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Abstract

In this paper, we explore the algebraic and geometric structures that arise from a procedure we dub
"gauging the gauge", which involves the promotion of a certain global, coordinate independent symmetry
to a local one. By gauging the global 1-form shift symmetry in a gauge theory, we demonstrate that the
structure of a Lie algebra crossed-module and its associated 2-gauge theory arises. Moreover, performing
this procedure once again on a 2-gauge theory generates a 3-gauge theory, based on Lie algebra 2-crossed-
modules. As such, the physical procedure of "gauging the gauge" can be understood mathematically as
a categorification. Applications of such higher-gauge structures are considered, including gravity, higher-
energy physics and condensed matter theory. Of particular interest is the mechanism of anomaly resolution,
in which one introduces a higher-gauge structure to absorb curvature excitations. This mechanism has been
shown to allow one to consistently gauge an anomalous background symmetry in QFT .
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0 Introduction

Understanding the symmetries of a physical system is tantamount to constructing a mathematical model that
describes its properties. From condensed matter to higher-energy physics, models such as Ginzburg-Landau
theory of phase transitions and the Standard Model, are based upon this fact. In fact, sometimes a handle on
symmetry is all we have in more esoteric areas of theoretical physics, such as string theory and quantum gravity,
as no sufficient experimental data and/or techniques are yet available.

In general, there are two notions of symmetry in a physical system: global and local. Global symmetries act
uniformly upon the entire system, while the action of the local symmetry depends on the particular physical
configuration in X. Of course, the latter is the more general notion, and a global symmetry can be made local
by the procedure of gauging: we promote the constant group elements to depend on points in X. Because of the
locality requirement for the symmetry, the notion of derivative is typically not transforming covariantly unless
one adds some compensating term, a connection. In a sense, the notion of connection encodes the break down
of the covariance of the transformation of the derivative.

The structure of physical systems with local symmetries is described geometrically by a principal bundle
P — X [1]; solutions to the equations of motion determine configurations on P that represent a class of physical
configurations on X under the action of transformations by G. Many local geometric quantities on P, such as
connection and curvature, are important for understanding the physical system.

Moreover, recent developments in condensed matter theory [2, 3, 4] had also shown that, aside from symme-
try, topology plays a central role in the characterization of physical systems as well. In particular, the topology
of the principal bundle P — X determines the presence of defects in the physical system, which can alter its
physical properties in a drastic, non-perturbative manner [5, 6]. Also from a quantum gravity point of view,
understanding topology can be relevant. Indeed, one might need to sum over all the possible topological con-
figurations to build the transition amplitudes. In fact, for example, 3d gravity is essentially about the topology
of spacetime, since it does not have local degrees of freedom.

It is important to note that there are different notions of "topological features". We can characterize the
topology of the manifold of interest (such as spacetime), the topology of the principal bundle in the case of a
gauge theory, which is related to the cohomological features of the gauge symmetry. The notion of magnetic
monopole is related to the topology and geometry of the principal bundle. Such topological features in the
gauge symmetry structure appear for example in quantum field theory, where they manifest as obstructions to
defining the path integral [4, 7]. Typically, all such non-trivial topological features can be cast as anomalies, as
due to their presence, some quantities (such as d4 F, or the 1- or 2-curvature) are non-trivial.

Giving a physical system, one typically tries to identify the symmetries in order to characterize the physical
conserved quantities or the quantum theory (built as representations of this symmetry). Conversely, one can
construct new symmetry structures and then try to identify some physical systems associated to them. One
way to proceed is to categorify the notion of symmetries. It consists in using category theory tools to build
new types of symmetries [8]. For example the notion of 2-group comes up naturally when considering higher-
dimensional homotopy types [9, 10]. This approach relies on beautiful elaborate mathematics which might
leave the interested reader wondering what are the physical motivations behind it. One goal of this paper is to
argue that this categorification process can be seen as a gauging principle so that dealing with categorified local
symmetries here is nothing else than gauging (a gauge). Hence a (n + 1)-gauge theory can be interpreted as a
gauged n-gauge theory. This idea is not new to the expert in categorical symmetries, but we try to make this
point in a pedagogical way, using mostly basic tools of gauge theory and exploring how and when there could
be some generalizations.



Once we have in hand some new symmetries, one needs to identify systems where such symmetries are
realized. It has been known since some times that categorified symmetries are the natural structure to probe
the notion of topology, thanks to the categorical ladder [11, 12]. For example the moduli space of flat connection
can be used to characterize topological features of a 3d manifold [13, 14]. One can expect the moduli space of
flat 2-connections (ie. with a categorified gauge symmetry) to probe some topological features of a 4d manifold
[15, 16, 17]. These categorified symmetries have been explored from the physics perspective, mainly in the
context of condensed matter [18, 19, 20| or string theory [21, 22|. In this paper we would like to highlight the
fact that a another physical application of these categorified symmetries is to reproduce some of the feature
of the topological anomalies we discussed above, without any such singular structure. For example, it is well-
known that a magnetic monopole corresponds to a singular structure in the principal bundle, namely the Bianchi
identity is violated, due to the fact that d?> # 0. Recent work has pointed out that such magnetic monopole
physics can be recovered using a 2-gauge theory, without a violation of the Bianchi identity [23, 24, 25]. We
show that something similar exists one more level up: we can consider a violation of the 2-Bianchi identity and
absorb it in a non-singular 3-gauge theory. This is one of our new results.

The article is organized as follows.

In section 1, we recall quickly what is the usual notion of gauging. Then in section 2, we proceed to gauge
the gauge by making local, in some sense, a hidden shift symmetry for the 1-curvature. The lack of covariance
is encoded in a 2-connection. To have a general structure, the notion of crossed module, equivalent to a strict
2-group, is naturally introduced. We then discuss the different possible generalizations of the gauge symmetry
structure. In particular, we describe how the structures of a weak Lie 2-algebra [26, 8] manifests when the
(1-)Bianchi identity is relaxed. We also point out how having a specific non-zero 2-curvature can be related to
the topological properties of the crossed module, encoded by the so-called Postnikov class [18]. We discuss then
how the gauge symmetry structure needs to be adapted to account for such case.

While the results are strictly not new in this section, we made an effort to have an original presentation
using a language that would be accessible to a more physically minded reader.

In section 2.5, we discuss some applications of 2-gauge theory. The main example is a topological theory,
2-BF theory [27, 28], which can be seen in some sense as a sort of BF theory. According to the space-time
dimension, there are different types of applications. For example, in 3D, BF theory (ie. in particular 3d gravity)
can be seen as a specific (2-)gauge fixed 2-BF theory. This had not been pinpointed before, to the best of our
knowledge, and it could provide some interesting new directions to explore 3d gravity. In 4D, 2-BF theory is
somehow the canonical topological theory. Its symmetry structure is associated to a 2-Drinfeld double and one
would expect that topological excitations (string like or point like) should be encoded in terms of representations
of 2-Drinfeld double, a direct generalization of the Drinfeld double in the 3d case. In 5D, it was known that
2-gauge symmetries could be related to the wy and w3 Stiefel-Whitney classes [29, 30]. We highlight how this
can be done through a 2-BF theory, which was not emphasized previously to the best of our knowledge.

Finally, we also discuss how the magnetic monopole can be recovered from considering a 2-gauge theory, with
some interesting mobility conditions on the currents [25]. This is illustrating the notion of anomaly resolution,
that is we exchange a system with non-trivial topological feature (in this case the a non-trivial topology for the
principal bundle) for a system with an extra gauge symmetry structure which allows to reproduce the physics
of the non-trivial topological feature [23, 24]. A closely related notion of anomaly inflow [31], and its relation
to higher symmetries [32], has also been studied recently in the high-energy physics literature.

In section 3, we gauge the 2-gauge, to obtain a 3-gauge theory. The gauging follows the same step as in
the 2-gauge case. We introduce some more general shift transformation, which do not leave the derivative (of
the 2-connection) covariant. The lack of covariance is encoded in a 3-connection. We highlight where some
constraints, such as the 1-Bianchi identity, the Peiffer condition, can be weakened. We construct the 3-gauge
transformations given in terms of a 2-crossed module. As a direct generalization of the crossed module case, we
discuss how the presence of a non-trivial Postnikov class for the 2-crossed module is associated with a non-zero
3-curvature and non-trivial 1-gauge transformations.

In section 3.3, we discuss some applications when dealing with a 3-gauge theory. We recall some of the
main features of a 3-BF theory, following [33]. We point out that we would expect to have a 3-Drinfeld double
symmetry at play in this case (for a 5d spacetime). With the string Lie 2-algebra [34, 35] as an explicit example,
we then study a categorified analogue of the results in [23, 24]: that an anomalous 2-group symmetry gauges
into a non-anomalous mixed 0-, 1- and 2-form symmetry governed by a 3-group. Moreover, the subsequent
3-Yang-Mills theory Ss3yn and the associated 3-conservation laws yield new and interesting higher-mobility
constraints that have not appeared previously, as far as we know.

The Appendices provide some mathematical background and results. In Appendix A, we describe in full

detail the classification of strict Lie 2-algebras/Lie algebra crossed-modules by a degree-3 cohomology class [36],
called the Postnikov class. In Appendix B, we explore what the Postnikov class says about our 2-gauge theories,



and we also describe the relationship between the Postnikov class and a similar quantity, called the Jacobiator,
in a weak Lie 2-algebra [34, 35].

1 Gauging the 0-gauge

In the following, we first review in a pedestrian way the notion of gauging a global symmetry. This is standard
material, for which one can find many introductions (eg. [1]).

Let X denote a d-dimensional smooth manifold admitting an action by a Lie group G. Consider a (smooth)
function ¢ € C®(X) transforming under a representation 7 : G — GL(V) of the group G for some vector space
V, that is ¢ € C*(X) ® V, namely ¢ lies in the algebra of V-valued smooth functions on X.

Note that 7 is an homomorphism, and the field ¢ transforms as

¢(z) = m(g)p(x), geG.

If g € G is not a G-valued function of X, then the derivative d¢ transforms covariantly,

dp — d(m(g9)¢) = 7(g)do,

and G encodes a (global) 0-gauge symmetry.
We can promote g to be a G-valued function of X itself, such that we still have the transformation law

¢(x) = 7(g(2))d(x) = g(x) - P(x) = ¢'.

In this case we are dealing with a principal bundle with fiber G and base X.
The Leibniz rule for the exterior derivative d dictates that!

do — g(d + g~"dg) - ¢.

As such it is not d¢ that transforms covariantly, but the covariant derivative V¢ = (d + gdg~!)¢. Indeed, we
can introduce the connection A = gdg~! € Q}(X) ® g, to compensate for the lack of covariance,

gAp = d¢ — gdp — A = g tdg. (1.1)

Notice that this connection has a natural invariance symmetry under the left translation for all h € G constant
(ie. dh = 0).
(hg)~'d(hg) = g~ 'dg (1.2)

This is the well-known fact that this is a left-invariant form.
Given the covariant derivative V = d + g~ 'dg, its associated curvature

cwrV = [V, V] = d(g~"dg) + (¢~ 'dg) n (g7 "dg) = 0
vanishes, where we have used the identity d(1) = d(g7'g) = (dg~')g + g~'dg = 0. This means that the
connection A = g~ 'dg is flat.

The O-form symmetry and 1-gauge transformations. The connection 1-form in an arbitrary gauge,
A€ Q'(X)®g and the associated curvature 2-form cur A = F = dg A = dA + [A A A] transform as

A— A9 =gt Ag + g7 ldy, F - FI9=g'Fg. (1.3)

Expressing ¢ = expA ~ 1 + )\ in terms of the infinitesimal gauge parameter A\ € Q°(X) ® g, we achieve the
(infinitesimal) (1-)gauge transformation laws

A - A=A+ [A N +d\=A+da),
F — FA=F+[F)\.
They endow the bundle P — X with a 0-form gauge symmetry parameterized by A.

The Bianchi identity reads da F' = dF +[A A F] = 0, which holds in general for any principal G-bundle with
connection A. Since F' transforms covariantly, d4 F' also transforms covariantly

daF — dgs F» = doF + [daF, \].

It is possible (and consistent) to achieve a I-curvature anomaly F = o # 0, as long as 0 € Q?(X) ® g satisfies

dso = 0, and transforms covariantly o — g~ log.

INote that for notational simplicity we will not indicate 7= anymore. The representation 7 of G lifts to a representation of its
Lie algebra Lie G = g. We will also omit 7 in this case.



Global 1-form symmetry. What we have recalled here is that, by gauging the global symmetry understood
as a "0-gauge" symmetry, we obtain an ordinary 1-gauge bundle P — X that is flat. However, one may notice
that the curvature 2-form F' = d4 A has a hidden symmetry in the presence of a non-trivial center Z(g). This
symmetry is given by

A— A+ a, (1.4)

where « is a closed 1-form valued in the center Z(g) of the Lie algebra g, that is a € Q}(X)® Z(g). As such the
above gauge structure in fact manifests a "1-form symmetry" parameterized by «, on top of the pre-existing
1-gauge 0-form symmetry parameterized by A. This 1-form symmetry is affecting the connection A but not its
curvature.

2 Gauging the 1-gauge

In the 1-gauge case, we have highlighted two different types of invariance, one specified by a left multiplication,
n (1.2), the other one by a 1-form shift in (1.4). It is natural to ask what happens when we gauge each
symmetry, ie. we make them non-constant. For the former, making h non-constant amounts to just another
gauge transformation, so there is nothing new to be gained. The latter is more interesting, as it leads to some
new structures.

Relaxing the condition that « in (1.4) is constant and valued in the center Z(g) will be called "gauging the
1-form gauge". So we allow o — a to become a generic 1-form a € 2!(X) ® g that has non-trivial coordinate
dependence on X, similar to the gauging procedure for the global/0-gauge symmetry.

2.1 Shifting the connection

Typically, one may a priori take a gauge bundle P — X with the non-trivial curvature F' = o # 0, then
study the associated gauge theory. Alternatively, we may perform a particular 1-form shift such that F — F’
is transformed to a non-trivial value.
Indeed, under a generic 1-form shift.
A— A =A+a,

we see that the curvature transforms accordingly as
1 1
F—>F’=dA/A’=F+dAa+§[a/\a]=F+dAa+§[a/\a]. (2.1)

In the gauge where A = 0, we just have
1
F' =da+ i[a A al,

which is the curvature of a considered as a G-connection. As such we may shift the curvature to any value from
zero, which serves as the central key fact for anomaly resolution discussed later. Usually, the "gauging" story
ends here, and we deal with an arbitrary curvature associated to the connection in a particular 1-form gauge
A=a.

However, the above also shows that, by considering the 1-form shift as a higher-form gauge symmetry, the
(1-)curvature quantity F is a gauge datum, the notion of curvature is gauge dependent. We have then a pair of
gauge structures, one encoded in g which in a sense encodes the arbitrariness of the frame we deal with, and
one encoded in a, which encodes the arbitrariness of the curvature.

One can realize that the transformation (2.1) can be seen as lack of covariance of the curvature 2-form under
the arbitrary shift, analogous to the one of the derivative of the field ¢ under 7(g). To amend for the lack of
covariance, we introduced a non-zero connection A = gdg=! in (1.1).

Hence in a similar manner, to amend for the lack of covariance of the curvature under the arbitrary shift,
we introduce a 2-form gauge connection ¥ € Q?(X) ® g such that, in the gauge where A = 0

1
ZE(F’—F)zF’zda—I—i[a/\a]. (2.2)
If we define the curvature of X, as the 2-curvature,
K =ds%,

then we see that by the Bianchi identity
da¥X=daF =0,

so that this 2-connection is flat. Indeed as we shall see later, this 2-connection £ = da + 1[a A a] is a "pure
2-gauge", analogous to the flat pure 1-gauge A = gdg~! obtained from gauging the 0-gauge.



The construction so far is restrictive, in a sense since we focus on a 2-connection with value in the same Lie
algebra g. It seems natural to make it valued in some other Lie algebra b, together with a map t: h — g (a
homomorphism of Lie algebras), which plays in a sense the same role as the representation m when we dealt
with a regular 1-gauge. The most natural notion to use is that of a Lie 2-algebra [8]. There are different notions
of it. The first we are interested in is the notion of strict Lie 2-algebra, which can be equivalently viewed as
a Lie algebra crossed-module [36]. The crossed-module formulation is most convenient to discuss the notion of
2-gauge theory. We shall also see how the notion of a weak Lie 2-algebra can be relevant in this setting.

2.2 Lie algebra crossed-modules

We first define the notion of crossed-module and then discuss the fields relevant to build a 2-gauge theory.

Definition 2.1. Consider a pair of Lie algebras g and b, such that there is an action of g on b noted >. We
also introduce t a Lie algebra homomorphism such that we have 2-term complex

®&:h5g, (2.3)
The 2-term algebra complex (2.3) is a Lie algebra crossed-module if the action and the t-map satisfy

1. the Peiffer conditions, respectively the g-equivariance of t and the Peiffer identity,

tlx>y) =[z,ty)], ty)>y =y,
and

2. the 2-Jacobi identities

[[Z‘,l‘/], x”] + [[x/,a:”],x] + [[x”,l‘],l‘/] =0,
> (@' >y) -2 > (r>y) —[z,2] >y =0,

for each z,2’,2” € g and y,y’ € b.

An important consequence of the Peiffer identity is that kert < Z(h) is contained in the centre of b.
The g-equivariance property of ¢ can be summarized by the following diagram

s =

Derh —— Inng

where Der g denotes the space of derivations on the Lie algebra g, and the dashed arrow denotes an action.

Let us consider now the relevant connections: the 1-connection A is valued in g, while the 2-connection X
is valued in h. As we will see in section 2.3.1, ¢ is a Lie algebra homomorphism that allows us to connect fields
valued in § to ones valued in g. This action > can be viewed in a sense as the gauge transformations induced
by g on the fields/2-gauge parameters with value in . This will be discussed in section 2.4.

The covariant derivative we will use is still d4, ie. it is defined in terms of the l-connection A. We will
therefore use the action to define the covariant derivative of a form with value in fj. Taking an arbitrary h-valued
n-form S € Q"(X) ® h, we introduce the wedge product A> between a 1-form and and n-form,

AP QX)) ©8) ® (@(X) @ b) 2> 0 (X) @ (a®1) 2> 0 (X) @,
This allows to define the covariant derivative of S € Q"(X) ® b,
daS=dS+AA"S.
Putting together the differential d4- = d- +A A> - on Q"(X)®h with the t-map, and using the g-equivariance®

implies that the covariant derivative d4 on h-valued forms is mapped under ¢ to the covariant differential d
on g-valued forms. This can be expressed compactly as

tdy = dat. (2.5)

Remark 2.1. Tt is well-known that Lie algebra crossed-modules & are equivalent to strict Lie 2-algebras [36, 37].
Following the mathematical literature, we call the strict Lie 2-algebra skeletal if t = 0, and trivial if t = id.

2We have t(A A> S) = [A A t(S)].




2.3 Curvatures and Bianchi identities

Given the general 2-Lie algebra framework, we explore the different notions of curvatures that appear. First
we have the notion of fake flatness which relates the 2-connection to the 1-curvature up to the t-map. We then
express the properties of the 2-curvature and highlight it also satisfies a type of Bianchi identity. Finally, we
discuss how the one kind of violation of the 1-Bianchi identity can be recast in terms of a 2-gauge theory based
on a weak 2-Lie algebra.

2.3.1 Fake-curvature

When using the crossed module formalism, the relation between the 2-connection and the curvature we intro-
duced in (2.2) can be rewritten as
t(X)=F =da+ana,

with ¥ = dL + 1[L A L], provided that ¢(L) = a. In fact (2.2) can be readily obtained if h = g and the t map
is the identity. Hence the construction in (2.2) can be seen as an example of a 2-gauge theory based on the
identity crossed-module.

The relation (2.2) can also be interpreted as a generalized notion of curvature
F=F —t%),
which is known as fake-curvature. The condition in which it is constrained to be zero,
F=F —tX%) =0, (2.6)

is known as the fake-flatness condition. A naive notion of "2-parallel transport" serves as a geometric motivation
for imposing (2.6) [38], but we need not assume it at the infinitesimal level based on a Lie algebra crossed-
module/strict Lie 2-algebra. We will see nevertheless that such condition can also appear when we consider 1-
or 2-gauge transformations in section 2.4.

Remark 2.2. 1t is possible to define a notion of higher-parallel transport without fake-flatness F # 0, which
would move us into the realm of adjusted 2-parallel transport [34]. We shall not consider this in detail here.

As mentioned previously, we note that (2.6) can be interpreted as sourcing the curvature with ¢(X), allowing
us to break away from a flat 1-connection. We will come back to this interpretation in section 2.5.

2.3.2 2-curvature and 2-Bianchi identity

The 2-curvature is defined as the tensor K = d % € Q3(X) ® bh. When the 2-connection is pure 2-gauge
Y =dL+ %[L A L], we have as expected K = 0,

daY = d*L + %d[L AL+ t(L) > (dL + %[L AL =0 (2.7)

where for simplicity we picked the 1-gauge where A = t(L) and we used that d?> = 0, the Peiffer identity and
the Jacobi identity for b.

One may insert a 2-curvature anomaly k # 0, K = k to go away from the pure 2-gauge case. We will study
this in section 2.4.2. As we are going to show, K is valued in ker ¢, and so must k. Indeed, for any 2-connection,
as a consequence of the fake-flatness condition and the 1-Bianchi identity, the 2-curvature must be valued in
kert c b.

t(K) = t(dAZ) =dat(X) =daF =0. (2.8)

As a consequence of the Bianchi identity, we have that d 4K € kert.
On the other hand, by the graded Leibniz rule, the 2-curvature K satisfies

daK =da(daY) = F AP S =t(2) A" 3 = [2 A X]|kerts

where we used the Peiffer conditions. Note that since d 4 K is valued in ker ¢, we should project the commutator
[X A X] to kert. However, since ¥ is a 2-form and [-,-] = (¢-) > - is skew-symmetric, this term vanishes and
hence we achieve the 2-Bianchi identity

dsaK = 0. (2.9)

We shall discuss in section 3 how such identity can be weakened.



2.3.3 1-Bianchi anomaly and weak 2-Lie algebras

Now suppose we forgo the 1-Bianchi identity, then K needs not be valued in ker t.
1 1
tK = daF = dF + [A,F] = d*A + §d[A/\A] + [A A dA] + i[A/\ [A A Al
=d2A+%[A/\ [A A A]] #0,

where we used that d[A A A] = [dA A A] — [A A dA] = —2[A A dA]. There are two different ways to do this,
one is to let d?A # 0 (globally), in which case we have a monopole. The other way is if the second term is
non-vanishing, which occurs when we let go of the Jacobi identity on g. In this case, g is strictly speaking no
longer a Lie algebra; however, we shall see that the following structure we shall derive can also be applied to
the case where g is a Lie algebra, but ¢t = 0 must be identically zero.

Remark 2.3. The two ways in which the 1-Bianchi identity is violated are distinct. The violation of the Jacobi
identity [A A [A A A]] is of an algebraic nature, and hence introduces non-trivial modifications to our Lie 2-
algebra structure; we shall focus on this case in the following. On the other hand, the monopole case d?A # 0 is
of differential geometric nature, which indicates a non-trivial topology of the 1-gauge theory. We shall discuss
how this 1-gauge topological feature can be treated using a 2-gauge formalism, without a violation of the Bianchi
identity in section 2.5.3. This will be an example of the notion of anomaly resolution.

By relinquishing the Jacobi identity, we may write this term as a contribution to K by lifting it along ¢ up
to . In other words, we introduce a skew-trilinear map — called appropriately the Jacobiator — satisfying

1
gt b, Stn(A A A) = [AA[AA AL (2.10)

such that the modified 2-curvature reads [34]
1
K = da% — gu(4, 4,4) = 0. (2.11)

Since the term u(A, A, A) arises due to the failure of the 1-Bianchi identity, we call it the I-Bianchi anomaly.
Note 1 only appears for non-Abelian g. We note that the 1-gauge transformations need to be carefully analyzed
in this case as (A, A, A) will not be a tensor. We discuss this in section 2.4.

This map p is in fact precisely the homotopy map of a weak [26, 34| or a semistrict [39] Lie 2-algebra.
More precisely, the homotopy map is a trilinear skew-symmetric map u : g3 — b satisfying

[z, [2",2"]] + [, [2", 2]] + [2", [z, 2"]] = tu(z, 2, "),
z> (' >y)—2' > (x>y) - [z,2]| >y = plx, 2, t(y)) (2.12)

for each z,2’, 2" € g and y € . Indeed, (2.10) is equivalent to the first of these conditions.
An important additional property that g must satisfy is its g-equivariance:

x> p(xr, 2, x3) = p([z, 1], 2, x3) + pla1, [z, 2], x3) + p(z1, 22, [, 23]), (2.13)
as such we can compute
dap(A, A, A) d(u(A, A A)) + A AP (A A A) g-equivariance and Leibniz rule

= (3u(dA, A A)) + g,u([A, Al, A, A)) Trilinearity of u

= 3u(F, A, A),

where ) denotes a summation over cyclic permutations. The factor of % appears in the second line due to the
fact that u([A, A], A, A) is symmetric under an exchange of the first argument [A, A] and the last two arguments
A, A. This gives rise to the modified 2-Bianchi identity

1
daK =F AP Y — §M(F7A>A) =0,
which has also appeared in the context of the gauge theory based on a weak Lie 2-algebra [34].

Remark 2.4. Notice that if the weak 2-algebra is skeletal, namely ¢ = 0, there is no violation to the Jacobi
identity in the component g. An example is the skeletal model string 2-algebra string,(g) of a simple Lie
algebra g [34, 35], where k € Z is called the level. The 2-algebra structure is given by ¢t = 0,r> = 0, and the
Jacobiator is p = kw, where w is the fundamental 3-cocycle

w = <'a ['7 ]> € Z3<97R>'

This is one of the most commonly-seen weak 2-algebras in the physics literature. The bundle gerbe associated
to the string 2-algebra describes the string structure appearing in string theory [21, 22].



2.4 Gauge transformations

In this section, we review the different transformations we can perform and the inherited compatibility condi-
tions.

2.4.1 1- and 2-gauge transformations

1-gauge transformations. In order to preserve the fake flatness condition, we derive the transformations
of ¥ and then K, from the transformation of the curvature 2-form (1.3).

F - F)=F+[F=t(3) - t3) + [t(E),A] = () —t(A> %)
Y - T-oAnY
K=d;s¥ —» K-)\>K, (2.14)

where A € Q°(X) ® g.

Now suppose the underlying Lie 2-algebra is weak, with p # 0. We shall see that, provided ¥ acquires an
additional term [34]

2;@?:27A>2f%MXAA) (2.15)

under 1-gauge transformation, then we preserve the covariance of the 2-curvature under the 1-gauge transfor-
mations,
K—K"=K-\>> K+ u(\A,F).

Indeed, working with the modified 2-curvature (2.11), we have from the definition (2.12),
—AAT A D)+ [AAN AP E = —p(ANED) = A (A AP D) = u(\ A, t8) — A (A AP Y). (2.16)
On the other hand, we have by the g-equivariance of u, (2.13), that

PN A A) = pldd A, A) = 2 (A AL A, 4) — (A, X], 4, 4))

= (A A, A) + 20(0, A dA) S (D p(A, A, A) + 20, A [A A A]) — A AT (3, A, 4)

2/'L(>\a Av F) + %)‘ > M(Aa Aa A) - dAM()‘v Aa A)

There are three such terms, hence we have
1 1 1 1 9
5#(147 A7 A) - 5”(147 A» A) + /1’()‘) Av F) + g)‘ > /J’(Av Av A) - idA/J’()‘v A» A) + 0(>\ )

modulo terms of higher order in A. These terms precisely cancel the dau(\, A, A) term in the 1-gauge transfor-
mation of K, as desired.

2-gauge transformations. The shift of the 1-connection parameterized by L such that a = ¢(L) is interpreted
as the 2-gauge transformation. Indeed, the 2-connection ¥ was introduced such that the 1-form shift A — A’ =
A +t(L) in the 1-connection was interpreted as a (2-)gauge symmetry.

Given the 2-form connection ¥ undergoes a corresponding 2-gauge transformation,

1
2% =S+ dal+5[L ALl (2.17)

parameterized by a 1-form L € Q}(X) ® b, we see that the fake-curvature F = F — ¥ is kept invariant, as
desired. The 2-curvature is covariant under this 1-form shift transformation since, with A" = A + ¢(L),

1
K—>K = da¥ =dsX+t(L) /\DZ—FdAH(L)(dAL-i-E[L/\L])
= K+[LAE]-FF/\DL-F%CZA[L/\L]-Ft(L)ADdAL—F%t(L)AD[L/\L]

= K—tZ/\‘>L+F/\>L+%dA[L/\L]+[L/\dAL]+i[L/\[LAL]]
— K+FAPL~K (2.18)

where we used extensively the Peiffer conditions, and the Jacobi identity for the cubic term in L. Note K is
invariant on-shell of the fake-flatness condition F = 0.



Now let us consider how the modified 2-curvature K (2.11) transforms in the weak case 1 # 0. We seek to
pick out terms in the computation of (2.18) that implicitly uses the 2-Jacobi identities. All such terms occur in
the quantity

1
dA+t(L)(dAL + §[L A L]),

which can be organized into three parts:
o(L): dadaL, o(L?) : dipdaL + %dA[L A L), o(L?): %tL AP [L A L).
Consider first the term linear in L, which gives
dadal = (dA) A" L+ AAP (AAPL)=F A" L+ %,u(A,AJL)

by using (2.12). The additional p-term here is compensated precisely by the linear o(L)-terms in the 2-gauge
transformation of u(A4, A, A):

1 1 1
Next we look at the terms quadratic in L. This gives
1 1
dirdal + Sda[L A L = SA A" [L A L]+ [L A (A A% L)] = p(A,tL,1L)
via (2.12), which is compensated precisely by the o(L?)-terms in the transformation
1 1 1 31 .
Finally, the cubic term is
1
tLAY [LALl=tLA" [LALl=[LA[LAL]= ﬁu(tL,tL,tL),
which is compensated by the o(L?)-term in the transformation
1 1 1 1
g,u(A,A,A) — §M(A’ A A) + iu(A, A,tL) + (A tL,tL) + y,u(tL,tL, tL).

As such, we see that the modified 2-curvature (2.11) follows also the 2-gauge transform law (2.18).

Compatibility between 1- and 2-gauge transformations. The shift has to be compatible with the
1-gauge transformation, so that the new curvature transforms covariantly,

A-A =A+a— A +dar=a=t(L) > a+[a,\] =t(L)+ [t(L),\] (
L>L-A>L (

2.19)
2.20)

where we used the Peiffer conditions, as always. It is interesting to note that 1-gauge (A, 0) and 2-gauge (0, L)
transformations do not commute. Through straightforward computations in the strict case u = 0 [18, 28, 33|,
we see that

[(A,0), (0, L)] = (0,A> L), (2.21)

so 2-gauge transformations in general form a semidirect product [40, 28]
Gauy = (21(X) ®h) x (2°(X)®9)

defined by (2.21).
It is possible to perform the same kinematical analysis for the weak case, where u # 0. However, here the
commutator between 2-gauge transformations read [34]

[\ L), N L) = (0,A> L' = X > L) + (0, w(A, A, N)) 4+ w(F, A N). (2.22)

This is a major issue, because the additional term u(F, A\, \') is not a gauge transformation — the 2-gauge
algebra Gauy fails to close unless the fake curvature condition F = 0 is always satisfied! This is one of the
motivations for the theory of adjusted parallel transport in [34]. Of course, when p = 0, we have a set of
compatible gauge transformations, even if possibly F # 0.
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Generally, we also have a "higher gauge transformation" on the 2-gauge parameter L — L + daf, where
(e QY(X)®Bb. If we take the two 2-gauge parameters L, L' = L + d 4/, and define

2’=Z+dAL+%[L/\L], Z”=E+dAL/+%[L//\L/]
A =A+1tL, A" = A+t = A+ t(L+dal),
then we have
oy = FA>€+[L,dA£]+%[dA£,dA£],
F'—F = [F,t(ﬂ)]+[tL,t(dAE)]+%[t(dA€)7t(dA£)].

By the Peiffer conditions, we see that the two 2-gauge transformations L, L’ = L + d s/ act identically on the
fake-curvature F = F' — tX [18, 41]. The computation (2.18) then implies that the 2-curvature K is invariant
on-shell of fake-flatness F = 0 under both L, L'. Because of this, the study of such higher gauge transformation
is not necessary in the context of higher-BF theories [28].

2.4.2 2-curvature anomaly and the first descendant

Recall from (2.18) that the 2-curvature K is covariant under a 2-gauge transformation. To introduce a 2-
curvature anomaly « into the theory, we require the anomaly equation of motion (EOM) K = & to transform
covariantly, identically to how K transforms. On-shell of fake-flatness F = 0, then, k = x(A, ) must be 2-gauge
invariant. Now since under a 2-gauge transformation, X shifts by an arbitrary element in § and hence k must be
a constant as a function of . Regardless, it can still depend on cokert = g/im¢, as 2-gauge invariance implies
that it is shift invariant: K(A) = k(A +tL).

We are going to see that this particular form of the 2-curvature anomaly x(A) is in fact related to the
topological classification of the underlying Lie 2-algebra. Moreover, we shall see that the presence of this
particular x(A) will twist the gauge transformations in the 2-gauge theory, such that the 2-curvature anomaly
EOM K = k(A) transforms covariantly. We will then explain how such specific curvature anomaly can be
related to the cohomological properties of the crossed module.

Twisting gauge transformations. Suppose the 1-form connection A transforms in the usual manner. We
begin by considering the large® (twisted) 1-gauge transformation of the 2-connection .

YooY =g>X+((4,9).

The ¢ contribution is determined so that the 2-curvature anomaly equation K = k is compatible with the
twisted gauged transformations. Indeed, given g-equivariance of the h-valued forms, we wish for the expression

dae¥d =das(g> X+ ((A,9)) = g> (daX) + das((A, g) = k(A9). (2.23)
This implies that we must have the following descent equation
dasC(A, g) = K(A?) — g > K(A), (2.24)

and the ker t-valued 2-form ((A, g) solutions of this equation is called the first descendant of k. This provides
a differential equation which allows to express x in terms of (. We shall see this formalism in action in section
3.3.2.

Infinitesimally, we may expand g = exp A ~ 1 + A in terms of the 1-gauge parameter A € Q' ® g. This gives
a Taylor expansion

from which we may collect terms up to first order in A and rewrite (2.24) as
daC(A 1) = K(A),  danC(A,N) = k(A = A K(A). (2.25)
Since (A, A) is valued in kert, it does not conflict with the fake curvature condition,
tHE) = ) = t(Z) —t(A> ) = (D) + [t(X), A], F — F +[F, )],

where we have used the Peiffer conditions.

3"Large" means that the gauge parameter g is group-valued, not infinitesimal, and hence can have global topological character.
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Of course, if k = 0, then the first descendant (A, ) can be chosen to vanish, in which case we reproduce
the covariance of the 2-curvature K, -
K=K->K-\p> K.

Conversely, (A, A) necessarily occurs in the presence of the 2-curvature anomaly k(A), and the descent equation
(2.24) is the key property that guarantees the 1-gauge covariance of the equation of motion K = k.

Remark 2.5. One may also view ( as a particular twist in the 1-gauge transformation of 3, which "inserts" the
2-curvature anomaly «; this perspective will be useful for anomaly resolution in section 3.3.2.

Now we need to see that twisting the 1-gauge transformations by ¢ does not spoil the compatibility with
the 2-gauge transformations. Toward this, we perform a 2-gauge transformation on the descent equation (2.25).
The terms that we acquire proportional to L are, by the Peiffer identity,

tL AP C(A,N) = —tC(AN) AP L =0,
[LL AN AP C(A,N) = —t(AD L) A C(A,\) = ((C(A,N) A® (A L) =0,

where we have used the fact that ¢ is valued in kert. If we choose ((-, \) as a function on cokert = g/im¢ like
K, then (2.25) is shift-invariant. This proves our desired claim.

The Postnikov class. The anomaly x(A) has a cohomological interpretation. Indeed, x = k(A4) € 3(X) ®
kert can be interpreted as a Lie algebra 3-cocycle r € Z3(cokert, kert).

Definition 2.2. We call the cohomology class [k] € H?(cokert, kert) the Postnikov class of the crossed-
module &. A crossed-module/strict 2-algebra & is called non-trivial if [«] # 0.

[k] classifies the crossed-module & up to elementary equivalence [36, 35]. Weak Lie 2-algebras are classified by
the same data [42, 39]. We give further details about the Postnikov class in Appendix A.3.

Notice that the function k is only required to be a Lie algebra 3-cocycle, and hence is not necessarily
covariantly closed. This means that, in the presence of k(A), the 2-Bianchi identity (2.9) can in fact be
violated, due to the 2-curvature anomaly EOM K = k(A) giving daK = dak(A) # 0. We shall see an example
of this in section 3.3.2.

The astute reader may have noticed a close parallel between the Postnikov anomaly x(A) and the Bianchi
anomaly (A, A, A). They both define an anomaly of the 2-flatness condition, and the resulting 2-curvature
quantity K have identical gauge transformation properties.

For t # 0, the two structures are actually different. Indeed, the 1-Bianchi anomaly (A, A, A) is not invariant
under the 1-form shift symmetry A — A + tL, while x by hypothesis is. This speaks to the fact that, unlike
their strict counterparts, weak Lie 2-algebras and non-trivial Lie algebra crossed-modules are not equivalent
when ¢ # 0. Indeed, the component g in a weak 2-algebra is not a Lie algebra, as the 2-Jacobi identities (2.12)
do not hold. The quantity u(X, A, A) that appeared in (2.15), which seems to serve as the first descendant of
w(A, A, A), does not satisfy the descent equation (2.25).

On the other hand, it is known that a non-trivial Lie algebra crossed-module g = g_1 5N go is classified, up
to elementary equivalence, by precisely the data of a skeletal weak Lie 2-algebra s = (n@® V, k) [8, 35|, where
n = cokert and kert = V. Here, the Postnikov class k plays the role of the homotopy map for the 2-term graded
Lie algebra V' % Indeed, as s is skeletal, there is no violation of the 2-Jacobi identities. Therefore, one may
see a weak skeletal Lie 2-algebra as a non-trivial Lie algebra crossed-module.

Remark 2.6. It was proven [35] that the skeletal, weak, string 2-algebra string,,(g) has an alternative description
in terms of a non-trivial crossed-module, called the loop model I}, whose Postnikov class [x] € H3(g,R) is
represented in the 2-gauge theory [34] by its S'-transgression [21, 43] to [x] € H?(Qg, R); see section 3.3.2 and
Appendix B.1.

The non-trivial crossed-module formulation has the distinct advantage that the 2-gauge theory it defines is
free of the problems plaguing that of a weak 2-algebra, such as the lack of closure of gauge transformations in
(2.22). This is precisely because of the descent equation satisfied by the first descendant (A, \) of k(A), which
ensures that the 2-gauge structure closes and is consistent [34], even in the presence of a non-trivial Postnikov
class [18]. We shall see this point in action in sections 2.5.4 and 3.3.2.

2.5 Applications

In this section, we discuss concrete examples of 2-gauge structures that arise naturally from physical applications.
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2.5.1 2-BF theory

The simplest action to consider is an action for which the fake-flatness and the flat 2-curvature are obtained as
equations of motion (EOMs), so such an action is topological. By analogy to the BF case, we would call this
action a 2-BF action [28, 33].

We mention briefly here that the partition function of the 2-BF model can be discretized. This gives rise
to the Yetter model [44, 40, 45], in which the 2-connections (A, X) are assigned to a triangulation as "®-valued
colourings" [18, 16]. It has been used to describe topological phases protected by higher-form global symmetries
[18, 19, 30].

Action and EOMs. Let X be a manifold of dimension d and let us fix a Lie algebra crossed-module & =

h 4 g. Let g* denote the dual space of linear functionals on g, and similarly let h* denote the dual space of b.
We denote by (-, ) the duality pairing for them.

We begin by introducing Lagrange multipliers B € Q4 2®g*, C € Q¢ 3®b* which implements the aforemen-
tioned flatness conditions. The 2-BF action, also called the BFCG action [28, 33], in the absence of 2-curvature
anomalies is

Sone[A, 5] = L<B A F(A,D) +(C A G(A, ), (2.26)

where F(A,X) = F—t(X) and G(A,X) = K = daX. For d < 3, the 2-BF theory reduces to a BF' theory, since
the dual field C' does not exist.
The first half of the EOMSs are
0B=F=F—-t%) =0, 0C = G =d X =0,

which implement precisely the fake curvature and 2-flatness conditions, respectively. On the other hand, we also
have the option to vary A and . These must be done more carefully: we first introduce a map A : h A b* — g*
dual to the crossed-module action:

(CA(AAT X)) =—A(CAX) A A.

Second, we define the map t* : g* — h* dual (with respect to the pairings {-,-)) to the crossed-module map
t:h — g, and write
(B At(2)) ={*(B) A D).

We also introduce the dual of the action and adjoint representation,
Wrey)=—@eryy), & [z2"]) = [z, 2], 2"),
forall ye b,y € h*, z € g,2' € g*.
These yield
A= dB+[AAB]* —A(CAX)=0, 6S=t*B+dC+Ar"" C=0.
If we define the quantities
F=d,C=dC+AA>"C, K=d,B=dB+[An B]*
we see that these sets of EOMs read

F=t*(B), K=ACAhY), (2.27)

the first of which looks like a fake-flatness condition for the dual fields. This suggests that B,C should be
treated as a 2-connection as well, valued in a Lie algebra crossed-module t* : g* — h*.
Indeed, this is precisely the dual Lie algebra crossed-module

G*[1] = (t* : g* - b*,>),
whose graded Lie algebra structure is induced by the choice of a Lie algebra 2-cochain?
6_1:h—>h"2  So:g—ohAag

When dealing with the action (2.26), the dual Lie 2-algebra is Abelian with trivial 2-cochain (6_1,d¢) = 0, and
hence is the same thing as a 2-vector space [46]. For more general details on these algebraic objects, we refer
the reader to the mathematical literature [37, 26, 47].

Remark 2.7. Dualizing the crossed-module map t : h — g leads to t* : g* — bh*, hence the dual Lie 2-algebra
&*[1] comes with a shift [1] in the grading of the underlying vector spaces. This is a small subtlety in the
mathematical notation that we shall keep in order to be consistent with the literature.

4More concretely, we have

<[f7 f/]7y> = <f A fl,§_1(y)>, <f‘;gvm> = <f NG, 5_1(£E)>7
where f, f' € h*, g € g*.
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Symmetries of the action. It was shown in [28] (see also [33]) that the 2-BF action (2.26) is preserved
under the operations

—> )\: — L:
ol fA FHIEAL L ]:L > : (2.28)
GG =G+A>G G—-G"=G+F AL
B — B = B+ [\ B]* B—>BL=B+A(CAL
A R B L: AleAL) (2.29)
C—CN=C+Ip*C C—Cl=C

where we recognize the transformations of F and G we obtained in section 2.4. Notice G is invariant only
on-shell of the fake curvature condition F = 0, which we had assumed in (2.18).

Algebraically, this implies that the 2-gauge group Gauz = (2}(X) ® ) x (2°(X) ® g) acts naturally on
the dual fields B,C. In other words, the original 2-algebra & has a natural action on the dual 2-algebra
®*[1] induced by the data >*, A emergent form the dual EOMs (2.27). These actions define a strict coadjoint
representation [37] of the 2-algebra & on its dual G*[1].

Remark 2.8. In general, the dual Lie 2-algebra &*[1] can be non-Abelian and define its own gauge sector. The
corresponding gauge parameters (A, L) € &*[1] transforms the dual fields (C, B) as

B — BL = B+doL + [L A L,

5. C —C>=C+dch i C—-cl=c+il
B—B=B+Ap*B '’ '

If there is a non-trivial back-action of &*[1] on &, then (A, ¥) would transform under (X, L) as well, analogous
to how (C, B) transforms under (A, L) in (2.29). If certain coherence conditions are satisfied between these
actions, then the pair (&, ®*[1]) defines a 2-Manin triple

D=6 ad* Mao* 6*[1]7

which serves as a model for a "2-Drinfel’d double" [37, 47] — a categorified notion of the classical Drinfel’d
double ? = g x g* for a Lie algebra g [48]. For a more detailed study and analysis, see [47].

2.5.2 3D gravity

3D gravity is topological, as there are no propagating local degrees of freedom. In the Einstein-Cartan formalism,
the Einstein equations take the shape [49, 50] (47G = 1)

Fy =Ty, (2.30)

where F' is the curvature of the spin-connection A, and I is the internal su(2)-index (we chose the Euclidian
signature). 77 is the stress-energy tensor”, which could include the cosmological constant contribution. By
assumption, I satisfies the Bianchi identity and hence T is conserved. Following our discussion from the previous
sections, it seems natural to interpret the stress energy contribution as some form of curvature excitation and as
such it would fit within the scheme of 2-gauge theory. In particular we would identify the stress-energy tensor
with the 2-connection up to the t-map.

Fy = Ty = t;(3). (2.31)

Note however that the stress-energy tensor is actually fixed, there is no shift symmetry. Hence one would expect
to recover 3d gravity as some kind of 2-gauge fixed theory. Indeed, starting from the 2-BF' action, and fixing
the shape of the 2-connection allows to recover 3d gravity coupled with a particle (seen as a topological defect)
or with a non-zero cosmological constant.

First let us fix the crossed module to be the (infinitesimal) identity crossed module
jsu(2) = (t =id : su(2) — su(2),> = ad),

to discuss 3d gravity in the Euclidean signature. We will note J; the generators of su(2). We now consider the
2-BF action based on Jgy(2) with X a 3d manifold.

Sone[A, 3, B, (] — L<B AF = %))+ (C A daS), (2.32)

5Typically in the usual framework, T7 = ‘SS’(‘S‘C%, where Smatter is the action for the matter degrees of freedom.
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and discuss the different values ¥ can take. The fake flatness condition, which is one of EOMs is then

F=%. (2.33)

The first obvious value is to 2-gauge fix ¥ to ¥ = 0, which would amounts to recover pure (Euclidian) gravity

Sone[A, 5 = 0, B,C] = Sur[B, A] = f (B A P, (2.34)
X

with the 1-form B interpreted as the frame field. Plugging back ¥ = 0 in (2.33) allows to recover the 3d vacuum
Einstein equation.

The next interesting value is to pick a 1-gauge where we 2-gauge fix ¥ to be ¥ = mJgé‘(,[Q,) (x), where 5(2)(x)
is the densitized Dirac delta function, localizing ¥ on a worldline W. m is the mass of the defect. In an
arbitrary 1-gauge, parameterized by g, we have then %! = plé‘(,[z,) (z) = Eé, with p! = mg~!Jsg interpreted as
the momentum of the defect.

With such value, the 2-BF action (2.32) becomes

Sng{A12£,B,C]::J;<B/\P§——J;K£Lp>+-LV<CUNdAp% (2.35)

where we recognize the standard action of gravity coupled with a particle [51], supplemented by a term encoding

the conservation of momentum. Plugging back ! = p! 51(/‘2,) () in (2.33) allows to recover the 3d Einstein equation
in the presence of a point-like particle.

Such construction could be extended to the discrete case where one could analyze how the Yetter amplitude
can provide the Ponzano-Regge amplitude coupled to a particle. This will be explored elsewhere.

Finally, in general as a 2-form on a 3d manifold with value in su(2), there exists a covector € and an arbitrary
constant rescaling A\ such that

EZ%EAQZE» (2.36)

Plugging back this value of ¥ in (2.33) would resemble very much Einstein equation in the presence of a
cosmological constant A, if € was identified as the frame field B. Let us therefore write without loss of generality

Y= %[é A €] and impose that € = B. At the level of the 2-BF action, we have therefore

Sope[A, T, B = &,C] = JX<B A (F = %[é N = M[C A ] A dad)+ (6,6 — B, (2.37)

where ¢ is a Lagrange multiplier. The Palatini formulation of 3d gravity involves eIIL, A/IL, ie. 18 variables. In

the 2-BF action, we have additional 12 variables from BIIL and CT. To recover the Palatini formulation, we go
on-shell of 2-flatness d 4% = 0 and impose the constraint

B =¢, (2.38)

which allows to reduce on-shell to the usual number of variables and 3d gravitational action
A
SoprlA, S0 B,C] ~ SulA,é] = f @n(F-2erd. (2.39)
X

The dual EOMs (2.27) state that
dsC =B,  daB=dsé=[3,C],

namely the coframe B is covariantly exact (which can always be achieved locally [52]) and the torsion T' = d4 B
is given by [C,X] = 3[C, [€ A €]]. Of course, torsion-freeness T' = 0 requires that this quantity must vanish. In
order to see this, we use the Jacobi identity such that

1 S - s
5[6’, [ene]]l=1[én]eC]]

Now as C'is a 0-form, we have [C, C] = 0, hence on-shell of the duel EOM d,C = B we have
0=da[C,C] =2[daC,C] =2[B,C] =2[¢, (],

and we indeed have torsion-freeness d4 B = 0.

Remark 2.9. In the 2-gauge formalism (2.37), we can say that we have a pair of (co-)frame fields, B and e. The
constraint to recover canonical 3d gravity (2.39) is to identify them B = e via (2.38). This is an analogue of
the simplicity constraint in 4d gravity: there, one starts with 4d BF action based essentially on a pair of frame
fields, then impose the simplicity constraint that identifies them [53, 54, 55]. It would then be interesting to see
how this construction gives rise to the notion of quantum groups, upon imposing the simplicity constraints.
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2.5.3 Anomaly resolution: monopole electrodynamics

For this example, we combine ideas from [23, 24, 25] and introduce the magnetic monopole in the context of
2-gauge theory. Let X denote a closed oriented smooth 4d manifold, which is not spin.

Consider on X a principal U(1)-gauge bundle, whose curvature 2-form F has non-trivial flux across a 2-
surface S < X. This can be interpreted as a violation of the Bianchi identity dF' # 0: on the 3-surface V

spanned by S < X, we have
Jpzf dF # 0
s v

by Stokes’s theorem. Physically speaking, S encloses a magnetic monopole, whose current j,, is given by the
EOM dF = xj,, # 0. In the usual manner, we define

1 . 1
qm = ?J‘ *Im = 7J‘ F (240)
T Jv 21 Jg

as the magnetic charge enclosed by the bounding 3-surface V < X.

Remark 2.10. The historical motivation for studying such an "anomalous" Maxwell’s theory is that QED3_
suffers from a perturbative chiral anomaly in the presence of a single spin-% Weyl fermion. The counterterm for
this anomaly is the Abelian Chern-Simons action [7]

1

indeed, by an integration by parts, we can introduce this Chern-Simons term A[A] = —ﬁ « *Jm A A with a
monopole current j,,, if we go on-shell of the EOM #j,,, = dF. The Nielsen-Ninomiya theorem states that, on
the lattice, this anomaly cannot be removed without introducing a Weyl fermion of opposite chirality.

Anomalous gauge transformations. Recall that a non-trivial monopole current j,, # 0 implies that d2A =
dF = =j,, # 0. This type of failure of the Bianchi identity implies that the U(1) connection A acquires a non-
trivial holonomy about some closed (timelike) 1-cycle I ¢ X, called the monopole worldline.

To treat this problem, we "fatten" (ie. take a small tubular neighborhood around) ! and excise it away from
X > X' [2]. This yields new 4-manifold X’, which has a boundary X’ =~ S? x [; see Fig. 1 (Left). The
U(1)-connection A is now regular on X', but its gauge transformation comes with an anomalous component
[3, 56]

A— A+dy +d\, d*Xg =0, d?)\ #0.

The anomalous component is required such that, by integrating over the 2-sphere S? — S? x [ enclosing the
monopole, we achieve

1 1 1
F—> — F+d2)\o+d2>\1=2— d\1 #0

qm -
47 S2 ™ Jg1

B 47 92
a non-trivial monopole charge, where S' = H, n H_ < S? is the equator, and we have used Stokes’s theorem
on each of the patches® Hy covering S2. Historically, this anomalous U(1) gauge theory also plays an important
role in the vortex-driven 2d Kosterlitz-Thouless phase transition [3].

Conversely, if the U(1) gauge symmetry A — A + d)\g is non-anomalous, then there can be no monopole
charge ¢,, = 0 and the magnetic current must vanish

1 1

dm dr *jm =0.

N 47 S2x1 - 47 S2x1

The construction of a non-trivial monopole charge g, from patching the anomalous gauge transformation dA;
(as a Cech cocycle) across the equator of a sphere is called clutching [58]. More generally, this casts the
monopole charge ¢, as an element in a differential cohomology of X [59].

Any given monopole current j,, can thus be inserted by designing the singularity of A\;; see Fig. 1 (Right).
It computes the winding number

d/\l = /\1(1) — )\1(0) € 27TZ,
Sl

hence the quantized monopole charge ¢,, € Z is fixed by topology’. In fact, this winding number is precisely
the first Chern number {¢ ¢y (F), where the first Chern class c1(F) = 5=[F] € H*(X,Z) topologically classifies

~ 27

the U(1)-bundle on X up to isomorphism. More details can be found in [2].

60n a 3d Cauchy slice containing V, the equation d\; = *dA = *F is known as the (Abelian) monopole equation [57].
"This accounts for the Dirac monopole quantization ¢, € Z in 4D, or the quantization of the vortex charge in 2d [3]-
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1
X’ I

Figure 1: The clutching construction for the monopole. Left: The excised spacetime 4-manifold X’ and its
boundary 06X’ =~ S x [. Right: The singularity structure of A; on the equatorial slice S! across S =~ S?. If the
monopole charge ¢, is non-trivial, then a branch cut appears.

Remark 2.11. Given two U(1)-bundles P, P’ — X with monopole charges ¢, ¢}, the tensor bundle P ® P’ has
the sum q,, + ¢, as its monopole charge; this is precisely the additive property of characteristic classes [58]

Cl(P®Pl) = Cl(P) +61(P/),

and describes the process of monopole fusion. By the clutching construction, we can identify monopole defects
with branch points of L = d); along the equator S' — S2. As multiple monopoles time-evolve and fuse, a graph
is traced out on the cylinder S* x I. The fusion algebra of the Hilbert space of such graph states is known as
the (2+1)D Ocneanu’s tube algebra [60, 61, 62].

If we write dA\; = L as a generic 1-form, then we see that the anomalous U(1) gauge theory acquires a shift
A — A+ L, generating a "U(1); 1-form symmetry" [23, 24]. We can then follow our previous construction and
introduce a 2-form ¥ as in 2.2.

Resolving the monopole anomaly; 2-gauge structure. One may treat monopole Maxwell’s theory as a
compact U(1) gauge theory equipped with a quantized Gauss law

1

— | F=0 mod Z,
27TS

which forces A ~ A + 27 to be defined only modulo 27Z [56]. Alternatively, however, introducing a 2-gauge
structure is in fact the most consistent way to treat the monopole [23, 24].

The idea is to insert a 2-form gauge field X that absorbs the flux of the magnetic monopole. This is
accomplished by the crucial monopole property

J Y= f F, V closed 2-surfaces S < X', (2.41)
s s

which states that the quantized monopole charge ¢, € Z is matched by the 2-form gauge field ¥. However, the
monopole condition (2.41) does not imply the fake-flatness ¥ = F on the nose, but only up to closed 2-forms.
We shall abuse notation and write such closed 2-forms as dL, which can in general have a non-trivial integral
over the surface S.
The curvature F' transforms as F' — F' + dL under this 2-gauge/1-form shift symmetry, which can in fact
change the monopole charge if L has non-trivial periods
1

— dL
2 S2

on the boundary 2-sphere S?  S? x [ = 0X’. In order to absorb this ambiguity, we must force the 2-form ¥ to
transform as

Y — % +dL. (2.42)

On the other hand, recall that the U(1)-connection A, as well as the gauge parameter A = )\, are all regular
on the excised 4-manifold X', and hence admit an extension into the whole of X. As such F' — and hence
— is invariant under a 1-gauge transformation.
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Thus the anomalous U(1)-gauge theory achieves a mixed 0-form/1-form U(1); x U(1) symmetry, governed
by a trivial 2-group
Jyay = (t=1id: U(1)1 > U(1),> = 1). (2.43)

The action > = 1 at the group level implies > = 0 at the algebra level, which allows us to write the transfor-
mation law (2.42) as
Yo>YX+dL+A> X =3X+dL;

we have the invariant 2-curvature and the higher Bianchi identity
K=d¥ —dY +d’L = K, dK = 0.

The fake-flatness F = tX = ¥ then encodes the monopole condition (2.41), and the 2-curvature K = #j,, # 0
can be used to encode the monopole current j,, without assuming a violation of Bianchi identity dF # 0.

Relation to Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation. What we have demonstrated is that, to resolve an
anomalous O-form symmetry, we must introduce a 2-group structure with mixed 0- and 1-form symmetry. This is
precisely the idea leveraged in [23] in order to implement the Green-Schwarz mechanism of anomaly cancellation
in QFT. We describe this procedure briefly in the following.

Counsider a field theory with background U(1) x U(1)’-symmetry, in which the first copy of U(1) is anomalous
in the sense that its associated curvature F' has a monopole defect as described above. Here, we use a prime to
indicate the other non-anomalous copy U(1)’, with associated curvature F’. The anomaly polynomial, which
appears under a U(1) transformation of the partition function, takes the form

- JF AF (2.44)

To cancel this anomaly, we introduce precisely the structure of the 2-group Jy(;) as above to resolve the
monopole anomaly.

By taking the monopole current #j,, = dF' as a source for the 2-curvature anomaly, such that K = x(A) =
dF, we can solve easily the descent equation (2.25) (A, \) = F. Suppose we source the 2-form connection ¥
with a 2-form current .J, and impose the dynamical EOM F’ = %.J in the non-anomalous sector, then, performing
the modified gauge transformation ¥ — ¥ + ((A,A) = ¥ + F on the sourcing term gives

JEA*J—»J E/\*J-l—f F/\*J~f E/\*J—i—f FAF,
X X X X X

which cancels exactly the mixed anomaly (2.44) in the partition function. This mechanism allows a consistent
gauging of the 0-form symmetry U(1) x U(1)’; for more details, see [23, 24]. Note that the underlying 2-group
structure is given by

t:U(1); - U1) xU1), t(z) = (2,0),
where the first factor id : U(1); — U(1) is the trivial 2-group Jy 1) (2.43).

2-Yang-Mills theory; 2-conservation law and mobility restriction. We now utilize the above concept
of monopole anomaly resolution in order to study an anomaly-free version of monopole electrodynamics. By
anomaly-free, we mean that the U(1)-bundle P — X under consideration has trivial first Chern class.

Such a bundle hosts no monopole anomaly, and the Bianchi identity dF' = 0 is satisfied everywhere. In order
to introduce a monopole charge, we intend to design a 2-form ¥ with a non-trivial quantized period,

1
Oaéqm:%LZeZ, Y = dIL, (2.45)

(where the 1-form L has a branch cut as shown in Fig. 1) from an action principle. Recall that, by the clutching
construction, the value of the monopole charge is fixed by the singularity structure of L.

The goal is therefore to construct an action of a 2-gauge theory that describes the electrodynamics of
regular anomaly-free Maxwell’s theory, as well as the monopole configuration of the 2-form connection ¥ = dL.
We begin by forming the manifestly invariant quantity 7 = F — ¥ under (regular) 1-form shift symmetry®
A — A+ L', and write down the Abelian 2-Yang-Mills theory [63]

Saym[A4, 2] = f

*.7:/\]:=J «(F— %) a (F-3), (2.46)
X X

8The prime is to distinguish L’ from the L chosen in (2.45). Here we consider regular L', free of branch-cuts.

18



which has also appeared in the study of topological orders protected by subsystem symmetry [25]. By varying
the 2-connection ¥, we obtain the EOM #(F — X) = 0, which is nothing but fake-flatness F = F — 3 = 0.
However, in order to have non-trivial monopoles charges, we must consider the off-shell configurations F' # X.
This is because fake-flatness kills the monopole K = d¥ = dF = 0 by the Bianchi identity. Note that we do
not expect any issue despite a violation of the fake flatness condition since the theory is Abelian.

In order to have a non-trivial monopole configuration, we must therefore source the 2-connection . We do
something more general here and source both the 1- and 2-connections A, Y individually, with 1- and 2-form
currents j., J, respectively. This inserts the following terms

SZcur = J *je nA +f #J AX (247)
X X

into Soym. Intuitively, the 2-form current J should be related in some way to the monopole current #3j,,; indeed,
upon a variation of X, the sourced action (2.46) together with current contribution (2.47) leads to the EOM

«(F—%) =] = d% = —dJ,

where we have used the Bianchi identity dFF = 0. By definition, the pure-gauge 2-connection ¥ = dL has
quantized period given by the monopole charge

1 1 1
QmZ*J‘Z:* ¥ =—— de
2 Js 21 Jsx T Jsxi

and combined with the definition (2.40) leads to
dJ = — * jp.

This identifies the flux dJ of the 2-form current J with precisely the monopole current. This makes sense, as J
sources the 2-connection ¥ that introduces the monopole.

Remark 2.12. We emphasize here that the 2-Yang-Mills theory (2.46) is anomaly-free, meaning that it does
not have any monopole currents j,, as the Bianchi identity dF' = 0 is satisfied. Indeed, the main point of the
construction is to source the monopole charge with a 2-form current J without introducing anomalies.

Now to derive the conservation laws of the currents j.,.J, we make gauge transformations on Sayn + Socur-
A (regular) 0-gauge transformation A — A + d leads to

Socur — Socur + J *Je A A\ = Socur — J /\(d * je)a
X X

which accounts for the conservation d * j. = 0 of the electric current. Suppose now we make the 1-form shift
transformation A - A+ L', — ¥ + dL’. The action Spyy remains invariant, but the sourcing terms acquire

Sgcur—>Sgcur+j #jo AL+ xJ A dL :Sgcur—kf (xjo —d*J) AL,
X X

which implies the 2-conservation law
d+J = %je. (2.48)

This implies that the conservation d = J = 0 of the 2-form current J occurs only if j. = 0 — the 2-form current
J is conserved only if isolated charges are immobile, precisely like a dipole. Indeed, (2.48) is also known as a
dipole conservation law [25].

This mobility restriction is similar to that for fractons [64, 65]. There had been effort to describe (3+1)D
fracton models in the continuum with foliated BF-type field theories [66].

2.5.4 4D topological orders: quasistring defects and surface linking

We have seen in the monopole case above that certain curvature anomalies can be used to represent topological
invariants of X. There, the first Chern class ¢; € H?(X,Z) classifying complex line bundles on X can be
represented by the curvature 2-form F through Chern-Weil theory [58, 67].

The topological invariants of X of particular interest are the Stiefel-Whitney classes w € H* (X, Zs) of the
tangent bundle TX — X, which classifies the framing of X [58, 67]. Our goal in this section is to leverage
the structures of a 2-group in order to insert higher-dimensional topological anomalies. Since we shall only be
interested in the topological defects of the theory, we assume our structure 2-group & = (V %N ,>) is skeletal
with £ = 0.
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Inserting higher-form topological defects. Let X be a framed 5-manifold with boundary ¥ = 0X. Given
a skeletal 2-group & = (0 : V' — N,1>), its associated 2-gauge theory encodes the following fake-flatness and
2-flatness conditions,

F=F=0, G=K-k(A) =0,

such that the 1- and 2-connections (A, X)) are in a sense "decoupled". Excitations of the theory can be inserted
separately by modifying these EOMs [19]

F=feC’(X,R)®n, G=geC’(X,R)QV,

where C* (X, R) denote the complex of R-valued differential cochains on X. The worldvolumes of the excitations
in Y are determined by the restrictions of the cochains fa, g3 to ¥ via Poincaré duality [58]

PD: C"(Y,R) — C4_n(Y,R).

More explicitly, if ¢ : Y < X is the inclusion of the 4d boundary, then PD(:*gs3) is a 1-cycle (a worldline) on YV
[25]. Similarly, the 2-cycle PD(¢* f2) can be interpreted as the worldsheet of a string-like excitation [19, 30].

One of the key points demonstrated in section 2.5.3 (and later in section 3.3.2) is that the characteristic
classes contribute as "anomalous" topological excitations, or defects, of the theory. As such our goal is to
construct a 2-gauge structure hosting the Stiefel-Whitney classes ws, w3 as defects. Following [18, 19], we work
directly with flat discrete 2-connections that exhibit the Stiefel-Whitney classes as topological defects.

The construction of gauge fields that capture topological defects gives rise to an invertible topological
quantum field theory (TQFT), such as Yetter theory [40] or Dijkgraaf-Witten theory [18, 62]. These objects
make an appearance in high-energy physics [68, 24] and condensed matter physics [69, 20], as it is common lore
[6] that anomalies in QFTs are in a very general sense topological.

Remark 2.13. One can expect that topological features are relevant in quantum gravity. Indeed, if we accept
that quantum gravitational fluctuations allow for topology change, then one way to keep track of them is to use
a 2-group structure, through a 2-connections with non-trivial topological configurations, such as those that we
shall construct below. Another interesting direction would be to formulate the 2-group field theory [70] which
generates topological amplitudes to non-trivial (ie. non-zero Postnikov class) crossed-modules. We shall leave
this to a future work.

Discrete flat 2-connections. Recall that flat G-connections on Y can be uniquely assigned, up to homotopy,
through the choice of a classifying map f : X — BG, where BG is the classifying space of G [58]. A similar
situation occurs for 2-groups; in the following, we shall focus on the discrete skeletal 2-group D(Zz) = (Z2 9,
Lo, > = 0)

The classifying space BD(Zz) can be constructed from a Postnikov tower [18, 19, 9], such that a discrete
flat D(Zs)-connection can be assigned onto X through the choice of a classifying map [18, 19, 71]

f: X — BD(Z,),

up to homotopy. Now a simple computation in group cohomology [72] yields a non-trivial generator [k] €
H?(Zsy,7) = Zsy, which allows us to define
ws = f*[k] (2.49)

as the pullback by f. This equation uniquely determines f up to homotopy [18§].
The discrete 2-gauge structure we aim for should then have as EOMs on the boundary Y = 0X:

F=dA=0, K = f*k = k(A) = ws,

where (4, X) denotes a flat D(Zs)-connection defined by the classifying map f. We have thus defined a discrete
2-connection that realizes the third Stiefel-Whitney class ws as a 2-curvature anomaly.

These EOMs can be recovered from a 2-BF type action based on the 2-group D(Zs). For this, we introduce
the Lagrange multipliers b € C%(Y,Zy),c € C'(Y,Zs) on the boundary Y = 0X, and we recover a 2-BF action
similar to (2.26),

1 1
SQBF:*J buF+cu(K—f*/£)=ff budA+cu (dX —ws),
2 Jy 2 ),

where v is the cup product on Zs-valued cochains [58].

We would like to introduce the second Stiefel-Whitney class wo in a similar way, but this time associated
to the 1-curvature F. One cannot do that directly since 2-group D is skeletal and so by construction we have
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F = 0. We can, however, insert it as a dual 1-curvature anomaly, that is as a source from the 1-gauge theory
inherited from the dual 2-group D* gauge theory. By appending a term

1
ifnguz

to the 2-BF theory Sapp, we achieve the EOM upon a variation of >:
F=dc= wa,

which can be interpreted as an anomaly in the dual curvature (2.27). After going on-shell of F' = 0, the
boundary action then reads [30]

1
Saopr ~ So = 5[ cu (dX —ws3) +wz U X, (2.50)
Y

Notice that we have not assumed integral lifts — ie. an integral cohomology class c; € H?(X,Z) such that ¢y
mod 2 = wy — exist for either wy or ws. Indeed, an integral lift exists for ws only when ws = 0 [29]!
Due to the closure dw,, = 0 of the Stiefel-Whitney classes, we have

1 1
§d(cu(d2—w3)+w2u2)=§(dcuw3+w2ud2)~w2uw3,

where we have used the EOMs for ¢ and . This means that Sy can be interpreted as the boundary action of
a bulk 5d symmetry-protected topological (SPT) phase

C5d = J wo U W3, (2.51)
X

protected by the global 2-group symmetry D(Zs). Conversely, we may begin with the action (2.51), and interpret
the cochains ¢, ¥ and their EOMs as trivializations for wy, w3 on the boundary ¥ = 0X [29, 30].

Remark 2.14. A topological order is symmetry-protected if it describes a gapped phase that is topologically
trivial when the symmetry is ignored [73]. In general, an invertible topological order can be interpreted as being
hosted on the boundary of a bulk symmetry protected topological (SPT) order?, through the mechanism of
anomaly inflow/resolution (31, 29].

The above general formalism of using a 2-group structure to capture higher-degree topological invariants has
appeared in [18, 19]. The action (2.50) and topological order (2.51) specifically has also been studied in [30],
and we shall follow this reference and provide a brief summary of its interesting properties in the remainder
of this section., The new insight we provided here is the understanding that the EOM dc = wsy appears as a
dual EOM for the associated 2-BF theory, which implies that the boundary action (2.50) is characterized by an
underlying 2-Drinfel’d double associated to D(Zs); see Remark 2.8. This shall be made explicit in an upcoming
work by the authors.

Framed submanifolds; the fermionic quasistring order. The order (2.51), C5q, hosts on Y a (closed)
"magnetic" quasistring described by ¥, and an "electric" dual quasiaprticle described by c; we denote by 12,1
their worldvolumes, respectively. To understand what this means geometrically, we recall that a framing is
equivalent to a trivialization of the normal bundle [58], and that the Stiefel-Whitney classes w,, keep track of
the twists in the framing of (n — 1)-dimensional embedded submanifolds [30]; see Fig 2.

Y, ¢ are fields associated to ws, ws, hence they "detect" respectively, via their values +1 on 1,2-dimensional
submanifolds {,1?> — X, twists in the framings of [,12. Those that exhibit this twisting are interpreted as the
worldvolumes of the quasi-particle/string.

Remark 2.15. Many topological orders, such as the 5d quasistring order Csq (2.51) here, are cobordism invariants
[29, 31, 30, 6]. This means, in particular, that they all vanish C5q = 0 on bounding 5-manifolds. Bordism
invariants are elements of the (framed) bordism group Qg [74, 69]. They constitute the non-perturbative part of
the anomalies that appear in QFTs [6, 31].

The wyws gravitational anomaly. One of the most interesting properties of the order Csq given in (2.51) is
that it detects a gravitational anomaly'? [29, 30]: taking Y = CP? and X, =Y x,, S! and the diffeomorphism

9This is the holographic bulk-boundary correspondence, which states that a d-dimensional (possibly anomalous) topological order
C determines uniquely an anomaly-free order D in (d + 1)-dimensions [20].
10Namely, an anomaly under diffeomorphism, aside from the chiral anomaly due to time-reversal symmetry Zg.
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Figure 2: Twists in the framing structure: the "push-offs" [30] I, (I?)" of the worldvolumes ,1? along their
framings are shown in red. Left: The quasiparticle described by ¢, and a twist of its 1-dimensional worldline [.
Right: The quasistring described by X, and a twist in its 2-dimensional worldsheet 2.

¢ : (21,22) = (Z1,%2), where the z; are coordinates on CP2, one has Csq = 1 mod 2, which evaluates to a
non-trivial anomaly

Z(Y) = (—1)% = exp <i7r JX wy U w3> =-1 (2.52)

associated to the diffeomorphism ¢.

In fact, this mapping torus X, = CP? x, S! generates the framed bordism group QF; in other words,
any other 5-dimensional cobordism X that evaluates to —1 in (2.52) is cobordant to the mapping torus X, of
Y = CP2

The partition function Z in (2.52) defines an invertible fermionic topological quantum field theory (TQFT)
Z 16, 31, 69] given by the order Csq. In general, whether a TQFT is bosonic or fermionic is determined by the
self-braiding statistics of its defects [73, 19].

In dimensions > 3, point-like defects can be braided such that their worldlines I,1’ are linked, as shown in
Fig. 2 (Left). This procedure is encoded by a linking number 1k(l, 1), which changes by 1 upon a twist [74]. In
dimensions > 4, one can braid worldsheets 1%, (1)’ with each other, as shown in Fig. 2 (Right). We also have
a corresponding surface-linking number 1k(I?, (1?)'), which also changes by 1 upon a twist [30].

The spin-TQFT Z exhibiting the gravitational anomaly given in (2.52) defines a topological order with
fermionic quasiparticle and quasistring excitations [29, 30]. What this means is that the Wilson loop and
surface operators corresponding to these quasiparticles and quasistrings are accompanifed by the following
phases,

(_1)1k(l,l/) (_1)1k(12,(l2)’)7 (253)

in the quantum theory; if these phases are present, then the exictations are bosonic.

3 Gauging the 2-gauge

Recall from section 2 that we noticed that the curvature F' was invariant under a shift «, a closed form with
value in the center of g. Generalizing this to an arbitrary shift led to the "gauging the 1-gauge". This approach
extends to the 2-gauge case. Indeed, given we have a covariantly closed 2-form ¢ such that d4qo = 0, we see
that the 2-curvature K = dX is (strongly) invariant under the shift ¥ — ¥ + 0.

In the following, we shall gauge this global symmetry by taking this shift to be an arbitrary 2-form o €
0%(X)®b. In this sense, we will make the 2-curvature gauge datum.

3.1 From shifting the 2-connection to a Lie algebra 2-crossed module
3.1.1 Shifting the 2-connection

Consider a 2-connection shift > — ¥ + ¢ by an arbitrary 2-form o. The 2-curvature K then transforms
accordingly
K—>KI:dA2+dAJ,
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hence the 3-curvature K — K’ # K fails to be invariant, even on-shell of the fake-flatness condition. To remedy
this, we introduce a 3-form gauge field by

=K — K =dao. (3.1)

Following the same reasoning as previously, the shift we are performing does not have to come from the same
algebra ¥ is valued in. We consider a 2-form £ € Q%(X) ®i valued in another Lie algebra i = Lie I, and replace
(3.1) by a "pure gauge" connection 3-form I' = d4 L.

Repeating the same steps as before, we may expect the existence of another crossed-module & = (' : i —
b, >) such that the shift transformation on the 2-connection

E—>E+t/£, t'L =0

becomes a "3-gauge transformation" parameterized by £ € Q3(X) ®i. This yields yet another invariant fake
curvature quantity, called the 2-fake curvature

g =K - t/(F)a

and the associated 2-fake-flatness condition K = #'I'. Notice once again that the 2-curvature anomaly K =
can now be absorbed as a part of the 3-connection I' — we shall make this statement precise in section 3.2.2.

Since K is valued in kert on-shell of the fake-flatness condition F = 0, enforcing also the 2-fake-flatness
condition implies kert = imt’, i.e. tot' = 0. We thus obtain an exact Lie algebra complex

g.i%pLyg, (3.2)

for which ¢’ : i — b is a crossed-module. Here, g acts on both § and i, denoted respectively by > and >’, under
which the maps ¢,t' are both g-equivariant — meaning that the following diagram, which is a generalization of

(2.9),
i t h t g
gl

Deri —— Derh —— Inng

commutes, where Der g denotes the space of derivations of the Lie algebra g.

3.1.2 3-curvature and 3-Bianchi identity

3-curvature. Let us define the 3-curvature T' = dI" in the naive way. With the exactness imt’ = ket ¢ of
the complex (3.2) in mind, as well as on-shell of the 2-fake-flatness condition #'I' = K, we see that

Y(T) = da(t'(T)) = daK = (t2) A® %) ers.

If the Peiffer identity for the part ¢ : h — g of (3.2) holds, then this term coincides with [ A 3]|ker+ as computed
in (2.11), which vanishes. This is the 2-Bianchi identity.

However, we can also consider the case where the Peiffer identity does not hold, so that ¢ : h — g is no longer
necessarily a crossed-module, but merely a precrossed-module. This means that only the first Peiffer condition
(equivariance) is satisfied, and (ty) > ¢’ does not coincide with the bracket [y,3'] on b as (¢-) &> - is in general
not skew-symmetric'!.

To treat the term (¢X) A X|kers, we invoke the exactness of the complex (3.2) to write it as the image of
some quantity {$ A X}ps under #'. This quantity is defined by the Peiffer lifting map {-,-}pt : h>® — i, which
satisfies

'y, y'tee = —((t0) > Ylkert,  Vy,y €h. (3.3)

In other words, {-, -}p¢ lifts ((¢-) > -)|ker+ along ¢’ up to i. If we wish for the 3-curvature to be valued in ker#' c i,
similar to how the 2-curvature K is valued in kert c h, we must replace T' by the modified 3-curvature H,

H=dasl' + Qz, Qz = {E A Z}Pf. (3.4)

This extra quadratic term @)y is an artifact of forgoing the Peiffer identity for ¢ : h — g but, importantly, should
not itself be considered an anomaly. We shall elaborate more on this in section 3.2.2.

Hndeed, the skew-symmetry of this quantity is an axiom in the 2-algebra formulation that defines the Lie bracket on b [37].
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3-Bianchi identity. Given the modified 3-curvature (3.4), we can assess what properties we should consider
to have if we want to have a 3-Bianchi identity to hold (on shell of the fake-flatness condition t¥ = F),

daH =da(T +Qs) =0. (3.5)
We compute, assuming that there would be no violation of 1-Bianchi identity,
daf = F AP T+ {K AS}pr+{S A K}pe
= DAY T+ {K AS}pe+ {S A K}pg

Demanding that the last quantity is zero, on-shell of the 2-flatness condition, imposes a relation between {-, -} pr,
t, t' and >/, which appears when we consider a Lie algebra 2-crossed-module. Such relation is one of the 2-Peiffer
conditions, which we shall see below.

Remark 3.1. It would be possible to investigate the notion of a "weak 2-crossed module" by violating the
1-Bianchi identity. This can be accomplished by relaxing the Jacobi identity on g in the definition of a 2-
crossed-module. We shall not delve on this here, however, as this requires much more elaboration.

3.1.3 Lie algebra 2-crossed-module

We are now ready to define what a 2-crossed-module is. Let g, b, 1 be Lie algebras.

Definition 3.1. [33] The 3-term algebra complex ¢ in (3.2), equipped with the bilinear map {-, -}p¢ : h®2? — i,
is a 2-crossed module if and only if

e the action h>i defined by y>z = —{t'z, y}pr makes & = (¢’ : i — b, >) into a crossed-module,

e the 2-Peiffer conditions are satisfied

{t'z,y}pe + {y, t'z}pr = —typ’ 2z,
[2,2] = {t'z,t'2}ps,
for all y € h and z,2’ €1,
e the 3-Jacobi identities is satisfied
.l v liee = AW ¥)er,y"bee — {(v,¥" e,y }er,

{lv,v'],y" }ps {ty> o', y" e — {ty' >y, y" }ps
+{', (v, y")petee — {y, (v, v")pe}pr

for all y,y',y” € b, where (-, -)pr = t'{-, -} p¢ is the im ¢’ = ker t-valued Peiffer pairing, and
e the lifting condition (3.3), is satisfied. Both {-,-}ps and (-, -)p¢ are g-equivariant.
Note {-,-}pr is in general not skew-symmetric.

It was proposed [33] that this 2-crossed-module serves as the structure of a principal 3-gauge bundle & — X.

In this case, we have the 1-gauge connection A with value in g, the 2-connection ¥ with value in h and the
3-connection I' with value in i. The modified 3-curvature satisfies the 3-Bianchi identity thanks to the first of
the 2-Peiffer conditions. We have indeed that

tS AP T = —{t'T, S}pr — {3, tThpy,

which together with the 2-fake flatness insures that the 3-Bianchi is satisfied. We now study the gauge trans-
formation structure.

3.2 Gauge transformations and descent equation

We now turn to the 3-gauge transformations on the fields (A, X, T') in question. Let us fix the notation
Ae(X)®g, LeQ'(X)®Hb, LeP(X)®i

for the 0-, 1- and 2-form gauge parameters in the theory. We shall derive the 3-gauge transformation rules,
under the principle that the curvature quantities

F=F—t%, G=K—tT, H=dsl + Qs

transform covariantly. We shall recover the results given in [75].
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3.2.1 Gauge transformations

We begin by assuming for simplicity that the 2-gauge sector, involving the fields (A, X)), should retain the same
transformation laws under the 2-gauge parameters (A, L) as we have derived in section 2.4.

1-gauge transformations. We utilize the action of g on the two other Lie algebras h,i. Since in the 2-gauge
context, K = da> — K — A > K is covariant, the 3-form I'" must also transform covariantly,

tT >t T = At T =tT —t'(A>'T) = I' > T - A>T,
in order to achieve the covariance of the 2-fake-curvature
G=K—-tI' -G =G -Ap>G.

Moreover, due to the g-equivariance of the Peiffer lifting map {-, -} p¢, the modified 3-curvature (3.4) also achieves
the covariant transformation

H=diT +Qx - H =H - I>'H, (3.6)

as desired.

2-gauge transformations. For this case, we utilize (2.18) for the 2-gauge transformation law of K, with the
caveat that the Peiffer identity for ¢ : h — g is no longer necessarily satisfied. As such, we write the [L A L]
term in the 2-gauge transformation X as tL A L. This yields

K— K'=K+tLA"S" +F A" L.
This indicates the transformation property
tT > T —tL A" XF — 2 AP L,
such that we achieve the desired covariance
G=K-tT->G-=G—-F A" L. (3.7)
Using the lifting condition (3.3) for the Peiffer pairing (-, -)ps = #'{-, - }pt, we have
—tL AP 2L = (2F A L)pe = {2F A L}py, —tY A” L= (L A X)ps=t'{L A S}pr,
which allows us to deduce the 2-gauge transformation
I T =T+ {ZF A Lyps + {L A Z}ps

for T, provided the 1-Bianchi identity is satisfied (ie. K is valued in kert = im¢’).
A direct computation with this 2-gauge transformation law for ¥ and T' then produces [75]

H—HE =H +{GY A Lype + {L A Glpt ~ H,

which is indeed invariant on-shell of the 1- and 2-fake-flatness conditions F,G = 0.

3-gauge transformations. We expect that a 3-gauge transformation should be parameterized by a 2-form, L,
in i. Hence we naturally posit that A is invariant, A — A% = A, and hence so is the 1-curvature F — F* = F.
For the remaining fields 3, I", we follow the above gauging the gauge argument and induce a shift transfor-
mation
YooY =24+tL, [ 5T =T +duL.

Recall that the product of a g-valued form with a i-valued form is performed through the action >'.
We now compute that the 2-curvature transforms as (note the g-equivariance of t')

K—Kf=K+dat'L=K+tdsL,
which gives rise to the invariance of the 2-fake-curvature
G—>G-=g. (3.8)

Furthermore, as tt’ = 0 and F' is unchanged, we see that the fake-curvature 7 = F —¢X is in fact also invariant
under the 3-gauge.

25



Now performing a 3-gauge transformation on the modified 3-curvature H gives
HoHE=H+F AT L+ {LAStpr+{S At Lipe+ {'L ALYpr,
for which we may employ the 2-Peiffer conditions (recall £ is a 2-form)
(LASIpe+ {SAtLlpr=—tS AP L, {(LAULlpr=[LAL]=0

to deduce the covariance ,
H—->HE=H+FA> L~H. (3.9)

The modified 3-curvature # is thus invariant on-shell of the fake-flatness condition F = 0 [75] (which we recall
is preserved by the exactness tt' = 0 of the complex (3.2)).
In summary, we have the following 3-gauge transformations

A— AN = A+da)
A YooY =Y-A>Y |
I >TA=T-Ap'T

A— AL = A+1¢L

L : {S>3l=S+daLl+itL AL ;
I 5Tl =T+ {SE A Lype+ {L A S}ey
A AL =A
L @ (XY= +1tL (3.10)

I 5Tf =T +daL

that generate the gauge symmetry Gaus of our 3-gauge theory. This was also derived in [33, 75].

Compatibility between the 3-gauge transformations. Importantly, it was noted in [33] that 2-gauge
transformations L do not generate a subalgebra when the Peiffer bracket is not zero. Indeed, they commute
only up to a 3-gauge transformation,

[(0,L1,0),(0,L2,0)] = (0,0, Ly2), Ly9 = 2({L1 A Lo}pr — {La A L1}ps). (3.11)
On the other hand, the computations
[(A1,0,0), (A2,0,0)] = ([A1,A2],0,0), [(0,0, £1), (0,0, £L2)] = 0,
as well as the obvious results
[(A,0,0),(0,L,0)] = (0,\> L,0), [(),0,0),(0,0,£)] = (0,0, A" L),
allow us to completely characterize the 3-gauge group as
Gauz = & x (2°(X) ®g), 0-PX)®i—>& - A(X)®h— 0.

Here, & can be seen as a sort of central extension of the 2-gauge by the 3-gauge according to (3.11).

3.2.2 3-curvature anomaly and its first descendant

The goal in this section is to study the anomaly 7 of the modified 3-curvature H, as well as derive conditions on
its descendant. In the absence of the 2-Bianchi anomaly, the modified 3-curvature # is valued in kert’, and so
must the anomaly 7. We shall see that, analogous to section 2.4.2, given that the 3-curvature anomaly 7 takes
a particular form, then it is related to the classifying cohomology class of the underlying 2-crossed-module ¥
under consideration.

We wish to insert 7 which preserves the covariance of the anomaly EOM H = 7 under the 3-gauge trans-
formations (3.10). This tells us that 7 should transform convariantly under a 3-gauge transformation, iden-
tically to how H transforms (3.9). Therefore, on-shell of the fake-flatness condition F = 0, the 3-curvature
anomaly 7 should be invariant under a 3-gauge transformation, meaning that it must be 2-shift-invariant
T(A,X) = 7(A, ¥ + t'L). As such, 7 can only be a function on g and cokert’ = h/imt¢’. Notice that the
quadratic term depends only on cokert’, as Qi = [£ A L] = 0 by the 2-Peiffer condition.

We now examine the conditions for which the 3-curvature anomaly EOM H = 7 is covariant under 2-
gauge transformations. Once again, the covariance of H (3.8) implies that 7 = 7(A) cannot depend on the
2-connection ¥, and must be shift-invariant 7(A) = 7(A + ¢L). This casts 7 as a kert’-valued, degree-4
function of coker ¢, which is precisely the data of a 4-cocycle representative of the Lie algebra cohomology class
[7] € H*(cokert,kert') that classifies the 2-crossed-module ¢ up to equivalence [36, 10, 9]; see also Remark A.1
in Appendix A.3.
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Twisted 1l-gauge transformations. Going back to the anomaly EOM H = 7(A) for the modified 3-
curvature, we have shown that 7 is a function of cokert = g/im¢t valued in ker¢. This puts us in an identical
situation as the 2-curvature anomaly x(A).

With the 1-gauge transformations remaining, we suppose the 1- and 2-form connections (A, X) transform as
usual, and define the first descendant (A, A) of 7(A) as a twisted 1-gauge transformation in the 3-connection
satisfying the descent equation,

D >TH+ADTHEAN),  dpné(AN) =74 = A>' 7(A),
such that the covariance of H, (3.6), gives
HN = H + A’ H = 1(AY).

Here, the first descendant of the 3-gauge £(A,\) € 23(X) @ kert’ is a 3-form, in contrast to the 2-form ((A, \)
encountered in section 2.4.2.

With 7 and £ valued in kert#’, this twisted gauge transformation does not conflict with the covariance of
the modified 3-curvature H above. Moreover, due to the exactness tt' = 0 of the complex (3.2), the 3-gauge
descendant £ is independent from any 2-curvature anomaly.

3.2.3 2-curvature anomaly and first descendant as 3-gauge data

It is more accurate to say that there is only the 3-gauge descendant here, as the 2-curvature anomaly K = x(A)
can be understood as a particular 3-connection via the 2-fake-flatness condition ¢'T' = K. Indeed, as K = d X,
we can consider I' = d4L(A) as a pure 3-gauge whose gauge parameter depends on the 1-connection A, with
t' = id the identity.

Note that k = k(A) can only depend on the 1-connection A, which is unaffected by the 3-gauge transforma-
tion. Hence locally, we can perform a 3-gauge shift parametrized by £ (which could depend on A) in order to
remove the 2-curvature anomaly,

K —k(A) > K +daLl(A) —k(A) = K,

which introduces a gauge-fixing of the 3-connection to a pure gauge I' = d4L(A). With this choice understood,
we now make a 3-gauge transformation followed by a 1-gauge transformation on the 2-connection

YTE S+ LAY ASS + L+ L,

where we have kept the transformation £ AL+ implicit, as £ = L(A) now depends on A.
In the opposite order, we have

LAY HAL Y S S+ LAAS (S +L) =S+ AT+ L+ A L.

The difference is the expression
LY =\ L,

which upon taking the gauge-transformed covariant derivative d 4 yields
ALY —dp (N> L) = (dal)* = A daLl = k(AY) — A > K(A).

This is nothing but the descent equation (2.25) satisfied by the first descendant ((A, A) of the 2-curvature
anomaly k(A), if we take
C(AN) =LY = A> L.

This leads to the identification with the commutator
[(07071:)3 ()‘7030)] = (OvoaC(Aa)‘)) (312)

In other words, the 2-curvature anomaly «(A) arising from a Postnikov class can be absorbed by a pure 3-gauge,
while its descendant can be absorbed by the commutator (3.12), thereby embedding a non-trivial 2-gauge theory
into an anomaly-free 3-gauge theory. This is the spirit of anomaly resolution, and we shall see this in action in
section 3.3.2.

3.3 Applications

In this section, we discuss concrete examples in which 3-gauge structures naturally arise.
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3.3.1 3-BF theory

The simplest topological action to consider is once again an action implementing merely the constraints —
namely, the 1-, 2-fake-flatness and the flat 3-curvature conditions — as equations of motion (EOM). Such a
theory has been studied in detail in [33], and we follow their treatment here as well.

Action and EOMs. As previously, we fix a 2-crossed-module ¥ = i L b 4 g, and we introduce the dual
spaces i*, h*, g* of linear functionals on respectively the Lie algebras i,h,g. We denote their pairing forms
collectively by (-,-). We begin by introducing Lagrange multipliers B € Q2 ® g*.C € Q43 @ h* D e
Q974(X) ®i* implementing the aforementioned conditions.

The 3-BF action (also called the BFCGDH action, but we shall not use this name for obvious reasons)
without any 3-curvature anomalies is then

Synp = L<B A FAS)) +(C A GA S T)) + (D A H(A, S, T)), (3.13)

in which F = F —t%,G = daX — t'T", and H = daI" + Qx is the modified 3-curvature. Recall these curvature
quantities are covariant, (2.18), (3.6)-(3.9). For d = 3, the 3-BF theory reduces to a 2-BF theory, since the
dual field D does not exist.

The first set of EOMs is

0B=F =0, 0C =G =0, 0D =H =0,

which implement precisely the 1-, 2-fake-flatness and 3-flatness conditions, respectively. Since we also have to
vary A, Y and the 3-connection I, in addition to the maps A, t* given in section 2.5.1, we introduce

A:i® g (DAAAYT)Y=—(A(DAT) A A,
Q:i—)[’), ) <D/\QZ>:7<Q(D)/\E>7
t*:h—>i, , (CAtT)=4{*C AT),
and also the dual action
oz’ 2y = (e '™ 2,2")
for all z,2" €1, X € g. Notice that Q(D) is a (d — 2)-form.
These yield the dual EOMs
A = dB+[AAB]*—A(CAX)—A'(DAT) =0,
52 = dC+AA" C—t*B-Q(D) =0,
0T = dD+AA"" D—t*C=0.
If we define, in addition to F = dC + A AP* C and K = dB + [A A B]* as in (2.27), the quantity
T =dD+ A "™ D,

we see that these dual EOMs read

(d — 1)-form: K=A(CAZ)+AN(DAT),
(d — 2)-form: F =t*B+Q(D),
(d — 3)-form: T =t*C. (3.14)

Symmetries of the action. Similar to the 2-gauge case, we also acquire 3-gauge transformations in the
dual fields B,C, D. These have been developed in [33], but to write them down, we must introduce yet more
structures.

We define the following maps'?

w12 - ix b - [J = <Za {y7y/}Pf> = _<W1(27y)7y/> = _<OJ2(Z, y/)7y>7
y tix h®2 —g = <Za {I‘ >y, y/}Pf> = 7<y(zvy7y/)7$>a

for each Z €1,Y,Y’ € h, X € g. Notice that since {y,y}pt = Q,, we have

<OJ1,2(Z, y)’ y> = <Q(Z)7 y>a

12The Peiffer pairing defines two maps h — h* x i by Tfy = {y, -}pr and its conjugate ?fy = {-,y}pr. Then wi(-,Y) = fipf;k is

the dual and wa(-,y) = —?f;k is the conjugate dual.
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and that wy # wa or w1 # —wq in general, as {-, -}ps is not symmetric or skew-symmetric.
The dual 3-gauge transformations are given by [33]

B — B> = B+ A, B]
A {C-CP=CH+r>C
D—D=D+A>'D

B—-BL=B+A(CAL+Y[DALAL)

L C—-Cl=C+wi(CAL)+w(CAL) ,
DDl =D
B—Bf=B+A(DAL)

L : {C-Ct=C : (3.15)
D—>Df=D

which preserves the 3-BF action (3.13) when performed alongside the 3-gauge transformations (3.10).

Analogous to the 2-gauge case in section 2.5.1, we see that the 3-gauge group Gauz = & x Q'(X) ® g acts
on the dual fields B, C, D. As such, one would expect the data (A, A’, w2, Y) emergent from the dual EOMs
(3.14) to define a strict coadjoint representation ad™ : ¢ — End ¢*[2] on the dual three-term algebra complex

* w tF L w tF Ik ok I\ %
G*[2] - g* — hF — i, "t = (tt)* = 0.

Unfortunately, the duality theory of Lie 3-algebras has not been studied in the literature, and the notion of a
"3-Manin triple" has yet to be developed. We leave this task to the ambitious reader.

Remark 3.2. Notice that, in order for the dual fields B, C, D to have the right degree-count to serve as a "dual
3-connection" (D, C, B), we must have d = dim X = 5 in contrast to the case in 2-BF theory (where d = 4). As
such, it seems that the "3-Manin triple" most naturally provides the symmetry structure of the 3-BF theory in
5D.

3.3.2 Anomaly resolution: 2-monopoles and the string 2-crossed-module

The key idea explained in section 2.5.3 is that a curvature anomaly (ie. the monopole) can be absorbed by
introducing a higher-gauge structure. In this section, we demonstrate this also for a 2-curvature anomaly arising
from a Postnikov class, by introducing a 3-gauge structure to resolve it. We shall take G to be a connected,
simply connected, compact simple Lie group of rank > 3, eg. the spin group G = Spin(n) for n > 3.

Loop and path algebras. We define the based path group PG of G as the space of maps v : [0,1] — G with
basepoint v(0) = 1 € G fixed. PG is equipped with the compact-open topology, and group multiplication is
defined point-wise

()(T) =) (1), 77 ePG,
where 7 € [0,1]. As a manifold, PG fits in the principal path fibration
QG — PG5 G — *, w(y) =~v(1)

over G, where QG is the loop group over G defined as the space of maps « : S' — G with a distinguished
basepoint a(0) = a(1) = 1.

By passing to the Lie algebra, we similarly define the path/loop algebras Pg, Qg consisting of maps from
[0,1] or St into g, respectively, with initial values based at 0 € g. The Lie brackets are defined point-wise:

[p,p'](t) = [p(t),p'(t)],  p,p € Py,

where ¢ € [0, 1], and similarly for the loop algebra 2g. We may without loss of generality rescale the loop S! to
have unit geodesic length.

As @ is simple, all of its central extensions are trivial. This is not the case, however, for its loop group QG.
Due to a result of Garland [76, 35], the loop algebra has the Lie algebra cohomology

H?*(Qg,R) = R,
whence there is a one-dimensional space of non-trivial central extensions

0—>R— Og— Qg (3.16)
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spanned by k € R, called the affine Lie algebra of g. Note we may write ﬁk\g ~ Qg DR as vector space.

In order to integrate this algebra extension sequence (3.16) to the group level, it was shown [76] that it must
satisfy a certain integrality condition. In particular, the level k € Z must be quantized'®, whence we obtain the
group extension sequence

1-U(1) - QG — QG — 1

called the Kac-Moody extension 0,.G of level k; see [35, 76] for an explicit construction.

The loop model for the string 2-algebra. As shown in [35] and mentioned in Remark 2.6, the string

2-algebra string, (g) admits a description in terms of a non-trivial crossed-module . We have [ = (¢ : ﬁk\g ~
QgPdR — Pg,>>), and

1. the map ¢ is given by the affine projection ﬁk\g — Qg composed with the inclusion Qg — Py,
2. kert xR = {(0,¢c) € Qg @R}, and cokert =~ Pg/Qg = g is isomorphic to the constant paths,

3. the action is defined as
po (€0 = ([0.2k [ @.0).  pePa (Goea (317)

whence the induced action > of cokert = g on kert = R is trivial,

4. the Postnikov class [k] € H?(g,R) of I} is given by the Diximier-Douady class k[w] € H?(G,Z) of
String,, (G), where w = (-, [,-]) is the fundamental 3-cocycle’* on g [76, 35].

Notice that, in the Chevalley baiss {T,}, of g, the fundamental 3-cocycle w gives just the structure constant
f&p- The Lie bracket on {239 is given by the level-k Kac-Moody extension

(), ()] = H(E.0) o (0. = (00028 | 0.0,

which is also given by the Peiffer identity. We shall focus on the case of level £ = 1 in the following for brevity,
but the case for arbitrary values of k € Z can be treated identically.

2-gauge structure of the loop model. With the loop model crossed-module structure [y, let (A4, %) denote
the associated 2-connection with ¥ = (o,¢) € Q3(X) ® (Qg1) = (2%(X) ® Qg) ® Q?(X), such that t¥ = o. To
derive the 2-curvature anomaly x(A), we compute the 2-curvature as

K = da¥ = (dao, de + 2f (A NG,
Sl

where the prefactor of 2 comes from the crossed-module action (3.17). On-shell of the fake-flatness condition
F =F —tX =0, we then have

K~ (dAF,chrZJ (ANF)) = (O,dc+2f (A NFY),
St St

where we have used the 1-Bianchi identity d4F = 0. Thus we see K is valued in ker ¢, consistent with what we
have discussed in section 2.3.

The 2-form connection is given in components by 3 = (o, ¢) with o valued in Qg, the loop algebra. Since
the loops are by definition based at 0 € g, we have in particular o(1) = ¢(0) = 0. The fake-flatness condition
F = t¥ = o then forces F' to be valued in the loop algebra Qg as well:

(1) = o(1) = F(1) = dA(1) + %[A(l) A A()] = 0. (3.18)

Notice that this does not necessarily force A to also be valued in g, meaning that A(1) does not have to be
zero. With this in mind, we compute that

CAA[A N A] = %%@m [A A A

131n addition to this, the pairing {-,-> on g must satisfy (o, a) € ﬁZ for the coroot « of the highest root p of G.
14 The Lie algebra cohomology H*(g) coincides with the de Rham cohomology H*(G) [77]. This is called the van Est map [78].
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is a total derivative in the path parameter T € [0, 1], whence by a direct computation we have (recalling that

A(0) = 0)
. L 1t .
RETS I —L(AAdA>—§L<AA[AAA]>
_ (A1) A dA(1)) — %@4(1) A AL A AD] + J (A A dA>
0

1 ! ;
— FAW ATAQ) A AWD + [ A ),
0

where we have used (3.18) in the last equality. Using (3.18) once again, we can compute

1 . 1 . .
dL<AAA> L<dA/\A>—<A/\dA>

(dA(1) A A(1)) — 2f0 (A A dA)

- —%<A(1) ATAL) A AD]) — 2f0 (A A dAy,

which when recombined with the above expression yields the on-shell 2-curvature

1 1
3 4
where ¢; = Sé<A AAYand ¢ =c—e.

Such exact forms dc’ can be absorbed into a 2-gauge transformation!®, hence we achieve the 2-curvature
anomaly

K~ (0,2( )CA(L) A A1) A A + d(e = ) = (0, é<A(1) A A1) A A + dd),

1
731
This r(A) = gw(A(1), A(1), A(1)) is given precisely in terms of the fundamental 3-cocycle w = (-, [-,-]), which
is consistent with the fact that the Postnikov class of [; coincides with w in this case [35].

K(A) = (0, =C(A(1) A [A(1) A A(1)])) € kert = R. (3.19)

It is easy to see that x(A) is invariant under 2-gauge transformation A — A + tL. The terms we acquire are
cyclic permutations of

(A1) A [A(L) AtL(D)]) 4+ CAQQ) A [EL(1) A tL(1)]) + <(L(1) A [tL(1) A tL(1)]),

which all vanish because tL is valued in g, whence tL(1) = 0 = tL(0).

Since we have a non-trivial x(A), we know from section 2.4.2 that the 1-gauge transformations of ¥ need to
be modified by the first descendant (A, A). Let A € Pg denote a 1-gauge parameter. As Pg acts trivially on
the kernel R, we see that the descent equation (2.25) for x(A) reads

dC(A, ) = w(AY) = k(A) = (daA(1), [A(1) A A(D)])

to first order in A. To find (A, \) that solves this equation, we first notice that the total skew-symmetry of the
pairing form (-, [-,-]) implies that

(AL, AW A TAM) A A = =CA1), [A(L) A [AD) A AD]]) =0,
which vanishes by the Jacobi identity in g, hence w(daA(1), A(1), A(1)) = w(dA(1), A(1), A(1)). Now by Leibniz
rule and (3.18),
dw(A(1), A1), A(1))) = w(dA(1),A(1), A(1)) + (A1), [dA(1) A A(D)]) — A1), [A(1) A dA(L)])
= w(dA(1), A(1), A(1)) + 2{A(1),[dA(1) A~ A(D)])

= w(dA(1),A(1), A(1)) = AQQ), [[A(1) A A(D] A AD)]),
the last term of which vanishes once again by the Jacobi identity in g, so we can identify (,
dC(A, A) = d(w(M1), A(1), A(1))),  C(AA) = (A1), [A(1) A A(1)]). (3.20)

With such ¢, we do have a proper 2-gauge theory based on the loop model I; as discussed in section 2.4.2.
We intend now to absorb this 2-curvature anomaly k(A) by describing a 3-gauge theory encoding the same
information.

15This is because, as Pg acts trivially on kert, a 2-gauge transformation parameterized by L = (L, L:) € Q1(X) ® 61\9 acts by
the shift ¢ —» ¢+ dL. by an exact 1-form.
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Remark 3.3. It is interesting to note the striking resemblance between (3.20) and (2.15), the latter of which
has appeared in [34]. It is important to note, however, that here we are using a different 2-gauge structure
as [34]. In their language, we are in the "unadjusted" case where K transforms covariantly under the adjoint
representation of Pg, and F,Y transform independently. In the adjusted case, K is invariant, and F, 3 form a
g-multiplet.

2-monopoles and anomalous 2-gauge transformations. We now cast x(A) as a 2-monopole defect. Let
X be a spin 5-manifold. We define the 2-monopole charge conventionally in terms of its current as

in =g | o (3.21)
where J,, is the 1-form 2-monopole current. In analogy with the monopole case discussed in section 2.5.3, the
2-monopoe current violates the 2-Bianchi identity (2.9) of the loop model 2-gauge theory we have described
above.

To see this, we assume W = V x [ decomposes into a closed 3-cycle and the 2-monopole worldline I. We
introduce an anomalous EOM dK = #j,, valued in kert = R, such that integrating across the 3-cycle V < X

yields
fx# dK #0
1% 14%

by Stokes’s theorem. This means that the 2-form connection ¥ acquires a non-trivial 2-holonomy [79, 38] about
V', which coincides with the 2-monopole charge. On the other hand, the 2-curvature anomaly EOM K = k(A)
implies that this 2-holonomy is precisely the period of x(A) in (3.19),

1 ~ 1 1
Gm = — i = K=— A). 3.22

= )y T 2(am) Lg, i Jgo " (3.22)
Such periods are classified by the Postnikov class [k] = [w] € H?(g,R) (via pullback), therefore if [w] €
H3(g,Z) = H?(g,R) is an integral class'®, then the 2-monopole charge G € Z is quantized.

We recall that the monopole defect studied in section 2.5.3 can be constructed from clutching an anomalous
1-gauge transformation. We do the same for the 2-monopole defect here. By a similar excision trick as in section
2.5.3, we take a tubular neighborhood about the 2-monopole worldline [ and remove it from the 5-manifold X.
This yields a new 5-manifold X’ with boundary 0X’ =~ S® x I, away from which K is regular. We acquire two
components Ly, L1 in a 2-gauge transformation

1 1
Y- Y4 daLo+ §L3 +daly + §L§,

for which Lo, L1 are regular on X’, but Ly can be smoothly extended into X while L; cannot. We call L,
singular, and it means, once again, that d2L; # 0 globally on X, hence

d4ALy — F A” Ly = d°L, #0.
From the computations in (2.18), this leads to the anomalous 2-gauge transformation
K— K+ FA” (Lo+ L) +d°Ly ~ K + d*Ly,

where ~ means going on-shell of the fake-flatness condition F = F —t3 = 0.
As K is smooth and regular within X', it cannot yield a non-trivial 2-monopole charge. The sole contributor
of §,, must then come from the anomalous component L:
1 ~ 1 1
Gm=— | K> — | d*Li=— dL; # 0
m 81 Jg3 8 Jse, R J 1# 6,
S2=H nH_

where we have used Stokes’s theorem on the two patches D? >~ H, < S that cover the 3-sphere. The singular
2-gauge parameter L; has the structure of a "hedghog defect" [5, 2], and its 2-dimensional winding number is
identified with G,,.
Remark 3.4. The 2-monopole defect, being point-like in 5D, behaves similarly to the 1-monopole in 4d studied
in section 2.5.3. In particular, two 2-monopole defects may fuse such that their charges add, corresponding to
the additivity

K(P®P') = k(P)+ k(P

of the Postnikov classes associated to the 2-gauge bundles P, P’ — X; see [18].

16 As is the case for simple Lie algebras, where the structural constants fS, € Z are integral in the Chevalley basis {T,}a of g.
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This clutching construction [58] for the 2-monopole allows us to match the 2-curvature anomaly with an
anomalous 2-gauge transformation, k(A) = d?L;, via (3.22) on the boundary 3-sphere S3. Writing dL; = L,
we once again see a "2-shift transformation"

Yo+ L, (3.23)

manifesting before us, generating a "U(1)s 2-form symmetry". This suggests the 3-gauge structure we should
define in order to resolve the anomaly x(A).

Resolving the 2-monopole anomaly; the 3-gauge structure. We can now introduce a 3-form field I to
absorb the 2-curvature anomaly. This is encoded by the 2-monopole condition

J- = ‘[ K, Y closed 3-surfaces V < X', (3.24)
v v

stating that the quantized 2-monopole charge §,, € Z is matched by the flux of the 3-form T.
If we take ¢ = id as the identity (strictly speaking an inclusion) as suggested by (3.23) and (3.24), to achieve
the exactness tt' = 0 of the complex
i =9 00 g5 Py (3.25)
we must have i = imt’ = kert = R. This means that Pg acts trivially >’ = 0 on i = R, and hence on the
i-valued 3-connection I'. Moreover, kert' = 0 means that the degree-4 Postnikov class [7] for (3.25) is trivial.

Ast' :i=R—h= K/ZE; is an inclusion, we have t'{-,-}pf = {-, -}ps. The lifting condition (3.3) then gives
(0 (€. hor = (6.0, (.ot =2 |8
Sl

for (¢,¢),(¢',c) € ﬁl\g ~ Qg @ R. Here, {-, -}ps is skew-symmetric, as can be seen by an integration by parts,
but it is not trivial. Equipped with this Peiffer lifting map, the complex (3.25) forms a 2-crossed-module which
we call the string 2-crossed-module.

The quadratic form @, however, does vanish when evaluated on forms of even degrees, such as the 2-form
connection ¥ = (o, ¢),

Qs — Ll@ - —Ll«; Ao — O,

thus the modified 3-curvature H = dI' coincides with the unmodified 3-curvature. The anomalous EOM
d(K|xert) = *Jm and the 2-monopole condition (3.24) together identify the integral of 5=H over the boundary
4-surface 0X' = W = S3 x [ with the 2-monopole charge.
In the interior of the 5-manifold X', we interpret the 2-monopole condition (3.24) as a 2-fake-flatness con-
dition
tT = K.

As Pg acts trivially on R = kert = im ¢/, we can express the 3-curvature by taking the covariant derivative,
H~daK =d3Y =F A" Y = ([F A a],2Ll<F AGY).

If we now go on-shell of the fake-flatness condition F = 0, we then have the 3-flatness condition
H ~ ([F A F], 2J51<F AFY) = (0,(F(1) A F(1))) = 0, (3.26)

where we recall that fake-flatness F' = ¢ implies F is valued in Qg, which forces F(1) = 0. The fake-flatness,
2-fake-flatness and 3-flatness conditions are therefore mutually consistent, and the fields (A, X, T") define a flat
3-connection based on (3.25) in the interior of X’.

Remark 3.5. What about near the boundary W = 0X’? By construction, W contains a tubular neighborhood
of the 2-monopole worldline [, at which the field ¥ is singular. The 3-curvature H then receives a contribution
from d?Y = dK # 0, which on-shell of the 2-fake-flatness and fake-flatness conditions is given precisely by the
2-monopole current #7j,,, as we have mentioned previously.

We now demonstrate the gauge invariance of the 2-monopole/2-fake-flatness condition (3.24). First, as &
and K are both valued in R = kert, the 2-monopole charge is invariant under a 1-gauge transformation A. As
such T is also invariant. Next, under the 3-gauge transformation (3.23), the 2-monopole charge §,, receives
contributions from the possibly non-trivial periods

1 5 .
5 | aLr0 LeRtX)@i
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As such, the 3-form connection must transform accordingly
' -Tr+dc,

in order to preserve the 2-monopole condition (3.24).

Recall that the quadratic form ) necessarily vanishes on 2-forms valued in the loop algebra g, so under a
reqular 2-gauge transformation Lo = L, the 3-curvature H must be invariant, according to (3.10). This means
that the 3-connection I' then transforms by an exact 3-form d¢, I' — I' + d¢. On-shell of the 2-fake-flatness
condition, we can infer this 2-form ¢ from how the 2-curvature K transforms. Indeed, recalling that the 2-
curvature K is valued in kert = R on-shell of the fake-flatness condition, we consider the sector L|ye;+ and
compute

1 1
K — KFrert — K 4 @2 Lliert + §d[L A Lllkert = K + 5d[L A L]lker¢-

As such, in order to preserve (3.24), the exact 3-form d¢ must be given by ¢ = %[L A L]|kert, up to an exact
1-form. To show that this is consistent with (3.10), we compute the 2-gauge transformation

(SEALps+{L AXYpr = {ZAL}pr+{L rX}ps

1
+{daL A L}ps + 5{[12 A L] A Lpg Skew-symmetry of {-,-}ps
1
= {daL A L}ps + 5{[L A L] A L}pg Equivariance of {-, -}p¢
1 1
= idA{L A Lips + 5{[L A L] A Lyps Jacobi identity

1
= idA{L A L}pg Action >’ = 0 is trivial on i = kert'

1
= id{L A L}pt,

which is indeed nothing else than ¢ = 2{L A L}pr = 3[L A L]|xer¢ by the lifting condition (3.3). This means that
we have a fully-fledged 3-gauge theory based on the 2-crossed-module (3.25) in the interior of X', as introduced
in section 3 and [33].

In summary, we have demonstrated a 3-group analogue of the observation made in [23, 24] and section 2.5.3:
an anomalous 2-group (mixed 0- and 1-form) symmetry — in the sense that the 2-Bianchi identity dK = #j,, is
violated by the presence of a 2-monopole — gauges into a 3-group symmetry, which involves 0-, 1- and 2-form
symmetries.

3-Yang-Mills theory. With the 3-gauge structure based on the string 2-crossed-module in hand, we now
construct a non-anomalous 3-Yang-Mills theory Ssyy that captures the 2-monopole. (We still consider k = 1
in the following.)

Analogous to what was done in section 2.5.3, we begin by considering a trivial 2-gauge theory P — X (ie.
vanishing Postnikov class [£] = 0) and X a spin manifold of dimension 5, and insert a non-trivial 2-monopole
charge through a 2-form £ that has a non-trivial quantized period,

1
in =g | TEZ  dL=T. (3.27)

The 2-monopole condition (3.24) allows us to treat I' as a pure-gauge 3-connection, which induces a 3-gauge
shift symmetry
I ->T+dLf

parameterized by regular 2-forms £’ € Q?(X). Our fields (A4, ¥, T) then acquire the 3-gauge symmetry structure
based on the Lie 3-algebra given by the string 2-crossed-module (3.25). The goal is now to construct an action
which equations of motion have such shape (3.27) for solution.

We define the 3-Yang-Mills action [80]
SSYM:J*FA.F+*QAQ, with F=F —t%, G=K-T. (3.28)
X
As pairing, we use the non-degenerate pairing on the path and loop algebras

T B O Nl IO
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composed with the Hodge pairing on 2°(X). The action (3.28) is the 3-gauge generalization of the higher-Yang-
Mills theory developed in [63].

By construction, Ssyy is invariant under 3-gauge transformations (3.10). By varying the 3-gauge T, we
obtain the 2-fake-flatness EOM G = K —I' = 0. Once again, we see that no non-trivial 2-monopole charge can
be introduced on-shell of this EOM, as the original 2-gauge bundle P was by hypothesis trivial.

To amend this, we source the 1-, 2- and 3-form connections A, Y, I, respectively, with the 1-; 2- and 3-form
currents j,.J, J. This introduces the following term

SScur:J A/\*j+EA*J+F/\*j
X

to Ssym (3.28). The properties of the currents are listed below

Currents | Form degree Valued in
J 1 Pg
J 2 Qg =~ Q@R
J 3 R = kert

Upon introducing these currents, a variation of the 3-gauge I' then yields the modified EOM
sH=xxJ = dI' = —dJ,

where we have used the 2-Bianchi identity d4 K = 0 and the fact that Pg acts trivially on ker¢. This makes
it possible to identify the flux dJ of the 3-current J with the 2-monopole and obtain what we sought: as the
quantized period of £, we have

1 1 1
qm = — dl = — dll' = —— dJ,
81 Jy 8T Jyxi 81 Jvxi

where [ is the worldline. This allows to relate the 2-monopole current j,, (3.21) with 7,

djzf*jm.

3-conservation laws and higher mobility constraints. We now derive higher-conservation laws of Sy +
S3cur by making 3-gauge transformations.

1. 3-gauge transformation £’: the 1-connection A is unaffected, and the sourcing terms introduce
SScur - S3cur + J LA ] +dL A 7.
X

Note that £’ (the prime is to distinguish £’ from the £ chosen in (3.27)) is valued in R = ker ¢; by writing
J = (Jg, J) in the Q19 =~ Qg @ R-components, we achieve

J £’/\*Jc+d£'/\*j=f LA (xJ,—d=T),
X X

and hence the first-level conservation law

d+J = =J,, J=(JnJ.)eQgdR, JeR. (3.29)
2. 2-gauge transformation L: the sourcing terms introduce

1
S3cur = S3cur -l-f tL A =5+ (daLl + i[L AL A#J+do A =T,
X

where ¢ = %{L A L}ps = *%L2|kert- To extract conservation laws, we must introduce new operations.

Using the dual map t* : Pg — ﬁl\g defined in section 2.5.1, we can rewrite the first term as

—f L At*«j.
X

For the second term, we use an integration by parts and split L = (Ly, L.) into Qg @ R-components, such
that we have

1 1
—f Lg/\dA*Jg—l—ff [LZALZ]/\*JK—&-fJ [Le A Le] A (#Je —d =+ T),
X 2 )x 2 )x
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where [L. A L.] = [L A L]|ker¢ as in our previous computation. Note the final term vanishes on-shell of
(3.29), and hence does not give us anything new.

Combining these terms, we obtain
. . 1
— Lg/\(t *]—|—dA*J@)—|—f [Lg/\Lg]/\*Jg.
X 2 )x

If we suppose, for simplicity, that both of these terms individually vanish, then we obtain the set of
second-level conservation laws
da*Jp = —t* = j, xJp = 0. (3.30)

Of course, the second equation is not imposed if we have kept only the terms linear in L in the 2-gauge
transformations.

3. 1-gauge transform A: the 3-connection I' is unaffected, and the sourcing terms introduce

Szcur  — S3cur+f AAA A %] — AD> X A =]
X

= S [ Manni) = [ ol nwa-z [ |[ o] n,

where we have used the definition of the action >, and written ¥ = (o, ¢) in components. Recall we have
kept the pairing form (-, -)pg implicit, such that we have

[ Aaaeiy = [ nvdaeiee = | fw@ dax i)

by definition, for instance.

Due to the cyclic symmetry of the function (-, [-,]), we can write

(X o] A xdepag = o~ *Ji, Mag,

which brings the sourcing terms to the form

- L Mda #j+[o A xJi]) — 2JX LIO, o A xJe). (3.31)

Now as o € g, we can perform an integration by parts on the second term of (3.31) without a boundary
term,

J Ovo A xdy)y = ff NG Ay
51 st

Therefore, (3.31) yields the third-level conservation law

da*j+[onxJy] =0 nxde. (3.32)

It is clear that the 1-current j is conserved provided the 2-current J = (Jg,J.) = 0 vanishes. This
is guaranteed by the condition J, = 0 in (3.30), as well as the requirement that the 3-current J be
conserved, which implies J. = 0 from (3.29). Therefore the conservation of the 1-current does not impose
any new conditions.

A direct consequence of these 3-conservation laws (3.29)-(3.32) is the very interesting mobility constraint.
The immobility of the 1-form Kac-Moody charges, Jy, J. = 0, guarantees that both the 2-form U(1)y and the
PG 0-form symmetries are non-anomalous, in the sense that the corresponding 3-,1-currents 7, j are conserved,

d+J =0, dg+j=0, da*Jp =t*(x5) = 0.

The last conservation law states that the l-current j must be valued in kert* < Pg. By the rank-nullity
theorem, we have
ker t* =~ cokert = Pg/Qg ~ g,

so it appears that the PG-charges that descend to those of G can still remain mobile. Therefore, the only
charges that are allowed to be mobile are the ones labeled by the 0-form G and the 2-form U(1)s symmetries.
Interestingly, despite us starting with the loop model of string 2-algebra, this "mobility data" constitutes
precisely the skeletal model [35, 34]; see Remark 2.4.
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4 Conclusion

In this paper, we have motivated higher-gauge structures from the gauge theoretic perspective. This was done
by the procedure of "gauging the gauge", or equivalently by shifting the n-connection in an n-gauge theory.
We then introduce a (n + 1)-form connection which is related to the n-curvature, so that n-curvature has really
become gauge data. This allows us to absorb the n-curvature anomaly — which may include contributions
from topological characteristic classes of degree n — into a (n + 1)-connection through anomaly resolution. In
other words, an anomaly in the n-curvature, regardless if it is topological (eg. a monopole) or geometric (eg. a
massive particle), can be considered as a choice of the (n + 1)-gauge (possibly gauge fixed).

We have shown that this anomaly resolution procedure [23, 24] categorifies the n-gauge structure, and yields
a higher (n + 1)-gauge theory. Furthermore, the structure (n + 1)-group in general has the identity as its
"top-level" morphism, therefore it is always possible to pick a flat (n + 1)-gauge theory (ie. hosts no curvature
anomalies), at least up to elementary equivalence [36]. We have demonstrated explicitly these concepts in the
cases of n = 1 and 2.

As such, one may be left with the impression that all n-gauge theories for n < o0 can be embedded in an
oo-gauge theory [81, 82], which by construction does not have any curvature anomalies. This is true, but in
general this categorification procedure cannot continue forever if the spacetime dimension d = dim X is fixed
and finite. It must terminate at the (d — 1)-form connection, as one does not have the notion of curvature on
X for connections of degrees higher than d — 1.

Moreover, focusing specifically on the n-BF theory, one may notice from sections 2.5.1 and 3.3.1 that n-BF
theory has a dual given by a n-gauge theory only when d = dim X = n + 2, in which case the symmetries of
the (d — 2)-BF theory is naturally described by an appropriate notion of a "(d — 2)-Manin triple". Though a
(d — 1)-gauge theory may be well-defined on X, there is just no sufficient room for the n-Manin triple to fit on
a d-manifold X if n > d — 2. This can be rephrased as saying essentially that the dynamics of k-dimensional
excitations for k& < n is most naturally embedded in (n + 2)-dimensions; indeed, one needs two additional
ambient dimensions in order to braid excitations, and braiding is one of the central operations that is afforded
by a Drinfel’d double [83].

As we have covered a very wide range of topics in physics and mathematics, our treatment may not be
completely rigorous. However, we believe to have given sufficient references such that our readers can find
further details in them. Nevertheless, our treatment exposes many open problems that may be tackled by
future research. In the following, we organize a few of them.

Drinfel’d double and tube algebra. It is known that the Drinfel’d double D(SU(2)) serves as the sym-
metries of Euclidean 3d BF' theory [84]. It is in fact equivalent to the Ocnenau’s tube algebra over G = SU(2)
in (2+1)d [61].

On the other hand, we have explained in section 2.5.2 how the structure of the trivial 2-group Zgys (o) arises
from Euclidean 3d BF theory when one sources a non-trivial curvature anomaly. The trivial 2-group Zy (1) also
arises from resolving the monopole anomaly in section 2.5.3, and we have made the observation in Remark 2.11
that the fusion algebra of these monopoles gives rise to Ocneanu’s tube algebra over U(1) (or over its group

—_

characters U(1) = Z). As such, there seems to be an interesting interplay between the trivial 2-group Zg and
the Drinfel’d double D(G).

It is known that D(G) in certain circumstances admits a description as an algebra of a certain groupoid
[43], and hence one may model the tube algebra as a groupoid algebra. Upon categorification, the (3+1)d tube
algebra has been constructed as a 2-groupoid algebra in [62]. It would then be interesting to construct a notion
of a "2-Drinfel’d double" (see for example in [85, 86]) that fits with the (3+1)d tube algebra structure.

The classification of (3+1)d SPT phases and the Kitaev model. The Drinfel’d double D(G) also
makes an appearance in condensed matter theory. Specifically for G = Zs, the 2d toric code is defined by
the representation category Rep(Zs) [87]. The effective (2+1)d bulk topological quantum field theory (TQFT)
is described by the Kitaev model, whose spectrum of excitations is given by the Drinfel'd centre Z(Rep(Zs))
[20, 88]. The Drinfel’d double D(Zs) is by construction such that

Repp(z,) =~ Z(Repy, ),

which allows one to construct a 1-BF Zs-gauge theory with the symmetry D(Zs) that describes the Kitaev
model [89].

Similarly, we have seen in section 2.5.4 how to construct a (3+1)d topological order using a discrete 2-group
D(Z2). Tt hosts a magnetic string and an electric charge defect, both labeled by Zs [30]. When the emergent
electric charge is bosonic, it has been postulated [19] (and rigorously shown [90]) that the effective bulk TQFT
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is the (3+1)d toric code, described by the Drinfel’d centre Z(2Repz,) of the 2-representation 2-category 2Repy,
[20]. Thus, it is reasonable to expect a 2-Drinfel’d double D related to Zs to manifest such that

2Repp ~ Z(2Repy, ). (4.1)

It would be valuable to explicitly construct this categorical equivalence, and study the resulting 2-BF d-gauge
theory that describes the (3+1)d toric code. This is currently being undertaken by the authors.

In case when the electric charge is fermionic, however, there are two distinct classes of (3+1)d TQFTs [90].
One is the spin Za-gauge theory described by Z;(XsVect), where YsVect is the condensation completion [91]
2-category of supervector spaces. The other is its anomalous version, which hosts the gravitational anomaly
(2.52) briefly studied in section 2.5.4. To achieve an effective field theory in these cases would require to develop
the notion of quantum 2-groups and their 2-representation theory.

String structures and the S'-transgression map in holography. In section 3.3.2, we gave an example
of a 2-crossed-module (3.25) that had arisen through the anomaly resolution procedure for the string 2-algebra
in the loop model [35]. We have shown that a consistent, flat 3-gauge theory can be identified in the interior of
the excised 5-manifold X', thereby categorifying the statement made in [23, 24]: that an anomalous (n—1)-form
symmetry can be gauged by introducing an n-form symmetry.

Near the boundary 4-manifold W = 0X’ (which we recall contains the 2-monopole worldline 1), the 3-
curvature H receives a contribution from the singularity in the 2-form connection ¥ (see Remark 5.5). On the
other hand, if we instead relax the fake-flatness condition to a weaker, differentiated version F = F — 3 = 0,
then we could obtain another contribution

H ~ (0,{F(1) A F(1))) = tr(F(1)?) (4.2)

aside from the 2-monopole current j,, # 0, as F' (1) is no longer required to vanish. This contribution —4mp; €
H*(W,Z) is the first Pontrjagyn class'” of the boundary 4-manifold 0X’ = W.
In light of (4.2), if we now insist upon the 3-flatness H ~ 0 across the boundary of X', then we have

H~ S +tr(F(1)2) =0 = Jj, = 47p1,
which matches the 2-monopole current with the first Pontrjagyn class.

1. Due to the factor of 1/87 in the definition (3.21) of the 2-monopole charge, the above matching condition

implies
- 1 ~ 1
Im = o =5 P
w w

It is known that the fractional first Pontrjagyn class %pl mod Z is an obstruction class for string structures
[22]. Therefore, the quantization of the 2-monopole charge ¢, € Z in fact implies the existence of a string
structure on the boundary 4-manifold 60X’ = W.

2. Given the first Chern class tr F(1) = 0 vanishes, p; coincides with (minus) the second Chern class ¢y
[67, 76]. This means that the second Chern class controls the 2-monopole defect, analogous to how the
first Chern class controls the monopole defect; see section 2.5.3. The procedure of anomaly resolution
then allows us to associate the 2-curvature anomaly given by the fundamental 3-cocycle w to the second
Chern class c; — namely it constructs an inverse to the S'-transgression map H*(G,Z) — H3(G,Z) [43]
seen in the Chern-Simons/Wess-Zumino-Witten holography [21].

As such, it would be important to understand the tower of "higher order fake-flatness conditions" d%]-' =01in
a more rigorous and complete manner.

Mobility constraints in 3-Yang-Mills theories. In section 2.5.3, we constructed a 2-Yang-Mills theory
based on the trivial 2-group Z;;(;) that arises from the anomaly resolution of the magnetic monopole in classical
electromagnetism. We derived the higher conservation law (2.48), which imposes a certain mobility constraint
for the electric charges provided the dipole charge is conserved. This is consistent with what others have found
in the literature [25].

In section 3.3.2, we have also derived a set of new mobility constraints from the higher-conservation laws
(3.29)-(3.32) associated to the 3-Yang-Mills theory based on the string 2-crossed-module (3.25). In particular,
the central 2-form current J. is rendered immobile, which seems to be consistent with the non-dynamical nature
of the central charge in Wess-Zumino-Witten conformal field theory [92, 21]. It would be worthwhile to make
this observation into a more concrete statement, and to see what these mobility constraints mean physically
for the 3-group charges as a whole. As far as we know, these mobility constraints have never been previously
derived, so it seems to be a novel direction to explore.

17As we have normalized the length of S, there is a missing factor of 1/27 in the usual normalization p; = 8% tr F2.
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A Classification of Lie algebra crossed-modules

In this section we examine the classification of Lie algebra crossed-modules by Lie algebra cohomology, following
[36]. Recall that a given two Lie algebras b, g over a fized field k of characteristic zero, a Lie algebra crossed-
module is a map ¢ : h — g and an action > of g on h such that the following Peiffer conditions

HX>Y) = [X,tY],, tY>Y =[V,Y], (A.1)

are satisfied for each Y,Y’ € h, X € g. Mathematically, it is equivalent to a strict Lie 2-algebra'®, where the
homotopy map p = 0 introduced in the main text vanishes.
Consider the following four-term algebra complex built from the Lie algebra crossed module,

0->Veohbgon—o, (A.2)

where V' = kert and n = coker¢. Due to the Peiffer identity in (A.1), the Lie algebra V < Z(h) must lie in the
centre of b, and hence is Abelian. It admits an action by n induced by the crossed-module action .

Definition A.1. We say that two crossed modules ¢t : h — g,t' : h’ — g’ with the respective actions >, >’ are
elementary equivalent if

1. kert = kert' = V and cokert = cokert’ = n,

2. there exists Lie algebra homomorphisms ¢ : h — b’,1 : g — g’ compatible with the actions >, >’ such
that
PX>Y) =9p(X) > oY)

for all X € g and Y € . Moreover, the diagram

TN

0——V ¢ P n——0

N LS

h/ g/
commutes.

Let us denote the set of elementary equivalence classes of Lie algebra crossed-modules by XMod(n, V).

A.1 Lie algebra cohomology

We first review some basic facts about Lie algebra cohomology, which is a very powerful and important tool for
classification of Ly -algebras. We once again follow the treatment of [36].

Let n be a Lie algebra over the field £ and let V be an Abelian n-module. Define its differential graded
Chevalley-FEilenberg complex

AP, V) p>0

(C.(H,V),d), Cp(n,V)Z {V 'p:O,

where A(n?, V) denotes the exterior algebra of alternating forms on p-copies of n over V. The differential
d:CP(n, V) — CPTl(n V) is given explicitly by

de(xo, ..., xp) = Z(fl)”jc([xi,xj],xo, s By Ty, Tp)

i<j

E

(=1)fw; > c(mg, . oy By Tp)

i=1

for each cochain ¢ € CP(n, V'), where * denotes an omitted element.

Lemma A.1. d% =0.

18Namely a two-term differential graded Loo-algebra.
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Proof. Recall the Cartan formula
L, = diy + tad, TEN

where ¢, : CPT1(n, V) — CP(n, V) is the interior evaluation
tg i = ((T1,...,2p) = clx,21,...,2p))

and L, : CP(n,V) - CP(n,V) is the Lie evaluation

Ly:c— ((z1,...,2p) bec(xl,...,xp)—Zc(xl,...,[x,xi],...wp)),

which by construction commutes with d. Now let v € V = C°(n, V) be a 0-form, then

d?v(z1,29) = —dv([z1,22]) + 21 > dv(z2) — T2 > dv(21)
= [zo, 1] v+ 21> (T2 > 0) — 29> (21 >v) =0,
which vanishes by the n-module structure on V.

Now let p > 0 and assume the induction hypothesis: d*> = 0 on C?~!(n, V). Consider c € CP(n, V), then by
the Cartan formula

dPe(r_1,20,21, ..., 2p) = Lz (d%c)(w0,71,...,7p)

(Ly_, —dig_,)de(zo, 1, ..., Tp)

= (Lyp d—d(Ly , —diy ,)c(zo,21,...,2p)
(Ly_,d—dL,_, +d*,_|)c(zo,x1, . .. ,xp) =0,

where the first two terms cancel by the property L.d = dL,, and the last term vanishes due to the induction
hypothesis (recall ¢, _,ce CP~1(n,V)). O

This nilpotency allows us to define the Lie algebra cohomology
H®*(n,V) =kerd/imd.

These groups are extremely useful, as they are isomorphic to the de Rham cohomology of the topological group
G [76]. Moreover, they classify various algebraic structures; for instance,

1. Degree p = 0: the group H%(n,V) = V" < V classifies the n-invariants: namely elements v € V
annihilated by n via the action . Indeed, the 0-cocycle condition merely states

dv(z) =x>v=0, veV =C%MnV),
which means that v € Z%(n, V) is n-invariant.

2. Degree p = 1: the group H'(n, V) classifies algebra representations of n on V (i.e. derivations Der,(V))
modulo inner representations. Indeed, the 1-cocycle condition reads

de(zy,x2) = c([x1, 22]) — 21 > c(z2) + 22 > (1) = 0,

which implies that ¢ € Z'(n,V) is a linear representation of n on V. The l-coboundaries are inner
derivations ¢(z) = dv(z) = > v for some v € V = C%(n, V). If n acts trivially on V, then H'(n,V) is in
fact isomorphic to the (dual of the) Abelianization n/[n,n].

3. Degree p = 2: the group H?(n, V) classifies central extensions n of n by V, which fits in the three-term
exact sequence
0—->V->tu—->n—0.

To see this at a glance, a set-theoretic section s : n — 7 sees an obstruction to being a Lie algebra-theoretic

section given by
c(x1,w2) = s([21,22]) — [s(21), s(z2)].

It can be shown, with the n-module structure of V and the Jacobi identity, that c € Z2?(n, V) is a 2-cocycle,
and any two choices of such sections s yields 2-cocycles ¢, ¢’ that differ by a 2-coboundary ¢ — ¢ = da.

In general, the set H?(n, V) classifies (p + 1)-term extensions of n by V. Moreover, equivalence classes of such
extensions can be equipped with an Abelian group structure such that H?(n, V') coincides with it not just as a
set, but also as a group.
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Remark A.1. Recall a 2-crossed-module ¢ as defined in section 3. The exactness ¢'t = 0 of the complex (3.2)
states that ¢ gives rise to a 5-term exact sequence

0—>V=kert'—>it—/>f]i»g—>n=cokert—>0

S ~~ —~

=9

of Lie algebras, which by the above statement is classified by a degree-4 Lie algebra cohomology class H*(n, V).
This class has also appeared as part of the data that classifies crossed-squares [9]; indeed, each crossed-square
has an associated 2-crossed-module [10].

We shall show in detail next that, at degree 3, H?(n, V) classifies precisely the four-term complex (A.2) of
a Lie algebra crossed-module.

A.2 Theorem of Gerstenhaber

Before constructing the 3-cocycle ¢ € Z3(n, V'), we introduce the notion of addition in the set of crossed-modules.
Given two crossed-modules t : h — g,t' : h’ — g’ with the same kernel V and cokernel n, it can be shown that

(tdt):bdh/A - gdng

is another crossed-module, called the crossed-module sum of t and t'. Here, A is the kernel of the addition map
+: V@V -V, while g@®, ¢ is the fibre pullback; explicitly,

A={(v,—v)|veV}, g@ug ={X,X)eg®g |pX =p'X'}.

Note that as direct sums are commutative, we have (t@®t') =~ (' @t).

This notion descends to elementary equivalence classes of crossed-modules, and endows the set XMod(n, V')
the structure of an Abelian group. We shall show that this Abelian group is isomorphic precisely to H3(n, V).
To begin, we construct a bilinear skew-symmetric map

flxy,22) = 81([$1,$2]) - [81(551)781(902)], T1,T2 €N

from a section s; : n — g of the map p: g — cokert = n in (A.2). Though s; may not be a Lie algebra map,
the projection p is, so pf = 0 and f is valued in kerp. By the exactness kerp = im¢ of (A.2), there exists a
bilinear skew-symmetric map e : n"? — b such that f = te.

We now pick another section s; : imt © g — b of the crossed-module map ¢ : h — g, whence e = sof. Let O
denote a summation over cyclic permutations of z1, zs, x3, then by construction,

tde(z1,z2,23) = t[Oe([z1,22],23)— O s1(x1) > e(z2, 23)]
O f([x1,z2], 23)— O t(s(z1) > e(z2, x3)) Peiffer conditions (A.1)
= O f([z1, z2], 23)— O [s1(x1), te(za, 3)] Definition of f

=f(z2,73)
= O ([s1([z1,22]), s1(z3)] = s1([[z1, 22], 25]))
— O ([s1(z1), [s1(x2), s1(x3)]] = [s1(21), s1([22, z3])]) Jacobi identity
= O ([s1([z1,22]), s1(x3)] — [s1([z2, z3]), s(z1)]) Cyclicity of summation

= 0,

as such de is in fact valued in kert. Again by the exactness of the sequence (A.2) we may find a skewsymmetric
trilinear map ¢ : n*3 — V such that ic = de, where i : V < B is the inclusion. Picking yet another section
s3:h — V yields ¢ = sz De.

Now we must show that dc = 0. It may be tempting to say that, since ic = de, we have idc = dic = d?e = 0
by the nilpotency d> = 0. However, this does not immediately follow, as s; is not necessarily a section and
hence s1(-)>> is not necessarily a well-defined action. By explicit computation, terms involving the problematic
operation s1(-)>> in idec read

DD sy ([, ))& e(@y, .o iy By, 24)

1<j
4 . .
= (—1)'s1(z;) > 2(71)]51(:1:]4) >e(x1,...,&5,...,3) Rearrange terms
i=1 j#i
= 2(—1)”j (s1([zi, z5]) — [s1(24), s1(zj)]) > e(xr, ..., &i, ..., &), 2a) Definition of f
i<j
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= 2(—1)”j flai,zj)>e(xr, ... Ty ..o, &5, 24) Peiffer conditions

i<j \_\/_J
=te(xi,x;)
= Z(—l)”j[e(mi,mj),e(ml, ey By g, mg)] Cyclicity of summation
1<j
— 0,

hence we nevertheless have dc = 0. This allows us to conclude that c € Z3(n, V).

We now wish to show that changing the choices of the sections s; 2 3 adds to ¢ a 3-coboundary. By linearity,
we can write s) = s; + § for some map 0 : n — g. Defining a bilinear skew-symmetric map f’ analogously, we
see that

(@1, 22) = f(o1,20) + [s1(21), 0(22)] + [0(21), 81(x2)] + [6(21), 8 (22)] — d([21, 22]).

Notice the terms [s1(z1),0(z2)] + [6(x1), s1(z2)] — 6([x1, z2]) constitute precisely the coboudnary dé(xy,z2) of
a cochain ¢ : n — g, with z1,z9 € n lifted up to g by the map s;.

Now as f’, f are vlaued in ker p = im ¢, we can find h-valued bilinear maps €, € such that te(zq,22) = dd(z1, x2)
and te(z1,x2) = [0(21),0(x2)]. Further, we can also find a kert = im é-valued bilinear map ¢ such that

€ (w1, 22) = e(x1,x2) + e(x1, 22) + (1, 2) + ip(w1, T2)

when lifted by s,. Our goal now is to apply the differential d; however, the trouble here is that d and ss need
not commute, as S is not in general a section. Now by computation
tdsad(x1,22) = t(s1(x1) > s20(z2) + s1(x2) > s20(x1) — s20([z1, x2])), Peiffer conditions

tsa([s1(21),0(w2)] = [s1(22), 6(21)] = 0([w1, 22]))
= t82d5($1, $2),

so A1 = dsoe — sode is valued in ker ¢. Similarly, the difference Ay = dsse — sade also lies in ker ¢, which allows
us to finally write

d(x1, 22, 23) = c(x1, T2, 23) + de(x1, T2, 23) + de(w1, T2, 3) + i (A1 + Ag) (w1, 72, x3) + di(x1, T2, T3).
Using the injectivity of 4, we have dip = i(d|v ), hence defining o = € + ¢ and v = Ay + Ay + d|y ¢ yields
d =c+do+iy=c+do mod kert,

whence lifting by s3 up to V yields ¢ = ¢ + do. This shows that the cohomology class of ¢ does not depend on
the choice of the section s;.

Now suppose we have distinct sections ss, s5, defining e = sof and ¢’ = s4f. It is clear that t(e — €’) =
tsof —tshf = f—f =0, hence e — ¢’ is valued in ker ¢ = im¢. This means that s lifts d(e —e’) to a coboundary
dw such that ¢ = ¢ + dw, demonstrating that the cohomnology class of ¢ does not depend on the choice of the
section sy as well. Lastly, any two sections sz, s4 must coincide, at least on the image imi = kert, hence the
cocycle itself ¢ does not depend on the choice of s3.

Lemma A.2. Let t,t' denote two elementary equivalent crossed-modules, then the 3-cocycles ¢,c they define
coincide [c] = [¢'] € H?(n, V) in cohomology.

Proof. First, pick sections s 2 3, 5’17273 in the respective crossed-modules ¢,t" and construct the 3-cocycles ¢, ¢ €
C3(n, V). Suppose an elementary equivalence (¢,1) between the two crossed-modules exists, then s is a
section of p’. The above shows that the 3-cocycle & constructed from the sections (¢s1, s5, s4) differ from that
¢’ constructed from (sf, sh, s5) only by a coboundary. Our task is thus to show that & also coincides with ¢ up
to coboundary.

Toward this, we define s51 f = €’ and compare this to ge = ¢so f. First, we know that ¢'s;, = 1, hence &' — ¢e
is valued in ker ' = im ', so we can find a map v : n"2 — V such that & — ¢e = i'v.

We now take the differential d of this equation. By definition of the elementary equivalence, we can rewrite
contributions ¢ (x;) > ¢(e) = ¢(x; t>e) in the differential, as such d(pe) = ¢pde. Now s3¢ is a section of ¢, hence

& —c = 33D — (s3¢)de = dv
is a coboundary. This proves the lemma. O
The lemma allows us to put a well-defined map b : XMod(n, V) — H3(n, V).
Theorem A.l. (Gerstenhaber, attr. by MacLane). b is an isomorphism of Abelian groups.
The classifying data of a Lie algebra crossed-module ¢ : h — g is exactly (n,V,c) with ce H3(n, V).
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A.3 The Postnikov class

Let us now turn to the reason why we called an element in H3(n,V) a "Postnikov class" in the main text.
Formally, a Lie 2-algebra integrates to a Lie 2-group ¢ : H — G [37, 35|, for which a "Gerstenhaber theorem"
also holds: ¢ : H — G is classified by its Hoang data (N,V,x) [10, 9], where N = cokert,V = kert and
k€ H3(N,V) is a group cohomology class (as opposed to a Lie algebra cohomology class).

The name "Postnikov class" comes from topology. Given any "nice" space X (a finite CW complex), its
fundamental group m1(X) in general acts on higher homotopy groups m2(X) via monodromy. The homotopy
2-type Iy (X) = (m1(X), m2(X), Ptn(X)) is modeled by the group crossed-module [9]

1 —>kerd =my(X) - m(X,Y) 2, m(Y) = 1 (X) = coker 0 — 1,

where Y < X is a closed subspace and ¢ is the natural boundary map. Up to homotopy, it is classified by the
Postnikov class Ptn(X) € H3(m1(X), m2(X)), which determines how 2-cells are glued upon the 1-cells.

It is possible to construct the classifying space B(N,V) satisfying the condition I, B(N,V) = (N,V,k)
[18, 39]. Such a space sits in the Postnikov tower fibration sequence

B*V — B(N,V) — BN,

where BN = K(N,1) is the classifying Eilenberg-MacLane space of N and B?V = K(V,2) is the second
delooping of V, satisfying mo(B?V) = V with other homotopy groups vanishing.

In other words, the Postnikov class determines how B(N, V) is constructed from the base BN by gluing the
second delooping space B2V. The homotopy classification theorem states that gauge-equivalent discrete flat
2-connections H' (X, (N,V)) are isomorphic to homotopy classes of classifying maps X — B(N,V) [10, 39];
this is how 2-gauge topological field theories are constructed [18, 19].

B 2-bundle homomorphisms

In this appendix, we show that an elementary equivalence gives rise to a homomorphism between 2-gauge
bundles. We also generalize this perspective to the weak case.

Let P, P’ — X denote two 2-gauge bundles on X, equipped with connections (A4, X) and (A4’, &'), respectively.
Intuitively, from the gauge theory perspective, a 2-bundle homomorphism g : P — P’ should satisfy two
properties: (1) it is a bundle map over X; namely the triangle

p— 9 P

NS

commutes, and (2) preserves all gauge-invariant data.
From our computations in the main text, the gauge-invariant data consist precisely of the fake-flatness F
(2.6) and the 2-curvature G = K. As such homomorphisms 1) must satisfy

.7:=g*.7:/, g:g*gl

Let us write, locally, g* = f* ® ¥ in terms of components, where f* is the pullback of f : X — X on forms
and U = (¢, 1) is a map on the Lie algebras

¢p:h —bh,  Y:ig —g
The fake-flatness condition F = ¢*F’ implies
= (ffQY)F', X =(ffRUIE =t(f*®¢)X; (B.1)

by linearity and F' = d4 A, F' = da A’, the first condition in (B.1) means that f* commutes with the de Rham
differential d, and that 1) is a Lie algebra homomorphism'?. The second condition means t¢ = t' commutes
with the crossed-module maps t,¢'.

19This means that A = %A’ and [A A A] = [A’ A A'] = [WA" A pA'].
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Equivalence of 2-gauge bundles. The 2-curvature condition reads
G =daZ = (f*®)daY = (f* ®¢)(dZ + A A" %),
where >’ is the crossed-module action in P’. Using the second condition from (B.1), the first term reads
(f* ®¢)dy’ = d¥ = d(f* ® ¢)%,
while the second term reads )
AN Y = (f*R¢)A AP X

However, the condition A = (f* ® 1)) A’ means that we must have

(F* @) A A% 8 = (f* @) A) A" (f*®9)%.
This tells us that, not only does ¢g_; also has to be a Lie algebra homomorphism, but also the condition

HX'Y)=(X)> (4Y), VXeg,Yebp. (B.2)

This is precisely the definition of an elementary equivalence of Lie algebra crossed modules [36, 35].
As such, we may interpret elementary equivalence as an equivalence of the gauge-invariant data on the
2-gauge bundles P, P’. The Gerstenhaber Theorem A.1 then implies

Corollary B.1. If the 2-gauge bundles P, P’ exhibit distinct Postnikov classes k # ' € H3(n, V) as 2-curvature
anomalies, then there does not exist a 2-bundle homomorphism between them.

Extension to weak Lie 2-algebras. The above notions of elementary equivalence was formulated in the
context of strict Lie 2-algebras. We can extend the notion of an elementary equivalence to the weak case, by
appending an additional component ¢ in the map (¢, ) between the 2-algebras.

This component ¢ is used to control the failures of (¢,%) from being an elementary equivalence, as well as
the Jacobiators p, /. The full definition is [35]

Definition B.1. A 2-homomorphism between weak Lie 2-algebras ¢t : h — g,t' : ' — g’ — with respective
Jacobiators pu, i’ — are given by the set of chain maps

prgxg—b,  d:h—b,  Yig—og,
such that t'¢ = ¢t and the following conditions are satisfied:
tISD(X» X,) 1/)([X, X/]) - [an wX/]/a
P(X, 1Y) PX YY) — (VX)) ' (8Y),
W ((X), (X7, (X)) = p(u(X, X, X)) = DX, [X X"+ O[(X) > o(X', X")]  (B.3)

for each X, X', X" € g,Y € b and O denotes a summation over cyclic permutations of the arguments.

In mathematically more sophisticated terms, ¥ = (p, ¢, 1) is a chain homotopy between two-term Ly-algebras
[35, 42]. In this way, it can be understood that ¢ can only appear between weak 2-algebras, and not strict
2-algebras.

Definition B.1 gives us a weaker notion of elementary equivalence: that two weak Lie 2-algebras are weakly
equivalent if there exist a 2-homomorphism ¥ = (¢, ¢, 1) between them whose kernel and cokernel are (strictly)
elementary equivalent to the trivial Lie 2-algebras. This was the notion of equivalence that was used in [35],
which we shall examine in detail next.

B.1 Loop model of the weak string 2-algebra

Let g be a simple Lie algebra. Recall the loop model [, for the string 2-algebra string, (g) of level k € Z described
in the main text. It is a strict 2-algebra [34], but non-trivial with the Postnikov class [x] € H3(g,R) given by
the generating fundamental 3-cocycle w = (-, [-,-]) on g [76]; see section 3.3.2.

The main result in [35] is that [} is equivalent to the skeletal model [34] at level k:

Theorem B.1. (Baez-Crans-Stevenson-Schreiber). Let I, denote the non-trivial crossed-module con-
structed in section 3.3.2. Define the maps

Y :Pg—g, p— p(1),
¢: Qg — R, (£,¢) — c,
o: Pg® SR, @J%ML]@ﬁ%@w»
0,1

then ¥ = (@, ¢, ) : I — string, (g) is a weak equivalence.
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More concretely, it was shown that ¥ is a surjective 2-homomorphism inducing a split short exact sequence
0 — Jag — I — stringy,(g) — 0. (B.4)
Combined with the fact that any 2-algebra J; ~ 0 with ¢ = id are trivial for any g up to elementary equivalence,

the theorem follows.

Gauge-theoretic interpretation. So what is happening in the 2-gauge theory picture? Since ¥ is a (weak)
elementary equivalence, it can be considered as part of a 2-bundle map P — P’. Moreover, the sequence (B.4)
induces also a short exact sequence of bundles

Py —P =T,

in which Py is a trivial 2-gauge bundle based on Jog4. Our goal is to understand the effect of the 2-homomorphism
¥ on the 2-gauge kinematical data. We shall focus on the level £ = 1 case.

The 2-gauge data on P has already been done in section 3.3.2. We just copy down the gauge-covariant
curvature quantities derived there,

F = F—-tX=F—o,
G = K-—rk(A) =da¥ —k(A),

where the 2-curvature anomaly x(A) is given by (3.19). We now describe the 2-gauge data on P’. The 1-
connection A’ is valued in g, while the 2-connection ¥’ is valued in R. The action is trivial

A AP Y =0,
whence the 1- and 2-curvatures read
1
F’IdA/AIZdA/+§[A,AA/], K’ZdA/EIZdZ/.

The Jacobiator is given by the fundamental 3-cocycle u(A, A, A) = w(A, A, A) = §;(A A [A A A]), whence we
have the gauge-invariant data

F=F, §G=K-+ %<AA [A A AD.

The 2-homomorphism ¥ = (¢, ¢, ) given in Theorem B.1 should then induce a 2-bundle homomorphim that
sends the 2-gauge data (F,G) to (F',G’). To see this, we first note that 2 {¢, (A A ) = (A AP 2) = (A, t%)
by Eq, (B.3). Then, recalling from section 3.3.2 that d¢’ can be gauged away, this yields

F' =yF=F(), K =¢K=-2 Ll<A A G, (B.5)

where we have made the pullback map f* : Q*(X) — Q°(X) on forms that comes with a 2-bundle homo-
morphism implicit. With A’ = A = A(1) understood, the Jacobiator u can be reconstructed from (B.3) as

HA, A AY) = 0 (A, [A & A]) = Blp(A,[A A A]),

where we have used the total skew-symmetry of ¢.
This implies that the right-hand side should factor through the k. More precisely, we should have

P(k(A)) = (A, [A A A]),
such that . .
§<A,> [A/ A A/]> = gM(A'a A/7 A/) = (p(A, [A A A])

This is nothing but the statement that the 2-curvature anomaly x(A) coincides with gw(A’, A’, A’), which is
precisely (3.19). Indeed, one can show

Yood 1
| @ g tppal) = 5o 0. [0, 1))
: .

for any p1,p2, ps € Pg by performing an integration by parts then using the total skew-symmetry of the form
G- [35]. The 2-homormophism ¥ then implements

1
K/ — g’u(A/,A/,A/) = g/ = ¢g = ¢(K - kw(A7A7A))a

as desired.
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