arXiv:2403.08861v2 [hep-th] 7 May 2024

On a Z_3-valued discrete topological term in

10d heterotic string theories

Yuji Tachikawa and Hao Y. Zhang

Kavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Universe (WPI), University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8583, Japan

We show that the low-energy effective actions of two ten-dimensional supersymmetric heterotic strings are different by a Z_3-valued discrete topological term even after we turn off the E_8 ×E_8 and Spin(32)/Z_2 gauge fields. This will be demonstrated by considering the inflow of normal bundle anomaly to the respective NS5-branes from the bulk. We also find that the Spin(16) × Spin(16) non-tachyonic non-supersymmetric heterotic string has the same non-zero Z_3-valued discrete topological term. We will also explain the relation of our findings to the theory of topological modular forms.

The paper is written as a string theory paper, except for an appendix translating the content in mathematical terms. We will explain there that our finding identifies a representative of the Z/3-torsion element of π_{−32}TMF as a particular self-dual vertex operator superalgebra of c = 16 and how we utilize string duality to arrive at this statement.

Contents

1 Introduction and summary 1

2 Anomaly inflow to NS5-branes 7 2.1 Anomaly polynomials in ten dimensions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 2.2 NS5-branes in the Spin(32)/Z_2 heterotic string . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 2.3 NS5-branes in the E_8 × E_8 heterotic string . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 2.4 Difference of the two cases . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

3 Evaluation of the global anomaly 10 3.1 Strategy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 3.2 Evaluation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

4 An alternative computation 15 4.1 NS5-branes as instanton configurations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 4.2 Evaluation using instanton configurations: general theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 4.3 Evaluation using instanton configurations: our case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 4.4 Discrete topological term of the Spin(16) × Spin(16) theory . . . . . . . . . . . 18

5 Relation to topological modular forms 18

A Summary for mathematicians 20 A.1 Mathematical-physical context . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 A.2 Mathematical translation of the content of the paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

1 Introduction and summary

Z_3-valued discrete topological term: There are two supersymmetric heterotic string theories in ten dimensions [GHMR85a, GHMR85b, GHMR86]. Although they have different gauge groups, namely E_8 × E_8 and Spin(32)/Z_2,^1 the field contents of the gravitational sector are common to both and consist of the metric, the dilaton, the B-field and their superpartners. Their twoderivative low-energy effective actions of the gravitational sector are also the same, since they are uniquely fixed by supersymmetry. Discrete topological terms in the actions are not constrained in the same way, however, and thus can differ between two supersymmetric heterotic theories. Our main aim in this paper is to show that they are indeed different, by a certain Z_3-valued discrete topological term.

1We will not be perfectly consistent in our notations concerning the global form of gauge and other groups. For example, E_8 × E_8 should more precisely be (E_8 × E_8) ⋊ Z_2. We will later refer to the gauge group of the nontachyonic non-supersymmetric heterotic string theory in ten dimensions as Spin(16) × Spin(16); the precise global structure in this case does not seem to have been completely written down in the literature, to the knowledge of the authors, although see [BDDM23]. We will be careful at least to make sure that the global form we present does consistently act on the fields in the theory concerned.

To describe the topological term involved, let us first recall that the gravitational sector satisfies the relation dH = 1 2 p_1, (1.1)

where H is the gauge-invariant field strength of the B-field and p_1 ∝ tr R^2 is the first Pontryagin class of the spacetime curvature [GS84]. As written above, the equation is at the level of differential forms, but the relation has by now been convincingly shown to be satisfied at a more refined topological level, defining what mathematicians call the string structure, see e.g. [Wit85, SSS09, Yon22, BDDM23].

In general, given a spacetime structure S, the possible discrete topological terms in d dimensions are known to be classified in terms of the torsion part of the bordism group Ω^S_d of d-dimensional S-structured manifolds [FM04, FH16, Yon18]. To be more explicit, we say two ddimensional S-structured closed manifolds M_{1,2} are bordant, M_1 ∼_S M_2, when there is a (d + 1)- dimensional S-structured manifold N such that its boundary is ∂N = M_1 ⊔ M_2, where M_2 is M_2 with orientation and other associated geometric structures appropriately reversed. Then the classes [M] of S-structured manifolds under the equivalence relation ∼_S form the S-bordism group. Now, suppose [M] ≠ 0 but n[M] = 0. Then we can introduce a Z_n-valued topological term detecting the class [M], which assigns an exponentiated Euclidean action e^{2πik/n} to the bordism class k[M].

In the case of the string structure, the computation of the bordism groups was done in [Gia71], with the results given as follows:

d 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 Ω^{string}_d Z Z_2 Z_2 Z_{24} 0 0 Z_2 0 Z ⊕ Z_2 (Z_2)^2 Z_6 0 Z Z_3

. (1.2)

This means that a Z_6-valued topological term is possible for ten-dimensional heterotic string theories. We now write Ω^{string}_{10} = Z_6 = Z_2 × Z_3. The Z_3 part is known to be generated by the group manifold of Sp(2) with a unit H flux specified by 1 ∈ H^3(Sp(2), Z) = Z, see e.g. [Hop02, the end of Sec. 2]. Then we can consider a Z_3-valued topological term detecting this class of manifolds. We will show that the gravitational effective actions of two supersymmetric heterotic strings in ten dimensions are different^2 by this Z_3-valued topological term.

Discrete topological term and the global anomaly of NS5-branes: The methods we employ are the following. We will start from an analogy. Let us say that a ten-dimensional theory has a Green-Schwarz coupling ∫

M_{10} B ∧ Y = ∫ M_{10} H ∧ CS[Y ], (1.3)

2It does not make sense to say that two supersymmetric heterotic string theories have theta angles θ^{E8×E8} , θ^{Spin(32)/Z2} ∈ Z_3 so that θ^{E8 ×E8} − θ^{Spin(32)/Z2} = ±1 ∈ Z_3. This is because the topological parts of the effective action, S^{E8×E8}_{top} [g, B] and S^{Spin(32)/Z2} top [g, B] depend continuously on the metric g and the B-field, much as a Chern-Simons interaction does on the gauge field A. The difference S^{E8×E8}_{top} [g, B] − S^{Spin(32)/Z2}_{top} [g, B] is, however, independent of continuous variations of g and B, and it is this difference that equals the non-trivial Z_3-valued topological term detecting Sp(2) with a unit H flux.

Anomaly inflow × N^′_6

N_7 = N^′_6 × R_{≥0} S^3 H flux ∫ S^3 H = 1

M_{10} = N_7 × S^3 = N^′_6 × (S^3 × R_{≥0})

Figure 1: The anomaly inflow from the ten dimensional bulk to the NS5-branes.

where Y is a gauge-invariant 8-form constructed from the gauge and spacetime curvatures, and CS[Y ] is the corresponding Chern-Simons term. Now we take M_{10} to be a fibration of the form

S^3 → M_{10} → N_7, (1.4)

with ∫ S^3 H = k. Then the integration of (1.3) along the S

3 direction gives the coupling k ∫ N_7

CS[Y ]. (1.5)

This provides the anomaly inflow to the six-dimensional theory on the worldvolume of the stack of k NS5-branes. To see this, we further assume that N_7 has the form N_7 = R_{>0} ×N^′_6, where the R_{>0} part has the coordinate r > 0, and that the S^3 fiber shrinks to zero side at r = 0. Now, the S^3 fiber and the radial coordinate r form the R^4 normal directions to the stack of the NS5-branes, whose charge is measured by the flux ∫ S^3 H = k. Then the worldvolume N ′ 6 of the NS5-branes is on the boundary of N_7. Note that we consider a general fibration (1.4) for M_{10}, not just a direct product S^3 × N_7. This allows us to capture the anomaly inflow for the rotational symmetry of the normal bundle of the stack of NS5-branes. See Fig. 1 for the schematic description of the mechanism.^3

In our case, the term of our interest is the Z_3-valued discrete topological term discussed above, detecting the Sp(2) group manifold with an H flux. This term cannot be written as a traditional

3In general, see [CDLZ20, LY22, BDDM23] for some recent studies of discrete anomalies in string theory and supergravity theories which make use of instantonic objects.

Green-Schwarz term as in (1.3), but is a global counterpart to it, in the following sense. Consider the subgroup Sp(1) ⊂ Sp(2) obtained by sending q ∈ Sp(1) to diag(q, 1) ∈ Sp(2), where q is a unit quaternion. With this we can put the Sp(2) group manifold into a fibration of the form (1.4):

S^3 = Sp(1) → Sp(2) → Sp(2)/Sp(1) = S^7, (1.6)

with k units of the H flux through the S^3 fiber. Any Sp(1) = SU(2) bundle over S^7 is classified by π_6(SU(2)) = Z_{12}, and this particular fibration is known to provide its generator [MT64a, MT64b].^4 Therefore, from the seven-dimensional point of view, the phase associated to this fibration (1.6) measures the global anomaly for the normal bundle rotational symmetry of a stack of k NS5-branes. Now, our Z_3-valued discrete topological term in ten dimensions assigns the Euclidean action e^{2πik/3} to this fibration. Therefore, this topological term contributes to the global anomaly of the normal bundle rotational symmetry of a stack of k NS5-branes in a prescribed way.

Luckily, the worldvolume theories on k NS5-branes of both E_8 × E_8 and Spin(32)/Z_2 heterotic string theories are sufficiently well understood, to the extent that we can use our knowledge on them to determine the difference in the global anomalies of the normal bundle rotational symmetry. This allows us to find the difference of the Z_3-valued topological terms of two supersymmetric heterotic string theories in ten dimensions, which turns out to be nonzero.

NS5-branes as gauge instantons: So far we only considered fields in the gravitational sector. As the Sp(2) group manifold with the H flux gives a nontrivial bordism class, there is no N_{11} such that ∂N_{11} = Sp(2), as long as we only consider the metric and the B-field on N_{11}.

Heterotic string theories, however, have non-Abelian gauge fields as well, and NS5-branes can be regarded as a zero-size limit of their instanton configurations. This means that we can actually find N_{11} such that ∂N_{11} = Sp(2) if we allow a suitable nonzero gauge field F on N_{11}, this time solving dH = p_1 2 − n (1.7)

where n ∝ tr F^2 is the instanton number density. Indeed, S^3 with a unit H flux itself is a boundary of a four-dimensional disk D^4 with a one-instanton configuration inside. Then fibering this D^4 with the gauge field and the H-filed over S^7 gives the required N_{11}.

As was discussed e.g. in [TY23], there is a method to compute the Euclidean action associated to the Sp(2) manifold with the H flux using such an N_{11}. Furthermore, the only essential data

4Although it is not relevant to the content of this paper, the following fact about this fibration might be of some interest to the readers. Thom famously asked if any integral homology class can be realized by embedded submanifolds. This fibration is known to give a lowest-dimensional counterexample [BHK00]. Namely, the integral homology group of Sp(2) is Z at degree 3 and 7, but there is no embedded submanifold of dimension 7 realizing the generator of H_7(Sp(2), Z) = Z. Only three times the generator is thus realized. We should note that there does exist an immersion f : M_7 → Sp(2) such that [f(M_7)] ∈ H_7(Sp(2), Z) is the generator. A different example S^7/Z_3 × S^3/Z_3, where there is not even an immersion realizing a degree-7 homology class, was given in the first arXiv version of the paper [BHK00]. In both cases the proof is a standard application of basic tools of algebraic topology, and might again be of some interest to the readers.

needed for this computation are the ordinary Green-Schwarz couplings B ∧ X^{E8×E8} and B ∧ X^{Spin(32)/Z2}. This alternative method of computation can be used to determine the Z_3-valued discrete topological term of the non-supersymmetric but non-tachyonic heterotic string theory with gauge group Spin(16)×Spin(16), first found in [DH86,SW86,AGGMV86,KLT86]. This follows from the fact that the Green-Schwarz coupling B ∧ X^{Spin(16)×Spin(16)} of the non-tachyonic Spin(16) × Spin(16) theory satisfies X^{Spin(16)×Spin(16)} = X^{Spin(32)/Z2} − X^{E8×E8} (1.8) when we restrict the gauge groups on the right hand side to be on the common Spin(16) × Spin(16) part.^5 We will see that this leads to the conclusion that the Z_3-valued discrete topological term of the Spin(16) × Spin(16) theory is nonzero.

Reconstructing 10D Topological Terms It is good time to take a pause an go over what we have done at this point. We take the anomaly of the worldvolume theory on instantonic NS5 branes in E_8 × E_8 and Spin(32)/Z_2 heterotic string theories as input, take their difference to get the global anomaly on the “formal difference" NS5 brane in the non-supersymmetric Spin(16) × Spin(16) heterotic string theory. From the global anomaly of this formal difference, we then take a major leap and reinterpret the anomaly theory associated a 6D instanton worldvolume (for which at least an SU(2) ⊂ G gauge group is essential) as the 10D discrete theta angle that can only detected by a specific X_{10}. In order to go up in dimensionality in this way, we need this X_{10} to be an S^3 fibration, whose “filling" N_{11} instantonic configuration of the gauge bundle in the fiber R^4 directions. In the end, we use SU(2) ∼= S^3 to reinterpret the gauge bundle as extra spacetime dimensions.

Such a reconstruction is reminiscent of a somewhat reverse process [ABGE^+21], that is to reduce the topological terms in the string theory spacetime in M ×X_Γ (for X_Γ an internal geometry with conifold singularity) to obtain the Symmetry Topological Field Theory (SymTFT) for the geometrically engineered QFT in M. However, there are two differences that we want to point out: (a) Our analysis is concerned the anomaly theory A, which admits the original QFT as its only boundary. On the other hand, symmetry TFT admits a pair of boundaries - a dynamical boundary and a topological boundary.^6 (b) The dimension reduction approach of generating symmetry TFT from geometric engineering considers M × X_Γ as a direct product. For our reconstruction, we do not need to explicitly write down the reconstructed 10D topological action, but we only need that action to be detectable by the special spacetime configuration that is a non-trivial fibration.

We mention in passing that an exotic IIB topological action has been inferred in [DDHM21] via global anomaly cancellation associated to the SL(2, Z) bundle (and its suitable finite cover).

5Spin(16) × Spin(16) is not quite a subgroup of neither Spin(32)/Z_2 nor E_8 × E_8, but there do exist homomorphisms Spin(16) × Spin(16) → Spin(32)/Z_2 and Spin(16) × Spin(16) → E_8 × E_8, which give finite covers of the respective images. This suffices for our purposes.

6For more mathematically-oriented readers, the symTFT is formulated in the “quiche construction" as in [FMT22].

It would be interesting to make connection between these topological terms obtained in different string duality frames.

Relation to topological modular forms: Our findings also have bearings on the mathematical theory of topological modular forms (TMFs) in the context of the proposal of Stolz and Teichner [ST04, ST11], which says that TMF classes are realized by two-dimensional N =(0, 1) supersymmetric theories. It would suffice to say here the following. Any c_L = 16 internal worldsheet theory T for a ten-dimensional heterotic string theory determines an element [T ] ∈ TMF_{−32}, the Abelian group of topological modular forms of degree −32. A formal integer linear combination ∑ i n_iT_i similarly gives an element ∑ i n_i[T_i] ∈ TMF_{−32}. An integer linear combination of theories ∑ i n_iT_i whose total elliptic genus vanishes gives an element in an important subgroup A_{−32} ⊂ TMF_{−32}, which is known to be Z_3. Then our main results can be summarized by saying that [T^{Spin(16)×Spin(16)}] = [T^{Spin(32)/Z2}] − [T^{E8×E8} ] ∈ A_{−32} (1.9)

is a nontrivial generator of this group A_{−32} = Z_3, where we used T^G for the internal worldsheet theory of the heterotic string theory with gauge group G.

Structure of the paper: The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we start by analyzing the anomaly inflow to NS5-branes in both Spin(32)/Z_2 and E_8 × E_8 heterotic string theories. This is mostly a review of known materials.

In Sec. 3, we use the data gathered in Sec. 2 to evaluate the inflow of the global anomaly of the normal bundle rotational symmetry to NS5-branes, leading to our first main conclusion as explained above, that the gravitational couplings of the two ten-dimensional supersymmetric heterotic string theories are different by a Z_3-valued discrete topological term. The computational techniques are known but not as widely as the content of Sec. 2. As such we will detail the steps of the computation.

In Sec. 4, we explain how the same result can be arrived, at least in principle, by a computation which uses NS5-branes which are not point-like but are realized as an instanton configuration of the non-Abelian gauge fields of the heterotic string theories in question. This will allow us to come to the second main conclusion of ours, namely that the non-tachyonic Spin(16) × Spin(16) heterotic string theory also has this nonzero Z_3 topological term.

In Sec. 5, we explain what our results mean in the context of topological modular forms and the proposal of Stolz and Teichner. This will be done by connecting to the results of [TY23].

We have a single Appendix, Appendix A, in which we explain our findings in a language hopefully more palatable to mathematicians. We will carefully distinguish which part of our arguments can be made into rigorous mathematics and which part uses string duality not readily translatable into mathematics yet.

2 Anomaly inflow to NS5-branes

Here we study the perturbative anomaly inflow to a stack of k NS5-branes in two supersymmetric heterotic string theories. We use the convention that Q, T and N denote the tangent bundle to the ten-dimensional spacetime, the tangent bundle to the six-dimensional worldvolume of the NS5-brane, and the normal bundle to the NS5-brane, respectively. As vector bundles, we have Q = T ⊕ N. The Spin(4) rotational symmetry of Q is decomposed into SU(2)_L × SU(2)_R, where SU(2)_R is the R-symmetry of the N =(0, 1) supersymmetry preserved by the NS5-branes.

Our normalization of the Pontryagin classes are the standard ones, where we have p_1(F ) = − tr F^2/2 and p_2(F ) = (tr F^2/2)^2/2 − tr F^4/4 for F being an so-valued curvature 2-form with (2π)^{−1} included. We then have p_1(N)/2 = −c_2(L) − c_2(R) and χ(N) = c_2(L) − c_2(R), where c_2(L) and c_2(R) are the second Chern classes of SU(2)_L and SU(2)_R, respectively.

2.1 Anomaly polynomials in ten dimensions

Let us first record the ten-dimensional fermion anomaly polynomials I_{12} of the two supersymmetric heterotic theories, which have factorized forms. For the Spin(32)/Z_2 theory, we have I^{Spin(32)/Z2} 12 = X^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 Y^{Spin(32)/Z2} 8 (2.1) with X^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 = p_1(Q) 2 − p_1(F ) 2 , (2.2) Y^{Spin(32)/Z2} 8 = 3p_1(Q)^2 − 4p_2(Q) 192 − 1 12 p_1(Q) 2 p_1(F ) 2 + p_1(F )^2 − 2p_2(F ) 12 , (2.3)

where F stands for the Spin(32)/Z_2 gauge bundle. For the E_8 × E_8 theory, we have I^{E8×E8} 12 = X^{E8×E8}_4 Y^{E8×E8}_8 (2.4) with X^{E8×E8} 4 = p_1(Q) 2 − n − n^′, (2.5) Y^{E8×E8} 8 = 3p_1(Q)^2 − 4p_2(Q) 192 − 1 12 p_1(Q) 2 (n + n^′) + n^2 − nn^′ + n^{′2} 6 , (2.6)

where n, n^′ are instanton numbers of two E_8 gauge bundles.

These anomalies are canceled by the Green-Schwarz mechanism: we introduce a B-field whose gauge-invariant field strength H satisfies dH = X_4, (2.7) and we further require the Green-Schwarz interaction term − ∫ 10d B ∧ Y_8. (2.8)

This produces the cancelling anomaly −X_4Y_8, which works for both E_8 × E_8 and Spin(32)/Z_2 heterotic string theories.

2.2 NS5-branes in the Spin(32)/Z_2 heterotic string

NS5-branes in the Spin(32)/Z_2 heterotic string theory are D5-branes in the Type I string theory. As such, the worldvolume spectrum can be straightforwardly found by quantizing open strings. The result is an N =(0, 1) supersymmetric gauge theory with Sp(k) gauge algebra, with a hypermultiplet in the antisymmetric of Sp(k), together with a half-hypermultiplet in the bifundamental representation of Sp(k) × SO(32). As for the normal bundle symmetry, the gauginos are doublets of SU(2)_R, the hyperinos in the antisymmetric are doublets of SU(2)_L, and the hyperinos in the bifundamental are neutral. These facts were first found in [Wit95, Sch95].

This information is enough to compute the anomaly polynomial I^{Sp(k)}_8 of the six-dimensional worldvolume theory. We find that I^{Sp(k)}_8 − kY^{Spin(32)/Z2} 8 = Z^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 W^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 (2.9)

where Z^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 = X^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 + kχ(N), W^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 = k p_1(T ) − p_1(N) 24 − q_1(G) (2.10)

where G is the Sp(k) gauge field and q_1(G) = − tr G^2/2 is its instanton number.

The H-field now satisfies dH = Z^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 = p_1(Q) 2 − p_1(F ) 2 + kχ(N), (2.11)

Here, the additional contribution kχ(N) comes from the fact that an H field through S^3 fiber around the stack of NS5-branes, with ∫ S^3 Hfiber = k, leads to dHfiber = −kχ(N) = −k(c2(L) −

c_2(R)). Then writing H_{total} = H_{fiber} + H_{base} yields (2.11), where H in the equation stands for H_{base}.^7 We also have an additional Green-Schwarz coupling on the NS5-brane worldvolume, given by − ∫ 6d B ∧ W^{Spin(32)/Z2} 4 . (2.12)

In the type I frame, this is a specialization of the general D-brane coupling that is proportional to ∫ ( ∑ C_p) ∧ √ Â(T )/Â(N) tr e^{iF} . (2.13)

The combination of (2.11) and (2.12) produces the anomaly which cancels the difference of the fermion anomaly I^{Spin(32)/Z2}

8 and the inflow term kY^{Spin(32)/Z2}_8 given in (2.9). This confirmation of the anomaly inflow mechanism including the normal bundle contributions on the stack of k NS5-branes of the Spin(32)/Z_2 theory was first done in [Mou97], and we simply reproduced it in our notations.^8

7This relation dH ∝ c_2(L) − c_2(R) is the reason how the WZW term reproduces the fermion anomaly in the non-Abelian bosonization [Wit84,Wit83]. The same relation was also pointed out in the context of the normal bundle anomaly cancellation in [Wit96].

8See also the paper [IMY10] where the anomaly cancellation was studied from the point of view of the NS5-brane realized as an instanton.

We pause here to mention that the fermion spectrum of this Sp(k) gauge theory has a perturbative mixed gauge anomaly −Z^{Spin(32)/Z2}_4 q_1(G), which is canceled by the Green-Schwarz coupling ∫ 6d B ∧ q_1(G). It is not immediate that there is no remaining uncanceled global mixed gauge anomaly, however.

In this paper we take the position that the consistency of string theory guarantees that the Sp(k) gauge group is anomaly free, for both the perturbative and the global parts. In particular, we will assume that the anomaly polynomial of the gauged theory, where the Sp(k) gauge fields are already path-integrated over, is simply obtained by dropping the q_1(G)-dependent terms from the total anomaly polynomial given above. What we will need in the next section is this anomaly polynomial of the gauged theory. We hope to come back to the issue of the global mixed gauge anomaly in the future.

2.3 NS5-branes in the E_8 × E_8 heterotic string

A stack of k coincident NS5-branes gives the rank-k E-string theory, whose existence was first recognized in [GH96, SW96]. Its anomaly polynomial I^{rank-k}_8 was determined later in [OST14]. Taking the convention that the E-string theory corresponds to the instanton of the first E_8 factor whose instanton number is n rather than n^′, we find that

I^{rank-k}_8 − kY^{E8×E8}_8 = Z^{E8×E8}_4 W^{E8×E8}_4 (2.14)

where Z^{E8×E8} 4 = X^{E8×E8}_4 + kχ(N), W^{E8×E8}_4 = k p_1(T ) + p_1(N) 24 + χ(N) − 2n + n^′ 6 . (2.15)

The H-field now satisfies

dH = Z^{E8×E8}_4 = p_1(Q) 2 − n − n^′ + kχ(N) (2.16)

where the explanation of the additional term kχ(N) is as before. We also learn that on the E-string worldvolume in the heterotic E_8 × E_8 theory has an additional Green-Schwarz coupling − ∫ 6d B ∧ W^{E8×E8}_4 . (2.17)

Then the combination of (2.16) and (2.17) produces an anomaly which cancels the difference (2.14) between the anomaly of the rank-k E-string theory I^{rank-k}_8 and the inflow term kY^{E8×E8}_8 .

2.4 Difference of the two cases

For simplicity, we only consider the case k = 1 and only keep the six-dimensional tangent bundle and the SU(2)_R bundle to be nontrivial. We set the SU(2)_L bundle and the Spin(32)/Z_2 and E_8 × E_8 gauge bundles to be trivial.

The ten-dimensional terms X_4 and Y_8 are now common to both Spin(32)/Z_2 and E_8 × E_8 theories, X_4 = p_1(Q) 2 , Y_8 =

3p_1(Q)^2 − 4p_2(Q) 192 . (2.18)

The six-dimensional terms Z^{Spin(32)/Z2}

4 and Z^{E8×E8}_4 also become the same:

Z_4 = p_1(T ) 2 − c_2(R) (2.19)

which in fact agrees also with X_4 above. The way the anomalies of the NS5-branes are reproduced is still different, since we have

I^{Sp(1)}_8 − Y_8 = Z_4 × p_1(T ) − p_1(N) 24 , (2.20)

I^{rank-1 E-string}

8 − Y_8 = Z_4 × ( p_1(T ) + p_1(N) 24 − c_2(R) 6 ). (2.21)

Using p_1(N) = −2c_2(R) under our simplifying assumptions, we have the difference

I^{sp(1)}_8 − I^{rank-1 E-string}

8 = Z_4 × 1 3 c_2(R) (2.22)

with the corresponding Green-Schwarz coupling − ∫ 6d B ∧ 1 3 c_2(R) (2.23)

for dH = Z_4. Our next aim is to convert this information into the determination of the global anomaly of the SU(2)_R symmetry captured by the ten-dimensional Sp(2) manifold with an H flux, as discussed in the Introduction.

3 Evaluation of the global anomaly

In six dimensions, theories with SU(2) symmetry can have global anomalies associated to

π_6(SU(2)) = Z_{12}, (3.1)

as was pointed out long time ago [Tos89,BV97]. A modern understanding of this global anomaly was provided in [LT20, DL20c]. The essential point is that there is no global anomaly if the spacetime is equipped only with the spin structure and the SU(2) gauge field, since

Ω^{spin}_7 (BSU(2)) = 0. (3.2)

This means that, before the introduction of the H field, the anomaly is completely specified by the anomaly polynomial. The global anomaly only appears because we introduce the H field satisfying dH = Z_4, where Z_4 is a degree-4 characteristic class constructed from the curvatures of the spacetime and the SU(2) gauge bundle. And the global anomaly of the theory with the H field can be determined from the anomaly polynomial of the theory before the introduction of the H field.^9

We will use this formulation to compute the global anomaly associated to the difference of the anomaly polynomials (2.22). We will use the simplified notation p_1 := p_1(T ) and c_2 := c_2(R) below.

3.1 Strategy

Let us consider the evaluation of the global anomaly of an SU(2)-symmetric theory whose anomaly polynomial is I_8 = Z_4W_4, (3.3)

where Z_4 and W_4 are linear combinations of p_1/2 and c_2. We introduce a 3-form field

dH = Z_4 (3.4)

and the Green-Schwarz coupling − ∫ B ∧ W_4. (3.5)

The inclusion of this Green-Schwarz term cancels the perturbative part of the anomaly, but the global part can remain. We are interested in determining it.

The total anomaly of this system is captured by a seven-dimensional invertible phase whose partition function is given by

X := η[M_7, Z_4W_4] − ∫ M_7

H_3W_4 ∈ R/Z. (3.6)

Here, the first term, η[M_7, I_8], is the eta invariant on the manifold M_7 (with the spin structure, gauge fields etc. implicitly specified) with the anomaly polynomial I_8, and the second term is the anomaly produced by the Green-Schwarz coupling. We evaluate this combination following [LT20, Sec. 3], which was based on [ST05, Appendix B], which was based on [BV97], which was based on various works in the late 80s, most notably [Tos89] and [ZOT88], which were ultimately based on [EN84]. As the previous descriptions were scattered throughout multiple references, here we try to combine them into one single narrative which is hopefully easier to follow.

For our purpose Z_4 = p_1 2 − 2c_2, W_4 = 1 3 c_2 (3.7)

as we saw above, while the computation performed in [LT20] was for

Z_4 = c_2, W_4 = 1 24 ( p_1 2 + c_2) (3.8)

9This is perfectly analogous to the case of the global Z_2 anomaly of SU(2) in four dimensions, which can be determined from the anomaly polynomial of the SU(3) theory [EN84] or the U(2) theory [DL20a, DL20b].

which was for the anomaly of a Weyl fermion in the doublet of SU(2), with a pseudo-Majorana condition imposed. For the moment let us work with an arbitrary choice of Z_4 and W_4. The steps are as follows.

1. We first define a homomorphism X : π_6(SU(2)) → R/Z:

(a) We restrict the manifold to be M = S^7.

(b) We note that the combination X (3.6) is independent of the choice of H when we solve (3.4). Indeed, two solutions H and H^′ are related by H = H^′ +dB for a globally welldefined B, since H^3(S^7, R) = 0. Then the change in X is ∫ M (dB)W_4 = ∫ M BdW_4 = 0. Therefore, X is a functional of the manifold and the gauge field only. Note that this step fails for more complicated seven manifolds, for which the choice of H field is not topologically unique.

(c) X has zero infinitesimal variation of the metric and of the gauge field, as the infinitesimal variation of the first term and that of the second term are by construction the same. Therefore, X defines a map

X : π_6(SU(2)) → R/Z. (3.9)

(d) X is a homomorphism. To see this, denote by (S^7, a) the SU(2) configuration on S^7 specified by a ∈ π_6(SU(2)). Gluing (S^7, a) and (S^7, a^′) gives (S^7, a + a^′). X behaves additively under this operation too, since the η invariant is additive and the ∫ HW_4 term is also additive.

2. We now lift X : π_6(SU(2)) → R/Z to X̃ : π_7(Sp(2)/SU(2)) → R:

(a) We utilize the fibration SU(2) → Sp(2) → Sp(2)/SU(2) = S^7 and the homotopy exact sequence associated to it given by · · · → π_7(SU(2)) Z_2

0→ π_7(Sp(2)) Z ι−−→_{12×} π_7(Sp(2)/SU(2)) Z ∂−−−−→ mod 12

π_6(SU(2))

Z_{12}

0→ π_6(Sp(2)) 0 → · · · (3.10)

(b) We regard our S^7 to be on a boundary of D^8, so that S^7 = ∂D^8. It is not possible to extend the SU(2) configuration specified by a ∈ π_6(SU(2)) to D^8, but it is possible to do so if we regard it as an Sp(2) ⊃ SU(2) configuration. Such an extension is characterized by an element ã ∈ π_7(Sp(2)/SU(2)) = Z, such that ∂(ã) = a.

(c) Let us now pick a set of Sp(2)-symmetric 6d fermions whose anomaly polynomial Ĩ_8 = t 48 tr F^4 + J_8(c_2, p_1) (3.11) reduces to P_8 = Z_4W_4 upon reducing to Sp(1), by using tr F^4 = 1 2 (tr F^2)^2 = 2(c_2)^2. (3.12) Here we define c_2 = tr F^2/2 for both Sp(2) and Sp(1), and t is a number.

(d) Using the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem, we find X(a) = X̃(ã) (mod Z), (3.13) where X(a) = η[S^7, Z_4W_4] − ∫ S^7

HW_4 ∈ R/Z (3.14) and X̃(ã) = ∫ D^8

(Ĩ_8 − Z_4W_4) ∈ R. (3.15) Note that X̃(ã) is a homomorphism X̃ : π_7(Sp(2)/SU(2)) → R. (3.16)

3. We will now evaluate X̃ : π_7(Sp(2)/SU(2)) → R:

(a) As X̃(ã) is a homomorphism to R, it suffices to evaluate ã ∈ π_7(Sp(2)/SU(2)) in the image of ι from π_7(Sp(2)). In particular, we have X̃(ι(1)) = X̃(12) = 12X̃(1) ∈ R (3.17) and therefore X(1) = 1 12 X̃(ι(1)) ∈ R/Z. (3.18)

(b) So let us calculate X̃(ι(1)). Note that ∂(ι(1)) = 0, meaning that the SU(2) configuration on S^7 is trivial. Therefore it can also be extended trivially as SU(2) configuration to D^8. We now form S^8 = D^8(with Sp(2) configuration specified by ι(1)) ⊔ D^8(with SU(2) configuration trivially extended)

(3.19)

(c) We now integrate Ĩ_8 − Z_4W_4 on both sides of (3.19). As Ĩ_8 − Z_4W_4 restricted to an SU(2) configuration is zero, we have X̃(ι(1)) = ∫ S^8

(Ĩ_8 − Z_4W_4). (3.20)

(d) As H^4(S^8, R) = 0, every degree-4 closed form on S^8 is cohomologically zero, and so the right hand side of the equation above drastically simplifies to give

X̃(ι(α)) = ∫ S^8 t 48 tr F^4 = t (3.21)

where we used ∫

S^8 1 48 tr F^4 = 1 (3.22)

for the configuration 1 ∈ π_7(Sp(2)) ≃ Z.^{10} (e) Recalling (3.18), we find X(1) = t 12 . (3.23)

3.2 Evaluation

To complete our analysis, we need to find an Sp(2) fermion system whose anomaly becomes our

I^{diff}_8 = ( p_1 2 − 2c_2) 1 3 c_2 (3.24)

when restricted to its SU(2) subgroup, and compute the coefficient of tr F^4. For this, we first express it as a linear combination of the anomaly polynomials of Weyl fermions in 1, 2 and 3 of SU(2), which are given respectively by

I_1 =

7p^2_1 − 4p_2

5760

, I_2 = 1 24 p_1c_2 + 1 12 c^2 + 2I_1, I_3 = 1 6 p_1c_2 + 4 3 c^2 + 3I_1. (3.25)

We find I^{diff}_8 = −8I_2 + I_3 + 13I_1. (3.26) Now, the branching rules from Sp(2) to SU(2) are

4 → 2 + 2 · 1, 10 → 3 + 2 · 2 + 3 · 1, (3.27)

where 4 and 10 are the fundamental and adjoint representation of Sp(2), respectively, see e.g. [Yam15]. From this we find −10 · 4 + 10 + 30 · 1 −→ −8 · 2 + 3 + 13 · 1. (3.28) Fermions in 4 and 10 of Sp(2) have the following anomaly polynomials

I_4 = p_1 48 c_2 + 1 24 tr F^4 + 4I_1, I_{10} = p_1 8 c_2 + 1 4 tr F^4 + 1 16 (c_2)^2 + 10I_1 (3.29)

10The normalization (3.22) follows from the following consideration. The Sp(2) gauge configuration on S^8 determines an element of KSp(S^8), whose topological index is given by π_8(BSp) = π_7(Sp). This equals, via the Atiyah-Singer index theorem, the analytic index defined using the number of zero modes of a fermion in the fundamental representation coupled to the gauge configuration. The expression of the analytic index as an integral of a differential form then yields the left hand side of (3.22).

from which we conclude that

Ĩ^{diff}_8 = −10I_4 + I_{10} + 30I_1 = −1 6 tr F^4 + · · · . (3.30)

This means the number t in (3.11) is −8, and we find that the global anomaly phase α associated to the global anomaly for π_6(SU(2)) = Z_{12} is

α = exp ( − 2πi 12 · 8 ) = exp ( 2πi 3 ) . (3.31)

This is indeed nontrivial of order 3. This also shows, as we discussed in the Introduction, that the topological couplings of the gravitational sector of two supersymmetric heterotic string theories in ten dimensions differ by the Z_3-valued discrete topological term detecting the same Sp(2) with unit H flux.

4 An alternative computation

Here we explain an alternative method of the determination of the discrete topological term, using the deformation of the NS5-branes into instantons of the non-Abelian gauge fields of heterotic string theories. This will allow us to determine that the non-tachyonic Spin(16) × Spin(16) heterotic string theory also has the nonzero discrete Z_3-valued topological term.

4.1 NS5-branes as instanton configurations

So far we only considered the gravitational sector of heterotic string theories. There, the Sp(2) group manifold with the unit H flux is a generator of a Z_3 subgroup of the string bordism group Ω^{string}_{10} , and is not a boundary of any eleven-dimensional spin manifold with the H field satisfying dH = p_1(Q)/2. The Z_3-valued discrete topological term was associated to this configuration.

With an SU(2) gauge field F , however, it is possible to find a smooth eleven-dimensional spin manifold with H satisfying dH = p_1(Q) 2 + c_2(F ) (4.1)

instead. To see this, recall that a smooth one-instanton configuration in the heterotic string theory is a deformation of an NS5-brane, and the instanton charge is identified with the NS5-charge. Then, we can have a four-dimensional ball B^4 with a finite-sized one-instanton configuration at the center, such that we have ∫ S^3 H = 1 on the surrounding three-sphere. We can now fiber the

entire setup over S^7, so that we have

B^4 → N_{11} → S^7 (4.2)

whose boundary is S^3 → Sp(2) → S^7, (4.3)

effectively wrapping an instantonic NS5-brane on S^7 at the center of the B^4 fiber.

This means that the phase α associated by the Z_3-valued topological term can alternatively computed using this smooth configuration. The method was explained in the physicists-oriented section of [TY23]. Let us briefly review this technique.^{11}

4.2 Evaluation using instanton configurations: general theory

Suppose we have a set of d-dimensional fermions Ψ charged under some symmetry G, with an anomaly described by an invertible theory I in (d + 1) dimensions. This means that the partition function Z_Ψ(M_d) of Ψ on M_d is a vector in the one-dimensional Hilbert space H_I (M_d) of the theory I on M_d. Let us say that the introduction of the H field with dH = X_4 trivializes this anomaly theory. This means that, given the data of the H field on M_d, we have a canonical choice of the vector v(M_d, H) ∈ H_I (M_d). These vectors satisfy the consistency condition that

v(M_d, H) = exp(2πi ∫ N_{d+1} HY_{d−2})Z_I (N_{d+1})v(M^′_d, H^′) (4.4)

where N_{d+1} : M^′_d → M_d is a bordism from the incoming boundary M^′_d to an outgoing boundary M_d, Z_I (N_{d+1} : H_I (M^′_d) → H_I (M_d) is the associated evolution operator of the invertible theory, and I_{d+2} = X_4Y_{d−2} is the factorization of the anomaly polynomial.

With these vectors we can convert the fermion partition function into a complex number

⟨v(M_d, H), Z_Ψ(M_d)⟩ , (4.5)

which reproduces the standard Green-Schwarz coupling in the following way. Let us say that we choose two different H fields on the same M_d, given by H_1 = H_0 +dB, with B a globally defined 2-form on M_d. We now take N_{d+1} = M_d × [0, 1] and define H on N_{d+1} to be H_0 + ds ∧ B, where s is the coordinate of the segment [0, 1]. Then the condition (4.4) says

⟨v(M_d, H_1), Z_Ψ(M_d)⟩ = exp(−2πi ∫ M_d BY_{d−2}) ⟨v(M_d, H_0), Z_Ψ(M_d)⟩ . (4.6)

This is indeed the variation we expect.

We can also split (4.5) into the fermion contribution and the contribution from the Green- Schwarz coupling in favorable cases. Let us say M_d is the boundary of a spin manifold W_{d+1}

11We note that the method is quite general and can be used to define a topological term for a spacetime structure S when an anomaly I for another spacetime structure S^′ is given, assuming that the structure S is an extension of S^′, and that the anomaly I trivializes when the structure S^′ is extended to the structure S. This method was first described in [WWW17] when spacetime structures S, S^′ consist of a common spacetime structure S and finite group symmetries G, G^′ with a surjection G → G^′, assuming that the anomaly is described by ordinary cohomology. It was then extended to the case when the anomaly is given more generally by Anderson dual of bordism groups in [KOT19]. In the two references above, the motivation was to construct gapped boundary theories, but the methods work equally well when the extension from S^′ to S involves continuous fields. For example, the Wess-Zumino-Witten term is an example when the structure S^′ is given by the spin structure with a continuous symmetry G, and the structure S is given by adding a scalar field valued in the coset G/H; the application of this method yields a definition of the Wess-Zumino-Witten terms including the global topological part [Yon20]. The method explained below is when S^′ consists of the spin structure and a continuous symmetry G and S extends this by adding a B-field.

without G gauge field. In this case we have the Hartle-Hawking wavefunction of the invertible theory Z_I (W_{d+1}) ∈ H_I (M_d). Then the combination (4.5) can be split into

⟨v(M_d, H), Z_Ψ(M_d)⟩ = ⟨v(M_d, H), Z_I(W_{d+1})⟩ ⟨Z_I (W_{d+1}), Z_Ψ(M_d)⟩ , (4.7)

where the first factor is the phase produced by the Green-Schwarz coupling and the second factor is the fermion partition function. In this form, the anomaly of the individual factors is captured by the phase dependence of Z_I (W_{d+1}) on the choice of W_{d+1}.

The Green-Schwarz phase can be made more concrete when M_d is also a boundary of N_{d+1} equipped with the gauge field and the H field solving dH = X_4. In this case, applying the consistency condition (4.4) for M^′_d = ∅, we find ⟨v(M_d, H), Z_I(W_{d+1})⟩ = exp(−2πi ∫ N_{d+1} HY_{d−2}) ⟨Z_I (N_{d+1}), Z_I (W_{d+1})⟩ (4.8)

= exp ( −2πi ∫ N_{d+1} HY_{d−2} + 2πiη_I [N_{d+1} ⊔ W_{d+1}] ) , (4.9)

where exp(2πiη[M_{d+1}]) = Z_I (M_{d+1}) (4.10) is the partition function of the invertible theory on the closed manifold M_{d+1} equipped with the spin structure, the G gauge field etc., which are typically given by an eta invariant.

4.3 Evaluation using instanton configurations: our case

To apply this general technique in our case, we need a few more preparations. Ten-dimensional anomaly polynomials were reviewed in Sec. 2.1. We now restrict the gauge bundles to the common so(16) × so(16) subalgebra. Denote by p_{1,2} and p^′_{1,2} the Pontryagin classes of two so(16) bundles. Then we have n = p_1/2, n^′ = p^′_1/2 for the instanton numbers of the E_8 × E_8 theory, and p_1(F ) = p_1 + p^′_1 and p_2(F ) = p_2 + p_1p^′_1 + p^′_2 for the Spin(32)/Z_2 theory. Under this reduction, we have X_4 := X^{Spin(32)/Z2}

4 = X^{E8×E8}_4 = p_1(Q) 2 − n − n^′. (4.11)

We are interested in the difference of the Green-Schwarz contributions, so we consider

I^{diff}_{12} := I^{Spin(32)/Z2}

12 − I^{E8×E8}_{12} = X_4Y^{diff}_8 (4.12)

where Y^{diff}_8 = Y^{Spin(32)/Z2}

8 − Y^{E8×E8}_8 = n^2 + nn^′ + n^{′2} − p_2 − p^′_2 6 . (4.13)

For our purposes, we only need to turn on the gauge configuration in an su(2) ⊂ su(2) × su(2) ≃ so(4) ⊂ so(16) subalgebra. Then we can set n = −c_2(F ), n^′ = 0 and p_2 = p^′_2 = 0, further simplifying the expression above so that

X_4 = p_1(Q) 2 + c_2(F ), Y^{diff}_8 = c_2(F )^2 6 . (4.14)

We now use M_{10} = Sp(2) equipped with the standard choice of the H field, with N_{11} constructed in (4.2), equipped with the instanton configuration as described above. For W_{11}, we take the same manifold N_{11} but without the instanton configuration and the H field. Then the expression (4.9) should give the same phase α as computed in the previous section.^{12}

4.4 Discrete topological term of the Spin(16) × Spin(16) theory

This alternative method allows us to determine that the non-tachyonic Spin(16) × Spin(16) heterotic string theory has the Z_3-valued discrete topological term. This is based on the fact^{13} that the massless fermion spectrum of the non-tachyonic Spin(16) × Spin(16) theory is given by that of the Spin(32)/Z_2 supersymmetric heterotic string together with that of the chirality flipped version of the E_8 × E_8 supersymmetric heterotic string, both restricted to the common Spin(16)×Spin(16) part. This in particular means that the anomaly polynomial I^{Spin(16)×Spin(16)}_{12} of the non-tachyonic Spin(16) × Spin(16) theory is the difference I^{diff}_{12} , given in (4.12), of the anomaly polynomials of the Spin(32)/Z_2 and E_8 × E_8 supersymmetric heterotic strings. In contrast, in the other approach which directly uses the anomaly on the NS5 brane worldvolume theory, the meaning of taking such a formal difference between two heterotic string theories is more opaque. This means that it is harder to argue for a direct connection to the NS5 brane in the Spin(16) × Spin(16) heterotic string theory.^{14}

Then, this means that the Z_3-valued discrete topological term of the Spin(16) × Spin(16) theory is given by the formula (4.9) with the same I^{diff}_{12} and the same eta invariant used in the case of the discrete difference of the topological terms of the two supersymmetric heterotic string theories. It therefore has the same value, namely exp(2πi/3).

5 Relation to topological modular forms

Finally let us explain the relation of our findings here to the theory of topological modular forms. Topological modular forms (TMFs) are objects in algebraic topology, developed partially in order to explain the topological origin of the behavior of the elliptic genus of manifolds noticed in [Wit87], and partially following a trend internal to algebraic topology. The proposal of Stolz and Teichner [ST04, ST11] says that the deformation classes [T ] of two-dimensional spin-modular-invariant N =(0, 1) supersymmetric theories T with gravitational anomaly n^{p1}_{48} form the group TMF_n of topological modular forms of degree n. Here the gravitational anomaly is normalized

12In fact, it was this method using (4.9) that occurred first on the minds of the authors in order to evaluate the Z_3- valued discrete topological term. Although all the ingredients in (4.9) are mathematically well-defined, the evaluation of the two contributions in (4.9) turned out to be beyond the capabilities of the authors, at least at present. The indirect method using the known anomaly polynomials of the NS5-branes in the two supersymmetric heterotic string theories was the second approach the authors took. The authors found it interesting that the duality of various string theories can be used to circumvent a difficult, direct evaluation of this mathematical expression.

13There is a way to understand this fact using a Z_2 gauging on the worldsheet, see [BSLTZ23]. 14See also [BL23] for discussions on Dai-Freed anomalies in compactifications of Spin(16) × Spin(16) heterotic string theory.

so that we have n = 2(c_R − c_L) when the theory is superconformal. Various pieces of evidence supporting this proposal have accumulated in the last several years, see e.g. [GPPV18, GJFW19, GJF19, Tac21, LP21, Yon22, AKL22].

In particular, when n is even, there is a map

Φ: TMF_n → MF_{n/2}, (5.1)

where MF_d is the set of modular forms of degree d. This map extracts the elliptic genus of the theory in the following sense under the Stolz-Teichner proposal. Namely, we have

Φ([T ]) = η(q)^nZ^T_{ell}(q) (5.2)

where Z^T_{ell}(q) is the elliptic genus of the theory T as usually defined by physicists.

For n even, let us define

A_n = Ker(Φ: TMF_n → MF_{n/2}). (5.3)

A_n captures the information about subtle N =(0, 1) theories which are nontrivial even though their elliptic genera are trivial. A_n is known to be a finite Abelian group.

The internal worldsheet theories of two ten-dimensional supersymmetric heterotic strings have (c_L, c_R) = (16, 0) and therefore define elements of TMF_{−32}. Denote these two classes as [T^{E8×E8} ] and [T^{Spin(32)/Z2}]. What are the relation between these two TMF elements? As the two theories T^{E8×E8} and T^{Spin(32)/Z2} have the same partition function and therefore the elliptic genus, we have

T^{Spin(32)/Z2} − T^{E8×E8} ∈ A_{−32}. (5.4)

The detailed computations of TMF_n by mathematicians shows that

A_{−32} = Z_3, (5.5)

see e.g. [BR21]. Our main result amounts to the demonstration that [T^{Spin(32)/Z2}] − [T^{E8×E8} ] is the generator of this Z_3.

This is because of the following. Mathematicians knew [BR21] that the Anderson self-duality of topological modular forms leads, among other things, to the statement that the two finite groups A_{−d−22} and A_d are Pontryagin dual to each other when d is even. Equivalently, there is a perfect pairing ((x, y)) ∈ U(1) (5.6)

for x ∈ A_{−d−22} and y ∈ A_d. In [TY23], it was shown that this perfect pairing gives the exponentiated Euclidean action for the discrete Green-Schwarz effect when x = [T ] is the internal worldsheet theory with zero elliptic genus for the heterotic compactification down to d dimensions and y = [M] is the worldsheet sigma model for the d-dimensional space M equipped with an appropriate H field which is null bordant as a spin manifold. Our computation in this paper shows that (([T^{Spin(32)/Z2}] − [T^{E8×E8} ], [Sp(2)])) = e^{±2πi/3}, (5.7) showing simultaneously that [T^{Spin(32)/Z2}] − [T^{E8×E8} ] is a generator of A_{−32} = Z_3 and [Sp(2)] is a generator of A_{10} = Z_3. Our argument also shows that the class [T^{Spin(16)×Spin(16)}] of the worldsheet theory of the non-tachyonic non-supersymmetric heterotic string theory satisfies

[T^{Spin(16)×Spin(16)}] = [T^{Spin(32)/Z2}] − [T^{E8×E8} ] (5.8)

and is a generator of A_{−32}.

Acknowledgments

YT and HYZ are supported in part by WPI Initiative, MEXT, Japan at Kavli IPMU, the University of Tokyo.

A Summary for mathematicians

A.1 Mathematical-physical context

In this appendix we explain the content of the paper in a language hopefully more understandable to mathematicians. Let us first recall the relevant parts of the content of [TY23].

In that paper, the Anderson self-duality of topological modular forms is formulated as the statement KO((q))/TMF ≃ Σ^{−20}I_ZTMF, (A.1)

where the left hand side was defined by the cofiber sequence

TMF^Φ−→ KO((q)) −→ KO((q))/TMF. (A.2)

Here Φ : TMF → KO((q)) is the standard morphism corresponding to taking the Tate curve (see [AHR10, HL13] for more details of this morphism). Let us now define

A_d := Ker(Φ : π_dTMF → π_dKO((q))), (A.3)

which is known to be a finite group. One consequence of the self-duality was that there is a perfect pairing ((−, −)) : A_{−22−d} × A_d → Q/Z (A.4) unless d ≡ 3, −1 mod 24. In the range −32 ≤ d ≤ 10, the groups A_d are non-trivial in the following places:

d 3 6 8 9 10 A_d Z/24 Z/2 Z/2 Z/2 Z/3 M_d SU(2) SU(2)^2 SU(3) U(3) Sp(2) d −28 −30 −31 −32 A_d Z/2 Z/2 Z/2 Z/3 . (A.5)

There, for positive degrees, we also listed the Lie groups M_d, assumed to be equipped with the Lie group framing, such that σ_{string}([M_d]) is the generator of A_d, where

σ_{string} : MString → TMF (A.6)

is the sigma orientation of [AHR10]. It would then be interesting to have explicit generators in the negative degrees.

To give explicit classes in the negative degrees, we use the following conjecture, which is a special case of a broader proposal by Stolz and Teichner. A more precise formulation was given in [TY23], but here the following version would suffice:

Conjecture A.7 A self-dual vertex operator superalgebra V of central charge c gives a class [V] ∈ π_{−2c}TMF, whose image Φ([V]) ∈ π_{−2c}KO((q)) is fixed in terms of the character theory of V. In particular, whether [V] ∈ A_{−2c} or not can be easily found from the knowledge of V.

Now, self-dual vertex operator superalgebras V of c ≤ 24 were recently classified in [HM23]. In the range c ≤ 16, corresponding to −32 ≤ d < 0 in terms of the TMF degree d, those V that i) are not a product of two self-dual vertex operator superalgebras of lower central charges and ii) Φ([V]) ∈ A_d were found to exist only at

c = 1/2, 14, 15, 31/2, 16, (A.8)

corresponding to d = −1, −28, −30, −31, −32. (A.9) This miraculously matches the place where A_{d<−1} is nontrivial in (A.5). This strongly suggests that the corresponding [V] for d = −28, −30, −31 and −32 are the generators of A_d. In [TY23], we provided evidence for the cases d = −28, −30 and −31. The present paper provides evidence for the case d = −32.

A.2 Mathematical translation of the content of the paper

One way to check that [V] is a generator of A_{−32} = Z/3 is to compute the pairing (A.4) with the generator σ_{string}([Sp(2)]) of A_{10} = Z/3 and show it to be nontrivial. For this purpose we use the following theorem proved in [TY23]:

Theorem A.10 Suppose that x ∈ π_{−d−22}TMF = TMF^{d+22}(pt) lifts to x̃ ∈ TMF^{d+22+k}(BG) and that the string manifold M_d is such that it is null when sent to MString_{d+k}(BG), where k : BG → K(Z, 4) specifies the twist. Let N_{d+1} be a (BG, k)-twisted string manifold whose boundary is M_d. Then there is an explicit differential geometric formula which computes the pairing ((x, σ_{string}([M_d]))) (A.11)

such that it only depends on Φ(x̃) ∈ KO((q))^{d+22}(BG) and the (BG, k)-twisted string manifold N_{d+1}.

In our convention, a (X, k)-twisted string manifold M for k ∈ H^4(X, Z) comes with a map f : M → X such that p_1/2 − f^∗(k) is trivialized, among other things.

To apply this theorem to [V] ∈ π_{−2c}TMF one needs an equivariant version of Conjecture A.7, which was also given in [TY23]:

Conjecture A.12 A self-dual vertex operator superalgebra V of central charge c, containing a simple affine Lie algebra ĝ at level k, gives a class [V] ∈ TMF^{2c+kτ} (BG), where G is the simplyconnected simple compact Lie group corresponding to g and τ : BG → K(Z, 4) is such that its class [τ] ∈ H^4(BG, Z) ≃ Z is the generator. Furthermore, the image Φ([V]) ∈ KO((q))^{2c}(BG) is fixed in terms of the character theory of V.

This theorem was applied in [TY23] in the case of the element [V] for d = −28 and the sixdimensional string manifold M_6 = SU(2)^2, using G = SU(2), successfully showing that the pairing was nontrivial.

In our case of c = 16, the relevant V is a particular extension of ^so(16)_1 × ^so(16)_1. For this reason we denote it as V_{D8 ×D8} . This vertex operator superalgebra also contains ^su(2)_1, and as such, this vertex operator superalgebra defines an element [V_{D8 ×D8} ] ∈ TMF^{32+τ} (BSU(2)). We can also construct a null-bordism N_{11} of the string manifold M_{10} = Sp(2) as a (BSU(2), τ)- twisted string manifold. Then we can apply Theorem A.10 above. Unfortunately the resulting formula in this case, although explicit, was too complicated for the authors to evaluate.

Instead we use the following, more indirect approach. As is well-known, there are two even self-dual lattices at rank 16, of type E_8 × E_8 and D_{16}. Correspondingly, there are two selfdual vertex operator algebras, which we denote as V_{E8 ×E8} and V_{D16} . They contain the affine Lie algebras (^e_8)_1 × (^e_8)_1 and ^so(32)_1 respectively. Therefore, they both define an element of TMF^{32+τ} (BSU(2)). Using their character theories, it is straightforward to check that

Φ([V_{D16} ]) − Φ([V_{E8 ×E8} ]) = Φ([V_{D8 ×D8} ]) ∈ KO((q))^{32}(BSU(2)). (A.13)

From Theorem A.10, we then have

(([V_{D16} ] − [V_{E8 ×E8} ], σ_{string}[Sp(2)])) = (([V_{D8 ×D8} ], σ_{string}[Sp(2)])). (A.14)

We now use the left hand side to evaluate the right hand side.

For the left hand side, we use another proposition proved in [TY23]:

Proposition A.15 For x ∈ π_{−d−22}TMF and a string manifold M_d which is null as a spin manifold, we have ((x, σ_{string}([M_d]))) = ⟨α_{spin/string}(x), [N_{d+1}, M_d]⟩, (A.16)

where α_{spin/string} : π_{−d−22}TMF → π_{−d−2}I_ZMSpin/MString is a morphism constructed in [TY23], N_{d+1} is the spin null bordism of M_d such that ∂N_{d+1} = M_d, [N_{d+1}, M_d] is the relative bordism class in π_{d+1}MSpin/MString, and

⟨−, −⟩: (π_{−d−2}I_ZE)_{torsion} × (π_{d+1}E)_{torsion} → Q/Z (A.17)

is the torsion pairing induced by the Anderson duality.

To evaluate the right hand side of (A.16), we use another trick. We know π_4MSpin/MString = (MSpin/MString)^{−4}(pt) = Z is generated by a := [D^4, S^3] where the string structure of the boundary S^3 is given by the Lie group framing. By considering the action of SU(2) on S^3, this element can actually be lifted to an element a ∈ (MSpin/MString)^{−4+2c2} (BSU(2)), (A.18) for which we used the same symbol by a slight abuse of the notation. The slant product by a then gives a homomorphism a : MString_{d−3+2c2} (BSU(2)) → (MSpin/MString)_{d+1}(pt), (A.19) together with its Anderson dual I_Za : (I_ZMSpin/MString)^{d+2}(pt) → (I_ZMString)^{d−2+2c2} (BSU(2)). (A.20) Now, Sp(2) as a string manifold has a fibration structure S^3 → Sp(2) → S^7. (A.21) where S^7 has a natural (BSU(2), 2c_2)-twisted string structure, which we collectively denote as (S^7, f). A part of the data contained in f is the classifying map f : S^7 → BSU(2), which is known to be given by the generator of π_7(BSU(2)) = π_6(SU(2)) = Z/12. Let us denote its class by [S^7, f] ∈ MString_{7+2c2} (BSU(2)). The discussions above amount to the statement a([S^7, f]) = [N_{11}, Sp(2)]. (A.22) From the naturality of the Anderson dual pairing, we now have ⟨α_{spin/string}(x), [N_{d+1}, Sp(2)]⟩ = ⟨α_{spin/string}(x), a([S^7, f])⟩ = ⟨(I_Za ∘ α_{spin/string})(x), [S^7, f]⟩

(A.23) So our task is now reduced to the evaluation of I_Za ∘ α_{spin/string} : TMF^{d+22}(pt) → (I_ZMString)^{d−2+2c2} (BSU(2)) (A.24) applied to x = [V_{D16} ] − [V_{E8 ×E8} ] ∈ TMF^{32}(pt).

Here comes the string-theoretical information which is hard to translate. It just so happens that string theorists explicitly know the elements

z_{D16} = I_Za ∘ α_{spin/string}([V_{D16} ]), z_{E8×E8} = I_Za ∘ α_{spin/string}([V_{E8 ×E8} ]). (A.25) Combining all the discussions so far, we have the equality (([V_{D8 ×D8} ], [Sp(2)])) = ⟨z_{D16} − z_{E8×E8} , [S^7, f]⟩ (A.26) whose right hand side can be evaluated with some efforts. The description of elements z_{D16} , z_{E8×E8} fills Sec 2, and the computation of the right hand side of (A.26) is the topic of Sec. 3. We

VOSA

Heterotic

Instantonic

Anomaly I

Z a ∘ α_{spin/string}(x)

StringNS5 branes

∈ I_ZMString ((x, σ_{string}([M_d])))

⟨I_Z a ∘ α_{spin/string}(x), [S^7, f]⟩ (A.23)

(A.15)Pair with [S^7, f] (A.10)

Hard

Figure 2: Summary of the main idea in this appendix. On the left, we have the hard problem of taking the VOSA and identifying a pairing as given in Theorem A.10. This would rigorously show that the VOSA represents a torsional element in π_{−2c}TMF for c = 16, as explained in Conjecture A.7. However, the direct mathematical implementation is not tractable by the authors. Therefore, the author take the indirect, physical approach, where the steps that do not yet admit full mathematical formulations are written in magenta and labeled differently.

conclude that the pairing (A.26) is a nontrivial cubic root of unity, which was what we wanted to show.

Let us end this appendix by explaining how physicists know the two elements z_{D16} , z_{E8×E8} . A ten-dimensional heterotic string theory is specified by a choice of the self-dual vertex operator superalgebra V of c = 16 to be used as the theory on the worldsheet. Such a string theory is known to possess a six-dimensional ‘brane’ called the NS5-brane, where the shift of the dimensionality between six and five by one is caused by the convention that a p-brane refers to an extended object with p spatial and 1 temporal dimensions. The local geometry of the NS5-brane is given by a fibration of R^4 \ {0} over a six-dimensional space M_6, such that we have ∫ S^3

H = 1 (A.27)

on any S^3 surrounding the origin in the fiber. A six-dimensional quantum field theory is known to reside ‘on the zero section’ of this fibration, morally speaking.

The heterotic string theory we use V_{D16} or V_{E8 ×E8} as the worldsheet theory is known as the Spin(32)/Z_2 or E_8 × E_8 heterotic string theory, respectively. The physics of the NS5-branes in these two cases is sufficiently well-understood, to the extent that we know their anomalies as an element of (I_ZMString)^{8+2c2} (BSU(2)), These are the two elements z_{D16} , z_{E8×E8} we referred to above. The determination of these two elements use various string dualities which bring us outside of the realm of heterotic string theory. Namely, to determine z_{D16} the duality to Type I string was used, and to determine z_{E8×E8} the duality to M theory was used. The main idea in this appendix of using physical input to indirectly solve s difficult mathematical problem is schematically summarized in figure 2.

References

[ABGE^+21] F. Apruzzi, F. Bonetti, I. García Etxebarria, S. S. Hosseini, and S. Schafer-Nameki, Symmetry TFTs from String Theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 402 (2023) 895–949, arXiv:2112.02092 [hep-th].

[AGGMV86] L. Álvarez-Gaumé, P. H. Ginsparg, G. W. Moore, and C. Vafa, An O(16) × O(16) Heterotic String, Phys. Lett. B 171 (1986) 155–162.

[AHR10] M. Ando, M. R. Hopkins, and C. Rezk, Multiplicative orientations of KO-theory and the spectrum of topological modular forms. https://faculty.math.illinois.edu/~mando/papers/koandtmf.pdf.

[AKL22] J. Albert, J. Kaidi, and Y.-H. Lin, Topological Modularity of Supermoonshine, PTEP 2023 (2023) 033B06, arXiv:2210.14923 [hep-th].

[BDDM23] I. Basile, A. Debray, M. Delgado, and M. Montero, Global anomalies & bordism of non-supersymmetric strings, arXiv:2310.06895 [hep-th].

[BHK00] C. Bohr, B. Hanke, and D. Kotschick, Cycles, submanifolds, and structures on normal bundles, Manuscripta Math. 108 (2002) 483–494, arXiv:math.GT/0011178.

[BL23] I. Basile and G. Leone, Anomaly constraints for heterotic strings and supergravity in six dimensions, JHEP 04 (2024) 067, arXiv:2310.20480 [hep-th].

[BR21] R. R. Bruner and J. Rognes, The Adams spectral sequence for topological modular forms, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 253, AMS, 2021.

[BSLTZ23] P. Boyle Smith, Y.-H. Lin, Y. Tachikawa, and Y. Zheng, Classification of chiral fermionic CFTs of central charge ≤ 16, arXiv:2303.16917 [hep-th].

[BV97] M. Bershadsky and C. Vafa, Global Anomalies and Geometric Engineering of Critical Theories in Six-Dimensions, arXiv:hep-th/9703167.

[CDLZ20] M. Cvetič, M. Dierigl, L. Lin, and H. Y. Zhang, String Universality and Non-Simply-Connected Gauge Groups in 8d, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 (2020) 211602, arXiv:2008.10605 [hep-th].

[DDHM21] A. Debray, M. Dierigl, J. J. Heckman, and M. Montero, The anomaly that was not meant IIB, arXiv:2107.14227 [hep-th].

[DH86] L. J. Dixon and J. A. Harvey, String Theories in Ten-Dimensions without Space- Time Supersymmetry, Nucl. Phys. B 274 (1986) 93–105.

[DL20a] J. Davighi and N. Lohitsiri, Anomaly interplay in U(2) gauge theories, JHEP 05 (2020) 098, arXiv:2001.07731 [hep-th].

[DL20b] , The Algebra of Anomaly Interplay, arXiv:2011.10102 [hep-th]. [DL20c] , Omega Vs. Pi, and 6D Anomaly Cancellation, JHEP 05 (2021) 267, arXiv:2012.11693 [hep-th].

[EN84] S. Elitzur and V. Nair, Nonperturbative Anomalies in Higher Dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 243 (1984) 205.

[FH16] D. S. Freed and M. J. Hopkins, Reflection Positivity and Invertible Topological Phases, Geom. Topol. 25 (2021) 1165–1330, arXiv:1604.06527 [hep-th].

[FM04] D. S. Freed and G. W. Moore, Setting the Quantum Integrand of M-theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 263 (2006) 89–132, arXiv:hep-th/0409135.

[FMT22] D. S. Freed, G. W. Moore, and C. Teleman, Topological symmetry in quantum field theory, arXiv:2209.07471 [hep-th].

[GH96] O. J. Ganor and A. Hanany, Small E_8 Instantons and Tensionless Noncritical Strings, Nucl. Phys. B 474 (1996) 122–140, arXiv:hep-th/9602120.

[GHMR85a] D. J. Gross, J. A. Harvey, E. J. Martinec, and R. Rohm, The Heterotic String, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54 (1985) 502–505.

[GHMR85b] , Heterotic String Theory. 1. the Free Heterotic String, Nucl. Phys. B 256 (1985) 253.

[GHMR86] , Heterotic String Theory. 2. the Interacting Heterotic String, Nucl. Phys. B 267 (1986) 75–124.

[Gia71] V. Giambalvo, On ⟨8⟩-cobordism, Illinois Journal of Mathematics 15 (1971) 533 – 541. [GJF19] D. Gaiotto and T. Johnson-Freyd, Mock Modularity and a Secondary Elliptic Genus, arXiv:1904.05788 [hep-th].

[GJFW19] D. Gaiotto, T. Johnson-Freyd, and E. Witten, A Note on Some Minimally Supersymmetric Models in Two Dimensions, arXiv:1902.10249 [hep-th].

[GPPV18] S. Gukov, D. Pei, P. Putrov, and C. Vafa, 4-Manifolds and Topological Modular Forms, arXiv:1811.07884 [hep-th].

[GS84] M. B. Green and J. H. Schwarz, Anomaly Cancellation in Supersymmetric D=10 Gauge Theory and Superstring Theory, Phys. Lett. B 149 (1984) 117–122.

[HL13] M. Hill and T. Lawson, Topological modular forms with level structure, Invent. Math. 203 (2016) 359–416, arXiv:1312.7394 [math.AT].

[HM23] G. Höhn and S. Möller, Classification of self-dual vertex operator superalgebras of central charge at most 24, arXiv:2303.17190 [math.QA].

[Hop02] M. J. Hopkins, Algebraic topology and modular forms, Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. I (Beijing, 2002), Higher Ed. Press, Beijing, 2002, pp. 291–317. arXiv:math.AT/0212397.

[IMY10] H. Imazato, S. Mizoguchi, and M. Yata, Note on Anomaly Cancellation on SO(32) Heterotic 5-Brane, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 26 (2011) 1453–1457, arXiv:1010.1640 [hep-th].

[KLT86] H. Kawai, D. C. Lewellen, and S. H. H. Tye, Classification of Closed Fermionic String Models, Phys. Rev. D 34 (1986) 3794.

[KOT19] R. Kobayashi, K. Ohmori, and Y. Tachikawa, On Gapped Boundaries for SPT Phases Beyond Group Cohomology, JHEP 11 (2019) 131, arXiv:1905.05391 [cond-mat.str-el].

[LP21] Y.-H. Lin and D. Pei, Holomorphic CFTs and Topological Modular Forms, Commun. Math. Phys. 401 (2023) 325–332, arXiv:2112.10724 [hep-th].

[LT20] Y. Lee and Y. Tachikawa, Some comments on 6D global gauge anomalies, PTEP 2021 (2021) 08B103, arXiv:2012.11622 [hep-th].

[LY22] Y. Lee and K. Yonekura, Global Anomalies in 8D Supergravity, JHEP 07 (2022) 125, arXiv:2203.12631 [hep-th].

[Mou97] J. Mourad, Anomalies of the SO(32) five-brane and their cancellation, Nucl. Phys. B 512 (1998) 199–208, arXiv:hep-th/9709012.

[MT64a] M. Mimura and H. Toda, Homotopy groups of SU(3), SU(4) and Sp(2), J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 3 (1964) 217–250.

[MT64b] , Homotopy groups of symplectic groups, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 3 (1964) 251–273.

[OST14] K. Ohmori, H. Shimizu, and Y. Tachikawa, Anomaly Polynomial of E-String Theories, JHEP 08 (2014) 002, arXiv:1404.3887 [hep-th].

[Sch95] J. H. Schwarz, Anomaly - Free Supersymmetric Models in Six-Dimensions, Phys. Lett. B 371 (1996) 223–230, arXiv:hep-th/9512053.

[SSS09] H. Sati, U. Schreiber, and J. Stasheff, Differential Twisted String and Fivebrane Structures, Commun. Math. Phys. 315 (2012) 169–213, arXiv:0910.4001 [math.AT].

[ST04] S. Stolz and P. Teichner, What is an elliptic object?, Topology, geometry and quantum field theory, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 308, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2004, pp. 247–343.

[ST05] R. Suzuki and Y. Tachikawa, More Anomaly-Free Models of Six-Dimensional Gauged Supergravity, J. Math. Phys. 47 (2006) 062302, arXiv:hep-th/0512019.

[ST11] S. Stolz and P. Teichner, Supersymmetric field theories and generalized cohomology, Mathematical foundations of quantum field theory and perturbative string theory, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., vol. 83, AMS, 2011, pp. 279–340. arXiv:1108.0189 [math.AT].

[SW86] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, Spin Structures in String Theory, Nucl. Phys. B 276 (1986) 272.

[SW96] , Comments on String Dynamics in Six-Dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B 471 (1996) 121–134, arXiv:hep-th/9603003.

[Tac21] Y. Tachikawa, Topological Modular Forms and the Absence of a Heterotic Global Anomaly, arXiv:2103.12211 [hep-th].

[Tos89] Y. Tosa, Global Gauge Anomalies for Theories with the Green-Schwarz Local Anomaly Cancellation Mechanism, Phys. Rev. D 40 (1989) 1934.

[TY23] Y. Tachikawa and M. Yamashita, Anderson Self-Duality of Topological Modular Forms, Its Differential-Geometric Manifestations, and Vertex Operator Algebras, arXiv:2305.06196 [math.AT].

[Wit83] E. Witten, Global Aspects of Current Algebra, Nucl. Phys. B 223 (1983) 422–432.

[Wit84] , Nonabelian Bosonization in Two-Dimensions, Commun. Math. Phys. 92 (1984) 455–472.

[Wit85] , Global Anomalies in String Theory, Symposium on Anomalies, Geometry, Topology (W. A. Bardeen and A. R. White, eds.), World Scientific, 1985, pp. 61–99.

[Wit87] , Elliptic Genera and Quantum Field Theory, Commun. Math. Phys. 109 (1987) 525.

[Wit95] , Small Instantons in String Theory, Nucl. Phys. B 460 (1996) 541–559, arXiv:hep-th/9511030.

[Wit96] , Five-Brane Effective Action in M Theory, J. Geom. Phys. 22 (1997) 103–133, arXiv:hep-th/9610234.

[WWW17] J. Wang, X.-G. Wen, and E. Witten, Symmetric Gapped Interfaces of SPT and Set States: Systematic Constructions, Phys. Rev. X 8 (2018) 031048, arXiv:1705.06728 [cond-mat.str-el].

[Yam15] N. Yamatsu, Finite-Dimensional Lie Algebras and Their Representations for Unified Model Building, arXiv:1511.08771 [hep-ph].

[Yon18] K. Yonekura, On the Cobordism Classification of Symmetry Protected Topological Phases, Commun. Math. Phys. 368 (2019) 1121–1173, arXiv:1803.10796 [hep-th].

[Yon20] , General Anomaly Matching by Goldstone Bosons, JHEP 03 (2021) 057, arXiv:2009.04692 [hep-th].

[Yon22] , Heterotic Global Anomalies and Torsion Witten Index, arXiv:2207.13858 [hep-th].

[ZOT88] H.-z. Zhang, S. Okubo, and Y. Tosa, Global Gauge Anomalies for Simple Lie Algebras, Phys. Rev. D 37 (1988) 2946.