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ABSTRACT: We study NV = 1 theories on Hermitian manifolds of the form M* = S*x M3
with M3 a U(1) fibration over S2, and their 3d N = 2 reductions. These manifolds
admit an Heegaard-like decomposition in solid tori D? xT? and D? x S'. We prove that
when the 4d and 3d anomalies are cancelled, the matrix integrands in the Coulomb
branch partition functions can be factorised in terms of 1-loop factors on D? x T? and
D? x St respectively. By evaluating the Coulomb branch matrix integrals we show that
the 4d and 3d partition functions can be expressed as sums of products of 4d and 3d
holomorphic blocks.
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1 Introduction

In recent years thanks to the development of a new method to formulate SUSY gauge
theories on curved spaces initiated by [1] and to the application of Witten’s localisation
technique to the path integral of theories defined on compact spaces, a plethora of new
exact results for SUSY gauge theories in various dimensions have been obtained.

The focus of this note is on 4d theories defined on Hermitian manifolds of the form M* =
Stx M3 where M3 is a possibly non-trivial U(1) fibration over the 2-sphere, and their 3d
reductions. These 4-manifolds can preserve 2 supercharges with opposite R-charge and
a holomorphic Killing vector generating the torus action on M* [2], [3], [4]. General
results [5], [6] state that partition functions on these spaces do not depend on the
Hermitian metric but are holomorphic functions of the complex structure parameters
and of the background gauge fields through the corresponding vector bundles. Similar
results hold for the 3d AV = 2 reductions of these theories.

For these spaces it has also been observed that the partition function can be expressed
in terms of simpler building blocks. It turns out that for 3-manifolds M3, which can be
realised by gluing two solid tori D? x S with an element g € SL(2,7), and likewise for
4-manifolds M ; constructed from the fusion of two solid tori D? x T? with appropriate
elements in SL(3,7Z), the geometric block decomposition is very non-trivially realised
also at the level of the partition functions.

This phenomenon was first observed for 3d N = 2 theories on M3 = S3 and M3, = S2,x.5!
which were shown in [7] and [8] (see also [9], [10], [11]) to admit a block decomposition

B3 B3yl (1.1)
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where the 3d holomorphic blocks B34 are solid tori D?x ST partition functions. The two
blocks are glued by the appropriate SL(2,Z) element S or id acting on the modular



parameter of the boundary torus and on the mass parameters. The sum is over the
supersymmetric Higgs vacua of the theory which remarkably are the only states con-
tributing to the sums in (1.1), even though these partition functions, although metric
independent, are not properly topological objects. In fact, in the case of M2 = S3, the
factorisation was proved to follow from a stretching invariance argument [12]. Indeed
in [12] it is shown that it is possible to deform the S? geometry into two cigars D? x St
connected by a long tube, which effectively projects the theory into the SUSY ground
states, without changing the value of the partition function.

In [8] it was developed an integral formalism to compute the holomorphic blocks which
build on the fact that they are solutions to a set of difference equations. The 3d
blocks are obtained by integrating a meromorphic one-form Y34, consisting of the mixed
Chern-Simons, vector and chiral multiplet contributions on D? x S', on an appropriate
basis of middle-dimensional cycles in (C*)I¢]

B¥=¢q¢ T3, (1.2)

r.

Later on, in [13], block integrals were derived from localisation on D? x S*. Curiously
the integrand Y34 turns out to be the “square” root of the integrand appearing in the
Coulomb branch partition function on the compact space, so that by combining (1.1)
and (1.2) one finds

7= ¥ [ =g lee] =2 6, 13)

where the gluing rule can be g = S,id. The first term of the equality is a smart rewriting

3d
B

of the partition function on the Coulomb branch, where the localising locus may contain
a continuous and a discrete part. As observed in [8] this suggestive chain of equalities
hints that factorisation commutes with integration.

The factorisation of partition functions has been observed also on lens spaces L, [14],
on S% x St with R-flux (3d twisted index) [15], in 4d N =1 theories on S® x ST (4d
index) [16], [17] and in 2d N = (2,2) theories on S2, [18], [19], [20]. In fact for all
these cases the block factorisation can be incorporated in the general analysis of 2d,
3d and 4d tt* geometries [21], [22]. An alternative perspective on the factorisation is
the localisation scheme known as the Higgs branch localisation considered in [18], [19],
23], [24].

Results on block factorisation of partition functions have been obtained also for 5d
N =1 theories on S° [25], [26], S* x ST [27], 28], [29], on YP4 [30], [31], general toric
Sasaki-Einstein manifolds [32] and for 6d and 7d theories on S%, S7 [33].



The goal of this note is to elucidate the block decomposition of partition functions for
theories defined on L,, L, x S', S4 x S! and 5% x T2. The Coulomb branch partition
functions on these spaces have been computed in [34], [35], [15] and [36], [37], [38].

Our main result in 3d is the extension of the remarkable identity in (1.3) to the lens
space M3 = L, and to the twisted index M3 = S% x S', which are respectively obtained
through the r-gluing implementing the appropriate SL(2,7Z) transformation on the
boundary of one solid torus to obtain the lens space geometry, and through the A-
gluing which realises the topological A-twist on S2.

We then move to 4d, where for Mg = 5% x S1, M* = L, x S* and M4 = S? x T? we are
able to prove an identical relation

20y = f e - s - 2] f vl (1.4

In the case of the index S3 x S and lens index L, x S!, the factorised form of the in-

tegrand emerges after we perform a modular transformation on the complex structure

4d
B,

parameters by means of the remarkable property of the elliptic Gamma function dis-
covered in [39]. This transformation generates a term which can be identified with the
4d anomaly polynomial and represents an obstruction to factorisation. However, for
anomaly free theories this factor is one and we can express the integrand as | T44|2. Tt is
then fairly easy to check that the S?x7T? integrand can also be expressed in terms of the
same meromorphic function |Y4¢|%. The second step in (1.4) is the actual evaluation
of the Coulomb branch sum and integral on a suitable integration contour yielding the
factorisation into 4d holomorphic blocks B4 which we compute in some explicit cases.
The last step in (1.4) introduces the 4d block integrals. In general determining the
integration contours I, is harder than the 3d case, here we give a prescription in few
examples based on physical considerations such as periodicity/invariance under large
gauge transformations.

The paper is organised as follows. We begin section 2 with the study of N = 2 theories on
the lens space where, thanks to a new identity for the generalised double Sine function,
we can prove the integrand factorisation. We then show the block factorisation for
two interacting cases. We take a small detour to discuss the T[SU(2)] theory. In this
case, thanks to the transformation properties of the holomorphic blocks, we are able to
prove that partition functions on generic 3-manifolds admitting a block decomposition
are invariant under mirror symmetry. In section 3 we discuss the 3d twisted index. In
section 4 we introduce the lens index partition function and show that the integrand
can be expressed in a factorised form after cancelling the anomalies. We then show two
examples of block factorisation. We check the analogue factorisation of S?xT? partition



functions in section 5. Finally in section 6 we introduce the 4d block integrals. The
paper is supplemented by several appendices where we discuss many technical details
and computations.

2 3d N =2 partition functions on S3/Z,

We consider the free orbifold S3/Z, of the squashed 3-sphere S? = {(z,y) € C?| b?|z|?> +
b=2|y|? = 1}, with the identification

27i 27i

(z,y)~ (e e y). (2.1)
The resulting smooth 3-manifold is the squashed lens space L,.

The partition function of A/ = 2 theories on L, has been first obtained in [34] and
revised in [35]. The localising locus is labelled by the continuous variables Z in the
Cartan of the gauge group G and discrete holonomies £ in the maximal torus. The
integer variables 0 < ¢y < ... < /g, £y € [0,7 — 1], parameterise the topological sectors.
The holonomy is non-trivial since the fundamental group of the background manifold
is m1(L,) = Z, and breaks the gauge group to !

r—1
G- [] Gk, (2.2)
k=0

where the subgroup Gj has rank given by the number of ¢, = k. We also turn on
continuous = and discrete H variables for the non-dynamical symmetries.

The partition function reads

dZ

Z(L,] = f __C2 g x 7V, gmatter 2.3
[ ] Ze: 27T1Hk|Wk| 1% 21 Joop * %1-loop ( )

where [Wy| is the order of the Weyl group of Gy. The classical terms is given by the
mixed Chern-Simons action (CS). For example, a pure U(N) CS term contributes as?

e TR Inn ¢ TREa b (2.4)

For U(1) factors we can also turn on an FI term ¢

6_? Zn an 6? Z:71&19 , (25)

!Throughout this paper we restrict to U(N) or SU(N) gauge groups, so we don’t have to worry
about global issues [43].
2In [14] it has been suggested to add the sign factor €™ Zn £ in eq. (2.4).



where we have considered a background holonomy 6 also for the topological U(1). The
1-loop contribution of matter multiplets is given by

Zin—?gto? = H H 1;[ '§brpi(£)*¢>i(H) (i%(l - Al) - pl(Z) - ¢Z(E)) ) (26)
i pi b

where ¢ runs over the chiral multiplets, p;, ¢;, are respectively the weights of the rep-

resentation of the gauge and flavour groups and A; the Weyl weight. For convenience

we will absorb the Weyl weight into the mass parameter, and we will be denoting the

squashing parameter by b = wy = w;t, with @ = w; + wy. The 1-loop contribution of the

vector multiplet is given by

1
zvo T —
1-loop I;I §b’£& (1% + Za) 050 r

- H4Sinhf(é+wa)sinhf(é—wa) .2

w1 T \ Wy

where the product is over the positive roots a of G and we set Z, = a(Z), {,, = a(£).

The function §, y is the projection of the (shifted) double Sine function improved by a
sign factor o, and it is defined as the (-regularised product

~ n1w1+n2w2+Q/2—iX
Sp-u(X)=0(H , 2.8
% H( ) U( ) n1,I7_l£20 NoW1 + NiWws +Q/2+1X ( )
no-n1=H mod r
where the sign factor is given by
o(H) = e ((HI(r=[HD=(r-1)H?) (2.9)

In appendix A we have derived a new expression for 5, i in terms of ordinary double
Sine functions

Sp-m(X) =0 (H)So(wi(r—[H]) + X|Q,rw1)Se(we[ H] + X|Q, rws) . (2.10)

This expression allows us to easily evaluate the asymptotic, locate zeros and poles, take
the residues and express it in a factorised form

2

S (X)) = 6—12—7;(7«—1)1{26%%(@/2—1)()H(ei—”l(iQ/%X)e_@H; GQWiTi?l ) (2.11)

*© H wierwy )

Her-H

where @5 is a combination of quadratic Bernoulli polynomials defined in (A.5). Notice
that inside the ¢g-Pochhammer symbols we can take [H] ~ H because of the periodicity.
Moreover, the sign factor erases the residual dependence on [H] so that the function
Sy (X) depends only on H.



2.1 Factorisation

We will now show that by using our expression (2.11) the partition function of theories
with integer effective CS couplings (parity anomaly free) can be expressed in terms of
a suitable set of holomorphic variables and factorised in 3d holomorphic blocks.

We begin with the simplest parity anomaly free theory, the free chiral with —=1/2 CS
unit

ZA(X H) = e5 D -5 22Q4X) 5, (1Q/2 - X)) . (2.12)
The subscript A is due the fact that, in the context of the 3d-3d correspondence relating
3d N =2 theories to analytically continued CS on hyperbolic 3-manifolds, this theory
is associated to the ideal tetrahedron [40]. In this context the fundamental Abelian
mirror duality relating the anomaly free chiral to the U(1) theory with 1 chiral and 1/2
CS unit is interpreted as a change of polarisation. At the level of lens space partition
functions this duality reads

§:~j[ dz o E(Z222(X-iQ[2)) o~ (r-1) E (1242H0) 7 (Z,0) = Za(X, H) . (2.13)
=0 27r1
We prove this equality in appendix B.1.3

The half CS unit in (2.12) has the effect to cancel the quadratic factor in (2.11) so that
the anomaly free result can be written in a block factorised form?*

(g7 9)w
IaN(X, H) = 2==— 2.14
A = gy B 214
in terms of holomorphic variables
T = eTQle XG?H = 627”X€ H j' = GTQTT;XG_?H = ezﬂir‘rx—l G_Z’Z'riH 9
_ 2mi -2 _ orir ~ 27 Q _ omiTo (215)
g=e rer = e?mT, Gg=e ez =e ™,
The 3d holomorphic block
BX(%:9) = (427" ¢)es (2.16)

is the partition function on D? x. S! of the tetrahedron theory defined in [8]. Notice
that when |g| < 1 we have |¢| > 1 and

1) 00 .
1)» a1 -q') if gl<1

(rg)w=3 — | (2.17)

n=0 (q Q) [T2g(1=gtz)t if |g[>1.

3This identity has also been derived from the pentagon identity on the lens space in [40].

“The block factorised form (2.14) for the tetrahedron theory on the lens space was derived via
projection in [14] and appeared as the fundmanetal building block for the state integral model for
analytically continued CS at level r [40].



Basically blocks in x,q, and Z, ¢, share the same series expansion but they converge to
different functions. This is actually a key feature of holomorphic blocks which has been
extensively discussed in [8] and will play an crucial role in the example we discuss in
section 2.3.

The two blocks are glued through the r-pairing acting as

T F=—i(r) = —— | f:(_lr(l)), (2.18)

rr—1

where 7 is to be identified with the modular parameter of the boundary 72, while the
flavour fugacity and holonomy transform as

X x=—2 H->H=r-H. (2.19)

This gluing rule as expected coincides with the 7 € SL(2,Z) element (composed with
the inversion) realising the L, geometry from a pair of solid tori.

CS terms at integer level and FI terms can be expressed in terms of periodic variables
as r-squares of Theta functions defined in (A.47) by means of (A.49)>

-2
s €

O(su;q) 172
H O(s™

im Z2 i ZQ

e = H® q28 q) 27”26627“40

(2.20)

27 i _2m 2mi . . . .
with s = e1 Ze T and u = e w1 e 0. Similarly, the vector multiplet can be factorised

as

e T () ()« )

a>0 a>0 r

(2.21)

The o< means that we are dropping background contact terms depending on w; o and
r only. From now on we will assume equalities up to these constants.

Obviously the factorised expressions are not unique. As pointed out in [8] the ambiguity
amounts to the freedom to multiply the blocks by “g-phases” (elliptic ratios of Theta
functions with unit S, id, r-squares). For example another possibility is to factorise the
vector multiplet contribution as in [8]°

S %sa;
H (q q)

ZV
250 (7505 0) 00 (4555 ) oo I

1-loop — ‘

(2.22)

® For the improved CS term proposed in [14] we simply have e~ —F e H@(q2 s; Q)H

6 The vector multiplet factorised form in [8] differs from ours by a sign factor (~1)°. Notice that

16(=¢75a;9)[1? = (-1)" |©(q2 s0: ) |2



These observations imply that on parity anomaly free theories, where the total effective
CS couplings are integers, we can replace each 1-loop vector multiplet with (2.21), each
chiral contribution with ||B33(z;¢)|? and then factorise the remaining integer CS units
using (2.20). This procedure allows us to rewrite the partition function as

: dZ 2
7 LT‘ — -inP f : T3d
[Lr]=e § 21 [y PVl | ,

with exactly the same integrand Y34 appearing in the analogous factorisation observed

, (2.23)

n [8] for S3 and SZ, x S'. The three cases differ only for the integration measure which
can include also a summation over a discrete set and for the gluing rule. The prefactor
™" is the contribution of background mixed CS terms which can have half-integer
coupling preventing their factorisation.

The integrand Y34 appears also in the definition 3d blocks via block integrals proposed
in [§]

B = y§ 45 yaa (2.24)
T

. 271S

where I'. is an appropriate basis of middle-dimensional cycles in (C*)I¢l. Recently
block integrals were rederived via localisation on D? x S by [13]. In their analysis the
B33(z; q) block corresponds to imposing Dirichlet (D) boundary conditions

B3(x;q) = (27 q)e0 = BY(7;9) , (2.25)

whereas by imposing Neumann (N) boundary conditions leads to

1
BY(w;q) = , 2.26
N (%4) (250) oo (2.26)
the two choices being related by
B\ (x;q9) = ©(x; ) B (2;9) - (2.27)

In our language on the Lh.s. we have a chiral of charge +1, R charge 0 with added —1/2
CS units. On the r.h.s. we have a chiral of charge —1, R charge 2 with added +1/2 CS
units. From the perspective of [13], the Theta functions represent the elliptic genus of
a Fermi multiplet on the boundary torus.

We are then able to extend to the lens space the remarkable Riemann bilinear-like
relation discovered for S% and SZ, x ST [8]:

dZ 3d 2_
?f 2 [, Vel T .

- —m7>2H[ _TSd

2mis

(2.28)



The intermediate step, the block factorisation of the partition function, is checked for
two specific examples in the next subsections, for earlier results see [14]. Notice that,
while the parity anomaly cancellation condition is a sufficient condition to factorise the
integrand in the first step, in the second step it is only a necessary condition. The
actual evaluation of the integral might require additional conditions to ensure conver-
gence. However as we already mentioned, there are other ways to prove factorisation
besides explicit integral evaluation. For example, Higgs branch localisation, stretch-
ing/projection arguments or the existence of a commuting set of difference operators
in z,q and 7, ¢ acting on the partition functions.

2.2 SQED

We now consider the U(1) theory with Ny charge +1 and N charge —1 chirals (SQED),
for which we turn on masses X,, X,, and background holonomies H,, H,. We also turn
on the FI £ and the associated holonomy 6. The L, partition function reads

-1 dZ i i Nf ~ . ~ e .
ZsqEp = Y. [R S AT [T 86t (-Z - X0 +1Q/[2) 8y .11, (Z + Xy +1Q[2) =
=0

2mi a,b=1
"L A7 amige 2 o Sy (7 - X, +1Q/2
:Zf—_e%zﬁe%w T] 2= 12 = Xa +1Q/2) (2.29)
=0 JR 21 a,b=1 Sb,—Z—Hb(Z - X, —iQ/2)

where in the last step we simply sent Z — —Z and used the reflection property (A.43).
In order to evaluate the integral we can close the contour in the upper-half plane
(assuming £ > 0) and take the sum of the residues at the poles of the numerator

Z =Zaqy=Xc+iw [0+ H] +1jQ +ikrw, |

c=1,...,N;, jkeZsy. (2.30)
Z =Zoy= Xc+iw(r— [0+ H.]) +ijQ +ikrw, ,

The details of the computation and notations are given in appendix B.2, the result is

Ny .
- —-inP ?(cheﬂ_HcaeH)
ZSQED € (& X
c=1

N 27 X, 2mi 2m x o 2mipp
i (qe'pr er Hca;q)oo @ ervl cbe - ch ' 2 2 31
X H 21y o amip Ny = Np-1 ETWXCH' Lcha7u ) ( : )
ab=1 (erer” e e ), ge™1” e T
where we introduced the notation
Xea=Xc—X, ) X@B:Xc_Xb ) H,=H -H, ) Hcngc_Hb ) (232)



and set

27ri ~ —=T £ 27'ri
w = ¢ Tt o= 2 0en , u=e i Cett 2 0esr (2.33)

We can finally express everything in terms of the “holomorphic” variables
27 X, @Hg, _ 27 X 27”H

Tg=e€m1 ‘er Tp=ero1r e b (2.34)

factorising the classical part as

o P (Xeber—Heborr) _ H O(z'u;q) 7 (2.35)
O(u; )0 (x5 q) Ir
where we used (2.20). Therefore, we finally obtain
2
ZSQED =e R (236)
where v
O(z;tu; q) £ (qrexyt; q) Tzt

B3 = ‘ S Y 2.37
T B0l b ey e M gzt O3

are the same SQED holomorphic blocks derived for S® and S x S*.

2.3 T[SU(2)]

As an application of the result obtained in the previous section we consider the mass
deformed T[SU(2)] theory. This is a U(1) theory with 2 charge +1 and 2 charge -1
chirals and a neutral chiral. We turn on vector and axial masses 2, £, the FI parameter

303
¢ and their respective holonomies ﬂ, i 9ey,.

The T[SU(2)] theory is part of a family of theories T[G] introduced in [41] as boundary
field theories coupled to the bulk 4d N =4 SYM with gauge group G for which they
provide S-dual of Dirichlet boundary conditions. T[G] are 3d N = 4 theories with
GxGT global symmetry rotating the Coulomb and Higgs branches. 3d mirror symmetry
acts by exchanging Higgs and Coulomb branches hence swapping T[G] to T[G*].

In [42] it was shown that the S® partition function of the mass deformed T[SU(2)]
theory (the axial mass m coincides with the mass of the 4d adjoint breaking the 4d
SYM to N = 2*) coincides with the S-duality kernel in Liouville theory acting on the
torus conformal blocks. It was also explicitly proved that the S3 partition function
is invariant under the action of mirror symmetry. Actually, as we are about to see,
the self mirror property can proved on generic 3-manifolds that can be decomposed in

— 10 —



solid tori. This result follows from the highly non-trivial tranformations of holomorphic
blocks across mirror frames.

The lens space partition function of T[SU(2)] reads

r-1 ) 5 Hy H Zﬂ:m+ﬁ+iQ4
7l Z(m,&’,u;Hv,O,HA) - A; Z fg e%(Z&ze) Ab1—£:tgv+2A( ; Z . / ) ’
Spm, (1) 1= Jr 27 Sb7_€iHTv_%(Zi7—§—lQ/4)
(2.38)
where we used the notation f.,(zx) = fu(2)f_n(-z). Introducing
z= e"%“e@H*‘, x = e%me@H", Y= ererte o , (2.39)

and using the result (2.31), we can write’

Z(m, & p; Hy,0,Hy) = e (HBilidJ j+ HBSd,]

2) , (2.40)

1. 1 -1 1 _ -1
4T "4 ) 2z 2T "% 1 _
gt - \ar 5a) 2@1(q T by 1) :

(7271271 q) ¢ q
: o (2.41)
sar . OW)O(qzzzlq)  (475¢) e gzzlqrazt 1
By™ = T : 2@y jqzzy |,
O(yz1;¢)0(¢2 271 q) (¢22271¢) o q qx
and
e P _ oo (1) HA 4% 42(m+p-iQ/2) (6-11~iQ/2) ~(Hy +Ha) (6+(r~1) Ha)) : (2.42)

is the contribution of background CS terms.

Mirror symmetry acts by exchanging Higgs and Coulomb branches, correspondently
the vector mass and the FI parameter are swapped while the axial mass is inverted,
and similarly for the associated holonomies

E->m, pu->-u, 0->Hy, Hjyx—->-Hy, (2.43)

so that the partition function in the mirror frame reads

Z" = Z(&,m, ~p; -0, ~Hy,~Hp) = e (HB?d’HHi + B

2) , (2.44)

T

"We introduced the index I to distinguish the theory from its mirror as it will be clear later.

- 11 -



where we used that P is invariant under the mirror map and obtained the blocks in
phase I from the ones in phase I by applying the mirror map = >y, y »> x, z - 271

-1. 3. gzl
gt - (@70 2cI)1(6122 a2y Z.q;z-lx_l)
1 — b )
ORI ¢ ay”
(2.45)

1 1 1
g _ 0@ 0)0(a2yzq) (ay:9)e @1(q5z qiyZ.q;z_lx_l).

2 I 1 2 J
O(zy1;9)0(q22;q) (q2y2;q) o a qy

At this point proving that the partition function is invariant under mirror symmetry
amounts to prove the following equality

HB3d I HBgd J (2.46)

3d,11
-[5:

3d,I1
e

As we already mentioned the two sets of blocks inside an r-square (with || > 1 if |¢| < 1)
share the same series expansion but converge to different functions which crucially have
different transformation properties. Indeed by using identities (A.63), (A.64), (A.65),
(A.66) we can show that

3d,IT _ 153d,] 3d,IT 3d,T 3d,I
gl < 1: BldH_BldI ar 5 g >1: BdH 5 d;rBQ ) (2.47)
83 A1 83 s _83 s 63 33
2 = D1 2

which ensures (2.46). The transformations of the blocks across mirror frames has
the characteristic structure of a jump across a Stokes wall. The interplay between
mirror symmetry and Stokes phenomenon for 3d blocks and its relation to analytically
continued CS theory has been extensively discussed in [8].

Notice that our proof relies only on the blocks transformation properties and makes no
reference to the specific gluing rule, hence it can be extended to all the cases in which
the partition function can be block factorised.

2.4 SQCD

We now continue our examples with the SU(2) theory with Ny fundamentals and Ny
antifundamentals chirals (SQCD). The partition function reads

2Nf éb,—ﬁ—Ha,(Z — Xal + IQ/Q)

a'b'=1 §b,—z—Hb,(Z - X'b' - iQ/2) ’
(2.48)

r—1
Zsqep = Zf— 4s1nh—(Z iwl) smh—(Z+1w2€)
=0

where we defined

Xuo = (Xor-Xo) =Xy Hur = (Ho,~Hy) = ~Hy . (2.49)

- 12 —



In this form the matter sector reads formally the same as the previous abelian theory
with the replacements a — o/, b = b’. In fact also the vector multiplet contribution
is equivalent to a pair of charge +2 chirals. Therefore, there is a canonical Abelian
theory Zsqcp[€, 0] associated to the SU(2) theory, for which we also turn on an FI
. Lﬂzg 2mi g . . . .
coupling e “se”+ . Since the vector multiplet does not bring any pole, the residue
computation proceeds exactly as in the SQED case and the SU(2) partition function

can be obtained from the limit
Zsqep = gliarilo Zsqen[&,0] (2.50)

where

2Ny 2Ny Xt 2T,
7 —im < r€eg—H 1 ge™t e “5q)eo
ZSQCD [é—? 6] =e P Z er (XC geﬁ HC eeﬁ) ( QAX 150 27r1H )
/=1 a’,b’:l (e'rwl c'b e r Clb,;q)oo
w =X v’ 7H B!
X Z4smh—( Xo —iw Ho —inQ) (e - < c — @ u™|| , (2.51)
n>0 (qerwl c’a’eTH ’ /,q)n T
with
b =6+ Y X —IN;Q, Og=0-(r—1)> Hy . (2.52)

3 3d twisted index

We now consider N = 2 theories with R-symmetry on S% xS* with a topological A-twist
on S2. This background has been recently reconsidered in [15]. The topological twist
is performed by turning on a background for the R-symmetry proportional to the spin
connection with a quantised magnetic flux, as a consequence R-charges are integers.
Magnetic fluxes are also turned on for all the flavour symmetries.

The path integral on this space localises on BPS configurations labelled by continuous
variables Z in the Cartan and discrete variables £ in the maximal torus of the gauge
algebra. The integer variables £ parameterise the magnetic flux while z = €?™Z is the
holomorphic combination of the S' holonomy and of the real scalar. We also turn on
analogous continuous and discrete variables for the non-dynamical symmetries. The
partition function reads

218558 = 3, [ G Zox 2 vy x 2 (3.1

— 13 —



The contributions to the classical part come from (mixed) CS terms. In particular, a
pure CS and FI read
zit 29t (3.2)

where £, 0, are the holonomy and flux associated to the topological U(1) symmetry.
The contribution of a chiral multiplet with R-charge R is given by

|ty

z
AR R —

R — 3.3
(72 z9)B (33)

where the shifted R-charge B = / - R + 1 is quantised. Finally the vector multiplet
contribution is given by

[¢al [eal

Zy[SixS'1=[]qd 2 (1-q=z%), (3.4)

a>0
where we used the usual shorthand notation f(z)f(x71) = f(z*). We refer the reader
to [15] for a detailed analysis of the integration contour in (3.1).

Geometrically, the twisted index background is realised by gluing two solid tori twisted
in the same direction so to realise the A-twist on S?. We then expect that also in this
case the partition function can be expressed in terms of the universal blocks B2d.

We begin studying the free chiral with R-charge 0 and —1/2 CS unit (the tetrahedron
theory). It is easy to see that by defining the A-gluing acting as

To>-T, Z—>7Z, or q-q' z-2, (3.5)

we obtain the twisted index of the tetrahedron theory by A-fusing two 3d blocks
1 1

| Bz Q)H = (07 %0)e (07 F 2¢ e = — = —1% = Za[S3 % 5",
(22z0)m (€2 2:9)B 56

where the the holomorphic variable x is identified with the combination x = z~1g=¢/2.

As expected
2[5 % 8" = Za[5 % 81127 (3.7)

with the factor z5/2 contributing the +1/2 CS unit.

CS terms at integer level and FI terms can also be expressed as A-squares of the same
blocks appearing in (2.20)

(3.8)

O(xz~1u; q) H

) -2
||@(—q5:c;q)HA =2* H@(:p_l q)O(u;q) la
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where u = ¢?/2£. Finally also the vector multiplet can be factorised as in (2.21)

with s, = Tg of2 z;1 or alternatively®

[T (st - ) [ - o #-0'¥sd) - 20185051 39

a>0

1+4n

I O(q za;q) H ST a-q'% ey . (3.10)

2+l 2- Za
q)(x, a>0

a0 (472 203 q) o0 (g2

From egs. (3.6), (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) it follows straightforwardly that for parity
anomaly free theories the integrand is factorised

5551 =3 § gl (3.11)

Clearly one expects the result of the contour integral to take factorised form too. Indeed
in [15] it has been observed that this is the case. For example it is an easy exercise to
show that the SQED partition function can be written in terms of the 3d holomorphic
blocks

ZsqEp =€ (3.12)

We will not show the details of the computation because we will perform an almost
identical computation for the S? x T2 case in section 5.

In the end we can extend also to the twisted index case the identity

ng 27T1z]W| H 3d ZH [C 27“8 (3.13)

suggesting that the factorisation commutes with integration.

4 4d N =1 lens index

In this section we consider N = 1 theories formulated on L, x S*. The lens index of a
chiral multiplet of R-charge R and unit charge under a U(1) symmetry is [43]

(R R R
I (w, H) = o (H)TSE (w, HYL™ (w, H) | (4.1)
with
R R _ r
I (w, H) = T((pg) 2 wpl™; pg, )T ((pq) 2 w1 pg, p7) | (4.2)

8 Up to a factor (~1)%, see discussion in [15].
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where w is the U(1) fugacity and H the holonomy along the non-contractible circle of
L,. Ty(w, H) is the zero-point energy

8 \EECIED o Ot
Iéf‘()(w,H)=((pq)5w) 2 (pq)FLHICTHD (o 1y SN[ C-20H]) (4.3

and, as suggested in [14], we included the sign o(H) defined in (2.9).

For a chiral multiplet in a given representation of a gauge group G and global flavour
group, the lens index reads

I;[fiR)(p(Z)é(C),p(ﬂ) +¢(H)) , (4.4)

where z,(, are respectively the gauge and global fugacities associated to the Cartan,
p, ®, the weights of the gauge and flavour representations, while £, H, are respectively
the gauge and background holonomies in the maximal torus, which can be represented
by vectors with components in Z,. The gauge theory lens index is then obtained by
summing over the dynamical holonomies 0 < ¢} < ... < fg < r -1, £, € [0,r - 1]
and integrating the matter contribution with integration measure given by the vector
multiplet of the unbroken gauge group

dz .
I= %: é’\cw 2miz [T, (Wl I;IIV(a(z), (&)~

X HfiRi)(pi(z)qﬁi(C),pi(e) +¢;(H)), (45)

where a denote the gauge roots, and we defined

Tv(w,H) = o(H)Zo v (w, H) Iy (w, H) | (4.6)
with 1
Zy(w,H) = (4.7)

L(w=pr=t; pg, p )T (wqlH); pg, q7)
and zero-point energy

Toy(w, H) = wa (H(r=[H]) (pq)—%[H](r—[H]) (pq—l)—ﬁ[H](r—[H])(r—?[H]) _ (4.8)

If the gauge group has an abelian factor we can introduce an FI term which contributes
to the partition function as

4d .
25 e (4.9)

where we turned on also a background holonomy @ for the topological U(1) symmetry.
4d

As argued in [44] the 4d FI parameter 57 needs to be quantised. This allows the index,

which is independent on continuous couplings, to actually depend on the FI parameter.
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In the following we will show that by performing a modular transformation and can-
celling the anomalies it is possible to express the lens index integrand in a very neat
factorised form.

4.1 Chiral multiplet

Let us consider the index of a single chiral and introduce the following parametrisation

w=ews , p=e¢e @, q:eQm%, pg=e “s (4.10)

2mi py 2mi 2L 22 27i 2

where () = w; +ws, and ws = %” measures the (inverse) S! radius §. For convergence,

we also assume Im(w1 2) > 0. Also, since it is going to appear quite often, we define
QR

By using the modular transformation (A.61) and the reflection properties of the elliptic

the combination

Gamma function (appendix A) we can rewrite

I (w, H) = em(32s(0+322(0) Zi(X, H), (4.12)
where
e HA (1) 5 92(Q-X)

Z(X,H) = (4.13)

G(Q-X,-H)
The cubic polynomial ®3(X) is defined in (A.11). As we will see in section 4.3, these
polynomials contribute to the 4d gauge and global anomalies. In the above expression
we introduced the function?

i . Q i . Q LW
Q(X,H) :F(ei—l(Xerl[H]);ezmm’ -2 W)F(efwz (XWQ(T-[H]));G e - m32) 7
(4.14)
satisfying
G(X,H)G(Q-X,-H) = e T Hir-H)gin®2(X) (4.15)
and which can be factorised as
2
G(X, H) =T (w:0r, )T (& 0, 0) = [T (w500, 00) | (4.16)
where the 4d r-pairing acts according to
-9 . i P x
qr = e2mrw1 = e2miT , qu— - 62 Twy = E2miT ,
T = efSiX€2:‘H = e2mixe T H , T = 65:; e~ I H _ pomix iR H

Y

9For r = 1, G coincides with the so-called modified elliptic Gamma function, see for example [45].
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with .
T G 7
- . Y¥=—2X— H=r-H. (4.18)

7=

r7—1 r7—1 r7—1

Notice that in the 3d limit w3 — +oog (or g, - 0), we have

1 qo—0 _
Tlortig.a) (477" ¢r )0 = BEN(2307) (4.19)

and

w3z—>+oo

Z3(X,H) "557 4, _p(iQ/2 - 1X) (4.20)

with the quadratic polynomial ®5(Q — X) in (4.13) contributing the correct half CS
unit in 3d. The function ZA;‘zd(X , H) satisfies

~4d 74d _
ZMNX,H) 2 (Q-X,-H) =1, (4.21)

compatible with a superpotential term W oc W; ¥4 for two chiral superfields ¥, 5, which
disappear from the IR physics. In the case r =1, Zf(d can be shown to reduce to the
result for a chiral multiplet found in [36, 46].1°

We see that there are two natural ways to rewrite the lens index for a chiral

~ . ; ; 2

I (w, H) = e (5323()+322(X)) Q%H%—l)e—%%m”Bflvd(x;qﬁqa) . (4.22)
or

- H 3 im 2

I (w0, H) = e 004000) B I0DERO| B (21q,,,)| . (4:23)

where, in analogy with the 3d case, we defined the 4d holomorphic blocks for the

anomaly free chiral
1

Bi (3¢, 40) = . B¥%4r,¢0) = T(2545,90) 4.24
B ( ) N o a0 N ( ) =T( ) (4.24)

with
B¥(z;4,,0,) = O(7;¢-) B (%3¢, o) - (4.25)

We interpret the 4d blocks as partition functions on D?x,. T2, where € = 7/ Ry is the cigar
equivariant parameter and o is the torus modular parameter. From (4.22) and (4.23)
we see that the polynomials @3, 5, which we will identify with anomaly contributions,
are obstructions to factorization, while the anomaly free chiral indexes

2 2
ZolLy x '] = | BS (w:¢r.00)| . ZnlLex 8= |BE(w10r00)| . (4.26)
T T
'%In order to compare with the result of [46], we need (3(0,z|wy, w2, ws) = - Bss(w|w1, w2, ws) and

some property of the Bernoulli polynomials and elliptic Gamma function summarised in appendix A.
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have a neat geometric realisation as 4d blocks glued through the 4d r-pairing (4.18),
which implements the gluing of two solid tori D? x, T? to form the L, x S geometry.

Similarly to the 3d case, 4d holomorphic blocks are annihilated by a set of difference
equations which can be interpreted as Ward identities for surface operators wrapping
the torus T2 and acting at the tip of the cigar.

For example for B we find"

. 1 O(z;q,)
TTI_@:UI;QU B4d Xi4r,4s) = h -
(T, — O )) Bi'( o) T ta.a)

where T}, . f(x) = f(qx) is the g-shift operator acting on z. The lens index is annihilated

-0, (4.27)

also by another equation for the tilde variables
(T, o - 027" 45)) Zp Ly x S*] = (T4, 5 - ©(87Gy)) Zp[L, x S*] =0,  (4.28)

and similarly for By, Zx[L, x S1].

The existence of two commuting sets of difference operators annihilating the lens index
indicates that it might be expressed in a block factorised form. Indeed we will shortly
see that anomaly free interacting theories can also be factorised in 4d holomorphic
blocks. We also expect that our 4d holomorphic blocks will be the building blocks to
construct partition functions on more general geometries through suitable pairings. For
example, in section 5 we will discuss the S? x T2 case.

We close this section by observing that our definition of the blocks B! and By via
factorisation or as solutions to difference equations suffers from an obvious ambiguity. It
is clear that we have the freedom to multiply our blocks by ¢.-phases c(x; ¢, ) satisfying

o1 (4.29)

‘ T

c(gwiar) = e(wiar), ez

The first condition ensures that the c(x;q,) is a g,-constant passing through the dif-
ference operator while the second condition ensures that these ambiguities disappear
once two blocks are glued. 4d blocks for more complicated theories will be also defined
up to ¢.-phases, which can be expressed as elliptic ratios of theta functions.

1For the free chiral case, there is an apparent symmetry between ¢, and ¢,, for example we also
have (Tqmm - G(x_l;qT)) m = 0. However there is a profound difference between ¢, and
q-- This clearly visible if we realise these 4d theories as defects in 6d theories engineered on elliptic
Calabi-Yau’s. In that setup g, corresponds to a Kéhler parameter while ¢, is related to the topological

string coupling.
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4.2 Vector multiplet

Repeating the steps we have done for the chiral multiplet, we can also bring the vector
multiplet contribution to the following form

[TZv(a(2), a(f)) = e Za(GPa(aZD5220(D)  78(Z £) | (4.30)

with

Z4d(Z 0 H e 5 (r-1)a(8)? 1T @2 (a(2))
VAT G(a(2),a00)

27i

where z = ¢=s 7 . Also in this case the prefactor of (4.30) is an exponential of a cubic

(4.31)

polynomial contributing to the anomaly, which we will discuss in subsection (4.3). In
the 3d limit w3 — +oor we have

) UJ3~>+00 1

« éb,a(f) (162/2 + IOé(Z)) ’

matching the 3d vector contribution (2.7) with the identifications («(Z),a(€)) =
(iZa, ). Tt the case r = 1, Z{4 reduces to the contribution of the vector multiplet

ZM(Z. e (4.32)

in [46]. By using the factorised form of the G function we can express Zi! as

2

1T(g-53% 47, qa (4.33)

Z4(Z7 . 8) = 2
(2.6 Cg) L(s3lsgr,q

G(Sa 7q0'

where we used (A.48), (A.49), (A.56), and defined the holomorphic variables

5o = erer B Fa) (4.34)

In this form we immediately see that in the 3d limit ¢, — 0, Z{‘,d matches the 3d vector
contribution (2.21) (notice that ©(x;0) =1 —x). We then define

B ({sa}10r00) = [] 520531 00) (4.35)
a>0
such that

~ 2
Z(2.0) = |Bi({sa}i0m.00)|

are clearly possible possible. For example we can also write

(4.36)

Other choices of B4d

vec

~ 1 2
ZN(Z.8) = H) [CICEENTS) R )

, (4.37)
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with X
Bio({sa}iar,40) = [ [ O(¢? Sa; 4 )T (4r S5 4r0 G5) (4.38)

a>0

which in the 3d limit ¢, - 0 reduces to the 3d block (2.22).
Finally, we observe that the FI terms can also be naturally factorised as in 3d (2.20)

O(s usa; qr) 2

27i 5

s 25 2o _ H
K 4.39
O (uaa; ¢-)O(s725g-) I 439
Wlth 9 2 4d
i i mi Wlwa i
S = eW1Z62r ¢ , Ugg =€ ™1 3 ¢ e 279. (4-40)

4.3 Anomalies and factorisation

We now return to the polynomials ®3, ®5 appearing in the modular transformations
(4.12), (4.30). We will see that their total contributions reconstructs the 4d anomaly
polynomial. This interplay between modular transformations and anomalies was first
observed in [45] (see also [46], [47]).

Collecting the contribution of the chiral multiplets we find

QR; (QR

1%2_0_—%(2

0(2)+6:D) + 30 (G 02+ 6.(®) . (1a)

2mim
=
w3

where we introduced the exponentiated flavour fugacities ¢ = e Similarly, the

vector contributes with a factor e " Za P where

S Pu(2) = - % (580(a(2)) + 58:(a(2)) (4.42)
In total we find

Ptot E Z Z ,P (Z ‘—‘) ZP (Z) Ploc( E) +Pgl(E) ) (443>

i piydi

where in the last step we further distinguished between local (gauge (G)) and global
(flavour (F), R-symmetry (R) and gravity (g)) contributions.
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e Gauge and mixed gauge anomalies. Collecting the various powers of Z we get

GGG: Y 3,01-(_2)3 (4.44)
i pidi TWwiWaWws

GGR: Y 2")"& ~1)+ 220‘(2>2 1 (4.45)
i pid; LTW1W2W3 rw1w2w3

GGF:Y % PlZ) = (4.46)
i pidi TrWiWaows

GRR: > 4753(5)@ (Q(R; - 1))? (4.47)

GRF: Y Z¢ TZ@LZL Q(R; - 1)¢:(E) (4.48)

GFF:Y Y RLICIRPWN: (4.49)
i pidi T’(A)l(UQCL)g

Ggg : Z > _rilZ) —7 (w2 - wi - ws + 2wiwe(r? - 1)) . (4.50)

T ords 12rwiwows

All these terms have to vanish on physical theories theories, leading to conditions on
the R-charge and on the flavour fugacities.

¢ Global anomalies. For the Z independent terms we have

FRF:Y Y J2E7 (4.51)

T pis 3rwiwaws

R;- 1))
RRR: zl: p%:n (gél(rwlw;czz Z 245:3)13)2603 (452)
FFR : Z Z 2¢7’( =)’ Q(R;-1) (4.53)
i pidi rWiWaows
FRR:) 4@( =) (Q(R-1))? (4.54)
i pidi TrWis CL)3
Fgg Z > 0i(2) — = (2w? - w? - w3+ 2wiwy(r? - 1)) (4.55)

i pidi 127”&]1(,02&)3

Rgg : (Z Z QR -1) Z Q-1 ) (202 - w? — w3 + 2wiwa(r? = 1)) . (4.56)

T it 2471w waws3 2471w waws3
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In [48] it was observed that partition functions on M3 x Sé have a divergent limit when
the S' radius [ shrinks to zero. The leading term is

2
In Z[M® x 51] °=° —%Tr(R)LR[M3] _ @Tr(U(l))LF[MS] +subleading . (4.57)

where Lp [ M3] are integrals of local quantities which can be computed for the given 3d
(Seifert) manifold M? and supergravity background. In the M3 = S} case in particular

g-0 mr3(b+0b71) . mera
S0V TE (R -
67 r(R)-im 35

where m is a real mass for the U(1) symmetry and r3 the S} scale. By using the

In Z[ S x S3] Tr(U(1)) , (4.58)

asymptotics of @3, ®q, it is not difficult to verify that

7P R (Z z@mi_mz@-l)‘ TN Y 6i(0). (459)

12rwiwy \ 5 Pis®i Grwiws 5 pisbi

2

reproducing the expected universal divergent factor with the identifications § = 27,

iwy = —%, iwg = —%, the volume being rescaled by 1/r.

Finally we consider the extra exponential quadratic terms appearing in the definition
of ZAﬁd in (4.13). We already observed that in the 3d limit w3 - +ocog, these polynomials
contribute the expected half CS units. These polynomials are actually ws independent,
and for convenience we refer to their total contribution as 3d anomaly contribution.
Each chiral of weights p;, ¢;, contributes with

r

P - = (1@2 (QRi +pi(Z) + cbz(E)) -

2 2 2_,,,1 (pi(€) +¢z~(H))2) , (4.60)

where the sign ¥ depends on the choice (4.22) or (4.23) respectively. In total we find
Pii(Z,B) =3 3. PIUZ,B) =Pi(Z,E) + P (B) . (4.61)

iopisdi
On physical 4d theories, where the 4d gauge anomaly is cancelled, the would be 3d
parity anomaly is also automatically cancelled, namely in the 3d limit e7"Picc would
contribute integer CS units. This implies that the factor e mPise can always be factorised

in Theta functions as in (2.20).

We arrive at the conclusion that, on physical theories where there is no obstruction
from anomalies, the lens index integrand can be expressed in terms of the holomorphic
variables and arranged in the factorised form

) dz
I = —in(Pg+P) % =  |r4d
¢ ; X; 27risz|Wk|H

, (4.62)

2
T
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up to prefactors due to the non-dynamical anomalies. As we will see in some explicit
case, for anomaly free theories we also have

Bid (4.63)

. 2
I=e PP |
c s

We are thus led to try to use the integrand Y44 to define 4d blocks via block integrals
as in the 3d case. We will return to this in section 6.

In [46] it was pointed out that the anomaly cancellation conditions are necessary to ex-
press the partition function on Hopf surfaces H, , ~ S'xS3 in terms of periodic variables
(under S shifts) consistent with the invariance under large gauge transformations.

To understand the effect of large gauge transformations at the level of the blocks, it
is useful to look first at the semiclassical limit 7 = Rje — 0, where we remove the ()-
deformation on the disk by turning off the equivariant parameter (e - 0). In this limit
the theory is effectively described by a twisted superpotential obtained by summing
over the KK masses Rll and ;T"l due to the torus compactification of the 4d theory [49].
The contribution of a chiral multiplet to the twisted superpotential is given by

W(a) = n;:ez (a + R%l(an + m)) (ln(a + Rll(cm +m)) - 1) . (4.64)

This sum needs to be regularised, in appendix B.3 we briefly review how one can do
that, the result is

e—27rR1 ak

W(a) = %Pg(iRla) . 2W1R1 ];) e (4.65)
where
Pg(X):X_g_X2(1+U) +X(1+cr(3+cr)) ~ (1+60(1+0)) ‘ (4.66)

30 20 60 20
We can immediately identify in (4.65) the semiclassical limit of the anomaly free chiral

InBy(e 2 0) = ) e 2oL A ()
Y Y

N —— = , (4.67
L) | amraRaog) e 0D

while P53 contributes to the anomaly polynomial on R? x T72.

As it will become important later on, we observe that while the twisted superpotential
as defined in (4.64) is invariant under large gauge transformations being manifestly
doubly periodic on the torus T2, i.e. invariant under a - a + Rll(an +m), the regulari-
sation produces polynomial terms which explicitly break the periodicity. Therefore the
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semiclassical analysis shows that anomalies represent an obstruction to the periodic-
ity /gauge invariance of the superpotential.'?

We then see that the block integrands of anomaly free theories defined in (4.62), in the
semiclassical limit B
€— IW
log Y44 =8 222 (4.68)
€
are doubly periodic on the torus. In section 6 we will return to this point and see that
at the quantum level, the invariance under large gauge transformation will be preserved
only up to ¢,-phases.

4.4 SQED

We will now study two interacting theories to illustrate the general mechanism of fac-
torisation. Our first example will be the U(1) theory with N chirals and Ny antichirals,
with R-charge R and an FI terms (SQED). In this case the lens index reads

4d . Ny " ~ _ _
ng e T T 2 (2 o 0+ H)I (G 0 - Hy) , (4.69)
Tz ab=1

r—1
Isqep = Y 515
=0

where we parametrise the fugacities as

2w 2w — 27 7

r=ews?, (p=ewso (pzews (4.70)

with associated holonomies ¢, H,, H,. It is also useful to introduce the combinations

Xa:¥+Ma> sz—%+Mb. (471)

We evaluate the lens index by taking the sum of the residues inside the unit circle at
the poles

Zay=jQ+krwi+ Xo+wi [0+ H.], Zgy=jQ+krwy+ X, +wo(r—[{+H]), (4.72)

where j,k € Zsy. The detailed computation is performed in appendix B.4, here we
report the key steps. We first perform the modular transformation using (4.22) for the

12See [22] for a thorough analysis of the periodicity in the context of the 4d tt* equations.
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fundamentals and (4.23) for the antifundamentals, and we get
[5G b+ HOLP (oG~ - ) =
a,b

= ¢ 1mPgl o1 Ploc H e (HH)* (11 o= 5 22(2-X,) gz - Xy, 1 - Hb) _
) Ly B ) 5 02(Q42X0) G(Q + £ — Xgy—(— Hy)

= PP i (PP TT —IE = Ko 2l )y 7y
ab g(Q +Z - Xa; —{ - Ha)

As we discussed, the modular transformation produces polynomials contributing to the
global and local anomalies. The dynamical part of the 4d anomaly (P,.) must vanish
on this physical theory. In fact, as this theory is non-chiral, the GGG anomaly vanishes
automatically, while the cancellation of the GGF anomaly requires the balancing of the
U(1) flavour charges of fundamentals and antifundamentals

ZZ@(E):ZMQ—;MFO. (4.74)

i

This is actually automatic since the flavour symmetry group is SU(N;) x SU(Ny) x
U(1) with fundamentals and antifundamentals oppositely charged under the baryonic
symmetry. Then we also have

> H,-> Hy=0 modr . (4.75)
a b

In order to cancel the GGR anomaly the condition is'3
NyTo(f)(R=1) + NyTo(f)(R-1) + Ty(ad) - 1=0, (4.76)
which fixes R =1. For the vanishing of the GFF anomaly we must require

ZZ¢i(E)2=ZM3—Zb:M5=O7 (4.77)

i O a
S HZ-S =0 (4.78)
a b

The other anomalies also vanish without imposing any further constraint. What is left
of the 4d anomaly is the global part (Pg), which reduces just to the FFF term.

13We denote Trg (T, Trn) = T2(R)8mn. For SU(N,) the fundamental and adjoint generators are
normalised according to To(f) = 1/2, Ta(ad) = N..
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Since we used (4.22) for the fundamentals and (4.23) for the antifundamentals, the Z?2
terms in P24 are automatically cancelled. We could have also used (4.23) (or (4.22)) for
both fundamentals and antifundamentals as well. This would have led to a different but
of course equivalent form of the integrand. Altogether the 3d anomaly contributions
yield the global factor Pgld and a renormalisation of £, §, which are however trivial

once we impose (4.74), (4.75), (4.77) and (4.78).
Finally we find

r—1 2
T 17r’Pg1 f 4d ‘ 4.79
SQED = ;% 27712 Tsqep|| ( )
with N
®(8_1u4d;QT) ! F(SE;I;QT’QO')
Tsqen = =) . (4.80)
O(u4a; ¢-)O(575 67 ) ap=1 T(Grs25Y 07, 00)
where we introduced the holomorphic variables
5= e% et , Xg = e’g'wwiX eQ:lH“ Tp = eiﬁxbe%m’ , Ugg =€ oy wij2£4de e ,
(4.81)
and used (A.49) to write
i & xi -1 : - 2
e 13 r Z 2 00 _ H @(S U4d; 4 1) 7 (482)
@(u4d;Q‘r)®(S_ ;Q‘r) r

as in 3d. Notice the integrand TéQED in (4.80) could have been assembled by adding a
4d block B for each chiral and a block Bi for each anti-chiral plus the FI contribution.
In this case the polynomial P3¢ defined in (4.61) vanishes.

Finally by taking the sum of the residues at the poles (4.72), we obtain

_ Ny 2
Isqun = ¢y | , (4.83)
c=1 T
with
@(x_lu4d'q ) s F(:L‘ */Z._LQT QU) Ty
Béd = < . b , N EN -1 ¢ b 3475 4o Uad )
@(u4d; QT)@( 7QT) aIb—Il F(qTxCxa 14, QU) ! ! qrxr _1
(4.84)

where the elliptic series y Ey-1 is defined in (A.67). For r = 1 our result agrees with [17]
(after a modular transformation). Notice that the cancellation of the GGF anomaly is
related to the balancing condition (A.68) of the elliptic series, while the GFF anomaly
cancellation to its modular properties (A.73). The sum over ¢ runs over the supersym-
metric vacua given by the minima of the the twisted superpotential discussed in the
previous section.
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It is easy to write down a difference operator for these blocks. We find that the elliptic
hypergeometric series (A.67) is annihilated by the operator

N N
H(Z,9;u, Ty, ) = (H O YTy, w; o) —u ][ O(2iTy, u; qa)) : (4.85)
ic1 i1
Since
4d T T,
B, oc t(usa; ve)n, En 1 ! 747403 Uad | (4.86)

where for convenience we denoted

O (7 uaq; ¢r)
O (t4q;¢-)O(2; %5 ¢r)

t(U4d; xc) = (487)
satisfying
T‘;,ut(u&i; Q:C)_l = x;nt(u4d; xc)_1 s (488)

we see that the blocks B2d are solutions to the difference operator

t(u4d; %)ﬁ(xcff;l: qu‘cl';l; Uyd, Tqr,u)t(uZld; wc)_l = ]:I(i‘l;17 (Ir%;l; U4d, TqT,u) ) (489)
for c=1,...,Ny. As we have already noticed in the case of the free chiral, if we define
the blocks B4 as solutions to this difference operator with the additional requirement
that their r-square reproduces the partition function (4.83), we still have the g.-phases
ambiguity. For example we can multiply the blocks by the elliptic ratio of theta func-

tions N
: @(ulldjl;l;%')

c(uaasqr) = ]

a,b=1 ®(u4dQ‘rx;1; C_IT) 7

(4.90)

which satisfies ¢(q,u4q; G- ) = c(u4q; ¢-) and has unit r-square when the anomaly cancel-

lation conditions (4.74), (4.75), (4.77), (4.78) are imposed. It is also easy to check that
€~ —iﬂ'M .. . . .. .

since @(qi/ *21qr) Lina P T , eq. (4.90) has a trivial semiclassical limit. Indeed in

general ¢.-phases are not visible in the the semiclassical asymptotics.

We conclude by checking the 3d limit of our results. At the level of the 4d blocks this
amounts to take g, - 0, yielding

Bgd(j;u4d;QT7QU) - Bgd(j;u3d7Q) ) (491>
with the obvious identifications

qr=4q, (iXayHa) = (XaaHa)

(i, )| = (X Hy)] - (4.92)

4d 3d
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Notice that the 3d mass parameters are still restricted to satisfy the 4d anomaly can-

cellation conditions. As explained in [50], the reduction of the 4d index to 3d generates

theories with the same gauge and matter content of the original theory but with a

compact Coulomb branch and with non-trivial superpotential terms enforcing the re-

striction on the masses [50]. Moreover the relation between 4d and 3d FI parameters
€A e

jS i o3 (4.93)

w3

is consistent with a continuous 3d FI.

4.5 SQCD

We now move to the SU(2) theory with Ny chirals and Ny antichirals. The lens index
reads:

. Ny o . N _
Isqep = jﬁ~-———1@, 2.420) T 289 (27, 0+ H)ZD (241, 70 - Hy) . (4.94)

a,b=1

We can collect the flavour fugacities and background holonomies into
(o= ) =G, Ho=(H,-Hy)=-Hy, da,bV=1,...,2N;. (4.95)

We also define

QR

Xa + M 1= —Xbl = 5 Mb’ R (496)

QR
2
where M, = (M,,~M,) = —My. In this notation the matter sector reads exactly the
same as the SQED theory with the replacements a — a’ and b — ', the only differences
being the different R charge and the “reality” constraints X, = —Xy, Hy = —Hy. The
set of poles inside the unit circle we will sum over is also formally unchanged with

respect to the abelian case (4.72) because the vector does not bring any pole.

The first step is to perform the modular transformation, which upon imposing the
anomaly cancellation allows us to factorise the integrand as

r—1 2
_ —im(Py+ P dz jvaa
. (4:5%5 41, 00) 1y D075 0r.0)
I'(4-5°:47, 45 CHA I
Téhep = s — : (4.98)
AP (% 0r,40) gy D(arsTts0r, d0)
where . ‘ . '
s=em e T gy = era e Hat (4.99)
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The GGF cancellation parallels the abelian case. The GGR anomaly cancellation
NyTo(f)(R=1)+ NfTo(f)(R-1) + Ta(ad) - 1=0, (4.100)

in this case yields R = % for SU(N,). All other anomalies vanish without imposing
further conditions.

Also in this case we observe that the integrand Té((jQCD in (4.98) can be obtained by
adding a 4d block Bl‘é‘}N for each chiral /anti-chiral plus the vector multiplet contribution.
In this case however we need to take into account the polynomial ’PI%% which, once
the 4d anomaly cancellation conditions are imposed, contributes a factor ||s?|2? to the

partition function.

We then take the sum of the residues at the poles. The detailed computation is per-
formed in appendix B.5, here we give the final result in the fully factorised form

B

, (4.101)

2Ny 2
Isqep = ¢ 1™ Pal Z ‘
/=1 T

with

C(zea; qryqs)
84/(12-2:'0/(_) ZUQr; o e E 3\Ze; TerTals 4ry 0;1 ) 4.102
¢ (r5q )la—,l F(qTxC/x;/l;qﬂqg)QNf+4 2Nf+3( 47, G0 1) ( )
where we introduced the very-well-poised elliptic hypergeometric series defined in (A.74).
For r =1 our result agrees with [17] (after a modular transformation).

5 N =1 theories on 52 x T2

We now turn to the manifold S2? x T2 which supports N/ = 1 supersymmetric theories
with R-symmetry. To preserve supersymmetry the theories need to be topologically
twisted on S? and the R-charges need to be quantised. This background has been
studied in [36],[37] and more recently in [15] and [38].

As in the twisted index case reviewed in section 3, the localising locus is parameterised
by continuous variables Z in the Cartan and discrete variables £ in the maximal torus
of the gauge algebra. The integer variables £ parameterise the quantised magnetic flux
while z = €?™Z is a combination of the two holonomies on the torus. We also turn on
analogous continuous and discrete variables for the non-dynamical symmetries. The
partition function reads

dz matter
Z[5? x T?] = ; }éK S Dy % ZY oo x 20T (5.1)
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The contributions to the classical part come only from possible FI terms for U(1)

factors
7V01(T2)Cl ff (5.2)

The contribution of a chiral multiplet with R-charge R, U(1) fugacity z and flux H is
given by!4

|Bl-1 B 5
B 2 1 0_12 5
ZP[S2x T2 = ;225 [] . do = , (5.3)
|B|-1 6(Q§Z§QU)Slgn(B) ()
k=—=— (QT 2 QTa(JU)B

where we used the definition of ©-factorials in (A.58) and defined B=H - R+ 1. The

vector multiplet contribution is given by!?

Zy[S?*xT?] = qu%@(q% 25 qy) (5.4)

a>0

In the above expressions ¢, = €27 is identified with the torus complex modulus and
¢ = €™ with the angular momentum fugacity. By using that ©(z;0) = 1 -z, it is
immediate to check that, in the ¢, - 0 limit, the 1-loop contributions (5.3) and (5.4)
tend to their counterpart on S% x S' (up to the zero-point energy factor).

Geometrically, the S? x, T? background is realised by gluing two solid tori D? x, T?
twisted in the same direction so that to realise the A-twist on S?2. We then expect that

also in this case partition functions can be expressed in terms of the universal blocks
B fused with the A-gluing defined by

T>-T, 0-0, Z—-2Z, O ¢G—=>¢" , (G=>q, 2-2. (5.5)

As clear from our discussion on anomalies, the free chiral alone is not expected to
factorise, we need instead to look at an anomaly free object, for example

2+h

2 1
| — —
[(¢:* 2167,00)1(a * 25671, 45)

HB (@:4r,40)|

! _ Zp[S2x T2, (5.6)

@(QT Z5 q77QO’)B

14 The relation between our Theta function ©(z;¢,) and the theta function ¥, (;¢,) appearing in
1 1
[15, 36-38] is 01 (23 ¢o) = in(¢0)23° 22O (240 ), 1(d0) = 43" (4o Go ) oo-
1
15Up to a zero-point energy contribution n(qg)2|G| [T, 952 which can be absorbed in the integration
measure. In [15] an extra (-1)% appears in the definition of the vector multiplet.
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where we identified the holomorphic variable x with the combination x = 2~ qTH/ ?. As
expected

(B)[ 2 27 _ 2 2 E -4
Zy 7St x T = Zp[S* x T x 22 ¢, ", (5.7)
showing that we need to multiply the anomaly free chiral by the factor 25/2, which

in the 3d twisted index limit we identified with a half CS unit, and by the zero-point
energy.

FI terms can also be expressed as A-squares as in (3.8). Similarly, the vector multiplet

contribution can be re-obtained by fusing two 4d blocks B34 (4.35) with s, = z; Lgrtel?

H qTTa@(qT 25q0) = Zy[S? x T?] . (5.8)

1
| TTs20(s: s a0)
a>0
So we arrive at the conjectured relation

O F= L

The first equality states the factorisation of the integrand of the Coulomb branch par-

(5.9)

tition function. This follows from the above discussion on chiral and vector multiplets.
For anomaly free theories, the induced effective half CS units either cancel between
chirals and antichirals or add up to integer values and can be factorised as in (3.8).

The second non-trivial equality states the factorisation of the S?x T2 partition function
in terms of the very same 4d blocks B2 found in the L, x ST case.

Let us explicitly check this relation in the SQED case. The partition function is given
by

Zl loop(Z g C B B)

Z 72 95
SQED T Ee% K. 27T
ool atewtetegn® 0
Zl—loop('vaaC?BvB) H _Ba 1- Bb B 9
b=l @(qT ZCaanqT)Ba@(qT - 1C1;1;QU7QT)Bb
where
By=1+hy+{, By=1+hy—(. (5.11)
In this case the anomaly cancellation conditions are
[16G =1, Y(ha+hy)+2N;=0, H Chavichorl (5.12)
a,b a,b
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By using the definition of ©-factorials in (A.58) it is easy to show that we can equiva-
lently rewrite the partition function as

2
Zsqep[S? x T?] = e~ "Psaep Z 5’5 é((iQED % (5.13)

27‘(‘12’

with the SQED integrand defined in (4.80) with the identifications

L L N
§=¢72 Ta=¢-"C,, T=¢7 G, wa=(-1)V¢, (5.14)

and
e—iﬂ"PSQED — (_1)%2&,1)(}1’@_?117) . (515)

The integration contour is determined by the Jeffrey-Kirwan residue prescription, which
in this case simply amounts in taking the contribution from the simple poles associated
to the fundamental matter (mod ¢%). Such factors have poles only for B. = {+h.+1 >0,
which are then at

Be-1-2k C+he—2k
z=2,=C' > =C'¢ * , k=0,....0+h., c=1,...,N;. (5.16)
Therefore o
+Ne 2
Zsqup[S® x T?] = e7™Psamn 37 %~ 3 Té%EDH ) (5.17)
¢ (>-he k=0

and we can replace
l+he

Z Z: Z ) k1:£+hc_k:a kQZk- (518)
0>—he k=0 k1,k2>0

Substituting s, = ¢//?z, = ¢¥'x,, §, = 1?2, = ¢;*2 %, into (5.17), with the help of (A.58),
(A.59), one can finally show that

Zsqeol§? % 7] = s B2 (5.19)

with the very same B34 defined in (4.84). This is result agrees perfectly with the
expected result following our analysis.

The SU(2) case is essentially the same, since the vector multiplet does not bring new
poles to the integrand. We define

Ca’ = (Caa El;l) = El;'l , har = (haa Bb) = Bb’ ) (520)
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and z, = (2,,7;') = T; with the same parametrisation as in (5.14). The anomaly
cancellation requires

[[¢ =1, > ho+2N;-4=0. (5.21)
As expected also the SQCD can be expressed in terms of the blocks B3 given in (4.102)

ZSQCD[S2 X T2] =€

(5.22)

6 4d holomorphic blocks

In this section we would like to develop a formalism to compute the holomorphic blocks
from first principles by extending to 4d the 3d formalism introduced in [8]. We tenta-
tively define 4d blocks via block integrals as

ds rid

r. 27is

B = : (6.1)
where T4d is the “square root” of the compact space integrand. As we have seen in
sections 4.3 and 5, when there are no obstructions from anomalies it is always possible
to factorise the compact space integrand. Alternatively one can assemble directly Y44,
For each chiral multiplet we insert a factor B! or Bi and adding an appropriate ratio

of Theta functions associated to Pﬁi to cancel the induced mixed CS units. We then
add Bid

vec

by the FI contributions given in (4.39).

for each vector multiplet and in presence of U(1) gauge factors we multiply

Before discussing the integration contour it is important to make the following obser-
vation. In section 4.3 we observed that as a result of invariance under large gauge
transformations, block integrals are semiclassically doubly periodic on the torus T2.
As we anticipated, at the quantum level there is a mild modification, that is under the
shift s - sq, the blocks are multiplied by ¢,-phases with unit r, A-square, representing
the intrinsic ambiguity in their definition.

For example consider the SQCD block integrand

L(szyt: ¢-q0)
SQCD(S) = 3@(3 ,CIa) H b

6.2
oy D@52 6r,45) (6.2)

It is easy to check that the effect of the shift s - sq, is simply to multiply the integrand
by the ¢.-phase

-1, (6.3)

TgQCD(%S) " O(szyt; qr) H SQCD(%S)
r,A

=S
TgQCD(S) a’ b’ O(g-s2,'147) TgQCD(s
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To see this we observe that thanks to the anomaly cancellation condition Y, (Q-2X,/) =
4(Q) we have

@ Sj‘_,l; T 2mi _ , 2mi 2
( b q H erwiws Z(Q 2XCL ) = erwiw2 4ZQ HS4 s (64)
ST, a’ 7QT r
and similarly
SIC ) ‘2 242h,s 20 _ 2
AN AL 22+ 2ha (2 H 4” 6.5
al:l!’ G(QTSZE / 7Q7') H A ( )

for [Ty Car = 1, Yo har + 2Ny —4 = 0. As g,-phases have trivial semiclassical limit, the
doubly periodicity is indeed restored in the semiclassical limit.

This observation will guide us in the definition of the integration contour. For example
the SQCD block integrand (6.2) has poles at s = xaq¢kq?*! and s = Zoq-Fq;", k,n € Zso.
However our discussion indicates that we should restrict to a ¢, period. Indeed a shift
by ¢% (where n may be negative) would only multiply the integrand and the integrated
result by a ¢,-phase. We then suggest that the proper integration contour I'. will
encircle the poles located at s = z+¢* coming from the fundamental chirals. Indeed it
is easy to check that

ds I_\(37(:’3_;_11' dr QO)
—id = 2.0(22; v X
ézf’?cqq— 2mis saeb e ( ‘ qa) al:g’ F(QTxc’x;’l; dr, qo)

0242 0r) r _Oedy)ito )k,

~, (6.6
O(22:¢s) wiy O(Gror,); G0, qr )i (6.6)
and integrating over I'. we recover the SQCD blocks defined in (4.102)
ds
—— i ad .
T 2mis  SQCD T =B. (6.7)

In general determining convergent contours could be quite delicate. For example the
analogy with the 3d case suggests that by moving in the moduli we could encounter
Stokes walls where contours jump [8]. We leave the general discussion of integration
contours to future analysis. However, we can check that our prescription works also
in the SQED case where blocks can be obtained by integrating the SQED integrand
(4.79)

O (s uaa; gr) I'(s7;'56r,40)
_ 6.8
Tsgmo(s) = O(u14;4-)0(571¢7) & H » D(grszti4r,60) (68)
along the contour I, encircling the poles located at z = z.¢*
ds
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with B2 defined in (4.84). Notice that also in this case we are using the prescription
to restrict to a ¢, period. However, in this case the FI term explicitly breaks the
periodicity already at the semiclassical level. Nevertheless we find that also in this case
a @,-shift has a trivial effect:

Tsqep(dos)  O(g5' s uaq; ¢-)O(s7L5 ) O(s7tqr)

= 6.10
Tsqen(s)  O(s7'uaa; ¢-)O(g5"'s7150r) o Ogrsay! $qr) ( )
Indeed the second factor is a ¢,.-phase
G(be JQT 2
=1 6.11
HH@(qTS'Ia 7QT) ’ ( )

once we impose all the anomaly cancellations. The first factor also has unit square

H@(qans Yuga;6:)O(s7 1 ¢7) |12 H@(qo’nslu4d;QT)@(sl;q7') 2

O (s uaa; ¢-)O(gz"s Y5 q) I O (57 uaa; ¢-)O(q;"575 ¢r) ‘A
(6.12)

2mi ¢4d
-€

’I'L:1

Y

since &% /r is integer on the lens index.

Summarising we have argued that for L, x S (which includes S3 x S') and S? x T? we
have the following remarkable Riemann bilinear-like relations

Z jg’\G\ 2miz I"[k Wk HT4d Z H j{c ois T4d
Zﬁé}( 27T1Z|W| H 4d Z ” %c 27rlsT4d ) (6.14)

This identities seem to be quite ubiquitous for these backgrounds and it would be

(6.13)

important to have a deeper understanding of their geometrical meaning. Riemann-
bilinear like identities appear also in the analytic continuation of Chern-Simons theory
[51] and in the the study of tt* geometries [21].

While 3d holomorphic blocks have been relatively well studied, here we have only
initiated the study of 4d blocks and there are various directions to explore. For example
it would be interesting to study the behaviour of 4d blocks under 4d dualities. It should
be also fairly simple to re-derive our 4d block integrand prescription via localisation on
D?xT?, however the general definition of integration contours seems quite challenging.
Another aspect to investigate is the relation of 4d blocks to integrable systems and
to CFT correlators. 3d block integrals have been identified with ¢-deformed Virasoro
free-field correlators in [52], [53]. The possibility to interpret 4d block integrals as free-
field correlators in an elliptic deformation of the Virasoro algebra will be investigated
in [54].
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A Special functions

A.1 Bernoulli polynomials

The quadratic Bernoulli polynomial Bys is

1 2 wyw?
BQQ(X|CU1,CU2): (X—Q) -t 2 s Q=w1 + Wy . (Al)
W12 2 12
Useful properties are
BQQ()\X|)\W1, )\(JJg) = BQQ(X|(JJ1,CU2) , A0 , (AQ)
2X —w
BQQ(X +UJ2|W1,WQ) = BQQ(X|W1,W2) + o ! R (AB)
1
BQQ(X|(,U1,W2) = BQQ(Q - X]wl,wg) . (A4)

We define the combination

Dy (X) = Boa(X|Q,rw1) + Boa(X + 1rws|Q, rws) =
= BQQ(X + ’I"CU1|Q,’/‘CU1) + BQQ(X|Q,’I"W2) = (I)Q(Q —X) . (A5)

We also have . 21
re —
(I)Q(X) = ;BQQ(X|W1,(,U2) + or (A6)

The cubic Bernoulli polynomial Bss is

Bas (X w1, ws, ) = — (X—Q—ﬂ)((X—9)2—w3(X—9)—“’%“"5).

W1WaWs 2 2 2 2 4
(A7)
Useful properties are
B33(/\X|)\Q)1,/\W27>\W3) = ng(X|w1,w2,w3) s A#0 , (AS)
ng(X + (.4.)3|U.)1, Wa, UJ3) = ng(X|Cd1,(JJ2, (JJg) + 3BQQ(X|W1, U.)Q) R (Ag)
ng(X|w1, w2, _CL)3) = —B33(X + w3|w1,w2,w3) . (AlO)
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We define the combination

O3(X) = B33 (X|Q, rwy,ws) + Bssz (X + rws|Q, rws, ws) . (A.11)
We also have
1 r2-1 r2-1
(I)g(X) = —ng(X’wl,(JJQ,U.)g)'F (2X—Q>— s <A12)
r 4rws 4r
(I)g(X-’r(JJg) ZBCDQ(X)-F(I)?,(X) :—(I)g(Q—X) . (A13)

A.2 Double Gamma and Sine functions

The Barnes double Gamma function I'; is defined as the (-regularized product
1

[y (X = . A.14
2( |W17 W2) nl,I'rLTgZO X + N1Wo + Naoly ( )
It satisfies the functional relation
FQ(X +CU2|W1,CU2) _ 1 ’ (A15)
FQ(X|W1,W2) FI(X|w1)
5%
where T'y is simply related to the Euler T' function, I'1(X|w;) = wvﬁ r (%)
The double Sine function S is defined as the (-regularized product
niwy + Nowsg + X
So(X = A.16
2( |W17W2) nl,lgzo n1w1+n2w2+Q—X ’ ( )
where () = wy + wy. The regularised expression is given by
Iy (@ = Xwi, wo)
Sa(X = . A.17
2(Xwi, wo) o (X|wr, ) ( )
For irrational z—;, the S5 has simple poles and zeros at
zeros : X = —njwi — Now
o o , MNi,Ng € ZZO . <A18>
poles : X = @Q + niwy + nawo
It enjoys the properties
SQ(X|W1,W2)SQ(Q—X|W1,WQ) =1 s (Alg)
X 1
SQ( +C<J2|O.)1,0J2) _ ’ <A20)
SQ(X'Ml,LOQ) Sl (X|<,u1)
SQ()\X|)\W1,)\WQ) :SQ(X|CU17L02) s A0 , (A21)
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where the S; function is simply related to the sine function, S;(X|w;) = 2sin (”X )

For ny,ny € Zsp, formulas (A.15), (A.20) are generalized to

Do(X + nywi + nowslwr, we) [T ! 12 NX + jwr + kwy) ™! (A.22)
PQ(X|LU1, CUQ) Hnl 1 FI(X + ]W1|WQ) HZ Fl(X + ]{ZCL)2|CL)1) ’ '

To(X = nywy = nawolwr,wy)  TI74 Ti(X = jwnfws) TTE2 T (X - kwalwr ) (A.23)
Lo (X |wi,wa) H?ﬁl HZil(X — jwi = kws) 7 '

and

Sg(nlwl + NoWwo + X|W1,W2) _ (_1)n1n2 (A 24)

So (X |wy,ws) I}, LSy (s + Xws) TT725" S (kws + Xw) '
- ”2_ S1(k -X
Sy (nwy — naws + X|wy,ws) _ (—1ymm 1325 Si(kwe +@Q |w) . (A.25)

So (X |wy,ws) H”l 1Sl(jw1+X|cu2)

For Im( ) # 0, using the g-Pochhammer defined in eq. (2.17) we can express the
double sine function in a factorised form:

So(Xlwy, wp) = e FBo(Xlorwn) (X, 2100y (55, 270y (A.26)

In order to compute contour integrals, we will also be interested in the asymptotic
behaviour of Sy for X — oo

e$B2(0 if  arg(w;) < arg(X) < arg(ws) + 7
Sa(Xfwr,wa) ~1 (A.27)
e 282X if  arg(w) -7 < arg(X) < arg(w»)
Another useful function is the shifted double Sine function s;
Sb(X) = SQ(Q/2—1X|(JJ1,L02) s (A28)
in which case it is usually assumed wy = wy! =b.
A.3 Generalised double Sine function
The following (-regularised product
X
Son(X) = L T T (A.29)

)
111230 Nowp + Nqws + Q — X

no-ni=h mod r
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defines a generalisation of the Sy function (which is recovered for r = 1).16 The pa-
rameters wq, wy and 7 are not displayed amongst the arguments for compactness. For
irrational :—;, it has simple zeros and poles at

zeros : X = —njwy — NaWws
, na—niy=h modr, nj,nge€Zs. (A.30)
poles : X =@ + njwy + Nows

We can rewrite Sy, in terms of the ordinary S as follows. First of all, we can resolve
the constraint ny —n; = h mod r as

ng=ny+[h]+kr>0, keZ, (A.31)

where [h] denotes the smallest non negative number mod .17 Then we can write (A.29)
as

nywy + (ny + [h] +kr)wy + X
Son(X) =TI TI (n +[A] +kr)wr +nqws + Q- X

7L1>0 k>— ln1+

[A])wi+(s+kr)wa+X
l_[8>0 Hk> (s-%—/m")u.)l-#l(;L [+])w2322—X
_ , (A.32)
s—[h])w1+(s+kr)wa+X
H Hk> (s+kr)w1+(s [h])w2+Q-X

where we set s =ny +[h]. Moreover, for a generic sequence of functions fs; we have
Weso Mooy So Tsnso fo bt fsrhr—k
h]-1 h h]-1
s ks syr] fook 1YY Mo fo

where in the last step we used that in the denominator s € [0,7—1] < r so that |s/r]| =0
Substituting the actual expression (A.32) for f;, we finally get

, (A.33)

Sg,h(X) = Sg(wl(’f‘ - [h]) + X|Q,’I“(.U1)SQ(OJ2[h] + X|Q, ’I“CUQ) s (A34)

where we used the definition (A.17) of Sy and repeatedly used the relation (A.15). It
is easy to check the following reflection property

Son(X)So n(Q-X)=1. (A.35)
From (A.34) we see that zeros and poles are located at

zeros : X =—wi(p—[h]) - kQ -nrwy , X =-wy[h]-QFk-npws ,

(A.36)
poles : X = Q +wq[h] + kQ + nrw; , X =Q+ws(r—[h])+kQ+nrwsy ,

16 Another class of generalised multiple Sine functions has been extensively studied in [55].
"For positive h we have h = [h] +7|h/r], while for negative h we have h = [h] +r([h/r]-1). Also,
for non-zero h we have [-h] = r - [h]. In any case, we have h = [h] +rny, [h] > 0 for a suitable ny, € Z.
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for k,n € Zo, which are all simple and distinct as long as =* is irrational. Using (A.26)
we can obtain the factorised form

Son(X) = e — [h](r-[h ])eig%(x)(efjfi (X-[h le).e%ifl) (efS;(X+[ Je2). o WQ) . (A.37)

Y

This leads us to define the r-pairing
2 2
| £, (D = [ £(wr, w2, [, e, = £, 0, (W) fwn 1,7 = [B]) - (A38)
" her—h

exchanging wi, wy and reflecting the holonomy variable, so that Sy can be compactly

represented as
2

Sy n(X) = 6—;—’;[h]<r—[h]>eig<1>2<x>H(efs; (X-[hJor), 2mizary

’

(A.39)

Notice we may remove the [-] inside the g-Pochhammer symbols because of the peri-
odicity. Moreover, the asymptotic behaviour of Sy} for X — oo can be deduced from

(A.27)
e o M-S 2(X) it arg(w,) < arg(X) < arg(ws) +
So,n(X) ~ o) . (A.40)
e M52 if  arg(w;) - 7 < arg(X) < arg(ws)
In the main text we need also to introduce an improved Sy 5, defined by
Son(X) = a(h)Son(X), o(h) = ez (PIEIrD-(-Dr) (A.41)

where o(h) is a sign factor, namely o(h) = £1 depending on the value of h. Also, it is
convenient to introduce the improved s; function

8 n(X) = So0(Q/2 - iX|wy,ws) | (A.42)

satisfying the reflection property
$p,n(X)Sp-n(-X) =1. (A.43)
In the particular case r = 1 (and hence h = 0), we obtain an interesting identity for the

ordinary Ss. In fact, for r = 1 the product in (A.29) is not actually restricted, and we
obtain the relation

Sg,o(X)|,,~:1 = SQ(Xlwl,CL)g) = Sg(wl + X|Q,W1)SQ(X|Q,W2) , <A44)

or, in terms of the modular parameter 7 = *2

-
Sy(x|1,7) = S (1 + L. 1+7)32( 2, 1+T) , (A.45)
where we rescaled x = X /w;. This identity appears in eq. (3.38) of [56], where
im 1
e~ 2 PG G (21, 7) = CID(Z— ;T;T) (A.46)

in their notation.
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A.4 Elliptic functions

The short Jacobi Theta function is defined by

O(2:9) = (#19) 0 (4775 Q) o - (A.47)
Useful properties are
O(q"x;q) (m-1yj2y-m  O(a7"x5q) S1(me1)/2)-
_—_—m — m m —_— = - m+ m A48
o0 ) (—zq ), 1) (-z7'q )" (A.48)

where m € Zsy. We will be using the generalised modular transformation property of
the theta function

27i

2mi ¢ 2mip 2 X _2mip  2mi-9 i Lo
Oer=1” e b M )@ (erw2 em T et e ) = g i P2(X) g Th(r=h) (A.49)

For r = 1 this formula reduce to the standar modular transformation of the theta
function (see for example [57]).

The elliptic Gamma function is defined by
-1.
(Pgz™ 5P @)oo (A.50)

(:E; b, Q)OO ’
where the double g-Pochhammer symbol is defined by

I'(z;p,q) =

[e.e]

(7;0,9)e = [ [ (1-2p/d") . (A.51)

4,k=0
It is assumed |p|,|q| < 1 for convergence, and it can be extended to |¢| > 1 by means of
1
(¢7'wip, 0 oo
The elliptic Gamma function I'(x; p, ¢) has zeros and poles outside and inside the unit

(29, @) o0 = (A.52)

circle at
. _ +1 - n+1
Zeros : x =pmtigntt |

m,n € ZLsg - (A.53)
poles : x =p™qg™ ,

For m,n € Zsq, useful properties of the elliptic Gamma function are

I'(z;p,0)T(pgr™p,9) = 1, (A.54)
I'(pmgnx
Lerae) (—apm DDy (2 p. )0 O (5., P)m (A.55)
['(z)
I'(pmq"x) (m-1)/2_~(n+1)/2 O(z;¢,p)m
I'(z) ( ) O(pgr=t;p, ¢)n (A.56)
F(til’_l) (_pq q(n—l)/2p(m—1)/2)mn

= Res,1I'(z)

(A.57)

Resyt;pmgn ,
P O(pg; p, )nO(Pg; 4, D) m
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where we introduced the ©-factorial

L'(q™z;p,q) T2 ©(xq*;p) ifn>0
O(@p. Q= —; - = it _ (A.58)
[(x;p,q) o O(¢ e p)t  ifn<0
A useful propety which can be derived from the definition is
O(;p, q)-n = O(q 30, 0)," = O(¢™ w0, ¢71)," (A.59)

The elliptic Gamma function has a very non-trivial behaviour under modular transfor-
mations [39, 57]

1

2mi Lwg w3y 2 Wi w3 2 Lwp L wo .
F(G“l X’ 27r1w1 7 27r1m1 )F(e X’ 627”“’2 : 27r1w2 )F(e X, 627”“3 : 627““3) _ 6—%B33(X\w1,w2,w3) ’

(A.60)
Expression (A.60) is valid for Im( ) # 0. In particular, by assuming Im (21, Zi) >0
we get
F(eiT:r;X; Qni%’emﬂ—) _ 5 T B3z (X|wi ,we, wS)F(e J;‘X; e%i%, mi 2l )F(e?:;lx, 627ri:—;’ 672771:’—2) '
(A.61)

Basic hypergeometric identities

The g-hypergeometric function

ab \_5 (@09 i
2(1)1(661’) l§)(c§Q)k(Q§Q)k ’ (4.62)

for |g| < 1 satisfies the following identities

o (a b.u) _ (B0 o (Cb‘1 “-b) | (A.63)

cq’ (45 0) o0 (€3 @)oo au q’

ab (b:9) o (ca™; @)oo (at; q) o (gau™"s ¢) o a qact qc
2P jul = T T o » — |+
cq (@) (ba™0)00 (U5 @)oo (qu™5 ) gab™ g abu

L (80 (9)o0 (043 @) (g0 075 G)eo o ( b qbc—l_ﬁ)
T (@ ) (GQ)w(quig)e ° \gbat g Tabu)
(A.64)
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a b,
c g

Now consider »® (¢ ;u) with || > 1. In this case we have

o (@0, 2 (@ Dew(Gab™; @)oo (abe s G)oo(Gea™ b u 5 G)oo o (@ Gact ge ) |
e d ) (@5 Dw(Gac e (b0 e(@b T d)e 0 \Gabt G abu

(365 @)oo (@075 @)ee (b0 Q) e (G0 0 )i Do o (b b G
(05 D)oo (@0 Do (a0 1 Q)o@ w1 )i D) 2\ bt G abu)

(A.65)
Also, for |g| > 1 we have the following identity
ab abcu; ) 00 (7Y ) 0o et qea”'b'ut qa
QCI)l yu) = ( 1 ) (71 ) 2% 1.-1 g yv— - (A66)
cq (ab™"; @)oo (b 15 ¢) o qebu q c
A.5 Elliptic series
Let us consider the elliptic hypergeometric series [58]
- N
X Q(xi;QO’7q7')n
NEN ( ; qT,qa;U) = U, Yn=¢- . (A.67)
Y 72:0171;[1 @(yj;QmQT)n
This series is usually considered to be balanced, namely
[Jai;'=1. (A.68)
i,
We now introduce the parametrisation
qr = e27ri‘r ’ 0o = e271'i0' ’ T; = e27riX7; ’ yj — 627rin ’ (A69)
and study the modular properties of the series under
1 X; Y
o> —-—, 7‘—>—Z, X;»-—, Y,>-—2. (A.70)
o o o o
Using the modular transformation property
9(6—%)(; 6_%) _ eingg(Xll,a)@(e%iX; 627ria) : (A.?l)

we get

_ompiXi 2w _ 2mir - . .
N @(6 2mi2 e o, e e )n N @(627”)(’; 627”0, e27r17-)n
Y 2mi 27i - II 2miY;. ,2wio 27T
i,j=1 @(6_27”7];6_$,6_ r. )n i,j5=1 @(6 7€ , € )n

N ”m((XQ—Y2)+(T(n—1)—U—1)(X'—Y-))
xHea i ) (AT2)
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Once the balancing condition (A.68) ¥, ;(X; - Y;) = 0 is imposed, the series can be
made modular invariant either by imposing

Y(XE-Y2) =0, (A.73)

or by a suitable transformation of the expansion parameter u .

Next, let us consider the very-well-poised elliptic hypergeometric series [58]

Q- G(t%qgn7qU) ]\1[__[4 @(toti;QCMQT)n

aBn(toit;qr, o5 u) = - gru)" A.T4
weBin(lo ) 7;) O(t5:¢s) i @(qftotil;qa,qT)n( ) (A.74)
subjected to the balancing condition

N-4 N

i=0

In this case, proceeding as above, it is easy to see that the series is automatically
modular invariant.

B Computations

B.1 Fundamental Abelian relation

The free chiral theory with —1/2 Chern-Simons units has a mirror given by the U(1)
theory with 1 chiral and 1/2 Chern-Simons units (also for the holonomies).

At the level of lens space partition functions the duality reads (up to a trivial propor-
tionality constant)

= dZ im 2 B im (p2

- G_T(Z +ZZ(£—1Q/2))6—(7"—1)7(€ +240) ZA(Z,K) — ZA(§79) ’ (Bl)

=0 JR 2mi
where we have also turned on the FI and 6 terms. To prove this identity we evaluate
the L.h.s. integral by closing the contour in the lower half plane (assuming £ > 0) and
taking the sum of the residues at the poles of Zx. By using (A.36) we can see that
there are two sets of poles located at

Z=Zaqy = -iwl -1jQ - ikrw; ,

j, ke ZZO . (BZ)
Z = Z9) = —iwa(r =) —ijQ - ikrw, ,
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The integral is then given by

r—1 . )
Z 55 ¢~ F(Z21Q2) =) EE20) 7 (7 () [ 4 T, (B.3)
27?1 ’ )

with

2r-1 J(G-1)/2 F5(b+kr+j)(L+kr+j-1)/2 P \J ame o\ l+krj
q q _ 278 omi L —2m€ on

I]_ = H(q,q)(x; Z - pope (_qe Twie r 9) (—qe TwW2 e r 9) .

T 0=0 4,k>0 (q,q)j (an)Z+kr+j

(B.4)
The sum of residues at the second set of poles is simply obtained by w; < ws and
(< r—{ 0« r-0. Combining the two sums we see that the original integral (B.3)
has the schematic form

r—1 r—1
Li+L=" 3 fijeerke + . 2 frotikrejg- (B.5)

=0 §,k>0 00 §,k>0

Since £+ kr runs from 0 to co while r—¢+kr runs from 1 to oo, we can replace r—£ - (+1,
set 7 = j+ £+ kr, and write

I + 1y = Z figm =+ Z fine15 = Z fign + Z fimj=

5,327 J:3"23 J:3"23 5,325 +1
= 2 Jir+t 2 L= 2 [y, (B6)
3:3"2] 3"5z3"+1 3,320

so that we find as expected

27€

I + I o< H(qe_ml e‘ame;q)oo”i = Za(£,0). (B.7)

B.2 SQED lens space partition function

Here we compute the residues at the poles given in eq. (2.30) of the partition function

(IQ+Z-Xa-iw1[(+Ha])

7 P R 2 7e g 2 o al (6“"1

— I eff

SQED = € izmzzo Z(i) S z€ " er IbI H 25 (7-Xy-iwor [(+ )
"L2E0 4700y

1q)oo

(B.8)
where o -
g=€" " i=q, (=€ ™2 =qy, (B.9)
and
€3 DG -X)-iQ, da=0+ ISy (B0
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The latter must be integer (we can add contact terms to ensure that it is). The

exponential prefactor is
e_iﬂ-,P = e% za,b(Xg_Xg)e or Za b(Xa+Xb)6127;(r 1)2& b(H2 H2) , (Bll)

representing background CS terms. We rewrite the classical part evaluated at the first
set of poles Z(yy as follows!'®

i i i i 27 [t+Hc]+kr+5 | 5 i o
6272(1)5656274963 :627593Xc6—27[eeﬂ][f1¢]€ e (57 +W1)e2 [Oest 1([€+Hc]+kr+5-5) _

= o P Xe o= o] [ Hel g o [+Hel kT (B 19)

where

7ri - 27
U= e "'Wl EeH eeff — Ul , u=e rw2€eff Oeff = UQ s (B]_S)

and similarly for the second set of poles Z(,y. Summing over (2.30) yields 1

ZsqED = e-inP Z o 2 (Xcbor—Helberr) Z { G Helehr g

Uz
£=0 j,k>0
) ﬁ (eml (iQ+Xca+iwi [Hea ]q{;ql) (eTQJ;(Q+Xca—Iw2[ ca] (]+[£+Hc]+kr)’ 2)00+
el (eﬁXcﬁiwl[HcB]q{;ql)oo(e@ (X, 5—iwa[H, ]q(J+[€+Hc]+kr)’ 2)00

r—[l+H:]|+kr+j j
u [4+H] Tl x

Ny (€W1 (1Q+Xm+1w1[Hca])qr—[Z+Hc]+kr+J ) (67‘*’2( iQ+Xca—iwa[Hea])

1

qé;qz)oo}  (B.14)

>< .
ab=1 (6351 cb+1w1[Hcé])q;’_[e"'Hc']*'kr‘*'J; ql)oo (@rziTQ(XCb iwa[H, q27 q2)oo
where we defined
Xea=Xe—Xo, Xg=Xc.— X,, H,=H,-H,, Hcngc—Hb. (B.15)

18We use wiws = 1, [0+ H,]-[H.] = [¢] mod r, and Oegl = [fe][¢] mod 7, this is why we need fog
) ) y
to be integer.
19 Tt is understood that we are taking the residue of the a = ¢ term.
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Using (¢"2;q) o0 = (m"fz))“ we get

Ny
—irP Z 2m (X obor—Hebosr)
er X

ZsqQED = €
N = ™ (iQ+Xca+iwi[Hea] = T (1Q+X ca—iw2[Hea ]
e @)l B
2m (ch+iw1 [HC’] c —1w2
ab=l  (ere e 1) oo (o7 Kamialllal, gy
-1
\ j . [f+Hc]+kr+j

X Z Z Ul u2 X
=0 5.k>0

N rw (ch+1w1 cl;] QTW cb™ le[ ]

y l—’i (e ! q1);(e™> 7Q2)[E+HC]+kr+j
2 2
- (1Q+Xca+iwi [Hea] = (1Q+Xca—iw2[Hea]
a,b=1 (er ! ‘ 7QI) (6r 2 ‘ ‘ 7q2)[£+Hc]+kT+j
—[¢+H:]+kr+j 5

+ Z >l uhx

=0 j.k>0
N oy (Xep+iwi[Hep]), o (X giwa[H,
y l_fI (er 1 ’ 7Q1) -[¢+H, ]+kr+j(€m2 " 7Q2)g } (B 16)
f: (1Q+Xca+iw1[Hea]) . = (1Q+Xea—iwz[Hea]) ’ )
a,b=1 (6 ! ?ql) [Z+Hc]+kr+](€ 2 7Q2)j

We see that the first term in brakets is a sequence f; j, s+ #.]+kr, Whereas the second one

iS fivr—(e+H.J4kr,j- Since [£] + kr runs from 0 to +co while 7 - [£ + H.] + kr runs from 1

to +oo, we can replace r — [{ + H.] - [{ + H.] + 1, set j" = [{+ H.] + kr, and write

= 2 figrt X fiag= X figt Y fimg=

J,3"2j 5,323 J,3"23 J,3"2j+1

= > i+ > fige= Y figr o (BAT)

3,323 3":323"+1 3,320

Therefore we find Zgqrp can be expressed in terms of the r-square of the g-hypergeometric

series .
T (iUi§Q)k k
‘I’ ul= et yn =g (B.18)
NPN-1] _ N
(y ) g%)i,lj—:ll (i @)k ’
namely
3 Nf 27i
Zsqep =€ Ze r (Xebor—Hebert)
Nf (quzTﬂl ca Hca q) €T2‘;r1XCE€27ﬂHcE 9
X H = ; ooNfCI)Nf-l 2n ¢ amigy U H Loy (B.19)
a,b=1 (erwl cb H b7q)oo qerwl er ca or—H
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B.3 Twisted superpotential

In this appendix we briefly review how the double sum defining the twisted superpo-
tential (4.64) can be regularized in two steps, first regularizing the sum over m, and
then over n.?° In order to regularise the sum over m, let us consider the exponential

derivative
e —exp(i > (a+Lm) (ln(a+Lm)—1)) =11 (a+im) (B.20)
d meZ Rl Rl meZ Rl . '
By using the definition
[] (a + Lm) = 2sinh (7 Rya) , (B.21)
meZ Ry
by integrating we find
i i 1 . TR,
—m (1 —m)-1]= Lig(e™2™1%) + ——q? B.22
ngz(a+le)(n(a+le) ) s L) + T (B.22)
up to linear terms. Next, we shift a - a + Rilno and compute
1 I TR i 2 1 e—2mRiak
Li 2ri(no+iR1a) + 1 ( + — ) — +
IR, 2 e DY Ual ) Bmyn Sy
1 2 i 2
+ G 7; (% +271%(no - iRya) + 27 (no - iRla)Q) + nzeé %Rl (a + RLan) , (B.23)
where we used
2 X?
LiQ(G_X) = —Li2(€X) + ? —irX — 7 . <B24)
We regularize the other infinite sums by means of Hurwitz (-function?! and we get
1 2 i 2
Gy ; (% +271%(no - iRya) + 272 (no - iRla)Z) + nz;z WTRI (a + RLan) =P3(iR1a) .

(B.25)

B.4 SQED lens index

In this appendix we provide the explicit derivation of (4.83), which amounts to the
evaluation of the residues of the integrand (4.73) on the poles (4.72) given in the main

20We verified the 1-step regularization by means of double Gamma functions yields the same result.
2 3 2
21((87X) = anO(X +n)787 C(_]-vX) = _XT + % - Tlg ) C(_ZvX) = _XT + XT - %
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text. First of all, expanding the polynomials ®5 we get the exponential factor

il(5+H1>)2(T—1)€—L”<I>2(Z—)_(b)

T (04 H )2 (r— 1) 7—<I>2(Q+Z Xa)

b 627"

Za b(M M2)

= 6;7:(7"_1) Za,b(Hg_HQ)e?rwlwg €2rw1w2 Za b(Ma+Mb)Q(R 1)

y e_?g(rgl) Za,b(Ha—FIb)6_2ﬂizm(Q(R_l)Nf+zavb(Ma_Mb)) ‘ (B26)

The first line represent the global prefactor e Pl
T (Tfl) 7 . . .
term e~ 7 ¢~ Tan(Ha=My) can be absorbed into a renomalisation of 6

. In the second line the dynamical

r—1 _
Ooip = 0 — ( 5 ) Y (H, - Hy) (B.27)
a,b
provided f.¢ is integer, while e 212 g (QURDN+Ea y (Ma= M) goes into a renormalisa-

tion of £4d
4d €4d 1 _
L A (NtQ(R-1)+ > (M, - My)) . (B.28)
a,b

rws  Tws  2rwiws
Then, the residues series reads as??

| =l . G(Z(s) - Xy, ~( - )
I — —17T(77g1+73§1d) p— geffZ(s) LZ@ off (s) ) )
SQED = € Z Z Z Z ¢ Hg(Q'i_Z(s)_Xaa_g_Ha)

¢ s=1,2¢=0 j,k>0 a,b
(B.29)

Using the definition (4.14) of G and the properties in appendix A, on the first family
of poles the ratio of G functions yields

G(XgH) | O T tio); 2 2 w)

X
g g(Q + XCCL) Hca) @(672‘2 (Q+Xca+wiHea), —27r1— Wl )

’

27 (% - —wo H. ) 23 9ri-Y
b W2 b
@(eva ¢ “e 2,e T2 )j+kr+[€+Hc]

27i . w3
(QJrXca*UJQHca) . —2mi—=- ]——
@(erwz ;€ rez,e T2 )j+kr+[Z+Hc]

, (B.30)

while on the second family of poles we simply have j — j + kr +r — [{ + H.] and
j+kr+[¢+H.] - j in the subindex of the O-factorials. The FI terms on the first family
read as

j+kr+[£+H:]

2mi 2mi w1

4d ; : i J ; 4d
e 7‘w3£ Z(1)€2 1[953 —e Tw3£ Xcefmeefch (e 27r17‘w3£eff€ 2#1963) (6727T17‘W3£eff€2:10eﬁ

(B.31)

22 Tt is understood that we are taking the residue of the a = ¢ term.
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and similarly on the second family. We can now resolve the sum by using (B.6) as in 3d,
and we find Isqrp can be written in terms of the r-square of the elliptic hypergeometric
series yFE -1 defined in (A.67)

I .
ISQED 1W(Pg1+Pg1 ) Z e 2{;;1 eTffX o %Gefch H g(XCb, H, - Hb)
¢ abg(Q+Xca7H H)
2mi 2
iy, ,
erwi cb . Q _oni¥3 _ 2mi wiwy P
ENf*l 2mi (Q+Xca,) 27”H jes o Ten e ey - e rw; w3 Eeﬂe Oct H iy <B32)

TW ca

“ Her-H

B.5 SQCD lens index

Here we present the derivation of (4.101). For the chiral multiplets the discussion
parallels the SQED case, so we focus on the vector multiplet. From (4.30) we find

. ave] 27,-20
Iy (272, 20) = e 2aPe x e “rie x g((jQ(;Z’ _’%) ) :

(B.33)

where we used the reflection property (4.15). The first factor can be neglected as it
_27iZQ
contributes to the vanishing of the total gauge anomaly. The factor e 1«2 combines

with an analogue contribution from the chiral multipltes (B.26)

__inZ (Q(R 1)2Nf+z ’b’(M r— Mb’)) (B34)

e Twiw2 ,

to given a total contribution
2niZ 2miZ

errere (B.35)

when anomaly cancellation conditions R = N—;, and Y, My = =Y My = 0. When
evaluated on the first family of poles, these exponential factors give the expansion

2miX 2miX o @ J 9 @ J+kr+[+H ]
e TWl e TUJ2 e T'wl e 7”(—&)2 , (B.36)

while the ratio of the G functions in (B.33) yields

parameters

Q(QXc/ + Q, 2HC/) y
g(ZXc’a 2Hc’)

@(e%ifl '2363:: 2X, /627”2H ), 2w )@(ezm— 2(j+kr+[(+H,]) fg; 2Xur ,-2mop, 27ri:;32)

X

2
@(eTSiQX/ ﬂQHC, e 27”@)@(@”’22)( 16_@2[{, e 27”m;2)

(B.37)
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Similar results hold also for the other family of poles, we have just to consider the
substitutions j > j+kr+r—[{+ Hy.] and j+kr+[{+ H.] — j. By the usual argument
for resolving the sums we find Isgcp can be written in terms of the r-square of a
very-well-poised elliptic hypergeometric series y,1 Fy defined in (A.74)

]SQCD _ 6—17r(7’51+77§f1) Z 627?:?/ 627:5261 x g(Q +2Xo, 2]—IC’) H g(Xc’EU Hc’B’) %
o g(2Xc’72Hc’) al b g(Q+Xc’a’;Hc’a’)
omi X, omip My, omip  2n @ o 2
X 2Nf+4E2Nf+3 (eTqu er Hc ;67‘“’1 er Ha ,6 71'1TL,J1 76 7r17‘w1 7 1) H wiowy (B38)
Her-H
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