —2mh .
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The integer gauge fields (72;;, ) have the gauge symmetry

ﬁ'ra:y ~ TALTxy + AT];)SCy - A:c]%Ty - Ay]%‘rac )
frii ~ i + Arkis — Dikir (2.22)
o Ag Ay — A2y — A2y, .

This modified Villain model is a lattice discretization of the 241d vector charge theory

of [49-52] in the continuum (see also [65}24}25]/66}26] for a similar gauge theory in 3+1d).
See Table [1| for information about the continuum theory.

In the continuum, the duality is schematically given by the map,

0r¢ o~ B = 0,0,A,, — 0?A,, — 0?A,,

050y« Ey = 0, Agy — 0pAry — 0, A Ly (2.23)
02 o By = 0,A;; — ;A dj=axy, i#£],

A

where (Aﬂ-, A;;) are gauge fields with gauge transformations
Aﬂ' ~ AT'L’ + a‘rOAéz ) Axy ~ Axy + axééy + aydx ) Au ~ Azz + az@z > (224)

and &; are gauge parameters.

The continuum version of the duality between the dipole ¢-theory and the vector charge
theory was discussed in [53] in the context of elasticity theory. Since this model has defects
representing the worldline of lineons (see Section below), we dub this duality as the
lineon-elasticity duality.

2.2.2 Global symmetry, ground state degeneracy and mobility of defects

Let us discuss the global symmetry of the 241d dipole ¢-theory ([2.17)). (See Appendix

for more details.)

e The U(1) momentum (dual magnetic) symmetry acts as ¢ — ¢+ ¢, where ¢ ~ ¢+ 27 is
a circle-valued constant. It is a magnetic global symmetry from the dual gauge theory
of point of view.

e The Zy, momentum (dual magnetic) dipole symmetry acts as

o — o+ 27Tmmi ,
L (2.25)

T
Nggz — Ngg + Mgy (5:1:,0 - 5:D,Lz—1> )
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where m,, = 0,1,...,L, — 1. Note that the m,, = L, transformation is trivial
because it can be undone by an integer gauge transformation (2.18]) with £ = x. More
intuitively, the m,, = L, transformation is trivial because ¢ is compact. Also note
that this transformation is compatible with the periodicity of the spatial torus lattice,
ie,r~x+L,.

e The Zj;, momentum (dual magnetic) dipole symmetry acts similarly with = and y
exchanged.

e The U(1)? winding (dual electric) symmetry acts as

W 7 A T ey 7 Aey T T 7 7
Aii = At Ay = Aoy

Cay

(2.26)

where ¢;; ~ ¢;; + 27 are circle-valued constantsH

e The Z;, winding (dual electric) dipole symmetry acts as

A A X
A, — ./4 + 277%11_5 0

vy Yy Lm Y (227)
n—n-— mzx(sy,O(éz,O - 51,L171) .

where m,, =0,...,L, — 1.

e The Zj, winding (dual electric) dipole symmetry acts similarly with 2 and y exchanged.

The momentum and winding dipole symmetries do not commute with each other, which
leads to a ground state degeneracy of L,L,. See the discussion around for more
details. In fact, every state in the Hilbert space is L,L,-fold degenerate. More abstractly,
the momentum and winding dipole symmetries are realized projectively. This can be viewed
as a mixed anomaly between them.

Let us briefly discuss the fate of these symmetries in a specific continuum limit. (Recall
that, as in the 1+1d version of this theory [21], there are several distinct continuum limits.)
We introduce the lattice spacings a,,a and take the limit a,,a — 0 and L; — oo with
l; =a,L, and ¢; = alL; fixed, while scaling the lattice coupling constants as

2a.,

fo= T gy 2o (2.28)

ar pa?’

12In particular, the transformations with é;; = 27 are trivial and can be undone by gauge transformations
of the form (2.18)). Similar comments apply to various other electric global symmetries discussed below.
See [21] for a simpler example in 1+1d.
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where i, pg are fixed continuum coupling constants with mass dimensions 1. In this con-
tinuum limit, the above global symmetries reduce to the global symmetries of the 2+1d
continuum compact Lifshitz theory discussed at the beginning of Section [2}']

Space-like symmetries:

U(1) momentum —  U(1) momentum,
Zr, X Zr, momentum dipole — 7 X Z momentum dipole,
U(1)® winding —  does not exist, (2.20)
L, x ZLr,, winding dipole —  part of U(1) “winding dipole” one-form.
Time-like symmetries:
U(1)? winding — does not exist,
Ziged(Lo,L,) Winding dipole  —  part of U(1) “winding dipole” one-form.

In particular, the two integer-valued charges (2.5) of the U(1) “winding dipole” one-form
symmetry generate two space-like U (1) symmetries that are the continuum limits of the Zj,,
and Zr, winding dipole symmetries on the lattice.

Note that the Zy, X Zy, momentum dipole symmetry of the 2+1d dipole ¢-theory is
smaller than the discrete momentum symmetry of the 241d Laplacian ¢-theory (see Sec-
tion [2.1.2)). For example, in addition to the linear shifts of (or equivalently, (2.14))),
includes the quadratic shifts . Consequently, while the two-point function of
the monopole operator €*® vanishes in both Laplacian and dipole ¢-theories, the two-point
function of the dipole operator e*~#® vanishes only in the Laplacian ¢-theory.

There are also time-like global winding symmetries that act on defects that extend in the
Euclidean time direction such as

exp (2 Z flm> , (2.30)
z-link: fixed z,y

which represents the worldline of a static particle. We have:

e The U(1)? time-like winding (dual electric) symmetry acts as

Avi = Ay + CLL , (2.31)

where ¢,; ~ ¢;;+2m are circle-valued constants. The charge, which is commonly referred

13In taking the continuum limit of the Zged(L,,L,) time-like winding dipole symmetry, we assume that
L,/Ly is fixed.
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to as the “gauge charge”, associated with this time-like global symmetry generated by
Cr; is a vector in space, and hence the name vector charge theory.

o The Zgcq(r,,1,) time-like winding (dual electric) dipole symmetry acts as

~ 1 ~ . Y
ATCE(7_7 T+ 29 y) — ATz(Ta T+ %7 y) - 27rm7:0y57,0m )

T

ged(Ly, Ly)

mey(STO
Mrey0m0 (S = Lubor 1)
Bd(L,, L) (Ot ~ (;)32)

ATy(T, T,y + %) — ATy(T, T,y + %) + 2T My 010

ﬁmy(T,x + %,y + %) — ﬁq—my(Tax + %7y + %) +

where M., =0,...,gcd(Ly, L,) — 1.

As a consequence of the time-like dipole symmetry, the particle associated with the static
defect can move in the z-direction, but it can only hop by ged(L,, L) sites in the
y-direction. Hence, we call it an z-lineon. Similarly, there is a y-lineon associated with the
defect of /lw. Therefore, the dipole ¢-theory is a model of lineons.

2.2.3 Robustness

Let us impose the U(1) momentum and Zj, x Zz, momentum dipole symmetries. In this
case, there are no lower order difference terms that one can add to the action because
e+% and e"®v? are not invariant under the momentum dipole symmetry. In other words,
the action includes the most relevant terms that preserve the momentum symmetries.
Moreover, the winding symmetries are robust because the operators charged under them are
extended in space. In particular, the L,L,-fold ground state degeneracy is robust once we
impose the momentum symmetries.

Alternatively, we can start with the dual gauge theory and impose the dual electric
(winding) symmetries. In this case, the ground state degeneracy is not robust because we can
always perturb the dual action by the monopole operator ¢ which acts nontrivially
on the ground states.

This situation is reminiscent of the robustness of an ordinary U(1) gauge theory in 2+1d
or its dual compact scalar theory. Imposing the momentum symmetry of the scalar, which
is the magnetic zero-form symmetry of its dual gauge theory, makes the theory robust. Its
other symmetry is a winding one-form symmetry, or its dual a one-form electric symme-
try, but there is no local operator charged under it. Conversely, imposing only the latter
symmetry, the theory is not robust. Now, there are local operators that are charged under
the momentum symmetry of the scalar or equivalently, the magnetic symmetry of the gauge
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Laplacian gauge theory Scalar charge theory
Theory
(A, A) (Ar, Aij)
Duality No duality Dual to the matter theory ggz
U(1) X Zged(r. 1) €lectric
Space-like global symmetry U(1) electric (1) ged(Le L)
U(1)? x Ziged(1,,1.,) Magnetic
Time-like global symmetry U(1) x Jac U(l) X Zy, X Zy,
Ground state degeneracy 1 ged(Ly, Ly)
Robustness Yes No

Table 4: Comparison of the two U(1) tensor gauge theories associated with the momentum
symmetries of the two models in Section Here, “Jac” is short-hand for the Jacobian
group Jac(Cp, X CLy) of the 2d torus graph Cp, x Cp,. The last row refers to robustness of
the magnetic symmetry and ground state degeneracy after imposing the electric symmetry.
Since the Laplacian gauge theory does not have a magnetic symmetry or nontrivial ground
state degeneracy, it is trivially robust.

theory. These operators can be present in the Lagrangian and gap the system. This is the
famous Polyakov mechanism [67].

3 2+1d U(1) tensor gauge theories

Since the momentum symmetries of the 2+1d dipole and Laplacian ¢-theories are very dif-
ferent, the corresponding U(1) gauge theories are also very different. These are, respectively,
the scalar charge theory and the Laplacian gauge theory in Table (1, In this section, we dis-
cuss the modified Villain formulation of the two U(1) tensor gauge theories. The differences
between these two theories are summarized in Table

3.1 Laplacian gauge theory

We can gauge the momentum symmetry of the Laplacian ¢-theory of Section by coupling
it to the gauge fields (A,, A;m,), where A., A are real-valued and m, is integer-valued. In
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Location | Laplacian gauge theory | Scalar charge theory
site A Aii
7-link A, m; A i, Mg
1-link - Ny, Ny
Ti-plaq - ng
ry-plaq - Asy
cube - Noray, Ny

Table 5: Locations on the lattice of various fields of the Laplacian and the scalar charge
theories of Section . Here, i, = x,y, © # j, and repeated indices are not summed over.

this section, we study the pure gauge theory of (A., A;m,) described by the action

Y 2
S=52 &, (3.1)

7-link

where £ = A; A — (A2 + A2) A, — 2mm; is the electric field of (A-, A;m,). It is invariant
under the gauge symmetry

A ~ A + Ao+ 27g,
A~ A+ (A2 + Ao+ 27q (3.2)
my ~me +Arq — (A7 + Ay

where (¢, q) are integer gauge parameters, and « is a real gauge parameter. The locations
of these fields on the lattice are summarized in Table[5] This integer gauge symmetry makes
the gauge fields (A,,.A) compact.

We can add a §-term to the action (3.1):
i
2m

7-link

(3.3)

Here, 6 ~ 6 + 27 because ), € =—=2m) . m, € 21L.

Furthermore, this theory is robust because all the local operators are polynomials in the
electric field strength and it lattice derivatives. Hence, they are higher order than the terms
in the action.
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As in Section , the 2+1d U(1) Laplacian gauge theory can be placed on a general
spatial graph [37].

3.1.1 Global symmetry and mobility of defects

Let us discuss the space-like and time-like global symmetries of the 2+1d U(1) Laplacian
gauge theory.

e Thereisa U(1) electric space-like symmetry that acts as A — A+#Ly, where ¢ ~ c+27

is a circle-valued constant. The charged operator is a surface operator supported on

exp <z > A). (3.4)

site: fixed 7

the whole space

e There is a U(1) electric time-like symmetry that acts as A, — A; + d,0c,, where
¢, ~ ¢y + 27 is a circle-valued constant. The charged object is a line defect that
extends in the Euclidean time direction

exp (z Z AT> . (3.5)

7-link: fixed z,y

e There is a discrete electric time-like symmetry that acts as

AT(T + %7x7y) — AT(T + %,x,y) + 67':0f7'(x’y) )
| (3.6)
mT(T + %7x7y) — mT(T + %,l’,y) - _5T7O(Ai + A’fl)f7—<x’y) ’

2m
where f;(x,y) is a circle-valued discrete harmonic function on the 2d spatial torus
lattice. The corresponding symmetry group is the Jacobian group, Jac(Cy, x Cf,), of
the 2d torus lattice.

It was proven in [37] that the discrete electric time-like symmetry implies that the particle
described by the static defect is immobile, i.e., it is a fracton. In fact, if we place the
theory on an infinite square lattice Z?, then we show, in Appendix , that any finite set
of particles is immobile unless they are in the trivial superselection sector, i.e., they can be
“annihilated locally.”
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3.2 Scalar charge theory

We can gauge the momentum symmetry of the 241d dipole ¢-theory of Section by
coupling it to the rank-2 U(1) tensor gauge fields (A;, A;j; nrij, Nz, ny). In this section, we
will study the pure gauge theory of these gauge fields. Our lattice model is a discretization
of the continuum scalar charge theory of [24,25,54} 50, 55,56,[29,/51/52]. The action is

_ 2 % 2 2 gl 2 2
-3y i Ten e} (T )
cube 7-link z-link y-link

(3.7)
+Z Z ¢x(A7na} - Aanyy + Aynﬂvy) + i Z ¢y(A’rny - Aynmcac + A;tnﬂvy) )

Tx-plaq Ty-plaq

where
Sz’j = AT.AZ']' — AiAjAT — 27Tnﬂ'j s
B, = Ay A, — AyA, — 210, | (3.8)
By, = Ay Az, — Ap Ay — 270,
are the gauge invariant field strengths of (A,,A;j;n.;,n;). Here, (A;, A;;) are real gauge
fields, (n,;;,n;) are integer gauge fields, and él are real Lagrange multipliers that make the
integer gauge fields flat. The locations on the lattice of these fields are summarized in Table
bl The gauge symmetry is

Aq— ~ AT + ATOZ + 271']{37— y Nrig ™~ Norij + ATI{ZU — AZ'AJ']{ZT s
Aij ~ Aij + AjAja + 2k;; Ny ~ Ng + Agkyy — Aykgy | (3.9)
Qgi ~ 957, + 277-]%2 ) Ny ~ Ty + Ayk:c:c - Axkxy )

where « is a real gauge parameter, and (k., k;;) and k; are integer gauge parameters.
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3.2.1 Fracton-elasticity duality

Using the Poisson resummation formula for the integers (n,;;,n,,n,), the action (3.7) is
dualized to
gt

. R . R B . . R
5 Z (Arpy — 271rg)? + Z (A ¢, — 2mR.,)* | + 5 Z(Ax(by + Aydy — 27y, )?

z-link y-link cube

B ; N A 2. 24
* 5 Z Z(AZ¢Z N 27TTL“) ! Z AT(AxAynxy o Axnyy - Aynx:(:)

7-link % 7-link
FiY O (D = Djieg) =i Y Any(Dritgy — Ayt — Ayiry) |
site i#j zy-plag
(3.10)
where . . .
5 — ’ P 3 = : 11
N ¢ 7 (310
and the integer gauge fields (n,;, n;;) have a gauge symmetry

The theory can be thought of as a “matter theory” with the matter fields (ngSCC, ggy)
It is closely related to the gauge theory . Gauging the momentum symmetry of the
matter theory couples the theory to the gauge fields (,Zlﬂ, fi” of . The relations
between the dipole ¢-theory, the vector charge theory (A,

the scalar charge theory
(A;, A;;), and the matter theory ¢; are summarized in Figure [1 i

The continuum Lagrangian for the matter fields (¢,, ¢y) takes the form

L= ‘;“ S (0,607 + 1 Z 0,6 + 0,0)% . (3.13)

i

The fields (QASI, (/Ey) have figured as displacement fields in an effective field theory for elasticity,
and its relation to the scalar charge theory was explored in [54.,/56,[57]. Specifically, disclina-
tions in the elasticity theory correspond to fracton defects in the scalar charge theory. See
also [32] for another appearance of this theory. The duality is schematically given by the
map, A

Or¢i o By = 0iAj; — 0jAi; . 4, j=xy, 1#],

a@ng w Ejj = a'rAAjj - a;AT ’ I,j =9, 1 7é] ’ (314)

Dpby + Oyy v By = 0r Ayy — 0,0,A,

14 Their relations are similar to the four theories (with similar notations) studied in [40].
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Our exact duality above is a lattice version of the fracton-elasticity duality in the continuum.

3.2.2 Global symmetry, ground state degeneracy, and mobility of defects

Let us discuss the global symmetry of the modified Villain version of the 241d scalar charge
theory. (See Appendix for more details.)

e The U(1)? electric (dual winding) symmetry acts as

Ai = Aii + I Ay = Agy + eod(La, Ly) (3.15)

where ¢;; ~ ¢;; + 27 are circle-valued constants.

o The Zgcq(z,,1,) electric (dual winding) dipole symmetry acts as

2mmy, ~ ~
.Axy(T,Z' + %, Yy + %) — A$y<7',£li’ + %, Yy + %) + WZ) (Ly(S%LZ,I — Lxéy,Ly,1> ,
xy Ly
2mmy,
zx\ !y Ly zx\ !y Ly - ———L d’t _556 - )
Ao (T, 2,y) = Ago (T, 2, 9) ocd(Lo, L) Y (020 = On.0,1)
2mmy, ~
Ayy(7—7 x, y) — Ayy(Tv x, ?J) + ng(Lx, 211) Lxx(éy,() - 5y,Ly—1> 3
my ~
na:(Tvx + %>y> — nx(7—>$ + %7?/) - WyL)LzLx(éy,O - 5y,Ly—1)5az,Lz—1 )
zy My
Mgy

Z/ Ly(éx,ﬂ - 5x,Lz—1)5y,Ly—1 3

1 1
ny(T,x,y—l—§) —>ny(7,x,y+§)+m Y

(3.16)
where my, =0, ...,gcd(L,, L,)—1, and L; are integer solutions of the equation L, L, +
L,Ly, = ged(Ly, Ly).

e The U(1)? magnetic (dual momentum) symmetry acts as gZA>, — ¢i+¢;, where & ~ &+2m
are circle-valued constants.

e The Zgcq(z,,1,) magnetic (dual momentum) dipole symmetry acts as

A 1 1 f L L 1 ’
¢z(7+ 5, T+ §7y> — ¢m(7+ 2T F §’y) _2meym 7

- 1 1 1 L L 1 :
Oy(T+ 5,2,y +3) = QT+ 5,2,y +35) + QWmmym 7
Mgy

R 1 1 1 N > : 1
Nay(T+ 5,2+ 5,9+ 35) _>n:cy(7+§’$+§’y+§)_m

(Lx(sx,Lm—l - Lyévay_l) )
(3.17)

25



where m,, =0,1,--- ,gcd(L,, L,)—1. Note that the m,, = ged(L,, L,) transformation

~

is trivial because it can be undone by an integer gauge transformation with k, =

~

—y, k, = x. More intuitively, the m,, = ged(L,, L,) transformation is trivial because
¢; are compact.

The electric and magnetic dipole symmetries do not commute with each other, which leads
to a ground state degeneracy of ged(L,, L,). See the discussion around (A.37) for more
details. In fact, every state in the Hilbert space is ged(L,, L, )-fold degenerate.

There are also time-like electric symmetries:
e The U(1) time-like electric (dual winding) symmetry acts as

Cr
Ar = Ar (3.18)

where ¢, ~ ¢, 4 27 is a circle-valued constant. The charge, which is commonly referred
to as the “gauge charge”, associated with this time-like global symmetry generated by
¢, is a scalar in space, and hence the name scalar charge theory.

e The Zp, time-like electric (dual winding) dipole symmetry acts as

X
AT(T + %7 %y) — AT(T + %a l',y) + 27Tm7'7357'70_ )

Ly (3.19)
nT$LK(T + %7 %y) — nT:vaJ<T + %7 x, y) - mTI5770 (6%0 - 5$7Lx_1) )

where m,, =0,..., L, — 1.

e The Zj, time-like electric (dual winding) dipole symmetry acts in a similar way with
x and y exchanged.

As a consequence of the time-like dipole symmetry, the particle described by the defect

exp (z > AT>, (3.20)

7-link: fixed z,y

cannot move, i.e., it is a fracton. The immobility of the fracton in the scalar charge theory
is usually attributed to “dipole moment conservation” as discussed in [24-26]. Here, we give
a more precise explanation in terms of the selection rules imposed by the time-like global
symmetries.
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3.2.3 Robustness

Let us impose the U(1)? electric and Ligea(L, L, ©lectric dipole symmetries. Then, the mag-
netic symmetry and the ground state degeneracy are not robust because the monopole op-
erators €'® acts nontrivially on the ground states.

Alternatively, we can start with the dual matter theory and impose the dual momentum
(magnetic) symmetries. In this case, the dual winding (electric) symmetry is robust because
the operators charged under it are extended. It follows that the ground state degeneracy of
the matter theory is also robust once we impose the dual momentum symmetries.

4 Discussion, Conclusion, and Outlook

In this work, we studied two lattice regularizations of the 24+1d compact Lifshitz theory
[11-20] using the modified Villain formulation of [48,/45]. The two models have the same
naive continuum Lagrangians given by (L.1]).

Surprisingly, the differences between the two lattice models are significant enough that
their low-energy limits are actually distinct and the naive conclusion that both are described
by is imprecise. In particular, the two models have different global symmetries, anoma-
lies, ground state degeneracies, dualities, etc.

For example, one of the models, referred to as the Laplacian ¢-theory, is self-dual, whereas
the other one, referred to as the dipole ¢-theory, is dual to a lattice version of a gauge theory
known as the vector charge theory [49-52]. The latter contains defects that capture the
worldlines of particles that can move only along a line, i.e., lineons. As the name suggests,
the dipole ¢-theory has a dipole global symmetry which has received a lot of attention in the
recent years in the context of fractons. Furthermore, the duality between the dipole ¢-theory
and the vector charge theory is a rigorous lattice version of the lineon-elasticity duality in
the continuum [53].

We also studied the pure gauge theories in 2+1d associated with the global symmetries of
the Laplacian and dipole ¢-theories. In the former case, we find the Laplacian gauge theory,
which hosts defects that describe immobile particles, i.e., fractons. On the other hand, the
latter gives a lattice version of the scalar charge theory [24}2550}26], which is also known to
host defects that describe fractons. However, the two gauge theories differ in several aspects.
For example, while the Laplacian gauge theory has no duality, the scalar charge theory is
dual to an elasticity theory of displacements. The latter duality is a rigorous lattice version
of the fracton-elasticity duality in the continuum [54}564|57].

We emphasize that most of our discussion, including the “fractonic” nature of the defects

27



in the gauge theories, is not an artifact of the “discretization” of the time direction. The
relation between lattice models with discrete spacetime and lattice models with discrete space
and continuous time is well understood. One way to see that is to consider the Hamiltonian
version of these modified Villain models, as in |68-70].

Alternatively, we can take the continuum limit in the time direction as follows. Consider
the scalar charge theory of Section . Integrating out the scalar fields gz@’ in the action
imposes the flatness of the integer gauge fields (n.;;,n;). We can gauge fix n,;; = 0
everywhere except at 7 = 79, using the integer gauge parameters k;;. In other words, after
gauge fixing,

nTij(T7 Z, y) = 57'77'07_17'2']' (.73, y) : (41)

Flatness then implies that n;’s are independent of 7. Now, we introduce the lattice spacing
a, in the time direction and take the limit a, — 0, while keeping

1 1 , 1 5
=ar% , =ar = ) 4.2
98 @ T P 42

fixed. We also scale the field A, so that A, = i‘AT is fixed. In this limit, the action (3.7))
becomed™|

1 1 1
S:j{dT Y EL 4+ -5 (EL+E )+ > B+> B|| . (43)
29 plag 29 site 29 z-link y-link
where the sums inside the brackets are over the spatial lattice and we defined
Eij = 8T.AZ-J~ — AiAjAT — 27'('(5(7' — To)T_lTZ'j(LE, y) . (44)

Note that the magnetic fields B, and B, in (3.8) are well-defined with continuous 7 because
n;’s are independent of 7. The defect (3.20]) then becomes

exp <z f dr A(r,z, y)> | (4.5)

It still describes the worldline of a fracton, i.e., an immobile particle, because of the time-like

15We use 7 to denote the continuum time in this action, but (x,%) still labels the sites on the spatial
lattice.
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2y, X ZLr, electric dipole symmetry:
AT(T’ xz, y) — AT(Ta z, y) + 5(7— - 7_0) (271—7717'5131/i
nsz( Z/) — Tszx(iC Z/) — Myy (5:p,0 - 5:):,sz1> ;
Tryy (T, Y) = Tiryy (T, Y) — Mry (5y70 - 5y,Lr1) )

+ QWmTyLi> ,
Yy

where m,; =0,...,L; — 1.

One can take a similar continuum limit in the time direction for the Laplacian gauge
theory of Section or the vector charge theory of Section without changing any of
our conclusions about the mobility of the defects.

In an upcoming paper [58], we will discuss the Zy version of the U(1) Laplacian gauge
theory, and compare it with the 2+1d rank-2 Zy tensor gauge theory [50,59,51},52,60].
We will then consider an anisotropic generalization of the Zy Laplacian model that can be
defined on any spatial lattice of the form I' x Z; _, where I is a general graph. We will present
this lineon model both in terms of a modified Villain lattice action (or more precisely, an
integer BF model |45]), and as the low-energy limit of a stabilizer code. The stabilizer code
is

H=—y)» Gli,z) =% Y F(i,z+3) +cc., (47
where
G(i,z):V(zz+) ,Z— 1) H V(i,2)V(j,2)",
Seaer (4.8)
F(i,z+3)=U(i, 2+ 1)'U(i,2) [[ U.G,z+ 0.0, 2+ 3)
ji(i,g)yer

where 4, j label the sites on I', and (i,5) € I' means that ¢ and j are connected by an
edge. Here U(i,2),V(i,2) are conjugate Zy variables on the sites, i.e., U(i, 2)V(i,2) =
e*™/NV (i, 2)U (i, z). Similarly, U,(i,z + 1), V.(i,z + 1) are conjugate variables living on the
z-links, ie., U.(i,z + 2)Vi(i,z + 1) = e*/NV,(i,2 + 1)U.(i,z + ). This anisotropic Zy
lattice model is gapped, robust, and has lineons. Its GSD on a general graph is given by
| Jac(T', N)|?, where Jac(T', N) is a mod N reduction of the Jacobian group Jac(T') of T. A
special case of I' corresponds to a square lattice with sizes L,, L,. When N is prime, the
logarithm of the GSD is given by the dimension of a quotient ring (as a vector space):

ZN[X,Y]

logy GSD = 2dimzy e Xy — 17, X — 1Y B = 1)

(4.9)

In this case, as in the celebrated Haah’s code [2], the logarithm of the GSD depends in a
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complicated, non-monotonic way on L, L, and grows at most linearly in the system size.
Furthermore, there are sequences of L, L, going to infinity such that the GSD stays finite.

Notes added: As we were finishing this paper, [61] appeared on the arXiv. It overlaps
with some of the findings in our upcoming paper [58|. In particular, the stabilizer code
and the GSD formula on a general graph appear in [61]. In [58], we will investigate this
model also on a cubic lattice and derive (4.9).
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A More on global symmetries of 2+1d dipole theories

In this appendix, we will analyze the global symmetries of the modified Villain versions of
the 241d dipole ¢-theory of Section and the 2+1d scalar charge theory of Section
in more detail. We will discuss the charges/symmetry operators, charged operators/defects.
We will also discuss the ground state degeneracy as a consequence of space-like symmetries
and restricted mobility of defects as a consequence of time-like symmetries.

A.1 Global symmetry of 241d dipole ¢-theory

The global symmetries of the modified Villain model (2.17)) are listed below:

e The U(1) momentum (dual magnetic) symmetry acts as ¢ — ¢ + ¢, where ¢ ~ ¢ + 2.
The Noether currents are

Jr = iBo(Arp — 2mn,) | oy = 18(AL Ay — 270y, | Ji = iB'(AZp — 27ny)
(A1)

and they satisfy
Ardr = NATGG (A.2)
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which follows from the equation of motion of ¢. The charge is

Q= > ), (A.3)

7-link: fixed 7
and the charged operator is .

The Z;, momentum (dual magnetic) dipole symmetry acts as

T
O — O+ 2mmy—
L, (A.4)

Ngg — Ngg + Mgy (5:1:,0 - 5:):,sz1> )

where m,, = 0,1,..., L, — 1. The symmetry operator is
2TIM gy . A A
Uf:gz = exp ( 7 Z xSy —imy, Z [.Ayy(x =0)—Ay(r =1L, — 1)})
z 7-link: fixed 7 7-link: fixed 7

2TIMyy R
e 5 )

7-link: fixed 7

(A.5)
The charged operators are €'?, and the dipole operator emzd’.

The Zp,, momentum (dual magnetic) dipole symmetry acts in a similar way with x
and y exchanged.

There is a U(1)? winding (dual electric) symmetry that shifts"]

Aii = Aii + %Z : Apy = Agy + m(iﬁ , (A.6)
where ¢;; ~ ¢;; + 2m. The Noether currents are
Jrij = i(AZquS —2mny), J= Lag—2m,) . (A7)
2m 2T
and they satisfy
Ardoij=DNDT . Dpdrwy = DyJrae s DyJrwy =Dpdryy . (A8)

16These operators and their correlation functions have been discussed extensively in the context of spon-
taneous symmetry breaking of the ordinary and dipole symmetries in [34,204(36].

1"Naively, it might appear that Axy can be shifted by é*(x) + ¢¥(y), but in fact these shifts can be gauged
away except for the zero mode.
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which follow from the equations of motion of Aij and /Alﬂu The first equation is the
conservation equation, and the last two equations are difference conditions (Gauss
laws). The charges are

Q:px(?J) = Z jrmm = - Z Ngg

site: fixed T,y site: fixed T,y
Qyy(z) = § oy = E , Nyy
site: fixed T,z site: fixed T,x
b b (A 9)
T _ —
TEEE SURE S
zy-plaq: fixed 7,z zy-plaq: fixed 7,z
VRIS SRR S S
zy-plaq: fixed 7,y zy-plaq: fixed 7,y

The difference conditions (Gauss laws) imply that the four charges are independent of
their arguments. Moreover, the last two charges are related as

- Z Ngy = Lx@iy = LyQay:y = lcm(Lm Ly)@zy ) (AlO)
zy-plaq: fixed 7
where me is an integer. So there are only three independent U(1) charges, QZ]

The charged operators are

Wyy(r + 3,T) = exp (z Z ./Zlyy> :

7-link: fixed 7,2

Weo (T + L, y) = exp (@ > Am> : (A.11)

7-link: fixed 7,y

me(T + 1) =exp (z Z .ley) :

cube: fixed 7

respectively. Actually, the third operator in (A.11)) is not minimally charged under the
U(1) winding symmetry generated by ¢,,. Instead, the minimally charged operator is
the “diagonal” operator

lem(Lg,Ly)—1
exp(i Z [Azy(r+%,x+s+§,y+s+%)
s=0 (A.12)

+Axx(7+%,x+s,y+s)+flyy(7+%,x+s,y—|—s)}> ,
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which, however, is also charged under the other U(1) winding symmetries generated
by ¢;. A different minimally charged operator, which is not charged under the other
U(1) winding symmetries is

exp

—7: 1 A
ecd(Lo. L )Z<Azy(7+%7l’+%,y+%)—2ﬂ'$y n(7+%,x,y))] . (A.13)
Ly

z,y
e There is a Zy, winding (dual electric) dipole symmetry that shifts

. - x
A,y — Ay + 27me$—5 0
vy vy I/m Yy (A14)

n—mn— mmzéy’0(6x70 — (5:57[%_1) .

where My, = 0,..., L, — 1. The symmetry operator is

2 2min T
Uifz)z = exp (— Wzm Z TN (y = O)) . (A.15)

site: fixed 7

The charged operators are W, (T + :,z), and W,, (T + s,z + W, (7 + ,x)"'. The
diagonal operator ([A.12) is also charged under this symmetry.

o There is also a Z;, winding (dual electric) dipole symmetry, which acts in a similar
way with  and y exchanged.

The momentum (dual magnetic) and winding (dual electric) dipole symmetries do not com-
mute: _

Mgz~ Mey Mgy ~ Mgz )

and similarly in the y-direction. This signals a mixed 't Hooft anomaly between them and
leads to a large L, L,-fold ground state degeneracy.

There are also time-like winding (dual electric) symmetries that act on the defects of
(AfiyAij):
e The U(1)? time-like winding (dual electric) symmetry acts as

Avi = Avi + CLL , (A.17)
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where ¢,; ~ ¢;; + 27 is circle-valued. The charged defects are

Wio(z + L, y) = exp (z Z ,Zlm) , (A.18)

z-link: fixed z,y

and similarly W, (z,y + 1). The defect Woo(z + 3,y) describes the world-line of a
particle on the z-link (z 4+ %, y). Since it can move in the z-direction via A,,, we call it
the z-lineon. Similarly, the defect W, (x,y + %) describes the world-line of a y-lineon.

o The Zgeq(r,,1,) time-like winding (dual electric) dipole symmetry acts as
; ; i y
ATm ) l7 — ATQ: ) la —2 TT 57- /T 1\
(1,2 +3,9) (T, 2+ 3,Y) — 2Mirgy O ged(Lo L)

R 1 A 1 7 -
Ary(m,2,y+3) = Ary(To,y + ) + QWWT’“@";“OM 7

mey57,0
(Lxéa:,Lw—l - Lyéy,Ly—l) )

feay(7, 0 1y 3) = ey (04 By )+ s
(A.19)

where M., =0,...,gcd(Ly, L) — 1.

These time-like symmetries imply that the defects Wm(x + %, y) and Wm(x’ + %, y') have
the same time-like charges if and only if

(2',y") = (x + sz, y + ged(Ly, Ly)sy) (A.20)

where s, s, are integers. In other words, an z-lineon can move anywhere in the z-direction,
but it can hop only by ged(Ly, L) sites in the y-direction. On the other hand, a dipole of
z-lineons separated in the y-direction, described by the defect Wm(x + %, Yy’ )Wm(ac + %, y) L,
is fully mobile. Similar mobility restrictions apply to the y-lineons. Interestingly, a pair of
x- and y-lineons on the links (z + %, y) and (z,y + %) respectively can move “diagonally”
together to (z + s+ 1,y +s) and (z + s,y + s + 1) respectively, for any s € Z.

A.2 Global symmetry of 24-1d scalar charge theory

The global symmetries of the modified Villain model (3.7)) are listed below:

e The U(1)? electric (dual winding) symmetry acts as

Cii

Cay

Ai = Aii + ecd(Ly L,)

(A.21)
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where ¢;; ~ ¢;; + 27 are circle-valued constants. The Noether currents are

Jrii :. _iV(l)gii ) JTbmy =10y (A.22)
J. =1yB, Jy =ivB,y, ,
and they satisfy
ATJTx:t = Ay‘]y ’ ATJTxy = Ay‘]ﬂc + Ax‘]y ’ (A 23)
ATJTyy = AmJJ: ’ AxAy‘]Tﬂﬁy - Az‘]@y - Ai‘]”cx =0. '

They follow from the equations of motion of A;; and A.. The first three equations are
the conservation equations, and the last equation is the difference condition (Gauss
law). The charges are

7-link: fixed 7,2? cube: fixed T

The difference condition (Gauss law) implies that @Q;; is independent of 2%, while Q.
is a multiple of ged(L,, Ly)ﬁ The charged operators are

Weo(T,y) = exp (z Z Am> , Wy, (7, 2) = exp (2 Z Ayy) ,

site: fixed T,y site: fixed 7,x

W, (1,2 + %) = exp (z Z Azy> , W2 (T,y + %) = exp (z Z Axy) ,

zy-plaq: fixed 7,z zy-plaq: fixed 7,y

(A.25)
respectively. Actually, the two operators in the second line of ({A.25)) are not minimally
charged under the U(1) electric symmetry generated by c,,. Instead, the minimally
charged operator is

;’ 1 1

o N (A.26)
2w Ly, Lyx 2w L, L.y

2T TyY 1y _ =7 Frry 1
acd(Lo, L)\ Y T2 sy et Q’y))] !

where EZ are integer solutions of the equation [~/$Lx + f/yLy = ged(Ly, Ly). Another

18This can be seen easily in the dual frame (3.10]), where the charge is Qzy = — D cube: fixed » Moy
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minimally charged operator is
We (r,x + DWW (r,y + 1)k (A.27)

e The Zgcq(z,,1,) electric (dual winding) dipole symmetry acts as

2mmy, ~ -
Awy(r 2+ 5,9 +3) > Ag(mo+ 5,0 +3) + WyL) (Lyém,Lx—l - Lm5y,Ly—1> :
zy Ly
2TMyy
xx\1y <L, — AT, T, - ————L 52 _(51 — )
Ao (1,2,9) = A (7,2, y) ecd(Ly, L) yY (020 Lo—1)
2mmy,
Ayy(T,2,y) = Ay (T, 2, y) + W?JL)LM(%,O —Oy1,-1)
o ~
(7,7 4 5,9) = ma(T, 7+ 5,9) = WyL)LxLx(fsy,o — 0y,L,~1)0z,L,-1
xy My
my ~
ny (T, 2,y +5) = ny (T, 2,9+ 5) + WyL)LyLy(&:,o ~ 0p.0,-1)0y,Ly—1 »
xy) My

(A.28)
where m,, =0,...,gcd(L,, L,) — 1. The symmetry operator is

2mimy, ~ R .
— (Lx Z [nm/(T + %,l’ + %’y + %> + xAynﬂm(T + %73:?1/ =+ %)]

U, =
o = P ocd(La, Ly)

x
y=Ly—1

_I’y Z [ﬁxy(T“‘%7$+%yy+%)+9Axﬁyy(7+%a$+%ay)])] .

z:[?/!zfl
(A.29)
The charged operators are Wgﬁy(T, T+ %) The minimally charged operator is
WY (r,y+ 3 )gcdfizmwx (r,z+3)” ATy : (A.30)
or
Ly Ly
m (Lo Ly)
H (1,y + ged(Ly, Ly)sy, + H (7,2 + ged(Ly, Ly)se + %)_1 :
sy=1 sp=1
(A.31)

e The U(1)? magnetic (dual momentum) symmetry acts as ngﬁ2 — $i+éi, where ¢; ~ ¢;+2m
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are circle-valued constants. The Noether currents are

. 1 . 1

Jre = — z JTy:_Bya

A 27T1 ) 2m . ) ) (A.32)
Ja:x = _%gyy ) Jyy = _%gxx ) ny = %gzy )

and they satisfy
(A.33)

which follow from the equations of motion of ngﬁl The charges are

i-link: fixed 7

and the charged operators are €',

o The Zgcq(r,,1,) magnetic (dual momentum) dipole symmetry acts as

; 1 f 1 5 Y
(T + 5,24 35,y) = ST+ 35,24+ 5,y) — Qmeym ;
2 1 1 2 1 1 . €
¢y(7' + 5,%,3/ + 5) — ¢y(7' + 5,.1',:’./ + 5) + 27meym s
. 1 1 1 . 1 1 1 my
nmy(T tr+tgy+ 5) - nmy(T +t3r+ Y+ 5) - ng(L:j Ly) (Lxé%Lz—l B Lyéy’Ly—l) )
(A.35)
where m,, =0,...,gcd(L,, L,) — 1. The symmetry operator is
N 2TiMy,
Up,, = €xp <—m xzy: [any (T, 2,y + 1) — yna (1,2 + %;3/)]) : (A.36)

The charged operators are €%, and the dipole operators ei2:%s and e2vé:

The electric (dual winding) and magnetic (dual momentum) dipole symmetries do not com-
mute:

A~ _ 2mi ~ ~
Upo, Uy, = € &8I ™00 r 17 (A.37)

This signals a mixed 't Hooft anomaly between them and leads to a ground state degeneracy
of ged(Ly, Ly).

There are also time-like electric (dual winding) symmetries that act on the defects of

(A-, Ajj):
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e The U(1) time-like electric (dual winding) symmetry acts as

A= A+ (A.38)

where ¢, ~ ¢, 4+ 27 is a circle-valued constant. The charged defect is

W (z,y) = exp (z Z AT> . (A.39)

7-link: fixed z,y
It describes the world-line of a particle at (x,y).

e The Zp, time-like electric (dual winding) dipole symmetry acts as

T
AT(T + 1,x, y) — AT(T + 17% y) + 27Tm7'$57',0_ )
2 2 L, (A.40)

Nrao (T + 5, 2,Y) = Mg (T + 3,2, Y) — Mrg0ro (050 — Ou,0,-1)
where m,, =0,...,L, — 1.

o The Zj,, time-like electric (dual winding) dipole symmetry acts in a similar way with
x and y exchanged.

These time-like symmetries imply that the defects W, (x,y) and W, (2',y') have the same
time-like charges if and only if (2/,4) = (x,y). In other words, the particle described by
the defect W, cannot move, i.e., it is a fracton. On the other hand, any dipole of fractons,
described by the defect W, (2, y' )W, (x,y)~?, is fully mobile.

B Polynomial representation of functions on square
lattice

In this appendix, we develop a polynomial representation of functions on the infinite square
lattice Z2, and use it to show the following:

1. The naturalness of the action (2.6)) with respect to the global symmetry of the 2+1d
Laplacian ¢-theory of Section [2.1 More precisely, we show that the local operator
1T, e'4i®(0:7:¥i) {5 invariant under the momentum symmetry if and only if it can be

written as []72, e"72:90%9) where g;,r; € Z and Ay := A} + A2 is the discrete

Laplacian operator. Of course the winding operator ¢i% is invariant under the momen-
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tum symmetry, and it is relevant because it acts nontrivially on the ground states, so
the action ([2.6)) is not natural unless we impose the winding symmetry too.

2. The immobility of a finite set of defects with arbitrary charges, unless they can be
“locally annihilated,” in the 2+1d U(1) Laplacian gauge theory of Section

The polynomial representation was originally developed in the context of translationally
invariant Pauli stabilizer codes |71].

On an infinite square lattice Z2, any function f can be associated with a formal Laurent
power series in the variables X, Y:

fXY)= Y flayX Ty, (B.1)

(z,y)€Z?

We can think of X = e and Y = v as phases with p, and p, momenta conjugate to =
and y. Then, this definition of f(X,Y") is the discrete Fourier transform of f(z,y). Related
to that, X and Y are generators of lattice translations in the x and y directions:

XfXY)= > fla+lLyX v, (B.2)
(z,y)€Z?
and similarly for Y. Then, the difference operator A, is associated with X — 1 because

(X-DAXY)= > Afla+3yX YV, (B.3)

(z,y)€2?

Recall that A, f(z + ,y) = f(z + 1,y) — f(z,y).

More generally, any local difference operator is associated with a Laurent polynomial
s(X,Y) with integer coefficients, i.e., an element of Z[X, X 1Y, Y 1] satisfying s(1,1) = 0.
(Here, Z[X, Y, ...] is the set of polynomials in XY ... with integer coefficients, and therefore
ZIX, X 1Y, Y~ .. ]is the set of Laurent polynomials in X,V ... with integer coefficients.)

For example, the discrete Laplacian operator Az, := A2 + A; corresponds to the Laurent
polynomial
p(X,Y)=(X-2+XH+ ¥ -2+Y7). (B.4)

We can equivalently work with
PX,Y)=XYp(X,Y)=Y(X -1+ X(Y —1)%, (B.5)

which is simply a translated version of Ay. Note that p(X,Y) € Z[X,Y], ie., p(X,Y) is
a polynomial, whereas p(X,Y") is a Laurent polynomial. Indeed, we can always translate a

39



difference operator so that the associated Laurent polynomial is a polynomial[™]

Let us define a lezicographic monomial order, X =Y, on Z[X,Y]. This means we can
compare any two monomials as follows: X™Y™ = X*Y!if m > k, or m = k and n > [.
Clearly, this is a total order on all monomials in X,Y. Given a nonzero polynomial, its
leading term is the term with the largest monomial among all its terms. The corresponding
coefficient and monomial are called leading coefficient and leading monomial respectively. If
the leading coefficient is +1, the polynomial is said to be monic.

We say a polynomial a(X,Y) is reducible by another polynomial b(X,Y") if some term of
a(X,Y) is a multiple of the leading term of b(X,Y’). Furthermore, if 6(X,Y’) is monic, then
a(X,Y) can be written uniquely as

a(X,Y) = (X, Y)b(X,Y) +d(X,Y) , (B.6)

where ¢(X,Y) is the quotient and d(X,Y') is the remainder, which are uniquely determined by
demanding that d(X,Y") is not reducible by b(X,Y"). This operation is known as multivariate
division with respect to a given monomial order.

B.1 Naturalness of 241d Laplacian ¢-theory

In this appendix, we show that the action (2.6 is natural with respect to the global symmetry
of the 2+1d Laplacian ¢-theory.

Usually, the notion of naturalness assumes that a certain global symmetry is imposed
on the system and then all the relevant operators in the action respect this symmetry [72].
(See [39] for a more recent discussion comparing the notions of naturalness and robustness.)
For this to make sense, we need some scaling property, which determines which terms in
the action should be viewed as relevant, and which terms should be viewed as irrelevant.
In the lattice system, without a continuum limit, there is no such obvious scaling. Instead,
we show that every term that respects the symmetry can be expressed in terms of lattice
derivatives acting on other terms that are already present in the action. More precisely, we
will show that every term invariant under the momentum symmetry can be expressed in
terms of gauge invariant functions of Ap¢ and lattice derivatives of them. Then, we will
exclude more terms using the winding symmetry. See more details below.

In the continuum, the conclusion of this appendix is the following trivial statement. A
differential operator D that annihilates every real harmonic function on R? f(x,y) includes

9Tn the continuum, a differential operator in space becomes in momentum space a multiplication by a
polynomial in the momenta. On the lattice, we follow the interpretation of X and Y as lattice translation
generators, i.e., X = eP= Y = e'Pv and then a difference operator becomes a polynomial in X and Y.
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the Laplacian as a factor. To see that, use holomorphic coordinates and write f = g(2)+g(2).
Then, Df = 0 means that D must include a factor of 0, and using the reality, it should also
have a factor of 9;. Therefore, D = D’'0,0; with a differential operator D’.

The momentum symmetry of the 24+-1d Laplacian ¢-theory on the square lattice includes
shifts by real-valued discrete harmonic functions f(z,y) on Z? (see Section 2.1.2)). We would
like to find other terms invariant under this symmetry. We look for terms depending on D¢
with some difference operator D. Let H(Z? R) be the set of all real-valued discrete harmonic
functions. By definition, any f € H(Z? R) satisfies

Apf(z,y) =0 < p(X,Y)f(X,Y)=0. (B.7)

We would like to find the condition that the difference operator D should satisfy such that
Df(z,y) =0 for all f € H(Z*R)[

One trivial possibility is D = D’ o A, because (D' o Ap) f(x,y) = 0 for any operator D'.
This means, we could add to the action (2.6) a term of the form

~ 3 cos[(D 0 AL)] | (B.8)

site

and preserve the global symmetry. This is considered a higher-order term than A and is
always compatible with the momentum global symmetry.

A more interesting possibility would be a D that cannot be written as D’ o Ay, and yet
Df(z,y) = 0 for all f € H(Z? R). Below, we will show that this is impossible. Equivalently,
we show that any D that satisfies Df(x,y) = 0 for all f € H(Z* R) is of higher order
than Ap. This implies that the action (2.6)) is natural with respect to the global momentum
symmetry of the 24+1d Laplacian ¢-theory.

Let us rephrase the above problem in terms of polynomials. Let ¢(X,Y’) be the Laurent
polynomial associated with D. By an appropriate translation, we can write XY "¢(X,Y) =
G(X,Y), where ¢(X,Y) is a polynomial. If there is a polynomial 7(X,Y") such that ¢(X,Y") =
(X, Y)p(X,Y), then D is of higher order than Ay, i.e., D = D'oA}, where D’ is the operator
associated with X*Y°7(X,Y) for some a,b € Z.

With the above preparations, the central result of this appendix can be stated in terms
of polynomials as follows: suppose ¢(X,Y") is a polynomial such that

~

JX,Vf(X,Y)=0, VfecH(ZR), (B.9)

20We should impose D f = 0 rather than the weaker condition Df(z,y) =0 mod 27 because it should be
true for c¢f(z,y) for any c € R.
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then J(X,Y) =X, Y)p(X,Y) for some 7(X,Y) € Z[X, Y], where p(X,Y') is the polynomial
associated with the discrete Laplacian operator Aj.

More specifically, since p(X,Y") is monic with leading term X?Y, by multivariate division
with respect to lexicographic order, ¢(X,Y’) can be written uniquely as

GX,Y) = Xa(X)+ XBY) +4(Y) +#( X, Y)p(X,Y) , (B.10)

where o(X) € Z[X], B(Y),v(Y) € Z[Y], and 7#(X,Y) € Z[X,Y]. The above statement is
then equivalent to showing that a(X) = B(Y) = (YY) =0 if is obeyed, which means
that D is of higher order than Aj.

We parameterize the polynomials as

aX)=>aX',  BY)=D 0¥, AY)=) a¥t, (B.11)

=0 7=0 k=0

with nonnegative integers u, v, and w. Then, we apply (B.10) to a specific set of discrete
harmonic functions parameterized by t:@

felz,y) = X7YY,

1+t 1—t¢ (B.12)
X, =t | —— Y=t —— | .
! (1—t> : ! (1+t)

(It is easy to check that f, € H(Z2,R) for any t # 0,+1, i.e., p(X,Y)f,(X,Y) =0.) Then,

using (B.10) and (B.9)), we get

Xia(Xy) + XB(Y:) +7(Y:) =0 . (B.13)

Next, we turn this into a polynomial in ¢ by multiplying it by (1 — #)“*?(1 + ¢)” with
v =max(v — 1,w)

u v w

a;o;(t; u,v) +ijﬁj(t;u v +ch% tiu,v) =0, (B.14)

i=0 §=0 k=0

21t is related to the discrete exponential function on the square lattice Z? [73.|74], which is the discrete
analog the exponential function on the complex plane C = R2.
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where

ai(t;u,v) = (L= )" (1 + )" X7 = (=) P2(A + )" 72 (1 — 0"
By(t0) = (L (1 4 0P X ¥f =~ (L P99 (- i (B15)
Yt u,v) = (1 — )2 (1 + t)”Y;k = tk(l + t)”_k(l — t)“+k+2 )

Since the equation (B.14) holds for any ¢ # 0,+£1, the polynomial in (B.14) must vanish
identically, even at ¢ = 0,4+1. What can we say about the coefficients a;’s, b;’s, and ¢;’s
then?

For fixed (u,v,w), we have a set P(u,v,w) of polynomials in ¢, {o; : i =0, ..., u} U{S; :
j=0,...,0 U{w : k =0,...,w}. We will show that these polynomials are linearly
independent, and therefore, a(X) = 4(Y) =~v(Y) =0 and ¢(X,Y) =7(X,Y)p(X,Y).

First, note that for v < vy and w < vy — 1, we have P(u, vy, w) C P(u,vg,v9 — 1) and
P(u,v,v9 — 1) € P(u,vo,v9 — 1) because max(v — 1,v9 — 1) = max(vy — 1,w). So it suffices
to show that the polynomials in the set P(u, vg, vo — 1) are linearly independent for all u > 0
and vy > 1. We proceed by induction:

e Base case: It is easy to check that the set P(0, 1,0) is linearly independent, and hence
P(0,0,0) is also linearly independent.

e Induction step: Assume that P(u, vy, vg — 1) is linearly independent. Consider P(u +
1, Vo, Vo — 1)

(1 —=t)a(t;u,v9—1), fori=0,...,u,
(—t)u T3 (1 4 t)wotut2 - fori=u+1,
Bitiu+1,v9—1)=(1—-1)8;(t;u,v90— 1), forj=0,...,v,
Ye(t;u+ 1,09 —1) = (1 —t)

a;(t;u+ 109 —1) = {
(B.16)

Ye(t;u,v9—1), fork=0,...,090—1.

The polynomials in the first, third, and fourth lines are linearly independent by the
induction hypothesis. The second line is nonzero at ¢ = 1, whereas the other three
lines vanish at ¢ = 1, so the second line is independent of the other polynomials. Thus,
P(u+ 1,v9,v9 — 1) is linearly independent.
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Now consider P(u, vy + 1, vp):

a;(t;u,v9) = (1 +t)a(t;u,v9— 1), fori=0,...,u,

Bi(t;u,vg) = (I+1)8(tu,v0—1), forj=0,... v,

VANERS _tv0+2(1_t)u+vo+27 forj:'l)()—l—l, (Bl?)
W.M){<1+t>vk<t;u,vo—1>, for k=0,...,v—1,

k\l, Wy, V) —

oo (1 — t)utvot2 for k = vy,

The polynomials in the first, second, and fourth lines are linearly independent by the
induction hypothesis. Those in the third and fifth lines are linear independent of the
other polynomials because they do not vanish at t = —1, and of each other because
they have different degrees. Thus, P(u, vy + 1, vp) is linearly independent.

Therefore, P(u,v,w) is linearly independent for any (u,v,w). Since the polynomial in ¢ in
(B.14)) must vanish identically, it follows that a;, = b; = ¢, = 0, s0 a(X) = B(Y) =v(Y) = 0.
Hence, ¢(X,Y) =7(X,Y)p(X,Y), which is what we set out to show.

It follows that any difference operator D (which is associated with the polynomial
¢(X,Y)) respecting the momentum global symmetry must be of higher order than Ap,
ie, D=DoAr.

Next, we impose also the winding symmetry. This excludes terms such as cos ®. Using
an argument similar to the one above, it is easy to see that the model is also natural with
respect to the winding symmetry. One way to see that is to first dualize the theory and
apply the argument above with ¢ <> ¢. We conclude that the action (2.6) is natural if we
impose its entire global symmetry.

B.2 Mobility of defects in 2+1d U(1) Laplacian gauge theory

In this appendix, we prove the immobility of any finite set of defects with arbitrary charges
(except in some trivial cases) in the 24-1d U(1) Laplacian gauge theory on the infinite square
lattice Z2.

Before proceeding, let us distinguish between two kinds of defects that capture the motion
of a particle. Typically, when a particle can move between two points, there is an operator
supported in a small region, e.g., a line joining the two points. However, there are also
situations where the operator that moves the particle can have a support spanning O(L,) or
O(L,) sites even though the two points are separated by a much smaller distance. (See [21]
for a discussion and examples of both kinds of operators.) The existence of the latter kind
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of operators depends on the number-theoretic properties of L;, whereas the former kind of
operators exist for all L;. In particular, only the former make sense on the infinite square
lattice.

Consider the defect

exp [iZAT(T + %,x,y)] , (B.18)

which describes the worldline of a single particle with unit charge. Under the time-like
symmetry that shifts

2rmgr 2TmyYy
L, L,

AT(T—i—%,x,y) —>AT<T+%,J},y)—|—(5770 < ) , mg, my € Z, (B.19)
the defect (B.18)) acquires an (z, y)-dependent phase, so it cannot bend. In other words, the
particle is completely immobile, i.e., it is a fracton.

Since the time-like symmetry in is present also in the scalar charge theory, the
same conclusion holds there. The selection rules from the time-like global symmetries give a
more precise explanation of the intuitive “dipole moment conservation” discussed in [24}-26].
(See [21] for a discussion.)

Next, consider the defect

exp <Z Z [AT(T + %7I + Zo,Y + yO) - AT(T + %a xay)]) ) (BQO)

T

which describes the worldline of a dipole of particles with charges +1 with separation (xg, ¥o)-
The shift imposes the constraint that the defect cannot move unless the separation
is held fixed. This is the only constraint in the scalar charge theory, and as long as it is
met, the dipole can move. There are additional constraints in the Laplacian gauge theory.
Indeed, under the time-like symmetry that shifts (for simplicity, we set L, = L, = L)

2rmaxy N 2rm/(x* — y* — Lx + Ly)

B.21
7 5] , (B.21)

A (r 4 dary) = An(r+ L) + 6. {

where m, m’ € Z, the defect (B.20)) acquires an (z,y)-dependent phase, so it cannot bend.
In other words, the dipole is also completely immobile.

More generally, consider the defect

exp [iZZqi.AT(T + %,xi,yi)] . (B.22)

T =1
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which describes the world-lines of n particles labelled by ¢ = 1,...,n, with positions (z;,v;),
and charges ¢;. It is difficult to analyze this case in full generality on a finite lattice, so we
limit ourselves to an infinite square lattice.

Under the shift of A, by a discrete harmonic function f € H(Z? R) at a fixed time 7 = 0,
the phase acquired by the defect is exp [i >, ¢; f(xi,y;)]. The defect carries trivial
time-like charges (i.e., it is in the trivial superselection sector) if and only if for all discrete
harmonic functions f € H(Z? R)

Z ¢f(zi,y) =0 = q(X, Y)f(X, Y)=0. (B.23)

(Once again, we cannot impose the weaker condition > ¢;f(z;,v;) =0 mod 27 because
this equation should be true even for cf(x,y) for any ¢ € R.) As we showed in Section
[B.1] this is possible if and only if ¢(X,Y) = 7(X,Y)p(X,Y) for some Laurent polynomial
r(X,Y).

To see the physical meaning of being invariant under the time-like symmetry, assume
that such an r(X,Y) exists. Then, we can construct the following defect

exp ZZZ%AT(T—F %,xi,yi)] X exp [—injA(O,xj,yj)] . <B24)

7<0 i=1 j=1

Here, r; and (;,y;) are obtained from r(X,Y) = 77" r;X®Y¥%. This defect describes
annihilation of the n particles at time 7 = 0. To see that this defect is gauge invariant,

observe that, under a gauge transformation, the exponent transforms as

ZQ1Q<Ouxlayl> - ZT]ALOZ(O,ZUJ,Z/]) . <B25)
i=1 j=1

This is the coefficient of X°Y? term in [¢(X,Y) — r(X,Y)p(X,Y)]a(X,Y), and so it van-
ishes Z

22Here, &(X,Y) is the formal Laurent power series associated with the gauge parameter a(x,y). It should
not be confused with the gauge parameter &; in Section
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In fact, we can write the defect (B.24) as

exp [iZZTjALAT(T + %,l’j,yj)] X exp [—iZTjA(Oa%yj)]

<0 j=1 7=1

= Hexp [z’rj Z AL A (T + %7-73]" y;) — ir; A0, z;, y])]
j=1

7<0

(B.26)

Each factor here describes particles being annihilated “locally” because the operator that
annihilates them is local.

The result in (B.26)) can be understood intuitively as follows. In this special case, the
collection of defects coming from the past can be expressed as a “total spatial deriva-
tive” using the Laplacian as in the first factor in . In this form, each term with the
Laplacian can end using the local operator made out of A in the second factor in .
The result, in this case, is that the collection of defects can be annihilated by an operator
at time 7 = 0

Let us now examine the mobility of the n particles described by the defect . We
stress that we consider mobility only under the restriction that the charges of the particles
and the separations between them remain fixed. (Relaxing these two restrictions can lead
to more possibilities, which we will not discuss here.) Then, we say that the n particles can
move by (zg,yo) # (0,0) if there is a defect of the form

n l
exp [l Z Z QiAT(T + %a Ty, yz)] X exp [Z Z SkA(O’ Lk, yk)]

7<0 =1 k=1

N (B.27)
T [p3p SRS
7>0 =1
This defect exists, i.e., it is gauge invariant, if and only if
(X*Y" —1)g(X,Y) =s(X,Y)p(X,Y), (B.28)

where s(X,Y) = 22:1 spX T Y'Y Equivalently, this is precisely the condition for which the
time-like charges of the n particles remain unchanged after displacing them by (xg, yo)-

If ¢(X,Y) is a multiple of p(X,Y), ie., ¢(X,Y) = r(X,Y)p(X,Y) for some Laurent

Z3This is analogous to the following very well known fact in standard U(1) gauge theories. A
dipole of particles with charges +1 is represented by the defect exp(i [dr [A;(r,z) — A.(7,0)]) =

expli [dr [ da’ 0, A-(7,2')]. Tt can end at 7 = 0, as described by exp(i f_ooo dr [A.(1,2) — A (1,0)])
exp[—i [y da’ Ag(0,2")].
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polynomial r(X,Y), then we can always choose s(X,Y) = r(X,Y)(X*Y% — 1) so that
is satisfied. However, this is not an interesting situation because, when ¢(X,Y) =
r(X,Y)p(X,Y), the defect has trivial time-like charges as explained around (B.23).
Consequently, similar to the discussion around , this situation can be interpreted as
“locally annihilating” the particles and then “locally creating” them elsewhere. For example,

when r(X,Y) = 1, the defect (B.27) is

exp

[ Z ALAT(T + %7 07 O)] X €Xp [ZA(Oa Zo, yO) - 2"4(07 07 0)]
7<0

(B.29)

X exp

Z.X:AL-/LLF(T + %73:07310)] )

7>0

where the operator e=*4(009) annihilates the particles around (0,0) and then the operator
e A0zo00) creates them around (zg,7o). For more general 7(X,Y), the defect (B.27) is a
product of defects of the form (B.29)).

Can we have a defect like (B.27) when ¢(X,Y") is not a multiple of p(X,Y)? Imposing
(B.28)), we see that this can happen if and only if X*0Y¥% — 1 shares a nontrivial factor with
p(X,Y). Let us show that the latter cannot happen.

First, it is easy to check that p(X,Y’) is monic, non-constant, and irreducible up to a
monomial.@ Let d = ged(zo,yo), which is well defined because (zg,v0) # (0,0). We can
write

XYW — ] = (X®oY¥%)d — 1 = (XT0Y% — 1)H(X,Y) , (B.30)

where z = xo/d, yy = yo/d, and t(X,Y) = Zf;é(X””éYyé)c is a Laurent polynomial with
t(1,1) = d # 0. The last condition implies that p(X,Y’) cannot share a nontrivial factor with
t(X,Y). Since ged(z), y) = 1, the factor XY % — 1 is monic, non-constant, and irreducible
up to a monomial [75]. So, p(X,Y) cannot share a nontrivial factor with XY % —1 as well.
Therefore, p(X,Y’) does not share a nontrivial factor with X*0yv — 1.

To summarize, a finite set of charged particles cannot move in the 2+1d U(1) Laplacian
gauge theory on a square lattice unless they are in the trivial superselection sector, i.e., they
can be “annihilated locally.” We remind the reader that when we say “move”, the particles
retain their charges and move in a rigid way.

24 A polynomial is said to be irreducible if it cannot be written as product of two polynomials, neither of
which is +1. We say a Laurent polynomial g(X,Y) is irreducible up to a monomial if X*Y?g(X,Y) is an
irreducible polynomial for some a,b € Z. For example, p(X,Y) = XYp(X,Y) is an irreducible polynomial,
so p(X,Y) is irreducible up to a monomial.
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