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We consider two-dimensional (2d) quantum many-body systems with long-range orders, where the
only gapless excitations in the spectrum are Goldstone modes of spontaneously broken continuous
symmetries. To understand the interplay between classical long-range order of local order parameters
and quantum order of long-range entanglement in the ground states, we study the topological point
defects and textures of order parameters in such systems. We show that the universal properties
of point defects and textures are determined by the remnant symmetry enriched topological order
in the symmetry-breaking ground states with a non-fluctuating order parameter, and provide a
classification for their properties based on the inflation-restriction exact sequence. We highlight a
few phenomena revealed by our theory framework. First, in the absence of intrinsic topological
orders, we show a connection between the symmetry properties of point defects and textures to
deconfined quantum criticality. Second, when the symmetry-breaking ground state have intrinsic
topological orders, we show that the point defects can permute different anyons when braided
around. They can also obey projective fusion rules in the sense that multiple vortices can fuse into
an Abelian anyon, a phenomena for which we coin “defect fractionalization”. Finally, we provide
a formula to compute the fractional statistics and fractional quantum numbers carried by textures
(skyrmions) in Abelian topological orders.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most successful theories in condensed mat-
ter physics is the Landau’s theory of phases and phase
transitions [1–4]: phases are distinguished by symme-
tries, and phase transitions are described by symme-
try breaking. An ordered phase with broken symme-
try is identified through the formation of off-diagonal
long-range order and is characterized by a local order
parameter. While the spontaneous breaking of a contin-
uous symmetry leads to Goldstone modes [5, 6] which
are gapless excitations in the system, a class of gapped
excitations – defects and textures – may also be present
in an ordered phase as a consequence of the nontrivial
topology of the order parameter space [7]. This classi-
cal topology can lead to very rich physics. For example,
the topological defects have their own dynamics and may
also lead to phase transitions at finite temperatures [8–
10]. Topological defects and textures also commonly ap-
pear in soft matter physics [11, 12] and ultracold atom
physics [13, 14].

Since the discover of the quantum Hall effects in the
1980s [15–17], the notion of phases of matter have been
extended beyond Landau’s theory. Let us focus on
gapped phases of matter, which, by definition, are phases
with gapped excitations that are robust against local per-
turbations without closing the gap. In absence of sym-
metry, these different phases are determined by the long-
range entanglement structure of the ground state wave
functions [18], with the trivial one being an “atomic in-
sulator” whose ground state shares the same phase as a
collection of isolated atoms. A topological order, on the
other hand, has a nontrivial entanglement structure in
their wave function, which manifest itself, e.g. through
ground state degeneracy when placed on a topologically
nontrivial manifold [19]. Here, while the word “topo-
logical” in topological order still refers to the robustness
of the low energy excitations against local perturbations
without closing the gap, this feature is a direct conse-
quence of the long-range entanglement of the wave func-
tion [18]. In presence of symmetry, either a topologically
trivial state or a topologically ordered state may be fur-
ther separated into different phases. The result is either a
symmetry protected topological (SPT) phase [20–32] or a
symmetry enriched topological (SET) phase [33–37], and
in both cases different gapped ground states are charac-
terized by certain topological invariants. As the quan-
tum state counterpart of the order parameter in a bro-
ken phase in Landau’s theory, the topological invariants
reflect the robustness of the state under small perturba-
tions and are a manifestation of the quantum topology
that arises from many-body quantum entanglement in
the wave function.

So far, most studies on topological phases – SPT and
SET – preserve all symmetries of the system, in con-
trast to the Landau paradigm where spontaneously bro-
ken symmetries give rise to long-range orders. In other
words, topological (SPT and SET) phases are usually

discussed in a context that excludes long-range orders
from spontaneous symmetry breaking. In nature, never-
theless, the coexistence of long-range order in a topolog-
ical phase is not a rare phenomenon: nematic quantum
Hall states in higher Landau levels [38], topological su-
perconductors that spontaneously break charge conser-
vation [39], and magnetic fragmentation for spin ice [40],
to name a few. On the theoretical side, while most pre-
vious works studied examples with an emphasis on non-
interacting fermion systems [41–51], a general theory for
interacting topological phases with coexisting long-range
orders is still lacking [52].

This motivates us to establish a theoretical framework
for topological phases in the presence of long-range or-
ders [52], which is the main focus of the present work.
We consider the “gapped” topological phases, where the
Goldstone modes that arise from spontaneous breaking of
continuous symmetries are the only gapless excitations in
the system. Our approach is to study the universal prop-
erties of topological defects and textures of the sponta-
neously broken symmetries, as a first step towards a clas-
sification of topological phases in presence of long-range
orders.

One theme of the present work is to establish a con-
crete connection between classical topology and quan-
tum topology. We will be mainly focusing on topological
point defects and smooth textures (i.e. skyrmions) in
two-spatial dimensions and their interplay with an SPT
or an SET phase. More precisely, when the full symme-
try group G spontaneously breaks down to a subgroup
H, we consider a symmetry-breaking ground state where
the order parameters are not fluctuating and fixed in a
classical minimum of the free energy. Since the only gap-
less excitations in our systems are the Goldstone modes,
these symmetry-breaking states must be the ground state
of a gapped Hamiltonian that preserves H. In two spatial
dimensions, they are either H-SPT phases in the absence
of intrinsic topological orders, or more generally H-SET
phases. We intend to understand how these H-SPT or
H-SET ground states (“quantum topology”) affect uni-
versal properties of topological defects and textures of the
order parameters (“classical topology”) in the associated
long-range order.

It turns out the crucial connection between classical
and quantum topology can be established generally by a
map (a “connecting homomorphism” [52]) from topolog-
ical defects and textures of the order parameters to (ex-
trinsic) symmetry defects [31, 36, 37, 53] in an H-SPT or
H-SET phase. We use this map, and the classification of
H-SPT and H-SET phases, to obtain a classification and
characterization of the universal properties belonging to
topological defects and textures in a long-range ordered
quantum system.

We first consider the (conceptually simpler) situation
in the absence of intrinsic topological orders, where each
ground state with fixed non-fluctuating order parameters
is an H-SPT phase. We identify two phenomena out of
interplay between classical topology and quantum topol-



3

ogy: owing to the H-SPT ground state of the long-range
order, the point defects of order parameters can carry a
projective representation of the remnant symmetry H,
while topological textures of the order parameters (i.e.
skyrmions) can carry a nontrivial quantum number of
the remnant symmetry H. This provides a new angle
into a large family of Landau-forbidden quantum phase
transitions: i.e. the deconfined quantum critical points
(DQCPs) [54–56].

Next we consider a more general situation, where each
ground state with non-fluctuating order parameters is an
H-SET phase with bulk anyon excitations [33–37]. First,
we reveal two exotic phenomena associated with point de-
fects: (1) different types of anyons can be permuted af-
ter they are braided around a point defect, (2) multiple
point defects, when combined together to form a trivial
point defect, can instead fuse into an Abelian anyon, a
phenomenon for which we coin the term “defect fraction-
alization”. Then, in the case of smooth textures of order
parameters, i.e. skyrmions in 2d, we develop a general
field theory that couples a topological ordered system to
a ferromagnetic order parameter via a topological term
in the Lagrangian. Applying this to Abelian topological
orders, we obtain the formula for the fractional statis-
tics and fractional quantum numbers of skyrmions in the
system.

Another interest of this work comes from the techni-
cal side. It has been known for long (and fairly familiar
among condensed matter physicists) that classical topo-
logical defects are mathematically described by homo-
topy groups in algebraic topology [57, 58]. This mathe-
matical object is rather intuitive as it admits a real space
picture: it models the topological defects as maps from
real space (or spacetime) to the space of parameters (such
as the order parameter space which is of interest to this
work) and classifies them up to continuous deformation.
On the other hand, the theory of symmetry defects and
symmetry fractionalization are rather new in condensed
matter physics [31, 33, 36, 37, 59], and the main math-
ematical tool employed are various homology (and co-
homology) theories. While homology theory also stems
from homotopy theory in algebraic topology, it has de-
veloped into an independent subject, whose application
in physics is far more rich and profound. Even from this
technical point of view, it would be a great pleasure – and
would bring great mathematical insight to the physical
problem under consideration – to see how these mathe-
matical objects can be united in the treatment of classical
topology and quantum topology.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we de-
scribe a theoretical framework, which crucially connects
the point defects and textures of the order parameters
of the broken symmetries to the symmetry defects of the
preserved symmetries. This connection allows us to clas-
sify and characterize the universal properties of point de-
fects and textures using the topological properties of the
ground states. In section III, we continue our theoretical
framework by exploring the connection between classical

topology and quantum topology, where we provide more
mathematical details on group cohomology classification
for point defects and textures in SPT and SET phases.
The key word there are the so-called “inflation map” that
appears in a five-term exact sequence for group cohomol-
ogy, whose physical meaning will be investigated in great
detail. Next we apply this framework to demonstrate
universal properties of point defects and textures in 2d
quantum orders. In section IV, we focus on the simplest
cases in the absence of intrinsic topological orders, where
all ground states with a fixed order parameter configu-
ration are SPT phases. We show that the exotic phe-
nomena of DQCP can be captured in a concise manner
within our framework. Next, we proceed with general
cases where the ground states are SET phases with intrin-
sic topological order. In section V, we classify topological
properties of point defects, highlighting two distinct phe-
nomena: non-Abelian point defects that permute anyons
when braided around, and a new phenomenon for which
we coin “defect fractionalization” where multiple point
defects fuse into Abelian anyons. In section VI, we study
topological textures (i.e. skyrmions) in 2d SET phases,
in particular, we compute the fractional statistics and
quantum numbers of skyrmions. Finally we summarizes
our main results and look into future directions in section
VII. Clarification on the notations and a self-contained
introduction to the mathematical tools can be found in
the Appendices.

II. GENERAL FRAMEWORK

We consider the ground state of a 2d quantum many-
body system, which exhibits a long-range order associ-
ated with spontaneous symmetry breaking. To be pre-
cise, the symmetry group G of the Hamiltonian spon-
taneously breaks down to a subgroup H that is pre-
served in an ordered ground state. Moreover, we assume
that the possible Goldstone modes, from spontaneously
broken continuous symmetries, are the only gapless ex-
citations in the bulk of the system. In other words,
the ground state with a fixed nonzero order parameter
O(~r) = 〈Ô(~r)〉 6= 0, is a gapped symmetric phase that
preserves the remnant symmetry H. In the rest part of
the paper, for simplicity, we assume the classical gapless
Goldstone modes do not affect the topological data of the
remnant gapped quantum phases that we are interested
in. In two spatial dimensions, this means the ground
state is an H-symmetry enriched topological order. The
question we are answering is, what are the universal prop-
erties of topological defects and textures in the order pa-
rameters therein, when the symmetry-breaking ground
state is a topological state enriched by the remnant sym-
metry H?

To address this question, we need to consider topolog-
ical defects and textures as excitations in a symmetry-
breaking ground state. They turn out to be connected to
a special type of excitations known as extrinsic symmetry
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defects (or twist defects) in symmetry enriched topologi-
cal (SET) phases. This correspondence allows us classify
universal properties of topological defects and textures in
ordered media with a nontrivial ground state topology.
The key mathematical tool to establish this connection is
the long exact sequence of homotopy groups for topolog-
ical defects and textures. In this section, we outline this
connection between classical topology of the order pa-
rameters and quantum topology of the entangled ground
states, and then utilize this connection to classify point
defects and textures in following sections.

d = 1 d = 2 d = 3

π0 point defect line defect surface defect

π1 texture point defect line defect

π2 texture point defect

π3 texture

TABLE I. Homotopy group for topological defect/texture in
d = 1, 2, 3 dimension.

A. Homotopy theory of topological defects and
textures: a brief review

First we briefly review the homotopy theory of topo-
logical defects and textures in the order parameters [7].
Mathematically, the long-range order of spontaneous
symmetry breaking is described by a local order param-
eter

O(~r) ∈M = G/H, (1)

i.e. the order parameter is valued on the (left) coset
space of G modulo H, where the full symmetry G of the
Hamiltonian is spontaneously broken down to a subgroup
H in a ground state with a fixed order parameter config-
uration. In particular, the remnant symmetry H is the
subgroup of G which keeps the order parameter {Ô(~r)}
invariant:

H ≡ {h ∈ G|hÔ(~r)h−1 = Ô(ĥ~r)}. (2)

Given the order parameter manifold M = G/H, in d
spatial dimensions, one can consider an order parame-
ter configuration with point (line, surface etc.) defects,
where the order parameter O(~r) is a smooth function of
spatial coordinate ~r except for singularities on isolated
points (lines, surfaces etc.). Most generally, a (d−D−1)-
dimensional defect (i.e. a defect of codimension D + 1)
is described by a continuous map:

~r ∈ SD → O(~r) ∈M = G/H (3)

of order parameters on a submanifold enclosing the de-
fect. The inequivalent classes of (d−D− 1)-dimensional
defects in d spatial dimensions is hence classified by the
homotopy group πD(G/H) [7] for d ≥ D + 1. Below we
list a few defects in low dimensions:

(i) 0-dimensional point defects are classified by
πd−1(G/H) for d ≥ 1;

(ii) 1-dimensional line defects are classified by
πd−2(G/H) for d ≥ 2;

(iii) 2-dimensional defects are classified by πd−3(G/H)
for d ≥ 3.

In addition to defect configurations where the order pa-
rameter O(~r) becomes singular somewhere in space, ho-
motopy theory also classifies textures of the order param-
eter configurations which are smooth everywhere. They
are classified by the following continuous map:

~r ∈ Sd → O(~r) ∈M = G/H (4)

where we compactify the d-dimensional real space to Sd.
As a result, topologically inequivalent textures in d di-
mensions are classified by the homotopy group πd(G/H).
Similarly one can also consider spacetime textures, clas-
sified by homotopy group πd+1(G/H) where the (d+ 1)-
dimensional spacetime is compactified to Sd+1. Homo-
topy group for topological defect/texture in d = 1, 2, 3
dimension can be found in Table. I.

In this work, we shall restrict ourselves to two spatial
dimensions (d = 2), where different types of topological
defects and textures are classified by the following homo-
topy groups:

(i) Domain walls with codimension 1, where order pa-
rameters are smooth everywhere except for along a line,
are classified by π0(G/H);

(ii) Point defects (i.e. vortices) with codimension 2,
where order parameters are smooth everywhere except
for one point, are classified by π1(G/H);

(iii) Textures where order parameters are smooth ev-
erywhere, are classified by π2(G/H). A well-known ex-
ample is a skyrmion in a 2 + 1D O(3) nonlinear sigma
model (NLSM), as will be discussed in detail later.

The main goal of this work is to establish a con-
nection between topological defects and textures of the
symmetry-breaking order parameters, and the underly-
ing topological ground states. The main mathematical
tool that reveals this connection is the long exact se-
quence of homotopy groups [7]:

· · · −→ πn(H) −→ πn(G) −→ πn(G/H)

−→ πn−1(H) −→ πn−1(G) −→ · · · . (5)

Here, “exact” means that for each term G in the sequence

N
p−−→ G

q−−→ Q, the kernel of the outgoing map q,
ker(q) = {m ∈ G|q(m) = 0} is equal to the image of
the incoming map p, im(p) = f(N): im(p) = ker(q).
We noticed that the general idea of mapping topolog-
ical defects and textures to symmetry defects through
“connecting homomorphism” πk(G/H)→ πk−1(H) have
been pointed out in Refs. [52, 60].

B. Domain walls

In 2d, a gapped phase that preserves remnant symme-
try H is generally an H-SET phase, whose anyon excita-



5

<latexit sha1_base64="T3pD+dRdYnU6SbhutSjnwByOxWM=">AAACMXicdVDLTgIxFG3xhSgKunTTSExcGDJjjLoksmGJiTwSGEmn04GGTmfSdohkwn+41V/wa9gZt/6EHZiFgJ7kJifn3Jt773EjzpS2rDnMbW3v7O7l9wsHh8Wj41L5pK3CWBLaIiEPZdfFinImaEszzWk3khQHLqcdd1xP/c6ESsVC8aSnEXUCPBTMZwRrIz0n/QDrEcEc1WeDxqBUsarWAmiT2BmpgAzNQRkW+15I4oAKTThWqmdbkXYSLDUjnM4K/VjRCJMxHtKeoQIHVDnJ4uwZujCKh/xQmhIaLdTfEwkOlJoGrulMr1TrXipeucFfdi/W/r2TMBHFmgqy3OXHHOkQpTEgj0lKNJ8agolk5lxERlhiok1Y/y1a2eBNWKSyh16WHxVMgPZ6XJukfV21b6v2402l9pBFmQdn4BxcAhvcgRpogCZoAQIkeAVv4B1+wDn8hF/L1hzMZk7BCuD3Dx9PqgU=</latexit>CH

<latexit sha1_base64="S/xkG6SkO1qbeIdsxiHwTR2x1Ek=">AAACLHicdVDLSgMxFM3UV61WW126CRahQikzIuqyqIsuK9iHtEPJZDJtaJIZkkyxDP0Kt/oLfo0bEbd+h2k7C231woXDOfdy7j1exKjStv1uZdbWNza3stu5nd383n6heNBSYSwxaeKQhbLjIUUYFaSpqWakE0mCuMdI2xvdzPT2mEhFQ3GvJxFxORoIGlCMtKEebvtJeVCpn077hZJdtecFV4GTghJIq9EvWvmeH+KYE6ExQ0p1HTvSboKkppiRaa4XKxIhPEID0jVQIE6Um8wvnsITw/gwCKVpoeGc/bmRIK7UhHtmkiM9VMvajKx4/C+5G+vgyk2oiGJNBF54BTGDOoSzBKBPJcGaTQxAWFJzLsRDJBHWJqf/jH45+GMaqfShx8VHOROgsxzXKmidVZ2LqnN3Xqpdp1FmwRE4BmXggEtQA3XQAE2AAQdP4Bm8WK/Wm/VhfS5GM1a6cwh+lfX1DQZnp2I=</latexit>

D(g,H)

<latexit sha1_base64="T3pD+dRdYnU6SbhutSjnwByOxWM=">AAACMXicdVDLTgIxFG3xhSgKunTTSExcGDJjjLoksmGJiTwSGEmn04GGTmfSdohkwn+41V/wa9gZt/6EHZiFgJ7kJifn3Jt773EjzpS2rDnMbW3v7O7l9wsHh8Wj41L5pK3CWBLaIiEPZdfFinImaEszzWk3khQHLqcdd1xP/c6ESsVC8aSnEXUCPBTMZwRrIz0n/QDrEcEc1WeDxqBUsarWAmiT2BmpgAzNQRkW+15I4oAKTThWqmdbkXYSLDUjnM4K/VjRCJMxHtKeoQIHVDnJ4uwZujCKh/xQmhIaLdTfEwkOlJoGrulMr1TrXipeucFfdi/W/r2TMBHFmgqy3OXHHOkQpTEgj0lKNJ8agolk5lxERlhiok1Y/y1a2eBNWKSyh16WHxVMgPZ6XJukfV21b6v2402l9pBFmQdn4BxcAhvcgRpogCZoAQIkeAVv4B1+wDn8hF/L1hzMZk7BCuD3Dx9PqgU=</latexit>CH

<latexit sha1_base64="vlKJRCJtZBzsym0jMj6EFMeqebw="></latexit>

C̄0
gHg�1 <latexit sha1_base64="S/xkG6SkO1qbeIdsxiHwTR2x1Ek=">AAACLHicdVDLSgMxFM3UV61WW126CRahQikzIuqyqIsuK9iHtEPJZDJtaJIZkkyxDP0Kt/oLfo0bEbd+h2k7C231woXDOfdy7j1exKjStv1uZdbWNza3stu5nd383n6heNBSYSwxaeKQhbLjIUUYFaSpqWakE0mCuMdI2xvdzPT2mEhFQ3GvJxFxORoIGlCMtKEebvtJeVCpn077hZJdtecFV4GTghJIq9EvWvmeH+KYE6ExQ0p1HTvSboKkppiRaa4XKxIhPEID0jVQIE6Um8wvnsITw/gwCKVpoeGc/bmRIK7UhHtmkiM9VMvajKx4/C+5G+vgyk2oiGJNBF54BTGDOoSzBKBPJcGaTQxAWFJzLsRDJBHWJqf/jH45+GMaqfShx8VHOROgsxzXKmidVZ2LqnN3Xqpdp1FmwRE4BmXggEtQA3XQAE2AAQdP4Bm8WK/Wm/VhfS5GM1a6cwh+lfX1DQZnp2I=</latexit>

D(g,H)

<latexit sha1_base64="B58TCYziBa6enVVYT6VXBFVeRB0=">AAACKXicdVBNTwIxEG3xC1EU9OilkZh4MGTXGPVI9OIREwET2JButwuVtru2XSLZ8B+86l/w13hTr/4RC+xBQCeZ5OW9mcy858ecaeM4nzC3srq2vpHfLGxtF3d2S+W9po4SRWiDRDxS9z7WlDNJG4YZTu9jRbHwOW35g+uJ3hpSpVkk78wopp7APclCRrCxVLOjmaCP3VLFqTrTQsvAzUAFZFXvlmGxE0QkEVQawrHWbdeJjZdiZRjhdFzoJJrGmAxwj7YtlFhQ7aXTd8foyDIBCiNlWxo0ZX9vpFhoPRK+nRTY9PWiNiFPfPGX3E5MeOmlTMaJoZLMboUJRyZCE/soYIoSw0cWYKKYfReRPlaYGBvSf4fmLgRDFuvM0NPMUcEG6C7GtQyap1X3vOrenlVqV1mUeXAADsExcMEFqIEbUAcNQMADeAYv4BW+wXf4Ab9mozmY7eyDuYLfPwyqpvg=</latexit>'<latexit sha1_base64="ZFMFh9qDj9K4rLHWQX7T+mQXrxQ="></latexit>

UgCHU�1
g ' C0

gHg�1

FIG. 1. The equivalence between a domain wall between
two phases CH and C′gHg−1 , and the boundary of a 2d phase

(Eq. (7)).

tions are described by a unitary modular tensor category
C [36, 37, 61]. We use CH to label such an H-SET phase.
The domain wall in two spatial dimension is a line defect
characterized by π0(G/H). In a gapped system whose
symmetry group G of the Hamiltonian is spontaneously
broken, a generic domain wall D(g,H) is labeled by a rem-
nant subgroup H < G and a group element g /∈ H, such
that it separates a left domain that preserves symmetry
subgroup H, and a right domain that preserves subgroup
gHg−1, as shown in Fig. 1. We can label the H-SET
phase on the left domain as CH , and the (gHg−1)-SET
phase on the right domain would be

UgCHU−1
g ' C′gHg−1 (6)

where we use Ug to label the action of broken symmetry
element g on the H-SET phase on the left domain. Note
that the right domain and the left domain may not share
the same topological order C, e.g. in the case of a time
reversal domain wall with g = T , the left and right do-
mains have opposite chiralities and hence C′ = C̄, where C̄
is defined as the time reversal counterpart of topological
order C. In this setup, using the folding trick, it is clear
that the domain wall D(g,H) between left domain CH and
right domain C′gHg−1 can be mapped to the boundary of

a 2d topological phase:

(C � C̄′)Hg ≡ CH � C̄′gHg−1 (7)

where we denote the remnant unbroken symmetry of the
domain wall configuration as

Hg ≡ H ∩ (gHg−1) = {h ∈ H|g−1hg ∈ H} (8)

Therefore the universal properties of domain walls D(g,H)

is captured by boundary excitations of a 2d topological
phase described by (7), as illustrated in Fig. 1.

The physics of boundary excitations in a 2d topolog-
ical order is in fact a subject extensively studied in the
literature [62–70]. In light of the above physical picture
that maps a domain wall to a boundary, we will not at-
tempt to classify topological properties of domain walls
in SET phases in this manuscript. From now on we shall
discuss only the point defects and textures in two spatial
dimensions.

C. Point defects

In two spatial dimensions, point defects are classified
by the fundamental group π1(G/H). Two representative

examples of point defects in 2d are the following:
(1) In a system of interacting spinless bosons whose

ground state is an m-boson condensate, the boson num-
ber conservation symmetry G = U(1) is spontaneously
broken down to a H = Zn subgroup. The vortices of
such an m-boson condensate are classified by π1(G/H) =
π1(U(1)) = Z. In particular, the fundamental vortex
with unit winding number ν = 1 is equivalent to a 2π/m
flux by a gauge transformation.

(2) For interacting ions that form a crystalline lattice
in two dimensions, the continuous translation symme-
try G = R2 is spontaneously broken down to a discrete
subgroup H = Z2. The associated point defects, i.e. dis-
locations, are classified by π1(G/H) = Z2, characterized

by a Burgers vector ~b = b1~a1 + b2~a2, where (b1, b2) ∈ Z2

and ~a1,2 are the two primitive lattice vectors. Physically,
we can consider a close loop on a translation-invariant
lattice. If a particle follows exactly the same path of the
loop, which now encloses a dislocation, the particle will
not return to the starting point after finishing the path.
Instead, the final position differs from the initial position

by the Burgers vector ~b of the dislocation enclosed by the
path.

Both examples belong to the general case where a con-
nected topological (continuous) group G is broken down
to a discrete subgroup H. We assume H to be a normal
subgroup of G (i.e. H/G), so that the whole point defect
configuration of order parameters preserves symmetry H.
Applying the long exact sequence Eq. (5) to the n = 1
case, we obtain the following short exact sequence:

· · · −→ π1(H) = 0
f−−→ π1(G)

i−−→ π1(G/H)
p−−→ π0(H) = H

g−−→ π0(G) = 0 −→ · · ·
(9)

where p is known as the connecting homomorphism be-
tween the topological point defects and symmetry defect.
The group π1(G) and π1(G/H) are illustrated in Fig. 2.

This short exact sequence of groups can be understood
as follows: using the exactness of the sequence, it is clear
that i is an injective map, hence π1(G) is a normal sub-
group of π1(G/H). The connecting homomorphism p is a
surjective map so H is isomorphic to the quotient group
π1(G/H)/π1(G). Such a short exact sequence defines a
group extension problem, and here we say that π1(G/H)
is a group extension of the group π1(G) by H.

Physically, the surjective map g in the short exact se-
quence (9) connects topological point defects classified by
π1(G/H), to symmetry defects associated with elements
of the remnant symmetry group H in the symmetry-
breaking ground state, which is generally an H-SET
phase. Note that the classification and characterization
of H-SET phases [36, 37, 53] is in fact built upon an al-
gebraic theory of h-defects for h ∈ H, which has been ex-
tensively studied previously. The above group extension
allows us to map each point defect classified by π1(G/H)
to an h-defect associated with the group element h ∈ H,
therefore allowing us to characterize the topological prop-
erties of point defects. In the two examples mentioned
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(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Illustration of the fundamental group π1 of the
group manifold. (a) π1(G) captures the winding in G-space.
(b) π1(G/H) captures the winding in G/H space. Note that
the open line in (a) may be considered as closed loop in (b)
as those points are identified in G/H space.

above: (1) Since π1(G = U(1)) 6= 0, a vorticity-ν vortex
in an m-boson condensate is mapped to a 2πν/m flux
of the remnant Zm symmetry, and hence the map p is
surjective but not injective. (2) Since π1(G = Rd) = 0,
the dislocations are in one to one correspondence with
translation symmetry defects, and hence the map p is
bijective.

Below we shall apply this idea to two different families
of symmetry-breaking phases:

(i) When a symmetry-breaking ground state has no
intrinsic topological order, it is described by an H-SPT
phase. The point defects can carry linear or projec-
tive representations of the remnant symmetry H, a phe-
nomenon closely related to deconfined quantum critical
points (DQCP). We discuss point defects of this family
in section IV.

(ii) When there are intrinsic topological orders in a
symmetry-breaking ground state, it is generally an H-
SET phase. In this case, the point defects can be non-
Abelian defects that permute anyons, or they can exhibit
exotic fusion rules. We classify and discuss point defects
of this family in section V.

D. Textures

The most familiar example of a topological texture in
two spatial dimension is a skyrmion. When a ferromag-
netic order breaks the G = SO(3) spin rotational symme-
try to a uniaxial spin rotation subgroup H = U(1), the
order parameter manifold is a 2-sphere M = G/H = S2

with nontrivial textures classified by π2(S2) = Z. In
fact, as summarized in Table A1, most familiar realiza-
tions of topological textures in 2d are essentially classified
by π2(S2) = Z, and we shall focus on skyrmions as 2d
textures in the manuscript.

In the case of skyrmions, the long exact sequence (5)

reduces to the short exact sequence

· · · −−→ π2(SO(3))=0 −−→ π2(S2)=Z i−−→ π1(U(1))=Z

−−→ π1(SO(3))=Z2
p−−→ π1(S2)=0 −→ · · ·

(10)
This short exact sequence indicates that the connecting
homomorphism i is an injective map from skyrmions la-
beled by π2(S2) = Z to fluxes labeled by π1(U(1)) = Z.
More precisely, the group of U(1) fluxes π1(U(1)) = Z is a
central extension of the skyrmion group π2(S2) = Z, with
the center being the group of point defects π1(SO(3)) =
π1(SU(2)/Z2) = Z2

1.
Physically, it is known that the Z2 point defect is noth-

ing but a 2π vortex for the SO(3) spins [71, 72]. In other
words, the spin of a particle is rotated around one (any)
axis by 2π after circling around the nontrivial point de-
fect in π1(SO(3)) = Z2. Eq. (10) defines a map from
the element a ∈ π2(S2) to b ∈ π1(U(1)) and then to the
trivial element in π1(SO(3)) = Z2. Since the non-trivial
element for that Z2 point defect is a 2π vortex for spins,
the trivial element of Z2 should correspond to a 4π vor-
tex. Therefore, in Eq. (10), a skyrmion with winding
number ν ∈ Z is mapped to a 4πν flux of the U(1) spin
rotations, i.e., 2ν ∈ π1(U(1)) = Z [52, 73].

The map in (10) points to the nature of skyrmions in a
ferromagnetic topological order where SO(3) spin rota-
tional symmetry is spontaneously broken down to a U(1)
subgroup, as the topological properties of each ν = 1
skyrmion can be extracted from those of 4πν flux/defect
of the unbroken U(1) symmetry. We shall follow this ap-
proach to identify the fractional stastistics of skyrmions
in section VI.

III. GROUP COHOMOLOGY FOR POINT
DEFECTS AND TEXTURES

A. Group cohomology for symmetry defects: a
brief review

Following Ref. [49], below we give a definition for sym-
metry defects in both SPT and SET orders. When the
physical system has a symmetry H with a given sym-
metry action ρ on the quasi-particles, one can consider
modifying the system by introducing a point-like defect
τh associated with a group element h ∈ H. When a
quasi-particle is braided around an h-symmetry defect

1 Note that, here we have used the fact π1(SU(m)/Zm) = Zm
from the following four-term exact sequence

π1(SU(m)) = 0
f1−−−→ π1(SU(m)/Zm)

f2−−−→ π0(Zm) = Zm
f3−−−→ π0(SU(m)) = 0,

Using the exactness of the terms, one can show that f2 is an
isomorphism map, therefore π1(SU(m)/Zm) ∼= Zm.
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τh, it is acted upon by the corresponding symmetry ac-
tion ρh. Since H is a global symmetry, the point-like
defects τh are not finite-energy excitations and must be
extrinsically imposed by threading the symmetry flux of
h.

As group cohomology is a crucial mathematical object
for this work, we give a self-contained introduction to
it from the mathematical side in the App. B 2. More
detailed characterization and intuition for it from the
physics side will be given here and in later sections.

1. Symmetry protected topological (SPT) phases

We start by recalling the definition and classification
of bosonic SPT phases. An H-SPT phase is a short-
range entangled phase, which, in the presence of sym-
metry H, cannot be continuously connected to a trivial
product state without closing the energy gap. In a sys-
tem of interacting bosons in d spatial dimensions, differ-
ent H-SPT phases are classified by the (d+ 1)-th group
cohomology Hd+1(H,U(1)) [26]. The cohomology group
Hd+1(H,U(1)) is an Abelian group, whose identity ele-
ment labels the topologically trivial phase (a featureless
product state), and the addition of group elements is im-
plemented by stacking different SPT phases.

When symmetry G is spontaneously broken down to
H in a given ground state, a long-range ordered ground
state with fixed order parameters is an H-preserving
short-range entangled phase2 which are H-SPT phases
classified by the group cohomology H3(H,U(1))[26].

We consider a 2d SPT phase protected by a symmetry
group H = B × K, which is a direct product of two
groups B and K. The Künneth formula indicates that
the classification of H-SPT phases can be written as a
direct product [26]:

Hd+1(B×K,U(1)) =

d+1∏
i=0

Hi
(
B,Hd+1−i(K,U(1))

)
(11)

In the d = 2 case which is the interest of this manuscript,
we have

H3(B×K,U(1)) = H3(B,U(1))×H2(B,H1(K,U(1)))

×H1(B,H2(K,U(1)))×H3(K,U(1)) (12)

where each term has its own physical meaning. Clearly
the first term H3(B,U(1)) classifies the SPT phases pro-
tected only by the subgroup B, while the last term
H3(K,U(1)) classifies SPT phases protected only by the
subgroup K.

In this work, we are particularly interested in the
mixed anomaly of symmetry B and K, which assigns

2 We use the definition of Ref. [26] for short-range entangled phase,
which is different from Kitaev’s definition [61]. Therefore we do
not consider invertible phases such as topological superconductor
in class D [74], and E8 states of d = 2 interacting bosons [29, 61].

quantum numbers or projective representations of sub-
group K to B symmetry defects. The mixed anomaly
is captured by the 2nd and 3rd terms in the Künneth
expansion (12), as suggested by the “decorated domain
wall” picture of the SPT phases [27].

(i) The 2nd term H1(B,H2(K,U(1))) assigns a projec-
tive representation [ω] ∈ H2(K,U(1)) to any symmetry
defect αg associated with g ∈ B. As discussed in sec-
tion II C, in the exact sequence (9), the connecting ho-
momorphism p maps a symmetry breaking point defect
(i.e. vortex) of order parameters classified by π1(G/H)
to a symmetry defect labeled by elements of H = B×K.
If the associated symmetry defect corresponds to an ele-
ment g ∈ B, this suggests that the point defect of order
parameters can carry a projective representation of K.
This map will be discussed in detail in section III C.

(ii) For topological textures of the order parameters in
d = 2, we shall focus on the case of skyrmions, where the
remnant symmetry is H = U(1)×K with B = U(1). In
other words, we consider the full symmetry G = SO(3)×
K is broken down to H = U(1)×K in the collinear long-
range order. In this case, we utilize an important result
from the theory of cohomology: for any finite Abelian
group M on which U(1) and Z both act trivially3,

H2(U(1),M) ∼= M ∼= H1(Z,M). (13)

Mathematically, both cohomology groups classify dif-
ferent linear representations {Rν ∈ M |ν ∈ Z} of the
integer (Z) group formed by the 2πν, ν ∈ Z fluxes of the
remnant U(1) symmetry with coefficients R(ν) ∈M .

As a result, with B = U(1), we can rewrite the 3rd
term in Künneth expansion (12) as

H2
(
U(1),H1(K,U(1))

)
= H1

(
Z,H1(K,U(1))

)
(14)

Physically, this can be interpreted as assigning quantum
numbers (or charges) of symmetry group K, i.e. linear
representation H1(K,U(1)), to the integer fluxes of the
unbroken U(1) subgroup.

As discussed in section II D, the connecting homo-
morphism i in (10) maps the skyrmions labeled by
νs ∈ π2(G/H) = Z to integer fluxes labeled by νf ∈
π1(U(1)) = Z. As a result, we can use the SPT classifica-
tion H2

(
U(1),H1(K,U(1))

)
for each symmetry-breaking

ground state to determine the K symmetry quantum
numbers assigned to each skyrmion. This map will be
discussed in detail in section III D.

3 Here it is important to specify that by H2(U(1),M) we are com-
puting the Borel cohomology, which is the standard cohomology
for bosonic SPT [26]. The calculation uses the relation between
Borel cohomology and simplicial cohomology H2(U(1),M) =
H2(BU(1),M) = H2(CP∞,M) and the procedure of regard-
ing H2(CP∞,M) as the limiting case of H2(CPn,M) ∼= M
for n → ∞ following Ref. [26]. On the other hand, the part
H1(Z,M) ∼= M can be obtained in either standard group coho-
mology or Borel cohomology.
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2. Symmetry enriched topological (SET) order

Consider a topological order described by a unitary
modular tensor category C, enriched by symmetry H that
is a discrete group. Since the topological order preserves
the unbroken symmetry H, an SET phase can arise which
in addition to the topological order displays the phe-
nomenon of fractionalization of symmetry [33, 36, 37].
Here we briefly review the physical picture of symmetry
fractionalization and the classification of SET.

For each group element h ∈ H, one can associate an
extrinsic defect/flux τh [36, 37] in the H-symmetry en-
riched topological order. A symmetry defect can be fur-
ther labeled by an anyon a ∈ C of the topological order,
with the identity symmetry defect (i.e. the symmetry
defect associated with the identity element of the group)
identified with the anyon a itself. The symmetry defects
in this sense are generalized anyons and can have non-
trivial fusion and braiding rules. In particular, anyons
may be permuted when braided around a symmetry de-
fect τh. This braiding is one way of detecting the sym-
metry action ρ : H → Aut(C), where Aut(C) denotes the
automorphism group of the anyons. The first group coho-
mology group, H1

ρ(H,A), classifies the (possibly crossed,
when ρ nontrivial) homomorphisms [ω] where ω : H → A
describes anyon labeling that is consistent with the sym-
metry action on the anyons, ρ. Two anyon-labeling ho-
momorphisms ω′, ω′′ belong to the same class [ω] if they
differ only by an anyon permutation described by ρ.

The additional data to specify an SET phase is sym-
metry fractionalization (whose physical meaning will now
be specified), classified by the second group cohomology
H2
ρ(H,A). Here ρ denotes the symmetry action on the

anyons as introduced above, and A ⊂ C is the set of
Abelian anyons viewed as an Abelian group under fusion
[36, 37]4. The elements [ω] ∈ H2

ρ(H,A) are cocycle ele-
ments ω under the equivalence relation of anyon labeling.
The cocycle elements ω(g, h) ∈ A takes as an input two
group elements g, h ∈ H and returns an anyon. Phys-
ically, the cocycle, roughly speaking, describes the out-
come of fusing three defects τg, τh, and τ(gh)−1 : the result
is a trivial defect associated to the identity element of H
as required by the “conservation law”of the symmetry
H, and the only possible outcome is an Abelian anyon.
The symmetry fractionalization data precisely refer to
the anyon outcomes after fusion. Crucially, it is inap-
propriate to think of the outcome anyon as fixed since
different anyons may be identified under the equivalence
relation; rather symmetry fractionalization refers to the
inequivalent ways of assigning defect fusion rules up to
anyon relabeling.

4 Note that in the case of SPT discussed in Sec. III A 1, the action
of the symmetry H on the U(1) coefficient is uniquely determined
by the symmetry H itself. Thus here and after we only specify
the action of the group cohomology for SET.

To summarize, in an H-SET phase, two important
rules exist: the defect “anyon-labeling rule”, classified
by H1

ρ(H,A), and the defect “fusion rule”, which encode

symmetry fractionalization data classified by H2
ρ(H,A).

As we show below, all these data have correspondence in
a phase with coexisting symmetry breaking defect and
topological order.

B. The inflation-restriction exact sequence

In this subsection we introduce the main mathematical
tool we will be relying on in the physical interpretation
of group cohomology, the inflation-restriction exact se-
quence.

Recall that the input data for group cohomology
Hnρ (G,M) is a group G and an Abelian group M
equipped with a G-action ρ : G → Aut(M), g 7→ ρ(g)
(we use ρ(g) and ρg interchangeably). For convenience,
we denote the G-action on M by the symbol “.”, that
is, for g ∈ G and a ∈ M , we define ρ(g)(a) ≡ g.a. Sup-
pose N is a normal subgroup of G, and Q := G/N the
associated quotient group. Formally, we say that G is an
extension of the group Q by N that fits into the short
exact sequence

0 // N
i //

ρN ((

G
p //

ρ

##

Q = G/N

��

// 0

Aut(M)

(15)

Note that here the action ρN : N → Aut(M) is inherited
from the action ρ. There is also an action ρQ : Q →
Aut(MN ), here MN denotes the subgroup of M that are
stabilized under the action of N : MN = {a ∈ M |n.a =
a ∀n ∈ N}.

Given these data, a five-term exact sequence exists [58]

0→H1(Q,MN )→ H1(G,M)
res−−→ H1(N,M)Q

d2−→ H2(Q,MN )
inf−→ H2(G,M),

(16)

this is the inflation-restriction exact sequence. Here
H1(N,M)Q denotes the subgroup of H1(N,M) that are
stabilized under the action of Q in the following sense:
for [ω] ∈ H1(N,M) represented by the cocycle ω,

[ω] ∈ H1(N,A)Q ⇐⇒ q.(ω(q−1nq)) = ω(n), (17)

for any q ∈ Q and n ∈ N . The maps “res”, “d2” and
“inf” are called the restriction, the transgression (or the
differential), and the inflation maps, respectively, and can
be defined explicitly. A sketch of the proof of the five-
term exact sequence and further information about the
maps can be found in App. C.

In the following, we will apply the five-term exact se-
quence to various short exact sequences of homotopy
groups. These homotopy groups describe either point
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defects or textures in the broken symmetry phase, and
the broken symmetry phase is either an SPT or an SET.
Below we discuss each cases separately.

C. Group cohomology for point defects

1. Point defects in SPT

Consider a symmetry breaking from G = A × K to
H = B × K, where A is a continuous group and B a
discrete group. A symmetry-breaking ground state with
a fixed order parameter is an H-SPT, and we focus on
the mixed anomaly described by the H1(B,H2(K,U(1)))
term in the Künneth formula (12).

In this case, the topological point defects of the order
parameter φ(~r) ∈ G/H is classified by the fundamen-
tal group π1(G/H) = π1(A/B) which fits into the short
exact sequence (9). Recall from the Künneth decom-
position (12) that the term H1(B,H2(K,U(1))) assigns
projective representations in M := H2(K,U(1)) to the
symmetry defects of B. Note that here we consider the
case of B consisting of only unitary symmetry, therefore
B acts trivially on M . By (15), now the point defects
labeled by π1(A) and π1(A/B) all act trivially on M .

Then, applying the five-term exact sequence (16) gives

0→ H1(B,H2(K,U(1)))→ H1(π1(A/B),H2(K,U(1)))
res−−→ H1(π1(A),H2(K,U(1)))

d2−→ H2(B,H2(K,U(1)))
inf−→ H2(π1(A/B),H2(K,U(1))),

(18)
The term H1(B,H2(K,U(1))) is exactly the term

in the Künneth decomposition (12) discussed above,
which gives classification for H-SPT phases with the
mixed anomaly. The image of injective map d1 in
H1(π1(A/B),H2(K,U(1))) classifies the K projective
representation carried by point defects in π1(A/B).

Since H2(B,H2(K,U(1))) is one piece out of the
Künneth decomposition for H4(B × K,U(1)), it physi-
cally corresponds to an anomalous symmetry implemen-
tation of group H = B × K on the surface of a three-
dimensional H-SPT phase. It can only happen on the
two-dimensional surface of a three-dimensional H-SPT
phase, but not in any two-dimensional lattice models
with onsite symmetry actions. Therefore the image of
the restriction map is the same as the kernel of the trans-
gression map d2 in the exact sequence (18).

More physics of the point defects in H-SPT phases will
be discussed in section IV B.

2. Point defects in SET

We consider a continuous symmetry G spontaneously
broken down to a discrete subgroup H, where each
symmetry-breaking ground state is an H-SET phase,

whose intrinsic topological order is specified by the
anyons C.

Recall from previous discussions that SET is equipped
with a symmetry action on the anyons, ρ : H → Aut(C)
[36, 37]. Suppose that the system started with a larger
(continuous) symmetryG that spontaneously broke down
to a discrete symmetry group H. The topological point
defects of the order parameter is again classified by
π1(G/H) that fits into the short exact sequence (9).
Then, one can pull back the symmetry H-action ρ to
obtain actions of the topological point defects on the
anyons:

π1(G)
i //

˜̃ρ **

π1(G/H)
p //

ρ̃

%%

H

ρ

��
Aut(C).

(19)

Applying the five-term exact sequence (16) to Eq. (19)
gives

0→ H1
ρ(H,A)→ H1

ρ̃(π1(G/H),A)→ H1(π1(G),A)H

d2−→ H2
ρ(H,A)

inf−−→ H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A),

(20)
where the second group cohomology H2

ρ(H,A) classifies
the symmetry fractionalization in an H-SET phase [37].
Since the second cohomology group classifies defect fu-
sion rules with anyon as outcome, Eqs. (20) is a physi-
cal statement that the symmetry fractionalization class
of symmetry defects may induce a nontrivial fusion rule
of the topological point defects. We coin the term de-
fect fractionalization for this phenomenon, in reference to
the terminology “symmetry fractionalization” for sym-
metry defects [33, 36, 37]. While different symmetry
fractionalization classes of the H-SET phases are classi-
fied byH2

ρ(H,A), different defect fractionalization classes

are classified by the image of the map inf : H2
ρ(H,A) →

H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A), as describe by the above sequence (20).
We will discuss more about point defects in H-SET

phases in section V.

D. Group cohomology for textures

1. Textures in SPT

Consider the symmetry breaking from G = SO(3)×K
to H = U(1) × K. In the absence of intrinsic topologi-
cal orders, a symmetry-breaking ground state with fixed
order parameters is an H-SPT phase. Here we focus on
those H-SPT phases described by the mixed anomaly
H2(B = U(1),H1(K,U(1))) in the Künneth decompos-
tion (12). Due to relation (14), the mixed anomaly is
also captured by H1(Z,H2(K,U(1))).

The topological textures of the order parameter are
skyrmions classified by π2(SO(3)/U(1)). The point de-
fects associated with SO(3) and U(1) are classified by
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π1(SO(3)) and π1(U(1)), respectively. Together they fit
into the short exact sequence (10). Both defects can carry
quantum number of the symmetry K, which is classi-
fied by the linear representations in M := H1(K,U(1)),
which we assume to be a finite Abelian group. Note that
π1(U(1)) = Z, π1(SO(3)) = Z2 and π2(SO(3)/U(1)) =
π2(S2) = Z all act trivially on M . Applying the inflation-
restriction exact sequence (16) to short exact sequence
(10) gives

0→H1(π1(SO(3)),M) = {m ∈M |m ·m = 1M ∈M}
→ H1(π1(U(1)),M) = M
res−−→ H1(π2(S2),M) = M

d2−→ H2(π1(SO(3)),M)
inf=0−−−→ H2(π1(U(1)),M) = 0.

(21)
Physically, as discussed in section II D, a point defect of

an SO(3) breaking noncollinear magnetic order classified
by π1(SO(3)) = Z, is equivalent to a 2π flux of any U(1)
subgroup of SO(3). A skyrmion with topological charge
ν ∈ π1(S2) = Z, is therefore equivalent to a 4πν flux
of the remnant U(1) symmetry. Note that a 2π flux is
nothing but the symmetry defect of the remnant U(1)
symmetry, which can carry a linear representation (i.e.
charges) of the unbroken subgroup K due to the mixed
anomaly (14) in the H-SPT phase. The restriction map
(“res”) in exact sequence above (21) physically states the
following: if the K-symmetry charge (or mathematically
a linear representation of K) [R] ∈ M = H1(K,U(1)) is
assigned to each 2π flux, the K-symmetry charge carried
by a fundamental (ν = 1) skyrmion is given by that of a
4π flux: [R⊗R] ∈M .

The above sequence shows that, if M does not contain
an order-2 element, then {m ∈M |m ·m = 1M ∈M} = ∅
and hence the restriction map (“res”) is injective: i.e.
the quantum number of the symmetry K carried by the
skyrmions is fully determined by that carried by the U(1)
vortices. More interestingly, if M contains an order-2 el-
ement, then the restriction map is the “multiply by 2”
map, while d2 is the mod 2 map. In this case, skyrmion
symmetry quantum number is twice that of the U(1) flux.
If we further allow the process of completely breaking
the SO(3) symmetry down and then restoring the U(1)
subgroup, a skyrmion may carry any quantum numbers
allowed on a U(1) flux, due to a possible projective repre-
sentation carried by the SO(3) defect via the transgres-
sion map d2.

We will discuss in more details the physics of topolog-
ical textures in H-SPT phases in section IV C.

2. Textures in SET

Here we consider the spontaneous symmetry breaking
(SSB) from G = SO(3) to H = U(1), resulting in an H-
SET phase in each symmetry-breaking ground state with
fixed order parameters. More generally, we could con-
sider an extra symmetry group K that survives the SSB

as in the SPT case discussed above. The K-symmetry
charges (i.e. linear representations) carried by skyrmions
can be determined in parallel to the H-SPT case. Here
we will not discuss this aspect, but focus on the fractional
statistics of skyrmions in the H = U(1)-SET phase, with
G = SO(3) and H = U(1).

Note that due to the relation (13) we have

H2(U(1),A) = H1(π1(U(1)) = Z,A) (22)

where A is the set of all Abelian anyons, and Z =
π1(U(1)) labels the integer flux quanta of the remnant
U(1) symmetry. Since distinct U(1)-SET phases are
classified by H2(U(1),A) [36, 37], the above identity
(22) implies that U(1)-SETs are fully characterized by
the Abelian anyon a ∈ A assigned to each 2π flux (or
“fluxon”[75]) in the SET phase. Based on discussions
in section II D, a skyrmion with a topological charge
ν ∈ Z = π2(S2) is equivalent to a 4πν flux of the remnant
H = U(1) symmetry, and we can assign Abelian anyon
a2ν to such a skyrmion accordingly.

Mathematically, we apply the five-term exact sequence
(16) to the short exact sequence (10) to obtain

0→H1
ρ(Z2,A)→ H1

ρ̃(Z,A)
res−−→ H1(π2(S2),A)

d2−→ H2
ρ(π1(SO(3)),A)

inf−→ H2
ρ̃(Z,A) = 0.

(23)

The fractional statistics carried by a skyrmion of topo-
logical charge ν ∈ Z is determined by the image of the re-
striction map (“res”) in the exact sequence above. Phys-
ically, since [R] ∈ H1(Z,A) assigns an Abelian anyon
a ∈ A to each 2π flux, its image in the restriction map
R̃ ∈ H1(π2(S2),A) implies that Abelian anyon a2ν is as-
signed to each skyrmion of topological charge ν. This
will determine the fractional statistics of a skyrmion.

We will discuss the physics of topological textures in
H-SET phases in more detail in section VI.

IV. DEFECTS AND TEXTURES IN THE
ABSENCE OF INTRINSIC TOPOLOGICAL

ORDERS

A. From SPT physics of ordered ground states to
deconfined quantum critical points

In this section, we first discuss the simpler cases where
every long-range ordered ground state with fixed order
parameters exhibits no intrinsic topological order. In
other words, when symmetry G is spontaneously bro-
ken down to H in a given ground state, a long-range
ordered ground state with fixed order parameters (not
a cat state!) is a H-preserving short-range entangled
phase5. In two spatial dimensions, they belong to the

5 We use the definition of Ref. [26] for short-range entangled phase,
different from Kitaev’s definition [61]. Therefore we do not con-
sider invertible phases such as topological superconductor in class
D [74], or E8 states of d = 2 interacting bosons [29, 61].
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H-symmetry protected topological (H-SPT) phases clas-
sified by group cohomology H3(H,U(1)) [26]. What
are the physical consequences if each symmetry-breaking
ground state is a nontrivial H-SPT? As will become clear
soon, this SPT physics is closely related to the physics of
deconfined quantum critical points (DQCP) [54–56].

An H-SPT phase is a short-range entangled phase,
which, in the presence of symmetry H, cannot be con-
tinuously connected to a trivial product state without
closing the energy gap. In a system of interacting bosons
in two spatial dimensions, different H-SPT phases are
classified by the 3rd group cohomology H3(H,U(1)) [26].
The cohomology group H3(H,U(1)) is an Abelian group,
whose identity element labels the topologically trivial
phase of product states, and the addition of group el-
ements is implemented by stacking different SPT phases.

A deconfined quantum critical point (DQCP) describes
the continuous phase transition between two different
long-range orders, who are not related to each other by
Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson paradigm of spontaneous sym-
metry breaking [54–56]. More precisely, the remnant
symmetry groups H1, H2 ≤ G of the two long-range or-
dered phases do not have a subgroup relation: in other
words, H1 is not a subgroup of H2 and vice versa. There-
fore, a DQCP is clearly beyond the Landau-Ginzburg-
Wilson paradigm and provides new mechanism to under-
stand direct quantum phase transitions between different
long-range orders.

For example, DQCP is believed to describe the direct
transition between a Neel order and a valance bond solid
(VBS) on a square lattice [54, 55]. While the Neel order
spontaneously breaks the time reversal and spin rota-
tional symmetries, it preserves the 4-fold rotation sym-
metry C4 around each lattice site. On the other hand,
the columnar VBS phase spontaneously breaks C4, but
preserves both time reversal and spin rotational symme-
tries. Therefore a direct continuous phase transition be-
tween these two long-range orders are incompatible with
the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson paradigm. There are two
alternative and complementary physical pictures to un-
derstand this DQCP.

(i) The first point of view starts with the following
property of the VBS phase: each vortex of the VBS order
parameter carries a spin-1/2 [76], which forms a projec-
tive representation [ω] ∈ H2

(
SO(3) × ZT

2 , U(1)
)

of the
SO(3) spin rotation and time reversal (T ) symmetries.
Therefore, condensing the VBS vortex will necessarily
breaks both time reversal and spin rotational symme-
tries, while restoring the crystalline C4 symmetry. This
leads to a direct transition from the columnar VBS to
the Neel order via a DQCP.

(ii) The other viewpoint starts from the Neel order
side, where each fundamental skyrmion (with unit topo-
logical charge ν = 1 ∈ π2(S2) = Z) of the Neel order
parameter carries a unit C4 angular momentum [77]. As
a result, condensing the skyrmion will necessarily breaks
the C4 crystalline rotation symmetry, while restoring
time reversal and spin rotational symmetries. This cor-

responds to a direct transition from the Neel order to the
columnar VBS phase via the DQCP [54, 55].

To unify the above two pictures (i) and (ii), and to
treat VBS and Neel order parameters on an equal footing,
one can introduce a 5-component order parameter ~n =
(n1, · · · , n5), where the first 3 components (n1, n2, n3)
represent the Neel vector, while (n4, n5) serves as the
columnar VBS order parameter [76, 78, 79]. The inter-
play of the VBS and Neel order parameters, i.e. the
spin-1/2 VBS vortex and the C4 angular momentum of a
Neel skyrmion, is captured by a (2+1)-dimensional Wess-
Zumino-Witten (WZW) term [80, 81] of the 5-component
order parameter ~n [56, 78, 79, 82]:

SWZW =
2πεabcde
Area(S4)

∫ 1

0

dud3~q na∂xn
b∂yn

c∂tn
d∂un

e (24)

where we use ~q = (x, y, t) ∈ S3 to parametrize the space-
time manifold S3, and u is introduced to parametrize
a smooth interpolation (extension) between ~n(~q, u =
0) = (0, 0, 0, 0, 1) and ~n(~q, u = 1) = ~n(~q). While the
physical system only has a microscopic symmetry of
G = C4 × SO(3), an enlarged SO(5) symmetry that ro-
tates the 5 components of ~n was argued to emerge at
the DQCP described by a NLSM with the above WZW
term [51, 79].

The aforementioned two pictures for the Neel-VBS
transition are both captured by the above WZW term.
On the VBS side, a classical vortex configuration for VBS
order parameters (n4, n5) reduces the topological term
(24) to an O(3) NLSM with a WZW term, physically
corresponding to a spin-1/2 at the vortex core [82]. On
the Neel side, a classical skyrmion configuration of Neel
order parameters (n1, n2, n3) reduces (24) to a U(1) rotor
action of VBS order parameters (n1, n2), which carries a
unit angular momentum of crystalline rotation C4.

In this work, we want to point out a connection
between the two physical pictures of DQCP, and the
SPT physics of the symmetry-breaking ground states.
More precisely, in a long-range order which sponta-
neously breaks symmetry G down to a subgroup H, if
a symmetry-breaking ground state belongs to certain H-
SPT phases, the condensation of topological point de-
fects or textures of the order parameters will lead to a
direct transition described by a DQCP. The other side of
the direct transition must spontaneously breaks H: it is
generally a long-range order with remnant symmetry H ′,
which is neither a subgroup nor a supergroup of H. This
observation can be summarized in two classes:

(i) If a symmetry-breaking ground state belongs to cer-
tain H-SPT phases, to be elaborated in section IV B,
a point defect (i.e. vortex) of the order parameter

Ô(~r) ∈ G/H can carry a projective representation [ω] ∈
H2(H,U(1)) of the remnant symmetry H. This is a gen-
eralization of viewpoint (i) for Neel-VBS transition from
the VBS side. Condensing the point defects (vortices)
will spontaneously breaks (a part of) symmetry H across
the DQCP.
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(ii) If a symmetry breaking ground state belongs to
certain H-SPT phases, to be elaborated in section IV C,
a topological texture (i.e. a skyrmion) of the order pa-
rameter can carry a charge (or a linear representation
[ω] ∈ H1(H,U(1))) of the remnant symmetry H. This is
a generalization of viewpoint (ii) for the Neel-VBS tran-
sition from the Neel side. Condensing the skyrmions will
spontaneously break the remnant symmetry H across the
DQCP.

This general connection allows us to determine
whether a given long-range order is in proximity to a
DQCP in the phase (parameter) space, and to systemati-
cally construct examples of DQCPs based on the H-SPT
classification for the symmetry-breaking ground states.
For the rest of this section, we shall discuss the two classes
in detail: (i) point defects carrying a projective represen-
tation of H, in section IV B; (ii) skyrmions carrying a
linear representation (i.e. quantum numbers) of H, in
section IV C. We will use the mathematical classification
based on group cohomology in section III, and its re-
lated “decorated domain wall” picture [27], to elucidate
the aforementioned connection between SPT phases in
symmetry-breaking ground states and the DQCP.

B. Point defects

Without loss of generality, let’s consider the following
situation:

G = A×K, H = B ×K, H / G. (25)

where × is the direct product of two groups, and we
assume that H is a discrete normal subgroup of a contin-
uous group G. In other words, the subgroup symmetry
A is broken down to B /A while the subgroup symmetry
K is preserved in the long-range order.

The question we plan to address is the following: does
a point defect in π1(G/H = A/B) carry a projective
representation of the remnant symmetry H? As dis-
cussed in section III C 1, given the mixed SPT anomaly
in H1(B,H2(K,U(1))) in a symmetry-breaking ground
state with fixed order parameters, due to exact sequence
(18), the projective representation carried by point de-
fects is classified by the image of injective map d1 in
H1(π1(A/B),H2(K,U(1))). This gives the following cri-
terion for point defect bound states:

(i) When a full symmetry G = A × K is sponta-
neously broken down to a subgroup H = B × K, if
a symmetry-breaking ground state is an H-SPT with a
mixed anomaly described by [R] ∈ H1(B,H2(K,U(1))),
the projective representation of subgroup K carried by
the point defect in π1(G/H) is specified by the image

[R̃] ∈ H1(π1(G/H),H2(K,U(1))) of map d1 in exact se-
quence (18).

Physically, a point defect of the order parameters can
be mapped to a symmetry defect by the connecting
homomorphism p in exact sequence (9). The mixed

anomaly [R] ∈ H1(B,H2(K,U(1))) assigns a projec-
tive representation H2(K,U(1)) to each symmetry defect
b ∈ B. This in turn determines the projective represen-
tation assigned to a point defect in π1(G/H).

Below we discuss one example of such nature, where
each fundamental vortex with a unit winding number car-
ries a spin-1/2 in the pair superfluid phase.

1. Symmetry protected pair superfluid with spin-1/2
vortices

We consider a bosonic system on a two-dimensional lat-
tice, which consists of hard-core bosons {bi} and a single
spin-1/2 d.o.f. ~si per unit site. The full symmetry of the
Hamiltonian isG = U(1)×SO(3), which is spontaneously
broken down to H = Z2 × SO(3) in a pair superfluid
phase. In the notation the general discussions above, we
have A = U(1), K = B = Z2 and K = SO(3)6. Each
hard-core boson bi carries a unit charge but no spin (or
spin-0), while each ~si carries no charge but transforms as
a spin-1/2 projective representation of SO(3) symmetry.
The filling number for bosons is ρ̄ = 2 per unit cell.

In the long-range order, we consider a pair superfluid
phase where two bosons form a condensate with 〈(bi)2〉 6=
0 but 〈bi〉 = 0. To achieve the desired SPT properties,
we further require the system to preserve the following
magnetic translation symmetry:

T1T2T
−1
1 T−1

2 = (−1)
∑
i b
†bi (26)

where T1,2 are magnetic translations along the two prim-
itive vectors ~a1,2. In other words, the bosons experience
a π flux in each unit cell when traveling around the lat-
tice. A pair of bosons, carrying charge 2, only experiences
2π flux per unit cell and can condense without break-
ing the translation symmetry T1,2, driving the system
into a translation invariant pair superfluid phase. Note
that there is a π flux and a single spin-1/2 in each unit
cell. Due to the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem for SPT
phases [83, 84], in the presence of the magnetic transla-
tion symmetry, any short-range entangled ground state
preserving the magnetic translation and H = Z2×SO(3)
symmetry must be a H-SPT phase, exactly described
by a mixed anomaly [R] ∈ H1(Z2,H2(SO(3), U(1))) <
H3(H,U(1)). Physically, in a ground state of the pair
superfluid phase, each symmetry defect of the remnant
Z2 (i.e. a π flux) carries a projective representation of
the remnant SO(3) symmetry (i.e. a spin-1/2).

On the other hand, the point defect of the order pa-
rameter 〈(bi)2〉 are vortices in the pair superfluid, labeled
by an integer-valued vorticity ν ∈ Z. In particular, each
vorticity-1 vortex corresponds to a π flux, and hence car-
ries a spin-1/2, exactly captured by the mixed anomaly

6 One can also replace K = SO(3) symmetry by a discrete time
reversal symmetry K = ZT

2 .
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[R̃] ∈ H1(Z,H2(SO(3), U(1))), the image of map d1 in
exact sequence (18). As a result, condensing the ele-
mentary (ν = ±1) vortices will drive the system into a
magnetic order that spontaneously breaks K = SO(3)
symmetry, via a DQCP. The Neel vector (n1, n2, n3) and
the superfluid order parameters 〈(bi)2〉 ∼ n4 + in5 are
described by a NLsM with an O(5) WZW term.

C. Textures

We consider the symmetry group G = SO(3) × K
to be spontaneously broken down to a subgroup H =
U(1)Sz×K, where K is a subgroup of onsite unitary sym-
metries. In the absence of intrinsic topological orders,
the symmetry breaking phase can be an H-SPT phase
in two spatial dimensions, classified by H3(H,U(1)). As
discussed in section II D, a skyrmion of topological charge
ν ∈ Z is equivalent to a 4πν flux of the remnanat U(1)
symmetry.

To understand the universal properties of skyrmions in
the H-SPT phases, again we use the Künneth decompo-
sition in (12):

H3(H,U(1))

= H3(U(1)Sz , U(1))×H2(U(1)Sz ,H1(K,U(1)))

×H1(U(1)Sz ,H2(K,U(1)))×H3(K,U(1)),

(27)

Note that two of the four terms indicates differ-
ent topological properties of the flux of the unbro-
ken U(1)Sz symmetry, and hence of the skyrmions.
The first term labels the U(1)Sz quantum number
Sz = q ∈ H3(U(1)Sz , U(1)) ∼= H1(U(1)Sz , U(1)) =
Z carried by each U(1)Sz flux quantum. The third
term H1(U(1),H2(K,U(1))) in (27) vanishes when
H2(K,U(1)) is any finite Abelian group. Finally, the
fourth term labels the K-SPT phases that do not require
the protection of the U(1)Sz symmetry.

Due to the relation (14), the 2nd term is equivalent
to H1(Z,M) with M ≡ H1(K,U(1)), and hence can be
understood as the linear representation (i.e. the charge)
of the unbroken subgroup K carried by each flux quan-
tum (or 2π flux) of the U(1)Sz symmetry. Now that
each ν = 1 skyrmion can be viewed as a 4π flux, it car-
ries the linear representation [R ⊗ R] ∈ M of unbroken
subgroup K. Condensing skyrmions with nontrivial K-
symmetry charges will inevitably break the K symme-
try while restoring the SO(3) spin rotational symmetry,
through a DQCP.

As we are interested in the interplay between the
two subgroups U(1)Sz and K of the remnant symmetry
H = U(1)×K, we will be focusing on the second term in
the Künneth decomposition (27). According to the dis-
cussions in Sec. III D 2, the following statement describes
the symmetry quantum numbers of topological textures:

(ii) When a full symmetry group G = SO(3) × K is
spontaneously broken down to a subgroup H = U(1)×K,

if a symmetry-breaking ground state is an H-SPT de-
scribed by [R] ∈ H1(Z,M) ≡ H2(U(1),M) with M =
H1(K,U(1)), the quantum number (or linear representa-
tion) of unbroken subgroup K assigned to each skyrmion

is specified by the image [R̃] ∈ H1(π2(S2),M) of the re-
striction map (“res”) in the exact sequence (18).

Below we discuss two familiar examples of this type in
more details.

1. Charge-2e skyrmions in quantum spin Hall insulators

The first example we consider is a fermion system
with charge conservation K = U(1)c and spin rota-
tional symmetry, hence a full symmetry group of G =
SO(3) × U(1)c. A time-reversal-invariant collinear or-
der parameter can spontaneously breaks the symmetry
G down to a H = U(1)s × U(1)c subgroup, where U(1)s
is the subgroup of U(1) spin rotational symmetry along
e.g. z-axis:

f↑
e iθSztot−−−−→ e− iθ/2f↑, f↓

e iθSztot−−−−→ e iθ/2f↓ (28)

We are interested in the case where each symmetry-
breaking ground state is a quantum spin Hall (QSH) insu-
lator [85–87], with a pair of helical edge states protected
by the remnant symmetry H.

It is well known that such a QSH insulator exhibits a
mixed anomaly between the U(1)c and U(1)s subgroups,
captured by group cohomology

H2(U(1)s,M) = H1(Z,M) ⊂ H3(H,U(1)) (29)

where M ≡ H1(U(1)c, U(1)) labels U(1)c quantum num-
bers i.e. electric charges. Specifically, the quantized spin
Hall conductance σc,sxy = e/2π [88] indicates that each 2π
flux of spin symmetry U(1)s would carry a unit electric
charge. As a result, each skyrmion of topological charge
ν ∈ Z = π2(S2), equivalent to a 4πν flux of spin ro-
tational symmetry U(1)s, carries an electron charge of
2νe.

In particular, an elementary ν = 1 skyrmion car-
ries charge 2e, as pointed out in Ref. [73]. Condens-
ing these elementary skyrmions hence induce a super-
conducting state that spontaneously breaks the U(1)c
symmetry, which was recently proposed to be one mecha-
nism for superconductivity in magic-angle twisted bilayer
graphene [89].

2. Neel order in a spin-1/2 model on the square lattice

Next we discuss a familiar example related to the
DQCP, i.e. the Neel order in a spin-1/2 system on the
square lattice. Before studying the full space group sym-
metry, let us first consider a simplified situation where
we ignore the translations and mirror reflection: we only
take into account the onsite SO(3) spin rotational sym-
metry and the site-centered 4-fold crystalline rotation
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symmetry K = C4. In a collinear Neel order, the full
symmetry G = SO(3) × C4 is spontaneously broken
down to the remnant symmetry H = U(1)Sz × C4. In
the latter H-preserving Neel ordered phase, there is a
quantized topological term of the Wen-Zee type [90, 91],
which corresponds to an element in the cohomology class
H2(U(1)Sz ,H1(K,U(1))) ⊂ H3(H,U(1)) and character-
izes the mixed anomaly between C4 rotation and U(1)Sz
spin rotational symmetries. Physically, this cohomology
class and associated Wen-Zee term in the continuum field
theory implies that each U(1)Sz flux quantum (i.e. 2π
flux) carries a C4 eigenvalue of i (i.e. a unit angular mo-
mentum). As a result, each skyrmion (equivalent to 2π
flux of U(1)Sz for a spin-1/2 system, see section VI C)
also carries a C4 eigenvalue of i [77], and condensing the
skyrmions (which restores the SO(3) spin rotational sym-
metry) will necessarily break C4 crystalline rotational
symmetry, as is the case of the valence bond solids on
the square lattice [55, 77].

Next, we include the translations and consider the full
space group symmetry of the square lattice. The full
symmetry for the paramagnetic phase is G = p4m ×
SO(3)×ZT

2 , where T is the time reversal operation and
p4m is the wallpaper group that describes the symmetry
of the square lattice, generated by translations T1, T2,
site-centered rotation C4, and reflection M (with respect
to a site-crossing mirror plane). After the transition to
Neel order, G is broken down to H = U(1)Sz o pp4m,
where pp4m is the magnetic space group for the Neel

order [92], generated by magnetic translations T̃x,y =
T · Tx,y and point group symmetries C4 and M . Note
that spin rotation U(1)Sz and the magnetic space group
do not commute with each other, hence the semidirect
product. Due to this semidirect product structure, the
Künneth decomposition (27) can no longer be used to
calcualte the cohomology. Nevertheless one can show
through a spectral sequence calculation thatH3(H,U(1))
contains a summand

H2(pp4m,H1(U(1)Sz , U(1))) ⊂ H3(H,U(1)). (30)

One can further show that
H2(pp4m,H1(U(1)Sz , U(1))) = H1(pp4m,U(1)) = Z2

2,
where the two Z2 summands label the eigenvalues of
C4 and M , respectively. Compared to the case of
K = C4 where the eigenvalues of C4 are {±1,±i}, now
considering the full magnetic space group pp4m reduces
the eigenvalues of C4 to {1, i} due to the magnetic
translations (the C4 eigenvalues ±1 are identified and
so are the eigenvalues ±i). We see that the analysis
in the case K = C4 above still holds. This means
that, taking into account the full lattice symmetry,
condensing the skyrmions (hence restoring the SO(3)
internal symmetry) will indeed break the C4 rotation
symmetry spontaneously. Note that a similar analysis
has been carried out in Refs. [93, 94].

V. POINT DEFECTS IN SYMMETRY
ENRICHED TOPOLOGICAL ORDERS

When the ground state is a SPT phase protected by
the unbroken symmetry H, we have shown previously
that point defects (or vortices) of the symmetry-breaking
order parameters can carry a projective representation
of the unbroken symmetry. Below we discuss the more
general situation, i.e. two-dimensional intrinsic topologi-
cal orders with spontaneously broken symmetries, where
each symmetry-breaking ground state is a H-symmetry
enriched topological (H-SET) phase. As discussed pre-
viously in section III C, due to the short exact sequence
(9) that maps a topological point defect (an element of
π1(G/H)) to a symmetry defect (an element of H), one
can derive universal properties of point defects from those
of symmetry defects, which were extensively studied in
the context of SET phases [33, 36, 37]. We found that
when topological orders coexist with spontaneous sym-
metry breaking, due to the presence of anyons which obey
fractional statistics, two classes of new phenomena can
occur:

(1) Point defects can permute anyons in the topolog-
ical order when braided around. In other words, after
traveling around a point defect, one anyon of a cer-
tain type can be transmuted into an anyon of a differ-
ent type. In these cases, the point defect (vortex) is
mapped into a non-Abelian symmetry defect (or twist
defect) [36, 37, 48, 53, 95, 96].

(2) Multiple point defects can fuse into Abelian anyons,
which we coin “defect fractionalization” for reasons that
we describe below in details.

A. Defect fractionalization phenomenon

Importantly, the topological point defects may obey
a nontrivial fusion rule: upon annihilating with each
other, these topological defects may leave behind Abelian
anyons, similar to the symmetry defects in SET phase.

We have named this phenomenon defect fractionaliza-
tion in Sec. III C 2. Here we stress that the understand-
ing of defect fractionalization parallels that of symme-
try fractionalization [33, 37]: for SSB G → H, differ-
ent defect fractionalization classes in the broken symme-
try phase should correspond to equivalence classes [ω] ∈
H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A), meaning that for g, h ∈ π1(G/H), the

group element ω(g, h) in H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A) denotes the

residual anyons after fusing the defects g, h and (gh)−1.

In the simplest case of π1(G) = 0, we have π1(G/H) ∼=
H from (9), namely there is a one-to-one correspondence
between the topological point defects (or vortices) of the
order parameter φ(~r) ∈ π1(G/H) and the (extrinsic)
symmetry defects τh, h ∈ H. In this case p is an iso-
morphism, hence ρ̃ = ρ. As a result, there is a one-
to-one correspondence between defect fractionalization
described by H2

ρ̃(π1(G/H),A), and symmetry fraction-
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alization described by H2
ρ(H,A), i.e. p∗ ≡ inf is a bi-

jective map in exact sequence (20). One such example
is lattice dislocations, where G = R × R and H = Z2,

where dislocations with a Burgers vector ~b = b1~a1 + b2~a2

corresponds to symmetry defect of translation operation
T b11 T b22 , where ~a1,2 are the two primitive translation vec-
tors of the two-dimensional lattice. In section V D 4, we
compute and explicitly demonstrate the nontrivial fusion
rules of dislocations in the toric code.

B. Defect fractionalization vs symmetry
fractionalization

It is tempting to conclude that defect fractionaliza-
tion in the general case of π1(G) 6= 0 is classified by
H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A). However, as we shall show in explicit

model calculations, H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A) contains elements

that are redundant, and the physical ones are classified
by the subgroup which is the image of the inflation map
p∗ = inf in the exact sequence (20)

im(p∗) ⊂ H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A), (31)

namely, the classes of symmetry fractionalization that
survives the inflation map. When π1(G) = 0 is trivial,
the inflation map becomes an isomorphism, and correctly
reproduces the classification mentioned above.

We claim in the above that in the general case when
π1(G) 6= 0, the classification for defect fractionalization
is fully determined by specifying the inflation map p∗.
The inflation map p∗ sends the cohomology of the quo-
tient group (in our case, H = π1(G/H)/π1(G)) to that of
the group extension (in our case, π1(G/H)). Physically,
it simply sends any symmetry fractionalization class [ω]
– cocycle elements ω(h1, h2) = a, a ∈ A, h1, h2 ∈ H –
to defect fractionalization class [p∗(ω)] by sending sym-
metry h ∈ H to any defect φ(~r) ∈ π1(G/H) that maps
to h under p. Here, however, what is nontrivial is that
such a class [ω] may be trivialized under the map p∗: the
defect fusion rule inherited from ω can be continuously
deformed to the one that fuses to no anyons. This hap-
pens whenever the the map p∗ has a nontrivial kernel –
that is, ker(p∗) := {[ω]|p∗([ω]) = 0} 6= ∅.

At this point, the exact sequence (20) is introduced as a
mathematical computational tool, whose physical mean-
ing is yet to be specified. We now try to understand the
physical meaning of each piece and the exactness among
them. To achieve this, recall from Sec. III A 2 that el-
ements of H1

ρ(H,A) describes the “anyon-labeling rule”
for the extrinsic symmetry defects τh, h ∈ H. The topo-
logical defects φ(~r) ∈ π1(G/H) inherits a similar defect
“anyon-labeling rule” consistent with their actions on the
anyons, classified by H1

ρ̃(π1(G/H),A). Such a heritage
is easy to understand since the symmetry H is intact
after the SSB G → H. However, one can imagine the
alternative, indirect, physical process in which the sym-
metry G is completely broken down (to {1}), and then
restored to H. We will call this the indirect SSB process

G → {1} → H from now on (note here the arrows are
written in a physical sense, not in a mathematical sense).
In this scenario, the relevant defect “anyon-labeing rule”
is that for the topological defects ψ(~r) ∈ π1(G), classi-
fied by H1(π1(G),A), but when restoring H, only those
“anyon-labeling rules” for π1(G) that are invariant under
the action of H makes sense after H is restored. Here the
invariance is defined in the sense of Eq. (17). Intuitively,
both the defect g ∈ π1(G) and the anyon a ∈ A may
transform nontrivially under H, but the defect–anyon
composite must transform covariantly under H, imply-
ing that the “anyon-labeling rules” for π1(G) is invariant
under H.

Together with the physical meaning of H2
ρ(H,A) and

H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A) as symmetry fractionalization and de-

fect fractionalization, respectively, that have been intro-
duced before, we are now in a position to understand the
exactness of the sequence (20). As mentioned before, to
know im(p∗) it suffices to known ker(p∗). The exactness
ker(p∗) = im(d2) states that, after the indirect SSB pro-
cess G→ {1} → H, for any resulting defect (now object
in π1(G/H)), the only possible “defect fusion rule” com-
patible with its “anyon-labeling rule” is the trivial one.
The exactness at H1(π1(G),A)H states that, if a “defect
fusion rule” can be realized in both the direct SSB pro-
cess G → H and the indirect process G → {1} → H,
the only possible “defect fusion rule” compatible with its
“anyon-labeling rule” is the trivial one. The exactness
at H1

ρ̃(π1(G/H),A) states that, the topological defect
“anyon-labeling rule” that originates from a symmetry
defect “anyon-labeling rule” cannot be realized at the
end of the indirect SSB process G → {1} → H. Finally,
the exactness at H1

ρ(H,A) states that every symmetry
defect “anyon-labeling rule” can be realized in the topo-
logical defects of π1(G/H).

We note that the five-term exact sequence (20) is a
corollary of spectral sequences. We will be using spectral
sequences in the calculation of cohomology groups (es-
pecially those with nontrivial action on the anyons) and
an elementary introduction can be found in App. C. We
present one quite useful statement about this map:

Theorem V.1. Given Eq. (20). If π1(G/H) is of a
semi-direct product form π1(G/H) ∼= π1(G) o H, then
d2 = 0, hence p∗ is injective. Consequently, the symme-
try fractionalization classes are in one-to-one correspon-
dence with the defect fractionalization classes.

This statement is powerful in that it works regardless
of the action ρ (trivial or nontrivial alike).

In Table. II we give examples of the Z2 topological
order (toric code) enriched by two different symmetries:
(1) G = U(1), H = Z2, and (2) G = SO(3) and H =
D2 = {1, X, Y, Z}, with A = Ze

2 ×Zm
2 . For each example

we consider the cases of trivial and nontrivial H-actions.
All these examples lie outside the application of Theorem
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V.17

C. Two examples

Below we will use two primary examples to demon-
strate the aforementioned properties of point defects in
SET phases: i.e. (1) Point defects can permute different
anyons when braided around. (2) Point defects can fuse
into Abelian anyons, coined defect fractionalization. The
two representative examples we consider are

(i) Toric codes with a coexisting pair superfluid order,
where the G = U(1) symmetry is spontaneously bro-
ken down to a H = Z2 subgroup. In this example, the
point defects are vortices classified by fundamental group
π1(G/H) = Z, labeled by integer-valued vorticity ν ∈ Z.
A microscopic model of such will be constructed in sec-
tion V D 1.

(ii) Toric codes with a coexisting biaxial nematic or-
der, where the spin rotational symmetry SO(3) is spon-
taneously broken down to a H = D2 ' Z2

2 subgroup. In
this example, the point defects are classified by a non-
Abelian fundamental group π1(G/H) ' Q8, the quar-
ternion group [7]. Two microscopic models of such will
be constructed later: for anyon-permuting vortices in
section V D 2, and for defect fractionalization in section
V D 3.

1. Non-Abelian point defects that permute anyons

The simplest case of such nature is example (1), i.e.
toric code with the pair superfluid order, where G = U(1)
spin rotational symmetry is broken down to an H = Z2

Ising symmetry. The resulting symmetry enriched topo-
logical phases can be obtained by gauging the fermion
parity in fermionic non-chiral topological superconduc-
tors with an Ising symmetry [97, 98]. In this case, there
is an m ∈ Z8 classification, where each Ising symmetry
defect can permute e and m anyons in the toric code
for m = 1 mod 2, while while the Ising symmetry frac-
tionalization happens for m = 2 mod 4. Now that any
ν = odd vortex is mapped into the Ising symmetry defect
by (9), we conclude that each ν = odd vortex can per-
mute e and m anyons, if the pair superfluid ground state
is a Z2-SET phase with m = 1 mod 2. As shown in Ta-
ble II.2, in this case with a nontrivial H-action on anyons,
both the symmetry fractionalization class and the defect
fractionalization class are trivial. A microscopic model
of this example is constructed in section V D 1.

7 G = N o Q if and only if the short exact sequence 0 → N →
G

p−→ Q→ 0 splits, i.e. there is a homomorphism j : Q→ G s.t.
the composed map p◦j is the identity map on Q. This is not the

case for either 0 → Z
2−→ Z → Z2 → 0 or 0 → D2 → Q8 → Z2.

In fact, Q8 does not admit a semi-direct product structure.

Next we consider example (2), i.e. a biaxial nematic
toric code phase with G = SO(3) and H = D2 =
{1, X, Y, Z} ∼= Z2

2 . The associated homotopy groups are
π1(G) ∼= Z2 and π1(G/H) ∼= Q8; the latter is the non-
Abelian quarternion group. The H-action can be non-
trivial in a H-enriched toric code: e.g. the generator X
in H = ZX2 × ZY2 permutes the e and m particles while
Y does not. This is the only nontrivial H-action possible
up to isomorphism. This also means that the last group
element, Z = XY , permutes e and m particles as well.
We construct a microscopic lattice model for this phase
in section V D 2.

The five-term exact sequence (20) for this case is given
in Table. II.4. Interestingly, we find that in this case the
defect fractionalization is not inherited from the sym-
metry defect (see the last map in Table. II.3, which is a
zero map). Thus according to our classification, although
the symmetry defect fractionalization class is nontrivial,
H2
ρ(H,A) = Zε2 in this case, there is no nontrivial frac-

tionalization for the topological point defect.

2. Nontrivial fusion rules of fractionalized defects

Previously we have shown that a nontrivial H-action
on anyons leads to a trivial defect fractionalization class
in both examples. In fact, in a toric code with a pair
superfluid order, when the H-action is trivial, even with
a nontrivial symmetry fractionalization class H2

id(H =
Z2,A) = Ze

2 × Zm
2 , the defect fractionalization class is

still trivial, as shown in Table II.1.

As we show below, example (2), i.e. the toric code with
a biaxial nematic order, can realize a nontrivial defect
fractionalization class if the H-action is trivial on anyons.
Again consider the case G = SO(3) and H = D2

∼= Z2
2 ,

this time with trivial H-action ρ = id on the anyons. The
five-term exact sequence is given in Table II, where the
surjective map on the right allows us to extend the se-
quence to a six-term exact sequence by appending “→ 0”
to the right-hand side. We see that defect fractional-
izations are fully determined by symmetry fractionaliza-
tions. This is the only case with a nontrivial topolog-
ical defect fractionalization among those considered in
Eq. (II). Only a subgroup (Z2

2)e ⊂ H2(D2,Ze
2) survives

the inflation map p∗. Denote the three nontrivial cocy-
cles of this (Z2

2)e as ω1,2,3. They can be distinguished by
the following values

ω1(X,X) = 1, ω1(Y, Y ) = 1, ω1(XY,XY ) = e,

ω2(X,X) = 1, ω2(Y, Y ) = e, ω2(XY,XY ) = 1,

ω3(X,X) = e, ω3(Y, Y ) = 1, ω3(XY,XY ) = 1.
(32)

the cocycle [ω4] ∈ H2(D2,Ze
2) with ω4(X,X) =

ω4(Y, Y ) = ω4(XY,XY ) = e does not survive the p∗ map
and becomes a coboundary in H2(π1(G/H) = Q8,Ze

2).
The other half with the coefficient Zm

2 can be analyzed
in a similar manner.
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No. G H H-Action H1
ρ(H,A) → H1

ρ̃(π1(G/H),A) → H1
id(π1(G),A)H → H2

ρ(H,A) → H2
ρ̃(π1(G/H),A)

1 U(1) Z2 Trivial Ze
2 × Zm

2

∼=−→ Ze
2 × Zm

2
0−→ Ze

2 × Zm
2

∼=−→ Ze
2 × Zm

2 → 0

2 U(1) Z2 Nontrivial 0 → Ze
2 × Zm

2 /Zε2
∼=−→ Zε2 → 0 → 0

3 SO(3) D2 Trivial (Z2
2)e × (Z2

2)m
∼=−→ (Z2

2)e × (Z2
2)m

0−→ Ze
2 × Zm

2
inj.−−→ (Z3

2)e × (Z3
2)m

surj.−−−→ (Z2
2)e × (Z2

2)m

4 SO(3) D2 Nontrivial Zε2
∼=−→ Zε2

0−→ Zε2
∼=−→ Zε2

0−→ Zε2

TABLE II. Defect fractionalization classes from Eq. (16), for the toric code with coexisting long-range orders, where the fully
symmetry G is spontaneously broken down to a subgroup H. Different H symmetry actions on the anyons are also considered.

A microscopic model of this case is constructed in sec-
tion V D 3.

D. Lattice models

(a) (b)

1
2

3
4

1
2

3
4

(a) (b)

1
2

3
4

1
2

3
4

FIG. 3. Illustration for lattice model on square lattice. Each
orange kite stands for a unit cell, the blue circle stands for a
Majorana, and the red square stands for a complex fermion.
(a) A toric code with pair superfluid order, featuring anyon-
permuting vortices. (b) A toric code with biaxial nematic
order.

Our general construction of lattice models has the fol-
lowing form:

Ĥ = ĤTO + ĤSSB + Ĥint, (33)

where ĤTO is a Hamiltonian for the symmetry enriched
topological order, ĤSSB is a Hamiltonian for the (classi-
cal) long-range order associated with spontaneous sym-

metry breaking, and Ĥint describes the coupling between
the topological order and the order parameters of the
long-range order.

1. Pair superfluids with anyon-permuting vortices

We first construct a model for the toric code enriched
by a H = Z2 symmetry, which is spontaneously broken
down from a G = U(1) group. The model (33) consists of

three parts: the ĤTO is responsible for the Z2 topological
order in the toric code. ĤSSB is an XY model describing a

superfluid that spontaneously breaks G = U(1) symme-

try. Meanwhile Ĥint describes the interaction/coupling
between the superfluid and the topological order.

Built on the square lattice, the Hilbert space of the
model consists of a 23 = 8 dimensional qudit (or 3 qubits)
on each site, and an extra spin-1 on each site. The site
qudit can be represented by a pair of spin-1/2 complex
fermions f↑,↓ and four Majorana fermions {χl|1 ≤ l ≤ 4}
(see Fig. 3(a)), satisfying the following constraint of an
even fermion parity on each site i in the lattice Λ (see
Fig. 3(a)):

(−1)f
†
↑f↑+f

†
↓f↓χ1χ2χ3χ4 = 1, ∀ i ∈ Λ. (34)

Similar to the Kitaev honeycomb model, this can be
viewed as a Z2 gauge constraint (Gauss’s law) on each

vertex/site. In terms of these fermions, ĤTO writes

ĤTO =
∑
〈i,j〉

iχi,l(ij)χj,l(ji)
∑
σ=↑,↓

tσf
†
i,σfj,σ

−
∑
i,σ

µσf
†
i,σfi,σ − Em

∑
〈i,j,k,p〉

P̂〈i,j,k,p〉.
(35)

We define P̂〈i,j,k,p〉 as the Z2 flux on each square

plaquette with vertices i, j, k, p: P̂〈i,j,k,p〉 ≡
χi,l(ij)χj,l(ji)χj,l(jk)χk,l(kj)χk,l(kp)χp,l(pk)χp,l(pi)χi,l(ip),
where the Majorana label l(i, j) on NN link 〈i, j〉 is
defined as: l(i, i + x̂) = 1, l(i, i − x̂) = 3, l(i, i + ŷ) =
2, l(i, i − ŷ) = 4. If Em � |tσ|, |µσ|, the plaquette term

P̂〈ijkp〉 favors zero flux in each square plaquette in the
ground state, rather than the π flux state favored in the
fermion hopping model at half filling [99].

The Hamiltonian for the spin-1’s ~Si takes the form of
the Bose Hubbard model [100]:

ĤSSB =−
∑
〈i,j〉

[tS+
i S
−
j + tp(S

+
i )2(S−j )2 + h.c.]−µ

∑
i

Szi .

(36)
Quantum Monte Carlo simulations revealed that it favors
a pair superfluid ground state with an order parameter
〈(S+

i )2〉 6= 0 in a finite parameter range, e.g. for tp/t ≥ gc
when µ = 0 (gc ≈ 2.5 on the triangular lattice) [100].

Finally the coupling term between the Z2 gauge theory
and the link spins have the following form:
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Ĥint = −∑〈i,j〉 iχi,l(ij)χj,l(ji)
(
S+
i S

+
j ∆↑e i arg(j−i)fi,↑fj,↑ + ∆↓e− i arg(j−i)fi,↓fj,↓ + h.c.

)
−∆0

∑
i(S
−
i f
†
i,↑fj,↓ + h.c.).

Clearly the full Hamiltonian (33) preserves a G = U(1)Sz
spin rotational symmetry: S+

i → e iθS+
i , fi,↑ →

e− iθfi,↑, fi,↓ → fi,↓, χi,l → χi,l. In the pair superfluid
phase with 〈(S+

i )2〉 6= 0, the G = U(1)Sz spin rotational
symmetry is broken down to a H = Z2 subgroup gener-
ated by S+

i → −S+
i , fi,↑ → −fi,↑. Note that the parity

ZF2 of spin-1/2 fermions is always preserved:

(−1)F̂ ≡ (−1)
∑
i f
†
i,↑fi,↑+f

†
i,↓fi,↓ (37)

In the pair superfluid phase with 〈S+
i S

+
j 〉 6= 0 and

〈S+
i 〉 = 0, the f†↑ fermions enter a p+ ip topological su-

perconducting phase, while the f↓ fermions form a p− ip
topological superconductor. A fundamental ν = 1 vortex
of the pair superfluid will translate into a vorticity-1 vor-
tex in the p+ ip superconductor of f↑’s, hence trapping a
single Majorana zero mode at the vortex core. Therefore
an odd-vorticity vortex of the pair superfluid permutes e
and m sectors in the Z2 toric code.

2. Biaxial nematics with anyon-permuting vortices

Another Hamiltonian of the form (33) can also give rise
to a biaxial nematic phase with Z2 toric code topological
order, which spontaneously breaks the SO(3) spin rota-
tional symmetry down to a D2 = (Z2)2 subgroup. Simi-
larly we build our Hilbert space out of fermionic partons:
four complex fermions of one s (fs) and three p (fx,y,z)
orbitals, and four Majoranas {χi|1 ≤ i ≤ 4}. The Ma-
joranas and fs fermions are spinless, while fx,y,z form a
vector (spin-1) representation of the G = SO(3) spin ro-
tational symmetry. Again there is a Z2 gauge constraint
for fermion parity on each site of the square lattice (see
Fig. 3(b)):

(−1)f
†
s fs+

∑
a=x,y,z f

†
afaχ1χ2χ3χ4 = 1, ∀ i ∈ Λ. (38)

The topologically ordered Hamiltonian writes

ĤTO = −Em
∑
〈i,j,k,p〉 P̂〈i,j,k,p〉 −

∑
i(µsf

†
i,sfi,s + µp

∑
a=x,y,z f

†
i,afi,a) +∑

〈i,j〉 iχi,l(i,j)χj,l(j,i)
[
∆se

− i arg(j−i)fi,sfj,s − tsf†i,sfj,s +
∑
a=x,y,z(∆pe

i arg(j−i)fi,afj,a − tpf†i,afj,a) + h.c.
]

(39)

It preserves SO(3) symmetry with a ground state with
zero flux in each square plaquette, where the fs fermions
form a p − ip superconductor and each flavor of fx,y,z
fermions forms a p+ ip superconductor.

In addition to the 25 = 32-dimensional qudit described
by partons, the physical Hilbert space contains another

spin-1 ~Si on each site. The nematic order parameter is
given by the following 3× 3 matrix

Qa,b = 〈Sai Sbi 〉, a, b = x, y, z. (40)

The topological order couples with the spin-1’s in the
following way:

Ĥint = −J
∑
i,a,b

f†i,afi,bS
a
i S

b
i (41)

Once the spin-1 Hamiltonian ĤSSB[~Si] [101–103] favors
a biaxial nematic ground state with

Q̂ =

q2 − q1/2

−q2 − q1/2

q1

 (42)

the G = SO(3) spin rotational symmetry is sponta-
neously broken down to a H = D2 group, generated by
π rotation along the x̂ and ŷ axis.

In the limit of q1 = 0 and J |q2| � |tp|, |µp|, the fx
and fy fermions are driven into a strong-pairing atomic

superconductor, giving rise to a Z2 toric code ground
state, with a p+ ip superconductor of fz’s and a p− ip
superconductor of fs’s. Since fz is odd under a π rotation
along either x or y axis, both the ± iσx and ± iσy vortices
can trap a single Majorana zero mode of fz and hence
permute e and m anyons.

We note that the SO(3) symmetric phase with Qa,b ≡
0 in this example is an Abelian Z2 topological order with
the following K matrix [104]: K = 4. It describes the
ν = 2 state in Kitaev’s 16-fold way [61], where each ele-
mentary anyon of statistical angle Θ = i carries spin-1/2
(hence a “spinon”), and each fermion {fa|a = s, x, y, z}
is a bound state of two such spinons.

3. Biaxial nematics with defect fractionalization

As discussed previously, when the point defects (or
vortices) do not permute anyons in a biaxial nematic
order with H = D2 symmetry that is broken down
from G = SO(3), they can exhibit defect fractional-
ization phenomenon captured by the group cohomology
H2(π1(G/H) = Q8,A). A model for this phenomenon in
the Z2 topological order (toric code) can be constructed
in a similar way as the biaxial nematic order with anyon-
permuting vortices in the previous section.

Again we consider an s orbital (fs) and three p orbitals
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FIG. 4. (a) Illustration of the model Hamiltonian Eq. (47)
without any defects. (b) A single dislocation, with the blue
arrow denote the Burger vector. (c) A pair of dislocations A
and A′. (d) Moving the dislocation A rightward for one unit
cell.

(fx,y,z) of complex fermions (see Fig. 3(b)), coupled
to a Z2 gauge field implemented by spinless Majorana
fermions. The p orbitals fx,y,z transform as a spin-1 rep-
resentation of the G = SO(3) symmetry. Now we require
fx and fy fermions to each form a p+ ip superconductor,
while fz and fs fermions each forms a p− ip superconduc-
tor. In this case, since fx,y fermions are both odd under

the Z ≡ e iπSz spin rotation, the ± iσz vortices will each
trap a e iπSz symmetry defect. In such a D2 symmetry
enriched topological order, the symmetry fractionaliza-
tion class [98] [ω] ∈ H2(D2,A) is characterized by

ω(X,X) = ω(Y, Y ) = 1, ω(Z,Z) = ε. (43)

where X = e iπSx , Y = e iπSy , Z = e iπSz are π rotations
along x, y, z axis. As a result, the associated fractional-
ization class [Ω] ∈ H2(Q8,A) for the vortices is charac-
terized by

Ω(iσz, iσz)

Ω(iσx, iσx)
=
ω(Z,Z)

ω(X,X)
=1,

Ω(iσz, iσz)

Ω(iσy, iσy)
=
ω(Z,Z)

ω(Y, Y )
=ε.

(44)
Physically this means fusing two iσx vortices differ from
fusing two iσy vortices by a fermion ε in the toric code.

One can also arrange fy,z fermions each in a p + ip
superconductor and fx,s fermions each in a p− ip super-
conductor, to achieve

ω(Z,Z) = ω(Y, Y ) = 1, ω(X,X) = ε. (45)

or arrange fx,z fermions each in a p+ ip superconductor
and fy,s fermions each in a p − ip superconductor, to
achieve

ω(Z,Z) = ω(X,X) = 1, ω(Y, Y ) = ε. (46)

4. Fusion rules of dislocations in the toric code

The defect fractionalization is captured by
H2(π1(G/H),A), as we discussed in Sec. V A. Consider
the fusion of dislocations with trivial action in toric
code. Here we choose G = R × R and H = Z × Z,
such that π1(G/H) = Z × Z captures the disloca-
tion defects in two spatial dimension. The toric
code topological order has (Abelian) anyon content
A = Ze

2 × Zm
2 . Since the symmetry fractionaliza-

tion is of a product form H2
id(π1(G/H),Ze

2 × Zm
2 ) =

H2
id(π1(G/H),Ze

2) × H2
id(π1(G/H),Zm

2 ), without loss of
generality below we only consider the magnetic anyon
sector which has non-trivial defect fractionalization
labeled by H2

id(π1(G/H),Zm
2 ) = H2

id(Z2,Zm
2 ) = Z2. In

the following, we will show such a non-trivial defect
fractionalization via fusing four dislocations in a lattice
model.

The Hamiltonian for toric code on a square lattice is
given by:

ĤTC = −∆m

∑
p

Ap −∆e

∑
v

Bv, (47)

where Ap =
∏
l∈p Zl for the product of all bonds associ-

ated to plaquette p and Bv =
∏
l∈vXl for the product of

all bonds associated to vertex v. Here X = σx, Z = σz
are Pauli matrices. The symmetry operator for transla-
tion of one unit cell along x (y) direction is defined as
Tx (Ty). The symmetry fractionalization of translation
symmetries H = ZTx × ZTy can be understood as fol-
lows [33]. Consider an eigenstate |ψ〉 of ĤTC, where a
single e particle is created on top of the ground state
(assuming the other e particle is at infinity), if it car-
ries the trivial element of the projective representation
(i.e., the linear representation) of H2

id(Z2,Zm
2 ), we have

T−1
x ◦ T−1

y ◦ Tx ◦ Ty |ψ〉 = + |ψ〉. This is e.g. the case
when ∆m > 0 [33]. On the other hand, if it carries the
non-trivial projective representation of the H2

id(Z2,Zm
2 ),

we have T−1
x ◦ T−1

y ◦ Tx ◦ Ty |ψ〉 = − |ψ〉. The fact

T−1
x ◦ T−1

y ◦ Tx ◦ Ty |ψ〉 = − |ψ〉 means that each plaque-
tte has an m flux, or equivalently traps one m particle.
This is the case when ∆m < 0. Generally, the translation
symmetry fractionalization class is given by

ω(Tx, Ty)

ω(Ty, Tx)
= a ∈ A (48)

where a = 1,m in the two scenarios with different sign
of ∆m (both with ∆e > 0) as discussed above. As dis-
cussed in section V A, if π1(G) = 0 as in this case, due to
short exact sequence (9), there is a one-to-one correspon-
dence between symmetry defects as elements of H and
point defects as elements of π1(G/H) ' H. Therefore,
the above cohomology data of symmetry defects directly
translate into cohomology data of point defects of order
parameters:

ω(τx̂, τŷ)ω(τ−x̂, τ−ŷ) = a ∈ A (49)
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FIG. 5. Fusion of four dislocation defects. (a) Fundamental operations for defect movements. (b) Toric code with eight
dislocation defects. The shaded part is the area that we are interested in. (c) Right move the dislocation A for one lattice
constants. (d) Left move dislocation B for three lattice constants. (e) Move dislocation D upwards for three lattice constants.
(f) Move dislocation C downward for two lattice constants. (g) Connect two bonds, see Fig. 6(b) (h) Add one bond, see Fig. 6(c)

where we use τ~b to label the dislocation (i.e. the point

defect of translation symmetries) with Burgers vector ~b.
Physically, it means the four dislocations must fuse into
an Abelian anyon a:

ωx̂ × ωŷ × ω−x̂ × ω−ŷ = a ∈ A (50)

where a can be considered as the “background anyon”
in each unit cell in a translational-invariant topological
order[105]. Below, we demonstrate the fusion rule (50)
for four dislocations, by an explicitly calculation of the
anyon a in the toric code on the square lattice.

We consider four pairs of dislocations
(A,A′), (B,B′), (C,C ′), (D,D′), as shown in Fig. 5(b).
As mentioned earlier, here we focus on distinguishing
a = 1 vs. a = m (captured by H2(H,Zm

2 ) = Z2), which
can be detected by a Wilson loop of e type. Such a
Wilson loop (red lines) Wp =

∏
σz in Fig. 5(b) probes

the parity of the number of m particles within it. A
similar calculation for the m-type Wilson loop can fully
determine the background anyon a in fusion rule (50).

Our strategy is to use finite step local unitary opera-
tions to move the four inner dislocations A,B,C,D into
the Wilson loop, so that the Wilson loop Wp in Fig. 5(b)
can detect their fusion outcome a = 1 vs. a = m. To do
so, we first define the following unitary operations for Z

components:

UT+
x

(v)Zv,v−êyU
−1

T+
x

(v) = Zv−êx−êy,vZv−êy,v−êx−êy ,

(51a)

UT−x (v)Zv,v+êyU
−1

T−x
(v) = Zv,v+êx+êyZv+êy,v+êx+êy ,

(51b)

UT+
y

(v)Zv,v−êxU
−1

T+
y

(v) = Zv,v−êx−êyZv−êx,v−êx−êy ,

(51c)

UT−y (v)Zv,v+êxU
−1

T−y
(v) = Zv,v+êx+êyZv+êx,v+êx+êy ,

(51d)

where v labels the vertex, and êx (êy) stands for unit vec-
tor along the x̂ (ŷ) direction. The symmetry operations
have been shown in Fig. 6(a). Note that these operations
can be written in terms of two-qubit unitary gates. For
example, the UT+

x
(v) operation in Eq. (51a) is nothing

but the two-qubit swap gate:

UT+
x

(v)=U−1

T+
x

(v)=
1 + Zv,v−êx

2
+

1− Zv,v−êx
2

Xv,v+êy .

(52)
For the vertex v = 1, UT+

x
(v) moves the dislocation A in

Fig. 4(c) rightward by one lattice constant x̂, and arrives
at the Fig. 4(d).

Similarly, for the X components, we have:

UT+
x

(v)Xv,v−êyU
−1

T+
x

(v) = Xv,v−êx−êyXv,v−êy , (53a)

UT−x (v)Xv,v+êyU
−1

T−x
(v) = Xv,v+êx+êyXv,v+êy , (53b)

UT+
y

(v)Xv,v−êxU
−1

T+
y

(v) = Xv,v−êx−êyXv,v−êx , (53c)

UT−y (v)Xv,v+êxU
−1

T−y
(v) = Xv,v+êx+êyXv,v+êx (53d)
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Now, let us consider the following symmetry actions for
the lattice defined in Fig. 5(b): Step 1, move the dislo-
cation A to the right, as shown in Fig. 5(c). The corre-
sponding symmetry action reads: U1 = UT+

x
(v1). Step 2,

move the dislocation B to the left, as shown in Fig. 5(d).
The corresponding symmetry action will be applying
UT−x three times: U2 = UT−x (v4)UT−x (v3)UT−x (v2). Step

3, move the dislocation D upwards, as shown in Fig. 5(e).
The corresponding symmetry action will be acting UT+

y

for three times: U3 = UT+
y

(v7)UT+
y

(v6)UT+
y

(v5). Step 4,

move the dislocation C downwards, as shown in Fig. 5(f).
The corresponding symmetry action will be acting UT−y
twice: U4 = UT−y (v9)UT−y (v8). The Hamiltonian for

Fig. 5(b) and Fig. 5(f) are actually related by finite step
unitary operations U = U4U3U2U1.

We note that not all plaquettes within the Wilson loop
in Fig. 5(f) are squares. We have shown the part associ-
ated with non-square plaquettes and non-cross vertex in
Fig. 6(a). The Hamiltonian for Fig. 6(a) reads:

H ′a =− Zl1Zl2Zl3Zl11Zl12Zl9Zl10 − Zl5Zl6Zl7Zl12Zl11
−Xl3Xl4Xl5Xl11 −∆11,12Xl11Xl12 −Xl12Xl7Xl8Xl9

−Xl2Xl13Xl3 −Xl9Xl14Xl10 .
(54)

To fuse all the defects, we have to introduce two ad-
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FIG. 6. Merging line l11 and l12 in (a) to one line l15 (orange)
in (b) and adding a line l16 (blue) in (c).

ditional local operations. First, we need to merge line
l11 and l12 to get the orange line l15, as shown in
Fig. 6(b). This can be done by taking the coupling con-
stant ∆11,12 of XllX12 term to infinity, then redefining
X15 ≡ X11 = X12 and Z15 = Z11Z12 in the strong cou-
pling limit. The Hamiltonian for Fig. 6(b):

H ′b = lim
∆11,12→∞

H ′a =

− Zl1Zl2Zl3Zl15Zl9Zl10 − Zl5Zl6Zl7Zl15
−Xl3Xl4Xl5Xl15 −Xl15Xl7Xl8Xl9

−Xl2Xl13Xl3 −Xl9Xl14Xl10 .

(55)

The second step is to add the blue line l16 in Fig. 6(c).
The Hamiltonian for Fig. 6(c) reads:

H ′c =− Zl1Zl2Zl16Zl10 − Zl3Zl15Zl9Zl16 − Zl5Zl6Zl7Zl15
−Xl3Xl4Xl5Xl15 −Xl15Xl7Xl8Xl9

−Xl2Xl13Xl3Xl16 −Xl9Xl14Xl10Xl16 .
(56)

One way to justify adding qubit l16 in the last step is
to see that in the h16 →∞ limit of a large Zeeman
term −h16X16, the low-energy effective Hamiltonian of
H ′c above reduces back to H ′b.

Note that in all steps discussed above, the gap of
the full Hamiltonian never closes. More precisely, we
have constructed a smooth path of gapped Hamiltonians
which connects the initial Hamiltonian Ĥ0 in Fig. 5(b),
and the final Hamiltonian H ′c in Fig. 5(h). In other
words, the movement of the 4 dislocations into Wilson
loop Wp are implemented by a local unitary quantum
circuit of finite depth [21].

However, after moving the 4 dislocations into the Wil-
son loop Wp, one finds that the number of the plaquettes
inside the Wilson loop changed from 9 to 10. In the case
of a nontrivial translation fractionalization class, with
a = m in (48) and realized by ∆m < 0, there is one m
particle per unit cell (or plaquette), Therefore after mov-
ing the 4 dislocations into the Wilson loop, the Wilson
loop now encloses one extra m particle. This means the
fusion outcome of the 4 dislocations is nothing but an
a = m anyon. On the other hand, if the translation sym-
metry fractionalization class is trivial with a = 1 in (48),
e.g. realized in the original toric code with ∆e,m > 0, the
background anyon per unit cell (or plaquette) is trivial.
Therefore moving the 4 dislocations into the Wilson loop
does not bring in extra anyons inside the Wilson loop. As
a result, the fusion outcome of the 4 dislocations in (50)
is also trivial, with a = 1. Therefore, we have proved
in the context of the toric code model that the fusion
rule of the dislocations in Eq. (50) is determined by the
translation fractionalization class (48).

VI. SKYRMIONS IN INTRINSIC
TOPOLOGICAL ORDERS

A. Field theory of the skyrmions in
two-dimensional topological orders

After discussing the point defects in topological orders
with coexisting symmetry breaking, in this section we
discuss smooth textures of symmetry-breaking order pa-
rameters in a topological order. We shall restrict our-
selves to skyrmions, e.g. in a ferromagnet where SO(3)
spin rotation symmetry is spontaneously broken down to
a U(1)Sz subgroup. We shall discuss in detail the univer-
sal physical properties of skyrmions following the group
cohomology results in section III D 2.

Consider a skyrmion in ferromagnetic topological or-
ders, where G = SO(3) spin rotational symmetry is spon-
taneously broken down to a H = U(1)Sz subgroup. As
discussed in section III D 2, due to the short exact se-
quence (23), a skyrmion of topological charge ν ∈ Z =
π2(G/H) is equivalent to 4πν flux of the remnant U(1)Sz
symmetry. Therefore, we can write down a field theory
for the ferromagnetic topological order. Note that the
skyrmion 3-current [106–108] should be treated in the
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same way as the 4π flux 3-current:

Jµskyrmion ≡
1

8π
εµνλ~n · (∂ν~n× ∂λ~n) ' εµνλ ∂νAλ

4π
(57)

where unit vector ~n is the ferromagnetic order param-
eter, and Aµ is the vector potential for the conserved
U(1)Sz symmetry. Now that the ferromagnetic topolog-
ical order has a conserved spin Sz associated with the
remnant U(1)Sz symmetry, we can rewrite its conserved
Sz current using a dual gauge field aµ such that

jµSz =
εµνλ

2π
∂νaλ (58)

Since the spin current couples with external vector po-
tential Aµ minimally, the full Lagrangian density of the
ferromagnetic topological order can be written as follows:

L[~n, aµ] = LT.O.[aµ]− εµνλ

2π Aµ∂νaλ − 2aµJ
µ
skyrmion + · · ·

= LT.O.[aµ]− εµνλ

2π Aµ∂νaλ

− εµνλ

4π aµ
[
~n · (∂ν~n× ∂λ~n)

]
+ · · · (59)

where LT.O.[aµ] describes the intrinsic topological order
using the dual gauge field. Integrating out the dual gauge
field aµ can yield an effective action Lrmeff [~n] for the
ferromagnetic order parameter ~n. In particular, as we
will show below, for a generic topological order, this can
induce a Hopf term for the ferromagnetic vector ~n, giving
rise to fractional statistics of the skyrmions [41, 82].

Finally we point out a universal relation connecting the
statistical angle (or topological spin) and U(1)Sz quan-
tum number8 of a skyrmion. The skyrmion as a spatial
texture of order parameter ~n(x, y, t) is classified by the
second homotopy group π2(G/H = S2) = Z. A stan-
dard realization of a single skyrmion of topological charge
ν ∈ Z, of size R and located at the origin, has the follow-
ing form:

~n(~r, t)=
(

sin f(r) cos(νφ), sin f(r) sin(νφ), cos f(r)
)
.(60)

where we introduced the polar coordinate ~r = (x, y) =
r(cosφ, sinφ) and a smooth function f(r) satisfying
f(0) = 0 and f(r ≥ R) = π. Clearly such a skyrmion
texture is invariant under a combined spatial rotation
(around origin) by angle θ and spin rotation (along
ẑ axis) by angle νθ. Therefore, the statistical angle
Θν ∈ U(1) of a charge-ν skyrmion must be related to
its U(1)Sz quantum number Qν in the following manner:

Θν = e2πν iQν (61)

8 Strictly speaking, since the U(1)Sz symmetry is broken by the
skyrmion configuration, the U(1)Sz quantum number Q is not
well defined. More precisely, different local perturbations can
change this quantum number by an integer. However, the frac-
tional part of Q is a universal number, and it shows up in the
universal relation (61).

B. Abelian topological orders

To explicitly write down the field theory (59) and to ob-
tain universal properties of skyrmions, in this section we
focus on the case of an Abelian topological order, which
are classified and described by Abelian Chern-Simons
theory with a K matrix[104].

Suppose the underlying system has an Abelian topo-
logical order, characterized by the matrix K and a spin
vector q associated with the remnant U(1)Sz symme-
try. In particular, the dual gauge field for the conserved
U(1)Sz 3-current is written as

aµ =
∑
I

qIa
I
µ (62)

From (59), the Lagrangian density for the system reads:

L=
1

4π
εµνλKIJa

I
µ∂νa

J
λ−qIaIµ

εµνλ

2π
∂νAλ−2qIa

I
µJ

µ
skyrmion,

(63)
where the extra 2 in the coefficient of last term denotes
the 4π flux carried by each skyrmion instead of ordinary
2π, as we have discussed in Sec. III D 2.

Integrating out aIµ, we obtain the spin Hall conduc-
tance associated with Aµ-field [104]:

σSzxy = qTK−1q. (64)

Meanwhile, a skyrmion with topological charge ν ∈ Z
corresponds to an Abelian anyon labeled by the vector
lν = 2νq. The U(1)Sz (spin) quantum number carried
by a texture of winding number ν reads:

Qν = lTK−1q = 2νqTK−1q mod 1, (65)

and its self-statistics (unit of aIµ flux) reads:

Θν = e iπlTK−1l = e4π iν2qTK−1q (66)

Indeed they obey the universal relation (61).

C. Half-integer spins with SU(2) symmetry

Lastly we clarify one subtle difference between G =
SO(3) in systems with integer spins, as discussed previ-
ously, and G = SU(2) in systems with half-integer spins.

For a bosonic or fermionic system with half-integer
spins, the full symmetry group is G = SU(2) rather than
the previously discussed SO(3) case. Since π1(SU(2)) =
0, now the skyrmions as elements of π2(SU(2)/U(1)) = Z
and fluxes as elements of π1(U(1)) = Z have a one-to-one
correspondence realized by bijective map f below:

π2(SU(2)) = 0→ π2(S2)
f−→ π1(U(1))→ π1(SU(2)) = 0.

(67)
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More precisely, a skyrmion of winding number ν is now
mapped to a 2πν flux (i.e. ν flux quanta) of the unbro-
ken H = U(1)Sz subgroup. The effective theory for an
Abelian topological order with an odd K matrix reads:

L=
1

4π
εµνλKIJa

I
µ∂νa

J
λ−qIaIµ

εµνλ

2π
∂νAλ−qIaIµJµskyrmion.

(68)
Similar to the case for integer spins, a skyrmion of topo-
logical charge ν, now labeled by vector lν = νq, carries
U(1)Sz quantum number Qν = νqTK−1q mod 1 and

self statistical angle Θν = e iπν2qTK−1q.
For example, in the quantum Hall ferromagnet in the

lowest Landau level [41] with K = 1, q = 1, a ν = 1
skyrmion becomes a fermion with Θν=1 = −1 [82].
An alternative way to understand this problem is to
gauge the fermion parity symmetry ZF2 to map it to a
bosonic topological order with G = SO(3), H = U(1)
as discussed previously. In this case, the quantum Hall
ferromagnet in the lowest Landau level [41] corresponds
to a U(1)4 Chern-Simons theory with K = 4, q = 1
after gauging the fermion parity, where a ν = 1 skyrmion
is again a fermion with Θν=1 = −1.

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In summary, we described a theoretical framework
which classifies point defects and textures in two dimen-
sional quantum phases, where the full symmetry G is
spontaneously broken down to a subgroup H of rem-
nant symmetries, so that each symmetry breaking ground
state with a fixed (non-fluctuating) order parameter is an
H-symmetry enriched topological (H-SET) state. Using
the long exact sequence of homotopy groups that maps
the point defects and textures of order parameters to
symmetry defects in the H-SET phase (see section II), we
obtain a group cohomology classification for the point de-
fects and textures (see section III), which is induced from
the group cohomology classification of H-SET phases (in-
cluding the H-SPT phases as a special case).

Using this general framework and the group cohomol-
ogy classification, we address their physical consequences
focusing on three aspects. In section IV, we studied
point defects and textures of order parameters in H-SPT
phases, and reveal their connection to deconfined quan-
tum critical points (DQCPs). In section V, we stud-
ied point defects of order parameters in H-SET phases,
showing that they can (1) permute anyons when braided
around, and (2) fuse into Abelian anyons, a phenomenon
we coined “defect fractionalization”. In section VI we
studied textures of order parameters in H-SET phases,
establishing their field theory descriptions and the frac-
tional statistics obeyed by the skyrmions.

This work aims to understand the interplay between
classical long-range orders of local order parameters,
and quantum orders of long-range entanglement in the

ground state [18]. It serves as a first step towards a
complete classification and characterization of quantum
phases with both classical and quantum orders. While we
focused on point defects and textures in two-dimensional
bosonic systems in this work, three natural extensions
are: (i) to understand domain walls of discrete symme-
try breakings; (ii) to study fermionic systems with long-
range orders; and (iii) to go beyond two spatial dimen-
sions. For example, in three dimensions, the coexistence
of long-range orders and quantum spin liquids (known as
“magnetic moment fragmentation”) has been proposed
in quantum spin ice compounds [109, 110].

In our study of the symmetry breaking in SET phases
in Sec. V, we focused on examples of Abelian topological
orders, where we used an underlying toric code topolog-
ical order throughout the analysis. This choice is made
for simplicity and for the purpose of explicit lattice model
construction in Sec. V D. We believe the toric code suf-
fices for illustrating the general principle that we laid out
using an algebraic means. It is interesting to identify a
non-Abelian system which harbors the nontrivial point
defects and textures discussed in our formalism.

Now that we have studied point defects and smooth
textures of order parameters associated with SSB from
G to H, condensing such point defects (i.e. vortices) or
textures (skyrmions) is expected to restore the broken
symmetries. However, as we have shown in this work,
point defects can carry a projective representation of the
remnant symmetry H, and textures can carry fractional
statistics and fractional quantum numbers. As a result,
the defect/texture condensation transition may sponta-
neously break other symmetries and/or alter the topo-
logical order in the ground state. This will lead to a
family of quantum phase transitions beyond the Lan-
dau paradigm [55, 67, 111]. For example, condensing
a skyrmion obeying bosonic self statistics but nontrivial
mutual statistics with other anyons can restore SO(3)
symmetry, leading to a paramagnetic ground state with a
different topological order than the ferromagnetic phase.
We leave these novel phase transitions as future projects.

Finally, note that in two spatial dimensions, point de-
fects of the order parameters in our framework can be
mapped to a one-parameter family of gapped H-SET
Hamiltonians, while a smooth texture of order parame-
ters in our framework can be mapped to a two-parameter
family of gapped H-SET Hamiltonians [61]. Therefore,
our classification of point defects and textures in H-SET
phases also serves as a first step towards the classifica-
tion and construction of adiabatic pumping cycles in SET
phases [112–114]. We also leave these developments to
future works.
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Appendix A: Note on notation

Many Abelian groups are defined in this work. When
an Abelian group represents (the fusion of) Abelian
anyons we will often denote by blackboard bold sym-
bol, e.g. Z2. Quite often we use subscript to detail the
anyon types, e.g. Ze

2 denotes the (fusion) group of the
trivial anyon 1 and the ”electric” particle e. We also
denote the homotopy group and the cohomology group
blackboard bold symbol. On the other hand, when an
Abelian group appears as a group of symmetry opera-
tions we will often denote with the usual symbol, e.g. Z2

and Z4. Sometimes a group is indicated by its generators,
for example, for the Abelian group generated by the two-
fold element h all the following notations are equivalent:
Z2 = Zh2 = {1, h} = 〈h〉.

Several types of products appear in this work. Since
quite often we are dealing with finite Abelian groups,
we do not distinguish direct product and direct sum, for
example, Z2×Z2 and Z2⊕Z2, and Z2

2 all mean the same
object. Note these are different from tensor product of
groups. As an example, we have Z2 ⊗ Z2 = Z2 6= Z2

2.
For the group cohomology H∗(G,A), G can either act

trivially or nontrivially on the coefficient A. Quite of-
ten when the action is nontrivial it is specified explicitly
in some way (either stated in words or using symbols):
for example in Eq. (C12) the Abelian group Zh2 gener-
ated by an order-two element h acts nontrivially on the
anyonsA, and we remind this action by the subscript h in
the notation Hnh . As another example, in the five-term
exact sequence, all the cohomology groups with possi-
ble nontrivial actions (ρ : H → Aut(A)), ρ̃ : π1(G/H) →
Aut(A))) are manifest by the subscripts, whereas the
term H1(π1(G),A) without subscript (or with the sub-
script “id”) means π1(G) acts trivially on A.

Appendix B: A short introduction to homotopy and
group cohomology

1. Homotopy group and spontaneous symmetry
breaking

In this section we give a brief introduction to homo-
topy theory based on Ref. [7]. Homotopy theory provides
the natural language for the description and classifica-
tion of defects in a large class of ordered system. Con-
sider the ground state of a quantum many-body system,
which exhibits a long-range order associated with sponta-
neous symmetry breaking. To be precise, we consider the

symmetry group G of the Hamiltonian to spontaneously
break down to a subgroup H that is preserved by an
ordered ground state. Mathematically, the long-range
order of spontaneous symmetry breaking is described by
a local order parameter living on the manifold M [7]:

Ô(~r) ∈M = G/H (B1)

which is the (left) coset space of G modulo H, where
the full symmetry G of the Hamiltonian is spontaneously
broken down to a subgroup H in the ground state. In
particular, the remnant symmetry H is the subgroup of
G which keeps the order parameter {Ô(~r)} invariant:

H ≡ {h ∈ G|hÔh−1 = Ô}. (B2)

The order parameter manifold is therefore given by the
coset space M = G/H. Topological defects of codimen-
sion D + 1 in an ordered media is generally classified by
the homotopy group πD(G/H). In particular, in two spa-
tial dimensions, the different types of topological defects
are classified by the following homotopy groups:

(i) Domain walls where order parameters vanish along
a line, with codimension 1, classified by π0(G/H);

(ii) Point defects where order parameters vanish at a
point, with codimension 2, classified by π1(G/H);

(iii) Smooth textures where order parameters are finite
everywhere, classified by π2(G/H).

The following long exact sequence of fibration is a use-
ful tool to compute these homotopy groups [7]:

· · · −→ πn(H) −→ πn(G) −→ πn(G/H)

−→ πn−1(H) −→ πn−1(G) −→ · · · . (B3)

2. Theory of group cohomology

Here we give a short introduction to group cohomol-
ogy [34]. The concept of spectral sequence will be given
in the next subsection.

a. Cochain, cocycle and coboundary

The input data for group cohomology is a group
G (Abelian or non-Abelian) and an Abelian group A
equipped with an action of G: G×A → A, g × a 7→ g.a.
Equivalently, the G action on A defines a map ρ : G →
Aut(A) from G to the automorphism group of A. Con-
sider n-argument functions ω(g1, g2, · · · , gn) ∈ A that
maps an n tuple of group elements in G to the Abelian
group A

ω : G×G× · · · ×G︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

→ A. (B4)

Such a group function is called an n-cochain. The set of
all n-cochains, which we denote by Cn(G,A), forms an
Abelian group under group multiplication in A

(ω1 · ω2)(g1, · · · , gn)=ω1(g1, · · · , gn) · ω2(g1, · · · , gn).
(B5)
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TABLE A1. Table adapted and improved from Ref. [115]. Phase, order parameter manifold, standard spinor, and the first
(π1), second (π2) and third (π3) homotopy groups for scalr and spinor BEC. Here FM, P, UN, and BN stand for ferromagnetic,
polar, uniaxial nematic and biaxial nematic, respectively. The D4 and T are the fourth dihedral group and the tetrahedral
group, respectively. The subscripts f, φ and (f, φ) show that the symmetry is about spin, gauge and the combined spin and
gauge. We denote a vortex as Z ×h (K)F,φ in spinor BECs, where group K is constructed based on the composite symmetry
between the gauge symmetry φ and the hyperfine spin symmetry F . For any n,m ∈ Z, g, g′ ∈ K, (n, g) ∈ Z×h (K)F,φ satisfies
that (n, g) · (m, g′) = (n + m + h(g · g′), g · g′), where map h: K ×K → Z is defined such that h(g, g′) = 0 when θ + θ′ < 2π
and h(g, g′) = 1 when θ + θ′ ≥ 2π. K∗ is defined as f(K) := K∗ by the map f : U(1)× SO(3)→ U(1)× SU(2).

System Phase G H M π1(M) π2(M)

Ions Crystal Rd Zd
[
U(1)

]d Zd 0

Isotropic magnets FM SO(3) U(1) S2 0 Z
Liquid crystal UN SO(3) D∞ RP 2 Z2 Z
Liquid crystal BN SO(3) D2 SO(3)/D2 Q8 0

Spin-0 bosons n-boson BEC U(1) Zn U(1) Z 0

Spin-1 bosons FM U(1)× SO(3) U(1) SO(3) Z2 0

Spin-2 bosons cyclic U(1)× SO(3) T (U(1)× SO(3))/T Z× T 0

Spin-2 bosons UN U(1)× SO(3) (Z2) n SO(2) U(1)× S2/(Z2) Z× Z2 Z
Spin-2 bosons BN U(1)× SO(3) (D4) (U(1)× SO(3))/D4) Z×h (D∗4) 0

Spin-2 bosons nematic U(1)× SO(5) (Z2) n SO(4) (U(1)× S4)/(Z2) Z×h (Z2) 0
3He-A dipole-free S2 × SO(3) Z2 S2 × SO(3)/(Z2) Z4 Z
3He-A dipole-locked O(3) = SO(3)× Z2 Z2 SO(3) Z2 0

here we define the identity n-cochain to be the trivial
group function whose value is always the identity in A.
One can define a map ∂ : Cn(G,A)→ Cn+1(G,A), ω 7→
∂ω by

∂ω(g1, · · · , gn+1)=

[g1 . ω(g2, · · · , gn+1)] · ω(−1)n+1

(g1, · · · , gn)

×
∏

ω(−1)i(g1, · · · , gi−1, gi · gi+1, gi+2, · · · , gn+1),

(B6)
where the symbol g1 . ω(g2, · · · , gn+1) denotes the action
of the group element g1 on the function ω, inherited from
the action of G on A.

One can check that (1) ∂2ω := ∂(∂ω) = I, where I de-
notes the identity (n+2)-cochain, (2) for two n-cochains,
ω1, ω2, ∂(ω1 · ω2) = (∂ω1) · (∂ω2).

An n-cochain ω(g1, · · · , gn) is called an n-cocycle if and
only if it is mapped to the trivial elemenet under the map
∂, i.e. ∂ω = I. The set of all n-cocycles, denoted by
Zn(G,A) is a subgroup of Cn(G,A).

Since ∂2 maps every cochain to the trivial one, any
(n− 1)-cochain c(g1, · · · , gn−1), defines an n-cocycle ∂c.
If an n-cocycle b can be represented as b = ∂c for some
c ∈ Cn−1(G,A), b is called an n-coboundary. The set of
all n-coboundaries is a subgroup of Zn(G,A), which we
denote by Bn(G,A). Two n-cocycles ω1, ω2 are equiva-
lent (denoted by ω1 ∼ ω2) if and only if they differ by an
n-coboundary: ω1 = ω2 · b, where b ∈ Bn(G,A).

The nth cohomology group of a group G with coef-
ficients in A, Hn(G,A), is formed by the equivalence
classes in Zn(G,A) (i.e. up to Bn(G,A)). More pre-
cisely, we have:

Hnρ (G,A) =
Zn(G,A)

Bn(G,A)
. (B7)

Here the subscript ρ in the cohomology group is a re-
minder of the group action ρ : G→ Aut(A).

For concreteness, we give the expression for the first
and second group cohomology:

H1
ρ(G,A) =

Z1(G,A)

B1(G,A)
=
{d : G→ A|d(id) = 0, d(gh) = g.d(h) + d(g) ∀g, h ∈ G}

{d0 : G→ A|d0(g) = g.a− a for some a ∈ A} . (B8)

H2
ρ(G,A) =

Z2(G,A)

B2(G,A)

=
{ω : G×G→A|ω(1, g1)=ω(g1, 1)=0, ω(g1, g2)+ω(g1g2, g3)=g1.ω(g2, g3)+ω(g1, g2g3),∀g1, g2, g3∈G}

{ω : G×G→A|ω(g1, g2)=g1.d(g2)−d(g1g2)+d(g1) for some d : G→ A with d(1) = 0} .

(B9)

We note that the Abelian group A can be either finite (such as Z2), discrete infinite (such as Z) or continuous
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(such as U(1)). The group G can also in principle be
finite, discrete or continuous (the continuous case may
be treated with additional caution), and in this work we
will mostly work with a discrete group G.

Finially, note that one can directly search for all the
solutions to Eqs. (B8) and (B9) by implementing them in
a computer program, and this is the method we used for
computing the cohomology of dihedral and quaternion
groups. This method is quite elementary, brutal force in
nature, but works well for any finite group G with small
order and finite Abelian group A, and can provides the
most complete data.

b. Künneth Formula

When the group G acts trivially on the coefficient A,
a useful decomposition formula for Hn(G,A) exists for
those G that have a direct product form G = G1 × G2,
namely the Künneth formula:

Hn(G,A) =

n∑
k=0

Hn(G1,Hn−k(G2,A)), (B10)

this says that the nth cohomology group of G can be ob-
tained from the cohomology groups of G1 and G2 in lower
degree, but in a “nested” fashion. Note that here we al-
low the coefficient A to be either U(1), which appears in
the classification of bosonic SPT (in d = n − 1 spatial
dimensions), or a finite Abelian group, which appears in
symmetry fractionalization of SET (n = 2).

In the case of SPT phases with a U(1) coefficient, this
formula implies that SPT phases with G symmetry in d
spatial dimension can be constructed from SPT phases
with G1 symmetry and G2 symmetry in lower dimen-
sions. Specifically, the k = 0 term in the formula reads:

H0(G1,Hd+1(G2, U(1))) = Hd+1(G2, U(1)), (B11)

physically, this means that some SPT phases with sym-
metry G in d dimension are identified with SPT phases
with a subgroup symmetry G2 in d dimension. The k = n
term admits a similar meaning for the subgroup G1.

In the special case of A = Z2, the summands in the
Künneth formula can be further decomposed into tensor
product of groups, and we have [58]:

Hnid(G1×G2,Z2) =
⊕
p+q=n

(
Hpid(G1,Z2)⊗Hqid(G2,Z2)

)
.

(B12)
The Künneth formula (B10) can be proved using the the-
ory of spectral sequence, which we briefly introduce in
App. C.

3. Calculation of group cohomology: examples

Using the definition of group cohomology, for A =
(Z2)m a product of m copies of Z2 and G = Zh2 an

Abelian group generated by an order-two element h, we
have [58]

Hn(Zh2 ,A) = Ah/(h.A−A), for n ≥ 1, (B13)

The (generally nontrivial) action of Zh2 on A is reflected
in the following symbols: h.A denotes the image of the
action of h on A, and Ah denotes the elements of A
that are left invariant under the action of h. Below we
calculate the group cohomology that mentioned in the
main text.

a. H2(Z2,Z2
2), trivial action

Let’s first consider the case m = 2 in Eq. (B13). We
can interpret A = Ze

2 × Zm
2 as the toric code topological

order, where e and m stand for charge and flux compo-
nent, respectively. The elements in A are 1 = (0, 0),
e = (1, 0), m = (0, 1) and ε = (1, 1). In the case of
trivial action, h does not permute e and m, we have the
invariant subgroup of A under h as Ah = A and the de-
nominator above is trivial, so the right-hand side is just
A = Ze

2 × Zm
2 .

b. H2(Z2,Z2
2), nontrivial action

Similar to the case in Sec. B 3 a, if h permutes e and m,
then the invariant element of A reads Ah = Zε2 = {1, ε}.
The denominator h.A−A = {h.a− a|a ∈ A} = {1, ε} ∼=
Z2. Thus in this case the right-hand side of Eq. (B13) is
trivial.

c. H2(Z2
2 ,Z2

2), trivial action

As another example, we considerH2(D2,A) with D2 =
Zg2 × Zh2 and A = Ze

2 × Zm
2 . In the case of trivial action,

we have H2(D2,A) = H2(D2,Ze
2) × H2(D2,Zm

2 ). The
calculation of H2

id(D2,Z2) for trivial action can be de-
rived from the Künneth formula Eq. (B12) with G1 = Z2

and G2 = Z2. With above, we shall see:

H2
id(D2,Z2) = Z2 ⊕ (Z2 ⊗ Z2)⊕ Z2

∼= Z3
2. (B14)

Thus we have H2
id(D2,Ze

2 × Zm
2 ) =

(
Z3

2

)e × (Z3
2

)m
.

d. H2(Z2
2 ,Z2

2), nontrivial action

Compared to the trivial action discussed in App. B 3 c,
in the case of nontrivial action, D2 = Zg2 × Zh2 , where h
permutes e and m while g does not permute e and m.

A direct computation using definition (B9) gives

H2
h(D2 = Zg2 × Zh2 ,A = Ze

2 × Zm
2 ) = Z2. (B15)

A more technical calculation using spectral sequence can
be found in App. C.
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e. H2(Q8,Z2
2), trivial action.

Let us first define the elements of the quaternion group
Q8. Denote X := iσx and Y = iσy, then any ele-
ment of Q8 can be written in the standard form XxY y,
x = 0, 1, 2, 3, y = 0, 1. For gi = XxiY yi , i = 1, 2, the
multiplication in standard form is

g1g2 = Xx1+x2+2y1x2+2y1y2Y y1+y2−2y1y2 , (B16)

where the exponent of X, x1 + x2 + 2y1x2 + 2y1y2, is
defined in the mod 4 sense.

Since the action of Q8 on the coefficient A = Ze
2 × Zm

2

is trivial, the cohomology H2(Q8,Z2
2) is the product of

two copies of H2(Q8,Z2), labeled by e and m. A direct
computation using the definition (B9) gives

H2(Q8,Z2) = Z2
2, H2(Q8,Z2

2) = Z4
2. (B17)

The explicit cocycles can be found in Table A2. Im-
portantly, one finds

ω(X2, X2) = 0, (B18)

which is independent of the coboundary values, and
that ω(X,X) = Φ + Ω + b2, ω(Y, Y ) = Ω + b2 and
ω(XY,XY ) = b2 where b2 ∈ Z2 labels the different
coboundaries and only Φ,Ω ∈ Z2 label different cocycles
in H2(D2,Z2). This shows that the following are topo-
logical invariants of H2(Q8,Z2) (with trivial action):

ω(X,X)

ω(Y, Y )
= Φ,

ω(Y, Y )

ω(XY,XY )
= Ω. (B19)

A more technical calculation using spectral sequence is
outlined in App. C.

f. H1,2(Q8,Z2
2), nontrivial action.

We denote A = Ze
2 × Zm

2 = {1, e,m, ε}. and Q8 =
{±1,±iσx,±iσy,±iσz}. We assume that the nontrivial
action comes from ±iσx,±iσz : e 7→ m,m 7→ e, while ±1
and ±iσy have trivial action on A. This is the only con-
sistent way of having nontrivial action (any other non-
trivial action is isomorphic to this one).

First we calculate H1(Q8,Z2
2)using the definition (B8).

We solve for B1(G,A): it is known that B1(G,A) =
A/AG, from which we get B1(Q8,A) = A/〈ε〉 = Z2.
Then, we solve for Z1(G,A): the goal is to find all
the crossed homomorphism f : (x, y) → A defined by
f(x, y) := d(g) for g = XxY y subject to group , such
that

f(x1 + x2 + 2y1x2 + 2y1y2, y1 + y2 − 2y1y2)

+ x1.f(x2, y2) + f(x1, y1) = 0,
(B20)

where we abused the notation x1.f(x2, y2) :=
g1.f(x2, y2). The crossed homomorphism f(x, y) is en-
tirely determined by the group generator, i.e. the values

of f(1, 0) and f(0, 1) in A. Naively, there are 16 choices.
However, it is easy to see that f(0, 1) = e is forbidden:
if f(0, 1) = e, then setting (x1, y1, x2, y2) = (1, 0, 0, 1),
the condition (B20) becomes f(1, 1) + m + f(1, 0) = 1.
Further using f(1, 1) = f(1, 0) + f(0, 1) = f(1, 0) + e,
we have e + m + 2f(1, 0) = 1, which is forbidden, so
f(0, 1) = e is forbidden. Similarly, using (x1, y1, x2, y2) =
(1, 0, 1, 0) one can show that f(1, 0) = e is forbid-
den. By symmetry, f(1, 0) = m and f(0, 1) = m are
also forbidden, so the only possible crossed homomor-
phisms are Z1(G,A) = {f : G → A| (f(1, 0), f(0, 1)) =
(0, 0), (0, ε), (ε, 0), or (ε, ε)} ∼= Z2

2, so that

H1(Q8,A) = Z2. (B21)

We next compute H2(Q8,A) using the definition (B9).
Without providing detail we state the result

H2(Q8,A) = Zε2. (B22)

We can write down explicit cocycles, see Table A3. Im-
portantly, we find a topological invariant

ω(X2, X2) = (Ω,Ω) (B23)

where Ω ∈ Zε2 labels the cohomology class.
A more technical calculation for H2(Q8,A) using spec-

tral sequence is given in App. C.

Appendix C: Spectral sequence and group
cohomology

1. The LHS spectral sequence

Consider the setup given in Eq. (15), namely a group
G, its normal subgroupN , the quotient groupQ := G/N ,
and an Abelian group A with G action.

The Lyndon-Holchschild-Serre (LHS) spectral se-
quence is a computational tool to build the group co-
homology of G out of those of N and Q. It associates
with the group extension (15) a three-dimensional array
of Abelian groups Ep,qn , p, q, n ≥ 0. It is conventional to
call the third argument n a page, and for each page n we
have a two-dimensional (semi-infinite) array

...
...

...
...

...

q = 3 E0,3
n E1,3

n E2,3
n E3,3

n · · ·
q = 2 E0,2

n E1,2
n E2,2

n E3,2
n · · ·

q = 1 E0,1
n E1,1

n E2,1
n E3,1

n · · ·
q = 0 E0,0

n E1,0
n E2,0

n E3,0
n · · ·

Ep,qn p = 0 p = 1 p = 2 p = 3 · · ·

(C1)

the second page (n = 2) has a concrete form:

Ep,q2 = Hp(Q,Hq(N,A)), (C2)

where the cohomology of Q has coefficients H∗(N,A);
implicit in this is a predefined action of Q on H∗(N,A),
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TABLE A2. The cocycle element ω(g1, g2) for H2(Q8,Z2) = Z2
2 with trivial action. The horizontal (vertical) group elements

are for g2 (g1). The ordered pair denotes the charge in Ze
2 × Zm

2 , where e1, e2, ..., e7,Ω,Φ ∈ Z2. Only Ω,Φ ∈ Z2 classify the
cohomology, i.e. Ω = Φ = 0 denotes the trivial cocycle element of H2(Q8,Z2) = Z2

2 while (Ω,Φ) = (1, 0), (0, 1), (1, 1) denote the
nontrivial cocycle element of H2(Q8,Z2) = Z2

2. The other 7 Z2 parameters, b1, b2, ..., b7, exhaust all the possible coboundary
functions in B2(Q8,Z2), which we record here for the search of topological invariants.

ω(g1, g2) 1 X X2 X3 Y XY X2Y X3Y

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

X 0 Φ+Ω+b2 b1+b2+b3 Φ+Ω+b1+b3 Ω+b1+b4+b5 Φ+b1+b5+b6 Ω+b1+b6+b7 Φ+b1+b4+b7

X2 0 b1+b2+b3 0 b1+b2+b3 b2+b4+b6 b2+b5+b7 b2+b4+b6 b2+b5+b7

X3 0 Φ+Ω+b1+b3 b1+b2+b3 Φ+Ω+b2 Ω+b3+b4+b7 Φ+b3+b4+b5 Ω+b3+b5+b6 Φ+b3+b6+b7

Y 0 Φ+Ω+b1+b4+b7 b2+b4+b6 Φ+Ω+b3+b4+b5 Ω+b2 Φ+b1+b4+b5 Ω+b4+b6 Φ+b3+b4+b7

XY 0 b1+b4+b5 b2+b5+b7 b3+b5+b6 b3+b4+b5 b2 b1+b5+b6 b5+b7

X2Y 0 Φ+Ω+b1+b5+b6 b2+b4+b6 Φ+Ω+b3+b6+b7 Ω+b4+b6 Φ+b3+b5+b6 Ω+b2 Φ+b1+b6+b7

X3 0 b1+b6+b7 b2+b5+b7 b3+b4+b7 b1+b4+b7 b5+b7 b3+b6+b7 b2

TABLE A3. The cocycle element ω(g1, g2) for H2(Q8,Ze
2 × Zm

2 ) = Zε2, with nontrivial action. The horizontal (vertical) group
elements are for g2 (g1). The ordered pair denotes the charge in Ze

2 × Zm
2 , where e1, e2, ..., e7,m1,m2, ...,m7,Ω ∈ Z2. Only

Ω ∈ Z2 classifies the cohomology, i.e. Ω = 0 (Ω = 1) denotes the trivial (nontrivial) cocycle element of H2(Q8,Ze
2 × Zm

2 ) = Zε2.
The other 14 Z2 parameters, e1, e2, ..., e7,m1,m2, ...,m7, exhaust all the possible coboundary functions in B2(Q8,Ze

2 × Zm
2 ),

which we record here for the search of topological invariants.

ω(g1, g2) 1 X X2 X3

1 (0, 0) (0, 0) (0, 0) (0, 0)

X (0, 0) (Ω+e1+e2+m1, e1+m1+m2) (Ω+e1+e3+m2, e2+m1+m3) (e1+m3, e3+m1)

X2 (0, 0) (e1+e2+e3,Ω+m1+m2+m3) (Ω,Ω) (Ω+e1+e2+e3,m1+m2+m3)

X3 (0, 0) (e3+m1, e1+m3) (e1+e3+m2,Ω+e2+m1+m3) (e2+e3+m3,Ω+e3+m2+m3)

Y (0, 0) (e1+e4+e7,m1+m4+m7) (e2+e4+e6,m2+m4+m6) (e3+e4+e5,m3+m4+m5)

XY (0, 0) (e4+e5+m1, e1+m4+m5) (e5+e7+m2,Ω+e2+m5+m7) (e5+e6+m3,Ω+e3+m5+m6)

X2Y (0, 0) (e1+e5+e6,Ω+m1+m5+m6) (Ω+e2+e4+e6,Ω+m2+m4+m6) (Ω+e3+e6+e7,m3+m6+m7)

X3Y (0, 0) (Ω+e6+e7+m1, e1+m6+m7) (Ω+e5+e7+m2, e2+m5+m7) (e4+e7+m3, e3+m4+m7)

ω(g1, g2) Y XY X2Y X3Y

1 (0, 0) (0, 0) (0, 0) (0, 0)

X (e1+e5+m4,Ω+e4+m1+m5) (e1+e6+m5, e5+m1+m6) (e1+e7+m6, e6+m1+m7) (e1+e4+m7,Ω+e7+m1+m4)

X2 (e2+e4+e6,m2+m4+m6) (Ω+e2+e5+e7,m2+m5+m7) (Ω+e2+e4+e6,Ω+m2+m4+m6) (e2+e5+e7,Ω+m2+m5+m7)

X3 (Ω+e3+e7+m4, e4+m3+m7) (Ω+e3+e4+m5, e5+m3+m4) (e3+e5+m6, e6+m3+m5) (e3+e6+m7, e7+m3+m6)

Y (Ω+e2,Ω+m2) (e1+e4+e5,Ω+m1+m4+m5) (e4+e6,m4+m6) (Ω+e3+e4+e7,m3+m4+m7)

XY (e3+e5+m4, e4+m3+m5) (e2+e5+m5,Ω+e5+m2+m5) (e1+e5+m6,Ω+e6+m1+m5) (e5+m7, e7+m5)

X2Y (e4+e6,m4+m6) (e3+e5+e6,m3+m5+m6) (e2,m2) (e1+e6+e7,m1+m6+m7)

X3Y (e1+e7+m4, e4+m1+m7) (e7+m5, e5+m7) (Ω+e3+e7+m6, e6+m3+m7) (Ω+e2+e7+m7, e7+m2+m7)

which is inherited from the action of G on A. Here we
give the explicit form of this action: for [ω] ∈ Hd(N,A)
where ω is a d-cochain (i.e. a d-argument function N ×
· · ·N → A), the action of Q on ω is defined by

(q.ω)(n1, n2, ..., nd) := q.(ω(q−1n1q, q
−1n2q, ..., q

−1ndq)),
(C3)

for any q ∈ Q, n1, ..., nd ∈ N . This explicit definition al-
lows us to calculate the second page using elementary
methods. The higher pages (whose definition will be
given below) generally do not have a simple expression,
but they are subgroups of the 2nd page: Ep,qn ⊂ Ep,q2 ,
n = 3, 4, .... Note that here we only consider the case
where G is a discrete group, Q is finite, and that all co-
homology groups of N and Q considered here are also

finite. In this case, the n-th cohomology group of G is
given by the direct sum on the n =∞ page:

Hn(G,A) =
⊕
p+q=n

Ep,q∞ . (C4)

note that the action of G on the coefficient A can be
either trivial or nontrivial.

The remaining task concerns how to go from the 2nd
page to the n = ∞ page. This is done using the differ-
ential maps dp,qn . These are predefined maps that comes
with a LHS spectral sequence:

dp,qm : Ep,qm → Ep+m,q−m+1
m , ∀p, q ∈ Z, (C5)

with the understanding that Ep,qm = 0 whenever p < 0 or
q < 0. The entries in the (m+ 1)-th page are defined as
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the homology of those in the m-th page:

Ep,qm+1 = homology(Ep,qm ) =
ker(dp,qm )

im(dp−m,q+m−1
m )

. (C6)

as special examples, we have

E1,2
3 =

ker(d1,2
2 )

im(d−1,3
2 )

= ker(d1,2
2 ),

E3,0
3 =

ker(d3,0
2 )

im(d1,1
2 )

=
E3,0

2

im(d1,1
2 )

.

(C7)

the differential maps on a generic page n are complicated.
Here we write down the explicit formulas for two d2 maps
that already fulfills our purpose 9:

(d0,1(f))(q1, q2) = f((l(q1q2))−1l(q1)l(q2)),

(d1,1(ω))(q1, q2, q3) = (ω(q3))((l(q1q2))−1l(q1)l(q2)),
(C8)

here q1, q2, q3 ∈ Q, f ∈ Z1(N,A), ω ∈ Z1(Q,H1(N,A)),
and l : Q → G is a lifting, which is any function Q → G
(not necessarily a homomorphism) that satisfies p◦l(q) =
q for any q ∈ Q and that l(1Q) = 1G for the identity
elements of 1Q ∈ Q and 1G ∈ G (see [58], P497). To
make sense of Eq. (C8), we must have that d0,1(f) ∈
H2(Q,AN ) is a 2-cocycle and that d1,1(f) ∈ H3(Q,AN )
is a 3-cocycle. These can be proved using the definition
of group cohomology by elementary computation.

Due to the increasing span of the differential maps as
one goes to higher pages, it is easy to see that the entries
in the lower left corner of the spectral sequence (i.e. those
with small p and q) will be unmodified at some point
when going to the next page. When this happens, we
say that this entry is “stabilized”. When all the entries
in a page is stabilized, we say this page is “stabilized” or
it “collapses” (to the infinity page). One can either check
that

E0,0
2 = E0,0

∞ , E1,0
2 = E1,0

∞ ,

E0,1
3 = E0,1

∞ , E1,1
3 = E1,1

∞ , E2,1
3 = E2,1

∞ , E2,0
3 = E2,0

∞ ,

E0,2
4 = E0,2

∞ , · · · · · ·
(C9)

And this shows that the calculation of the first and the
second group cohomology stops at finite pages

H1(G,A) = E0,1
∞ ⊕ E1,0

∞ = E0,1
3 ⊕ E1,0

2 ,

H2(G,A) = E0,2
∞ ⊕ E1,1

∞ ⊕ E2,0
∞

= E0,2
4 ⊕ E1,1

3 ⊕ E2,0
3 .

(C10)

The LHS spectral sequence is not only a powerful com-
putational tool for group cohomology, but many results
introduced in the previous sections are special cases of it.

9 We thank Bill Jacob for providing the explicit form of the d0,1
and d1,1 maps.

First of all, the Künneth formula (B10) is nothing but a
special case of Eq. (C4) with Ep,q∞ = Ep,q2 . This is indeed
the case when G = G1 × G2 acts trivially on the coeffi-
cient A, where one can show that all the differential maps
dp,qn for n ≥ 2 vanishes. Second, a corollary of the LHS
spectral sequence is the five-term exact sequence [58]

0→ E1,0
2 → H1(G,A)→ E0,1

2

d0,12−−→ E2,0
2 → H2(G,A),

(C11)
which is exactly Eq. (16) in the main text.

2. Application of the LHS spectral sequence

In the following we apply the LHS spectral sequence
to the calculation of certain cohomology groups that we
referred to in the main text. While the n-th cohomol-
ogy can always be obtained using the definition (B7), or
more explicitly, (B9) for the 2nd group cohomology case
(see the comment below (B9)), the spectral sequence cal-
culation provides a detailed structure of the cohomology
group.

a. H2(Z2
2 ,Z2

2), nontrivial action

Recall that D2 = Zg2 × Zh2 , where h permutes e and
m while g does not permute e and m. We define the
normal subgroup to be N = Zh2 , so we have 0 → Zh2 →
Zg2 × Zh2 → {Zh2 , gZh2 } → 0 and using the results from
App. B 3 b for the nontrivial action case, we see that all
the Hn≥1(Zh2 ,A) is trivial. This means that the only
nontrivial places the spectral sequence Eq. (C1) is the
q = 0 row, where Ah = {1, ε} = Zε2. Then using the
example for the trivial action case in App. B 3 c, we see
that the q = 0 row has Zε2 for all p ≥ 1. From Eq. (C4),
we have:

Hnh(D2 = Zg2 × Zh2 ,A = Ze
2 × Zm

2 ) = Zε2 for n ≥ 1.
(C12)

If instead both h and g acts nontrivially by permuting the
e and m particles, we would get the same result (C12) by
using a redefined decomposition of D2.

b. H2(Q8,Z2
2), trivial action

The spectral sequence calculation is detailed in the
textbook [116] (P128-129), which we outline here. The
spectral sequence makes use of the fact that

0→ Z4 → Q8 → Z2 → 0. (C13)

We have Hn(Z4,Z2) = Z2 for all n. The action of Q :=
Z2 on Hn(Z4,Z2) is trivial (since the Aut(Z2) is trivial),
meaning that Ep,q2 = Z2 for all p, q ≥ 0. The cohomology
is not yet determined, and one must analyze the E3 and
E4 pages of the spectral sequence using the differential
maps. Without going into further detail, we give the final
result: H2(Q8,Z2) = Z2

2.
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c. H2(Q8,Z2
2), nontrivial action

Note that we have two short exact sequences for Q8:
one is Eq. (C13), and the other one is

0→ D2 → Q8 → Z2 → 0, (C14)

note that the latter, Eq. (C14), is the one obtained from
the short exact sequence of homotopy groups in Eq. (9).
These two short exact sequences define two separate LHS
spectral sequences from which H2(Q8,Z2

2) can be ob-
tained. Now let us calculate these two spectral sequences.

LHS spectral sequence associated with
Eq. (C13).

We use the notations given in the previous section. We
further denote N = {±1,±iσx} ∼= Z4, and the quotient
group Q = Q8/N = {N, iσyN} := {1, q}, where q = N
is the generator of Q. Using the standard notation above
(see [58]), we now have

NA = A, NA = {0}, DA = Zε2, AQ8 = Zε2,

so that we have H2n−1(N,A) = A/〈ε〉 and H2n(N,A) =
〈ε〉, where we use 〈ε〉 and Zε2 interchangeably.

Now, we need to examine the effect of Q as in
Hn(N,A)Q. By definition (see Eq. (C3)), for a cocycle
f(n) = a in H1(N,A), the restriction to H1(N,A)Q are
the cocycles f s.t. q.f(q−1nq) = f(n), up to coboundary,
and for Hn with n ≥ 2 a similar criterion can be defined.
Here, we do have H1(N,A)Q = H1(N,A) = A/〈ε〉 ∼= Z2

and H2(N,A)Q = H2(N,A) = 〈ε〉 ∼= Z2.
This allows us to write the E2 page of the spectral

sequence:

q = 2 Z2

q = 1 Z2 Z2 Z2

q = 0 A Z2 Z2 Z2

p = 0 p = 1 p = 2 p = 3

d0,1
2 6=0 d1,1

2 6=0

d0,2
2 =0

(C15)
Similar to the case of H2(Q8,Z2

2) with trivial action,
here we also have Ep,q2

∼= Z2 for all p, q ≥ 0; but we must

now determine the content of the three differential maps,
d0,2

2 , d0,1
2 , and d1,1

2 . First of all, using the property of the

ZQ8 resolution we know that d0,2
2 = 0 (see [116], P129).

Next, using the result H1(Q8,A) = Z2 as given in

Eq. (B21), we see that the map d0,1
2 is surjective. we

can also explicitly compute the d0,1
2 and d1,1

2 maps using
Eq. (C8). In our context, things are simplified because
the only nontrivial value is when q1 = q2 = q3 = q. For
any lifting l : Q → G, we have l(q1)l(q2) = (l(q))2 = −1
and l(q1q2) = l(q2) = l(1Q) = 1G, meaning that

d0,1
2 (f))(q, q) = f(−1) = 〈ε〉,

(d1,1
2 (ω))(q, q, q) = (ω(q))(−1) = 〈ε〉

(C16)

this means that d0,1
2 (f) is a nontrivial cocycle in

Z2(Q, 〈ε〉) and d1,1
2 (ω) is a nontrivial cocycle in

Z3(Q, 〈ε〉), thus d0,1
2 and d1,1

2 are nontrivial. This means
that, in going to the third page of the spectral sequence
Ep,q3 , we get

q = 2 Zε2 · · · · · · · · ·
q = 1 0 0 · · · · · ·
q = 0 A H1(〈q〉, 〈ε〉) ∼= Z2 0 0

Ep,q3 p = 0 p = 1 p = 2 p = 3

(C17)

where all the entries explicitly written here stabi-
lize to the ∞ page. From this we reproduce
H2
±iσx,±iσz (Q8,Z2

2) = Zε2 which was given in Eq. (B22).

We see that the result differs from the trivial action
case, for which H2

id(Q8,Z2
2) = Z2

2. In terms of the spec-
tral sequence, it is on the third-page Ep,q3 that the dif-
ference emerges. Importantly, the spectral sequence also
tells us that the result Zε2 comes from E0,2

2 = H2(N,A)Q,
which in our context is H2(π1(G),A)H .

LHS spectral sequence associated with
Eq. (C14).

Here we write the spectral sequence associated to
Eq. (C14). In principle there is no reason to expect that
this spectral sequence will be identical to the spectral se-
quence associated with Eq. (C13). However, using the
intermediate step H1(H,H1

id(π1(G),A)) = H1(H,A) =
Zε2 = 〈α : H → (π1(G) → Zε2)〉 with H := D2, it turns
out that the entries as explicitly shown in Eqs. (C15) and
(C17) are all isomorphic (and are stabilized), and for this
spectral sequence (associated to Eq. (C14)) we also have

d0,2
2 = 0, d0,1

2 6= 0 and d1,1
2 6= 0, so we get the same re-

sult (B22). This explicitly shows that H2(Q8,A) = Zε2
is inherited from the cohomology of its subgroup π1(G):

H2(Q8,A) = E0,2
2 = H2(π1(G),A)H .
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