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We study the topological order that arises from chiral states with SU(N) or SO(N) edge-state
symmetry. This extends our previous study of topological orders that descend from the bosonic E8

quantum Hall state. We use exactly solvable models of coupled electron wires to construct states with
SU(m)n, SO(m)n, or Sp(m)n topological order for various levels n. We use our constructions to write
down string operators for various non-Abelian anyons. We thereby provide a systematic, microscopic
understanding of quantum Hall states, topological superconductors, and spin liquids with emergent
non-Abelian quasiparticle excitations, including those of Ising, metaplectic, and Fibonacci type.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The E8 quantum Hall state is the simplest short-range
entangled 2d topological state of bosons, in which all edge
modes move in the same direction. We recently showed
[1] how this state can be viewed as the “parent” state for
a variety of different Abelian and non-Abelian 2d topo-
logical orders. This relation between the E8 state and
its “children” is analogous to the relation between the
ν = 1 integer quantum Hall (IQH) state of electrons
and the various fractional quantum Hall (FQH) states
that occur when the lowest Landau level is partially filled
ν < 1. (Here, ν is the electrical filling fraction: the num-
ber of 2d electrons divided by the number of magnetic
flux quanta.) In this paper, we extend and generalize
the relation explored in [1] to other “parent” states and
determine their progeny. We will show how this allows
for a rather systematic understanding for the emergence
of quantum Hall states, topological superconductors, and
spin liquids with Abelian and non-Abelian quasiparticle
excitations of the Majorana, metaplectic, and Fibonacci
type.
Our work in [1] used the coupled-wire construction [2,

3]: This is now a well established approach in which a
target topological order is constructed from an exactly
solvable model consisting of an array of coupled 1d elec-
tron wires. The specific topological order that appears
depends on the choice of inter and intra wire couplings
and the nature of the interacting 1d electron liquid (e.g.,
the number of channels and the values of the short-ranged
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density-density interactions). Ref. [1] used the construc-
tion in [4] of the E8 quantum Hall state at filling fraction
ν = 16, given in terms of 11-channel electron wires, sup-
plemented by appropriate inter/intra wire interactions.
This microscopic interacting electron construction is not
unique; rather, it provides an explicit model that allows
for detailed study. Within this model [4] of the E8 state,
we showed how the E8 Kac-Moody (KM) Wess-Zumino-
Witten (WZW) edge-state symmetry can be used to en-
gineer alternative inter/intra wire interactions that pro-
duce long-range entangled topological orders, different
from the short-range entangled E8 one. (These “alterna-
tive inter/intra wire interactions” become dominant at
lower filling fractions ν < 16.)
To understand how this works, it is helpful to recall

that each coupled-wire model, for a given topological
phase, such as the E8 state – initially understood to arise
from interacting electron wires – has an equivalent low-
energy description in terms of coupled narrow strips of
E8 liquid (or whatever the target topological phase may
be). By a narrow strip of E8 liquid, we mean an 8-channel
non-chiral Luttinger liquid with E8 KM symmetry. Such
an effective description is independent of non-universal
microscopic details that define a specific interacting elec-
tron construction. For example, the effective description
is independent of the number of electron wires, however,
it does depend on the filling fraction, which can manifest
itself through the electrical Hall conductivity.

There are various ways to “glue together” the narrow
E8 strips. The most straightforward way produces E8

topological order. The Hamiltonian for this “glueing”
process takes the following schematic form:

H[G]edge = H0 +HG
inter,

HG
inter = uinter

∑
y

JRy,G · JLy+1,G ,
(1)

where, for the construction of the E8 state, G = E8.
Above, H0 is the Hamiltonian for an array of un-coupled
8-channel non-chiral Luttinger liquids with E8 KM sym-
metry. The wires (i.e., the “strips”) in this array are
taken to lie along the x axis and to be regularly spaced
along the y axis. HG

inter describes the coupling between

the degrees of freedom in these wires: Here, J
R/L
y,G is a

248-dimensional vector of E8 currents for right/left mov-
ing excitations on wire (or “strip”) y, and uinter param-
eterizes the inter wire current-current interactions. The
dot product between currents runs over all 248 symmetry
generators in the E8 Lie algebra.
The alternative inter/intra wire interactions we stud-

ied in [1] were obtained by applying the conformal field
theory technique known as conformal embedding to the
(non-chiral) edge-state theory of each strip. Conformal
embedding allows the factorization of the E8 edge-state
degrees of freedom into representations of a product sub-
group GA × GB ⊂ E8. Example factorizations GA × GB
include SU(3)×E6 and G2 × F4. Here and throughout,
{SO(M)}, {SU(N)}, {Sp(N)}, and {E8, G2, F4} denote

orthogonal, unitary, sympletic, and exceptional Lie alge-
bras, with N a positive integer. This factorization allows

for the construction of GA,B symmetry currents J
R/L
y,GA,B

out of the E8 degrees of freedom. Suppressing the wire,
right/left, and GA/B indices, these currents have an op-
erator product expansion (OPE) [5]:

Ja(z)Jb(w) =
kδab

(z − w)2
+
∑
c

ifabc
Jc(w)

(z − w)
+ . . . , (2)

where a, b denote Lie algebra indices, z and w are (1+1)d
spacetime coordinates along the edge of a given strip,
fabc are Lie algebra structure constants, and k denotes
the so-called level of the KM algebra. The currents in the
OPE above carry the same wire, right/left, and GA/B
labels. Other OPEs, say, between a GA current and a
GB current are nonsingular, i.e., the terms on the right-
hand side of the OPEs vanish as z → w. (This is what
it means for GA and GB to embed into G = E8 as the
product GA × GB .)
The Sugawara construction is the final ingredient to be

used with the conformal embedding technique. In gen-
eral, for a CFT with G KM symmetry currents J (again
suppressing any wire, right/left, and symmetry labels),
the stress-tenesor (and, in particularH0) admits the Sug-
awara construction,

T (z) =
1

2(k + g)

∑
a

: JaJa : (z), (3)

where g is the dual Coxeter number of the Lie algebra
of G and : · : denotes normal ordering. The conformal
embedding GA × GB ⊂ G allows the stress-tensor to be
rewritten as TG(z) = TGA(z)+TGB (z), where each stress-
tensor has the form in Eq. (3), with appropriate currents
summed over. This decomposition and the central charge
formula,

cG =
kdimG
k + g

, (4)

implies that the central charge of the G = E8 CFT is
the sum of the central charges of the GA and GB CFTs,
where dimG is the dimension of the Lie algebra G.
Equipped with the symmetry currents of the conformal

embedding GA × GB ⊂ G and using the Sugawara con-
struction, we then showed how certain inter/intra wire
interactions produce a quantum Hall state with either
GA or GB topological order. For instance, we showed
that the combination of intra wire E6 current-current
interactions + inter wire SU(3) current-current interac-
tions produce the SU(3)1 quantum Hall state. (The “1”
subscript on SU(3)1 denotes the the level of the alge-
bra.) The coupled-wire Hamiltonian for the GA phase,
depicted in figure 1, has the form:

H[GA] = H0 +HGA

inter +HGB

intra, (5)
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with inter/intra wire interactions,

HGA

inter = uinter
∑
y

JRy,GA · JLy+1,GA ,

HGB

intra = uintra
∑
y

JRy,GB · JLy,GB .
(6)

The Hamiltonian for the GB phase is obtained by ex-
changing GA with GB . Importantly, all the interactions
we considered are local, i.e., expressible in terms of prod-
ucts of the elementary boson/fermion creation and an-
nihilation operators. (These interactions are products of
boson operators in the effective description consisting of
E8 strips and fermion operators in the microscopic elec-
tron description.)

...
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io

n

...
...
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y

HA
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FIG. 1. Schematics of the coupled-wire construction in a 2D
array of bundles of electron wires. The non-chiral G = GA ×
GB CFT is realized in each bundle by a many-electron sine-
Gordon interaction Uintra. The A and B sectors are gapped in
the bulk via backscattering associating chiral KM currents in
opposite directions by HA

inter and HB
intra. The chiral GA CFT

is left un-gapped on the edges.

The purpose of this paper is to apply this program to
other topological phases with classical Lie group edge-
state symmetries, different from the E8 quantum Hall
state. Specifically, we will consider “parent” G-states
with G = SU(mn)1, SO(mn)1, or SO(4mn)1 edge-state
symmetries and the symmetry decompositions:

SU(m)n × SU(n)m ⊂ SU(mn)1,

SO(m)n × SO(n)m ⊂ SO(mn)1,

Sp(2m)n × Sp(2n)m ⊂ SO(4mn)1.

(7)

Here,m and n are positive integers. Note that states with
SO(N) symmetry group do not have electrical U(1) sym-
metry. Following the procedure outlined above for the
E8 quantum Hall state, we will use these symmetry de-
compositions to engineer quantum Hall liquids, topolog-
ical superconductors, or spin liquids with, respectively,
SU(N)k, SO(N)k, or Sp(N)k edge-state symmetry, for

some positive integer k. We thereby provide explicit con-
structions of various states with Abelian or non-Abelian
topological orders.

The reminder of the paper is organized as follows.
In Sec. II, we construct the deconfined parton phase
U(mn)1/Zmn = U(1)mn × SU(mn)1 of the Laughlin
quantum Hall states as our parent phase. We then
present the decomposition of the KM current algebra
using the conformal embedding SU(m)n × SU(n)m ⊂
SU(mn)1. The fractional quantum Hall states with chi-
ral WZW CFTs given by (i) U(1)mn × SU(mn)1, and
(ii) U(1)mn × SU(m)n are formulated using the solvable
coupled-wire model (see also (36), and (46)). Special
cases form = 2 are discussed and examples of topological
orders are presented accordingly. In Sec. III, we review
the origins of bosonic wires based on superconducting
and spin liquids [6]. Such wires have SO(mn)1 symmetry
and give rise to emergent Majorana fermions. We then
construct coupled-wire models whose edge theories sup-
port SO(mn)1, SO(m)n or SO(n)m WZW CFTs. These
constructions follow from the decomposition SO(m)n ×
SO(n)m ⊂ SO(mn)1. In Sec. IV, we consider the emer-
gence of symplectic fermions and their associated topo-
logical orders. These constructions use the conformal
embedding Sp(2n)m × Sp(2m)n ⊂ SO(4mn)1 and a de-
scription of the symplectic series in terms of the quater-
nion algebra. We summarize and conclude in V.

II. Ar SERIES AND PARTONS

In this section, we show how fractional quantum Hall
states with U(1)mn×SU(m)n topological order can arise
from “partially occupying” the deconfined parton FQH
states [7] with U(mn)1/Zmn = U(1)mn×SU(mn)1 topo-
logical order.

A. Generalized Parton Construction

We begin with a description of the parton FQH states.
Prior work [7] constructed such states with U(3)1/Z3

topological order; we will generalize this to U(mn)1/Zmn,
for arbitrary positive integers m,n. The parton phase
can be motivated by imagining the fractionalization of
a fundamental or elementary fermion (boson) Ψel into
fermionic partons da, for a = 1, . . . ,mn:

Ψel = d1d2 . . . dmn. (8)

A FQH phase of the fundamental fermion (boson) is then
realized as a particular topological ordering of the par-
tons. (In the simplest of instances, a FQH phase can
form when the partons enter an IQH phase.) Ψel is “fun-
damental” in the sense that it is composed of an inte-
gral combination of electron operators. We will study
cases where Ψel carries electric charge e (2e), when Ψel
is fermionic (bosonic). By “electron operators,” we are
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referring to spin-polarized electron creation/annihilation
operators for the electrons in the underlying coupled-wire
array that produce the parton FQH phase. The factor of
2 for even mn reflects the fact that Ψel is composed of
an even number of electron operators.

One route to the parton phase (used in [7]) begins
with the parton decomposition (8). This decomposition
has a Zmn gauge redundancy by which da → e2πi/mnda.
Describing the parton phase by its edge-state theory,
we may systematically obtain the correct edge-state La-
grangian by first treating Zmn as a global symmetry to
obtain a U(mn)1 edge-state theory (i.e., an edge-state
theory with U(mn)1 KM symmetry) and subsequently
gauging the Zmn symmetry to obtain the edge-state the-
ory for the parton FQH phase with U(mn)1/Zmn KM
symmetry. The edge-state Lagrangian for the parton
FQH phase is

LU(mn)1/Zmn
=

1

4π
KIJ∂tϕ̃

I∂xϕ̃
J − 1

4π
ṼIJ∂xϕ̃

I∂xϕ̃
J .

(9)

Here, ϕ̃I are chiral (left-moving) bosons to be defined
later in (27), K = (KIJ) is the mn-dimensional Cartan
matrix of U(mn)1/Zmn = U(1)mn × SU(mn)1,

K = KU(1)mn
⊕KSU(mn)1 =

(
KU(1)mn

0
0 KSU(mn)1

)
,

(10)

KU(1)mn
= mn, KSU(mn) =


2 −1
−1 2 −1

−1 2

. . .
2 −1
−1 2

 ,

where I, J ∈ {0, . . . ,mn − 1}. Elements of K above,
not indicated explicitly, e.g., elements K1p for p =
2, . . . ,mn−1, are zero; we will use this notation through-
out whenever convenient. The Einstein summation con-
vention is assumed, unless otherwise specified. The posi-
tive symmetric velocity matrix ṼIJ can be set to be pro-
portional to KIJ by appropriate short-ranged density-
density interactions, so that the free theory (9) has the
U(mn) KM symmetry. The above Lagrangian implies
the bosons satisfy the equal-time commutation algebra:

[∂xϕ̃
I(x), ϕ̃J(x′)] = 2πi(K−1)IJδ(x− x′). (11)

The bosons ϕ̃I are 2π-periodic: ϕ̃I ∼ ϕ̃I + 2πN I , where
N I is an arbitrary integer vector. This periodicity im-
plies that general quasiparticle creation/annihilation op-
erators along the edge are given by vertex operators of

the form eimI ϕ̃
I

, for arbitrary integer vectors mI ; local

fermion/boson operators are of the form ein
IKIJ ϕ̃

J

, for
arbitrary integer vectors nI . Local operators have triv-
ial monodromy with any quasiparticle operator and may
be understood to be a product of an integral number of
elementary fermion/boson operators.

The parton phase has a conserved electric U(1) symme-
try and a corresponding characteristic electrical Hall re-
sponse. This response is determined by a so-called charge

vector tI . In the coupled-wire construction of the parton
FQH phase that we will describe later, the charge vector
is

tI =

{
(1, 0, . . . , 0), (mn odd)

(2, 0, . . . , 0), (mn even).
(12)

This charge vector implies that ϕ̃0 of the U(1)mn sec-
tor carries all of the electric charge along an edge; the
SU(mn)1 sector is electrically neutral. The fundamental
fermion (boson) operator in the Lauglin charged sector

is Ψel = eimnϕ̃
0

. The electrical Hall conductivity is

σxy = ν
e2

h
, (13)

where ν = tI(K
−1)IJ tJ . In the parton phase,

ν =

{
1
mn , (mn odd),
4
mn , (mn even).

(14)

Here, ν is also the filling fraction that counts the ra-
tio between the number of electric charge and number
of magnetic flux quanta in this FQH phase. In addition
to the electrical response, the parton FQH phase has a
thermal response characterized by the thermal Hall con-
ductivity [8, 9],

κxy = c
π2k2B
3h

T, (15)

where c is the chiral central charge of the state and T is
the applied temperature gradient. In the parton phase,
c = mn, which is the total number of edge modes.
The U(mn) symmetry becomes apparent under the

following invertible transformation from the “Chevalley”
basis ϕ̃ to the “Cartan-Weyl” basis ϕ.

ϕr = RrI ϕ̃
I , (16)

where

R =


1 1
1 −1 1
1 −1 1
...

. . .

1 −1

 . (17)

Here r = 1, . . . ,mn and I = 0, . . . ,mn − 1 labels the
rows and columns of the matrix. The columns of R are
the simple roots of U(1)mn×SU(mn)1, such that the K-
matrix in (10) decomposes into KIJ =

∑
r R

r
IR

r
J . Note

that R is not unimodular and has determinant mn. In
the Cartan-Weyl basis, the Lagrangian (9) becomes

LU(mn)1/Zmn
=

1

4π
δrs∂tϕ

r∂xϕ
s − 1

4π
Vrs∂xϕ

r∂xϕ
s, (18)

where Vrs = (R−1)Ir ṼIJ(R
−1)Js = vδrs is diagonal so

that the theory is U(mn) symmetric. The Cartan-Weyl
bosons obey the equal-time commutation relation

[∂xϕ
r(x), ϕs(x′)] = 2πiδrsδ(x− x′). (19)
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The Cartan-Weyl bosons have more complicated com-
pactification conditions that mix various species ϕ̃I ac-
cording to the Rmatrix (ϕr ∼ ϕr+2πRrIN

I). The parton

fermions are the vertex fields dr ∼ eiϕ
r

. (The ∼ symbol
here indicates that we are suppressing a non-universal
constant of engineering dimension 1/2.) The fundamen-

tal fermion (boson) operator is now Ψel = eiϕ
1 · · · eiϕmn

,
which recovers the parton decomposition (8). The par-
tons are non-local fractional fields. They transform ac-
cording to an internal Zmn discrete gauge symmetry that
sends ϕr → ϕr + 2π/(mn). Any local vertex operator
that is an integral combination of electrons must be Zmn
neutral and therefore invariant under the Zmn transfor-
mation.

We close this subsection by presenting the
U(mn)1/Zmn = U(1)mn × SU(mn)1 edge-state symme-
try currents of the parton FQH phase. These currents
(and the notation we use to present them) are used
in the coupled-wire construction of the parton FQH
phase; analogous ideas will be used in constructing the
SU(m)n phases (and the other phases considered in
later sections).

Using standard Lie algebra terminology, there are two
types of currents: Cartan and root currents. The Cartan
current of U(1)mn is

HU(1)mn
=

1√
mn

mn∑
r=1

∂xϕ
r ∼ (dr)†XU(1)mn

rs ds,

XU(1)mn
rs = δrs/

√
mn (20)

where r, s = 1, . . . ,mn. The Cartan currents of SU(mn)1
are[

HSU(mn)1

]
p
=

1√
p(p+ 1)

(
p∑
r=1

∂xϕ
r − p∂xϕ

p+1

)
∼ (d†)rXp

rsd
s,

(21)

Xp
rs =

 1/
√
p(p+ 1), for 1 ≤ r = s ≤ p

−p/
√
p(p+ 1), for r = s = p+ 1

0, otherwise

,

where p = 1, . . . ,mn − 1. These Cartan currents form
a maximal set of commuting operators in the affine Lie
algebra. They span the operator space generated by di-
agonal parton densities (dr)†dr.
The root currents of SU(mn)1 are the off-diagonal bi-

linear parton products

[ESU(mn)1 ]α = ei(ϕ
r−ϕs)

∼ dr(ds)† = dr
′
Xrs
r′s′(d

s′)†

Xrs
r′s′ = δrr′δ

s
s′

. (22)

Here, α =er − es are the root vectors of SU(mn), where
r, s are distinct integers between 1 and mn. The set of
such root vectors α is the root lattice ∆SU(mn). ek is the

unit mn-vector whose kth element equals 1 and is zero
elsewhere.

B. Coupled-Wire Construction of Parton FQH
States

In the last subsection, we defined the U(mn)1/Zmn =
U(1)mn × SU(mn)1 parton CFT. In this subsection, we
present a theoretical model based on electrons where
the parton CFT emerges. In particular, we present the
coupled-wire construction of the parton FQH phase with
U(1)N × SU(N)1 edge-state theory, for integer N =
mn > 1. (Recall by “U(1)N × SU(N)1 edge-state the-
ory,” we mean an edge-state theory with U(1)N×SU(N)1
KM symmetry.)
Following [7], we introduce a 2D array of electron wires,

aligned parallel to the x axis and in the presence of a
transverse magnetic field B = Bẑ. We choose the gauge
A = −Byx̂. The wires are grouped into bundles, each
containing N + 2 wires j = 0, 1, . . . , N + 1 and regularly
spaced along the y axis. The vertical positions of the
wires are y = yd + δj , where y ∈ Z labels the bundle,
d is the spacing between neighboring bundles, and δj is
the relative vertical position of the jth wire in a given
bundle. Each wire (y, j) carries a spin-polarized electron.
At low energies, each electron decomposes into a single
Dirac electron, with one left (L) and one right (R) moving
component. We denote cσyj(x) as the chiral component
(σ = R/L = ±1) of the Dirac electron in wire j of bundle
y at the Fermi momentum point,

kσyj =
eB

ℏc
(yd+ δj) + σkF,j . (23)

Here kF,j is the “bare” Fermi momentum that sets
the electron number density (per unit length) n0j =
2kF,j/(2π) on wire j.
We write the Dirac electrons in terms of chiral bosons

Φσyj as

cσyj(x) ∼ exp
[
i
(
Φσyj(x) + kσyjx

)]
. (24)

Before introducing interactions that couple the wires to-
gether, the free Lagrangian is

L =
1

4π

∑
y

∑
σ=±

N+1∑
j=0

σ∂tΦ
σ
yj∂xΦ

σ
yj −H0, (25)

where H0 is the kinetic Hamiltonian including density-
density interactions between electrons within a bundle of
wires,

H0 =
∑
y

∑
σ,σ′=±

N+1∑
j,j′=0

vjj
′

σσ′∂xΦ
σ
yj∂xΦ

σ′

yj′ , (26)

and vjj
′

σσ′ is a positive definite symmetric matrix to be
specified shortly.
The parton FQH phase is achieved by coupling to-

gether nearby bundles of wires in a particular way. To
motivate the necessary inter-bundle interaction, we first
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perform a basis transformation,

Φ̃σyµ =
∑
σ′j

Uσσ
′

µj Φσ
′

yj ,

Φ̃σyρ = Nϕ̃σ,0y , Φ̃σyI = (KSU(N)1)IJ ϕ̃
σ,J
y ,

Φ̃σyc1 = Kc1 ϕ̃
σ
yc1 , Φ̃σyc2 = Nϕ̃σyc2 ,

(27)

where µ = ρ, c1, c2, 1, 2, . . . , N−1 and I, J = 1 . . . , N−1.
The K-matrix is the Cartan matrix of U(N) presented
in (10). Kc1 = N if N is odd, and Kc1 = 1 if N is even.

Uσσ
′
=
(
Uσσ

′

µj

)
are (N +2)× (N +2) matrices with inte-

gral entries. Since Φ̃σyµ is an integral linear combination

of the Φσ
′

yj , vertex operators of the form exp
(
inµΦ̃σyµ

)
,

for arbitrary integer-vector nµ, are local.
The U transformation allows the embedding of the par-

ton Lagrangian LU(N)1/ZN
(9) inside a bundle of N + 2

electron wires. After the basis transformation, the free
Lagrangian (25) becomes

L =
1

4π

∑
y

∑
σ=±

N−1∑
I,J=0

σKIJ∂tϕ̃
σ,I
y ∂xϕ̃

σ,J
y

+
1

4π

∑
y

∑
σ=±

σ
(
Kc1∂tϕ̃

σ
yc1∂xϕ̃

σ
yc1 +N∂tϕ̃

σ
yc2∂xϕ̃

σ
yc2

)
−H0,

(28)

where K = KU(1)N ⊕KSU(N) is the N -dimensional ma-

trix in (10). The velocity tensor vjj
′

σσ′ in (26) is tuned so
that the free Hamiltonian becomes

H0 =
1

4π

∑
y

∑
σ=±

N−1∑
I,J=0

ṼIJ∂xϕ̃
σ,I
y ∂xϕ̃

σ,J
y

+
∑
y

∑
σ=±

∑
l,l′=1,2

(VC)
ll′

σσ′ ∂xΦ̃
σ
y,cl

∂xΦ̃
σ′

y,cl′
,

(29)

where ṼIJ is identical to the U(N) symmetric velocity

tensor in (18), and (VC)
ll′

σσ′ is chosen so that an intra-
bundle gapping interactions defined below in (32) are
relevant in the renormalization group sense.

We here present one particular integral U matrix that
transforms (25) into (28). For odd N ,

U++ =


1+N

2 eN+2

1+N
2 e1∑N

a=1(2a−N)ea+1

2e2

...
2eN

 ,

U+− =


1−N

2 eN+2

1−N
2 e1∑N

a=1(N−2a+1)ea+1

−e2−e3

...
−eN−eN+1

 ,

(30)

U−− = U++Λ, and U−+ = U+−Λ, where Λ is the (N +
2)× (N + 2) anti-diagonal matrix

Λ =


1

...

1
1

 .

ea is the unit (row) vector in RN+2 whose ath entry is 1
(where a = j − 1, for j = 0, 1, . . . , N + 1). For even N ,

U++ =


N
2 e1+eN+2

−e1+eN+2∑N
a=1(2a−N)ea+1

2e2

...
2eN

 ,

U+− =


2−N

2 e1
e1∑N

a=1(N−2a+1)ea+1

−e2−e3

...
−eN−eN+1

 ,

U−− =


2+N

2 e1
eN+2∑N

a=1(N−2a+2)ea+1

2eN+1

...
2e3

 ,

U−+ =


−N

2 e1+eN+2

0∑N
a=1(2a−N−1)ea+1

−eN−eN+1

...
−e2−e3

 .

(31)

The “integrated” modes Φ̃σc1 and Φ̃σc2 within each bun-
dle are gapped using the following charge and momentum
preserving sine-Gordon interactions (see Appendix B for
momentum conservation).

H(c1,c2)
intra =

∑
y

(
uI cosΘ

(I)
y + uII cosΘ

(II)
y

)
, (32)

where

Θ(I)
y = Φ̃Rc1 − Φ̃Lc1 , Θ(II)

y = Φ̃Rc2 − Φ̃Lc2 . (33)

The remaining boson modes ϕ̃σ,Iy , for I = 0, . . . , N −
1, generate the left and right propagating U(N)1/ZN =
U(1)N × SU(N)1 parton CFTs on each bundle.
The Dirac partons dr, r = 1, . . . , N , and Laughlin

quasiparticle λ on each bundle y and each chiral sector
σ = R,L can be expressed as the vertex operators

dσ,ry = eiϕ
σ,r
y , λσy = ei

∑N
r=1 ϕ

σ,r
y /N , (34)

where ϕσ,ry = RrI ϕ̃
σ,I
y (see (16) and (17)). These operators

carry fractional electric charge 1/N . They are non-local
operators that can only appears in conjugate pairs of
mutiplets. On any given bundle, the following chiral field
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combinations (with a fixed σ) are integral combinations
of electrons.

(λσy )
N ∼ dσ,1y . . . dσ,Ny ∼ ei

∑N
r=1(ϕ

σ,r
y (x)+kσ,r

y x)

= ei(Φ̃
σ
yρ(x)+k̃

σ
yρx),

dσ,ry dσ,r+1
y

† ∼ ei(ϕ
σ,r
y (x)−ϕσ,r+1

y (x))+i(kσ,r
y −kσ,r+1

y )x

= ei(Φ̃
σ
y,I=r(x)+k̃

σ
y,rx).

(35)

This is because the Chevalley bosons Φ̃ are integral com-
binations of the electron bosonized variables Φ from the
U transformation in (27). The locality of the second

identity in (35) implies all parton conjugate pairs drdr
′†

on any given wire and chiral sector are integral. In addi-
tion, the non-chiral conjugate pairs of Laughlin quasipar-

ticles λRy λ
L
y
†
and Dirac partons dR,ry dL,r

′

y

†
, for any r, r′ =

1, . . . , N , are effectively local at energies lower than that
of the intra-bundle potential. Each of these conjugate
pairs operators is a vertex operator ei

∑
σ,r aσrϕ

σr
y , whose

exponent
∑
σ,r aσrϕ

σr
y equals an integral linear combina-

tion of the electron bosonized variable Φσyj plus a (frac-

tional) combination bIΘ
(I)
y + bIIΘ

(II)
y of the sine-Gordon

angle variables in (33). Under the intra-bundle poten-
tial (32), the sine-Gordon angle variables are pinned to

their ground state expectation values ⟨Θ(I)
y ⟩ and ⟨Θ(II)

y ⟩
at energies ≪ uI , uII . Therefore, the non-chiral conju-

gate pairs λRy λ
L
y
†
and dR,ry dL,r

′

y

†
are effectively integral

electronic (up to the phase ei(bI⟨Θ
(I)
y ⟩+bII⟨Θ(II)

y ⟩)).
By further backscattering the left and right moving

U(1)N ×SU(N)1 currents in opposite directions between
neighboring wires, we obtain the parton FQH state with a
fully gapped bulk. The charge and momentum preserving
inter-bundle current backscattering interactions are

H[U(1)N × SU(N)1]

= H0 +H(c1,c2)
intra +HU(1)N

inter +HSU(N)1
inter

(36)

where

HU(1)N
inter = uinter

∑
y

[
HU(1)N

]R†
y

[
HU(1)N

]L
y+1

+ uinter
∑
y

([
EU(1)N

]R†
y,αU(1)N

[
EU(1)N

]L
y+1,αU(1)N

+ h.c.
)

= uinter
∑
y

(
1

mn

N∑
r,s=1

∂xϕ
R
y,r∂xϕ

L
y+1,s − 2 cos

(
αU(1)N · θy+1/2

))
,

(37)

and

HSU(N)1
inter = uinter

∑
y

N−1∑
p=1

[
HSU(N)1

]R†
y,p

[
HSU(N)1

]L
y+1,p

+
∑

α∈∆SU(N)

[
ESU(N)1

]R†
y,α

[
ESU(N)1

]L
y+1,α


= uinter

∑
y

N−1∑
p=1

[
HSU(N)1

]R†
y,p

[
HSU(N)1

]L
y+1,p

−
∑

α∈∆SU(N)

cos
(
α · θy+1/2

) .

(38)

Above,
[
HU(1)N

]L,R
y

,
[
HSU(N)1

]L,R
y

, and
[
ESU(N)1

]L,R
y

are

L,R KM currents on bundle y of the form given in

Eqs. (20), (21), and (22);
[
EU(1)N

]L,R
y

is a vertex operator

of the form in (22) with root vector αU(1)N =
∑N
j=1 ej .

The arguments of the cosine potentials are θy+1/2 =

(θy+1/2,1, . . . , θy+1/2,N ) where θy+1/2,a ≡ ϕRy,a − ϕLy+1,a.
The arguments of the cosine potentials mutually com-
mute and may therefore be pinned. This pinning gaps
out the bulk degrees of freedom, while the modes living
on the top (ymax) and bottom (ymin) bundles of wires
remain gapless with chiral edge-state Lagrangian of the
form (18).

We notice in passing that the electrically neutral
SU(N)1 currents carry vanishing x-momentum and
therefore can also be backscattered within the same
bundle by an intra-bundle interaction HSU(N)1

intra ∼

[JSU(N)1 ]
L
y · [JSU(N)1 ]

R
y . In this case, the resulting FQH

state H[U(1)N ] = HU(1)N
inter + HSU(N)1

intra will only carry
chiral edge mode for U(1)N , and not for SU(N)1. It
will belong in the same FQH phase as the Laughlin
ν = 1/N state, where the partons are confined. On
the other hand, our current model (36) describes a dis-
tinct FQH state where the 1/N -charged partons can
emerge as deconfined gapped excitations in the bulk.

The HSU(N)1
intra and HSU(N)1

inter interactions in general can
be present simultaneously and compete. The complete

model HU(1)N
inter +HSU(N)1

intra +HSU(N)1
inter may provide a plat-

form to study the critical transition of parton decomfine-
ment.
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C. Conformal Embedding and Descendant
Topological Order

In this subsection, we will use the conformal embed-
ding (also referred to as level-rank duality) SU(m)n ×
SU(n)m ⊆ SU(mn)1 to demonstrate how FQH states
with U(1)mn×SU(m)n or U(1)mn×SU(n)m non-Abelian
topological order can arise from partially filling the par-
ton FQH state U(1)mn × SU(mn)1.

1. Symmetry embedding

We first consider the embeddings of matrix tensor
products GL(m,C) × GL(n,C) ⊂ GL(mn,C). Let 1p
be the p × p identity matrix. Then, for any m ×m ma-
trix Aab in GL(m,C) and n× n matrix Bcd in GL(n,C),
they can be embedded into matrices of the tensor space
Cmn = Cm ⊗ Cn by the mappings A → (A ⊗ 1n) and
B → (1m ⊗ B). Moreover, the two embeddings com-
mute because A ⊗ B = (A ⊗ 1n)(1m ⊗ B) = (1m ⊗
B)(A ⊗ 1n). We adopt the following notation for ten-

sor products: (A ⊗ B)rs = AabBcdδ
(a−1)n+c
r δ

(b−1)n+d
s ,

where r, s = 1, . . . ,mn. The counting of rows in (A⊗B),
indexed by (a, c), is determined by r = (a− 1)n+ c; the
counting of columns, indexed by (b, d), is determined by
s = (b− 1)n+ d. Thus, the matrix embeddings are(

A⊗ 1n
)
rs

= Aabδcdδ
(a−1)n+c
r δ(b−1)n+d

s ,

(1m ⊗B)rs = δabBcdδ
(a−1)n+c
r δ(b−1)n+d

s .
(39)

Let’s apply this to SU(m)n × SU(n)m ⊂ SU(mn)1.
The SU(m) Lie algebra is spanned by traceless Hermitian
m-dimensional matrices X, and they can be embedded
inside the SU(mn) Lie algebra, X → XA = (X ⊗ 1n),
using the first equation in (39). In particular, the Cartan
generators Xp and root matrices Xab defined in (21) and
(22) now lives inside SU(mn) using

(XA)prs =
1√

p(p+ 1)

n∑
c=1

( p∑
q=1

δ(q−1)n+c
r δ(q−1)n+c

s

− pδpn+cr δpn+cs

)
.

(40)

(XA)pqrs = (Xpq)abδcdδ
(a−1)n+c
r δ(b−1)n+c

s

=

n∑
c=1

δ(p−1)n+c
r δ(q−1)n+c

s .
(41)

We can apply this matrix embedding technology to the
parton edge-state theory described in Sec. II A to define
the SU(m)n × SU(n)m currents to be parton bilinears.
We begin with SU(m)n. In terms of the partons da, the
Cartan operators are

∑
r,s (d

r)†(XA)prsd
s; the ladder op-

erators are
∑
r,sd

r(XA)pqrs(d
s)† and

∑
r,s(d

r)†(XA)pqrsd
s.

In terms of the Cartan-Weyl bosons ϕa, these Cartan and
root operators are:

[HSU(m)n ]p =

n∑
c=1

1√
p(p+ 1)

(
p∑
a=1

∂xϕ(a−1)n+c

− p∂xϕpn+c

)
,

[ESU(m)n ]α =

n∑
c=1

ei(α
c
ab)

j(ϕj(x)+kjx).

(42)

Here, p = 1, . . . ,m−1, where m−1 is the rank of SU(m),
and

αcab = ±
(
e(a−1)n+c − e(b−1)n+c

)
, (43)

for 1 ≤ a < b ≤ m and c = 1, . . . , n, with n the level of
SU(m), and eℓ are the unit vectors in Rmn.
The same construction applies to SU(n)m. The

matrix representations of Cartan generators and

root operators are (XB)prs=δab(X
p)cdδ

(a−1)n+c
r δ

(b−1)n+d
s

and (XB)pqrs=δab(X
pq)cdδ

(a−1)n+c
r δ

(b−1)n+d
s , respectively,

which can be used to construct the corresponding cur-
rents in terms of partons, as above. Written in terms of
the Cartan-Weyl bosons, these operators are:

[HSU(n)m ]q =

m∑
a=1

1√
q(q + 1)

(
q∑
b=1

∂xϕ(a−1)n+b

− q∂xϕ(a−1)n+q+1

)
,

[ESU(n)m ]α =

m∑
a=1

ei(α
a
cd)

j(ϕj(x)+kjx).

(44)

Here, q = 1, . . . , n− 1, where n− 1 is the rank of SU(n),
and

αacd = ±
(
e(a−1)n+c − e(a−1)n+d

)
, (45)

for 1 ≤ c < d ≤ n and a = 1, . . . ,m.

2. Descendant states

We now apply this technology to construct fractional
quantum Hall states with U(1)mn×SU(m)n or U(1)mn×
SU(n)m topological orders. The starting point is the free
Lagrangian of the electron wires in (28). By introducing

H(c1,c2)
intra in (32), the integrated fermion modes Φ̃σyc1 and

Φ̃σyc1 are gapped. On each bundle there remains a non-
chiral U(1)mn × SU(mn)1 parton theory into which we
embed U(1)mn ×SU(m)n ×SU(n)m. Note that the em-
bedded symmetry currents are local since they are com-
binations of the integral vertex operators appearing in
(35).
The full model Hamiltonians for the U(1)mn×SU(m)n

or U(1)mn×SU(n)m states, using current backscattering
potentials, is
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H [U(1)N × SU(m)n] = H0 +H(c1,c2)
intra +HSU(n)m

intra +HU(1)N
inter +HSU(m)n

inter . (46)

The intra- and inter-wire potentials of the neutral sectors are defined by

HSU(n)m
intra = uintra

∑
y

(
n−1∑
q=1

[HSU(n)m ]R†
y,q[HSU(n)m ]Ly,q +

∑
α

[
ESU(n)m

]R†
y,α

[
ESU(n)m

]L
y,α

)
, (47)

HSU(m)n
inter = uinter

∑
y

(
m−1∑
p=1

[HSU(m)n ]
R†
y,p[HSU(m)n ]

L
y+1,p +

∑
α

[
ESU(m)n

]R†
y,α

[
ESU(m)n

]L
y+1,α

)
, (48)

where HU(1)N
inter is given in (37). The U(1)mn × SU(n)m

state can be obtained by exchanging SU(m)n with
SU(n)m in the formulas above. We conjecture that the
SU(m)n and SU(n)m current backscattering potentials
gap all neutral degrees of freedom in the bulk. If so,
the model leaves behind an edge-state theory on each
boundary with U(1)mn × SU(m)n KM symmetry. The
Hamiltonian above preserves momentum and charge con-
servation. The latter follows from the fact that current
operators [EG ]

R
α and [EG ]

L
α carry equal electric charge. We

refer the proof of momentum conservation to Appendix
B.

D. Topological Order Examples

In this subsection, we will present the topological or-
der carried by the parton FQH states as well as its non-
Abelian descendants.

1. Emergent ZN gauge theory in the Abelian
U(1)N × SU(N)1

The topological order of U(1)N × SU(N)1 is identical
to the ZN orbifold of U(N)1 because of the deconfined
partons da = eiϕ

a

. Each parton field is rotated by a com-
plex phase e2πi/N under the discrete ZN gauge transfor-
mation, whereas the local electronic field operator Ψel =

ei(ϕ
1+...+ϕN ) is gauge neutral. The different partons all

belong in the same anyon class [d] = span{d1, . . . , dN}.
Because the SU(N)1 current da(db)† is an integral local
field and belong to the vacuum anyon class. The par-
ton anyon class [d] can be regarded as the fundamental
gauge charge. (It can be made bosonic by combining the
fermionic parton with an electron.) It obeys the fusion
rule [d]N = 1 because Ψel = d1 . . . dN belongs to the
trivial vacuum class 1.

The Laughlin quasiparticle λ = ei(ϕ
1+...+ϕN )/N , which

is the primitive non-local field in U(1)N , carries a gauge
flux component. It has non-trivial mutual braiding statis-

tics with the gauge charge [d]

⟨λ(z)da(w)⟩ = 1

(z − w)1/N
(49)

with the monodromy phase e2πi/N . It obeys the or-
der N fusion rule λN = 1 and carries spin hλ = 1

2N .
Combinations of the Laughlin quasiparticle λ and the
deconfined parton [d] generate all anyon classes in the
U(1)N × SU(N)1 topological order. For example, the
primitive primary field sector in SU(N)1 consists of the

vertex fields eiϕ
a−i

∑N
b=1 ϕ

b/N , for a = 1, . . . , N . This sec-
tor is the fusion of E1 = [d]× λ−1.

2. Emergent Ising, Fibonacci and metaplectic anyons in
SU(2)n × SU(n)2 ⊆ SU(2n)1

Here we consider the example of topological orders
that arise from the embedding of SU(2)n × SU(n)2 in
SU(2n)1. This is motivated by: (i) the ZN parafermion
decomposition of SU(2)n current operators, where the
parafermions CFT is the coset SU(2)n/U(1)2n; (ii) and
the emergence of Fibonacci and metaplectic topological
orders.

The root operators of SU(2)n in (42) are the decom-
posable raising operators

E+SU(2)n
=

n∑
c=1

ei(ϕc−ϕn+c) = ξ ×Ψ, (50)

and the lowering operator E− = (E+)†. The second
identity above suggests the parafermion decomposition
[10, 11], with ξ a primary field in a U(1)2n sector, and Ψ
the Zn parafermion primary field in the SU(2)n/U(1)2n
coset. For any given level n, we have

ξ =
√
neiθ⊥/n, Ψ =

1√
n

n∑
c=1

ei(θc−θ⊥/n), (51)

where θ⊥ = θ1 + · · ·+ θn, and θc = ϕc−ϕn+c. To obtain
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a Zn primary field

Ψk =
1√
Cnk

∑
1≤j1<...<jk≤n

ei(θj1+...+θjk−kθ⊥/n), (52)

we fuse Ψ k-time with itself, where k = 1, . . . , n−1.
√
Cnk

is the normalized constant scaled by Cnk = n!/[k!(n −
k)!]. Readers can refer to Appendix C for explicit vertex
operator representations of parafermions for cases n =
2, 3, and 4.

Interactions of the SU(2)n model can be now expressed
by backscattering opposite chiral Zn parafermion fields
and coupling to a sine-Gordon potential. The operator

OU(1)2n
y+ϵ is introduced through opposite chiral backscat-

tering of ξ from the U(1) sector. We adopt the notation
that when ϵ = 0, it refers to the intrawire backscattering;
and when ϵ = 1 it refers to the interwire backscattering.
Hence,

USU(2)n
ϵ = uϵ

∑
y

(
[HSU(2)n ]

R†
y [HSU(2)n ]

L
y+ϵ

+
((
J+
)R
y

(
J−)L

y+ϵ
+ h.c.

))

= uϵ
∑
y

(
[HSU(2)n ]

R†
y [HSU(2)n ]

L
y+ϵ

+
∑
s=+,−

[
EsSU(2)n

]R†

y

[
EsSU(2)n

]L
y+ϵ/2

)

→ uϵ
∑
y

(
[HSU(2)n ]

R†
y [HSU(2)n ]

L
y+ϵ

+
〈
OU(1)2n
y+ϵ

〉
ΨR†
y ΨLy+ϵ

)
.

(53)

The sine-Gordon potential is pinned at a finite ground
state expectation value. Subsequently, (53) opens up a
mass gap for the counter-propagating Zn parafermions
sector [12].

In the B sector, based on (44), the SU(n)2 root oper-
ator is [

ESU(n)2

]σ
y,cd

∼ dσy,cd
σ†
y,d + dσy,n+cd

σ†
y,n+d. (54)

Backscattering opposite chiral root operators gives the
gapping potential

USU(n)2
ϵ = uϵ

∑
y

(
[HSU(n)2 ]

R†
y [HSU(n)2 ]

L
y+ϵ

+
( ∑

1≤c<d≤n

[
ESU(n)2

]R†
y,cd

[
ESU(n)2

]L
y+ϵ,cd

+ h.c.
))

.

(55)

For the rest of the discussion on topological orders, we
assume that (55) opens up a finite bulk excitation energy
gap.
The topological order in the bulk corresponds to the

conformal field theory on the edge. First, the SU(N)1
topological phase for general N can be constructed from
(36) using the neutral modes in (35). The topological
phase supports N Abelian anyons superselection sector
Em each containing CNm independent primary fields,

Em = span
{
ei(ϕa1+...+ϕam−mϕ⊥/N)

}
1≤a1<...<am≤N

,

(56)

with ϕ⊥ = ϕ1 + . . . + ϕN . They carry spin h(Em) =
m(N − m)/2N , and obey fusion rules Ek × Eℓ = Ek+ℓ
and E0 = EN = 1. Primary fields within a superselection
sector are closed under the rotation of SU(N)1 WZW
KM algebra. When N = 2n, we here present the three
examples of the decomposition SU(2)n×SU(n)2 for n =
2, 3, 4. They contain Ising, Fibonacci, metaplectic anyons
respectively. Each one of them is a primary field in the
respective WZW algebras:

(I) SU(2)2 = SO(3)1 = Sp(2)2,

(II) SU(2)3 and SU(3)2,

(III) SU(2)4 = SO(3)2 = SU(3)1/Z2 and SU(4)2 =
SO(6)2 = SU(6)1/Z2.

For case (I), when n = 2, the parafermion Ψσy has
spin 1/2 and is self-conjugate, i.e. is its own anti-particle.
Ψσy = (Ψσy )

† is a Majorana fermion. The SU(2)2
and SO(3)1 WZW algebras are identical. The SU(2)2
current interaction (53) is the two-fermion backscat-
tering potential i(ξR)†ξLΨRΨL, which under a mean-
field approximation becomes the single-fermion poten-
tial mξ(ξ

R)†ξL + imΨΨ
RΨL, where mξ = ⟨iΨRΨL⟩ and

mΨ = ⟨(ξR)†ξL⟩. The resulting topological phase un-
der (46) and (53) supports Ising topological order. The
edge chiral SU(2)2 CFT carries primary fields supers-
election sectors 1, [f ], [σ] corresponding to the vacuum,
the emergent fermion, and the Ising sectors. Using the
parafermion decomposition, the superselection sectors of
fermion and Ising twist field in SU(2)2 (the A-sector,
i.e. the first SU(2) in the SU(2)2 × SU(2)2 ⊆ SU(4)1
embedding) are

[f ] = span

{
ξ, ξ†,Ψ

}
, ξ = ei(ϕ1+ϕ2−ϕ3−ϕ4)/2,

[σ] = span

{
σe±i(ϕ1+ϕ2−ϕ3−ϕ4)/4

}
.

(57)

They form the j = 1 and j = 1/2 irreducible repre-
sentations of SU(2)2. Ψ is the emergent Majorana/Z2

parafermion (see also (C2)). σ in the above equation is
the Ising twist field of Ψ carrying spin h = 1/16. It has
a π-monodromy with the Majorana fermion Ψ. The ver-
tex fields e±i(ϕ1+ϕ2−ϕ3−ϕ4)/4 are twist fields of the Dirac
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fermion ξ. Each one of them carries spin h = 1/8, and
has a π-monodromy with ξ. The two twist fields σ and
e±i(ϕ1+ϕ2−ϕ3−ϕ4)/4 are bound to each other and cannot
be individually present without the other. This is be-
cause each one has a π-braiding phase with the local bo-
son ξΨ, which is the raising current operator of SU(2)2.
Combining them, the total spin of the primary fields in
the superselection sector [σ] is h[σ] = 3/16. The primary
field presentation for the B-sector – the second SU(2) in
the SU(2)2 × SU(2)2 ⊆ SU(4)1 embedding – follows a
similar structure. The primary fields satisfy fusion rules

f × f = 1, f × σ = σ, σ × σ = 1 + f. (58)

The spins, quantum dimensions, and dimensions of the
superselection sectors are summarized in Table I.

TABLE I. The spin h, quantum dimension d, and number of
fields # of each non-trivial primary sector of SU(2)2.

f σ

h 1
2

3
16

d 1
√
2

# 3 2

Now we move on to case (II) – the topological phases
with SU(2)3 and SU(3)2 edge CFTs constructed from
the SU(2)3 × SU(3)2 ⊆ SU(6)1 embedding. The SU(2)3
theory from the A sector can be decomposed into a U(1)6
sector and a Z3 parafermion CFT, which is the coset
SU(2)3/U(1)6. The primary fields in the U(1) sector
can be generated by Ξ = ei(ϕ1−ϕ4+ϕ2−ϕ5+ϕ3−ϕ6)/6. The
Z3 parafermion CFT is connected to the chiral sector of
three-state Potts model at criticality [13, 14] with central
charge c = 4/5. Operators of the three-state Potts model
can be generated by the energy density (τ) and spin (σ)
operators of the Z3 model [13]. The spin operators can be
obtained from the OPEs of the energy density operator
and the Z3 parafermionic primaries, namely, σ+ = τ ×Ψ
and σ− = τ×Ψ2. τ has conformal dimension of 2/5, and
σ± are of 1/15. The Z3 parafermionic primaries Ψ,Ψ2

has conformal dimension of 2/3 and can be identified with
the charged fields Σ+,Σ− in the three-state Potts. Alter-
natively, these aforementioned primaries are the scaling
fields Φr,s of the minimal modelM(6, 5) at central charge
4/5, where Φ2,1 = τ , Φ3,3 = σ±, and Φ4,3 = Σ±. The
locality of the SU(2)3 current (50) allows the following
primary fields from the tensor product of U(1)6×Z3, and
they are the non-trivial primary fields of SU(2)3.

[j = 1/2] = span
{
Ξ†σ+,Ξσ−} ,

[j = 1] = span
{
τ,Ξ2σ+, (Ξ2)†σ−} ,

[j = 3/2] = span
{
Ξ3,ΞΨ2,Ξ†Ψ, (Ξ3)†

}
.

(59)

They obey the following fusion rules [5]:

[3/2]× [3/2] = 1, [3/2]× [1] = [1/2],

[1/2]× [1] = [3/2], [1]× [1] = 1 + [1], (60)

[1]× [1/2] = [3/2] + [1/2], [1/2]× [1/2] = 1 + [1],

where 1 = [j = 0] is the vacuum class. The primary fields
[j = 1

2 ] and [j = 1] have the quantum dimension of golden
ratio carried by the Fibonacci anyon τ , which has spin
hτ = 2/5, quantum dimension dτ = (1+

√
5)/2 and lives

inside the [1] class. Fields in [3/2] are Abelian semions
and all have free field vertex operator representations.
The SU(2)3 primaries are summarized in II.

TABLE II. The spin h, quantum dimension d, and number of
fields # of each non-trivial primary sector of SU(2)3.

[ 1
2
] [1] [ 3

2
]

h 3
20

2
5

3
4

d 1+
√
5

2
1+

√
5

2
1

# 2 3 4

We now present the anyon classes of SU(3)2. By using
the coset identification SU(3)2 = SU(6)1/SU(2)3 (which
comes from the conformal embedding SU(2)3×SU(3)2 ⊆
SU(6)1), the topological order of SU(3)2 is identical

to the reduced tensor product SU(6)1 ⊠ SU(2)3. Here

SU(2)3 is the time-reversal conjugate of SU(2)3. Its

anyons [j] have the fusion rules as those in SU(2)3, but
they have conjugated spins h

[j]
= −h[j] (mod 1) and

braiding phases. The tensor product ⊠ is relative to
the anyon condensation [15] of the local bosonic pair of

semions b = E3× [j = 3/2] in SU(6)1×SU(2)3, where E3

is the semion class in SU(6)1 (see (56) for the primary
fields Em of SU(N)1). The anyon selection rule restricts
the deconfined anyons of SU(3)2 to be the anyon tensor

products Em × [j] in SU(6)1 × SU(2)3 that have trivial
monodromy braiding with the local boson b. The non-
trivial SU(3)2 anyons are

[a] = E2 × [0] ≡ E5 × [3/2],

[a∗] = E4 × [0] ≡ E1 × [3/2],

[τ̄ ] = E0 × [1] ≡ E3 × [1/2],

[E] = E2 × [1] ≡ E5 × [1/2],

[E∗] = E4 × [1] ≡ E1 × [1/2],

(61)

where anyon products are equivalent ≡ modulo the local
boson b. The spins and fusion rules of the SU(3)2 anyons
can be determined by the product structure. The spins
and quantum dimensions are summarized in table III.
The fusion rules are

[a]× [a] = [a∗], [a∗]× [a∗] = [a], [a]× [a∗] = 1

[τ̄ ]× [τ̄ ] = 1 + [τ̄ ], [a]× [τ̄ ] = [E], [a∗]× [τ̄ ] = [E∗].

(62)

Each SU(3)2 primary is a superselection sector of fields
that rotate irreducibly under the SU(3)2 WZW algebra.
We begin with the Abelian [a] and [a∗] sectors. The pri-
mary fields in [a] are linear combinations of the following
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TABLE III. The spin h, quantum dimension d, and number
of fields # of each non-trivial primary sector of SU(3)2.

[a] or [a∗] [τ̄ ] [E] or [E∗]

h 2
3

3
5

4
15

d 1 1+
√
5

2
1+

√
5

2

# 6 8 3

six vertex fields

E2
14, E2

25, E2
36,

E2
15 + E2

24√
2

,
E2
16 + E2

34√
2

,
E2
26 + E2

35√
2

, (63)

where E2
j1j2

= ei(ϕj1
+ϕj2

−2ϕ⊥/6) are the vertex fields

in the E2 class of SU(6)1 (see (56)). These six fields
are the ones in E2 that are decoupled from the SU(2)3
sub-algebra of SU(6)1. They have trivial OPE with
the SU(2)3 currents and therefore solely represent the
SU(3)2 sub-algebra. The primary fields in [a∗] are
spanned by the Hermitian conjugate of the vertices in
(63).

Next, we move on to the Fibonacci super-selection sec-
tor [τ̄ ] in SU(3)2. It is spanned by eight primary fields.
To see this, we observe the field products in [τ ] × [τ̄ ],
– where [τ ] = [j = 1] is the Fibonacci primary field
sector in SU(2)3 – are the SU(6)1 WZW currents out-
side of those in SU(2)3 × SU(3)2. On each bundle in
each chiral sector, the field product pairs in [τ ] × [τ̄ ]
are local spin h = 2/5 + 3/5 = 1 bosons that extend
the SU(2)3 × SU(3)2 WZW algebra to the full SU(6)1
WZW algebra. The difference in dimensions of SU(6)
and SU(2) × SU(3) is 35 − (3 + 8) = 24. There are
3 linearly independent fields in [τ ] = [j = 1]. There-
fore, there must be 24/3 = 8 linearly independent fields
in [τ̄ ] so that the product [τ ] × [τ̄ ] accounts for the 24
missing currents outside of SU(2)3 × SU(3)2 in SU(6)1.
The eight fields in [τ̄ ] form the adjoint representation of
SU(3). The affine SU(6)1 Lie algebra, as a vector space
of the currents, decomposes into

SU(6)1 = SU(2)3 ⊕ SU(3)2 ⊕ ([τ ]× [τ̄ ]) . (64)

We notice this field counting method holds for general
SU(m)n × SU(n)m ⊆ SU(mn)1 embeddings. The con-
formal dimension of a primary field sector [V ] in SU(m)
at level n is given by [5, 11]:

hV =
CV /2

n+ g
(65)

where CV is the quadratic Casimir invariant of the irre-
ducible representation [V ], and g the dual Coxeter num-
ber of the algebra. g = m for SU(m). In particular,
the adjoint representation [A] of SU(m) has dimension
dim[A] = dim(SU(m)) = m2 − 1 and the quadratic
Casimir invariant CA = 2m [5]. It corresponds to a
primary field sector [A] in the SU(m)n WZW CFT if
n ≥ 2. The scaling dimension according to (65) is

hA = m/(m + n). Therefore, in the conformal embed-
ding where SU(m)n × SU(n)m ⊆ SU(mn)1, the scaling
dimensions of the adjoint primary fields in the two sectors
combine to

h
SU(m)n
A + h

SU(n)m
A =

m

n+m
+

n

m+ n
= 1. (66)

There are (m2−1)(n2−1) fields in the pair tensor product
[A]SU(m)n×[A]SU(n)m . This number equals the difference
in the numbers of current operators, dim(SU(mn)) −
dim(SU(m)) − dim(SU(n)). The spin-1 bosons in the
adjoint pair are exactly the currents in SU(mn)1 out-
side of SU(m)n and SU(n)m. This is summarized by the
branching rule

SU(mn)1 = SU(m)n ⊕ SU(n)m

⊕
(
[A]SU(m)n × [A]SU(n)m

) (67)

that generalizes (64). Since all SU(mn)1 currents are
local bosons in the coupled-wire constructions, so are the
field pair product in [A]SU(m)n × [A]SU(n)m .

Going back to the case when m = 2 and n = 3, the
identification of Fibonacci pairs [τ ] × [τ̄ ] in SU(2)3 ×
SU(3)2 as local SU(6)1 currents, Jσy ∼ τσy τ̄

σ
y on each

bundle y and in each chiral sector σ = R,L, allows us
to write down an explicit string of local boson operators
that creates a Fibonacci anyon excitation at each end.

S =

y2∏
y=y1

JLy (x)J
R
y (x)

† ∼
y2∏
y=y1

τLy τ
R
y

y2∏
y=y1

τ̄Ly τ̄
R
y

at low energy−−−−−−−→ τLy1

(
y2−1∏
y=y1

⟨τRy τLy+1⟩
)
τRy2

(
y2−1∏
y=y1

⟨τ̄Ly τ̄Ry ⟩
)
,

(68)

where Jσy can be chosen to be an arbitrary current op-
erator in SU(6)1 that falls outside of SU(2)3 × SU(3)2
(see (64)), i.e. the most singular terms in the OPE of
Jσy (z) and currents from SU(2)3 or SU(3)2 are propor-

tional to 1/(z − w) and not 1/(z − w)2. Neighboring
Fibonacci field pairs from opposite chiral sectors at low
energy are pinned to the ground state expectation values
by the SU(2)3 and SU(3)2 current backscattering po-
tentials. In the SU(2)3 phase where SU(2)3 (or SU(3)2)
currents are back-scattered between (resp. within) bun-
dles, τLy τ

R
y+1 → ⟨τLy τRy+1⟩ and τ̄Ly τ̄

R
y → ⟨τ̄Ly τ̄Ry ⟩. This

leaves behind two dangling Fibonacci modes τLy2 and τRy1
at the two ends of the string. (See figure 2.)
As for the remaining primary field super-selection sec-

tors [E] and [E∗] in SU(3)2, they correspond to the
two fundamental three-dimensional irreducible represen-
tations of SU(3). To see this, under the conformal em-
bedding SU(2)3×SU(3)2 ⊆ SU(6)1, the SU(6)1 primary
field sector E2 splits into two parts (c.f. (61))

E2 = ([j = 0]× [a])⊕ ([j = 1]× [E]) . (69)

For instance, the spin of [j = 1]× [E] combines to 2/5 +
4/15 = 2/3, which is identical to that of E2 and [a].
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y + 1

y

y1

y2

τL

τR

τR

τR

τL

τL

τL

τR τ̄R

τ̄L

τ̄R

τ̄L

τ̄R

τ̄L

τ̄R

τ̄L

FIG. 2. Fibonacci excitation pair created by the string of local
operators S in (68). Yellow (blue) brackets are ground state
expectation values of Fibonacci pairs as a result of the inter-
wire (intra-wire) potential. The unpaired Fibonacci fields
(highlighted in red) τL

y1 and τR
y2 become anyon excitations

at the two ends of the string.

There are C6
2 = 15 linearly independent primary fields in

E2. The six of them in (63) generate [a] = [j = 0] × [a].
The remaining nine generate [j = 1]× [E]. Since [j = 1]
is the three-dimensional vector representation of SU(2)3
(see (59)), [E] must be of dimension 9/3 = 3. The same
counting holds for [E∗] because E4 splits into [a∗] and
[j = 1]×[E∗]. Apart from (69), the other SU(6)1 primary
field super-selection sectors split into SU(2)3 × SU(3)2
components according to the branching rules

E1 = [j = 1/2]× [E∗] ,

E3 = ([j = 3/2]× 1)⊕ ([j = 1/2]× [τ̄ ]) ,
(70)

and similarly for the conjugates E4 = (E2)† and E5 =
(E1)†.

The branching rules (69) and (70) allow us to write
down strings of electron operators that create the anyon
excitations on each end. These open strings are similar
to those that created the Fibonacci anyons in (68) and
figure 2. They are products of local operators over a
range of consecutive bundles

Sm =

y2∏
y=y1

EL,my (x)ER,my (x)†, (71)

where m = 1, . . . , 5. On each wire in low-energy, the

conjugate pair of SU(6)1 primaries EL,my ER,my
†
is effec-

tively an integral product of electrons up to ground state

expectation values ⟨Θ(I)
y ⟩ and ⟨Θ(II)

y ⟩ of the gapped c1,2
modes. Any arbitrary anyon conjugate pair can be cre-
ated by choosing an appropriate primary field in Em and
applying the operator string Sm on a ground state. We
here demonstrate the pair creation of the Abelian anyon
[a] and the non-Abelian anyon [E] in a U(1)6 × SU(3)2
FQH model. First, we apply the string S2 in (71) and
choose the SU(6)1 primary E2 on each chiral sector and
bundle to be one (or any normalized linear combination)
of the primary fields in (63). Since these fields all belong
in the [a] primary field sector in SU(3)2, the string in
low-energy decomposes into

S2 at low energy−−−−−−−→ aLy1

(
y2−1∏
y=y1

〈
aRy

†
aLy+1

〉)
aRy2

†
(72)

where aσy is the chosen primary field E2 in (63) at (y, σ).

By the inter-bundle backscattering HSU(3)2
inter , conjugate

field pairs between neighboring bundles are pinned to

their ground state expectation values ⟨aRy
†
aLy+1⟩, which

is a U(1) phase. This leaves behind the unpaired fields

aLy1 and aRy2
†
at the two ends and creates the separated

conjugate pair of Abelian anyon excitations.
Next, we again apply the string S2 in (71) but instead

choose a new SU(6)1 primary E2 that is orthogonal to
the [a] sector (i.e. the most singular term in its OPE
with any of the fields in (63) is at most proportional to
1/(z − w)h but not 1/(z − w)2h, where h = 2/3 is the
spin of E2). According to the branching rule (69), this
field E2 decomposes into the tensor product τ×E, where
τ belongs to the [j = 1] sector in SU(2)3 and E belongs
to the [E] sector in SU(3)2. Therefore, in low-energy,

S2 ∼
y2∏
y=y1

τLy τ
R
y

y2∏
y=y1

ELy E
R
y

†

at low energy−−−−−−−→
(

y2∏
y=y1

〈
τLy τ

R
y

〉)

× ELy1

(
y2−1∏
y=y1

〈
ERy

†
ELy+1

〉)
ERy2

†
,

(73)

where the ground state expectation values are pinned by
the intra/inter-bundle current backscattering potentials

HSU(2)3
intra and HSU(3)2

inter . This leaves behind the separated
conjugate pair of non-Abelian excitations in anyon classes
[E] and [E∗] at the two ends of the string. If the same
string is applied to the SU(2)3 state instead of SU(3)2, it
will create a pair of Fibonacci anyons τ . All other anyon
pairs can be created using different string operators Sm
in (71) with appropriate choices of primary fields Em and
branching rules (70).
Lastly, we present case (III) – the topological phases

with SU(2)4 and SU(4)2 edge CFTs constructed from
the SU(2)4 × SU(4)2 ⊆ SU(8)1 embedding. The SU(2)4
theory can be decomposed into a U(1)8 sector and a Z4
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parafermion CFT, which is the coset SU(2)4/U(1)8. The
SU(2)4 current raising operator can be decomposed ac-
cording to (50) (also see (C7) and (C8)). We now define

Ξ ≡ ei
∑4

j=1 θj/8 where θj = ϕj − ϕ4+j that generates
U(1)8. They carry spin hΞq = q2/16 for q = −3, . . . , 4.
The Z4 parafermion is Ψ from (C8). For Ψk, the corre-
sponding spin is hk = k(4− k)/4 with k = 0, 1, 2, 3. The
primary fields of the Z4 parafermion CFT was described
in [6, 16] by identifying the theory with the U(1)6/Z2

orbifold CFT. They are the spin 1/3 vertex operators

ϕ1,23 , that can be identified with Ψ1,3; spin 1 operator j
that can be identified with Ψ2; the rest are the operators
ϕ1,2, twist fields σ1,2 and τ1,2, which are non-Abelian
and do not have free field expression. Their conformal
and quantum dimensions are included in Table IV.

TABLE IV. The spin h and quantum dimension d of Z4

parafermion CFT. Notation of primary fields are based on
[16].

ϕ1,2
3 j ϕ1 ϕ2 σ1,2 τ1,2

h 3
4

1 1
12

1
3

1
16

9
16

d 1 1 2 2
√
3

√
3

The SU(2)4 topological order can now be obtained
from the reduced tensor product U(1)8 × Z4 relative to
the anyon condensation of the bosonic product Ξ2 × ϕ13,
which is the raising current operator E+SU(2)4

(along with

its conjugate E−SU(2)4
= E+SU(2)4

†
and its square Ξ4 × j).

The primary field superselection sector of SU(2)4 is la-
beled by [j], with j = 0, 1/2, 1, 3/2, 2 with spin hj =
j(j + 1)/6. Under the parafermion decomposition, each
of the SU(2)3 super-sector is spanned by a set of primary
field products in U(1)8×Z4 that rotate irreducibly under
E±SU(2)4

.

[j = 1/2] = span
{
Ξσ1,Ξ

−1σ2
}
,

[j = 1] = span
{
ϕ2,Ξ

2ϕ1,Ξ
−2ϕ1

}
,

[j = 3/2] = span
{
Ξτ1,Ξ

−1τ2,Ξ
3σ2,Ξ

−3σ1
}
,

[j = 2] = span
{
Ξ4,Ξ2ϕ23, j,Ξ

−2ϕ13,Ξ
−4
}
.

(74)

Alternatively, modular data like quantum dimensions
and fusion algebras of a WZW KM algebras are read-
ily encoded in the modular S-matrix. The modular S-
matrix can be obtained from the ribbon identity that
relates the 2π braiding phase of anyon j, j′ over a fixed
fusion channel k [17]. Specifically,

Sij =
1

D
∑
k

dkN
k
ij

θk
θiθj

, (75)

where dk is the quantum dimension of a superselection
sector, andD =

√∑
k d

2
k is the total quantum dimension.

θk = e2πihk is the topological spin of anyone k, where hk
is the conformal scaling dimension of its corresponding

primary field. The general formula for the modular S-
matrix of SU(2)n is given by the formula [5]

Sj,j′(n) =
√

2

n+ 2
sin

(2j + 1)(2j′ + 1)π

n+ 2
. (76)

For n = 4, we have

Sj,j′ =
2√
3
sin

(2j + 1)(2j′ + 1)π

6
(77)

where j, j′, k = 0, 1/2, . . . , 2. Using the Verlinde for-
mula [18], one can obtain all fusion algebra, and quantum
dimensions of anyons, by computing the fusion tensor

N k
jj′ =

∑
σ

SjσSj′σS∗
kσ

S0σ
. (78)

The topological data of SU(2)4 is summarized in Table.V.
The SU(2)4 anyons obey the fusion rules

[1/2]× [1/2] = [0] + [1], [1/2]× [2] = [3/2],

[2]× [2] = [0],

[1/2]× [1] = [1/2] + [3/2],

[1]× [1] = [0] + [1] + [2]. (79)

SU(2)4 supports metaplectic topologial order [19–21].
It is identical to the SO(3)2 WZW algebra and the
SU(3)1/Z2 orbifold CFT [6]. It has two spin 1 bosons,
and two metaplectic anyons with quantum dimension of√
3 and one with quantum dimension of 2. The metaplec-

tic anyon [j = 1], which has integral quantum dimension,
is capable of computing the Kauffman polynomial that
is #P-hard [19].

TABLE V. The spin h, quantum dimension d, and number of
fields # of each non-trivial primary sector of SU(2)4.

[ 1
2
] [1] [ 3

2
] [2]

h 1
8

1
3

5
8

1

d
√
3 2

√
3 1

# 2 3 4 5

Now we move on to SU(4)2. From the conformal
embedding SU(2)4 × SU(4)2 ⊆ SU(8)1, the SU(2)4
CFT is identical to the coset SU(8)1/SU(2)4. Its topo-
logical order is the same as the reduced tensor prod-
uct SU(8)1 ⊠ SU(2)4 between SU(8)1 and the time-
reversal conjugate of SU(2)4. The tensor product is
relative to the anyon condensation of the boson pair
E4 × [j = 2] (see (56) for the SU(N)1 primary fields
Em). The SU(4)2 primary fields are in 1-1 correspon-

dence with the deconfined anyons in SU(8)1 ⊠ SU(2)4
that have trivial mutual statistics with the condensed
boson E4× [j = 2]. The Abelian ones are (up to the con-

densed boson) [a] = E4 × [j = 0] that has spin h = 1 as

well as [b] = E2 × [0] and its anti-particle [b∗] = E6 × [0]
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that both have spin h = 3/4. Primary fields in these
Abelian superselection sectors have free field expressions.
The SU(8)1 primary field sectors of E2 and E4 con-
sist of vertex operators E2

j1j2
≡ ei(ϕj1

+ϕj2
−2ϕ⊥/8) for

1 ≤ j1 < j2 ≤ 8, and E4
j1j2j3j4

≡ ei(
∑4

k=1 ϕjk
−4ϕ⊥/8)

for 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < j3 < j4 ≤ 8. The 20 dimensional
superselection sector [a] is spanned by the vertex fields
combinations

[a] =



E4
1256, E4

1357, E4
1458, E4

2367, E4
2468, E4

3478,
E4
1257+E4

1356√
2

,
E4
1258+E4

1456√
2

,
E4
1267+E4

2356√
2

,
E4
1268+E4

2456√
2

,
E4
1358+E4

1457√
2

,
E4
1367+E4

2357√
2

,
E4
1378+E4

3457√
2

,
E4
1468+E4

2458√
2

,
E4
1478+E4

3458√
2

,
E4
2368+E4

2467√
2

,
E4
2378+E4

3467√
2

,
E4
2478+E4

3468√
2

,
E4
1278+E4

3456+E4
1368+E4

2457

2 ,
E4
1368+E4

2457+E4
1467+E4

2358

2


(80)

in E4 that are decoupled from and have non-singular
OPE with the SU(2)4 WZW sub-algebra. Similarly, [b]
is the 10 dimensional superselection sector spanned by
the SU(2)4-invariant vertex fields

[b] =

E2
15, E2

26, E2
37, E2

48,
E2
16+E2

25√
2

,
E2
17+E2

35√
2

,
E2
18+E2

45√
2

,
E2
27+E2

36√
2

,
E2
28+E2

46√
2

,
E2
38+E2

47√
2

 . (81)

Fields within each sector can be rotated irreducibly into
one another by the SU(4)2 KM currents. The Abelian
supersector [b∗] is the Hermitian conjugate of [b].

For the non-Abelian primary field superselection sec-
tors of SU(4)2, we label them by borrowing the notations
from table IV. First, we label the twist fields to be [τ̄1],
[τ̄2], [σ̄1], and [σ̄2]. They can be identified (up to the con-
densed boson) with the following pair product anyons in

SU(8)1 × SU(2)4.

1. [σ̄1] = E5 × [j = 3/2] and [σ̄2] = E3 × [j = 3/2].
Both carry spin h = 5/16.

2. [τ̄1] = E5×[j = 1/2] and [τ̄2] = E5×[j = 1/2]. Both
carry spin h = 13/16.

Second, we label the remaining metaplectic [20, 21] pri-

mary fields to be [ϕ̄2] = E4 × [j = 1], which carries spin

h = 2/3, and [ϕ̄1] = E2 × [j = 1], which carries spin
h = 5/12. The fusion rules of SU(4)2 are generated by

[a]× [a] = 1, [a]× [b] = [b∗], [b]× [b] = [a]

[b]× [ϕ̄1] = [ϕ̄2], [b]× [ϕ̄2] = [ϕ̄1],

[b]× [σ̄1] = [τ̄2], [b]× [τ̄2] = [τ̄1],

[b]× [τ̄1] = [σ̄2], [b]× [σ̄2] = [σ̄1]

[σ̄1]× [σ̄2] = [τ̄1]× [τ̄2] = 1 + [ϕ̄2],

[ϕ̄i]× [ϕ̄i] = 1 + [a] + [ϕ̄2]

[ϕ̄2]× [σ̄j ] = [ϕ̄2]× [τ̄j ] = [σ̄j ] + [τ̄j ] (82)

where i, j = 1, 2.
The corresponding modular S-matrix is:

Sj,j′ =
1

2
√
6



1 1 1 1
√
3

√
3

√
3

√
3 2 2

1 −1 1 −1 −i
√
3 i

√
3 −i

√
3 i

√
3 2 −2

1 1 1 1 −
√
3 −

√
3 −

√
3 −

√
3 2 2

1 −1 1 −1 i
√
3 −i

√
3 i

√
3 −i

√
3 2 −2√

3 −i
√
3 −

√
3 i

√
3

√
3
2 (1−i) −

√
3
2 (1+i) −

√
3
2 (1−i)

√
3
2 (1+i) 0 0

√
3 i

√
3 −

√
3 −i

√
3 −

√
3
2 (1+i)

√
3
2 (1−i)

√
3
2 (1+i) −

√
3
2 (1−i) 0 0

√
3 −i

√
3 −

√
3 i

√
3 −

√
3
2 (1−i)

√
3
2 (1+i)

√
3
2 (1−i) −

√
3
2 (1+i) 0 0

√
3 i

√
3 −

√
3 −i

√
3
√

3
2 (1+i) −

√
3
2 (1−i) −

√
3
2 (1+i)

√
3
2 (1−i) 0 0

2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 −2 −2
2 −2 2 −2 0 0 0 0 −2 2


, (83)

with topological sectors label j, j′ = {0, 1, 2, . . . , 9} =
{
1, b, a, b∗, σ̄1, τ̄2, τ̄1, σ̄2, ϕ̄2, ϕ̄1

}
.

The primary fields’ scaling dimensions and quantum
dimensions of SU(4)2 are listed in table VI. The SU(4)2
theory and the Z4 parafermion CFT (see table IV)
share identical primary field fusion rules. For exam-
ple, the Abelian anyons 1, [b], [a], [b∗] in SU(4)2 and
1, ϕ13, j, ϕ

2
3 both form a Z4 fusion group. The meta-

plectic super-sector [ϕ̄2] forms the adjoint representation
of SU(4)2. Therefore, it carries 15 primary fields since
dim(SU(4)) = 15. In the SU(2)4 × SU(4)2 ⊆ SU(8)1
conformal embedding, field products in [j = 1]× [ϕ̄2] ac-
counts for (a) the 45 local SU(8)1 currents J outside of
SU(2)4×SU(4)2 (see (67)), as well as (b) the 45 non-local
spin-1 vertex fields in E4 in SU(8)1 outside of the [j = 2]

super-sector in (74) from SU(2)4 and the [a] super-sector
in (80) from SU(4)2. As vector spaces, we have the de-
composition

SU(8)1 = SU(2)4 ⊕ SU(4)2 ⊕
(
[j = 1]× [ϕ̄2]

)
,

E4 = [j = 2]⊕ [a]⊕
(
[j = 1]× [ϕ̄2]

)
.

(84)

There are 45 fields in both cases because 45 equals
dim(SU(8))−dim(SU(2))−dim(SU(4)) as well as #E4−
#[j = 2]−#[a]. Since there are 3 fields in [j = 1], there
must be 15 = 45/3 fields in [ϕ̄2].
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According to the branching rules,

E2 = [b]⊕
(
[j = 1]× [ϕ̄1]

)
E6 = [b∗]⊕

(
[j = 1]× [ϕ̄1]

)
.

(85)

field products in [j = 1] × [ϕ̄1] splits into components
that belong to (a) the SU(8)1 vertex fields in E2 outside
of the [b] sector in (81) from SU(4)2, and (b) the SU(8)1
fields in E6 outside of [b∗]. There are 18 fields in each
case because 18 = #E2 − #[b]. Since #[j = 1] = 3,
there are 6 = 18/3 fields in [ϕ̄1]. The SU(8)1 primary
field super-sectors E1,3,5,7 with odd powers splits into
SU(2)4 × SU(4)2 components according to

E1 = [j = 1/2]× [σ̄1],

E3 = ([j = 1/2]× [τ̄2])⊕ ([j = 3/2]× [σ̄2]) ,

E5 = ([j = 1/2]× [τ̄1])⊕ ([j = 3/2]× [σ̄1]) ,

E7 = [j = 1/2]× [σ̄2].

(86)

Dimension counting from #Em = C8
m and #[j] = 2j + 1

forces #[σ1,2] = 4 and #[τ1,2] = 20. The branching rules
(84), (85) and (86) allows us to construct strings of elec-
tron operators Sm =

∏y2
y=y1

EL,my (x)ER,my (x)† (c.f. (71))
so that when operating on a ground state, it creates a
conjugate excitation pair in an arbitrary anyon class in
the SU(2)4 or SU(4)2 topological phase given an appro-
priate choice of the SU(8)1 primary field Em (c.f. (68),
(72) and (73)).

TABLE VI. The spin h, quantum dimension d, and number
of fields # of each non-trivial primary sector of SU(4)2.

[a] [b], [b∗] [σ̄1,2] [τ̄1,2] [ϕ̄2] [ϕ̄1]

h 1 3
4

5
16

13
16

2
3

5
12

d 1 1
√
3

√
3 2 2

# 20 10 4 20 15 6

We conclude this section by commenting on a few cases
where the electrically neutral SU(m)n topological sec-
tor contains a discrete gauge symmetry and the SU(m)n
WZW CFT on the edge can be identified with an orbifold
CFT Gk/G [1, 6, 22], for some gauge group G and WZW
algebra extension Gk of SU(m)n. These examples are

SU(2)4 = SO(3)2 =
SU(3)1

Z2
,

SU(4)2 = SO(6)2 =
SU(6)1

Z2
,

SU(8)1 =
(E7)1

Z2
,

SU(9)1 =
(E8)1

Z3
, SU(3)3 =

SO(8)1
Z3

.

(87)

In these examples, the gauge groups are the Abelian
cyclic groups Z2 or Z3. The WZW algebra extensions
Gk are simply-laced and have level k = 1. Therefore, the

corresponding G1 topological order is Abelian and can be
described by an Abelian Chern-Simons field theory whose
K-matrix is the Cartan matrix of the G Lie algebra. The
SU(m)n topological order in the bulk is referred to as a
twist liquid [22] where the global G-symmetry in the G1

Abelian topological phase is gauged [23].
The SU(m)n WZW algebras in each example in (87)

is the sub-algebra in G1 consisting with currents that are
unchanged under the G symmetry. Moreover, there are
bosonic SU(m)n primary field(s) in super-selection sec-
tor(s) [Z] with spin hZ = 1 that carry gauge charges.
They irreducibly and non-trivially represent the gauge
group G. Since G here is cyclic, this means they trans-
form according to Z → −Z if G = Z2, and Z →
e±2πi/3Z if G = Z3. These spin-1 bosons would ex-
tend the SU(m)n WZW algebra to G1, if they were lo-
cal. This means SU(m)n ⊕ [Z] = G1 for G = Z2, or
SU(m)n⊕ [Z]⊕ [Z∗] = G1 for G = Z3. For the examples
listed in (87),

SU(2)4 ⊕ [j = 2] = SU(3)1,

SU(4)2 ⊕ [a] = SU(6)1,

SU(8)1 ⊕ E4 = (E7)1 ,

SU(9)1 ⊕ E3 ⊕ E6 = (E8)1 ,

SU(3)3 ⊕ 10⊕ 10 = SO(8)1,

(88)

where [j = 2] and [a] are bosonic primary fields in SU(2)4
and SU(4)2 (see table V and VI), Em=3,6 are the bosonic
SU(9)1 primary fields defined in (56), and 10 and 10
are the two Abelian bosonic SU(3)3 primary field super-
sectors [22] that form a ten-dimensional irreducible rep-
resentation of the SU(3) Lie algebra. For instance, in
each of these cases, the dimension of SU(m) and the
number of fields in the gauge charge(s) [Z] add up to the
dimension of the extended Lie algebra G.
However, unlike the SU(m)n currents, the primary

fields in [Z] are non-local and are not integral combina-
tions of electrons, despite being bosonic. Consequently,
the SU(m)n WZW CFT on the edge of the electronic
topological phase does not extend to G1. The anyon
class corresponding to [Z] does not condense (in the
anyon condensation sense [15]) and the bulk SU(m)n
topological order remains. In particular, there are twist
fields [Σ] in the SU(m)n CFT that correspond to de-
confined gauge fluxes in the bulk. For SU(2)4, these
gauge fluxes are [j = 1

2 ,
3
2 ] (see table V). For SU(4)2,

they are [σ̄1,2] and [τ̄1,2] (see table VI). For SU(9)1, they
are Em=1,2,4,5,7,8 (see (56)), and for SU(3)3, they are
3,3,6,6,15,15 (see [22]). These gauge fluxes [Σ] and
gauge charges [Z] have non-trivial mutual braiding mon-
odromy phases −1 for G = Z2 or e±2πi/3 for G = Z3.
In general, the SU(m)n WZW CFT on the edge of

the topological phases constructed in this section always
persists for any m ≥ 2 and n ≥ 1. Even if there are
bosonic spin-1 primary fields [Z], they are always frac-
tional. The non-locality is a result of the conformal em-
bedding SU(m)n×SU(n)m ⊆ SU(mn)1 used in the cou-
pled wire construction. If the primary fields in [Z] were
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local and were to extend the SU(m)n algebra, they would
either (a) be currents living inside the SU(mn)1, or (b)
belong in a spin-1 primary field super-sector of SU(mn)1
that extend the SU(m)n algebra. First, case (a) does not
apply because the only SU(mn)1 currents that live out-
side of SU(m)n and SU(n)m are in the tensor product
[A]SU(m)n × [A]SU(n)m between the adjoint representa-
tions of SU(m)n and SU(n)m (see (67)). None of them
are primary fields solely of SU(m)n or SU(n)m. Second,
case (b) is impossible as well. This is because the par-
ton bundle construction dictates that all the SU(mn)1
primary fields Ej in (56) are non-local. Therefore, even
if some of them are bosonic, such as the ones in SU(8)1
and SU(9)1, they will never extend SU(m)n to a larger
local WZW algebra.

On the other hand, there are examples beyond SU(m)n
WZW algebras where the anyon condensation of gauge
charges and the extension of WZW algebras occur. In
the next section, we will see that the coupled-wire con-
struction that uses backscattering of the KM currents
in the orthogonal WZW algebras SO(n)2 will result
in a topological phase with a different topological or-
der. We will show that the Z2 gauge charge [S] in
SO(n)2 = SU(n)1/Z2 will in fact be local and will be
an integral combination of electrons under the conformal
embedding SO(2)n × SO(n)2 ⊆ SO(2n)1. This is be-
cause the primary fields in [S] are currents in SO(2n)1.
On the edge, they will extend the WZW algebra to
SO(n)2 ⊕ [S] = SU(n)1. In the bulk, [S] will anyon con-
dense and reduce the topological order to the Abelian
SU(n)1, where the Z2 symmetry is global rather than an
internal gauge symmetry.

III. Br AND Dr SERIES, EMERGENT DIRAC
AND MAJORANA FERMIONS

In this section, we construct and study states with elec-
trically neutral topological phases with a SO(m)n topo-
logical order. These are superconducting or spin liquid
phases of electrons. The SO(m)n topological phase “par-
tially occupies” the parent bosonic SO(mn)1 state where
non-local Majorana fermions emerges. The construction
relies on the SO(m)n × SO(n)m ⊂ SO(mn)1 conformal
embedding.

A. Coupled-Wire Construction of Topological
Superconductors and Spin Liquids

We construct neutral topological phases with SO(N)1
topological order and chiral edge WZW CFT, where N
is an arbitrary integer greater than 1. Following the
strategy described previously, we consider a 2D array
of bundles, each consisting of N wires. Each wire now
hosts a single spinful electron with Rashba spin-orbit
interaction, which, at low energies, decomposes into a
Dirac electron cσy,sj with chirality σ = R/L = +/−, spin

s =↑ (↓) = +(−), and j = 1, . . . ,N labels a given wire
in the bundle y. The spin-orbit interaction, parameter-
ized by momentum kSO, splits the spin-degenerate Fermi
points.

The Dirac electrons can be represented by vertex op-
erators of chiral bosons Φσy,sj as follows:

cσy,sj(x) ∼ exp
[
iΦσy,sj(x) + i(σkf + skSO)x

]
, (89)

where kσs = σkf + skSO is the Fermi momentum about
which cσy,sj is defined. The Luttinger liquid Lagrangian
density is

L =
1

4π

∑
y

∑
s,σ=±

N∑
j=1

σ∂tΦ
σ
y,sj∂xΦ

σ
y,sj −H0, (90)

where the free boson Hamiltonian density, including
intra-bundle density-density interactions, is

H0 =
∑
y

vjj
′,ss′

σσ′ ∂xΦ
σ
y,sj∂xΦ

σ′

y,s′j′ . (91)

Our first objective is to introduce an intra-bundle
many-body interaction that gaps all local fermion exci-
tations and leaves behind a non-chiral SO(N)1 bosonic
CFT on each bundle. This can be achieved by either
an Umklapp back-scattering or superconducting pairing
potential [6]. On all bundle y, we impose one of the in-
teractions below:

UUmklapp = u cos θρ ∼ u

N∏
j=1

∏
s=↑,↓

cL†sj c
R
sj + h.c.,

USC = ∆cosφρ ∼ ∆

N∏
j=1

∏
s=↑,↓

cLsjc
R
sj + h.c.,

(92)

where the sine-Gordon angle variables are

θρ =
∑
sj

(ΦRsj − ΦLsj), φρ =
∑
sj

(ΦLsj +ΦRsj). (93)

When one of these interactions is present and is relevant,
the charge degrees of freedom of each bundle are gapped.
(1) In the Umklapp case, the potential is a 2N -body
scattering process that violates momentum conservation.
This interaction appears at low energies in the presence of
a charge density wave with commensurate momentum. It
can also arise in a 1D lattice with a commensurate filling
so that the total momentum transfer 4Nkf is an inte-
ger multiple of 2π/a, where a is the microscopic lattice
constant. UUmklapp in (92) leads to a spin liquid state
where all excitations with energy below u are electrically
neutral. (2) In the superconducting case, the pairing
potential preserves momentum, but violates charge con-
servation. It can be induced via the proximity effect by
Cooper pair tunneling from a bulk superconductor. The
U(1) symmetry is broken to Z2 by USC in (92) and a
charge Q is indistinguishable from Q+2e because of the
Cooper pair condensate.
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Next, we perform a basis transformation of the bosons
that isolates φρ or θρ and decouples it from the rest of
the boson in each bundle. The basis transformation de-
pends on whether the gapping potential is given by the
Umklapp process or the superconducting pairing. In the
Umklapp case, we define

2ϕσρ = φ0 + σθρ, ϕσℓ = φ0 − Φσsℓjℓ , (94)

whereas in the superconducting case, we define

2ϕσρ = φρ + σθ0, ϕσℓ = θ0 − σΦσsℓjℓ . (95)

In either case, the non-chiral conjugate bosons, in addi-
tion to φρ and θρ, are

φ0 =
(
ΦR↑1 +ΦL↓1

)
/2, θ0 =

(
ΦR↑1 − ΦL↓1

)
/2. (96)

The above spin and wire index assignment (sℓ, jℓ) for a
given ℓ are chosen to account for all the electron modes
Φσsℓjℓ , except Φ

R
↑1 and ΦL↓1. For example, for a given chiral

sector σ = ±, they can be chosen to be

(sℓ, jℓ) =

{
(σ, ℓ+ 1), if ℓ = 1, . . . ,N − 1

(−σ, ℓ−N + 1), if ℓ = N , . . . , 2N − 1
.

(97)

The charge boson ϕσρ now decouples from the remain-

ing 2N − 1 non-local Dirac fermions dσℓ ∼ eiϕ
σ
ℓ , for

ℓ = 1, . . . , 2N − 1. In this new basis, the free boson
Lagrangian density is

L =
1

4π

∑
σ=R,L

σ

[
2∂xϕ

σ
ρ∂tϕ

σ
ρ +

2N−1∑
ℓ=1

∂xϕ
σ
ℓ ∂tϕ

σ
ℓ

]
−H0,

H0 =
v

4π

∑
σ

2N−1∑
ℓ=1

(∂xϕ
σ
ℓ )

2
+ vρ

[
gρ (∂xφ)

2
+

1

gρ
(∂xθ)

2

]
,

(98)

where 2ϕσρ = φ+σθ, i.e. (φ, θ) = (φ0, θρ) in the Umklapp
case, or (φ, θ) = (φρ, θ0) in the superconducting case.

The velocity tensor vjj
′,ss′

σσ′ in (91) is tuned so that the bo-
son velocities in H0 are diagonal and isotropic among the
Dirac fermions densities ∂xϕ

σ
ℓ , which are decoupled from

∂xφ and ∂xθ. This fine-tuning can be relaxed once a bulk
energy gap opens up from the current backscattering in-
teractions introduced later in this section. The Umklapp
potential UUmklapp in (92) is relevant in the RG sense,
when gρ < 4. The pairing potential USC in (92) is rele-
vant when gρ > 1/4. The Luttinger parameter gρ in ei-
ther case can be tuned to the corresponding desired range
by the presence of appropriate density interactions in the
electron wires. In both cases, the potential UUmklapp

or USC gaps all local fermionic degrees of freedom and
leaves behind the gapless ϕσℓ modes. Each bundle is
now at a low-energy fixed point described by the bosonic
SO(4N − 2)1 WZW CFT whose gapless excitations are

bosonic pairs of Dirac fermions, dσℓ d
σ′

ℓ′ , d
σ
ℓ
†dσ

′

ℓ′ , d
σ
ℓ
†dσ

′

ℓ′
†
,

etc. There is a local fermion gap Efg ∼ u or ∆ below
which all odd fermion excitations are forbidden.
Using the basis transformation ϕσℓ = Msj

ℓσσ′Φσ
′

sj from
(94) or (95), we see that Dirac fermion vertex operators,

dσℓ ∼ eiϕ
σ
ℓ = eiM

sj

ℓσσ′Φ
σ′
sj , (99)

are non-local. This is because M↑1
ℓσL,M

↓1
ℓσR = ±1/2 are

fractional (the rest of Msj
ℓσσ′ = ±1). In addition, each

Dirac fermion carries electric charge Q = 0 and angular
spin S = ±1/2 in the Umklapp case, or Q = ±e (mod
2e) and S = 0,±1 in the superconducting case. There-
fore, they must not be integral combinations of electrons,
which hasQ = −e and S = ±1. This reflects the fact that
there are no longer any low-energy single-fermion excita-
tions below the fermion gap Efg . On the other hand, all

fermion bilinears, such as dσℓ d
σ′

ℓ′ , d
σ†
ℓ d

σ′†
ℓ′ , dσ†ℓ d

σ′

ℓ′ , d
σ
ℓ d

σ′†
ℓ′ ,

are local. These Dirac fermions can be decomposed into
real and imaginary Majorana components

dσℓ =
(
ψσ2ℓ−1 + iψσ2ℓ

)
/
√
2, (100)

where ψσj
† = ψσj . All Majorana fermion bilinears, ψσj ψ

σ′

k ,
for 1 ≤ j ≤ k ≤ 4N − 2, are also local. The momentum
of these Majorana fermions are 0 (or π/a, where a is
the microscopic lattice constant, for the Umklapp case)
if kSO = kf in the Umklapp case or kSO = 0 in the
superconducting case.
Apart from fermion bilinears, conjugate pairs of spinor

fields are local operators as well up to ground state
expectation values of θρ or φρ. Spinor primary fields
[s±] in SO(4N − 2)1 are generated by vertex operators

sσε = ei
∑

ℓ ε
ℓϕσ

ℓ /2, where εℓ = ±. The sign
∏
ℓ εl = ±

sets the parity of the spinor field. A pair of spinor fields
sσε1

sσε2
in the same chiral sector σ but with opposite par-

ity (i.e.
∏
ℓ ε
ℓ
1ε
ℓ
2 = −1) is an even product of fermions and

thus is local. This shows [sσ+]× [sσ−] = 1. A pair of spinor

fields sRε1
sLε2

from opposite chiral sectors but with the

same parity (i.e.
∏
ℓ ε
ℓ
1ε
ℓ
2 = 1) is effectively local. It dif-

fers from eiθρ/2 (eiφρ/2) by an integral product of electron
operators, and ⟨θρ⟩ (resp. ⟨φρ⟩) is pinned at its ground
state expectation value by the Umklapp (resp. pairing)
potential (92). This shows [sR±]× [sL±] = 1.
The number of helical pairs of Majorana fermions can

be reduced from 4N − 2 to any integer N below by a
momentum-preserving local backscattering potential.

Umass = im

4N−2∑
j=N+1

ψLj ψ
R
j . (101)

This gaps out ψL,Rj for j = N+1, . . . 4N−2, where 4N−
2 > N . The low-energy effective Hamiltonian density can
be written in terms of remaining N gapless non-chiral
Majoranas as

Heff =
iv

2

∑
y

∑
σ

N∑
j=1

σψσyj∂xψ
σ
yj . (102)
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We stress that, despite appearances, (102) does not de-
scribe a collection of free Majorana fermions, since single-
particle Majorana fermion operators are non-local.

The gapless modes in (102) in each bundle of wires
are effectively described by the non-chiral SO(N)1 WZW
CFT, which can now be used to construct the SO(N)1
coupled-wire model for states with spin liquid or topo-
logical superconducting order. Within each bundle, the
SO(N)1 WZW KM algebra for each chiral sector σ
is spanned by N(N − 1)/2 current operators Jσy,jk =

iψσya(X
ab)jkψ

σ
yb = iψσyjψ

σ
yk. Here, (Xab)jk ≡ δaj δ

b
k is a

matrix representation of SO(N)1 with 1 ≤ j < k ≤ N
and a, b =1, . . . , N .

Each bundle admits an internal Z2 symmetry:

ψσyj → (−1)δyy′ψσyj , ϕσya → ϕσya + σπδyy′ , (103)

for each fixed y′ that labels the bundle where this par-
ticular local Z2 symmetry applies. An operator is only
local if it is unchanged by the internal Z2 symmetries
for all y′. This internal symmetry is referred to as
the local Z2 gauge symmetry. For example, all single-
fermion tunneling ψy1ψy2 between bundles is non-local
and forbidden. On the other hand, single-fermion tun-
neling within a given bundle, like those in (102) are
local. Single-fermion tunneling between bundles is not
local, however two-fermion scattering between bundles
is also local. In particular, the current backscattering
JRy ·JLy+1 =

∑
j<k J

R
y,jkJ

L
y,jk in (105) below is an allowed

process. In addition, counter-propagating pairs of spinor
twist fields (with the same parity if N ≡ 0 mod 4 or
opposite parity if N ≡ 2 mod 4) within the same bun-
dle is effectively local at low energy because they differ
from the local combination sRε s

L
ε of electron operators

up to ground state expectation values of operators in the
ψN+1,...,4N−2 sector, which is gapped by (101).

We construct the chiral SO(N)1 topological model,

H [SO(N)1] = Heff +HSO(N)1
inter , (104)

using the inter-bundle backscattering potential,

HSO(N)1
inter = uinter

∑
y

JRy · JLy+1

= −uinter
∑
y

∑
1≤j<k≤N

ψRy,jψ
R
y,kψ

L
y+1,jψ

L
y+1,k,

(105)

for N ≥ 3. The potential between each neighboring pair
of bundles is the SO(N)1 Gross-Neveu interaction [24],
which is known to introduce a bulk excitation energy
gap when uinter > 0. In terms of the bosonized variables

defined by (99) and (100), the two-body interactions are

HSO(2r)1
inter = uinter

∑
y

r∑
a=1

∂xϕ
R
y,a∂xϕ

L
y+1,a

− uinter
∑
y

∑
ϵ=±

cos
(
Θy+1/2,a + ϵΘy+1/2,b

)
,

HSO(2r+1)1
inter = HSO(2r)1

inter

− uinter
∑
y

iψRy,2r+1ψ
L
y+1,2r+1

r∑
a=1

cosΘy+1/2,a,

(106)

where the angle variables are Θy+1/2,a = ϕRy,a − ϕLy+1,a.
The sine-Gordon terms are relevant in the RG sense and
do not mutually compete when uinter > 0. The ground
state expectation values of the sine-Gordon variables
are simultaneously pinned at ⟨Θy+1/2,a⟩ ∼ my+1/2,aπ.
my+1/2,a are either all odd or all even integers for all
a = 1, . . . , r. When N = 2r+1, the last term in (106) in-
troduces a Majorana mass to ψ2r+1 and pins the expecta-
tion values of ⟨iψRy,2r+1(x)ψ

L
y+1,2r+1(x)⟩ ∼ (−1)my+1/2,a .

The model (104) now has a finite excitation energy gap
in the bulk and leaves behind chiral SO(N)1 WZW CFT
along the boundary edges. The bulk carries the corre-
sponding SO(N)1 topological order, which is explained
in detail in ref. [1, 6, 17, 25].

We see that the current backscattering term (105) is a
gapping potential only when N ≥ 3. For N = 1, there
is no two-fermion backscattering process and (105) is an
empty sum. For N = 2, the two-fermion backscatter-
ing process is a density-density interaction ∂xϕ

R
y ∂xϕ

L
y+1,

which only renormalizes the kinetic Hamiltonian with-
out introducing an energy gap. Before moving on to the
next section, here we present the alternative coupled wire
models for these two cases that represent the chiral Ising
and SO(2)1 topological phases.

First, we consider the case when there are N = 2 Ma-
jorana fermions on each bundle in each chiral sector. In-
stead of the inter-bundle current backscattering potential
(105), we consider the sine-Gordon potential,

HSO(2)1
inter = −uinter

∑
y

cos
(
2ϕRy − 2ϕLy+1

)
, (107)

where eiϕ
σ
y = (ψσy,1 + iψσy,2)/

√
2. This term is symmet-

ric under the internal Z2 symmetry (103) and is local.
With a strong enough repulsive interaction ∂xϕ

R
y ∂xϕ

L
y+1,

the sine-Gordon potential becomes RG relevant, gaps the
bulk and leaves behind the chiral SO(2)1 WZW CFT on
its edges.
Next, we consider the N = 1 case. This case is special

because there is no local inter-bundle gapping potential
if there is only one (non-chiral) Majorana fermion in each
bundle. Instead, we begin with N = 5 gapless Majorana
fermions ψσy,j=1,...,5, and we now construct a coupled wire
model with a bulk gap that leaves behind a single chiral
Majorana fermion on each edge. The model consists of



20

two sets of backscattering potentials,

H[SO(1)1] = HN=5
eff − uinter

∑
y

cos
(
2ϕRy − 2ϕLy−1

)
− uinter

∑
y

∑
3≤j<k≤5

ψRy,jψ
R
y,kψ

L
y+1,jψ

L
y+1,k,

(108)

where eiϕ
σ
y = (ψσy,1+ iψ

σ
y,2)/

√
2. Here, SO(1)1 stands for

the Ising model, which is a minimal CFT and not a WZW
CFT. The first potential is similar to the SO(2)1 sine-
Gordon potential in (107) except with opposite chirality.
The second potential is the SO(3)1 current backscatter-
ing that gaps ψj=3,4,5. With these together, the bulk
is gapped and, on each boundary edge, there are three
forward propagating fermions ψRj=3,4,5 and two backward

propagating ones ψLj=1,2. These two sectors are corre-

lated so that the fermion pairs ψLj ψ
R
k , for j = 1, 2 and

k = 3, 4, 5, are local and condensed in the anyon conden-
sation sense. The counter-propagating fermions can be
reduced by the edge potential,

Hedge = uedgei(ψ
L
1 ψ

R
3 + ψL2 ψ

R
4 ). (109)

This leaves behind a single chiral non-local Majorana
fermion ψR5 and the gapless theory is described by the chi-
ral Ising CFT. Because of the anyon condensation of the
fermion pairs ψLj=1,2ψ

R
k=3,4,5, the bulk carries the Ising

topological order (σ× σ = 1+ψ and hσ = 1/16) instead

of the tensor product SO(3)1×SO(2)1 topological order.

B. Conformal Embedding and Descendant
Topological Order

1. Symmetry embedding

In the previous subsection, we constructed the bosonic
SO(N)1 WZW CFT from electrons, where the chiral cur-
rent algebra is generated by bilinears of emergent Ma-
jorana fermions, Jσy,jk = iψσy,jψ

σ
y,k = iψσy,a(X

jk)abψ
σ
y,b.

The matrix representation of the generators of the SO(N)
Lie algebra, for arbitrary integer N ≥ 2, are

(Xjk)rs =
1

2

(
δjrδ

k
s − δkr δ

j
s

)
, (110)

where r, s = 1, . . . , N and 1 ≤ j < k ≤ N .
Analogous to §II C 1, we consider the conformal em-

bedding SO(m)n × SO(n)m ⊆ SO(mn)1, where we set
N = mn for m,n ≥ 2. We will call SO(m)n the A sector
and SO(n)m the B sector. The m×m matrix generators
Xpq of SO(m) can be embedded into SO(mn) by taking

(XA)pqrs ≡ (Xpq ⊗ 1n)rs = (Xpq)abδcdδ
(a−1)n+c
r δ

(b−1)n+d
s ,

where r, s = 1, . . . ,mn, 1 ≤ p < q < m, a, b = 1, . . . ,m,
and c, d = 1, . . . , n. The SO(m)n current operators (for
each chiral sector σ on each bundle y) are

JApq = i

mn∑
r,s=1

ψr (X
pq ⊗ 1n)rs ψs

= i

n∑
c=1

ψ(p−1)n+cψ(q−1)n+c,

(111)

which is a sum of n decoupled copies of the
SO(m)1 currents. Similarly for the B sector, given
any n × n anti-symmetric matrix Xpq that gener-
ates SO(n), we define (XB)pqrs ≡ (1m ⊗Xpq)rs =

δab(X
pq)cdδ

(a−1)n+c
r δ

(b−1)n+d
s , where 1 ≤ p < q ≤ n

and a, b, c, d, r, s each has the same range as before. The
SO(n)m current operators are the fermion bilinears,

JBpq = i

mn∑
r,s=1

ψr (1m ⊗Xpq)rs ψs

= i

m∑
a=1

ψ(a−1)n+pψ(a−1)n+q.

(112)

2. Descendant states

We now construct the coupled wire models for the
SO(m)n topological phases. These are spin liquids or
superconducting phases that can be viewed as partially
occupying the SO(mn)1 topological phases constructed
before, and are descendant states of the SO(mn)1 states.
This is because SO(m)n is a WZW sub-algebra of
SO(mn)1. They are the analog of the fractional quantum
Hall U(1)mn × SU(m)n phases, studied in §II C 2, that
are descendants of the U(1)mn × SU(mn)1 FQH state.
Except, now there is no U(1) sector that supports electric
charge response.

The coupled wire model begins with the effective
Hamiltonian Heff that describes N = mn non-chiral
emergent Majorana fermions on each bundle. The
bosonic SO(N)1 WZW CFT on each bundle originates
from a many-body Umklapp or superconducting pair-
ing potential introduced in the previous subsection IIIA.
Unlike the parent SO(N)1 state where the entire cur-
rent algebra is back-scattered to the neighboring bundle,
here SO(N)1 is split into the decoupled SO(m)n and
SO(n)m sectors by the level-rank duality, and the two
are separately back-scattered between neighboring bun-
dles or within a bundle. Following §II C 2, we consider
the Hamiltonian

H [SO(m)n] = Heff +HSO(m)n
inter +HSO(n)m

intra , (113)

where the current backscattering potentials are
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HSO(m)n
inter = uinter

∑
y

(JSO(m)n)
R
y · (JSO(m)n)

L
y+1

= −uinter
∑
y

n∑
c,c′=1

∑
1≤p<q≤m

ψRy,(p−1)n+cψ
R
y,(q−1)n+cψ

L
y+1,(p−1)n+c′ψ

L
y+1,(q−1)n+c′ ,

HSO(n)m
intra = uintra

∑
y

(JSO(n)m)Ry · (JSO(n)m)Ly+1

= −uintra
∑
y

m∑
a,a′=1

∑
1≤p<q≤n

ψRy,(a−1)n+pψ
R
y,(a−1)n+qψ

L
y+1,(a′−1)n+pψ

L
y+1,(a′−1)n+q.

(114)

Eq. (114) applies for any m,n ≥ 3. Situations when
m = 2 or n = 2 requires separate attention because the
SO(2)l current back-scattering interaction is not a gap-
ping potential. We will present the modified model for
this specific case in the following subsection. We con-
jecture that for m,n ≥ 3, the potentials in (114) to-
gether create a finite excitation energy gap in the bulk
and leave behind the gapless chiral SO(m)n WZW CFT
on each boundary edge. The presence of the bulk energy
gap can be proven with the help of previous results in
parafermions for small m,n ≤ 4.

The SO(3)3 case was proven in Ref. [25] in the con-
text of gapped topologically ordered surface states of
topological superconductors. The SO(3)3 KM current
decomposes into J± = e±iϕΨ, where eiϕ is the vertex
operator of the SO(2)3 sub-algebra, and Ψ is the Z6

parafermion [26] in the coset CFT SO(3)3/SO(2)3. Sub-
sequently, the current backscattering also decomposes,
J±
R J

∓
L = cos(ϕR − ϕL)Ψ

RΨL. The sine-Gordon part pins
the angle variable ϕR−ϕL and gaps the SO(2)3 = U(1)12
sector. The parafermion backscattering part gaps the
SO(3)3/SO(2)3 coset CFT [12]. A similar parafermion
decomposition applies for SO(3)l = SO(2)×Z2l for any
level l ≥ 2, and the SO(3)l current backscattering po-
tential in general gaps all degrees of freedom. (The level
l = 1 case is a particular case of SO(2r + 1)l and it was
addressed previously below (106).) The energy gap of the
SO(4)l current backscattering potential can be shown to
be finite by identifying SO(4)l = SU(2)l × SU(2)l and
the parafermion decomposition SU(2)l = U(1)2l×Zl for
each of the two SU(2)l components. The proof of the
energy gap for SO(m ≥ 5)n is beyond the scope of this
paper and will be omitted.

C. Topological Order Examples

1. SO(2)n × SO(n)2 ⊆ SO(2n)1: anyon condensation,
algebra extension, and Z2 gauge confinement

We present the coupled wire model for the SO(n)2
and SO(2)n topological phases, for n ≥ 2. The cur-
rent back-scattering interactions considered previously

in (114) are not gapping potentials for SO(2). Here

we present a replacement for HSO(2)n
inter/intra using a sine-

Gordon potential that, together with the current back-

scattering HSO(n)2
intra/inter in (114), opens a bulk excitation

energy gap. Despite the suggestion of the conformal em-
bedding SO(2)n × SO(n)2 ⊆ SO(2n)1, the coupled wire

model HSO(2)n
intra + HSO(n)2

inter does not represent the non-
Abelian SO(n)2 topological order. Instead, as a result of
a WZW algebra extension and the anyon condensation of
a Z2 gauge charge, the topological order is of the Abelian

SU(n)1 type. The dual model HSO(2)n
inter + HSO(n)2

intra only
carries the SO(2)n = U(1)4n topological order if n is
odd. It reduces to U(1)n when n is even. The reduction
of topological orders in these special cases was previously
reported in Ref. [6].

We begin with the bosonic SO(2n)1 bundles. Each
decomposes according to the conformal embedding
SO(2)n×SO(n)2 ⊆ SO(2n)1. The SO(2)n WZW algebra
in the A sector has a single current operator, which is
the Majorana fermion bilinear combination

[
JSO(2)n

]
= i

n∑
a=1

ψaψn+a =

n∑
a=1

∂xϕ̃a, (115)

for each chiral sector σ = R,L on each bundle y, where

eiϕ̃a = (ψa + iψn+a)/
√
2. The current backscattering

from (114) for SO(2)n consists solely of the density in-

teractions ∂xϕ̃
R
a ∂xϕ̃

L
a′ , which only renormalizes the boson

velocities and does not generate a mass gap. Instead we
consider the sine-Gordon potential (c.f. (107) for SO(2)1
and similar construction in ref. [1, 6, 25]),

HSO(2)n
y+ϵ/2 = uϵ

[
JSO(2)n

]R†
y

[
JSO(2)n

]L
y+ϵ

− u′ϵ cos
(
ϑy+ϵ/2

)
,

(116)

where ϵ = 0 or 1 represents an intra-bundle or inter-
bundle back-scattering interaction, respectively. The
sine-Gordon variable is

ϑy+ϵ/2 = q

n∑
a=1

(
ϕ̃Ry,a − ϕ̃Ly+ϵ,a

)
, (117)
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where q = 1 if ϵ = 0 or n is even, or q = 2 if
ϵ = 1 and n is odd. q is the smallest positive num-
ber so that cosϑy+ϵ/2 is an integral combination of elec-
trons. The sine-Gordon potential is RG relevant when
uϵ < −v(q2n2 − 4)/[2πn(q2n2 + 4)]. In this case, all
SO(2)n degrees of freedom are gapped. Together with
the SO(n)2 current back-scattering potential presented
in (114), for n ≥ 3, we arrive at the fully gapped topo-
logical models

H[U(1)l] = Heff +HSO(n)2
intra +

∑
y

HSO(2)n
y+1/2 ,

H[SU(n)1] = Heff +HSO(n)2
inter +

∑
y

HSO(2)n
y ,

(118)

where l = n when n is even, or l = 4n when n is odd.
The topological orders and the WZW CFTs at a

boundary are U(1)l and SU(n)1, respectively. The for-
mer is distinct from SO(2)n when n is even. The lat-
ter is different from SO(n)2 for all n. We here deduce
the topological orders and prove that the result is a con-
sequence of electron locality. We begin with the first
model in (118). When n is even, the primitive local bo-

son on the edge CFT is exp
(
i
∑n
a=1 ϕ̃a

)
. It is an inte-

gral product of electrons because it is an even product of

the Dirac fermions d̃a = (ψa + iψn+a)/
√
2 = eiϕ̃a . The

local boson has spin h = n/2, which sets the level of
the U(1) CFT to be l = n. When n is odd, the ver-

tex operator exp
(
i
∑n
a=1 ϕ̃a

)
is now an odd product of

fermions and is therefore fractional. The primitive local

boson is exp
(
2i
∑n
a=1 ϕ̃a

)
instead. The CFT is U(1)4n,

which is identical to SO(2)n. The distinction between
the even and odd n cases depends on the locality of the

vertex operator exp
(
i
∑n
a=1 ϕ̃a

)
. Its anyon condensa-

tion [15], when n is even, reduces the topological order
from SO(2)n to U(1)n.
Next, we move on to the second model in (118). The

KM current algebra of the edge chiral WZW CFT con-
sists of the SO(n)2 currents Jpq = iψpψq + iψn+pψn+q,
for 1 ≤ p < q ≤ n. They are local operators because they
are even products of Majorana fermions. In addition, the
following fermion bilinear are also local:

SM = i

n∑
a,b=1

ψaMabψn+b, (119)

where M = (Mab)n×n is a real symmetric matrix.
The simplest examples of such combinations are Sab =
iψaψn+b + iψbψn+a, where 1 ≤ a ≤ b ≤ n. The J and
S fields obey the operator product expansions (including
only singular terms)

JSO(2)n(z)SM (w) =
Tr(M)

(z − w)2
+ . . . , Jpq(z)SM (w) =

i

z − w
S[Apq,M ](w) + . . . ,

SM (z)SM ′(w) =
Tr(MM ′)

(z − w)2
− i

z − w

∑
1≤p<q≤n

[M,M ′]pqJpq(w) + . . . ,
(120)

where Apq = epe
T
q −eqe

T
p and eTp = (0, . . . , 1, . . . , 0) is the

n-dimensional unit vector whose pth entry is non-zero.
There are two differences in symmetries between Jpq

and SM . First, Jpq = −Jqp is anti-symmetric, whereas
Sab = Sba is symmetric. Second, while both J and S are
even under the internal Z2 symmetry (103), they have
opposite parities under the following global Z2 symmetry:

Z2 : ψa → ψa, ψn+a → −ψn+a, (121)

for a = 1, . . . , n. Jpq is even, while SM is odd under (121).
The diagonal symmetric combination S1 =

∑n
a=1 Saa/2

is identical to the SO(2)n current (115), where 1 is the
n× n identity matrix. Subtracting this diagonal compo-
nent, traceless symmetric combinations span the primary
field super-selection sector,

[S] = span
{
SM :M ∈ Rn×n,MT =M,Tr(M) = 0

}
,

(122)

that irreducibly represents SO(n)2 and has non-singular

operator product expansions with JSO(2)n . Since [S] de-
couples from the SO(2)n, it is unaffected by the sine-
Gordon potential (116) and remains gapless on the edge.
The primary fields in [S] are local and, according to
(120), they extend the SO(n)2 KM algebra on the edge
to SU(n)1 = SO(n)2 ⊕ [S].

In the bulk, the anyon class corresponding to [S] anyon
condenses [15] because fields in [S] are local and should
belong in the trivial vacuum class. Consequently, the
anyon classes in SO(n)2 that carry a Z2 flux accord-
ing to the Z2 symmetry (121) and have a π monodromy
braiding phase with [S] are confined. This reduces the
non-Abelian SO(n)2 topological order to the Abelian
SU(n)1 order. We notice in passing that a coupled-wire
model with the SO(n)2 topological order can be con-
structed by starting with emergent Majorana fermion
bundles with the Z2 symmetry (121) being an inter-
nal symmetry rather than a global one. In this case,
each bundle carries the [SO(n)1]

2 WZW CFT instead of
SO(2n)1, and the non-Abelian topological model is con-
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structed based on the coset decomposition [SO(n)1]
2 =

SO(n)2×[SO(n)1]
2/SO(n)2 instead of the level-rank du-

ality SO(2n)1 ⊇ SO(2)n × SO(n)2. Such a construction
has already been done in Ref. [6] and will not be repeated
here.

2. Common primary fields and anyon excitations

We present some common primary field super-selection
sectors that generically appear in the SO(m)n WZW
CFT. We discuss how they arise from branching rules of
primary field sectors in SO(mn)1 ⊇ SO(m)n × SO(n)m,
and subsequently demonstrate how their corresponding
anyon excitations can be created in the topological bulk.
We begin with the fermion sector [ψ] in SO(m)1. It is
spanned by themMajorana fermions ψ1,...,m and it forms
the vector representation of SO(m). For SO(m)n with
general level n ≥ 1, we label the primary field sector asso-
ciating with the vector representation by [V ] = span{Va :
a = 1, . . . ,m}. The quadratic Casimir operator of the
vector representation of SO(m) is CV = m − 1. There-
fore, the conformal scaling dimension of [V ] of SO(m)n
is hV = CV /2

m+n−2 = m−1
2(m+n−2) . For m = 2, the vec-

tor representation is reducible and it decomposes into

[V ] = [e2] ⊕ [e−2], where e±2 = e±i
∑n

a=1 ϕ̃a/n is the spin
h = 1

2n vertex field in SO(2)n = U(1)4n. For m ≥ 3,
the vector representation is irreducible. For unit level
n = 1, the vector [ψ] = [V ] is a spin-1/2 fermion and
obeys the Abelian fusion rule [ψ] × [ψ] = 1 because all
fermion bilinear combinations are local SO(m)1 currents.

For higher levels n ≥ 2, [V ] in SO(m)n obeys the fusion
rule [V ] × [V ] = 1 + [S] + [A], where [S] is the traceless
symmetric 2-tensor representation and [A] is the anti-
symmetric 2-tensor representation of SO(m). [S] has di-
mension dim[S] = m(m+1)/2−1 and quadratic Casimir
CS = 2m. In SO(m)n, it has conformal scaling dimen-
sion hS = m/(m+ n− 2). [A] is identical to the adjoint
representation. It has dimension dim[A] = m(m − 1)/2,
quadratic Casimir CA = 2(m−2), and scaling dimension
hA = (m − 2)/(m + n − 2) in SO(m)n. For m = 2, [S]
is reducible and decomposes as [S] = [e4] ⊕ [e−4], where

e±4 is the vertex operator = e±i2
∑n

a=1 ϕ̃a/n of SO(2)n.
[A] rotates trivially under SO(2) and is identical to the
vacuum sector 1. Except when m = 4, for which [A]
decomposes into the two spin-j = 1 isoclinic rotations
of SO(4) = SU(2) × SU(2), [S] and [A] are irreducible
representations of SO(m) when m ≥ 3.

In the conformal embedding SO(mn)1 ⊇ SO(m)n ×
SO(n)m, we have the branching rules (as vector spaces
of current operators)

SO(mn)1 = SO(m)n ⊕ SO(n)m

⊕
(
[S]SO(m)n × [A]SO(n)m

)
⊕
(
[A]SO(m)n × [S]SO(n)m

)
.

(123)

This means the current operators in SO(mn)1 that are

outside of SO(m)n and SO(n)m are combinations of ten-
sor products between the traceless symmetric and anti-
symmetric primary field sectors of SO(m)n and SO(n)m.
For instance, there are mn(mn−1)/2 fields on both sides
of (123). Moreover, the conformal scaling dimensions of
products in the second and third line of (123) add up to

m

m+ n− 2
+

n− 2

m+ n− 2
=

m− 2

m+ n− 2
+

n

m+ n− 2
= 1.

(124)

In the particular case when n = 2, [A]SO(2)m = 1 is triv-
ial. Therefore, [S]SO(m)2 belongs in the SO(2m)1 WZW
algebra. It is local and extends SO(n)2 to SU(n)1. Level
n = 2 is the only situation where WZW algebra exten-
sion occurs. When n ≥ 3, the branching rule (123) shows
there cannot be local spin-1 primary fields in SO(m)n
that can extend the WZW algebra, and therefore the
SO(m)n CFT on the edge as well as the bulk SO(m)n
topological order persists.
Similar to the Fibonacci anyon creation by (68) (see

figure 2) in SU(2)3, an anyon pair belonging to the vector
class [V ] can be created by acting on the ground state of
the SO(m)n model with the string operator,

S =

y2∏
y=y1

JLy (x)J
R
y (x)

†, (125)

where every Jσy is chosen to belong in either the sec-
ond or the third component of the branching decompo-
sition (123). If the J ’s belong in the second component

in (123), the products
〈(
ASO(n)m

)L
y

(
ASO(n)m

)R
y

〉
and〈(

SSO(m)n

)R
y

(
SSO(m)n

)L
y+1

〉
are pinned to their ground

state expectation values at low energy. Dangling modes

from
(
SSO(m)n

)L
y1

and
(
SSO(m)n

)R
y2

are left behind on the

two ends of the string, creating the anyon pair of the [S]
class. If the currents J in the operator string (125) be-
long in the third component in (123), the string creates
an anyon pair of class [A] on both ends.
The vector representations in the conformal embedding

SO(mn)1 ⊇ SO(m)n×SO(n)m follow the single-channel
branching rule

[ψ]SO(mn)1 = [V ]SO(m)n × [V ]SO(n)m . (126)

There are mn fermions on both sides, and the scaling
dimensions of the tensor product add up to

m− 1

2(m+ n− 2)
+

n− 1

2(m+ n− 2)
=

1

2
. (127)

Following (71), the string of conjugate Majorana pairs,

Sψ =

y2∏
y=y1

ψLy (x)ψ
R
y (x), (128)

is an integral combination of electron operators because
ψLy ψ

R
y on each bundle is local. When applied to the
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ground state of SO(m)n, the bulk of the string takes
ground state expectation values according to the branch-

ing rule (126), but the dangling modes
(
VSO(m)n

)L
y1

and(
VSO(m)n

)R
y2

are left behind, creating the anyon pair be-

longing to class [V ].
The WZW CFT also carries spinor primary fields,

which are representations of the double cover Spin(m).
However, the properties of these spinor fields are out of
the scope of this paper and will be omitted.

IV. Cr SERIES AND SYMPLECTIC FERMIONS

In this section, we construct topological models with
symplectic Sp(2n) edge-state symmetry. Ref. [27] studied
surface topological order using the splitting of SO(4n2)1
into two copies of Sp(2n)n, where the level and the rank
of the algebra in each copy are identical. We will con-
struct Sp(2m)n spin liquids and topological superconduc-
tor models with arbitrary level and rank. This is achieved
with the conformal embedding Sp(2m)n × Sp(2n)m ⊆
SO(4mn)1 using the SO(4mn)1 wires discussed previ-
ously in §IIIA.

We begin with the matrix representation of the sym-
plectic Lie algebra Sp(2n). It consists of n × n matri-
ces X with quaternion entries that satisfy X +X† = 0.
The matrices can be written as X =

∑
µXµq

µ, where

µ = 0, . . . , 3. Xµ are n× n real matrices and qi=1,2,3 are
quaternions, which can be represented in terms of Pauli
matrices as

q0 = 12×2, q1 = −iσx, q2 = −iσy, q3 = −iσz.
(129)

The quaternions have the following properties:

(qj)† = −qj , qiqj = −δij12×2 + ϵijkqk,

q1q2q3 = (qj)2 = −12×2,
(130)

where i, j, k = 1, 2, 3, and ϵijk is the anti-symmetric Levi-
Civita symbol.

The Sp(2n) Lie algebra is spanned by the following
matrix generators Xµ(pq) (see also [28]):

[Xµ(pq)]rs =
1

4(2)δp,q/2
(δprδ

q
s − ηµµδ

q
rδ
p
s ) , (131)

where r, s = 1, . . . , n, and ηµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1) is
the Minkowski metric. For µ = 0, there are n(n − 1)/2
real anti-symmetric matrices X0(pq), where 1 ≤ p < q ≤
n. For µ ̸= 0, Xj=1,2,3(pq) are real symmetric matrices,
where in this case 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ n. There are 3×n(n+1)/2
such real symmetric matrices. Together, they generate
the n(2n+ 1) dimensional Sp(2n) Lie algebra.

The chiral Sp(2n)1 WZW algebra can be represented
by fermion bilinears. We group 4n Majorana fermions
ψr=1,...,n
µ into n symplectic fermions χr =

∑
µ ψ

r
µq
µ.

Their complex conjugations are (χr)† =
∑
µ ηµµψ

r
µq
µ.

Conversely, the Majoranas can be obtained from the sym-
plectic fermions using:

ψrµ =
1

2
ηµν Tr[χ

rqν ]. (132)

We are now ready to describe the current algebra of
Sp(2n)1. The Hermitian current operators are defined
by products of symplectic fermions:

Jµpq =
i

2
Tr
[
χ†Xµ(pq)q

µχ
]

=
i

2

∑
λ,ν,r,s

ηλλT
λµνψrλ[Xµ(pq)]rsψ

s
ν .

(133)

We refer to Tλµν ≡ Tr
[
qλqµqν

]
as the trace of the prod-

uct of three quaternions, or simply the quaternion trace.
It has the explicit form:

Tλµν = 2ηλµδν0 + 2ηµνδλ0 + 2ηνλδµ0

− 4δλ0δµ0δν0 − 2ϵ0λµν
(134)

with Greek letters λ, µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3 and lowercase letters
i, j, k = 1, 2, 3. ϵ0λµν is the four dimensional the Levi-
Civita symbol.

A. Conformal Embedding and Descendant
Topological Order

1. Symmetry embedding

We now consider the conformal embedding Sp(2m)n×
Sp(2n)m ⊆ SO(4mn)1. We refer to Sp(2m)n as the A
sector and Sp(2n)m as the B sector. The m×m matrix
generator Xµ(pq), defined in (131), of Sp(2m)n can be
embedded into SO(4mn) by taking[
XA
µ (pq)

]
rs

≡ [Xµ(pq)⊗ 1n]rs

=
∑
a,b,c,d

[Xµ(pq)]ab δcdδ
(a−1)n+c
r δ(b−1)n+d

s

=
1

4(2)δpq/2

n∑
c=1

(
δp

′

r δ
q′

s − ηµµδq
′

r δ
p′

s

)
.

(135)

We denote p′ ≡ (p − 1)n + c and q′ ≡ (q − 1)n + c,
where the indices are subject to the following conditions:
r, s = 1, . . . ,mn, a, b = 1, . . . ,m, and c, d = 1, . . . , n. Ad-
ditionally, the indices p and q are constrained as follows:
1 ≤ p < q ≤ m when µ = 0; and 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ m when
µ = 1, 2, 3. For each chiral sector σ, the current operators
of the A sector are a sum of n Sp(2m)1 currents:

JA,µpq =
i

2
Tr
[
χ†XA

µ (pq)q
µχ
]

=
i

2

∑
λ,ν,r,s

ηλλT
λµνψrλ

[
XA
µ (pq)

]
rs
ψsν .

(136)
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Similarly for the B sector, given any n×n anti-Hermitian
matrix Xµ(pq) that generates Sp(2n), we define[
XB
µ (pq)

]
rs

≡ [1m ⊗Xµ(pq)]rs

=
∑
a,b,c,d

δab [Xµ(pq)]cd δ
(a−1)n+c
r δ(b−1)n+d

s

=
1

4(2)δpq/2

m∑
a=1

(
δp

′

r δ
q′

s − ηµµδq
′

r δ
p′

s

)
,

(137)

with p′ = (a−1)n+p and q′ = (a−1)n+ q. The indices:
r, s = 1, . . . ,mn, a, b = 1, . . . ,m, and c, d = 1 . . . , n.
Similar to the A sector, the indices p and q obey the
constraints: 1 ≤ p < q ≤ n when µ = 0, and 1 ≤ p ≤
q ≤ n when µ = 1, 2, 3. The current operators of the B
sector are

JB,µpq =
i

2
Tr
[
χ†XB

µ (pq)qµχ
]

=
i

2

∑
λ,ν,r,s

ηλλT
λµνψrλ

[
XB
µ (pq)

]
rs
ψsν .

(138)

2. Descendant states

We begin with the SO(4mn)1 wires discussed
in Sec.III A. The 4mn chiral Majorana fermions
ψσy,j=1,...,4mn in each SO(4mn)1 wire are relabeled as
ψσ,ry,µ = ψσy,j=mnµ+r, with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 and r = 1, . . . ,mn.
For a given bundle y, According to the discussion in
Sec. IIIA, an operator is local invariant under the in-
ternal Z2 symmetry in (103). Consequently, the current
operators, given in equations (133), (136), and (138), are
local.

We now use these current operators to build the topo-
logical states with Sp(2m)n or Sp(2n)m edge-state sym-
metry. We recall that the charge sector has previously
been gapped out through Umklapp backscattering or su-
perconducting pairing described by (92). Extra Majo-
rana degrees of freedom were removed using fermions
backscattering in (101). Leaving us with the neutral
SO(N = 4mn)1 theory and 4mn Majoranas. The mi-
croscopic Sp(2m)n Hamiltonian is

H [Sp(2m)n] = H0 +HSp(2m)n
inter +HSp(2n)m

intra , (139)

where the current-current backscattering terms are

HSp(2m)n
inter

= uinter
∑
y

∑
µ,p,q

(
JSp(2m)n

)R,µ
y,pq

(
JSp(2m)n

)L,µ
y+1,pq

,

(140)

and

HSp(2n)m
intra

= uintra
∑
y

∑
µ,p,q

(
JSp(2n)m

)R,µ
y,pq

(
JSp(2n)m

)L,µ
y,pq

.
(141)

We postulate that the KM current backscatterings in
(140) and (141) generate finite bulk excitation energy
gap.

B. Topological Order Examples

In this subsection, we discuss examples of the resulting
Sp(2m)n topological order. The simplest conformal em-
bedding in the SO(4mn)1 ⊇ Sp(2m)n × SO(2n)m family
is SO(4)1 = Sp(2)1×Sp(2)1, where Sp(2)1 = SU(2)1. Us-
ing this embedding, the corresponding topological phase
described by (139) has the Abelian topological order
SU(2)1 that supports semionic quasiparticle excitations.
In the remainder of this section, we will examine two
sets of examples of non-Abelian topological phases us-
ing the symplectic algebra decompositions, SO(8)1 ⊇
Sp(2)2 × Sp(4)1 and SO(16)1 ⊇ Sp(2)4 × Sp(8)1.

1. SO(8)1 ⊇ Sp(2)2× Sp(4)1

We begin by considering the conformal embedding of
the 3-dimensional Sp(2)2 algebra and the 10-dimensional
Sp(4)1 algebra into the 28-dimensional SO(8)1. The
symplectic algebras are isomorphic to orthogonal ones,
Sp(2)2 = SU(2)2 = SO(3)1 and Sp(4)1 = SO(5)1. Both
carry an Ising-like topological order with anyon classes
1, [f ], [σ]. The Ising twist field in SO(N)1, for odd N ,
has conformal scaling dimension N/16. It obeys the fu-
sion rule [σ] × [σ] = 1 + [f ], where [f ] is the spin-1/2
fermion of SO(N)1.
Although the [f ] super-selection sector forms a vector

representation of the orthogonal algebra SO(N)1, in the
context of the symplectic algebra Sp(2)2, it is the ad-
joint representation, [f ]SO(3)1 = [A]Sp(2)2 , which is also
the anti-symmetric representation consisting of skew-
Hermitian quaternion 2-tensors. In the symplectic al-
gebra Sp(4)1, the fermion is the traceless symmetric rep-
resentation [f ]SO(5)1 = [S]Sp(4)1 consisting of traceless-
Hermitian quaternion 2-tensors. The Ising twist fields
for N = 3, 5 are vector representations of the symplectic
algebras, [σ]SO(3)1 = [V ]Sp(2)2 and [σ]SO(5)1 = [V ]Sp(4)1 .
Fermion pair products in [f ]SO(3)1 × [f ]SO(5)1 =

[A]Sp(2)2 × [S]Sp(4)1 are local bosons in SO(8)1 with con-
formal scaling dimension h = 1/2 + 1/2 = 1. They
account for the remaining SO(8)1 currents outside of
SO(3)1 and SO(5)1, and complete the branching rule
of SO(8)1 currents:

SO(8)1 = SO(3)1 ⊕ SO(5)1 ⊕
(
[f ]SO(3)1 × [f ]SO(5)1

)
= Sp(2)2 ⊕ Sp(4)1 ⊕

(
[A]Sp(2)2 × [S]Sp(4)1

)
.

(142)

In Sec. IVB3, we will explore how certain anyon excita-
tions can emerge from the branching rules and how they
can be generated within the topological bulk.
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In the symplectic decomposition of SO(8)1, it may
be more natural to associate the fermion fields in
[A]Sp(2)2 ⊕ [S]Sp(4)1 as one of the two SO(8) spinors, say
[s+]SO(8)1 . So that fields in the SO(8) vector represen-
tation [V ]SO(8)1 (as well as those in the opposite spinor
sector [s−]SO(8)1) branch into pair products of the Ising
twist fields of the two sectors in [σ]SO(3)1 × [σ]SO(5)1 =
[V ]Sp(2)2 × [V ]Sp(4)1 .

2. SO(16)1 ⊇ Sp(2)4 × Sp(8)1

The two symplectic subalgebras of SO(16)1 are iden-
tical to the orbifold CFTs:

Sp(2)4 =
SU(3)1

Z2
, Sp(8)1 =

(E6)1
Z2

. (143)

The orbifold structure arises because there are non-local
spin-1 boson fields that extend Sp(2)2 to SU(3)1, and
Sp(8)1 to (E6)1. The bosons are individually fractional,
but boson pairs are local. Each boson carries a Z2 gauge
charge and have non-trivial π monodromy when braiding
around certain non-Abelian anyons in Sp(2)2 and Sp(8)1
that carry a Z2 gauge flux.

We demonstrate using Sp(2)4. Given the isomorphism
between Sp(2)4 and SO(3)2, we can rewrite the Sp(2)4
current operators in a SO(3)2 form similar to those pre-
sented in section III. Subsequently, we express the spin-1
boson fields that carry non-trivial Z2 gauge charge using
(119). We will see that they are fractional. They obey
the current OPE (120) and extend the Sp(2)4 WZW al-
gebra into SU(3)1.

First we express the Sp(2)4 currents
[
JSp(2)4

]µ=1,2,3

p=q=1
as

a bilinear combination of a new set of Majorana fermions
ψ̃j=1,...,6 = cos φ̃j :[
JSp(2)4

]µ=1 ∼ cos(φ̃1) cos(φ̃2) + cos(φ̃4) cos(φ̃5)

≃ iψ̃1ψ̃2 + iψ̃4ψ̃5,[
JSp(2)4

]µ=2 ∼ cos(φ̃1) cos(φ̃3) + cos(φ̃4) cos(φ̃6)

≃ iψ̃1ψ̃3 + iψ̃4ψ̃6,[
JSp(2)4

]µ=3 ∼ cos(φ̃2) cos(φ̃3) + cos(φ̃5) cos(φ̃6)

≃ iψ̃2ψ̃3 + iψ̃5ψ̃6,

(144)

with angle variables φ̃ defined by

φ̃1 =
ϕ1 − ϕ3 − ϕ5 + ϕ7

2
, φ̃4 =

ϕ2 − ϕ4 − ϕ6 + ϕ8
2

,

φ̃2 =
ϕ1 − ϕ3 + ϕ5 − ϕ7

2
, φ̃5 =

ϕ2 − ϕ4 + ϕ6 − ϕ8
2

,

φ̃3 =
ϕ1 − ϕ5 + ϕ3 − ϕ7

2
, φ̃6 =

ϕ2 − ϕ6 + ϕ4 − ϕ8
2

.

(145)

Here for simplicity, we have temporarily suppressed the
y and σ indexes. The notation “≃” indicates equivalence

up to a normalization factor after refermionization. The
current operators now matches that of the SO(3)2 in sec-
tion III.
Following (119) and (122), the spin-1 boson fields that

carry non-trivial Z2 gauge charge are ZM = iψ̃aMabψ̃3+b,
where M = (Mab)3×3 is a real traceless symmetric ma-
trix. They span a super-selection sector [Z] that irre-
ducibly represents the SO(3)2 algebra, and they extend
the algebra to SU(3)1 = SO(3)2 ⊕ [Z]. (See the OPEs in
(120).)
The boson fields in the Z2 gauge charge sector [Z] are

non-local. For example, the fermion pair

iψ̃aψ̃3+b ≃ cos(φ̃a + φ̃3+b) + cos(φ̃a − φ̃3+b). (146)

consists of fractional vertex operators with half-integral
angle variable combinations φ̃a±φ̃3+b from (145). There-
fore field operators in [Z] are non-local and do not con-
dense in the anyon condensation sense [15]. Conse-
quently, the Z2 orbifold structure of Sp(2)4 remains.
A similar Z2 orbifold structure applies to Sp(8)1 =

(E6)1/Z2. There is a non-local super-selection sector
[Z] of spin-1 boson fields that irreducibly represent the
Sp(8)1 WZW algebra and extend it to (E6)1 = Sp(8)1 ⊕
[Z]. However, only the currents in Sp(8)1 are local. Since
the Z2 charge sector [Z] is fractional, it does not anyon
condense. The non-Abelian Sp(8)1 anyons that carry a
non-trivial Z2 flux component remain deconfined.

3. Common primary fields and anyon excitations

In closing, we present some common features in the
Sp(m)n topological order and some branching rules in the
conformal embedding SO(4mn)1 ⊇ Sp(2m)n × Sp(2n)m.
In the simplest case, SO(4)1 = Sp(2)1×Sp(2)1, because

Sp(2)1 is identical to SU(2)1, its fusion group of Abelian
anyons is the vacuum 1 and the semion [V ], which forms
the vector representation of Sp(2)1. It obeys the fusion
rule [V ]× [V ] = 1. The vector representation of Sp(2)n,
at a general level n ≥ 1, is identical to the j = 1/2 repre-
sentation of SU(2)n. For n ≥ 2, it obeys the fusion rule
[V ]×[V ] = 1+[A], where [A] is the adjoint representation
of Sp(2)n that is also the j = 1 representation of SU(2)n.
We presented two level cases Sp(4)1 = SO(5)1 and

Sp(8)1 = (E6)1/Z2 above. We have seen that the
vector representation [V ] of Sp(4)1 is identical to the
Ising spinor representation of SO(5)1 that carries spin
hV = 5/16. The vector representation [V ] of Sp(8)1 is
one of the two anyon classes in the (E6)1/Z2 orbifold that
carries a non-trivial Z2 flux. It carries spin hV = 3/8.
For general Sp(2m)1, the vector obeys the fusion rule
[V ]× [V ] = 1 + [S], where [S] is the traceless symmetric
representation. For example, we have seem that [S]Sp(4)1
is identical to the spin 1/2 fermion [f ]SO(5)1 . [S]Sp(8)1
has spin 2/3 and is associated with the conjugate pair of
Abelian anyons E and E† with the same spin in (E6)1 [1]
that are related by the Z2 symmetry.



27

For general Sp(2m), we label the primary field sec-
tor corresponding to the vector representation [V ] =
span {Va : a = 1, . . . , 2m}. The quadratic Casimir of [V ]
is CV = 2(2m+1)/4. The dual Coxeter of Sp(2m) is g =
m+1. Therefore, the scaling dimension of [V ] in Sp(2m)n
is hV = CV /2

m+n+1 = 2m+1
4(m+n+1) . The vector representa-

tion of Sp(2m) is irreducible for m ≥ 1 [5]. For higher
level n ≥ 2 and rank m ≥ 2, the vector [V ] in Sp(2m)n
obeys the fusion rule [V ]× [V ] = 1 + [A] + [S]. The ad-
joint representation [A] of Sp(2m) is the skew-Hermitian
quaternion 2-tensor with dimension dim[A] = 2m2 +m
and quadratic Casimir CA = 2(m+ 1). It has conformal
scaling dimension hA = (m+1)/(m+n+1) in Sp(2m)n.
The traceless Hermitian quaternion 2-tensor [S] has di-
mension dim[S] = m(2m− 1)− 1 and quadratic Casimir
CS = 2m. It has scaling dimension hS = m/(m+ n+ 1)
in Sp(2m)n.
Generically, when the ranks m,n ≥ 2, the SO(4mn)1

currents in the conformal embedding SO(4mn)1 ⊇
Sp(2m)n×Sp(2n)m splits according to the branching rule

SO(4mn)1 = Sp(2m)n ⊕ Sp(2n)m

⊕
(
[S]Sp(2m)n × [A]Sp(2n)m

)
⊕
(
[A]Sp(2m)n × [S]Sp(2n)m

)
.

(147)

There are 2mn(4mn − 1) fields on both sides of (147).
The (2m + 1)(2n + 1)(2mn −m − n) current operators
of SO(4mn)1 that lie outside Sp(2m)n and Sp(n)m are
linear combinations of tensor products of the the trace-
less symmetric and adjoint representations [S] and [A]
of Sp(2m)n and Sp(2n)m. The conformal scaling dimen-
sions of the tensor products in (147) sum up to

m+ 1

m+ n+ 1
+

n

m+ n+ 1
=

n+ 1

m+ n+ 1
+

m

m+ n+ 1
= 1.

(148)

In the lower rank cases wherem = 1 and n ≥ 2, Sp(2)n
does not admit the the traceless symmetric representa-
tion [S]. The branching rule in (147) becomes

SO(4n)1 = Sp(2)n ⊕ Sp(2n)1 ⊕
(
[A]Sp(2)n × [S]Sp(2n)1

)
,

(149)

as demonstrated in the example of (142). The dimen-
sion difference between SO(4n)1 and Sp(2)n × Sp(2m)1
equals the number of independent tensor product fields
in [A]Sp(2)n × [S]Sp(2n)1 , each has the conformal scaling
dimension

h
Sp(2)n
A + h

Sp(2n)1
S =

2

n+ 2
+

n

n+ 2
= 1. (150)

Using a similar Wilson string construction in III C 2, a
pair of anyons in class [A] or in class [S] in the Sp(m)n
topological model can be generated by applying to the
ground state a string of electron operator, similar to that
in (125). Each current operator Jσy in the string must
be selected from either the second or third component of

the branching rules in (147). For example, if the J oper-
ators are in the second component of (147), the adjoint

pair ⟨AR,ySp(2n)m
AL,ySp(2n)m⟩ within a wire and the symmet-

ric pair ⟨SR,ySp(2m)n
SL,y+1
Sp(2m)n

⟩ between adjacent wire are

pinned to their ground state expectation values. This

leaves behind unpaired non-local fields from
(
SSp(2m)n

)L
y1

and
(
SSp(2m)n

)R
y2

at the two ends of the string, and leads

to the creation of an anyon pair of the [S] class. Con-
versely, if the currents J belong to the third component
in (147), the string operator generates a pair of anyon
excitation of the [A] class.
Furthermore, in the conformal embedding of

SO(4mn)1 ⊇ Sp(2m)n × Sp(2n)m, the vector rep-
resentations obey a single-channel branching rule:

[ψ]SO(4mn)1 = [V ]Sp(2m)n × [V ]Sp(2n)m , (151)

with 4mn fermions on both sides. The conformal scaling
dimension of the tensor product sums to

2m+ 1

4(m+ n+ 1)
+

2n+ 1

4(m+ n+ 1)
=

1

2
. (152)

The non-chiral fermion pair ψLy ψ
R
y on each wire is a lo-

cal operator in the wire construction of SO(4mn)1 that
is equivalent to a combination of electron operators in
low energy. Consequently, we can construct a string
of electron operator equivalent to conjugate Majorana
pairs similar to the one in (128). When applied to
the ground state of the Sp(2m)n model, operator pairs

⟨V R,ySp(2n)m
V L,ySp(2n)m

⟩ and ⟨V R,ySp(2m)n
V L,y+1
Sp(2m)n

⟩ in bulk of the

string are pinned to their ground state expectation val-

ues. This leaves behind the dangling modes
(
VSp(2m)n

)L
y1

and
(
VSp(2n)m

)R
y2

at both ends of the string, creating an

anyon pair of the [V ] class.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We construct exactly solvable coupled-wire Hamiltoni-
ans for 2D topological phases whose gapless chiral edge
states are described by WZW CFT of affine classical Lie
algebras Ar = SU(r+1), Br = SO(2r+1), Cr = Sp(2r),
Dr = SO(2r) at arbitrary ranks and levels (except for
SO(n)2 which was previously constructed in ref. [6]).
These topological phases include chiral states of quan-
tum Hall liquids in the unitary A class, or topological
superconductors and spin liquids in the orthogonal and
symplectic classes B, C and D. The model Hamiltoni-
ans consist of many-electron interactions that backscatter
the WZW Lie algebra currents. It has been known and
proven – in some cases in this paper and other cases in
previous works [1, 6, 25] – that the current backscat-
tering interactions introduce a finite energy gap for
SU(2)n = Sp(2)n, SU(m)1, SO(m)1, SO(m)2, SO(3)n,
SO(4)n, Sp(4)1, and Sp(8)1. We postulate that the cur-
rent backscattering interactions of SU(m)n, SO(m)n and
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Sp(2m)n create a finite bulk excitation energy gap, for
general level and rank (except for SO(2)m = U(1)4m
which can be gapped by a sine-Gordon interaction in-
stead). We defer the proof to a later work.

In addition to the classical Lie algebras, there are the
exceptional simple Lie algebras E6, E7, E8, F4 and G2.
Our previous work in Ref. [1] addressed the fractional
quantum Hall states whose edge states are described by
WZW CFTs of these affine exceptional Lie algebras at
level 1. It would be interesting to construct coupled-wire
models at arbitrary levels and investigate what topolog-
ical phases they may represent.

It would be natural to expect the method of cou-
pled wire construction to encompass a wider set of 2D
topological phases, whose boundary states are beyond
WZW CFTs. For example, in ref. [1], we constructed a
topological model with Ising topological order and Ising
CFT on its edge. The Ising theory is the smallest uni-
tary minimal CFT. We postulate that all chiral unitary
minimal CFT models M(m,m− 1), with central charge
c = 1 − 6/m(m + 1) for m ≥ 3, can be realized as the
boundary of a topological phase constructed as a cou-
pled wire model. In particular, minimal CFTs are cosets
M(m,m−1) = SU(2)1×SU(2)m−2/SU(2)m−1. We an-
ticipate all chiral coset CFTs Gk/H can be realized using
the coupled wire construction as well.

In [29], we studied the multipartite entanglement of
the Laughlin and Moore-Read states using coupled-wire
models. We found that a general Moore-Read ground
state cannot be disentangled even when the disentangling
condition [30] holds. It is of interest to extend our work
[29] to the phases we studied in this paper.
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Appendix A: U-matrix Construction

We detail the construction of the U -matrix that maps
Φ̃σyµ =

∑
σ′j U

σσ′

µj Φσ
′

yj , cf.(27). It is an (2N+4)×(2N+4)
integral matrix taking the form of

U =

(
U++ U+−

U−+ U−−

)
, (A1)

with entries depending on the parity of N .
When N is odd, its block matrices are given by (30).

Its diagonal block matrices, and off diagonal block matri-
ces are related by inversion symmetry, i.e., U−− = U++Λ
and U−+ = U+−Λ. Λ is the inversion symmetry op-
erator, a square matrix with all anti-diagonal elements
being 1 and elsewhere zeros. The choice of U satisfies
UηUT = K⊕(−K) where K ≡ (⊕3

i=1N)⊕KSU(N)1 char-

acterizes the affine Lie algebra U(1)3N × SU(N)1 of the
integrated channels. The metric η = 1N+1 ⊕ (−1N+1)
separates the left and right chiral sectors of the the-
ory. The row vectors of U also generate appropriate
charge and spin assignments for the integrated elec-
tronic operators. So in the unit of electric charge e,

qσρ = Q
(
eiΦ̃

σ
yρ
)

= 1, qσc1 = Q
(
eiΦ̃

σ
yc1

)
= 1, qσc2 =

Q
(
eiΦ̃

σ
yc2

)
= N , and qσnJ

= Q
(
e
iΦ̃σ

ynJ=1,...,N−1
)

= 0.
The spin of an integrated electronic operator can be

read off from h
(
eiΦ̃

σ
yµ
)
=
∑
J ησ′σ′(Uσσ

′

µJ )2/2. The corre-
sponding spins for each integrated electronic species are

h(eΦ̃
σ
yρ) = h(e

Φ̃σ
yc1,2 ) = σN/2, and h

(
e
iΦ̃σ

ynj
)
= σ.

When N is even and N = mn ≥ 4 with m,n > 1, the
integrated channel of ρ need to be rearranged such that
it carries charge 2e and spin σN/2. Analogous to the
Luther-Emery liquid [31, 32], let the electronic channel
cσ0 symbolizes the spin-up electron annihilation opera-
tor cσ↑ , and the channel cσN+1 symbolizes the spin-down
annihilation operator cσ↓ . The corresponding bosonized
variables can be rearranged into a local field φ and its
dual ϑ. Such that they obey the commutation relation

[φ(x), ∂x′ϑ(x
′)] = iπδ(x− x′). (A2)

Because of the polarization of spins under the strong
transverse magnetic field, the integrated electronic chan-
nel c1 can be expressed in terms of bosonized variables
of the cσ0 and cσN+1 electronic operators by

φ

2ϑ

Φ̃Rc1
Φ̃Lc1

 =


0 1 1 0

−1 0 1 0

−1 1 1 0

0 0 0 1



ΦR↑
ΦR↓
ΦL↑
ΦL↓

 . (A3)

We can then define Φ̃σyρ = φ − σNϑ based on (A3). So
that the ρ mode carries the desired charge and spin. The
c1 mode, on the other hand, has charge e and spin σ/2.
These two integrated modes remain local as integral com-
binations of electrons. The rest of the integrated chan-
nels, namely the c2, nJ=1,...,N−1 modes, follow the same
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definitions as those in the odd N case. The integral ma-
trix U now takes the form of (31). It satisfies UηUT =
K⊕(−K) where K ≡ N⊕1⊕N⊕KSU(N)1 characterizes
the affine Lie algebra U(1)N× U(1) × U(1)N × SU(N)1
for the integrated channels. Based on the spin-charge
assignments for either N odd or even cases, the vertex
operators of species ρ, c1, and c2 are charged fermions
while n1, . . . , nN−1 are neutral bosons. This completes
the construction of U -matrix for all parities of N .

Appendix B: Momentum Conservation

In this appendix, we address the momentum conser-
vation of the coupled-wire models for the quantum Hall
states in section II. The models are constructed on an
array of bundles of electron wires. The vertical position
of the jth wire in the yth bundle is y = yd + δj . The
Fermi momentum is pF,j = ℏkF,j . With the perpendic-
ular magnetic field turned on and under the vector po-
tential A = −Byx̂, the momentum of the R/L-moving
electron on each wire is shifted to (23), which we repeat
here

kσyj =
eB

ℏc
(yd+ δj) + σkF,j , (B1)

where σ = R/L = +/−. Using the basis transformation

Φ̃ = UΦ in (27) defined by the U matrix in (30) and
(31), the momentum of the µ = ρ, c1, c2, I = 1, . . . , N −1

modes are k̃σyµ =
∑
jσ′ Uσσ

′

µj k
σ
yj . With the electric charges

qµ = Q(eiΦ̃
σ
yµ) =

∑
jσ′ Uσσ

′

µj (in units of e),

k̃σyµ = qµ
eBd

ℏc
y +

∑
jσ′

Uσσ
′

µj (κj + σ′kF,j) , (B2)

where κj = eB
ℏc δj . The only modes that carry electric

charges are ρ, c1, c2, and the rest have qI=1,...,N−1 = 0.
Therefore, for the neutral modes I = 1, . . . , N − 1, their
momentum k̃σyI = k̃σI are y-independent as they do not
couple with the magnetic field.

The momentum conservation conditions for all quan-
tum Hall models in section II are the same. They are

k̃Ry,ρ = k̃Ly+1,ρ, k̃Ryc1,2 = k̃Lyc1,2 , k̃RI = k̃LI . (B3)

The first condition ensures the U(1)N inter-bundle sine-

Gordon interaction HU(1)N
inter in (37) preserves momentum.

When expressing the interaction back in terms of the elec-
trons, the oscillating factors eikx in (24) cancel, and the

potential density HU(1)N
inter survives the x-integration in the

thermodynamic limit. Similarly, the second condition in
(B3) guarantees momentum conservation for the intra-
bundle potentials in (32) that gap the c1,2 modes. The
third condition in (B3) ensures momentum conservation
for the SU(N)1 inter-bundle current backscattering po-
tential in (38). In fact, we will find a solution for the
more restrictive condition

k̃RI = k̃LI = 0 (B4)

for the neutral modes so that the SU(n)m and SU(m)n
current backscattering potentials in (47) and (48) also
preserve momentum conservation.
The momentum conservation conditions (B3) and (B4)

can be met by tuning the electron density, which sets
the bare Fermi momentum kF,j , and the relative vertical
position δj of each wire. Small deviations of kF,j and δj
away from the fine-tuned solution to (B3) and (B4) are
perturbations that do not change the topological phase
as long as they do not close the bulk excitation energy
gap of the models. We present a particular solution of
kF,j and δj starting with the ansatz

κj =
eB

ℏc
δj = kF,j . (B5)

The conditions in (B3) under (B1) becomes(
U++ − U−+

)
2kF = qρ

eBd

ℏc
e1 (B6)

where kF = (kF,0, . . . , kF,N+1)
T , e1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0)T , and

qρ = 1 if N is odd or qρ = 2 if N is even. The matrix
difference U++ −U−+ is invertible for all N ≥ 2 and the
linear system has the unique solution

kF,0 =

(
eBd

ℏc

)
1−N

4N
, kF,j=1,...,N = 0

kF,N+1 =

(
eBd

ℏc

)
1 +N

4N

(B7)

for odd N , or

kF,0 = kF,N+1 =

(
eBd

ℏc

)
1

N
, kF,j=1,...,N = 0 (B8)

for even N . From the U matrices in (30) and (31),
the patterns of zeros kF,j=1,...,N = 0 implies the van-
ishing of the momentum of the neutral modes (B4) be-

cause
∑N+1
j=0 Uσσ

′

Ij kF,j = 0, for I = 1, . . . , N − 1 and any

σ, σ′ = ±.
The Fermi momentum solution gives

∑
j 2kF,j =

eBd
ℏc .

The electron number density (per unit length) on each
wire is n0j = 2kF,j/(2π), and the total number density of

each bundle ne =
∑
j n

0
j . The number of magnetic flux

quanta per unit length passing between consecutive bun-
dles is nB = Bd/ϕ0, where ϕ0 = 2πℏc/e is the magnetic
flux quantum. The filling fraction is the ratio

ν =
ne
nB

=
ℏc
eBd

N+1∑
j=0

2kF,j (B9)

which is ν = 1/N for odd N or ν = 4/N for even N .

Appendix C: Parafermion Decomposition of SU(2)n

Starting with n = 2, the current in (50) becomes

E+SU(2)2
= ei(ϕ1−ϕ3) + ei(ϕ2−ϕ4) = ξ ×Ψ, (C1)
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with corresponding components given by

ξ =
√
2ei

(θ1+θ2)
2

Ψ =
1√
2

(
ei

(θ1−θ2)
2 + e−i

(θ1−θ2)
2

)
θ1 ≡ ϕ1 − ϕ3, θ2 ≡ ϕ2 − ϕ4.

(C2)

The parafermion primary fields obey the OPE

Ψ(z)Ψ†(w) =
1

(z − w)

[
1 + (z − w)2TZ2

]
+ . . . , (C3)

where the energy-momentum tensor of the Z2

parafermion CFT is TZ2 = cos(θ1 − θ2). Therefore
the parafermions satisfy fusion rules Ψ×Ψ = Ψ×Ψ† = 1
with Ψ = Ψ†.

For n = 3, the current operator is

E+SU(2)3
= eiθ1 + eiθ2 + eiθ3 . (C4)

The angle variables are now defined by θ1 ≡ ϕ1 − ϕ4,
θ2 ≡ ϕ2 − ϕ5, and θ3 ≡ ϕ3 − ϕ6. (C4) can be factorized
in terms of

ξ =
√
3ei(θ1+θ2+θ3)/3,

Ψ =
1√
3

(
ei

2θ1−θ2−θ3
3 + ei

−θ1+2θ2−θ3
3 + ei

−θ1−θ2+2θ3
3

)
.

(C5)

The Z3 parafermion primary fields obey OPEs

Ψ(z)Ψ†(w) =
1

(z − w)4/3

[
1 +

2

3
(z − w)2TZ3

]
+ . . . ,

Ψ(z)Ψ(w) =
2/
√
3

(z − w)2/3
Ψ†(w) + . . . ,

(C6)

with fusion rules Ψ × Ψ = Ψ†, Ψ × Ψ† = Ψ3 = (Ψ†)3 =
1. The energy-momentum tensor of the Z3 parafermion
CFT takes the form of TZ3

=
∑

1≤a<b≤3 cos(θa − θb).

Finally, for n = 4, the current operator is

E+SU(2)4
=

4∑
c=1

eiθc , (C7)

where θc ≡ ϕc − ϕ4+c. The corresponding parafermion
decomposition has

ξ =
√
4ei

∑4
j=1 θj/4,

Ψ =
1√
4

(
ei(3θ1−θ2−θ3−θ4)/4 + ei(−θ1+3θ2−θ3−θ4)/4

+ ei(−θ1−θ2+3θ3−θ4)/4 + ei(−θ1−θ2−θ3+3θ4)/4
)
,

(C8)

following by the OPEs

Ψ(z)Ψ†(w) =
1

(z − w)3/2

(
1 +

2

4
(z − w)2TZ4

)
+ ...,

Ψ(z)Ψ(w) =

√
3/2

(z − w)1/2
Ψ2 + . . . ,

Ψ(z)Ψ2(w) =

√
3/2

(z − w)
Ψ† + . . . ,

(C9)

where the primary field

Ψ2 =
1√
6

(
ei(θ1+θ2−θ3−θ4)/2 + ei(θ1−θ2+θ3−θ4)/2

+ ei(θ1−θ2−θ3+θ4)/2 + ei(−θ1−θ2+θ3+θ4)/2

+ ei(−θ1+θ2−θ3+θ4)/2 + ei(−θ1+θ2+θ3−θ4)/2
)
.

(C10)

This yields the fusion rules of Z4 parafermion CFT: Ψ×
Ψ = Ψ2, Ψ×Ψ2 = Ψ3 = Ψ†, and Ψ4 = (Ψ†)4 = 1.
In general, the SU(2) current at any given level n can

be decomposed into

ξ =
√
neiθ⊥/n, Ψ =

1√
n

n∑
c=1

ei(θc−θ⊥/n), (C11)

where θ⊥ = θ1+ · · ·+θn, and θc = ϕc−ϕn+c. A primary
field Ψk, upon fusing Ψ k times, where k = 0 mod n, has
the normalized constant

√
Cnk where Cnk = n!/[k!(n−k)!].

Its bosonization is the sum of vertex operators,

Ψk =
1√
Cnk

∑
1≤j1<...<jk≤n

ei(θj1+...+θjk−kθ⊥/n). (C12)

The primary fields of Zn parafermion CFT have OPEs

Ψ(z)Ψ†(w) =
1

(z − w)
2(n−1)

n

(
1 +

2

n
(z − w)2TZn

)
+ . . . ,

Ψk(z)Ψℓ(w) =
ck,ℓ

(z − w)
2kℓ
n

Ψk+ℓ(w) + . . . ,

(C13)

and carry spins h(Ψk) = k(n − k)/n. The energy-
momentum tensor can be generalized to TZn =∑

1≤a<b≤n cos(θa − θb). The structure constants of the
parafermion current algebra,

ck,ℓ = Ck+ℓℓ

√
Cnk+ℓ
CnkC

n
ℓ

=

√
(k + ℓ)!(n− k)!(n− ℓ)!

k!ℓ!(n− k − ℓ)!n!
,

(C14)

rely upon the normalization factors of fields Ψk, Ψℓ and
Ψk+ℓ, with C

k+ℓ
ℓ duplicate terms as a result of operator

product expansion between Ψk and Ψℓ. The conformal
embedding, in the form of the parton construction, al-
lows us to write down the closed form of Zn parafermion
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primary fields. This is demonstrated through explicit
calculations of parafermion current algebra. Although
Zamolodchikov and Fateev had proved the general result

[26, 33], we wrote down the explicit parafermion decom-
position here, specifically and pedagogically for our study
of topological orders in SU(2)n=2,3,4.
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