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We explore new infrared dualities in (2+ 1)-dimensional quantum field theories involving Majorana
fermions. Building on the recently proposed operator-deformation approach to bosonization duali-
ties, we incorporate the bosonization of neutral fermions into the established web of Dirac dualities.
Starting from the decomposition of a Dirac fermion into two Majorana components, we derive a
hierarchy of dual bosonic descriptions based on orthogonal Chern–Simons–matter theories. This
construction leads to novel boson–boson dualities, including an explicit correspondence between an
SO(N) theory with two real scalars and a U(1) theory with one complex scalar, and their gener-
alizations to arbitrary numbers of Majorana flavours. We analyze boundary conditions preserving
chirality and demonstrate their role in matching gravitational anomalies and chiral central charges.
Additional deformations yield orthogonal analogues of Ising–Gross–Neveu and pairing transitions.
The resulting framework provides a unified Majorana-based extension of the three-dimensional du-
ality web and clarifies the infrared structure of non-Abelian bosonization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dualities are a central theme in modern theoretical
physics, providing complementary descriptions of the
same physical phenomena and often uncovering deep
structural relations between seemingly distinct theories.
In quantum field theory, two models are said to be dual
when their physical observables coincide, even though
their microscopic degrees of freedom and Lagrangian for-
mulations may differ drastically [1]. Among the ear-
liest and most influential examples is two-dimensional
bosonization, first established by Coleman [2], which
identifies a massless Dirac fermion with a compactified
scalar field through a precise mapping of operators and
couplings.

In three dimensions, bosonization manifests as an in-
frared (IR) duality, emerging at the long-distance fixed
points of distinct microscopic theories. Two QFTs are
IR-dual if their renormalization-group flows terminate at
the same conformal field theory (CFT). Such dualities
have attracted renewed interest [3–7], owing both to their
connection with strongly coupled CFTs and to their rel-
evance in condensed-matter systems near quantum criti-
cality [4]. 1

A systematic approach to generating new IR duali-
ties was proposed in [6]. Starting from the conjectured
three-dimensional Dirac bosonization [3, 4], relevant op-
erators are identified on both sides of the duality and
used to deform the theories away from the critical point.
When these deformations are promoted to dynamical
scalar fields, the resulting renormalization-group flows
lead to new interacting fixed points conjectured to be
dual. The validity of these conjectures can be tested
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1 See also [8], for the emergence of 3+1D Weyl fermions from
bosonic salar tensor dualities.

through the matching of global symmetries, low-energy
degrees of freedom, and anomalies.

While the construction in [6] involves Dirac fermions,
a parallel bosonization for Majorana fermions has been
proposed in [7]. It relates a single neutral Majorana
spinor to an SO(N)1 Chern–Simons theory coupled to
an N -component real scalar field. At criticality, both
theories describe the transition between a trivial insu-
lator and a px + ipy topological superconductor, whose
edge hosts a chiral Majorana mode [9, 10].

The purpose of this work is to incorporate the Majo-
rana bosonization into the existing duality web and to
demonstrate that it naturally generates new classes of
non-Abelian boson–boson equivalences. Starting from
the two-flavour case, we derive a novel correspondence
between an SO(N)1 Chern–Simons theory coupled to
two real scalars and a U(1)1 theory coupled to a sin-
gle complex scalar, with consistent boundary conditions
ensuring chiral-central-charge matching. We then gen-
eralize the construction to an arbitrary even number
of Majorana flavours, obtaining a hierarchy of duali-
ties relating SO(N)1 gauge theories to multiple copies
of Abelian Chern–Simons–Higgs models. Furthermore,
we study pairing-type deformations of the seed dual-
ity and show that they induce controlled Higgs flows
SO(N)→ SO(N−1), reproducing the expected thermal
Hall responses in the IR. Finally, we propose a broader
family of SO(N)–SO(Ñ) equivalences that emerge when
several Majorana bosonizations are combined, extending
the known web of three-dimensional dualities beyond the
Dirac sector.

II. GENERATING NEW DUALITIES FROM
THE DIRAC SEED

An essential ingredient in our construction is the
method developed in [6]. To illustrate its main features,
we begin with the (2 + 1)-dimensional seed duality con-
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jectured in [3, 4]:

Lf [ψ;A] ←→ Lb[ϕ, a;A] , (1a)

where ψ is a Dirac fermion, ϕ a complex scalar field, A
and a two U(1) gauge fields, and

Lf [ψ;A] = iψ̄��DAψ , (1b)

Lb[ϕ, a;A] = |Daϕ|2 − |ϕ|4 +
1

4π
a ∧ da+

1

2π
A ∧ da . (1c)

As noted in [6], deforming the two sides by mass terms
allows one to probe and match their distinct phases. On
the bosonic side, a mass deformation

Lb[ϕ, a;A]→ Lb[ϕ, a;A]−m2
b |ϕ|2

interpolates between a trivial gapped phase for negative
mass and a Chern–Simons (CS) theory at level −1 for
positive mass (m2

b > 0). To reproduce the same low-
energy behaviour the fermionic mass deformation,

Lf [ψ;A]→ Lf [ψ;A]−mf ψ̄ψ ,

must have the opposite sign [4, 11, 12],

mf > 0 ←→ m2
b < 0 ,

mf < 0 ←→ m2
b > 0 .

Hence matching the mass deformation operators about
(1) requires an overall minus sign,

ψ̄ψ ←→ −|ϕ|2 . (2)

As usual for mass deformations, these operators are rel-
evant and drive the two theories away from the critical
point (1). Identifying pairs of relevant operators that
correspond across the duality is the central idea of the
method in [6]: by deforming both sides with the same
operator, one moves along a shared RG trajectory and
reaches new IR fixed points that can be conjectured to
be dual as well.

More concretely, one introduces an auxiliary scalar
field φ, coupled linearly to the relevant operators and
endowed with a symmetry-breaking potential v(φ). Ap-
plied to the seed duality (1), the deformation reads

Lf [ψ;A]−φ ψ̄ψ− v(φ) ←→ Lb[ϕ, a;A] +φ |ϕ|2− v(φ) ,
(3)

where Lf,b are given in (1b) and (1c), and the potential
takes the usual Mexican-hat form,

v(φ) = rφ2 + λφ4 , λ > 0 . (4)

Promoting φ to a dynamical field, with the proper kinetic
term, means one can now explore the two regimes. For
r > 0, φ is massive and can be integrated out, recovering
the undeformed duality. For r < 0, φ develops a nonzero
vacuum expectation value φ0, whose sign distinguishes
the two massive phases discussed above. The critical
point at r = 0 therefore governs a transition between a
trivial insulator and a topological phase described by a
level-(−1) CS theory.

III. BOSONIZATION OF A MAJORANA
FERMION

Our main goal is to incorporate Majorana fermions
into this framework and to explore the resulting web of
dualities. In the previous section we began with a mass-
less theory and discussed how the mass deformation links
the deformed theories; for the Majorana case let us begin
with the full (conjectured) massive correspondence. The
bosonization of a single neutral fermion was first pro-
posed in [7], which relates the free theory of a Majorana
spinor ξ,

Lξ[ξ] = iξ̄�∂ξ −mξ̄ξ, (5)

to a bosonic theory of an N -component real scalar

field ϕ⃗ coupled to an SO(N) Chern–Simons gauge field
at level one,

Sb[ϕ⃗, a] =

∫
M

d3xLb[ϕ⃗, a]

=

∫
M

d3x
(
|(∂ − ia)ϕ⃗|2 − rϕ⃗2 − λ(ϕ⃗2)2

)
(6)

+ CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg .

This duality is expected to hold for N ≥ 3. The Chern–
Simons action, CSSO(N)[a]k, is defined as

k

4π

∫
M

d3x ϵµνρ
(
aaµ∂νa

a
ρ −

2i

3
fabcaaµa

b
νa

c
ρ

)
, (7)

while the gravitational contribution take the form

CSg =

∫
X

Tr

(
R ∧R
192π2

)
, (8)

where X is a four-dimensional manifold with boundary
∂X =M , and R denotes the Riemann curvature two-
form.
Changing the sign of the Majorana fermion mass m

interpolates between two distinct phases: a trivial in-
sulator, and a topological px + ipy superconductor with
chiral central charge c− = 1

2 . In the infrared, this corre-
spondence takes the form

iξ̄�∂ξ ←→ |(∂ − ia)ϕ⃗|2 − λ(ϕ⃗2)2

+CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg, (9)

with the associated identification of relevant opera-
tors [13],

ξ̄ξ ←→ −ϕ⃗2 . (10)

The construction extends naturally to Nf flavours of
Majorana fermions,

S
Nf

ξ =

∫
M

d3x

Nf∑
i=1

(
iξ̄i�∂ξi −mξ̄iξi

)
, (11)
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whose bosonic dual reads

S
Nf

ϕ [ϕ⃗i, a] =∫
M

d3x

Nf∑
i=1

|Daϕ⃗i|2 − rTrM − u(TrM)2 − vTrM2


+CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg , (12)

where Mij = ϕαi ϕ
α
j , with α, β = 1, . . . , N labeling

the fundamental representation of SO(N) and i, j =
1, . . . , Nf indexing the flavour space. The scalar poten-
tial takes the equivalent form

V (ϕi) = r ϕαi ϕ
α
i + u (ϕαi ϕ

α
i )(ϕ

β
j ϕ

β
j ) + v (ϕαi ϕ

α
j )(ϕ

β
j ϕ

β
i ) .

(13)
Consistency with the single-flavour case subsequently re-
quires

N ≥ Nf + 2 , (14)

i.e. the number of colours must be greater than the num-
ber of flavours plus two.

IV. DIRAC FERMION IN TERMS OF
MAJORANA FERMIONS

Now towards the goal of our paper, a natural en-
try point for incorporating Majorana fermions into the
known web of dualities is via their relation to Dirac par-
ticles. A Dirac spinor can be decomposed into two real
components as

ψ = ξ1 + iξ2 , (15)

with each ξi satisfying the Majorana condition [14]

ξi = C ξ∗i , (16)

where C denotes the charge-conjugation matrix in the
two-dimensional spinor representation.

The action of a free Dirac fermion on a three-
manifoldM is

S =

∫
M
d3x

(
iψ̄�∂ψ −mψ̄ψ

)
.

Substituting (15) gives∫
M
d3x ψ̄(i�∂ −m)ψ =∫

M
d3x

[
ξ̄1(i�∂ −m)ξ1 + ξ̄2(i�∂ −m)ξ2

]
+

∫
∂M

d2x ξ̄1γ
µξ2 nµ , (17)

where nµ is the unit vector normal to ∂M. The boundary
term arises from integrating by parts to obtain canoni-
cal kinetic terms for both Majorana components. The

corresponding equations of motion read

ξ̄1 : iγµ∂µξ1 + γµnµξ2 δ(∂M) = 0 , (18)

ξ̄2 : iγµ∂µξ2 = 0 , (19)

where δ(∂M) denotes localization at the boundary.
To elucidate the physical meaning of the bound-

ary term, consider M as the half-space y < 0, with
nµ = (0, 0, 1) and δ(∂M) = δ(y). Integrating (18) from
y = −ϵ to 0 and assuming that the integral of iγ0∂0ξ1 +
iγ1∂1ξ1 vanishes as ϵ→0, one obtains

iγ2ξ1
∣∣
0
− iγ2ξ1

∣∣
0−

+ γ2ξ2
∣∣
0
= 0 .

Since γ2 has no vanishing eigenvalues, this condition is
equivalent to

iξ1
∣∣
0
+ ξ2

∣∣
0
= i ξ1

∣∣
0−
. (20)

Applying the same procedure to (19) yields the trivial
continuity condition

ξ2
∣∣
0
= ξ2

∣∣
0−
.

Boundary conditions can therefore be written as a lin-
ear combination of the two flavours vanishing at the edge:

[a iξ1 + b ξ2]
∣∣
0
= 0 , (21)

with a, b ∈ C nonzero. The choice b = −a corresponds to
the trivial condition ψ = 0 on the boundary.
The boundary ∂M is (1 + 1)-dimensional, where chi-

rality can be defined as in (3 + 1) dimensions. Defining
γ5 = γ0γ1, which anticommutes with all γµ, we can con-
sider chiral boundary modes (eigenstates of γ5) for the
two Majorana flavours. These Majorana–Weyl fermions
exist only in (8k + 2) spacetime dimensions [15]. On the
boundary we define

γ5ξ+1 = ξ+1 , γ5ξ±2 = ±ξ±2 .
Applying γ5 to (21) gives{

a iξ+1 + b ξ±2 = 0 ,

a iξ+1 ± b ξ
±
2 = 0 ,

which admit non-trivial solutions only if the two Ma-
jorana components possess the same chirality. Conse-
quently, the boundary conditions contribute a total chiral
central charge

c− = ±1 ,
corresponding to two Majorana fermions of identical chi-
rality.

This result is consistent with the Abelian Chern–
Simons description of a Dirac fermion at low energies,
which carries c− = 1 [16, 17]. As we will emphasize later,
the non-trivial boundary structure will play a key role in
matching the edge modes across dualities.

Finally, we note that these boundary conditions
emerge naturally from the variational principle used to
derive the equations of motion. Although boundary con-
ditions are often imposed externally, this approach allows
the theory itself to determine consistent constraints [18–
20].
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V. TWO MAJORANA FLAVOURS

Given the results of the previous section, it is natural
to begin with the bosonization of two flavours. At the
critical point, the correspondence (9) implies an equiva-
lence between

Lξ[ξ1, ξ2] = iξ̄1�∂ξ1 + iξ̄2�∂ξ2 , (22)

and

Lϕ[ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2, a] = |Daϕ⃗1|2 + |Daϕ⃗2|2

− Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) + CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg , (23)

namely,

Lξ[ξ1, ξ2] ←→ Lϕ[ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2, a] . (24)

Here N ≥ 4, and Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) denotes the potential (13)
without the quadratic term, which would move the the-
ory away from the fixed point.

To analyze the phase structure, we follow the auxiliary-
scalar method of [6]. Using the operator correspondence
from [7, 13],

2∑
i=1

ξ̄iξi ←→ −
2∑

i=1

ϕ⃗2i , (25)

we deform both theories near criticality as

Lξ[ξ1, ξ2]− φ
2∑

i=1

ξ̄iξi − v(φ)

←→ Lϕ[ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2, a] + φ

2∑
i=1

ϕ⃗2i − v(φ) , (26)

where v(φ) takes the standard form (4).

The sign of r determines the two possible regimes.
For r > 0, φ is heavy and can be integrated out, restor-
ing the correspondence (24). For r < 0, φ acquires a
nonzero expectation value and induces mass terms for
both fermions and scalars. On the bosonic side, the re-

sulting quadratic term combines with Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) to repro-

duce the full potential V (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) in (13). Depending on
the sign of ⟨φ⟩ ≡ φ0, the two theories describe either a
trivial insulator or a topological phase with chiral central
charge c− = 1. These phases coincide with those found
in [6], as expected from the Dirac decomposition (17).

It is then natural to conjecture a duality between the
corresponding bosonic theories:

2∑
i=1

|Daϕ⃗i|2 − Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) + CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg

←→ |Dbz|2 − |z|4 +CS[b]1 , (27)

where CS[b]1 denotes the Abelian CS term for the gauge
field b. The background gauge field coupled to the Dirac
fermion in the seed duality has been turned off, since
Majorana fermions are neutral. This correspondence can
be summarized as

SO(N)1+2 real scalars ←→ U(1)1+one complex scalar .
(28)

Tracing the mass identifications gives

ϕ⃗21 + ϕ⃗22 ←→ |z|2 . (29)

Applying the same deformation near the fixed point,

Lϕ[ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2, a]− φ(ϕ⃗21 + ϕ⃗22)− rφ2 − λφ4 ←→ Lz[z, b]− φ|z|2 − rφ2 − λφ4 , (30)

we focus on the regime r < 0. For φ0 > 0, both ϕ⃗i be-
come massive, and integrating them out yields a pure
SO(N) CS theory with a gravitational term. On the
right-hand side, z also becomes massive, leaving a pure
U(1)1 gauge theory. While the bulk duality is consis-
tent, the boundary requires care: the U(1) theory car-
ries c− = −1, whereas the SO(N) side is topologically
trivial. The mismatch is resolved by the boundary term
in (17), whose consistent boundary conditions contribute
precisely one unit of chiral central charge.

The duality (28) should therefore be regarded as a cor-
respondence between two pairs, each consisting of a bulk
theory and a compatible set of boundary conditions. This
is unsurprising, since the derivation originates from (15),
where the two Majorana flavours are intrinsically linked.

For φ0 < 0, the real scalars ϕ⃗i condense, spontaneously
breaking SO(N) → SO(N − 2). On the U(1) side, z
condenses and gives mass to b via the Higgs mechanism,
producing a trivial IR theory:

CSSO(N−2)[a]1 +NCSg ←→ trivial .

Again, the edge theories differ by one unit of chiral cen-
tral charge (c− = 1 on the left, c− = 0 on the right), rec-
onciled by the same boundary conditions preserving chi-
rality. This transition connects two gapped phases with
thermal Hall conductivities 0 and ±π

6T at low tempera-
tures [21, 22].
It is illuminating to reinterpret these boundary condi-

tions in the framework of (28). Following [7], the Ma-
jorana fermion can be identified with the monopole op-
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erator of the gauge field, consistent with viewing this
bosonization as a relativistic form of flux attachment.
For two flavours, this follows from the equation of mo-
tion for the temporal component of the gauge field ai,0

derived from (12):

Nf=2∑
I=1

ρiI −
F i

2π
= 0 ,

where ρiI is the temporal component of the SO(N)
current for flavour I, and F i is the non-Abelian field

strength, with i = 1, . . . , N(N−1)
2 . Each scalar thus car-

ries one unit of flux, as expected, and the operator map-
ping reads

ξi ←→ V⃗ i
M = ϕ⃗i Ma , (31)

where Ma is the monopole operator of the gauge
field [23]. The boundary condition (21) then translates
to

[aV⃗ 1
M + bV⃗ 2

M ]
∣∣
∂M = 0 .

If monopoles are allowed on the boundary, Ma|∂M ̸= 0,
these reduce to scalar relations

[aϕ⃗1 + bϕ⃗2]
∣∣
∂M = 0 .

Conversely, the boundary conditions ensuring the consis-
tency of (28) may be interpreted as forbidding monopoles
at the edge,

Ma

∣∣
∂M = 0 .

On the right-hand side of (28), the analogous identifi-
cation involves the Dirac fermion [6]:

ψ ←→ zMb .

Hence, the boundary conditions for the Majorana oper-
ators can be viewed as relations between the real and
imaginary components of this composite monopole oper-
ator. We therefore conjecture that, when supplemented
by these boundary conditions, the duality (28) provides
an alternative infrared description of the Chern–Simons–
Higgs (CSH) model for N ≥ 4.

VI. EVEN NUMBER OF MAJORANA
FERMIONS

The duality (28) extends naturally to an arbitrary even
number of Majorana flavours. Consider the bosonization
of 2Nf Majorana fields:

Lϕ[ϕ⃗i, a] =

2Nf∑
i=1

|Daϕ⃗i|2 − Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, . . . , ϕ⃗2Nf
)

+CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg , (32)

with N ≥ 2Nf + 2. This can be related to the bosonic
description of Nf Dirac fermions,

Lz[zi, bi] =

Nf∑
i=1

(
|Dbizi|2 − |zi|4 +CS[bi]1

)
, (33)

and, in analogy with (29), we identify the mass operators
as

2Nf∑
i=1

ϕ⃗2i ←→
Nf∑
i=1

|zi|2 .

The deformation proceeds exactly as before. For
φ0 > 0, all scalars on the SO(N) side are massive and
can be integrated out, leaving a pure SO(N)1 CS the-
ory (plus the gravitational term). On the Abelian side,
the zi are also massive, giving Nf copies of a pure U(1)1
CS theory. Once again, the bulk phases match while the
edge central charges differ: c− = 0 for SO(N)1 (after in-
cluding the boundary contribution discussed previously)
versus c− = −Nf for Nf copies of U(1)1. Appropriate
boundary conditions preserving chirality supply the miss-
ing units and reconcile the edge data.

With multiple flavours there is additional freedom in
choosing boundary conditions. One convenient option is
a flavourwise pairing,

[
a iξ2n−1 + b ξ2n

]∣∣∣
∂M

= 0 , n = 1, . . . , Nf ,

but flavour-mixing choices are also possible. For instance,
when Nf = 2,

[a iξ1 + b iξ3]
∣∣∣
∂M

= 0 ,

[c ξ2 + d ξ4]
∣∣∣
∂M

= 0 ,

and suitable linear combinations of the boundary equa-
tions of motion (analogous to (20)) impose relations
among different flavours, e.g.

a ξ2

∣∣∣
∂M

+ b ξ4

∣∣∣
∂M

= a iξ1

∣∣∣
∂M−

+ b iξ3

∣∣∣
∂M−

,

with ∂M− denoting a point infinitesimally inside the
boundary.

In summary, the resulting IR duality is
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SO(N)1 + 2Nf real scalars ←→ Nf

(
U(1)1 + one complex scalar

)
, (34)

conjectured to hold for N ≥ 2Nf + 2, with bulk phases
matched by the deformation and edge central charges
aligned by the same coherent boundary conditions used
in the two-flavour case.

VII. ISING–GROSS–NEVEU

Following Ref. [6], a theory of two Dirac fermions with
staggered mass terms exhibits a transition between a triv-
ial insulator and a quantum spin Hall insulator [24]. Once
again, the use of Majorana variables provides a natu-
ral framework for constructing infrared dualities among
purely bosonic theories.
In this setting we require four Majorana flavours. Since

we will introduce two pairs of mass terms with opposite
sign, it is convenient to apply twice the Nf = 2 bosoniza-
tion discussed previously, rather than a single Nf = 4
construction. The bosonic counterpart reads

Lϕ[ϕ⃗i, a, ã] =

2∑
i=1

|Daϕ⃗i|2 − Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) + CSSO(N)[a]1 +

4∑
i=3

|Dãϕ⃗i|2 − Ṽ (ϕ⃗3, ϕ⃗4) + CSSO(Ñ)[ã]1 + (N + Ñ)CSg . (35)

Here, from (14), N, Ñ ≥ 4, with no requirement that

N = Ñ . The notation makes explicit which fields enter
each potential Ṽ . On the Dirac side, the correspond-
ing bosonization is given by Eq. (33) with Nf = 2. The
relevant operators are identified using (29) as

ϕ⃗21 + ϕ⃗22 −
(
ϕ⃗23 + ϕ⃗24

)
←→ |z1|2 − |z2|2 .

The system enjoys a discrete Z2 symmetry exchanging
the two sectors:

Z2 :

{
1↔ 2 in Lz ,

(1, 2, a,N)↔ (3, 4, ã, Ñ) in Lϕ .
(36)

We now perform the standard deformation with an
auxiliary scalar φ and analyze the resulting phases, which
are interchanged by the Z2 symmetry (36). For φ0 > 0,
on the Dirac (or U(1)) side, z2 is massive while z1 con-
denses, Higgsing b1 and leaving the effective theory

Leff
z = CS[b2]1 .

On the SO(N)×SO(Ñ) side, ϕ⃗3, ϕ⃗4 are massive, whereas

ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2 condense and break SO(N)→SO(N−2), yielding

Leff
ϕ = CSSO(N−2)[a]1 +CSSO(Ñ)[ã]1 + (N + Ñ)CSg .

The phase with φ0 < 0 follows by applying the Z2 trans-
formation. Once again, a mismatch in the edge cen-
tral charges appears: the U(1) side has c− = −1, while
the real-scalar side has c− = 1. As before, consistent
boundary conditions involving four Majorana flavours
contribute the missing two units of edge central charge,
ensuring overall anomaly matching.

It is instructive to discuss the global symmetries. In
addition to the discrete Z2 (spontaneously broken when
φ condenses), the Lagrangian Lϕ possesses an SO(2)ϕ ×
SO(2)ϕ̃ flavour symmetry, acting as

SO(2)ϕ : ΦI 7→ RIJΦJ , Φ = (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2)
⊤ ,

and analogously for SO(2)ϕ̃ acting on Φ̃ = (ϕ⃗3, ϕ⃗4)
⊤.

These are genuine global symmetries, distinct from
the U(1)2 gauge symmetry acting on the zi. On
the U(1) side, the corresponding topological symme-
tries are U(1)2T , under which monopole operators carry
charge [23].

VIII. PAIRING TRANSITION

Another transition discussed in Ref. [6] involves a su-
perconducting deformation of the Dirac seed duality [3]:

Lf = iψ̄��DAψ −
(
hφψ2 + c.c.

)
− v(φ) , (37)

where ψ2 ≡ ϵαβψαψβ with ϵ12 = −ϵ21 = 1. On the
bosonic side, using the identification of the Dirac opera-
tor with a monopole operator [3], the quadratic operator
maps as

ψ2 ←→ M2 ≡ (z†)2 M 2
a . (38)

The corresponding bosonic Lagrangian is

Lz = |Daz|2 − |z|4 +
1

4π
a ∧ da+ 1

2π
A ∧ da

−
(
hφM2 + c.c.

)
− v(φ) . (39)
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We now re-express this deformation in terms of Majo-
rana degrees of freedom and then map it to the SO(N)
bosonic theory using the Majorana–monopole correspon-
dence. Writing ψ as in (15) and adopting the conventions
of App. A, one finds

ψ2 = −2
[
χ1χ

∗
1 + iχ1χ

∗
2 + iχ2χ

∗
1 − χ2χ

∗
2

]
, (40)

where ξi =
( χi

−χ∗
i

)
denote the two Majorana flavours.

Separating real and imaginary parts and defining the
four-component field

ξ ≡
(
ξ1
ξ2

)
, (41)

the bilinear takes the compact form

ψ2 = ξ̄ S ξ , S =

1 0 i 0
0 1 0 i
i 0 −1 0
0 i 0 −1

 . (42)

The fermionic theory becomes2

Lf = iξ̄�∂ξ −
(
hφ ξ̄Sξ + c.c.

)
− v(φ) . (43)

The background field A is set to zero, as the Majoranas
are neutral; the induced coupling

Aµ

(
ξ̄1 ξ̄2

) [ γµ iγµ

−iγµ γµ

](
ξ1
ξ2

)
admits no direct bosonic translation.

To connect with the SO(N) theory, we use the
Majorana–monopole mapping (31) (for two flavours)

ξi ←→ V⃗ i
M ≡ ϕ⃗i Ma . (44)

More generally,

ξ1 ←→ (aϕ⃗1 + bϕ⃗2)Ma , ξ2 ←→ (cϕ⃗1 + dϕ⃗2)Ma ,
(45)

with a, b, c, d ∈ C constrained by the mass-term identifi-
cation (25),

|a|2 + |c|2 = |b|2 + |d|2 = 1 , a∗b+ c∗d = 0 . (46)

Defining

M ≡
(
ϕ⃗1Ma

ϕ⃗2Ma

)
, (47)

the superconducting deformation maps to

−
(
hφM†SNM + c.c.

)
, SN =

[
1N×N i 1N×N

i 1N×N −1N×N

]
.

(48)

2 As before, one must include the boundary term arising from in-
tegration by parts in the action (17).

Since Ma is unitary [23],

M†SNM = ϕ⃗21 − ϕ⃗22 + 2iϕ⃗1 · ϕ⃗2 . (49)

Writing M†SNM ≡ R+ I and taking h > 0,

−
(
hφM†SNM + c.c.

)
= −2h

(
ℜφR+ iℑφ I

)
. (50)

With φ = 1
2 (φR + iφI), the full bosonic Lagrangian be-

comes

Lϕ = |Daϕ⃗1|2 + |Daϕ⃗2|2 − Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2)

− h
[
φR

(
ϕ⃗21 − ϕ⃗22

)
− 2φI ϕ⃗1 · ϕ⃗2

]
− v(φ) + CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg . (51)

For a complex auxiliary field,

v(φ) = r|φ|2 + λ|φ|4 , (52)

and for r < 0 the field acquires a VEV φ0 = |φ0|eiθ,
spontaneously breaking the U(1) symmetry. While |φ0|
sets an overall scale, the phase θ determines the relative
weights of the two quadratic deformations.
For θ = 0, π (real VEV), the IR Lagrangian becomes

Lϕ = |Daϕ⃗1|2 + |Daϕ⃗2|2 − Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) + CSSO(N)[a]1

+NCSg − hφR,0

(
ϕ⃗21 − ϕ⃗22

)
. (53)

This breaks the SO(2)f flavour symmetry down to the

Z2 acting as (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) 7→ (−ϕ⃗1,−ϕ⃗2). For θ = 0, ϕ⃗1 has

positive mass m2
R = hφR,0 while ϕ⃗2 has negative mass

of equal magnitude; the gauge symmetry is Higgsed to
SO(N − 1), leaving the infrared theory

Lϕ

∣∣
θ=0

= CSSO(N−1)[a]1 +NCSg . (54)

For θ = π
2 ,

3π
2 (purely imaginary VEV),

Lϕ = |Daϕ⃗1|2 + |Daϕ⃗2|2 − Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, ϕ⃗2) + CSSO(N)[a]1

+NCSg + 2hφI,0ϕ⃗1 · ϕ⃗2 . (55)

The quadratic part of the action reads

Sϕ =

∫
d3x

[
∂µϕ⃗1 · ∂µϕ⃗1 + ∂µϕ⃗2 · ∂µϕ⃗2

+ 2hφI,0ϕ⃗1 · ϕ⃗2 + . . .
]
. (56)

In d = 3, [ϕi] = [φ] = 1
2 , implying [h] = 3

2 and defining

m2
I ≡ hφI,0. Fourier transforming, the quadratic form

becomes

Sϕ =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
(
ϕ⃗T1 (p) ϕ⃗T2 (p)

) [−p2 m2
I

m2
I −p2

](
ϕ⃗1(−p)
ϕ⃗2(−p)

)
+ . . . . (57)
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with the argument p indicating the Fourier transform of

ϕ⃗i and ϕ⃗
T
i the vector transpose. From (57) the propaga-

tors can be easily computed:

G(p) = − 1

(p2 −m2
I)(p

2 +m2
I)

[
p2 m2

I

m2
I p2

]
. (58)

The propagator can be made diagonal switching to the
basis (

ϕ⃗−
ϕ⃗+

)
=

1√
2

(
1N −1N

1N 1N

)(
ϕ⃗1
ϕ⃗2

)
, (59)

which yields

GD(p) =

−
1

p2 +m2
I

0

0 − 1

p2 −m2
I

 , (60)

revealing one massive and one tachyonic mode. As be-
fore, integrating out the heavy scalar and letting the
tachyon condense Higgses SO(N)→ SO(N − 1), yield-
ing the same infrared theory (54). For a general phase
with both φR,0 and φI,0 nonzero, the eigenmasses are
±m2 = ±(m2

R +m2
I).

IX. DUALITIES AMONG SO(N)
CHERN–SIMONS THEORIES FROM MANY

MAJORANAS

Consider now the bosonization of an arbitrary number
of Majorana flavours. The partition function is given by

ZNf
=

∫ Nf∏
i=1

DξiDξ̄i exp

i∫ d3x

Nf∑
i=1

iξ̄i�∂ξi

 . (61)

which is consistent with

ZNf
= (−)s(Nf ) Z1 · · ·Z1︸ ︷︷ ︸

Nf times

, (62)

where s(Nf ) counts the number of anticommutations
needed to reorder the Grassmann measures i.e.

s(Nf ) =

Nf∑
n=1

(Nf − n) =
Nf (Nf − 1)

2
. (63)

Physical observables are insensitive to the overall sign
in (62), so a theory of Nf free Majoranas may be treated
as Nf copies of the single-flavour theory. This leads to
the following relation between the two bosons side of the
duality:

Nf∑
i=1

|Daϕ⃗i|2 − Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, . . . , ϕ⃗Nf
) + CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg

←→
Nf∑
i=1

(
|Dai

zi|2 − |zi|4 +CSSO(Ni)[ai]1 +NiCSg

)
.

In principle the ranks Ni are unrelated. Combining with
the constraints (14) yields

N ≥ Nf + 2 , Ni ≥ 3 . (64)

For simplicity, take Ni = N̄ for all i. The conjectured
duality becomes

SO(N)1 + Nf coupled real scalars + NCSg

←→ Nf

(
SO(N̄)1 + one Wilson–Fisher scalar

)
+ Nf N̄ CSg . (65)

To chart the phases we again introduce an auxiliary
scalar φ and identify the relevant deformation as

Nf∑
i=1

ϕ⃗2i ←→
Nf∑
i=1

|zi|2 . (66)

Near the critical point,

Nf∑
i=1

(
|Daϕ⃗i|2 − hφ ϕ⃗2i

)
− Ṽ (ϕ⃗1, . . . , ϕ⃗Nf

)

+ CSSO(N)[a]1 +NCSg − v(φ)

←→
Nf∑
i=1

(
|Dai

zi|2 − hφ |zi|2 − |zi|4 +CSSO(N̄)[ai]1

)
+ Nf N̄ CSg − v(φ) , (67)

with h > 0. Promoting φ to a dynamical field and focus-
ing on the phase with φ0 > 0, all scalars are massive and
can be integrated out, leaving

SO(N)1 +NCSg ←→ Nf SO(N̄)1 +Nf N̄ CSg .

Both bulk theories are fully gapped; boundary chiral
modes are cancelled by the gravitational counterterms.

For φ0 < 0, the ϕ⃗i condense and Higgs SO(N) →
SO(N − Nf ); on the right, each zi condenses, breaking
SO(N̄)→SO(N̄ − 1) in every copy. The IR theories are

SO(N−Nf )1+NCSg ←→ Nf SO(N̄−1)1+Nf N̄ CSg .

Both are again gapped in the bulk, while the bound-

ary carries c− =
Nf

2 . Thus (67) interpolates between a
phase with vanishing thermal Hall response and one with

kxy =
Nfπ
12 T at low temperature. Dropping the gravita-

tional terms for brevity, we summarize the IR dualities
as

SO(N)1 ←→ Nf SO(N̄)1 , (68)

SO(N −Nf )1 ←→ Nf SO(N̄ − 1)1 , (69)

valid for N ≥ Nf + 2 and N̄ ≥ 3.
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X. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have extended the operator-
identification method of Ref. [6], originally developed for
Dirac fermions, to the framework of Majorana bosoniza-
tion. Starting from the decomposition of a Dirac spinor
into two neutral components, we analyzed how this struc-
ture translates within the SO(N) Chern–Simons formu-
lation of Ref. [7]. The correspondence between the two
bosonizations naturally leads to an orthogonal (IR) de-
scription of the Chern–Simons–Higgs model, in which
boundary conditions for Majorana flavours play a central
role. In particular, chirality-preserving boundary con-
ditions map to specific constraints on monopole opera-
tors: when scalar fields satisfy these relations, monopoles
may exist at the boundary, whereas anomaly matching
requires their absence otherwise.

Building on this framework, we identified new critical
points and phase transitions. In Section VII we described
an orthogonal analogue of the transition between a triv-
ial insulator and a quantum spin Hall phase, while in
Section VIII we analyzed a pairing-type deformation of
the Dirac seed duality that produces a VEV-dependent
Higgs phase. A distinctive feature of all these results is
the flexibility in the rank of the gauge group appearing
in Majorana bosonization. This freedom was exploited
in Section IX, where an arbitrary number of Majorana
fermions was bosonized in two inequivalent ways, leading
to the dualities in Eqs. (68)–(69). Despite the apparent
triviality of level-one SO(N) Chern–Simons theories in
the bulk, the corresponding Wess–Zumino–Witten edge
theories may encode non-trivial dynamics and deserve a
dedicated analysis.

Our study also highlights the limitations of the
operator-identification method: although it efficiently
reveals new candidate fixed points, it does not by it-
self guarantee that the associated renormalization-group
flows coincide. A more complete RG treatment could
refine or constrain the parameter range in Eq. (64)
and clarify possible mismatches between the bosonic

and fermionic trajectories. Likewise, the consistency of
reusing the Nf = 2 bosonization twice in the Ising–
Gross–Neveu construction remains an open technical
question.
Future developments should focus on two main direc-

tions. First, the ambiguity in the rank of the gauge
group within Majorana bosonization should be systemat-
ically investigated, possibly through explicit RG analyses
or lattice realizations. Second, the framework could be
expanded to include further critical points beyond the
Dirac–Majorana connection. Exploring known topologi-
cal phases supporting Majorana modes, such as Kitaev
spin liquids [25], or identifying new classes of IR du-
alities among orthogonal Chern–Simons–matter theories
may provide deeper insight into the landscape of three-
dimensional topological quantum field theories.

Appendix A: Majorana conventions

We use the representation for gamma matrices:

γ0 = σ3, γ1 = iσ1, γ2 = iσ2 . (A1)

We can immediately verify that the charge-conjugation
operator C that satisfies:

C−1γµC = −(γµ)∗ (A2)

is represented by C = γ2γ0 =

[
0 −1
−1 0

]
. This gives us

the structure of a Majorana spinor which obeys:

ξ = Cξ∗ . (A3)

If ξ =

(
χ1

χ2

)
, where χi are Grassmann variables, then a

Majorana fermion is:

ξ =

(
χ
−χ∗

)
. (A4)
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