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Anomalies are a powerful way to gain insight into possible lattice regularizations of a quantum
field theory. In this work, we argue that the continuum anomaly for a given symmetry can be
matched by a manifestly-symmetric, local, lattice regularization in the same spacetime dimensionality
only if (i) the symmetry action is offsite, or (ii) if the continuum anomaly is reproduced exactly
on the lattice. We consider lattice regularizations of a class of prototype models of QCD: the
(1+1)-dimensional asymptotically-free Grassmannian nonlinear sigma models (nlσms) with a θ term.
Using the Grassmannian nlσms as a case study, we provide examples of lattice regularizations in
which both possibilities are realized. For possibility (i), we argue that Grassmannian nlσms can be
obtained from SU(N ) antiferromagnets with a well-defined continuum limit, reproducing both the
infrared physics of θ vacua and the ultraviolet physics of asymptotic freedom. These results enable
the application of new classical algorithms to lattice Monte Carlo studies of these quantum field
theories, and provide a viable realization suited for their quantum simulation. On the other hand,
we show that, perhaps surprisingly, the conventional lattice regularization of θ vacua due to Berg
and Lüscher reproduces the anomaly exactly on the lattice, providing a realization of the second
possibility.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The Standard Model of particle physics, and in particular the strong sector described by quantum chromodynamics (qcd), has many physically relevant yet so-far
inaccessible regimes beyond perturbation theory. While
non-perturbative methods such as lattice field theory using classical Monte Carlo (mc) methods have been used
with remarkable success, many problems of interest such
as real-time dynamics, finite-density or nontrivial θ vacua
remain inaccessible. Recently, the growth of quantum
technologies has opened up the possibility of exploring
these questions. However, the infinite-dimensional local
Hilbert space of standard bosonic lattice field theories
limits their applicability to near-term quantum platforms
with low qubit counts. This has motivated a search for unconventional lattice regularizations of quantum field theories (qfts) with finite-dimensional local Hilbert spaces.
New lattice regularizations of a given qft can also provide
solutions to sign problems and enable application of cluster algorithms. Success in low-dimensional asymptoticallyfree prototypes of qcd establishes a route towards developing new tools for lattice studies of qcd, both on
classical and quantum hardware [1–35].
If one goes beyond naı̈ve discretizations of the continuum Hamiltonian (and perturbative improvements
thereof), then the space of possible lattice regularizations of a given qft is immense. In general, a lattice
regularization for a given qft is any lattice Hamiltonian
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(or action) which has the correct quantum critical point
and relevant parameter (in the renormalization group
(rg) sense). We might ask: how do we find new lattice regularizations, perhaps with unique advantages for
quantum and classical simulations? While it is clear that
symmetries are an important part of this story, the point
of view of this work is that this search can be refined by
considerations of anomalies.
To make this concrete, in this work, we consider lattice
regularizations of a certain class of (1+1)-dimensional
nonlinear sigma models (nlσms) with a θ term, called
the Grassmannian Grk (N ) nlσms, which are well-known
prototypes of qcd. These are nlσms with the target
space
Grk (N ) = U(N )/[U(k) × U(N − k)],

(1)

formally defined by the continuum action
Z
Z
1
θ
S= 2
d2 x Tr(∂µ P )2 +
d2 x µν Tr P ∂µ P ∂ν P
g
4π
(2)
where P (t, x) ∈ Grk (N ) is an N × N Hermitian projector
matrix such that P 2 = P = P † and Tr P = k. Important
examples of this class are the k = 1 models, which are
also known as CP(N − 1) models. All these models are
asymptotically-free, have a dynamically generated mass
scale, and admit a θ term. The Gr1 (2) = CP(1) case, also
called the O(3) nlσm, has been particularly important as
a testbed for developments in lattice qcd.
A majority of the lattice work in understanding these
models has used the lattice formulation which is a direct
discretization of Eq. (2), which we refer to as the “conventional” lattice regularization. In this regularization, a
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satisfactory topological definition of the θ term was proposed by Berg–Lüscher for the CP(N −1) model. While it
has nice topological properties, a lattice mc study of general θ vacua has been limited by a severe sign problem at
θ 6= 0, except in special cases. (It can be somewhat alleviated for the O(3) model using a meron cluster formulation
[36–38].)
Recently, another type of lattice regularization was
proposed: as an antiferromagnetic model of qubits [31],
such that a controlled continuum limit at arbitrary θ
can be taken by adding a small extra dimension. We
call this a “qubit” regularization. Not only is this a
very natural regularization of the θ vacua on quantum
computers, it also does not suffer from a sign problem
at nontrivial θ for classical mc computations. However,
it does not have manifest topological properties, which
only become apparent as one takes the continuum limit.
Therefore, both these types of regularizations have their
own advantages.
In this work, we take a step back and attempt to understand these two types of regularizations from the point
of view of anomalies. In particular, these models have an
’t Hooft anomaly at θ = π [39], which presents obstructions for certain kinds of symmetric lattice regularizations.
The obstruction from the anomaly can manifest on the
lattice in two ways, and we argue that the two abovementioned regulators correspond to precisely these two
ways.
The presence of an anomaly for a given symmetry G
implies that for a G-symmetric lattice regularization, the
symmetry cannot be both manifest and onsite. (We give
a more detailed argument and explain our definitions
in Section II.) A G-anomaly in the continuum theory
implies that it should be impossible to gauge G – this
should also be true on the lattice. If the symmetry is
offsite, then it cannot be gauged in the usual manner,
and therefore the constraint is satisfied. On the other
hand, if the symmetry is onsite, then the only way for the
lattice regularization to match the anomaly is to explicitly
reproduce the anomaly.
We can now place the two regularizations of the CP(1)
or the O(3) model in this framework. Here the anomaly
is for G = SO(3) × C, where C is charge conjugation.
This particular anomaly is especially interesting since
an analogous anomaly exists for 3+1-dimensional SU(N )
Yang-Mills at θ = π [39].
The qubit regularization of the θ term is of the first
kind. Starting from the theory at θ = π, C is realized
offsite as a translation-by-one symmetry. Therefore, we
can tune θ away from π by simply breaking the translation
symmetry, which can be done by introducing staggered
couplings. This generates a θ term for the low-energy
effective theory.
On the other hand, the conventional regularization
with the Berg–Lüscher θ term in fact does have an exact G symmetry with onsite action. As argued above,
this should imply that this regularization exhibits the
anomaly exactly on the lattice. As we show in this work

(see Section IV), this is indeed the case. This is perhaps
surprising since it is often assumed that there are no
anomalies on the lattice. A gauging procedure, much like
the one used to derive the anomalies in the continuum,
works for the lattice theory and reproduces the anomaly.
In fact, our derivation can also be thought of as an independent computation of the anomaly, using a well-defined
lattice model. Therefore, this well-known regularization
is an example of the second possibility.
More recently, another illuminating perspective has
come in the language of symmetry-protected topological (spt) phases. ’t Hooft anomalies in a D-dimensional
(Euclidean) theory correspond to spt phases of a (D + 1)dimensional theory, which is the so-called bulk/boundary
correspondence [40]. From this point of view, a Ddimensional theory with an ’t Hooft anomaly can naturally
arise on the boundary of a (D + 1)-dimensional nontrivial
spt phase. However, there are obstructions when trying
to formulate theory in a manifestly D-dimensional setup.
Refs. [41–43] have attempted to formulate the Nielsen–
Ninomiya theorem in the language of spt phases. Their
claim is that it is impossible to obtain a local, symmetric, manifestly D-dimensional lattice regularization of the
boundary theory. However, as we argue, their conclusions
are somewhat incomplete. It is in fact not impossible
to obtain a manifestly D dimensional local realization of
the boundary of an spt phase. The “no-go” theorem can
be avoided in a rather direct way: the lattice theory can
manifestly exhibit the anomaly.
In the condensed matter literature, some of this has
been long appreciated in the context of Lieb–Schultz–
Mattis–Oshikawa–Hastings (lsmoh) theorems. In particular, the connection between lsmoh and anomalies
has been delineated in Refs. [44, 45]. It is pointed out in
Ref. [45], that if a D-dimensional (Euclidean) continuum
theory with a G-anomaly is known to arise as the lowenergy effective theory of a D dimensional lattice model,
then either (i) G must be offsite, or (ii) G must not be an
exact symmetry of the lattice model. This is sometimes
phrased as a “no-go” theorem. Here we show that there is
another possibility which is often missed: the symmetry
is both onsite and exact, but the lattice theory explicitly
has the anomaly.
There have been several other recent examples of
anomalies on the lattice. For example, this has been
shown for Kähler–Dirac fermions on triangulated lattices
[46–50]. In the case of chiral fermions, formulations satisfying the Ginsparg–Wilson relation have been shown to
reproduce the anomaly on the lattice for a modified chiral
symmetry [51–54].
This manuscript is organized as follows. In Section II,
we present our general arguments regarding lattice regularizations for theories with anomalous symmetries, and
present an overview of the two examples of lattice regularizations which we consider in this work, explaining
how they realize the anomalies in different ways. Then
in Section III, we discuss a “qubit” regularization, with
finite-dimensional local Hilbert spaces, of the Grassman-
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nian nonlinear sigma models. Then in Section IV, we
discuss lattice regularizations exhibiting the anomalies
explicitly, including a generalization of the well-known
regularization of the θ-term in CP(N − 1) models due
to Berg–Lüscher to the Grk (N ) models. Finally, in Section V, we summarize our results and comment on some
future directions.

II. OBSTRUCTIONS TO LATTICE
REGULARIZATIONS FROM ANOMALIES

One of the aims of this work is to emphasize how obstructions to regulating a theory on the lattice arising
from anomalies guide us in constructing new lattice regularizations.
In this work, we always refer to “anomaly” in the sense
of an ’t Hooft anomaly: a symmetry G is said to be
’t Hooft anomalous if it cannot be consistently gauged.
We emphasize that G is a genuine symmetry of the theory,
and that the presence of an ’t Hooft anomaly does not
indicate an inconsistency of the theory. We shall also
confine our attention to internal symmetries.
In many cases of interest, the G anomaly has a bit more
structure. If G is generated by two subgroups G1 , G2
such that there is no obstruction to gauging G1 or G2
individually, but gauging G1 breaks G2 , or vice versa, then
we say there is a mixed anomaly between G1 and G2 . In
other words, G1 and G2 cannot be gauged simultaneously.
In all the cases we consider in this work, we always have
a mixed anomaly, although the arguments apply more
generally.
From the point of view of lattice regularizations, the
presence of an ’t Hooft anomaly shows up as an obstruction to constructing certain type of lattice regularizations:
an anomaly in G for a D-dimensional continuum theory
implies that we cannot have a D-dimensional G-symmetric
lattice regularization with G both manifest and onsite.
By a “manifest” symmetry, we mean an exact symmetry
of the theory which is also an invariance of the action. In
contrast, a nonmanifest symmetry is one where the action
is noninvariant, but all correlation functions are invariant.
We emphasize that in both cases, we are referring to an
exact symmetry of the theory.
By an “onsite” symmetry, we mean that the symmetry
group acts on the full Hilbert space as a tensor product
of representations on the local Hilbert spaces. (In bosonic
field theories, the full Hilbert space of a lattice model
naturally admits a factorization as a tensor product of
Hilbert spaces at each lattice site, which we call the
local Hilbert space.) We shall also say that a non-onsite
symmetry is “offsite.”
If the symmetry G were manifest and onsite, then
we could trivially gauge them both on the lattice by
introducing appropriate link variables, and this would
violate the anomaly. Therefore, a local G-symmetric
D-dimensional lattice regulator for a theory with a G
anomaly must

(i) realize G offsite, or
(ii) realize G onsite but nonmanifestly.
Another widely-appreciated possibility is that the Ddimensional theory arises as the boundary theory of a
(D + 1)-dimensional lattice model in an spt phase [40,
43, 55]. In such cases, it is possible to obtain a lattice
regulator with an exact onsite symmetry, albeit at the
cost of introducing an extra dimension. Yet another
possibility is to consider lattice regulators in which G
is not a symmetry microscopically but arises at large
distances. In this work, we only consider symmetric
lattice regulators in D spacetime dimensions, in which
case we have only the two possibilities listed above.
As mentioned in the introduction, while possibility (i)
is well-known, especially in the context of lsmoh theorem
in condensed-matter literature [44, 45], possibility (ii) is
often missed. Indeed, the anomaly implies that there
must somehow be an obstruction to gauging G, while
if G acts onsite, there seems to be no obstruction to
turning on a background gauge field for it. The only
possibility, therefore, seems to be that the dependence
on the background gauge field cannot be gauge invariant,
which is to say that the lattice regulator must
(ii*) explicitly exhibit the anomaly.
Indeed, this will be the case in the examples discussed
in Section IV. It is also the case in the modified Villain
models [56–59]. We should also note that it may be possible for a lattice regulator with offsite symmetry to also
explicitly exhibit an anomaly, such as Ginsparg–Wilson
fermions [43, 52].
In this work, we provide examples for both scenarios
(i) and (ii), using the (1 + 1)-dimensional Grk (N ) nlσm
as a case study.
A.

O(3) nonlinear sigma model

To simplify the discussion a bit, let us first consider
the case of Gr1 (2) = CP(1), or the O(3) model with a θ
term. This model can be formulated in terms of a unit
3-vector field ~n(x) with Euclidean action
Z
Z
1
iθ
2
2
S= 2
d x (∂µ~n) +
d2 x µν ~n · (∂µ~n × ∂ν ~n).
2g
8π
(3)
At any θ, the theory has a global SO(3) symmetry. At
θ = 0, π it also has a charge conjugation symmetry,
C : ~n(x) 7→ −~n(x).

(4)

At θ = π, this theory has a mixed anomaly between
SO(3) and C symmetries [39]. The above argument then
implies that a lattice regularization of the θ = π O(3)
nlσm must either realize SO(3) × C offsite, or it must
explicitly exhibit the anomaly.
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One lattice regularization of the O(3) nlσm is provided
by the spin- 21 Heisenberg antiferromagnet
H=J

P~ ~
Si · Sj ,

(5)

hiji

~i are spin- 1 operators and the sum runs over
where S
2
nearest neighbor sites i, j. In one spatial dimension, this
is famously known to be described by the O(3) nlσm at
θ = π at low energies [60–62]. Interestingly, this can be
thought of as not just a low-energy effective field theory
(eft) but also a genuine lattice regularization by adding
a small extra dimension of size L0 (odd) in the D-theory
formulation [5, 6, 14, 15]. As shown in Refs. [31, 63],
the continuum limit of the O(3) model at θ = π can
be obtained by taking L0 → ∞ (odd). This not only
reproduces the physics of θ = π in the infrared (ir), but
also the asymptotic freedom in the ultraviolet (uv).
In this regularization, the SO(3) symmetry is clearly
manifest and onsite, and therefore can be gauged easily.
However, the continuum charge conjugation symmetry
acts on the lattice as translation by one unit [64]
~i →
~i+1
C: S
7 S

(6)

and therefore realizes possibility (i) of the above theorem.
It is especially interesting to consider the case of a
widely-used lattice regularization of the O(3) nlσm on
a two-dimensional Euclidean spacetime lattice, given by
the following action at θ = π:
S0 [~n] = −

1 P
~ni · ~nj
g 2 hiji

(7)

where the ~ni are real unit 3-vectors and the sum runs
over nearest neighbor sites i, j on a square lattice. In the
g → 0 limit, this defines a lattice regularization for the
θ = 0 theory. This has a manifest onsite G = SO(3) × C
symmetry, with C : ~ni 7→ −~ni .
Let us now assume that there is a local G symmetric
deformation of the action in Eq. (7) which allows us to
switch on θ = π,
Sθ=π [~n] = S0 [~n] + S1 [~n].

(8)

But if this were the case, we would be able to gauge G,
violating the constraint from the anomaly. Therefore, we
conclude that it is impossible to obtain the θ = π from
Eq. (7) in this manner.
The above argument might at first glance lead one to
think that there simply cannot be a lattice regularization
of the θ = π theory with onsite SO(3) × C symmetry,
but this would be too hasty. Indeed, there is a wellknown construction of the θ term on the lattice for the
CP(N − 1) models, due to Berg and Lüscher [65, 66],
which is SO(3) × C symmetric at θ = 0, π. In their
formulation, the action of SO(3) × C symmetry is onsite.
The reason their formulation avoids the “no-go theorem”
is that while the Boltzmann weight exp(−S) is invariant

under C, the action itself is not. In this sense, the C
invariance is not manifest in their formulation. (A similar
point has been made by Ref. [57] in the context of modified
Villain models.) Indeed, the same is true in the continuum
formulation (7). A “no-go theorem” for this case can be
therefore be phrased as
There cannot be a lattice regulator for the θ =
π O(3) nlσm with manifest onsite SO(3) × C
symmetry.
On the other hand, there is no obstruction to gauging
SO(3). And if SO(3) × C is an exact onsite symmetry of
lattice theory such that SO(3) can be gauged, then the
only way out is if the lattice theory explicitly produces
the anomaly. As we will show in Section IV, this is indeed
the case, giving us an example of possibility (ii) above.

B.

Generalization to Grk (N ) models

The previous discussion about the O(3) model can be
generalized neatly to the general class of asymptoticallyfree Grk (N ) models with a θ term, given by the continuum
action in Eq. (2). The P field transforms under the action
of PSU(N ) symmetry, as well as charge conjugation
C : P (x) 7→ P (x)∗ .

(9)

PSU(N ) symmetry is present at any θ, while C symmetry
is present only at θ = 0, π. As discussed in Appendix C, a
continuum analysis of mixed anomalies between PSU(N )
and C symmetries reveals [67]:
1. N = even, k = odd: At θ = π, there is a mixed
anomaly between PSU(N ) and C symmetries.
2. Otherwise: There is a “global inconsistency” between the θ = 0 and θ = π theories.
For the first case, we have an immediate generalization
of the above argument for the O(3) model. However, the
second case results in a more subtle type of obstruction
to lattice regularization.
A “global inconsistency” [39, 68, 69] between the θ =
0, π continuum theories says that the action cannot be
modified by a local symmetric counterterm such that
both points are anomaly free. In other words, unlike the
case (N, k) = (even, odd), we can remove the anomaly
at θ = π, but at the cost of introducing an anomaly at
θ = 0. From the point of view of a lattice regularization,
this suggests an interesting type of constraint. While,
in principle, it is possible to have lattice regulators with
manifest onsite PSU(N ) o C symmetry at both θ = 0, π
points, we have the following obstruction:
There cannot be a lattice regulator which allows one to continuously tune θ from 0 to π,
such that at θ = 0, π there is manifest onsite
PSU(N ) o C symmetry.
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To see this, let us assume that we have a lattice action S0 which furnishes a lattice regularization of the
θ = 0 theory with a manifest onsite PSU(N ) o C symmetry. Now, let us further assume that there is a local
PSU(N ) symmetric perturbation Kγ parametrized by a
continuously tunable parameter γ ∈ [0, 1],
Sγ = S0 + Kγ

1 P
Tr Pi Pj
g 2 hiji

(11)

where Pi ∈ Grk (N ) are N × N Hermitian projector matrices with P 2 = P and Tr P = k. We generalize the
construction of Berg–Lüscher and construct a lattice θ
term for this model. This model has an exact onsite
PSU(N ) o C symmetry. Therefore, this model must exhibit the anomaly explicitly on the lattice. Using a method
very analogous to the continuum, we indeed find that this
model reproduces the continuum anomaly exactly, and
therefore provides an example of possibility (ii) of the
no-go theorem. We provide details on the construction
and the computation of the anomaly in Section IV.
III.

Sublattice B
p

k
N −k

(10)

The perturbation Kγ is such that K0 = 0, and S1 furnishes a regularization for the θ = π theory. If K1 is
invariant under the onsite C action, then we can gauge
PSU(N ) symmetry such that C symmetry survives at
both θ = 0, π. This contradicts global inconsistency,
which requires that C be explicitly broken at either θ = 0
or θ = π. Therefore, such a regulator cannot exist.
We present two kinds of regularizations in this work,
generalizing the previous discussion of the CP(1) model
to Grk (N ) models. The first kind is based on SU(N )
antiferromagnets, and realizes possibility (i), with an
offsite implementation of the C symmetry. As in the CP(1)
case [31], a θ term can be introduced by staggering the
couplings, and continuum limit can be taken with the Dtheory prescription. We discuss the details in Section III.
In the second kind, we consider models on Euclidean
spacetime lattices, such as the conventional lattice regularization of the Grk (N ) models, with the θ = 0 theory
given by the lattice action
S0 [P ] = −

Sublattice A
p

A QUBIT REGULARIZATION OF
GRASSMANNIAN MODELS

In this section, we propose a lattice regularization for
the Grassmannian nonlinear sigma models with a θ term
using SU(N ) antiferromagnets with staggered couplings,
generalizing recent results for the CP(1) model [31].
The model is defined on a two-dimensional LX × LY
square bipartite lattice. We denote the two sublattices
as Λ and Λ̄. On sublattice Λ, we place SU(N ) spins in
the representation R = (k, p) given by the rectangular
Young tableau with k rows and p columns. On sublattice
Λ̄, we place SU(N ) spins in the conjugate representation
R̄ = (N −k, p), as shown in Fig. 1. Different choices of the

FIG. 1. Young tableau for the representations each sublattice
of the SU(N ) Heisenberg antiferromagnet on a bipartite lattice.
On the sublattice A, we choose the representation R = (k, p)
given by a Young tableau of p columns and k rows, while
on the sublattice B, we choose the conjugate representation
R̄ = (N − k, p).

bipartitions can be considered. We show two such choices
in Fig. 2. Given a choice of the bipartition and representations, we write the nearest-neighbor SU(N ) symmetric
Heisenberg Hamiltonian with staggered couplings
P
P
α
α
α
α
H=
Jx,y Tx,y
Tx+1,y
+ J0
Tx,y
Tx,y+1
(12)
(x,y)

(x,y)

where Tα are the SU(N ) generators (α = 1, . . . , N 2 −1) in
representation R or R̄ depending on the site (x, y) , Jx,y
are the couplings along the x direction, J 0 is the coupling
along the y direction. As shown in Fig. 2, we consider
the two configurations for staggering the couplings:
Alternating: J 0 > 0,
Columnar: J 0 < 0,

Jx,y = J[1 + (−1)x+y γ], (13)
Jx,y = J[1 + (−1)x γ],
(14)

where J > 0 is always antiferromagnetic, and γ is the staggering parameter. Given a choice of bipartition Λ, Λ̄, the
couplings J, J 0 , γ are chosen such that interactions within
the sublattice are ferromagnetic, while the interactions
between different sublattices are antiferromagnetic.
The representations R, R̄ and the couplings are chosen
such that the two-dimensional model is in the massless
broken phase in the LX , LY → ∞ limit. (We discuss this
in more detail below.) With this choice of representations,
a continuum limit can be defined on a LX × LY spatial
lattice, in the regime LX  LY  1. More precisely, the
continuum limit can be taken by considering LY even or
odd, and taking LY → ∞ with fixed γLY , resulting in
the Grk (N ) nlσm with
θ = πpLY (1 + γf )

(15)

where f is a non-universal parameter.

Low-energy physics and θ vacua

It was shown by Read and Sachdev [70] using coherentstate formalism that in the large-p limit, the twodimensional SU(N ) antiferromagnet with the above choice
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Alternating
J−

Columnar

J+

J−

J′ > 0

J+

J′ < 0
LY

LY

LX

LX

FIG. 2. Viable lattice regularizations of the Grk (N ) nlσm with a θ term using SU(N ) antiferromagnets. The red and blue
dots indicate sites at different sublattices, with representations given by the rectangular Young tableaux shown in Fig. 1. The
interactions within the same sublattice are always ferromagnetic, while interactions between different sublattices are always
antiferromagnet. The thickness of the bonds indicates alternating strength of the interactions. The continuum limit of the
Grk (N ) nlσm at nontrivial θ is obtained in the LY → ∞ limit with fixed γLY .

of representations results in a Grk (N ) nlσm at low energies. For a one-dimensional SU(N ) antiferromagnetic
chain, it can also be easily shown that a θ term is induced at low energies by staggering the couplings (see
Appendix D). This can be understood by the fact that the
C symmetry is realized offsite as a translation by one site,
and therefore a staggered coupling breaks the C symmetry,
which should generically induce a θ term in the nlσm. For
SU(N ) ladders with LY fixed, we can argue that the model
is effectively a one-dimensional nlσm [71, 72] and similar
considerations apply. Indeed, in Refs. [71–73] a semiclassical analysis in the large-(SLY ) limit was performed for
the spin-S SU(2) ladders with staggered couplings, and
it was shown that the long-distance physics is that of a
(1+1)-dimensional O(3) nlσm with θ = πSLY (1 + cγ),
where γ determines the strength of staggering and c is a
nonuniversal parameter.
As we have argued above, the low-energy physics of the
SU(N ) model of Eq. (12) is given by the Grk (N ) nlσm
with a θ term. However, to claim that we have a lattice
regularization of a qft, this is not enough – we must have
a prescription for taking the continuum limit.

Continuum limit and asymptotic freedom

An elegant prescription for taking the continuum-limit
is provided by the D-theory approach [5, 14, 15]. In this
approach, a (d+1)-dimensional asymptotically-free theory
can be obtained from a system in (d + 1) + 1 spacetime
dimensions, where the extra spatial dimension is taken to
be small in physical units. There are two ingredients for
this to work. The first one is that the (d + 1)-dimensional
model should be in a massless phase, and the second is
dimensional reduction.
Let us assume that the two-dimensional model is in
broken phase with massless Goldstone modes. (We will
discuss the conditions for this in more detail below.) We
take the extent in the extra spatial dimension to be LY .
The low-energy continuum action (without the θ term)

is
1
S0 = 2
2g

ZLY

Z
dy

dx dt Tr[(∂x P )2 + (∂t P )2 + (∂y P )2 ]

0

(16)
where y is the extra dimension. When LY is infinite, the
system is ordered and the correlation length ξ is infinite
(Goldstone modes are massless). Now, if LY is reduced
and made finite, a new length scale ξSR (LY ) appears in
the system, which we may call the symmetry restoration
scale. For scales smaller than ξSR (LY ), the system is
ordered (symmetry broken), while for scales larger that
ξSR (LY ), the system is disordered by the fluctuations
of the massive Goldstone modes and the symmetry is
restored.
For LY finite, ξSR (LY ) must be finite. This is because,
if it were infinite, then for any finite LY , the system would
be ordered along the y direction, and would therefore
effectively become (1+1)-dimensional. But this would
imply that the (1+1)-dimensional system is ordered and
has a broken continuous symmetry, which is impossible
due to the Coleman–Mermin–Wagner theorem. In other
words, as LY is reduced from being infinite to finite, the
−1
Goldstone modes pick up a mass ∼ ξSR
, which determines
the scale at which the system disorders.
Let us assume that we can make LY small enough such
that ξSR (LY )  LY . Again, the physics is effectively
frozen in the y direction and it can be explicitly integrated
over in the low-energy effective action to obtain
Z
LY
S0 = 2
dx dt Tr(∂µ P )2
2g
We see that the (1+1)-dimensional theory has an effective
2
coupling geff
= g 2 /LY . Now, we can use knowledge of
the (1+1)-dimensional theory. Asymptotic freedom in the
(1+1)-dimensional Grassmannian models implies that the
system develops an exponentially large length scale ξSR ∝
2
eLY /(β0 g ) , where β0 is the leading β function coefficient.
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Therefore, for small enough LY , we get ξSR (LY )  LY ,
validating the dimensional reduction scenario.
In the above argument, we assumed that ξSR (LY ) 
LY by starting from LY large. In principle, it possible
that this is not valid for some regime of LY and dimensional reduction does not occur. However, an independent
argument can be given by considering LY = O(1) very
small. A nonlinear sigma model analysis of the spin ladders with finite LY shows that ξSR is finite (in lattice
units) and grows exponentially in LY , and therefore we
can always ensure that ξSR (LY )  LY [72].
We note that the above discussion is valid for any θ,
since the uv physics of asymptotic freedom is the same in
all cases. For θ = 0, there is only one length scale in the
system, and therefore the symmetry restoration length
scale ξSR and the correlation length ξ coincide. However,
for θ 6= 0, ξSR and ξ are different, due to nonperturbative
effects from the θ term. ξSR sets the uv scale of asymptotic freedom, while ξ sets the scale for ir physics. In
general, we have the following hierarchy of length scales
ξ(θ) & ξSR  LY  a

integer quantization of Q that the integrand exp(−S) of
the path integral is preserved by C.
The statement of the mixed anomaly between the
PSU(N ) symmetry and C is that when background gauge
fields for the former are present, the partition function is
no longer invariant under the latter [39, 67, 77–79]. At a
technical level, this is due to the fact that the presence
of such background fields replaces the topological charge
quantization in units of 1, which as we just said was necessary for C invariance at θ = π, by quantization in units
of 1/N . This anomaly can therefore be regarded as a
consequence of the more basic fact that in the presence of
background fields for the PSU(N ) symmetry, the period
of the θ dependence should become 2πN so that the partition function fails to be 2π periodic in θ once the PSU(N )
symmetry is gauged. We may describe this more basic
situation as a mixed anomaly between PSU(N ) symmetry
and 2π periodicity in θ.
All this is equally true in the lattice models we shall
describe below.

(17)

where a is the lattice spacing. Indeed, for the θ = π CP(1)
theory, the nonperturbative effects are strong enough that
the system becomes gapless with ξ = ∞.
Choice of representations. We emphasize this approach
strongly depends the representations at each site. While in
principle, for a given Grk (N ), we can choose any p to get a
lattice model, not every such model will have a continuum
limit in the above prescription. For the alternating configuration, the representations R, R̄ needs to be sufficiently
large. This is because for the D-theory prescription to
work, we need the two-dimensional (LX , LY → ∞) theory to be in massless symmetry-broken phase. Read and
Sachdev [70, 74, 75] studied the two-dimensional model
at large-N and large-p limits, and obtained the result
that the system is in the Néel phase for p ≥ κN , where κ
is a constant of order 1. These semiclassical arguments
suggest that as long as we choose n ≥ κN , we are guaranteed the right continuum limit as LY → ∞. For example,
for k = 1, it has been numerically shown that it suffices
to choose the fundamental representation for N = 2, 3, 4,
while larger p representations are needed to obtain a Néel
ordered ground state in two spatial dimensions for N ≥ 5
[76].
IV. LATTICE FORMULATIONS OF THE
GRASSMANNIAN MODELS WITH ANOMALIES

In this section, we discuss lattice regularizations of the
Grk (N ) models in which both C and PSU(N ) act onsite.
As mentioned above, this can only be compatible with
the anomaly of the continuum theory if the anomaly is
present on the lattice.
In the continuum, the charge conjugation symmetry
at θ = π is not manifest in the sense that the action is
not invariant but is shifted by 2πiQ. It is thanks to the

A.

Berg–Lüscher θ term

We begin with a discretization on a two-dimensional
triangular Euclidean spacetime lattice based on the continuum action (2) [80]:
S[P ] = −

P
1 P
Tr Px Py − iθ qp ,
2
g hxyi
p

(18)

where the first sum runs over all nearest-neighbor bonds
hxyi on the triangular lattice, the second sum runs over
all positively oriented triangular plaquettes p. The fields
Px are Hermitian N × N projection matrices such that
Tr Px = k, and qp is the topological charge density to be
defined below. The choice of a triangular lattice is motivated by the definition of the topological charge density.
At g → 0 with a fixed θ, the lattice action in Eq. (18)
defines a continuum limit of the Grk (N ) nlσm. For θ = 0,
this model has been extensively studied for various N .
There is a symmetry of the action under Px 7→ vPx v † , for
v an element of SU(N ). Note that since the Px do not
transform under the center of SU(N ), the correct (faithful)
symmetry group of the action is SU(N )/ZN ∼
= PSU(N ).
Charge conjugation acts by sending Px 7→ Px∗ , and so
clearly preserves the action at θ = 0.
For Gr1 (N ) = CP(N − 1), Berg and Lüscher [65] have
defined 4πqp to be the minimal signed area spanned by
the geodesic triangle in the CP(N − 1) manifold with
vertices Px , Py , Pz , where x, y, z are the vertices of the
plaquette p in counterclockwise order. Explicitly,
exp(2πiqp ) =

Tr Px Py Pz
.
|Tr Px Py Pz |

(19)

The branch ambiguity implied by this equation is fixed
by requiring that qp lie in the interval (− 21 , 21 ). (The
same should be understood in similar formulas below.)
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P
The total topological charge Q = p qp is obtained by
summing over all positively oriented plaquettes. By construction it is an integer for periodic boundary conditions
(see Appendix B). Notice that C : qp 7→ −qp . Therefore,
the C symmetry at θ = π here is not manifest, just as in
the continuum.
We shall generalize this definition of the topological
charge for Grk (N ) fields below. But let us first demonstrate the existence of the anomaly in CP(N − 1) model.
Our strategy is to background-gauge the PSU(N ) symmetry (see Fig. 3), and then examine the θ dependence of
the partition function. We start by introducing an external link field V` ∈ SU(N ). The action should incorporate
it in such a way that it be invariant under the local SU(N )
transformations
Px 7→ vx Px vx† , Vxy 7→ vx Vxy vy† .

(20)

This can be achieved by modifying the kinetic part of the
action in Eq. (18) to
S̃0 [P, V ] ≡ −β

P

Tr Px Vxy Py Vyx .

(21)

hxyi

and the topological charge density in Eq. (19) to
exp(2πiq̂p ) ≡

Tr Px Vxy Py Vyz Pz Vzx
.
|Tr Px Vxy Py Vyz Pz Vzx |

(22)

P
We note that Q̂ = q̂p is still an integer (see Appendix
B).
However, we are gauging not SU(N ) but PSU(N ). Two
elements of the former that differ from each other only
by an N th root of unity are identified as elements of the
latter. In view of this fact, we postulate a gauge invariance
under local ZN transformations of the link fields,
V` 7→ V` exp(2πin` /N )

(23)

with n` ∈ ZN . The new kinetic term is already invariant
under this gauge transformation. The topological term,
however, is not; it transforms as
Q
exp(2πiq̂p ) 7→ exp(2πiq̂p )
exp(2πin` /N ).
(24)
`∈p

To fix this, we further introduce an external plaquette
field bp ∈ ZN with a gauge transformation rule chosen to
precisely compensate for the noninvariance of q̂p . Thus,
if instead of (23) we postulate a gauge invariance under
the combined transformations
V` →
7 V` exp(2πin` /N ),
P
bp →
7 bp +
n` ,

x

Gauging PSU(N )
y

(26)

Vzx
x

bp
Vxy

Vyz
y

P
Thus, with the action S̃ = S̃0 − iθ q̃p we have succeeded in coupling the theory to background fields for the
PSU(N ) symmetry in a totally gauge invariant manner.
The question now is whether the partition function
Z
Z̃[V, b, θ] = DP exp(−S̃0 [P, V ] + iθQ̃[P, V, b]) (27)
is still 2π periodic in θ.
The answer is no. This is because in the presence of
the PSU(N ) background gauge field, the gauge-invariant
P
topological charge Q̃ = p q̃p is in general quantized not
in units of 1 but in units of 1/N , so that the period of
the θ dependence is in general enlarged to 2πN . More
precisely, we have
exp(2πiQ̃) = exp(2πiQ̂) exp(−2πiB/N )
= exp(−2πiB/N ),
(28)
P
(we have written B ≡ p bp ) and this phase factor, which
for arbitrary bp can be any N th root of unity, is precisely
the factor by which the partition function is changed upon
a shift of θ by 2π:
Z̃[V, b, θ + 2π]
= exp(−2πiB/N ).
Z̃[V, b, θ]

(29)

As already mentioned, the C invariance at θ = π depends
crucially on the topological charge being an integer, and
so gauging PSU(N ), which fractionalizes the topological
charge, explicitly breaks C invariance at θ = π.
A nearly verbatim discussion applies to the Grassmannian model, to which we now return. However, the topological charge is not simply given by the Berg–Lüscher
formula (19). In this case, it is convenient to write the
projector valued field as Px = φx φx† , where φx are N × k
complex matrices, such that φx† φx = 1k . The k columns
of φ specify a k-dimensional subspace onto which Px
projects. In this notation, the natural generalization of
the Berg–Lüscher θ term to this case is given by
exp(2πiqp ) =

then the topological charge density can be made invariant
by modifying it to

z

FIG. 3. The Berg–Lüscher θ term is defined on a triangulated
lattice such that the Grk (N ) field lives on the nodes x, y, z.
The θ term is defined on the triangular plaquette p = hxyzi.
To gauge the PSU(N ) symmetry, we activate a SU(N ) link
field V` as well as a ZN plaquette field bp .

(25)

`∈p

exp(2πiq̃p ) ≡ exp(2πiq̂p ) exp(−2πibp /N )

z

det φx† φy
.
†
hxyi∈p |det φx φy |
Q

(30)

(See Appendix B for a derivation.) Note that for k = 1,
the determinant is the same as the trace, and therefore
this reduces to Eq. (19) for CP(N − 1).
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With the correct definition of the topological charge
in hand, we can now detect the mixed anomaly between
2π periodicity in θ and PSU(N ) symmetry as before. We
introduce an SU(N ) link field V` and a ZN plaquette
field bp and modify the kinetic term to (21), and the
topological charge density to
exp(2πiq̃p ) ≡ exp(2πiq̂p ) exp(−2πikbp /N ),

(31)

φx 7→ φx ux , Uxy 7→ ux† Uxy uy ,

where
exp(2πiq̂p ) ≡

det φx† Vxy φy
†
hxyi∈p |det φx Vxy φy |
Q

(32)

We note that in the last exponent of (31), the factor of k
appears because of the determinant of k × k matrices in
(30). After literal repetition of the preceding argument,
we find
Z̃[V, b, θ + 2π]
= exp(−2πikB/N ).
Z̃[V, b, θ]

(33)

We note that the anomalous phase for the Grk (N ) models
is k times that of the CP(N − 1) model.
B.

Lattice gauge theory formulation

We have given one lattice formulation of the twodimensional Grk (N ) model that explicitly exhibits the
anomaly, but we wish to emphasize that the anomaly was
inevitable given that the symmetries were realized onsite.
Thus, in this subsection, we present a different lattice
regularization in which the same is true. It is based on
the continuum action
Z
Z
θ
S = d2 x |∂µ φ − φAµ |2 +
Tr dA,
(34)
2π
where φ is a N × k complex matrix–valued scalar field
satisfying φ† φ = 1k , Aµ is a U(k) gauge field and we
use the notation |M |2 ≡ Tr M † M for matrices M . (The
gauge field is auxiliary and can be trivially integrated out
to write the action entirely in terms of φ.) The relation
to the projector-valued field P is simply P = φφ† .
The standard discretization1 on a square lattice gives
P
P
S = −β
Tr φx† φy Uyx − iθ qp ,
(35)
p

hxyi

where the φx are complex N × k matrices defined on sites
such that φx† φx = 1k , the U` are elements of U(k) defined
on links, and the topological charge qp in a plaquette p is
defined by
Q
exp(2πiqp ) ≡
det U`
(36)
`∈p

1

By taking the product of thisP
last equation over all plaquettes, we clearly see that Q = qp is an integer. Moreover,
it is clear that qp has the right continuum limit, using
the correspondence det Uµ (x) → exp(a Tr Aµ (x)) (a is
the lattice spacing). For CP(N − 1), this reduces to the
definition used in [81]. The lattice action has a gauge
symmetry under

For CP(N − 1) an alternative discretization via the modified
Villain formalism was given in Ref. [56], which can be shown to
also explicitly exhibit the anomaly.

(37)

where ux ∈ U(k). It also has a global symmetry under
φx 7→ vφx , U` 7→ U` ,

(38)

for v ∈ SU(N ). But for v in the center of SU(N ), i.e.,
v = exp(2πin/N )1N , this transformation is equivalent to
a gauge transformation with ux = exp(2πin/N )1k , so as
before the true symmetry group is PSU(N ). Finally, we
have charge conjugation, which acts as
C : φx 7→ φx∗ , U` 7→ U`∗ .

(39)

In particular, we have C : qp 7→ −qp so C invariance is
manifest at θ = 0 but not at θ = π, as before.
The demonstration of the anomaly here more or less
follows the same lines as the above. We introduce an
external gauge field for the PSU(N ) symmetry via a pair
consisting of a link-field V` ∈ SU(N ) and a plaquette-field
bp ∈ ZN with the gauge transformation rule
Vxy →
7 vx Vxy vy† exp(2πinxy /N ),
P
n` ,
bp →
7 bp +

(40)

`∈p

where vx ∈ SU(N ) and n` ∈ ZN . These background
fields may be coupled to the dynamical fields in a gaugeinvariant fashion as follows. We replace the kinetic term
by
P
Tr φx† Vxy φy Uyx ,
(41)
hxyi

which is invariant under the transformation (40) of the
background fields combined with the following transformation of the dynamical fields:
φx 7→ vx φx , U` 7→ U` exp(2πin` /N ).

(42)

The nontrivial transformation rule for U` then forces us
to replace the topological charge density by
Q
exp(2πiq̃p ) ≡ exp(−2πikbp /N )
det U` .
(43)
`∈p

Taking the product of the last equation over all plaquettes,
we get
exp(2πiQ̃) = exp(−2πikB/N ),
from which the same anomaly (33) follows.

(44)
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V.

CONCLUSION

Anomalies have long been a powerful way to probe nonperturbative aspects of qfts. For lattice regularizations,
they imply constraints on the way anomalous symmetries
may be realized. Indeed, a qft with an anomalous symmetry G is such that G cannot be gauged; the same must
be true for any symmetric lattice regulator thereof.
In this work, we have explored the connection between
discrete anomalies and lattice regularizations for a class
of nlσms with target space given by the Grassmannian
manifold Grk (N ), which includes the well-known CP(N −
1) models as the case with k = 1. These models have
a mixed anomaly between PSU(N ) and C symmetries.
[39, 67, 77–79].
The question we have tried to address in this work
is: What do these anomalies imply for constructing a
symmetric lattice regulator? Generally, it is thought that
an anomaly in a symmetry implies that on the lattice
the symmetry cannot be realized onsite, because then
one could always gauge the symmetry by introducing
appropriate link variables. However, this is incorrect –
there is also the possibility that the anomaly is explicitly
reproduced on the lattice. This can be surprising, since
it is often remarked that “there are no anomalies on
the lattice.” Indeed, one of the most well-known early
constructions of the θ term in the (1+1)-dimensional
CP(N − 1) nlσm due to Berg and Lüscher [65], already
exhibits this mixed anomaly between PSU(N ) and C, as
we have demonstrated in this work.
We also noted that in some cases, strictly speaking,
there is no anomaly but a more subtle scenario referred
to as a “global inconsistency” [39, 68, 69]. In such cases,
we argued that the usual no-go theorem gets modified
and presents a new kind of obstruction, which prevents
us from finding lattice regulators with manifest onsite
symmetry for the two points of global inconsistency that
can be continuously connected to each other.
Of course, it is possible that the anomalous symmetry is realized offsite, in which case it is not possible
to gauge it in the usual way. This is another way that
an anomaly may be reflected in a lattice regularization.
We demonstrated this possibility by constructing a new
regularization for the Grk (N ) nlσm with a θ term, using the D-theory formulation. This regularization uses
SU(N ) spins as fundamental degrees of freedom with local antiferromagnetic interactions on a two-dimensional
spatial LX × LY lattice. In the large-representation limit,
the low-energy limit can be shown to be that of (1+1)–
dimensional Grk (N ) nlσm for a fixed LY . Extending on

[1] S. P. Jordan, K. S. M. Lee, and J. Preskill, Quantum Computation of Scattering in Scalar Quantum Field Theories,

recent work for the O(3) nlσm [31], we argued that a
similar construction allows us to obtain the obtain continuum limit of the Grk (N ) nlσm at arbitrary non-zero
θ, by keeping γLY fixed as we take the LY → ∞ limit.
For the CP(N − 1) models, this provided the first completely sign-problem free lattice regularization of the θ
vacua [7, 31]. In the case of SU(N ) antiferromagnets
in the (k, p) representation with k 6= 1, efficient signproblem free algorithms are not known. Even though a
direct numerical confirmation of our regularization is currently limited due to this, it is interesting to note that the
sign-problem in SU(N ) (k, p) antiferromagnets in general
is of a totally different character than the conventional
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presented in this work is especially relevant in the context of four-dimensional Yang–Mills theories. Indeed, at
θ = π, pure SU(N ) Yang–Mills theory exhibits a mixed
anomaly involving time-reversal and center symmetry
[39] that is quite analogous to the anomaly studied here.
There already exist proposals for qubit regularizations
for Yang–Mills as quantum link models [6, 15], while the
conventional lattice regularization admits a topological
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parallel discussion to be had in these cases. We leave this
for a future publication.
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Appendix A: Parametrizations of the Grassmannian
manifold

The Grassmannian Grk (N ) is the manifold parametrizing k-dimensional subspaces of a N -dimensional complex
vector space. Operationally, it can be defined as follows. On an N -dimensional complex vector space, we
pick a reference k-dimensional hyperplane K0 . Let the
hyperplane K0 be represented by k-orthonormal complex vectors K0 = [~z1 , . . . , ~zk ]. We may then denote the
k-dimensional plane with the projector matrix
P0 = |~z1 ih~z1 | + · · · + |~zk ih~zk |.

(A1)

Now, we may get any other k-dimensional hyperplane by
performing an arbitrary U(N ) rotation,
P0 7→ P = U P0 U † =

k
X
i=1

|U zi ihU zi |.

(A2)

However, note that any unitary performed in the subspace
K0⊥ orthogonal to K0 will not yield a new hyperplane.
That’s U(N − k) worth of unitaries which leave P0 invariant. Morever, any unitary in the subspace K0 will only
change our choice of reference vectors ~z1 , . . . , ~zk , but will
not change the hyperplane they define. That’s another
U(k) worth of unitaries. We say that U(k) × U(N − k)
is the isotopy group (or the little group) of the reference
vector P0 . The elements of U(N ) that actually generate
a new hyperplane are
U(N )
,
U(k) × U(N − k)

(A3)

which is the precisely Grassmanian manifold Grk (N ).
We can easily see from Eqs. (A1) and (A2) that P
satisfies P 2 = P = P † , and Tr P = k. Therefore, the
Grasmannian manifold can also be defined as the set of
N × N complex matrices such that

Grk (N ) = P ∈ MN (C) : P 2 = P, Tr P = k . (A4)
We note that Read and Sachdev [70] use the parametrization in terms of Q variables, where P = 12 (1 + Q), such

that Q is a Hermitian N × N matrix with Q2 = 1 and
Tr Q = N − 2k.
We can also represent the k vectors ~zi as the columns
of a N × k complex matrix φ matrix such that φ† φ = 1k ,
which allows us to rewrite Eq. (A1) as P = φφ† . Note
that if the Grk (N ) field theory is written in terms of the
φ (or ~zi ) fields, we must add a U(k) gauge field to account
for the redundancy in the choice of reference vectors ~zi :
Z
Z
0
†
Z = DP e−S[P ] = Dφ Dφ† DA e−S [φ,φ ,A] . (A5)
It may also be useful to point out that the conventional
formulation of the Gr1 (2) = CP(1) or the O(3) model in
terms a real unit vector ~n (as in Eq. (7)) is related to the
projector formalism by
P = 12 (12 + ~n · ~σ ),

or ~n = Tr(P ~σ ).

(A6)

Note that charge conjugation P 7→ P ∗ sends
(n1 , n2 , n3 ) 7→ (n1 , −n2 , n3 ),

(A7)

which differs from the given in Eq. (4) (~n 7→ −~n) by an
additional π-rotation about the second axis.

Appendix B: Some properties of the Berg–Lüscher
lattice θ term

In this section, we discuss some properties of the Berg–
Lüscher lattice θ term and provide its generalization for
Grk (N ) fields.
It will be convenient to use the redundant parametrization of Grk (N ) by N × k complex matrices φ satisfying
φ† φ = 1k . In this notation, the Berg–Lüscher θ term for
CP(N − 1) = Gr1 (N ) reads
exp(2πiqp ) =

(φx , φy )
,
|(φ
x , φy )|
hxyi∈p
Q

(B1)

where in this section we use the notation (. , .) for the Hermitian scalar product of vectors. We see that exp(2πiqp )
takes the form of a product of link variables in U(1)
around the boundary of p. Thus, in taking the product of
this equation over all positively oriented plaquettes, the
link variables cancel in pairs, so that
exp(2πiQ) =

Q

exp(2πiqp ) = 1.

(B2)

p

Hence, the total topological charge Q is an integer.
We can now easily address an issue which was elided
in Section IV. There, background SU(N ) link variables
V` were introduced, and the topological charge qp got
replaced by q̂p which depends on the V` as in (22). An
important property of q̂p (which was not explained in the
P
main text) is that Q̂ = p q̂p be integer-quantized. We
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can now clearly see that this is so, as we can rewrite (22)
in the new notation as
exp(2πiq̂p ) =

(φx , Vxy φy )
.
hxyi∈p |(φx , Vxy φy )|
Q

(B3)

Let us now find the generalization of (B1) for the
Grk (N ) model. We first note that it is possible to realize Grk (N ) as a submanifold

of the complex projective
space P (∧k CN ) ∼
1
via the Plücker embed−
= CP N
k
ding, which is given by
Grk (N ) → P (∧k CN )
[z1 , . . . , zk ] 7→ [z1 ∧ · · · ∧ zk ]

(B4)

Here z1 , . . . , zk is a set of orthonormal column vectors in
CN , so [z1 , . . . , zk ] denotes the k-dimensional subspace
of CN generated by these vectors, and [z1 ∧ · · · ∧ zk ]
denotes the 1-dimensional subspace in ∧k CN generated
by z1 ∧ · · · ∧ zk .
This embedding is helpful here because it allows us to
define the topological charge of a Grk (N ) field by mapping
it to a P (∧k CN ) field and then using the definition of the
topological charge for P (∧k CN ) fields. To see the validity
of this claim, consider a P (∧k CN ) field Φ of the form
Φ = z1 ∧ · · · ∧ zk with (zi , zj ) = δij , which by the Plücker
embedding corresponds to a Grk (N ) field φ = (z1 , . . . , zk ).
Then the topological charge Q of Φ as a P (∧k CN ) field
is given by
Z

2πQ = d Φ, dΦ
Z

= d z1 ∧ · · · ∧ zk , d{z1 ∧ · · · ∧ zk }
Z
k

P
z1 ∧ . . . ∧ zk , z1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzj ∧ . . . ∧ zk
= d
j=1

Z
=

d

k
P

zj , dzj )

j=1

Z
=

d Tr φ† dφ.

(B5)

In the fourth line, we have used the formula for the scalar
product in ∧k CN induced by the standard scalar product
in CN :
(z1 ∧ · · · ∧ zk , w1 ∧ · · · ∧ wk ) = det(zi , wj ).
ij

(B6)

The last line is just the topological charge of φ as a Grk (N )
field. Our claim is thus proved.
Back to the lattice, we see with the help of formula (B6)
that the Berg–Lüscher definition (B1) (replacing there
CP(N − 1) by P (∧k CN ) and φx by Φx ) gives the desired
definition of the topological charge for lattice Grk (N )
fields φx as
exp(2πiqp ) =

det φx† φy
.
†
hxyi∈p |det φx φy |
Q

(B7)

For completeness, we note that it is possible to give an
expression in terms of the projector-valued field Px :
exp(2πiqp ) =

Tr ∧k Px · ∧k Py · ∧k Pz
,
|Tr ∧k Px · ∧k Py · ∧k Pz |

(B8)

where ∧k Px is the operator on ∧k CN induced by the
operator Px on CN .
Appendix C: Continuum presentation of the Grk (N )
model anomalies

This appendix reviews the continuum presentation of
the mixed anomaly in the two-dimensional Grk (N ) model
between PSU(N ) symmetry and charge conjugation C
[67], which the lattice presentation in the main text mirrors closely. The analysis is very similar to that of the
two-dimensional CP(N − 1) model [39, 77–79].
We shall work with the continuum action
Z
Z
θ
S = |dφ − φa|2 +
Tr da.
(C1)
2π
To detect the mixed anomaly, we shall need to activate a
background gauge field for the PSU(N ) symmetry, which
can be regarded as a pair of fields consisting of a U(N )
gauge field A and a U(1) 2-form gauge field B that satisfy
the constraint N B = Tr dA [82]. (In our conventions, B is
pure imaginary.) This pair transforms under a generalized
gauge transformation of the form
A 7→ gAg −1 + gdg −1 + λ1N , B 7→ B + dλ

(C2)

where g is a U(N )-valued function and λ is a U(1) 1-form
gauge field. To couple these background fields to the
dynamical fields in a gauge invariant fashion, we replace
the action by
Z
Z
θ
Tr(da − B1k ). (C3)
S̃ = |dφ + Aφ − φa|2 +
2π
This is invariant under the transformation (C2) of the
background fields provided we also make the following
transformation on the dynamical fields:
φ 7→ gφ, a 7→ a + λ1k .

(C4)

It is now straightforward to find that the partition function in the presence of the background fields satisfies
R
Z̃[A, B, θ + 2π] = Z̃[A, B, θ] exp(k B),
(C5)
which indicates a mixed anomaly between the PSU(N )
symmetry and the 2π-periodicity in θ. An important
dynamical consequence of this result is that the theory
cannot be trivially gapped for all values of θ ∈ [0, 2π].
To go further, we consider the charge conjugation symmetry at θ = 0, π. Charge conjugation acts by complex
conjugating all fields:
C : φ 7→ φ∗ , a 7→ a∗ , A 7→ A∗ , B 7→ B ∗ .

(C6)
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But in the action, complex conjugating the fields is equivalent to reversing the sign of θ; i.e.,
∗

∗

∗

∗

S̃[φ , a , A , B , θ] = S̃[φ, a, A, B, −θ]

From this, we see that at θ = 0, there is no anomaly,
while at θ = π, there may or may not be an anomaly. The
reason we cannot yet conclude that there is an anomaly
at θ = π is that we have not yet considered the most
general procedure of gauging PSU(N ). Said differently,
we are free to add to the action any gauge-invariant local
“counterterm” depending only on the background fields.
To have a genuine anomaly, it must be impossible to
choose a counterterm that restores the symmetry.
Suffice it to say, the Ronly candidate for such a counterterm is of the form p B with p ∈ ZN . If we therefore
take for the partition function
R
Z̃ 0 ≡ Z̃ exp(p B),
(C9)
then we shall have
(
R
Z̃ 0 [A, B, 0] 7→ Z̃ 0 [A, B, 0] exp{−2p B},
R
C:
Z̃ 0 [A, B, π] 7→ Z̃ 0 [A, B, π] exp{−(2p + k) B}.
(C10)
Now, if there were a choice of p such that C invariance
held at both θ = 0 and θ = π, that is, if there were
an integer p such that 2p = 0 mod N and 2p + k = 0
mod N , then we would have k = 0 mod N , which is a
contradiction (1 ≤ k ≤ N − 1). In fact, with a slightly
more detailed argument [67], we find the following cases:
• If N is even and k is odd, there is no p that can
restore C invariance at θ = π, so we have a genuine
anomaly. To see this, note that if there were such a
p with 2p + k = 0 mod N , then since N is even, we
would have 2p + k even. But this would then imply
that 2p was odd, since k is odd – contradiction.
• Otherwise, it is possible to choose p such that C
invariance is restored at θ = π. Indeed,
– for N
– for N

J+

J−
J+

J+

(C7)

Thus, at θ = 0, charge conjugation leaves the partition
function invariant, while at θ = π, it is equivalent to
shifting θ by −2π, which by (C5) causes the
R partition
function to pick up the phase factor exp(−k B):
(
Z̃[A, B, θ = 0] 7→ Z̃[A, B, θ = 0],
R
C:
Z̃[A, B, θ = π] 7→ Z̃[A, B, θ = π] exp(−k B).
(C8)

– for N

J−

even and k even, choose p = N − 12 k,
odd and k even, choose p = N − 12 k,
odd and k odd, choose p = 21 (N − k).

But as we have already seen, we cannot repair C
invariance at θ = π without spoiling it at θ = 0.
In these cases, therefore, while we do not have a
genuine anomaly, we do have a global inconsistency
[39, 68, 69].

FIG. 4. One-dimensional SU(N ) Heisenberg antiferromagnetic
chain with staggered couplings. The even and odd sites have
conjugate representations of SU(N ) as shown in Fig. 1, and
the bonds have alternating strength J± = J(1 ± γ).

From this, we can make the following inferences about
the dynamics: In the cases with a genuine anomaly, the
theory cannot be trivially gapped at θ = π. In the cases
with global inconsistency, there must exist some value of
θ ∈ [0, π] at which the theory is not trivially gapped.
Appendix D: The Grk (N ) model from an SU(N ) spin
chain

In this appendix, we show that the two-dimensional
Grk (N ) model with a θ term arises as the large distance
effective field theory of the antiferromagnetic SU(N ) spin
chain (see Fig. 4) given by the Hamiltonian
P
P
H = J− Sαβ (n)S̄βα (n) + J+ S̄βα (n)Sαβ (n + 1). (D1)
n

n

Sαβ

S̄βα

where the
and
are the SU(N ) spin operators in
the (k, p) and (k, p) representations, respectively. (By
the (k, p) representation, we mean the representation
corresponding to the rectangular Young tableau with k
rows and p columns.)
For J+ = J− , this was studied in Ref. [70], and in
particular the result θ = πp was found. Our goal here
is to show that by staggering the couplings, one should
be able to achieve arbitrary values of θ. This derivation
generalizes a similar derivation for the CP(N − 1) model
in appendix B of Ref. [83].
Coherent states

Introduce N × k harmonic oscillators
[aαi , a†jβ ] = δβα δji ,

(D2)

where α, β = 1, . . . , N , i, j = 1, . . . , k, to represent the
SU(N ) spin operators by
Sαβ = a†iα aβi .

(D3)

The (k, p) representation of SU(N ) is given by the subspace on which
Nij ≡ a†iα aαj = pδij .

(D4)

For any N × k complex matrix φ = (φαi ), the operator
1

Φ ≡ (k!)− 2 a†i1 α1 · · · a†ik αk i1 ···ik φα1 1 · · · φαk k
1

= (k!)− 2 det(a† φ).

(D5)
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satisfies [Nij , Φ] = δij , so that Φ|0i belongs to (k, 1). More
generally, we have
[Nij , Φp ]

=

pδij Φp ,

(D6)

so that Φp |0i is in the representation (k, p).
We define coherent states for the representation (k, p)
by
1

|φi ≡ (p!)− 2 Φp |0i,

(D7)

where φ is required to satisfy φ† φ = 1k . It can be verified
that these satisfy the following properties:
0

† 0 p

hφ|φ i = det(φ φ ) ,
p
hφ|Sαβ |φi = (φφ† )β α
k
R
dΩφ |φihφ| = I.

(D8)

(D10)

hφ(τ )|(I − δτ H)|φ(τ − δτ )i
= hφ(τ )|φ(τ − δτ )i − δτ hφ(τ )|H|φ(τ − δτ )i. (D11)

The second term simply gives kp Jβα (φφ† )β α , while the first
term gives
†

≈ det[1 − δτ φ(τ ) ∂τ φ(τ )]

(D12)

We
thus find the coherent state path integral Tr e−βH =
R −S
e DφDφ† where
p
L = p Tr(φ† ∂τ φ) + Jβα (φφ† )β α .
(D13)
k
We will also need the coherent states for the conjugate
representation (k, p). Thus, we introduce an additional
set of N × k harmonic oscillators,
[ā†iα , āβj ] = δβα δji ,

(D14)

in terms of which SU(N ) spin operators may be given by
S̄βα = −ā†iα āβi .

(D15)

The corresponding coherent states |χ̄i are defined analogously to (D7) and they satisfy the properties
hχ̄|χ̄0 i = det(χ̄† χ̄0 )p ,
p
hχ̄|S̄βα |χ̄i = − (χχ† )α β ,
k
R
dΩχ |χ̄ihχ̄| = I on (k, p).

Returning now to the spin chain (D1), we obtain via
the coherent state path integral the Euclidean Lagrangian
P
L = Tr(pφn† ∂τ φn − pχn† ∂τ χn )
n

−

P † 2 p2
P
p2
J
|φn χn | − 2 J+ |χn† φn+1 |2
−
k2
k
n
n

(D16)
(D17)
(D18)

The coherent state path integral for the single spin Hamiltonian H = Jαβ S̄βα is obtained in the same way as before,
and one finds the Euclidean Lagrangian
p
L = −p Tr(χ† ∂τ χ) − Jαβ (χχ† )α β .
(D19)
k

(D20)

We note that for J+ = J− this Lagrangian is invariant
under the offsite transformation
φn 7→ χn∗ , χn 7→ φn+1∗ ,

(D21)

which we shall later interpret as charge conjugation. To
obtain the large-distance effective field theory, we expand
about a slowly varying Néel configuration by writing
φn = φ(x),
 12

1
2
φ(x) + (x).
χn = 1 + |(x)|
k

(D22)
(D23)

Here, φ(x) is taken to be a slowly varying background, (x)
a rapidly varying fluctuation, and we have introduced the
continuum coordinate x = an, a being the lattice spacing.
Inserting this into the Lagrangian, and keeping only terms
at most second order in  and ∂, we find
aL =

p

≈ [1 − δτ Tr φ(τ )† ∂τ φ(τ )]p
≈ 1 − pδτ Tr φ(τ )† ∂τ φ(τ ).

Large distance effective field theory

(D9)

Let us now compute the coherent state path integral
representation for a single spin (k, p) with Hamiltonian
H = Jβα Sαβ . The transition amplitude for infinitesimal
imaginary time interval δτ in the coherent state basis is
given by

hφ(τ )|φ(τ − δτ )i = det[φ(τ )† φ(τ − δτ )]p

Note that this is simply the negative of (D13).

p2 2
p2
2
a
J
|D
φ|
+
(J− + J+ )||2
+
x
k2  
k2

p2
− Tr † 2 aJ+ Dx φ + pDτ φ
k
 2
 
p
†
†
− Tr
aJ
D
φ
−
pD
φ
 ,
+ x
τ
k2

(D24)

where Dµ φ ≡ ∂µ φ − φ(φ† ∂µ φ). Integrating out the fluctuation field  yields
k2
p2 J− J+
1
2
|D
φ|
+
|Dτ φ|2
x
k 2 J− + J+
a J− + J+
J+
µν Tr(Dµ φ† Dν φ).
(D25)
+p
J− + J+

L=a

This is the continuum Lagrangian of the Grk (N ) model
with coupling given by
1

1
1
(J− J+ ) 2
=p
= 12 p[(1 − γ)(1 + γ)] 2
2
g
J− + J+

(D26)

with a θ parameter given by
θ = 2πp

J+
= πp(1 + γ),
J− + J+

(D27)

where we have introduced the staggering parameter γ by
J+ /J− = (1 + γ)/(1 − γ). For γ = 0, we recover the
result θ = πp obtained in Ref. [70]. Thus the presence
of the lattice symmetry (D21) exactly coincides with the
presence of charge conjugation symmetry in the effective
field theory.

