arXiv:2111.04249v2 [hep-th] 6 Apr 2022

Supersymmetric vortex loops in 3D gauge theories

Kazuo Hosomichi* and Kohei Suzuki'

Department of Applied Physics, National Defense Academy,
1-10-20 Hashirimizu, Yokosuka-city, Kanagawa 239-8686 Japan

Abstract

We give a precise definition of BPS vortex loops in 3D non-abelian gauge theories with ' = 2 SUSY
by the path integral over fields with a prescribed singular behavior. We compute the expectation
value of a BPS vortex loop on an ellipsoid. Using the result we revisit the known equivalence
between Wilson and vortex loops in pure Chern-Simons theory. Naive computations of expectation
values in N' = 2 theory leads to an unwanted shift of parameters in the rule of correspondence. We
resolve the problem by relating the shift to the global anomaly of N' = 2 SUSY quantum mechanics.
For theories with U(N) gauge group we also develop an alternative description of vortex loops in
terms of 1D A = 2 SUSY quantum mechanics on their worldline. For vortex loops in N/ = 4

theories, our construction reproduces some of the quiver GLSMs of Assel and Gomis.
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1 Introduction

Vortex loops and Wilson loops [1] play an equally important role in the study of 3D gauge theories.
Expectation values of these operators and their relations in supersymmetric gauge theories have been
studied extensively in recent years. The first exact formula was obtained for BPS Wilson loops in
N = 2 Chern-Simons(CS)-matter theories on S in [2]. On the other hand, there remain a number of
problems to be resolved for vortex loops.

There are two common definitions of vortex loops. The first is that a gauge field has a prescribed
singularity along a loop in space. The other is that the loop supports a quantum mechanics interacting
with the 3D fields. The second definition is expected to coincide with the first upon integrating out
the quantum mechanical variables. Both have supersymmetric extensions so as to describe BPS vortex

loops. All these are similar to how surface operators are defined for 4D gauge theories [3].



Based on the first definition, BPS vortex loops were first studied in [4] for ABJM model [5]. Exact
computation of their expectation values was initiated in [6,7], but so far it has been mostly restricted
to abelian gauge theories. Moreover, the results seem to indicate that BPS vortex loops in abelian
N = 2 gauge theories are trivial; namely, as far as supersymmetric observables are concerned, they
are equivalent to the identity operator. Regarding the second definition, a systematic identification of
the quantum mechanics on various vortex loops in 3D N = 4 theories was made in [8] using mirror
symmetry [9] and type IIB brane construction [10-12]. However, generalization of their result to
theories with less SUSY does not seem straightforward. Also, the correspondence between the two
definitions is not fully clear yet.

This paper has two main purposes. The first is to give a fully precise definition of the path
integral in the presence of vortex loops. We present our definition in Section 2 and apply it to the
expectation value of a BPS vortex loop on an ellipsoid. Then in Section 3 we test our result against
the known equivalence of Wilson and vortex loops in pure CS theory [13]. The original proof of the
equivalence [13] used the coadjoint orbit quantization for representing Wilson loops. It can actually
be thought of as a prototypical example of a quantum mechanics on a loop interacting with the field
theory in 3D space. By understanding the equivalence of the Wilson and vortex loops we make the
first precise correspondence between the two definitions of vortex loops explained above.

In fact, by a naive comparison in N’ = 2 CS theory we find there is an unwanted shift of parameters
in the equivalence relation. This was already pointed out in [14]. At the end of Section 3 we propose
a resolution which relates the shift to the global anomaly in /' =2 SUSY quantum mechanics [15].

The second purpose is to make correspondence of the two definitions of vortex loops in a wider class
of N' = 2 theories. For this purpose we will focus on vortex loops in U(N) gauge theories. We begin in
Section 4 by developing the description of coadjoint orbit quantum mechanics as quiver gauged linear
sigma models (GLSMs) of the kind studied in [16,17]. It turns out that there is a number of N' = 2
GLSMs for a single coadjoint orbit. We suspect that they are dual to one another. Then in Section
5 we identify the extensions of these GLSMs that account for the addition of various matter chiral
multiplets on the vortex background. This will be done for the matters in the adjoint, fundamental
and anti-fundamental representations of U(N). Vortex loops in N/ = 4 theories are studied in Section
6 where our construction reproduces some of the GLSMs for vortex loops that are identified in [8].
We conclude in Section 7 with a discussion of possible future directions. In Appendix A we discuss

the vortex loops in abelian theories in detail and compare our result with those of [6,7].

Conventions. We denote by 7 the 3D gamma matrices satisfying {y*,~?} = 26% and 4% =

abc A ¢

%(,Ya,.yb _ ’yb’ya) = e®°~¢ where gab

¢ is the totally antisymmetric symbol with £'% = 1. We set ¢

equal to Pauli’s matrices when its explicit form is needed. We also use Dirac’s slash notation such as

K =~2K*“. The indices for spinors are always suppressed. For their bilinear, we use the notation

§Y=6Cs, " =60 (V) Yy, ete

where C is an anti-symmetric matrix with C12 = —C?! = 1.



2 Exact computation on an ellipsoid

In this section we give our definition of BPS vortex loops in N' = 2 SUSY gauge theories. This involves
specifying the singular behavior of the gauge field as well as the fluctuation of all the fields near the
loop. As a concrete problem to work with, we consider the expectation value of a BPS vortex loop on

an ellipsoid.

2.1 Definition of the theory and vortex loops

3D N = 2 supersymmetric field theories can be defined on a curved Riemannian manifold if the
background fields H, K,,, V},, are turned on so that the following Killing spinor equations have solutions
[18]:

Vg = <8m+1wz$fy“b—z'vm>s = m(H K&

4
Vi = (Ot et + iV )& = Lon(H + KOG (2.1

where K = v™K,,. Note that V}, is the gauge field for the U(1) R-symmetry and &, £ have R-charges
+1,—1. This paper focuses on an ellipsoid [19]

2, .2 2, .2
r{txy ry3+ry L. 4
= i 1 in R" (2.2)

Using a suitable set of coordinates (6, p, 7), the dreibein and the background fields are expressed as

follows:

el = f(0)dh, e*=/sinfdp, €*=~Lcoshdr, f(0) = \/172 cos? ) + (2sin? 6,

1 1 l 1 l
H=-, K=0, V:—(l——>d<p+—<1——>d7. 2.3
f 2 f 2 f (23)
The coordinates ¢, T correspond to rotations within (z1, z9) and (z3, z4)-planes, whereas 0 takes values

between 0 and /2. The above ellipsoid background has the Killing spinors

¢ = e3(p+7) < 'C?Sg > . E=em3lern < Zsmg ) ‘ (2.4)
ZSln§ COS b)

They are normalized to satisfy &€ = —£€ = 1.
For N = 2 supersymmetric theories on this ellipsoid, the square of the SUSY involves translation
along a Killing vector
v =EY"ED,, = —%a@ — %67. (2.5)
The worldline of one-dimensional BPS objects has to be invariant under the translation along v. If
¢,0 are incommensurable, there are only two circles on which a closed BPS loops of finite length can
be wrapped. One is S(lT) (the circle parameterized by 7) at § = 0, and the other is 5(1@ at 0 = /2.

In the following we will focus on a single loop operator wrapped on S(lT) at 0 = 0.



3D N =2 multiplets. The 3D N = 2 theories of our interest are made of two kinds of multiplets.
A vectormultiplet for a gauge group G consists of a gauge field A4,,, a scalar o, spinors A\, A and an
auxiliary field D, all valued in the Lie algebra g = Lie(G). They transform under SUSY Q as

QAm = _%‘(E’Ym)‘ + 577715‘)7

Q)= lymnéan —¢D —iVo -+ ok,

2
QM= 17"  +ED + Y0 €~ oF.
QD = L(EVA—EVA) + L (€lo, N + Elo, ) + 7(5A — AN, (26)

where

k=(H—iK)E, Fon = 0mAn — OnAp — i[Am, Anl,

k= (H+iK)E, Vmo = 0mo — i[Ap, 0. (2.7)
A chiral multiplet in a representation A of GG consists of a scalar ¢, spinor ¥ and an auxiliary field F'.

Their conjugate (¢,, F') form an anti-chiral multiplet in the representation A. They transform under

supersymmetry as

Q¢ =&,

Qo = &,

QY =i(V¢ + 0) — r¢k + F¢,

QY =i(Vo+ ¢0)¢ — 1ok + FE,

QF = i§(Vy — 0v) —igAd + (r — 3)R,

QF = i&(Y9 — o) +ifoA + (1 — 3)r, (2.8)
where 7 is the R-charge of ¢. Note that here we regarded the fields in A (A) as column vectors (resp.
row vectors) on which the elements of g act from the left (right).

Note that &, £ in our convention are Grassmann-even spinor fields with values (2.4), so Q flips the

statistics of the fields. It is also important in later discussions that the square of Q acts as a sum of

bosonic symmetries

s 1/1 1
Q= il,+i(oc—iv"A,) — 3 <? + ?>RU(1)
l t . t { 1,1 1
= _7£8¢ - gﬁaT + Z(O’ + ?As@ + ?AT) - §<? + ?)RU(I) (29)

on all the fields. Here the Lie derivative £x along a Killing vector X is defined to act on fields with
local Lorentz (vector or spinor) indices as follows.
Lxe® =X" <8negl + wibed + @“bel;n) dz™ + el O X" da",

Lx&=X" (an + lwgbyab + i@aby“b)g. (0% = ™"V, X, ) (2.10)

Using these relations one can check that €2, &, ¢ are all invariant under Q2.



BPS vortex loops. Vortex loops are one-dimensional defects in 3D gauge theories characterized by
a singular behavior of the gauge field. Suppose there is a vortex line along the x>-axis of R3. Let r, ¢

be the polar coordinates for the transverse (x!,z?)-plane. Then the gauge field behaves near it as
A~ Bdp (2.11)

and Fio = 2736%(z", 22). The parameter 3 of the vortex line, called wvorticity, can be gauge-rotated to
be in a Cartan subalgebra fh C g. Along the vortex line the gauge group G is broken to a subgroup K
which is the centralizer of 5. K is U(1)" (r = rkG) for generic choice of /3, but it can be non-abelian
for special j3.

The vortex configuration can be made supersymmetric by turning on a suitable imaginary value

for D. For example, one can show using (2.6) that by setting D = iF}5 the SUSY corresponding to
VeE=+E =€ (2.12)

is unbroken. Note that our Killing spinor (2.4) satisfies the same condition along the circle S(lT) at
f# = 0. So the BPS vortex loops of our interest preserve all the SUSY on the ellipsoid.

Note that the vorticity 8 in (2.11) is periodic because, if u € b is such that exp(27iu) = 1, 5 can
be shifted by u by the large gauge transformation exp(iuy). But the periodicity will be lost by setting
D = 2mips? (x!, 2?).

Lagrangians and boundary terms. As supersymmetric Lagrangian we take a sum of the Chern-

Simons, Fayet-lliopoulos, Yang-Mills and the matter kinetic terms.

Log = % [r [z—:m"p(AmanAp — —232 AmAyAp) — A\ —20D]
i
=—=(D+H
Lr1 o ( O‘),

1 1 ) — ] - _ H_
L ngm + (Vimo)? + (D — Ho) + %vamx - %vmmmx —iAlo, Al = A,

Liat = VmdV™ ¢+ ¢0°¢ +i(2r — 1)Hoog — WH%M + %R@ —i¢Dé + FF
 — ) - - 2r—1__ - = -
= 5PV Vit + SVt ot - TS + DA — iGA. (2.13)

Naive volume integral of these terms may be divergent in the presence of vortex loops. As in [7], we
regularize it by removing a tubular neighborhood of the loop 6 < € from the integration domain and
adding appropriate boundary terms at 6 = ¢, so that the sum of bulk and boundary terms
S+Sg= [ dVL+ [ dSLp  (dV =e'e’e®, dS =ePe?)
0>e¢ =€

is SUSY invariant.

For some of the Lagrangians listed above, the boundary terms can be found by using the following
fact: the F-component of a gauge-invariant chiral multiplet (®, ¥, Fg) with » = 2 is Q-exact up to a
total derivative. More explicitly, the following holds:

Q(—ET) = Fp 4+ Vi (—i6y™EP),  Q(EP) = Fo + Vi (i€y"EP). (2.14)



As an example, Ly can be expressed as Fp + Fgp for a gauge invariant chiral field ® = 4—;2Tr)\/\ and
its conjugate ® = ﬁTr/_\;\. This implies the exactness of

Ly — —=V (gwmg‘ TEAN — €476 de).

i
442
The boundary term for Ly is thus given by

Lynp = —;? (éfylg’ TrAX — énle TrXX) . (2.15)

Similarly, by setting ® = %F ¢, = %(J_SF one obtains Ly, as their F-components up to total deriva-

tives. This allows us to determine the boundary term for L,.¢ as follows:

Lo = 5 (916 OF —i€9'€- Fo - V'(39)) . (216)

The boundary terms for Lrr and Lcg can be constructed using the following argument. Generally,
supersymmetric bulk Lagrangian £ satisfies QL = V,, V™ for some V™. If V! is Q-exact, the boundary
term can be determined from V' = —QLg. By applying this to Lpr we find

_ _ _ _ i _ _
(€Y' A —&r'h) = —%vm(ivmvlk +EymyIN) = ﬁslm"vm(évnk +EmA)

NS
VFI—47T

Q(w"Ay,), w" = MMy,

__<
2

Here we used y¢ = —&, /€ = £ at the second equality and v* = 0 at the third equality. Similar analysis

can be performed also for Lcg. We thus find the following boundary terms:

ik

T [0 A (20 + 0 An)]. (2.17)

Ly = zi’wmAm, Lcsp =
™

The derivation of both requires v' = 0, which means that the Killing vector v has to lie along the

boundary in order for SUSY-preserving boundary terms to exist.

2.2 Path integration with localization technique

Supersymmetric path integrals localize to Q-invariant field configurations or saddle points, so that the
sum of Gaussian path-integrals (one-loop determinants) on each saddle point gives an exact answer.
See [20] for a review of localization techniques in SUSY gauge theories. Saddle point configurations
are the solution of QU = 0 for all the fermions ¥ of the theory. For the gauge theories on an ellipsoid

with a vortex loop, the saddle points are given by

A, = (constant) € h, o (constant) € h, D = %, ¢=F=0. (2.18)
The FI and CS actions take the following classical value on these saddle points'.
- j - iB\ 2
Sp1 + Sprp = 2miC L (a + %) Scs + Scs.p = —inkl Tr(a + %) . (2.19)

The YM and matter kinetic actions vanish on the saddle points since they are Q-exact.

'Note that the boundary at @ = € is oriented in such a way that f@:s dedr = —4x2.



One-loop determinants: chiral multiplet. One-loop determinants can be computed most easily
by a suitable change of path-integration variables. Let us first explain this procedure for the theory
of a chiral multiplet of unit U(1) charge, with the U(1) vectormultiplet fields fixed at a saddle point
(2.18). The problem is already Gaussian, but it can be simplified further by rewriting in terms of the

so-called cohomological variables
V=Qop=¢y, V=-(yp F=QU=F+JT¢; J=—ily"EV,,. (2.20)

The change of path integration variables from (¢, v, F') to (¢, ¥, ¥, F') is invertible and the Jacobian
is trivial. ¢ is Grassmann-even and its superpartner ¥ is odd, and they are both scalars of R-charge
r. Likewise, ¥/ (odd) and its superpartner F’ (even) are both scalars of R-charge r — 2. We denote

the Hilbert spaces of their wavefunctions as
&,V eH, V. F ecH.

Physically this means that the fields ¢ and ¥ are to be mode-expanded using the same set of basis
wavefunctions of H, and similarly for ¥/ and F’ in H'.

The one-loop determinant Aj_jo0p can be computed by path integrating over the fields (¢, ¥, ¥', F")
and their conjugates with a suitable choice of localizing Lagrangian £. Any £ will do as long as it is

Q-exact and its bosonic part is bounded from below. Let us take?
L=Q(¢- QU+TVF) =T -QU+6-QQ%+F'F - VQV,
Then the Gaussian integration gives the ratio of determinants

_ Det(Q%)y - Det(—Q%)yy _ Det(Q%)y (2.21)
Det(Q?Q2)x Det(Q%)n - |

A1—100p

The last equality holds up to a sign factor Det(—1)s which we have just dropped. So Ajjoep can
be computed from the spectrum of Q? on H and H’/. Furthermore, one can check that the map
J : H — H' commutes with Q?, which is as expected because it is made only of QZ?-invariant
background fields. The Q2-eigenmodes in H and H’ paired by J make no net contribution to A1 loop-

Hence we only need the spectrum of Q? on the kernel and cokernel of 7. In other words,

Det(Qz)COker(j)
Det(Q2)ker(J) '

To work out the basis wavefunctions of ker(7) and coker(J) = ker(7), we need the explicit form

Alloop = (2.22)

of J and its conjugate J.

, 1 ) 0 jsin 6
._7 = —i6_1(¢+T) [—?89 + %(8@ — Zﬁ - Z.?"Vgo) — %(& — ZT’VT):| s
_ , 1 7cos 0 7sin 6
— qioti(etT) | _ g9 PV Y- T R T
J = +ie [ 7 gsinH(&p i —i(r —2)V,) + Ecose(aT i(r 2)VT)] : (2.23)

20ne can check that Q? and Q2 commute. Note also that there is no issue of boundary terms for this £ since Q2

and Q2 contain no -derivatives.



In fact J can be expressed as J = —i£y™EV,,. The zeromode equations J® = 0, 7% = 0 can
be reduced to ODEs for functions of # by assuming that ®,®’ have definite ¢ and 7-momenta. The
resulting ODEs actually need not be solved explicitly, but the behavior of the solutions at § = 0 and

7/2 are important. They are summarized as follows.

® =)™ cker(J) = D(9) ~ (sin)P " (cosh) ",
' = &/ (0)e™ T cker(J) = D'(0) ~ (sin €)™ P (cos )" . (2.24)
In the absence of the vortex loop one should require m,n < 0 and m’,n’ > 0 so that the zeromodes

are regular. The zeromodes all have definite eigenvalues of Q2 (2.9). By multiplying all the eigenvalues

we obtain
m/ n' . r—2(1 1
Ly wso % + 5% +ic =15 <? + Z)

; 1 1
Mnnso %+ +io = 5(}+1)

Afloop = (2.25)

By introducing b = (6/@)%, Q=b+b1, 6= \/670 and neglecting sign factors, this can be expressed

in terms of the double sine function s(x).

b+nb~t +ig — L(r—2 (1 -
Atloop = H mer < .A2(g ) = 3b<2( T)Q_a')7
maso  MbHnbTh—i6 + 3 2
b+nb~! —iz+ ¢
se) = [ oo 2 (2.26)
m’nzomb—knb_l—i-zx—i-g

See [21,22] for more detail on the function s(z).

In the presence of a vortex loop with non-integer /3, not only the zeromodes (2.24) but all the
eigenfunctions of JJ or JJ, which are the natural basis wavefunctions of H or H', behave as
fractional power of § near § = 0 [23]. In this case, the simplest boundary condition requiring the
wavefunctions of both H and H’ to vanish at § = 0 is inconsistent for the following reason. In order
for the Q-transformation to be well-defined, the Hilbert spaces H, H' need to satisfy

JHCH, JH CH. (2.27)

Also, the operators J,J contain #-derivatives which generically lower the power of § by 1. Suppose
a wavefunction ® € H vanishes as 67 (0 <y < 1) near § = 0. Then J®, if nonzero, would have to be
in #' and diverge as ~(=) at # = 0. Similar argument holds with the role of # and H’ exchanged.

As was proposed in [23] for a similar problem in two dimensions, there are two consistent boundary

conditions for chiral multiplet fields at 6 = 0.
BC1l. & € #H is finite. ® € H' may diverge mildly but J®’ is finite.
BC2. &' ¢ H'is finite. ® € H may diverge mildly but J® is finite.

The mild divergence here means the behavior #~7 (0 < v < 1), which is not forbidden by the

normalizability of wavefunctions. Note that “is finite” can be replaced by “vanishes” for non-integer

3.



Let us compute Aj_jo0p for the chiral multiplet in the presence of a vortex loop. First, under the
boundary condition BC1, the physical zeromodes of 7, J are those in (2.24) with

B—m>0, —-n>0; m —B>-1, n'>0.

The first and the third inequalities are equivalent to m < |3] and m’ > |3]. These zeromodes all
have definite Q?-eigenvalues which are now -dependent. By multiplying all of them one obtains the
one-loop determinant of a chiral multiplet on a vortex background:

i(l—r)Q

BCl1 — Al-loop - Sb( 2

—&—wﬁ+wmo. (2.28)

The computation is similar for the boundary condition BC2. In this case, the integers m, m’ in (2.24)
are bounded as 8 —m > —1 and m’ — 8 > 0, or equivalently m < [8] and m/ > [].

i(l—7r)Q

BC2 — Al-loop - Sb( 2

—&—z‘bﬁﬂ'b[m). (2.29)

Note that Ajje0p is a periodic function of 8 for both boundary conditions. This is a consequence of
large gauge invariance.
The above result can be easily generalized to the theory of chiral multiplet in a representation A

of the gauge group G. The one-loop determinant is then given by a product over weights p of A.

Coon(®) = [Ln(522 — e+ ib8) + blu- ). (2.30)
I

Here [- - -] is the floor or ceiling functions depending on the choice of boundary condition.

One-loop determinants: vectormultiplet. Let us next study the integration over fluctuations of
vectormultiplet fields around a saddle point (2.18). In what follows we denote the saddle-point value
of a field ® by (®) and its fluctuation by 6®. As in [23], we first introduce the Faddeev-Popov ghost
¢, antighost ¢ and an auxiliary field B and then move to cohomological variables.

The system of physical fields and ghosts has a nilpotent BRST symmetry Qg. It acts on all the

physical fields as gauge transformation with parameter ¢, whereas the ghost fields transform as
Qpc=ic?, Qpé=B, QpB=0. (2.31)
It is also known from [24] that if we set
Qc= —5(0 - ivam), Qc=0, QB=iv"0,c+ i[(a — " An) , E], (2.32)
then the combined supercharge Q = Q + Qg acts on all the fields as
Q? = iL, +ilo — v Ay — %(% + %)RU(D . (2.33)

One may use Q as the localizing supercharge and study its action on the fluctuation of fields under
linear approximation. The problem thus becomes essentially the same as that of path-integral over

matter fields coupled to a fixed vectormultiplet field.

10



We next move from (6A,,,50,\,X\,0D; ¢,¢ B) to cohomological variables. They are given by 3

Grassmann-even plus 3 Grassmann-odd adjoint scalars

A+ = é.fymf ' 5Ama c,
A= gfymg : 5Ama ¢,
Ay = E™ME - 5A,, A=EXN+EN, (2.34)

and their Q-Superpartners. It is straightforward to check that the change of variables is invertible and

the Jacobian is trivial. The one-loop determinant for a vectormultiplet is thus given by

(2.35)

1-loop — =

R 1
. B < Det(Q2)H(a)@H(c)®H(A) >2

Det (Q?) (A, )em(A)aH(A)

Since A, have R-charge £2 and A,, ¢, ¢, A have R-charge 0, this actually equals the one-loop determi-
nant for an adjoint chiral multiplet with r = 2.

In the presence of a vortex loop at § = 0, the Cartan part of £Y"€A,, and £yMEA,, diverge as
0~! but £4yMEA,, is finite. It is therefore natural to allow mild divergence for A, but require A4, to be

finite at # = 0. Also, the cohomological variables transform under Q as
QA, ~ iEx+iJe, Qe = B,
QA ~ —ifx+iJec, Qc ~ —60 +iA,,

QA, ~ %(fA—{S\)—I—ﬁvc—i[vm(Am), ], Qa

1

12

25<D - %) FiTA, —iJA + %Av,

where ~ stands for the equality up to linear order in the fluctuation. This implies the relations among

Hilbert spaces

HA) = H(A,.cA) == H(A)

J J
So we require ¢, A and ¢ be finite at 8 = 0 as well. We thus conclude that, as far as the computation of
one-loop determinant is concerned, a vectormultiplet is equivalent to an adjoint chiral multiplet with
r = 2 obeying BC2.

Partition function and vortex loop VEVs. Now we are ready to present exact formulae for

supersymmetric observables on an ellipsoid. First, the partition function can be expressed as [19]
1 ra —S AV AS
Z = W d'ge " 2 1-loop " “1-loop> (236)

where 7 = rk(G) and W is the Weyl group of G. S is the sum of the classical FI and CS actions

evaluated at saddle points,
Spr = 2miC6,  Scs = —inkTr(67), (2.37)

11



where ¢ = \/7 00 ¢ is the dimensionless FI coupling. The one-loop determinants A} in the absence

1-loop
of vortex loop take the following form

Ctoop(3=0) = Hsb(“l‘TﬂQ —pes).

1-loop (B H 3b<—— — Q- ) = H 2sinh(wba- ) - 2sinh(rb Lo 6), (2.38)
acAt
where A is the set of roots and AT the set of positive roots.

The expectation value of a vortex loop can be expressed in a similar way,

<V5> ‘WK’/dra-e_S op A1 loop(ﬁ) A1 loop(ﬁ) A1 loop(ﬂ) (239)

where Wk is the Weyl group of K (the centralizer of () or equivalently the subgroup of W which
leaves B invariant. We also separate the one-loop determinant of chiral multiplets according to the
type of boundary conditions. We notice that the classical actions (2.19) remain the same as (2.37) if
one redefines 6 +ibf as 6. Under the same redefinition of &, the one-loop determinants for vector and

chiral multiplets become

Voo = T (-5 — a6+ df0-51),

aEA

Alloop(ﬁ) = H3b< 1—r —,u-é’—i—z’bm-ﬁj),

(1 —r) o
A1 100p(ﬁ) = H8b< _,UO"FZb(,Uﬂ-D (240)
Since the double sine function satisfies
M = <2 smhwb(az + ZQ)) , (2.41)
sp(z)

the one-loop determinants (2.40) essentially differ from those at 5 = 0 only by a product of sinh

functions. Thus the expectation value of a vortex loop can be expressed as
1 . _S§ N
<Vﬁ> = W /dTO'G : A\ll—loopASl:—loop : VB(U)v (242)

where S and AY*

which encodes the effects of insertion of a vortex loop.

4%
Vio) = o V() ViH6) Vi)
’W’ A‘lfloop(/B) A'illoop(/B) A(1:2100p(5)

— . 2.43
Wil AL, (0) A (0) AR, (0) (2.43)

1-loop
Note that, since we have redefined &, the contour of integration is now & € h+ib3. In the following

1loop are the same as those in the partition function (2.36), and V() is the function

we will assume that it can be brought back to h without problem. This is the case for pure YM-CS
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theories since AY,,, (53) has no poles. For theories with chiral multiplets this would lead to constraints
on their R-charges r, representation A as well as § which we will not go into details.

Using Weyl group, generic 8 can be brought into a Weyl chamber so that «-5 > 0 for all positive
roots «. For non-generic 5 one has «-f > 0 for all positive roots a but a.8 = 0 for some «,
corresponding to the enhanced unbroken symmetry K. In what follows we make further simplifying

assumption that 5 is small:
—1l<a-f<1 forallroots a, —1l<p-B<1 forall weights pu. (2.44)

Then V3(6) is the product of the following functions.

Vi) = H <2Sinh7rboz-6’>_,
a-B>0

VBCI((}) = H 281nh7rb<,u a—l—@)
w-B<0

Vﬁcz(c}) = H (2 sinh Wb(u-c} - M))_l . (2.45)
e B>0 2

Here we neglected all the signs and powers of i’s which can be absorbed into redefinition of the loop
operator.
In the following sections we test the above formulae against several consistency checks. In fact, we

will find that all these formulae need to be corrected.

3 Pure Chern-Simons theories

The (bosonic) CS theory is a topological field theory which provides a physical description of a wide
class of topological invariants associated to knots or links in 3-manifolds or the manifolds themselves.
The theory was exactly solved in [25] by using non-perturbative methods and its relation to 2D
conformal field theory with G symmetry.

N = 2 pure CS theories are essentially the same as the bosonic CS theories, because all the
vectormultiplet fields except for the gauge field A,, are auxiliary fields. Some of the known formulae
for observables in the bosonic CS theory can be reproduced using the results of the previous section.

For example, the ellipsoid partition function of A" = 2 CS theories is given by the following integral

= W /d’” imkTr(5?) H 2sinh(mba-6) - 2sinh(7b la-4). (3.1)

aceAt

The result of [25] for the sphere partition function can be reproduced up to overall coefficients by

setting b = 1 and performing explicit -integration with the help of Weyl’s denominator formula

H 2sinh(ra-6) = Z e(w)ermv(P): o, (3.2)

acAt weW
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where p = %ZaeA+ a is the Weyl vector and e(w) = =£1 is the parity of w € W. Likewise, the

expectation value of an unknot can be reproduced as that of a BPS Wilson loop in N' = 2 theory,
WA(C) = TrpP expz’jg (Apv™ +io)adt , (3.3)
C

where a is an arbitrary real constant and C' is an integral curve of %xm = av™(x). As an example,
take C' = S(lT) oriented in the increasing direction of 7 (which is opposite to the direction of v™).
The Wilson loop expectation value is then given by an integral of the form (3.1) with an additional

insertion of R
> wew e(w)ezmv(m—)\) 7

Wi(E) =T 210 —
\o) rAc [Ioca+ 2sinh -G

(3.4)

Here X is the highest weight of the representation A. Also, hereafter we will use a new dimensionless
field &
o =0b6 =0, (3.5)

which is more suitable than & for the discussion of circular vortex loops of radius £.

An important remark is in order. Many exact formulae for observables in bosonic CS theory
depends on the CS coupling through the combination k + h", where h" is the dual Coxeter number
of G. This can be understood as a perturbative correction at one-loop. But such shift of & does not
occur in NV = 2 CS theories due to the presence of auxiliary fields [26]. Later we will encounter a
similar difference between bosonic and N = 2 theories concerning the shift of the label A\ of Wilson
loops [14].

3.1 Equivalence of Wilson and vortex loops

An interesting fact known in bosonic CS theories is that vortex loops are equivalent to Wilson loops in
the representation with the highest weight A = k3/2. We will first review how the equivalence works

in bosonic CS theories, and then attempt to reproduce it in A/ = 2 supersymmetric setting.

Quantization of (co)adjoint orbits. It is known that, for every irreducible representation A of
a compact group G, there is a symplectic manifold (M,w) which gives A as the Hilbert space of its
geometric quantization. Using this, one can express a Wilson loop for arbitrary G and A by a suitable
quantum mechanics on the loop interacting with the bulk gauge field. We summarize the basic idea
here by going through one simple example. For more details of geometric quantization, see [27,28].
Let us take G = SU(2) and A = spin-s representation. The symplectic manifold for this case is
M = S? and the symplectic form w = hssin §dfdy, where 0, ¢ are the usual polar coordinates. We will

keep the h-dependence of various formulae for the next few paragraphs. The Hamiltonian functions
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(moment maps) and corresponding vector fields generating SU(2) symmetry are given by

P! = —Hhs sin 6 cos ¢, X(Pl) = —sin 90% — cot 0 cos 90%7

P? = —hs sinfsin o, X (P?) =+ cos (’0% — cot@singo%,

0

P3 = —hs cos¥, X(P?) = 95

(3.6)

They are related to each other by dP® + 1x(payw = 0. The Poisson bracket on this M is such that

1
— pPe Pb — abcPc‘
{(107 9} 718 Sin 07 { ) } €

In geometric quantization, Hilbert space is constructed in two steps. The first step, called prequan-
tization, defines a map from functions f,g,--- on M to operators f ,J, -+ acting on certain Hilbert

space H of wave functions by the formula

f = —ihX(f) —ux(pd + f. (3.7)

Here 9 is a one-form satisfying d¢ = w, which is necessary in order that {f1, fo} = f3 lead to
[ fl, fg] = z'hfg. But such a 1 exists in general only locally. This makes the wave functions not
ordinary functions on M but sections of a line bundle B, called prequantum bundle, with connection
V =d — ih~ 9. The symplectic form w is then subject to the quantization condition

c1(B) = [2:—71] c H2(M.,Z).

In the present case it gives f 52 % =2s €.

The second step is to choose an integrable Lagrangian subbundle P of TMC called polarization
and require the quantum wave functions to be covariantly constant along P. This is the generalization
of the familiar fact that wave functions depend only on half of the phase space coordinates, and
the complexification is to accommodate generalizations of coherent state quantization of harmonic
oscillator. Various choice of P is possible for a given (M, w), but for a Kéhler manifold M a particularly
convenient one is in which the quantum wave functions depend only on holomorphic coordinates.
For the present example, M = S? can be covered by two coordinate patches z = tangew and
w = cot ge_w = 2~ !. In the gauge

zdz w dw

9 = —2ihs—2 Y
142z’ ] T

79[2} = —2ths

quantum wave functions ¥ are holomorphic functions in the respective coordinate patches. Moreover,
Ui, and Wy, are related by Wy, = z_zs\I’[z], so they are both polynomials of degree < 2s. Quantum
Hilbert space thus becomes (2s + 1)-dimensional as required for the spin-s representation.

The above simple problem can also be studied using path integral formalism [29]. The appropriate

Lagrangian for the quantum mechanics of § and ¢ is (hereafter we are back in 7 = 1 units)
L= —scosfp+~vp, (3.8)
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where v is a constant satisfying the quantization condition s ++v € Z. Note that the first term in (3.8)
gives the correct Poisson bracket of § and ¢ in the same way that {q,p} = 1 follows from L = pq. The
second term and quantization condition are necessary for exp(i [ dtL) to be a continuous functional
of the path {6(¢),¢(t)}. It can be understood by thinking of continuous deformations of a path such
that its winding number around the points 8 = 0 or 7 jumps.

For v = —s the above L and P can be expressed as
L=2iTr(A\g"'g), P*=Tr(\g ' c%), (3.9)

where ¢% are Pauli’s matrices and A, g are the following 2 x 2 matrices.

i 0 —ip 0

s sin? e “cos2
A=2-03 g¢g= . 2 2. (3.10)

2 —e* cos 2 sin 2

2 2

Using these quantities, one can express the Wilson loop as a path integral of a quantum mechanical

system coupled to the 3D gauge field.
Wy (C) = TraPexp <z}1§ dz™ A7, T“)
C
= /Dgexp/dtTr(—Z/\g_l(g—ix'mAmg)). (3.11)

The S? in the above discussion is the simplest example of adjoint orbit>. The adjoint orbit of a
Lie algebra element A € g = Lie(G) is defined by

Adg(N\) = {grg7'|g e G} (3.12)

The irreducible representation of a Lie group with highest weight A can be obtained from geometric
quantization of the adjoint orbit Adg (), where the weight A € h* and the Lie algebra element A € b
are identified via

Ao =2Tr(\o). (Vo € b) (3.13)

The formula (3.11) works for arbitrary gauge groups and representations. General properties of adjoint

orbits will be discussed in more detail later.

Boundary terms in CS theories revisited. In the previous section we determined the boundary
term for the CS action (2.17) from SUSY invariance. We are now in a position to argue this was
not enough, and explain what needs to be added. Our argument is based on [13,30] which carefully
studied the canonical quantization of CS theories.

For simplicity, let us first consider the theory on R? with a BPS vortex line satisfying (2.11), (2.12)
lying along the z3-axis. So M is an R? with the tubular neighborhood of the vortex line removed.

We use t for the coordinate along the vortex line and the polar coordinate r, ¢ for the transverse two

3Throughout this paper we work with the natural identification of adjoint and coadjoint orbits.
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dimensions, so that M is the cylinder at r = e parameterized by ¢,t. Our formula (2.17) for the

boundary term for N' = 2 CS theory becomes in this case

ik
Scsp = —— [ dpdtTr [ASD(At - 22‘0)} . (3.14)
’ 47 OM
Let us examine if the variational problem is well-defined under this choice of boundary term.
Recall that the variation of the bosonic CS action gives
ik 21 ik ik
6Scs = 68— [ Tr(AdA—-TA%) L = = | Tr(JAANF)+-— [ Tr(6ANA). 3.15
S {47T/M r( 3 )} 2T M ( )+47T/8M r( ) ( )

The first term in the RHS vanishes due to the equation of motion F' = 0. The second term can be
rewritten as "

S dpdrTe(64,4, - A54,).

47 OM
The variational problem becomes well-defined by requiring that one of the two gauge field components
Ay, Ay vanish on OM. Alternatively, one can specify nonzero boundary value for A; by adding a

boundary term

Scsp = — — d(pdtTl“(A@At), (3.16)
A Jom

which is in fact a part of (3.14). Somewhat confusingly, the boundary term for specifying A, is
different from this Scg g by minus sign. One can indeed check §(Scs + Scs ) vanishes if F' = 0 holds
in the bulk and 6A4; = 0 on the boundary. Also, the addition of (3.16) has an effect of changing the
bulk Lagrangian

Los = = Tr(Apd = Adg+o0) — Log =1

= —ﬂTr(2A¢At ),

where the dots above A;, A, stand for r-derivatives. Therefore, if the theory is radially quantized
with the Lagrangian L{q, A; plays the role of canonical coordinate and A, the momentum. The wave
functions describing states on equal-r surfaces are functionals of A;. This is in accord with the fact
that one can set the value of A; on the boundary at will.

Suppose that, instead of vortex singularity, a quantum mechanics with G symmetry is introduced
along the z3-axis. Let Sqm be the action describing the quantum mechanics interacting with the
G-gauge field A; in the bulk R3. Then one can define a 1D-3D coupled system by the path integral
of edcs—5cs,B=Sam with respect to the quantum mechanical variables and the 3D gauge field. The
boundary term which is appropriate for this construction is again (3.16).

Now that we have already chosen (3.16) as the boundary term, what can we do to impose the

boundary condition on A,? The answer is simply to set

Som = —ik‘/dt Tl“(ﬁAt). (3.17)
Then the variation of the whole action
5(Scs + Scs.p + Squ) = & / Te(6A A F) - & / dpdt Tr(4,64;) — ik / dt Tr(B5A,)
’ 2 M 2 oM
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$ as an equation of motion. Furthermore, according to [13] one should average the
-1

gives ASD‘ o =
boundary condition over the orbit of 5, namely to modify the boundary condition as A¢| o = 989
for a t-dependent element g € G and integrate over g(t). This can be done by modifying Sqm as

follows:

Saqulgl = k’/dtﬂ@g_l(%g—i&g))- (3.18)

Here the kinetic term for ¢(¢) has been added to make Squm gauge-invariant. We thus arrived at
a description of vortex loops in terms of a quantum mechanics of g(¢) coupled to 3D gauge field.
Moreover, the quantum mechanics is the same as the one for the Wilson loops (3.11) if their parameters
A, B are related as

kB

\ = - (3.19)

So, in bosonic CS theory with coupling k, a vortex loop with vorticity 3 is equivalent to a Wilson loop
for the representation with the highest weight A = k/3/2. Note that this leads to a quantization of g

in CS theories.

Let us come back to the N/ = 2 CS theories on an ellipsoid with a BPS vortex loop along S(IT)
at # = 0. The supersymmetric boundary term is (2.17) instead of (3.14). The role of A, A, in the

previous discussion is now played by

14

To describe a vortex loop with vorticity 3, one needs to introduce

Som = k / drTr [ﬁe(mmm - a)} , (3.20)

1 1 ~ -
—v" A, = ZASO +-A., 00sinf cos O - w™A,, = { cos? HA, — /sin? A, .

or the averaged version

Somlgl =k / drTr [59‘1%9 + By (v Ay — J)g] : (3.21)

Note that we included o in these formulae to make Squ supersymmetric.

We believe that both of the above boundary terms lead to consistent descriptions of vortex loops.
The boundary term Squm (3.20) sets the boundary condition A, = § and leads to the definition of a
vortex loop by a singular behavior of the gauge field. On the other hand, the averaged version Squm/[g]
describes a vortex loop in terms of a quantum mechanics coupled to the bulk gauge field. In the latter
description of vortex loops, one usually does not assume singular behavior for the gauge field before
integrating out the quantum mechanical degrees of freedom. These may sound somewhat empirical,
but we would like to show in the following that the above two definitions indeed lead to the same

result for the expectation value of a vortex loop.

3.2 Path integral over fields with singularity

Here we compute the expectation value of a BPS vortex loop on an ellipsoid using the boundary term
without averaging, i.e. Squm (3.20). Its value on the saddle point (2.18) is
i

Som = —k‘/dT Tr [w(a +5 )} — _2nkTr(83) = —7kB-5.
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Note that we shifted o as explained after (2.39) and then used (3.13). This corrects our previous
formula for V(&) (2.43) and Vj(6) (2.45) as follows:

P LU vis et

Recall that § was gauge-rotated so that a- 8 > 0 for all the positive roots. Those which are orthogonal
to 3, if any, are the positive roots of the subgroup K C G left unbroken by the vortex loop.

We would like to compare this with the function Wy () (3.4) for a Wilson loop in the representation
A. We decompose the Weyl vector as p = px + p, where

1 .1
pK:§ Z «, ng . (
a€ellt

Af ={a e AT|a-A=0} ) (3.23)

It ={aeAt|a-A> 0}

Then

ZwEW/WK Zw,EWK E(M)E(w/)eQTFu)’(p—l—)\) cw(0)

[loca+ 2sinh -G
5 e, w2 ()47 (@)
K

[loea+ 2sinhma-w(o)

Wi(o) =

- >

weW /Wi
- Z 627r(5+>\)-w(8) HaEA;F{ ZS‘lnh Fa-w(i')
weEW/ Wk HQGA+ 2sinh ﬂa.w((;)

Z 27 (5 A) - w(3) 520
wEW Wi [Locr+ 2sinh ra-w(o)

where Wy was defined at (2.39).

The expectation values of a Wilson loop in a representation with highest weight A and a vortex loop
with vorticity 8 are given respectively by integrals of W) (o) and V(o) over h with a measure (2.42).
Inside such an integral, the summation over the images of W/Wy is the same as the multiplication
by [W|/[Wk]|. So the above result implies an equivalence between Wilson and vortex loops

Sk

V(o) ~ Wy (o) for A+p 5 (3.25)

Note that there is a correction to the rule of correspondence compared to that for bosonic theory
(3.19). This looks problematic because the trivial Wilson loop (A = 0) does not correspond to the
trivial vortex loop (8 = 0).

3.3 1D-3D coupled system

Next we study the description of a vortex loop using the averaged version (3.21) of the boundary term.
The quantization of (3.21) itself would give the representation with the highest weight A = k3/2,
because it is identical to the action (3.11) for the adjoint orbit quantization. We would like to do
something slightly different here. As the bulk CS theory was promoted to a 3D N = 2 theory, one
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can also promote the quantum mechanics on the vortex worldline to a 1D N = 2 SUSY theory. The
interaction between 1D and 3D fields can be chosen in such a way that the whole system is invariant
under a SUSY that acts on both 1D and 3D fields at the same time. The path integral of the combined

system can be performed exactly.

3.3.1 Adjoint orbits

We begin by summarizing basic properties of general adjoint orbits*. The adjoint orbit M = Adg(\)
for A € g can be viewed as the coset space M = G /K, where K is the centralizer of \:

Adg\) ={grg ' |ge G} =G/K, K={heG|h\h' =)} (3.26)

To describe mathematical properties of M, it is convenient to think of a map g(x) (z € M, g € G)
such as the SU(2)-valued function ¢(f, ) (3.10). The action of a Lie group element gy € G on M

translates into a coordinate transformation z™ — 2™ according to the relation

go-g(x) =g(a') - h(z,90)  (h(z,90) € K). (3.27)

As an infinitesimal version of this, multiplication of Lie algebra generators T® € g translates into the
action of vector fields X = X" (x)0p,,

X%(z) = —iT%g(x) +ig(x)H (x), (H(z) € t) (3.28)
where € C g is the Lie algebra of K. The corresponding moment map function P® is given by
P* =2Tr[\g~'T"]. (3.29)

It satisfies dP® + 1xaw = 0, where w is the G-invariant symplectic form on M called the Kirillov-
Kostant-Souriau 2-form.
w=—2iTr[A(g"'dg)?]. (3.30)

Next we turn to complex structures on M. Let n be the orthogonal complement of £ with respect to
the Killing form. We are interested in the cases where G/ K is reductive, that is when the decomposition
g = ¢ @ n is such that [¢,n] C n. Note that n is identified with the tangent space at A\ € M. To
define a complex structure J on M, one first needs a decomposition of n® into two subspaces ni
of definite eigenvalues of J. By transporting this decomposition of T\MC to all other points on M
by the action of G (3.27) one obtains an almost complex structure on M. It is integrable if the set
of holomorphic (or antiholomorphic) vector fields on M is closed under Lie bracket, which simply
amounts to [ng,ny] C ny.

Recall that A was chosen to be in a Cartan subalgebra b, and «-A > 0 for all the positive roots

a € A*. This leads to a decomposition g& = €€ @ n, @ n_, where

t“=p"® > (CE,+CE.,), n.=)» CE,, n_=)Y CE, (3.31)

aGA;L{ acllt a€ellt

4For more detailed reviews of the mathematical properties of adjoint orbits, see [31,32].
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and 1T was defined in (3.23). The symplectic form (3.30) is of type (1, 1) under the complex structure
thus defined, so M is a Kéhler manifold. Note that there are in general multiple complex structures

for a single coset space G/K. For example,
A1 = diag(1,1,0,0,0,—1,—1), Ao = diag(3,3,0,0,—2,—2,—2)

both break G = SU(7) to K = SU(3) x SU(2)? x U(1)? but lead to different complex structures on
G/K.

A useful fact is that G/K can be thought of as the flag manifold G€/P, where P is a parabolic
subgroup of G corresponding to the Lie algebra £© @ n_. (When K equals a maximal torus of G, P is
called Borel subgroup.) This implies that any complex coordinate on N, the Lie group corresponding
to ny, can be used as a complex coordinate on M. Moreover, under such a choice of coordinate on M,

the vector fields X* (3.28) become holomorphic Killing vector fields which preserve the Kéhler metric
on M.

3.3.2 N =2 SUSY quantum mechanics on M

Let us now turn to the 1D N = 2 supersymmetric quantum mechanics with the target space M =
Adg (M) and its quantization. As M is Kéhler and we are gauging its isometry, we need chiral and
vectormultiplets.

Take a complex coordinate z! on M such that its metric and Kahler form are given in terms of
the Kéhler potential K(z, z) as follows.

; ; 0’K(2,2)

ds® = g;5(z, 2)dz'dz’ =gz, 2)dz' AdZ (2,2) = =5+ 3.32
S 911(z,2)dz'dz",  w=igis(2,2)dz"Adz"; 915(2, 2) 021057 ( )

The isometry of M is generated by holomorphic Killing vectors

0 =7 0

_ I J (=
Xa = Xa (Z)@ +Xa (Z)ﬁ
satisfying [X?, X?] = —f®¢X¢ To each X there is a corresponding moment map P¢ satisfying
dP® + 1xaw = 0, or in components

9, P = ig; X, ;P = —ig; X, (3.33)

Using ¢g;7 = 0;07K and the holomorphicity of Killing vector one can integrate these equalities to
determine P® up to constant shifts, which in turn can be fixed by requiring P® to transform in the

adjoint representation. For a suitable K, P* can be written as
P = —iXY9 K =iXV9;K . (3.34)

A (1D) vectormultiplet consists of a gauge field A;, bosons o, D and fermions A, A transforming as

QA, = %(65\ 4, QA=e(—iVio—D), QD= %vt(a _ ) - %[0, e —ell,
Qo = %( A48, QA= E(—iVyo + D), (3.35)



where €, € are Grassmann-even constant SUSY parameters. All the fields are Lie algebra valued, so

one can express them using the set of generators T% as follows.
At = A?Taa g = O'aTa, etc. ([Ta, Tb] = ’L'fabcTC>

The complex coordinates z! on M are promoted to chiral multiplets. Each chiral multiplet consists of

a boson 2! and its superpartner x!. They transform as
Q' = e/, QX' = —ie(Viz' —io® X)), Viz' =31 4+ AT XY,
Q' =&/,  Qv/=—ie(Viz' —io"XY), V2 =2+ APX (3.36)
The SUSY-invariant kinetic Lagrangian for the chiral multiplets is given by
Liin = 97ViZ' Vi 4 g7 XY XY 0% 4 iD P — g, XN + g A X
- igIJXthXI + QIJXjaKXaIUaXK + 917, K)ZanKUaXIa
Vix' = X'+ AP0 X" + T, Viz" X" (3.37)
Another invariant can be constructed using the one-form ¥ = 9,;dz’ + 9;dz’ satisfying dv = w.
Liop = g — i, (VtzI - z'a“X‘“) — iz?,j(Vth - ia“X“j)
= igixX'X — iV +053) — (6% + i A?)PY. (3.38)
What we actually need to do is to gauge the isometry of the adjoint orbit M by the 3D gauge

field and not by an independent 1D vector field. To do this in a supersymmetric manner, we recall

the transformation rule of cohomological variables constructed from the 3D vectormultiplet fields.

Qv An) = LA -8, QUEN="Vo— D, QD= "VEd +EN)
Qr= L -, QUEN)="V,0 4 D. Fol AN (3.39)

Here D = D — %0 + %éymngan. By comparing this with (3.35) one finds that the 3D fields
_UmAm7 g, _g)‘u 55‘7 D

transform under the 3D SUSY in the same way that the 1D vectormultiplet transforms under 1D
SUSY with ¢ = € = 1. The 1D-3D coupling is thus obtained by identifying ¢ with ¢7, replacing the
vectormultiplet fields in (3.37), (3.38) by the above 3D fields and regarding Q®P) + QE::D;:n as the
SUSY of the total system. Recalling (3.29) and (3.30) one finds that the bosonic part of Lo, (3.38)
agrees precisely with the action Sqm(g] (3.21) for the quantum mechanics on vortex loops, and the
fermions appear in Lo, as auxiliary fields.

The Lagrangians Lo, and Ly, play a role similar to that of Scg and Syy for the 3D gauge field.
First, the fermions y’, ¥’/ are auxiliary variables in the theory without Lii,. Second, Liop = QUiop

but W,, depends on the components of ¥
\I’top = Q9IXI + ﬁijv

which are defined only up to (Kéhler) gauge transformations. As a consequence, Ly, takes different

nonzero values on different saddle points, whereas Ly;, vanishes at every saddle point.
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Witten index. Let us compute the Witten index, i.e. the S' partition function of the quantum
mechanics on a vortex loop. It is a SUSY quantum mechanics with the target space M = Adg(\)
coupled to 3D vectormultiplet field. The 3D fields are fixed at a saddle point (2.18) with 5 = 0. So
we only need to study the 1D theory defined by (3.36), (3.37) and (3.38) with all the vectormultiplet
fields turned off except for constant o, which we may assume to be in b.

According to (3.36), the saddle point condition for our quantum mechanics is

ot XY =, 7 — 0" XY = 0.
In terms of the original coordinate g on M, these become

a . _
(97 D —Jo,grg7 Y = 0.

If o and the periodicity of ¢ take generic values, this can only be solved by requiring the two terms on

l'is a constant element of h at saddle points. Since \ is also

the LHS vanish independently. So, gAg™
an element of h, ghg~—! has to be an image of X\ under Weyl group.
Let us study the saddle point g = id (gAg~! = \) in detail. The neighborhood of this point can

be covered by a local complex coordinate system z® such that
g =expi Z (2%Eq + 2°E_,). (3.40)
aellt
Then the Kéhler form and metric around this point are approximately given by
Wi Y gaadz® AdZ%, gaa = 20-aTr(EoE_o). (3.41)
a€ellt

Note the positive definiteness of the metric. The moment map and the Killing vector corresponding
to o = 0;H; € b read

. 0 .0
oiP; ~ X0 — Z (-0)2°Z%Gaa, 0;X; = —1 Z a-a(za@ — zaﬁ), (3.42)
a€cllt a€cllt

where we used [H;, E,| = a;E,. Note that the expression for the Killing vector is exact. The value of
the action (the integral of Liop) on this saddle point is

€_SQM — e27r€)\-o — e27r)\-o ) (343)

The one-loop determinant Aj_j,0p at this saddle point can be computed using the SUSY-exact localizing

Lagrangian Ly;,, which takes the approximate form
Lgn >~ Y ga@{éaz“ + (a-0)22%2% — ix*x® — z‘(a.a)xaxa}. (3.44)
a€ellt

The Gaussian integration over z® and x® can be easily performed using det(% + w) = 2sinh mlw (if
t ~ t+ 27l). The contribution of this saddle point finally becomes

e27r)\ .o

e~Sam . A1—loop (3-45)

GAg—1=X [Loern+ 2sinh .0
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Other saddle points are all characterized by the equation gAg~" = w()) for some element w of the
Weyl group. Their contribution can be computed by repeating the above steps with the replacement
A — w(A). But once this replacement is made, the set of positive roots also needs to be redefined so
that a-w(A) > 0 for all a € AZ;OW). So the contribution from other saddle points are obtained from
(3.45) by replacing A — w(\) and o — w(c), or more simply by the replacement @ — w™!(z). The full
partition function is thus obtained by summing over different saddle points labeled by w € W/Wk-.

The index finally becomes

I(o) = /D[z,x]exp(—SQM)

Z 27X w(?) 5.0
wEW Wi [locr+ 2sinh ma-w(a)

Comparison of the results. The functions V() (3.22) and I)(7) are to be integrated over h with
a Wh-invariant measure (2.42) to give the expectation value of a vortex loop defined in two different
ways. Taking account of the fact that the sum over the Weyl images is redundant inside the integral,

one finds

kp
=5
This gives a precise correspondence between the two definitions of a BPS vortex loop, namely the
boundary condition A, = § versus an N = 2 SUSY quantum mechanics with the target M = Adg(\).

On the other hand, the insertion of a BPS Wilson loop in the representation with the highest weight

V(o) ~ I\(0) for A (3.47)

A is described by Trye?™ = W, (@) (3.24). This function can be reproduced from a non-supersymmetric
quantum mechanics with the target M = Adg(\) and the action (3.11). Our computation shows that
the partition functions of the bosonic and supersymmetric quantum mechanics with the same target
M = Adg(A) are slightly different:

() = Wh_5(5). (3.48)

Similar shift of parameter was noticed and studied in some earlier works [14,33]. This result may
look strange since the bosonic model was supersymmetrized by adding fermions as auxiliary fields.
However, when computing I, we perturbed the theory further by Li;,, and as a consequence the
fermions became dynamical. In fact, the problem is similar to the evaluation of perturbative correction
to the CS coupling of SUSY YM-CS theory [26]. For the simplest case G = SU(2) it was shown by
an explicit one loop analysis that the added fermions give rise to a shift of the spin s by —1/2 [14].

3.4 Resolution of the unwanted parameter shift

As we have seen, there is a subtle difference between the bosonic and N' = 2 theories which appears
as the shift A — A — g in the formulae for observables. Here we would like to argue that one can
(and should) nevertheless relate the Wilson and vortex loops in N/ = 2 theory by the same formula
A = k3/2 as in bosonic theory. For this purpose, we need to explain the effect of the added fermions

in more detail.
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It is worth noting that the partition function I of the A/ = 2 SUSY quantum mechanics agrees
precisely with that of geometric quantization with the so-called metaplectic correction taken into
account. The importance of metaplectic correction is often skipped over, but when applied to the
system of harmonic oscillator, it gives the correct account of its zero-point energy from the requirement
of internal consistency alone. The origin of the metaplectic correction can be understood by studying
how the quantum Hilbert spaces corresponding to different polarizations are related to each other, and
in particular how the group of canonical transformations (the symplectic group) is represented. See
for example [27] for more detail. The upshot is that, if the quantum Hilbert spaces are constructed
from the space of sections of the prequantum bundle B, the symplectic group will be represented only
projectively. But it can be improved by replacing B by B® K/2, where K is the canonical bundle of
the target space M. Note that K does not always have a well-defined square root, and K2 may not
be unique even if it exists.

Let us calculate the metaplectic correction for the case M = Adg(A). Since the correction should
preserve the property of M as a homogeneous manifold with G-symmetry, it should at most modify
the parameter A. Take a function o;P; and the vector field 0;X; in (3.42), and consider the action of
the corresponding operator o;P; on quantum wave functions in the holomorphic polarization. Before

the metaplectic correction, o, P, is the following differential operator near z% = 0.

. 0 .
o, = —1 Z 0 X (8? — m?a> +o0;P;
a€ellt
_ _ . (e
= Ao Z (a-0)z pyet (3.49)
aellt
After the metaplectic correction, wave functions transform differently under infinitesimal coordinate

transformations. So the definition of the operator is also modified accordingly.

. . ya 8 . 18(0’ZXZa) .
o P = —1 Z |:0-in (8? —Z’L9a> +§87:| + o, B
a€cllt
— ot S o) = Y (ano) L (3.50)
= Ao 5 -0 a-0)z 5.0 .
acllt a€cllt

This shows that the shift A — A — p can indeed be explained by metaplectic correction.

Another important effect of the fermions in A/ = 2 SUSY quantum mechanics is the global anomaly
[15]. The fact that the highest weight A receives quantum correction implies that the G-symmetry of
the quantum mechanics may be anomalous, because A — p is not always a weight of G. The anomaly
arises from quantization of the fermions. Consider a theory with fermions x, x valued in linear spaces
Vr, Vi and a Lagrangian of the form

L=ixVix+---. (3.51)

Quantization of the fermions leads to the Hilbert space of fermionic states
Hr = det_%VF ® AVp. (3.52)

If V& represents a symmetry, then the symmetry has an anomaly unless det%VF gives a well-defined

one-dimensional representation. For AN/ = 2 SUSY non-linear sigma model (NLSM) with the target
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space M discussed in Section 3.3.2, the fermions y take values on the pull back of the holomorphic
tangent bundle T3 by the boson z. The Hilbert space of this model is thus identified with the space
of sections of the bundle

KY?2 @ ATy ® B. (3.53)

The model has an anomaly unless this is a well-defined vector bundle. Note the similarity of (3.53)
with the metaplectic correction. As an example, for the case M = S? with w = ssinfdfdy one can
show by canonical quantization that the Hilbert spaces of the bosonic and N = 2 supersymmetric
NLSMs are spanned by monopole harmonics [14]. They can therefore be decomposed into irreducible

representations of SU(2):

Hy=o = @ (spin s +n),

nEZZO
Hy=2 = [ EB (spin s — % + n)] <) [ EB (spin s + % +n) ) (3.54)
n€l>g boson n€Zxg fermion

Note that these Hilbert spaces are for NLSMs which have a mixture of the first and second order
kinetic terms for bosons. As the second order kinetic term is turned off, only the representation with
the lowest spin remains and others are all lifted up to extremely high energy. This is another way to
see the shift s — s —1/2.

The global anomaly in N’ = 2 SUSY quantum mechanics can be canceled by turning on a suitable

Wilson line [15]. This is because the introduction of a Wilson line with charge g,

exp <— /dtLWL> = exp <z’q/tht> ,

has an effect to shift the charge of all the states uniformly by ¢. In fact, Liop (3.38) can be regarded as
a Wilson line in which the pull back of 1 plays the role of A;. This can be used to cancel the unwanted
shift of A while maintaining the relation A = k3/2. We define the BPS vortex loop with vorticity (3
by a 1D N = 2 SUSY quantum mechanics with the target M = Adg(\), A = kB/2 and the Wilson
line which precisely cancels the shift A\ — A — . As we will see in the next sections, this definition
turns out to be more convenient when describing the quantum mechanics on vortex loops in terms of

gauged linear sigma models.

An example: CPY~!. We close this section with one concrete example. Take G = SU(N) and

N-1 1 1y _N—-1 1 1
A:m<———,_-~w—ﬁ>eh, kB =m - diag(=——,— ., =1 ) €b. (3.55)

The corresponding adjoint orbit is CPY~! with the prequantum bundle B = O(m). The quantum
mechanical partition function is supposed to reproduce the character for the m-th symmetric tensor
representation of SU(N).

We start from the Euclidean action (3.21) for the vortex loop along S(lT) at 0 =0:

S:k/wﬂpf%%—mfﬁﬁ] (3.56)
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We assume that the values of the 3D vectormultiplet fields A, and & = fo are constant, and they take

the following diagonal form.
A, = diag(A2, ..., ANTL), o = diag(@°,--- ,aV ). (3.57)

Let Z = (Zy,--- ,Zn_1)" be the first column of g and Z = (Zy,--- , Zx_1) the first row of g~!. The

above action can be rewritten as

S=m er(di A, — 3)2, Z|? = 1. (3.58)

T

The field Z transforms as anti-fundamental of the SU(IN). One can regard it as the homogeneous

coordinate on CPN—L, In terms of 2! = Z; /Zy the above action can be further rewritten as
S = / ar {—z'w,szf L9V, E) — Aapa} : (3.59)

from which one can read off the 1-form ¢, Killing vector X and the moment map P?.

im 2'dz' — dz'Z!

9= it
2 142z 7
X0, =i(TH2" + T8, — Troz'2" — Tgez") 0y,
m r B
Pt = 1+ 2150 {(TG)IJZIZJ + (T 02" 4+ (T*)0s2" + (T“)Oo} : (3.60)

Here T% are N x N matrices representing the generators of SU(N), and I,J =1,--- ,N — 1.
The supersymmetrized theory has N saddle points. One of them corresponds to Z = (1,0,--- ,0),

and the others are all related to it by permutations of the N components. The classical value of the

action on this saddle point is 5 = _27Tm(30 + iAg)- The localizing Lagrangian near z’ = 7zl = 0 looks
like
N-1
Lkinzm |:{Z —ZA —AO I}{Z +Z AO Z}—|— - _/0.\0)2ZIZI
I=1
— XX A - AY) - (@ - &w}} . (3.61)

So the contribution to partition function from this saddle point is

N-1 Det[ (AL - AD) - (31—30)] -

e

et Det[( +i(AL — A0))? (31_30)2] T[S 2sinhr(@ — @)’

where & = o + 7A,. It depends holomorphically on u, which is as expected because we started from
the action (3.56). Summing up the contributions from all saddle points one obtains the full partition
function

N-1 ~I

27rmu

1)z 2sinh(u’ —a’)

s e2mA: w(w)
Dge™” = 3.62
/ 9¢ Z [locr+ 2sinh ma-w(u (362)

weW /Wi I=0
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This is not the character for the m-th symmetric tensor representation of SU(N). One way to fix the

mismatch would be to start with the orbit of A + p instead of A, where

N 1
N-1 1 1
Z o = —Z eO_eI) = <T’_§7’_§> (363)
ael‘[+ =1

In other words, replace m by m+ N/2 at the beginning. Our resolution is not to shift m, but to cancel

the anomaly by turning on the Wilson line with “charge” N/2.

4 GLSM on vortex loops

In the remaining sections we develop further the description of vortex loops as 1D-3D coupled systems
using gauged linear sigma models (GLSMs). These models generally have an independent 1D gauge
symmetry in addition to the (global) G symmetry that is gauged by the 3D vectormultiplet. We will
see that the Wilson line that cancels the global anomaly for this 1D gauge symmetry naturally resolves
the problem of the unwanted shift A — A\ — p

We begin by reviewing 1D N = 2 supersymmetric GLSMs and an exact formula for the Witten

indices.

4.1 1D N =2 SUSY GLSMs

A 1D NV = 2 supersymmetric GLSM consists of a vectormultiplet (A4;, o, A\, A, D) (3.35) for some gauge
group G and matter chiral multiplets (¢, 1) and Fermi multiplets (7, F') in some representations of G.
The fields in chiral and Fermi multiplets transform under SUSY as

Q¢ = e, QY = &(—iVip +iog),

Q¢ = &, Qv = e(—iVip — igo),

Qn=¢F +¢exr, QF = é(—iVn +ion — V),

Qi = €F + €k, QF = e(—iVyi) — ifjo — U). (4.1)

Here E is a composite field made only of chiral fields of the theory and W is its superpartner.
There are various Q-invariants which can be used for Lagrangian. First, there are kinetic terms

for the three multiplets,
Ly = Tr[(Vi0)? = iAV A + [0, \] + D?],
Lo = VigVid — i)V + ¢o°¢ — i¢ D¢ — ihoip — igA — ipAg,
L¢ = —inVyn +ifon — FF + EE — p¥ + U, (4.2)

Also, supersymmetric interaction terms of chiral multiplets (¢;, ;) and Fermi multiplets (n;, F;; E;)

can be constructed according to the formula:

Lint = Z <J1E + ) + Z <¢j 8(]5 771 + % 8(]5 772) (43)

i
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where J; is a composite of chiral fields such that ), J;F; = 0. This can be regarded as the F-term of
the Fermi multiplet with the lowest component (superpotential) W = % . Jin;. In addition, for U(1)
vectormultiplets, the Fayet-Iliopoulos term (with coupling ¢) and the Wilson line (with charge ¢) are
also invariant.

Ly = i¢D, Lwi, = —q(iAs + o). (4.4)

An important role of Wilson lines in 1D GLSMs is to cancel global anomaly. Sometimes Wilson lines
with fractional charges become necessary. For example, for a U(N) gauge theory with Nf fundamental
chirals, N, anti-fundamental chirals, fo fundamental Fermis and N, anti-fundamental Fermis, the

diagonal U (1) subgroup is anomaly free if the Wilson line with the following U (1) charge ¢ is added.

1 ~  ~
4 € —5(Ni— Nat Ni = N,) + 2. (4.5)

Witten index. A powerful formula for the Witten index of 1D N = 2 GLSMs was obtained in
[15]. The derivation uses the localization of path integral that follows from the Q-exactness of the
Lagrangians (4.2).

At saddle points, o and A; are mutually commuting constants and all other fields must vanish. One
can gauge-rotate o into a Cartan subalgebra b C Lie(G), and A; then takes values in the corresponding
maximal torus. The pair (o, A;) is further subject to the identification by the action of Weyl group
W. The space of saddle points thus becomes a real 2r-dimensional orbifold, where r = rk(G). It is
useful to define a complex coordinate u = o + iA; on this space. At this stage, one may also deform
the theory by gauging its global symmetry Gy by a background vectormultiplet © = 7 + z}zl\t satisfying
the saddle point condition. Also, for convenience we rescale all the fields and the coordinate ¢ so that
the time circle has unit radius.

The index can be obtained by evaluating the one-loop determinant A(u, %), multiplying by the
Wilson line e “WL and then integrating over u. Due to the fact that u is Q-closed but @ is not,
the index I(u) is expressed (up to an overall + sign) as a multiple contour integral of a holomorphic

function
(@) = _mlW' / du e SVLW Ay, 5),

H2sinh7r(a-u)H2sinh7r(1/,~-u+ Ui )

Au,u) = . 4.6
(%) HZsinhﬂ(,uj-u—l—ﬁj-ﬂ) (45)
J

Here (115, 1t;) runs over the weights of the representation of G x Gy furnished by chiral multiplets, and
similarly (v;,7;) is for the Fermi multiplets.

The contour integral can be performed using the operation called the Jeffrey-Kirwan (JK) residue,
which means that one only has to collect residue of the poles meeting certain requirement [34,35]. To
simplify the discussion, let us assume that all the poles of A are transverse intersection of r singular

hyperplanes. Each singular hyperplane is of the form
piou+fj-u =ik (ke€Z),
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and is labeled by a charge vector p; € h*. Now, the evaluation of JK-residue integral begins by
choosing an arbitrary reference charge vector 4 € h*. Then a pole contributes to the integral if §
is contained in the cone spanned by the r charge vectors labeling the pole. Note that the set of
poles contributing to the integral depends on the choice of §, but the final result of the integral is
independent of §.

The function A(u,u) has poles in the interior of the space of saddle points as well as at infinity. As
was studied in detail in [15], the residue of the pole at infinity may or may not contribute depending
on the choice of § as well as the value of the FI coupling ¢. In particular, they do not contribute if
§ is set equal to (, so it is customary to set § as such when studying Witten indices of 1D GLSMs.
Note that this implies that the Witten indices do depend on (¢ although the FI Lagrangian is Q-exact.
The GLSMs in general are known to exhibit different behavior depending on the values of {, and
accordingly the space of FI couplings is divided into several regions or “phases”. The index may jump

as ( is varied across phase boundaries. See [15] for more detail.

An example: CPV~!. The GLSM is given by a U(1) gauge theory with N chiral multiplets of
charge +1 and a positive FI coupling. We turn on the Wilson line with charge ¢ and gauge the flavor
SU(N) symmetry by a constant background vectormultiplet 2 = diag(u®,---,u™V~!). The Witten
index is then given by a contour integral

du e27rqu N-1 e27rqﬁ1

(@) i Hyz_ol 2sinh 7(u — 07) — [y 2sinhm(a’ —u’) (47)

The JK-residue integral picks up the contribution of all the N poles u = @!. Without the Wilson line,
the integrand is not invariant under a large gauge transformation v — u + ¢ for odd N. This is an
example of global anomaly. To obtain the character for the m-th symmetric tensor representation of
SU(N) one has to set ¢ = m+ N/2. We would like to view it as the model with ¢ = m whose anomaly
is canceled by the additional Wilson line with ¢ = N/2.

4.2 GLSM for vortex worldline quantum mechanics

Let us now turn to the SUSY quantum mechanics on the worldline of vortex loops. We first consider
the case where the 3D gauge theory is made of vectormultiplet only. So we take the 3D N = 2 CS
theory with G = SU(N) at level k, and put a vortex loop with

5 = dlag(ﬂl?)ﬂ]\/) = dlag( 5(1)7 75(1)75(2)7"'75(2)7"'7ﬁ(p)7"'75(p))7

ni ng np

Bay > Be) > > By (4.8)

which breaks G to K = S[U(n1) x --- x U(np)]. For later use let us introduce
No=0, Ni=ni;, No=ni+ng, --- Np:nl—l—---—l—np:N.

The quantum mechanics on the vortex worldline is a 1D A = 2 theory with a global symmetry
G = SU(N) which is gauged by the 3D vectormultiplet fields. Also, its Witten index should reproduce
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the corrected version of (3.46):

e2m 22 (A+p)iT:

V(@) = Vi(w(@)),  Vi(@) = —— (4.9)
wev%/:wx 8 B H5i>ﬁj 2sinh w(o; — 0;)
where W, Wy, p, 1T are defined around (3.23) and \, p are N-component vectors
A= (AL AN) = (A A1) 5 Ap)y A ) M) = kB »
—— ——
ni np
. - - . - . . . 1
p= (P, o) = (Pays Py = By P ) Pla) = §(N_Na — Ng-1). (410
—— ———
ni np
By noticing that each w € W/Wk is in one-to-one correspondence with a division of {1,---, N} into
subsets dy, - - ,dy of order |d,| = ng, (4.9) can also be written as the sum over divisions
2™ 22 (A+p)iT:
Vp(0) = (4.11)

{dl,z-:,dp} [La<y Iica, ljeq, 2sinh (3i = 75)°

The V() in (4.9) or (4.11) equals the character for the representation of SU(N) with the highest
weight A. The same character formulae work also for G = U(N) by relaxing the tracelessness condition
for o; and modifying the quantization condition for A;. To be more explicit, recall that we have
described the highest weights of SU(N) representations as N-component vectors A = (A1, ,An)
satisfying

N
i —Aj € Zsg (i > ), > xi=0.

So, A; are all equal modulo Z to m/N for some integer m which gives the charge of the representation
under the central subgroup Zy C SU(N). The highest weight of a U(N) representation is obtained

from that of an SU(N) representation A by a uniform shift of A\; to make them all integer.

A GLSM and its quiver representation. The GLSM for flag manifolds has been discussed in
many places; see [16,17] for example. Here we study the 1D N = 2 version of it. The models can
be conveniently described by the quiver diagram of Figure 1. It is a U(Np—1) X --- x U(N7) gauge
theory with N chiral multiplets in the anti-fundamental of U(N,_;) and one bi-fundamental chiral
multiplet for each neighboring pair of unitary groups, namely Ngi1 x N, of U(Ngy1) x U(N,) for
each a € {1,--- ,p — 2}. The FI couplings for the diagonal U(1)P~! are chosen to be all negative. In

addition, we turn on the following Wilson line for the U (1)P~!:

1

The first term in the formula for ¢, is needed so that the model agrees with the adjoint orbit quanti-
zation with A = k3/2. The second term is needed to cancel the global anomaly.
Let us denote the constant value of the U(N,) vectormultiplet fields at saddle points as

o 4id® = diag(uf®, -+ ,uy)).

31



Figure 1: The quiver diagram for a GLSM on a vortex loop. It has a 1D N = 2 vectormultiplet for
each node and a bifundamental chiral multiplet for each solid line connecting the neighboring nodes.

The shaded node represents the 3D gauge symmetry.

The index is then given by the JK residue integral of the holomorphic function

p—1 Ng p—1 Nqg
exp ( Z Z 27Tqauz(-a)> : H H 2sinh ﬂ(uga) - ug-a))

—Swr(u) ~ a=1i=1 a=1i#j

e A(u,0) = o . N N . (4.13)
H 2sinh 7(o; — ug-p_l)) H H H 2sinh W(uz(-aﬂ) - ug-a))
i=1 j=1 a=1 i=1 j=1

(a)
(2
residue integral. At some of the poles, they are determined according to the following steps. First,
(p—1)
J

so that the numerator of A is nonzero. Once {uga)}j:L...’Na are determined, then the values of
(a)

7

At each pole of A, the value of the variables u; ' are determined one by one through an iterated

each of u (j=1,---,Np_1) is set equal to one of {77, ,0n}. Their values must be all different

{ug-a_l) }j=1,..,N,_, are chosen in the same way as in the previous step, until all the u,”’ are determined
and a pole is thus specified. Each such pole corresponds to a division of {1,---, N} into subsets
di,--- ,dp of order |d,| = ng. There are Hg;i N,! different poles corresponding to the same division,
and they all have the same residue. As we will explain shortly, for negative FI couplings these are the
only poles which contribute to the JK-residue integral.

The index I(d) of the GLSM thus obtained is related to V(o) (4.9) as follows:
Va@) = 1(3) - IENT — 1(3) W, (5), (4.14)

where ¢ = k() — +N,_1. The index reproduces V3(c) precisely for G = SU(N). If the 3D gauge
group is G = U(N), the GLSM has to be accompanied by a Wilson line of charge ¢ for the diagonal
U(1) subgroup of U(N).

Detail of JK-residue integral (1). Here we explain some detail of the JK residue integral for our

a=lp ;1 the basis vectors for the space of charges. The

i=1,-,N.

present problem. Let us denote by {ega)}
singular hyperplanes of A (4.13) are then labeled by the charge vectors of the form

q; = —eg-p_l) or qz(-;-l) eiaH) - eg-a). (4.15)

The dimension of the space of charges is r = Zg;i N,.
(a)

At each pole, the values of u; ~ are determined one by one through an iterated residue integral. The
process can be regarded as if the u-variables are connected together into some trees each starting at one

of the g;’s. At the same time, a set IT of r charge vectors are chosen from (4.15), and all the basis vectors
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o

. are expressed as their linear combinations. As an example, take N = 4, (N3, No, N1) = (3,2,1)

and consider a pole

3)

31 :Ul ;
09 :uég) = u&z) = ugl),
04 :u§3) = uf). (4.16)

Then all the basis vectors ega)
(a1, a2 a3, 957, a%y i)}

are expressed as linear combinations of the 6 charge vectors in Il =

el = —qi,
o) = —qy, e =—g-q?, e =—q—q —qll,
ef) = —a;, e =—ay—aqfy. (4.17)

The form of the trees can be read from (4.16), and the relations (4.17) indicate how each uga) is

connected to one of the 7;’s by a unique path along the trees. In the above example, the elements of
IT always appear in the RHS of the relations (4.17) with negative coefficients because the trees have

grown only in the decreasing direction of a. Since the reference charge vector ¢§ is given by

p—1 N,
0= e (<0 (4.18)
a=1 i=1

it is a positive linear combination of the elements of II, and therefore the pole (4.16) contributes to
the JK-residue integral. The same argument applies to all the poles described in the paragraph after
(4.13): all of them contribute to the index since the corresponding trees extend only in the decreasing
direction of a.

In fact, A (4.13) has other poles corresponding to (i) trees with branchings or (ii) trees part of
which grow in the wrong direction. Both types of the poles have vanishing residues, but those of type
(ii) are also excluded by the rule of JK-residue. If parts of the trees grow in the wrong direction, some

elements of II appear in the expression for § with wrong sign.

Another GLSM. There is another GLSM whose Witten index reproduces V(o) (4.9) up to sign.
It has the gauge group U(Np_l) X -+« x U(Ny), where N, = N — N, with one bifundamental chiral
for each neighboring pair of unitary groups and N chirals in the fundamental of U(Nl). The model is
described by the quiver diagram of Figure 2. The p — 1 FI couplings are all chosen to be positive. In
addition, we need Wilson line with the U(1)?~! charge

Ga = k(Ba+1) — By) + 5(Nax1 — Na—1). (4.19)

N —

The index for this GLSM can be computed in the same way as in the previous model. It satisfies
(414) with q= k‘ﬁ(l) + %Nl
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Figure 2: The quiver diagram of another GLSM for the same flag manifold.

More alternatives. In addition to the two quiver theories presented above, there are two series of
alternative quiver theory realizations for the sigma model whose target is the same flag manifold. The
first is defined by the quiver diagram of Figure 3. In addition to the bifundamental chiral multiplets
for neighboring pairs of nodes, the theory has a Fermi multiplet in N;_; % ﬁs of U(Ns—1) x U(NS).
The FI couplings for the U(N,) are all negative while those for U(N,) are all positive. In addition,

we need the Wilson line with U(1)P~! charge

1
Ga = k(Ba) = Blat1)) + §(Na+1 — Ng-1), (a=1,---,5—1)
~ 1 -~ -
qa = k(ﬁ(a-ﬁ-l) - /B(a)) + §(Na+1 — Ng—1). (a =5, ,p—1) (4.20)

The index of the model satisfies (4.14) with ¢ = kBs) + %(Z\Nfs — Ng_1). This series interpolates the
previous two GLSM descriptions.

Figure 3: The quiver diagram describing a series of GLSMs for the same flag manifold. The dashed

line represents a bifundamental Fermi multiplet.

The second series of GLSMs is defined by the quiver diagrams of Figure 4 which have one more

node than the previous ones. The FI couplings for the U(N,) are all negative while those for U(N,)

are all positive. In addition, we need the Wilson line with the following U(1)? charges:

9o = k(Ba) — Blas1)) + %(NaJrl — No-1) (@ <s), gs=k(B) —Bs) + %

. 1, - ~ 5 1 -~
qa = k(ﬂ(a—l—l) - B(a)) + §(Na+l - Na—l) (CL > 3)7 qs = k(ﬂ(s—l—l) - /8*) + §(Ns+l + N5 — N), (421)

(N _Ns—l - N8)7

where 3, is a parameter which is constrained only by the anomaly cancellation condition. The index
of this model satisfies (4.14) with ¢ = kS, + %(NS — Ny). Note that the second series for 5 (4.8) can
be thought of as the first series for

B = dlag( 5(1)7 75(1) ) T 5(3)7 75(3) s Byt s B 5(3—1—1)7"' 75(3—1—1) ) T 5(;{7)7 7ﬁ(p) ) .

—_— —

ni Ns 0 Ns41 np

It is tempting to identify SB(,)’s as some kind of position coordinates. The formulae for gq,q,

suggest that the a-th gauge node (white node) corresponds to branes stretching between § = B(a) and
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Figure 4: Quivers for another series of GLSMs for the same flag manifold.

B = Bla+1)- One might also think that the position of the 3D gauge node (shaded node) should be
determined according to the value of B(,’s, but this is not the case. The bulk 3D U(N) gauge theory
has fields in the adjoint representation only, so there are no fields charged under the diagonal U (1)
subgroup of U(N). The expectation value of a vortex loop should therefore be invariant under the
uniform shift S,) — B(q) + ¢. As we will see in the next section, the situation changes when matters
in (anti-)fundamental representation of U(N) are introduced.

Let us briefly explain how these alternatives give the same flag manifolds as the space of classical
vacua, by taking the example for the Grassmannian Gr(n, N) = U(N)/(U(n) x U(N —n)). The usual
model is the U(n) gauge theory with N fundamental chiral multiplets A;; (i =1,--- ,n,I =1,--- | N),

as described by the quiver diagram of Figure 5 left. The classical vacuum equation is
> AirAry = (i,
I

where ( is the FI coupling for the diagonal U(1) subgroup of U(n). For ¢ > 0, each solution gives a
set of n orthonormal N-component complex vectors. The equivalence classes of solutions with respect

to U(n) define n-dimensional hyperplanes in C", and the space of such hyperplanes is Gr(n, N).

@—VN @—kN—»—@

Figure 5: The usual and alternative quivers of the GLSM for the Grassmannian Gr(n, N).

The alternative model is the U(n) x U(N — n) gauge theory with N chiral multiplets in the
fundamental of U(n), N chiral multiplets in the anti-fundamental of U (/N —n) and a Fermi multiplet
in the bifundamental of U(N — n) x U(n) as described by the quiver of Figure 5 right. Let us denote
the bottom components of these multiplets as

Ai[7 iju N3i (Z: 17 7naj: 17 7N_n7 I = 17 7N)

In the presence of the superpotential W =", iy A;1Brim;i, the classical vacuum equations are

Z AirArj = (64, Z BiBr; = —(65, AuBry=0,
T 7

where ¢, ¢ are the FI couplings for U(n) and U(N —n). If ( > 0 and ¢ < 0, each solution of these
equations defines an n-plane and a (N — n)-plane in CY that are orthogonal to each other. The space

of such pairs is again given by Gr(n, N).
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In view of the fact that many alternative GLSMs presented in this section give the same Witten

index and vacuum manifold, we suspect they are all dual to one another.

5 Theories with matters

Here we study vortex loops in 3D U(N) gauge theories with various matter chiral multiplets. The
path integral with respect to the added chiral multiplets on the vortex background modifies V(o)
(4.9) according to the formula in Section 2.2. We would like to find the corresponding modification of

the quiver GLSMs introduced in the last section.

Global symmetry of the 1D theory. For a vortex loop in a theory with chiral multiplets of real
mass m and R-charge r, the function V(o) will also depend on m,r and the squashing parameter
b. Since m is in a 3D vectormultiplet, m = ¢m appears in the 1D theory on the vortex worldline
according to the same rule as that for o. In fact, the other parameters r,b also appear in the 1D
theory through the background gauging of a specific global U(1) symmetry.

The 3D N = 2 theory on an ellipsoid has the translation symmetry U(1); x U(1), and the R-
symmetry U(1)gp)- The U(1), descends to the translation symmetry along the vortex loop, whereas
U(1), appears in the 1D theory as a global symmetry. The R-symmetry of the 1D N = 2 SUSY
theory should be a linear combination of U(1), and U(1)gsp) (and other abelian global symmetries
if there are any). However, the Witten index is independent of the assignment of this R-charge on
matters because the square of the 1D SUSY (3.35), (4.1) does not contain the R-symmetry. But the
index does depend on the charge assignments of the other non-R linear combination of U(1), and
U(1)r(3p), as we now explain.

The SUSY of the 3D theory on an ellipsoid squares to

Q) = %H + %M - % (% + %) Rsp) + i<0 + %AT + %ASD) +im,
where H and M are operators that act on dynamical fields as —iLp, and —iLy,, respectively. In section
3.3.2 we have made contact of this Qzp) with the 1D SUSY on the vortex worldline using the fact
that the cohomological variables transform under Qsp) like 1D N = 2 multiplets. So, let us study
the action of Q%?)D) on cohomological variables on top of the vortex worldline. As an example take
U = 9 (2.20) which is the superpartner of a chiral scalar ¢. With the understanding that H, M, R3p,

act only on a dynamical field ¥ and not &, one finds

2 RPN IR VO L (o4 L :
Q(?’D)\II‘G:O = ¢ {€H+ ZM 5\ 7 + 7 R(gD) +Z<U+ @AT> +m p Y
' 1 P .
= % {—87— + %(R(g]}) - 2M) + (O’ + ZAT) + m} v, (51)

Here we used Ly . = Ly, = %f and also that Ly, ¥ = 0 along the vortex worldline because ¥ is a

Lorentz scalar. The above computation works for all the cohomological variables. Thus the SUSY
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squared of the vortex worldline theory should take the form (here ¢ is the worldline coordinate of
period 27):

b
Q?lD) ~ =0+ %G + (6 +iA;) + m + (1D vectormultiplet fields),

G = R(3D) —2M. (52)

Note that G is a non-R global symmetry in the sense of both 3D and 1D. The interpretation of the
second term in the RHS is that the global U(1)g symmetry of the vortex worldline theory is gauged
by the background field: '

oS +iAf = % (5.3)

5.1 Adjoint representation

Let us first consider the case with an adjoint chiral multiplet with mass m and R-charge r. According
to the result of Section 2.2, the function V3 now consists of the contribution from vector and chiral
multiplets:
@) = Y Viw@E)VEw)). (5.4)
weEW /Wi
Here V(o) is given in (4.9) and

vste) = ] 25inh7r<8,- - ”bQ),

Bi>B; 2
V526) = [] (2sihn (5~ +m - w))_l, (5.5)
Bi>PB;

depending on the choice of boundary condition BC1 or BC2. Suitable 1D N = 2 SUSY theories
should reproduce these as the Witten index up to a freedom of additional Wilson lines. It is natural
to expect that such theories can be obtained by modifying the GLSMs introduced in the previous
section. We take the theory of Figure 3 as the starting point.

BC1. Let us consider a GLSM corresponding to the quiver diagram of Figure 6 which is obtained
by adding links to the quiver of Figure 3. The matters corresponding to the added links are charged
under U(1)g as well as U(1)y, corresponding to the 3D real mass. We denote their generators by G
and m.

The matter multiplets and their charges are as follows. Each gauge group has an adjoint chiral
multiplet with m = 1 and G = r. Each pair of neighboring nodes has a bifundamental chiral multiplet
with m = G = 0 and a bifundamental Fermi multiplet with m = 1,G = r. In addition, there is a
Fermi multiplet with m = G = 0 and a chiral multiplet with m = —1,G = —r in the bifundamental

of U(Ns_1) x U(Ny). The FI couplings are negative for U(N,) and positive for U(N,) gauge groups.
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Figure 6: The worldline theory for a vortex loop in 3D U(N) gauge theory with an adjoint chiral
multiplet (represented by a thick line) satisfying BC1.

The theory is free of global anomaly, so the charge of Wilson line is determined by the CS coupling
and (5 only.

Qa:k(ﬁ(a) _B(a—l—l))’ (azla"' 78_1)
Ga = k(ﬁ(a—i—l) - ﬁ(a)) (CL =S8 ,D— 1) (56)

However, when V() was re-defined in (4.9), we also included the Wilson line factor 2™ 22: Pi%i wwhich
cancels the global anomaly of the quiver theory for Figure 3. The added massive 1D matters bring
about another global anomaly, but it can be canceled by a Wilson line factor e=27 22i 7% Thus Vgl(ﬁ)
needs to be corrected by this Wilson line factor.

The Witten index is the JK-residue integral of the following one-loop determinant A multiplied
by the Wilson line with charges (5.6):

s—1 N (a) (a) p—1 N, (@) -
S o  2sinhnw(uw;’ —w; o  2sinhw(a; ' — a;
A = (2sinhi)” Ze N2 Ve TT (ui” —u;”) ()z :

a—1iz; 2sinh ﬂ(uga) — uga) +m) o= i£j 2sinh m(, il ﬂg +m)

. 13[ ﬁ ﬁ%mhﬂ( a™ — @l pm) NN oo gnna(@® — 5+ m)

a=s i=1 j=1 2sinh ( g\t ﬂ§a)) i=1j=1 2sinh 7T(~(-S) — (/J'\])

' 2sinh al—u(. D iy 52N Ne g ginh () — 0 1 i)

X

Zl;[l 131 2sinh 7(o; }_Il Zl_Il jl_Il 2 sinh 7 (u a+1) ug_a))

Ns N (S 1) ~(8)

2sinh(u; — ;)

X 7 , (5.7)

il 1;[ 2sinh(u (s 2 gs) m)

szr

where we used m = m + . In the limit m — —oo the one-loop determinants for the massive

multiplets turn into Wilson hnes. The above A then reduces to
exp( ﬂmZnanb) W1 (No—N,_1)(0)

times the A for the quiver GLSM of Figure 3 and a Wilson line factor that shift the charges (5.6)
back to (4.20). On the other hand, we will see in Section 6 that the 1D theory has an enhanced SUSY
when m = 0.

The above one-loop determinant A has more poles than the one corresponding to Figure 3 due to

the added chiral multiplets. However, as we explain in the next paragraph, none of those new poles
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contribute to the index according to the rule of JK-residue. This is in accordance with the fact that
V(@) (5.4) is given by a sum over elements of W/Wy as in pure CS theory. Once one accepts this
fact, it is straightforward to check that the index reproduces (5.4) for BC1.

Detail of JK-residue integral (2). Here we discuss some detail of the JK-residue integral with
the above A in the integrand. The space of charges is of dimension r = ZZ;} Ny + Zﬁ;i N, and
we denote its basis vectors by {ez(-a) }?::11 ’]f,:l, {éz(-a) }Z”::ls ’]%_1.

labeling the singular hyperplanes of A. The hyperplanes which are present before introducing the 3D

Let us first list the charge vectors

adjoint chiral multiplet are labeled by the charges

4o ez, gz, g = el o)

él('a) . é§'a—1)

The hyperplanes corresponding to the added chiral multiplets are labeled by

+ m, rij = e(-s_l) — é(s)

@ _ ga ( ) _

I m,

where we included the generator m of the U(1),, for convenience.

As in the previous example, the iterative residue integral at each pole determines the values of the

variables ug-a), &g-a) one by one. The process can be viewed as if those variables are linked together to
form trees each starting from one of the 7;. At the same time, the process also picks up from the above

Z(.a) ) éz(.a) are then

list a set II of r charge vectors that play the role of the links. All the basis vectors e
expressed as linear combinations of the elements of II. Now, to decide whether the pole contributes

to the JK-residue integral, one expresses the reference charge vector

s—1 Ng p—1 N, 3 i
6 = Z;;CaeE“HE_};caéE“) (Ca<0, &>0)

as a linear combination of the elements of II, and checks if the coefficients are all positive. As we
observed in the previous simpler example, the sign of the coefficient of a given element of II is to a
large extent related to the direction in which the trees grow at the corresponding link.

There are a few conditions that a pole must satisfy in order to contribute to the integral. One can
prove them step by step. First, r;; cannot participate in II. Then, all the basis vectors —ega)

i L o (b (a)

expressed as non-negative linear combinations of {q;;, A » ;
negative linear combinations of {q;, (1?,?,13?,?}. In terms of the formation of trees these conditions can

must be

pg.l,?}, and similarly all €,/ must be non-

be phrased as follows: each tree consists of u-variables only or @-variables only. A tree of u-variables

(b)

can only be extended by attaching a new variable u; according to

(0)

LD _ L (0) .

0 :ug-b) (forb=s—-1) or Eo = U or ulgb)+m:u
(b)

Likewise, a tree of u-variables can only be extended by attaching u; according to

&§-b) =0, (for b=ys) or Uy =y or &§-b) = &g’) — m.

For each pole satisfying the above conditions we study whether the residue is nonvanishing. In fact,

due to the determinants of vector and Fermi multiplets in the numerator of A, the residue vanishes
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@ or pi
iJ ij
or when there are trees with branchings. Thus the trees must consist only of (i) linear chains of

if IT contains p;;” or p,.’. The residue also vanishes when two or more trees start from a single 7,
u-variables extending in the decreasing direction of @ and (ii) linear chains of @-variables extending in
the increasing direction of a. Moreover, each o; can have at most one chain starting from it. The set
of poles contributing to the JK-residue integral is therefore the same as before introducing the adjoint

chiral multiplet in 3D, and it is precisely what is needed for the integral to reproduce (5.4).

BC2. For this boundary condition, the GLSM on the vortex worldline is described by the quiver

diagram of Figure 7 which has extra links compared to the quiver of Figure 3.

Figure 7: The quiver GLSM on the vortex worldline for 3D U(N) gauge theory with an adjoint chiral
multiplet satisfying BC2.

The matter content and the charge assignment are as follows. For each U(N,) or U(N,) gauge
node, it has a vectormultiplet as well as an adjoint Fermi multiplet with m = —1 and G = 2—r. Each
pair of neighboring nodes has a bifundamental and an anti-bifundamental chiral multiplets, and the
latter has m = +1,G = r — 2. In addition, the pair U(N,_1) x U(N) has one bifundamental and one
anti-bifundamental Fermi multiplets, the latter carrying m = —1 and G = 2 — r. The FI couplings
for U(N,) are all negative while those for U(N,) are all positive. As in the previous case of BC1, the
model is free of global anomaly. The charge of the Wilson line can be chosen the same way as (5.6),
and the function Vﬁcz(&) needs to be corrected by a Wilson line factor e~27 2 #i% _ We will not go into
the detail of the JK-residue evaluation as it is somewhat simpler than the previous case.

In the limit m — —oo the massive matters turn into a Wilson line of appropriate U(1)P~! charge
and the model reduces to that for the quiver of Figure 3. On the other hand, the 1D field content is
such that the supersymmetry enhances to N = 4 if m is turned off and an appropriate superpotential
interaction is turned on. The m, G-charges of the adjoint Fermi multiplets were chosen so that the
superpotential terms are invariant. However, the enhanced A/ = 4 SUSY here is qualitatively different
from the one for BC1: they have different kind of multiplets and R-symmetries. Also, as we will see

in the next section, the SUSY enhancement here does not seem to be related to the enhancement of
bulk 3D SUSY.

5.2 Fundamental representation

Next we consider vortex loops in 3D U(N) gauge theory with a fundamental chiral multiplet of mass
m and R-charge r. We regard that the matter is in a bifundamental of U(N) x U(1)y,. According to
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the result of section 2.2, the function V3 (o) is given by (5.4) with

VSLG) = H2sinhw<3i—ﬁ1+ier),

2
Bi<0
vs?e) = [] (25inh7r<8,- — - w))_l, (5.8)
Bi>0

depending on the choice of boundary condition. But a simple multiplication of these products of sinh
functions will lead to a global anomaly, so we also need a suitable Wilson line. It is also known that
the introduction of (anti-)fundamental chiral multiplets shifts the effective CS and FI couplings [36].

As in the previous subsection, we construct the vortex worldline theory as a modification of the

quiver GLSM of Figure 3. Let us also assume

Bis+1) < Brs) = 0 < Bs—1)- (5.9)

Then it turns out that the necessary modification of the quiver is to add just one link connecting a 1D
gauge node and the flavor U(1),, node as shown in Figure 8. Depending on the choice of boundary

condition, we introduce

(BC1) a Fermi multiplet in the bifundamental of U (1), x U(Ng) with G = —r,
(BC2) a chiral multiplet in the bifundamental of U(Ns_1) x U(1)y with G =r — 2.

The added links reproduce precisely the contribution of the 3D fundamental chiral multiplet to V(o)
(5.8), but the 1D theory now has global anomaly. It can be canceled by shifting the charge of the
Wilson line ¢s or gs—1 by £1/2.

---- 4""*. .-"'4-"-.
Ns N stl
1 1
BC1 BC2

Figure 8: Quivers for the worldline theory of a vortex loop in 3D U(N) gauge theory with a fundamen-
tal chiral multiplet satisfying BC1 or BC2. In both diagrams, the 3D gauge and global symmetries
U(N)xU(1)y, are represented by shaded nodes and the 3D fundamental chiral multiplet is represented
by a thick link.

Under the interpretation of 3, as position coordinates, the assumption (5.9) means that the 3D
gauge node is at 8 = 0. Note that this assumption is not mandatory. One may start with a quiver
realization in which the 3D gauge node is not at 8 = 0 and find necessary modifications, though the

answer will not be as simple as the one given above.
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The vortex loops in 3D U(N) gauge theory with an anti-fundamental chiral multiplet can be
studied in the same way. Depending on the boundary condition, the function V() is given by (5.4)
with

VEL(@) = H2sinhw(ai—m_”bQ),

Bi>0 2
V2@ = [] <2sinh7r<3i — it w))_l. (5.10)
Bi<0

The corresponding vortex worldline theories are given by the two quivers of Figure 9. They are

modifications of the quiver theory of Figure 3 by adding

(BC1) a Fermi multiplet in the bifundamental of U(Ns_1) x U(1)y with G = —r,
(BC2) a chiral multiplet in the bifundamental of U(1)y, x U(Ny) with G = — 2.

Also, the charge of the Wilson line needs to be modified to take care of global anomaly.

Ns N stl
1 1
BC1 BC2

Figure 9: Addition of an anti-fundamental chiral multiplet to 3D U(N) theory and the corresponding

modification of the GLSM on vortex worldline.

Let us explain how we determined the orientation of the arrows for the 1D matter multiplets just
added. For the cases with BC2, the added 1D chiral multiplets contribute to the denominator of
A (4.13) and give rise to more poles. But those new poles must not contribute to the index. This
determines the orientation of the arrow for the added chiral multiplets. For the case with BC1, the
orientation of the arrow for Fermi multiplets has been determined from the consistency with SUSY
enhancement. As we will discuss in the next section, when 3D bulk theory has N = 4, the vortex
worldline theory also has an enhanced N' = 4 SUSY.

Large mass limit. Integration of massive chiral multiplets in 3D sometimes yields an effective CS
coupling [37,38]. In the presence of vortex loop, it also gives rise to an effective Wilson line for the
worldline theory. Let us study this effect in a simple example.

Consider a 3D U(N);, CS theory with one fundamental and one anti-fundamental chiral multiplets

with the masses mg, m, and R-charges r¢,r,. They contribute the following one-loop determinant to
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the ellipsoid partition function (2.36):

N . .
({—loop = Hsb<z(1_%)Q _6i+mf>3b<w +5i_ma> . (5‘11)
i=1

By using the asymptotics of the double sine function

+ir b+ b
sp(x) ~ exp —~ (332 + T) (Re(z) — £00)

and comparing with (2.19), one finds that the integration of the heavy chiral multiplets in the limit
mg — 00, m, — Foo shifts the CS and FI couplings by

T/fo + T/r\La n i(?”f — T‘a)Q

Oh=%1, 60 =+— 1

(5.12)

Let us introduce a vortex loop with vorticity 8 and put the boundary condition BC1 for the
fundamental, BC2 for the anti-fundamental chirals. As explained above, the 1D theory has an ad-
ditional pair of chiral and Fermi multiplets in the antifundamental of U(N,). The added matters do
not produce anomaly, so the U(1)?~! charge of the Wilson line may be chosen as (4.20). The one-loop

determinant A of the worldline theory is modified by the factor

2 sinh 7 (6; — g + L ~
G L 2 ) — exp | F2m g oi |- (5.13)
2sinh 7(o; — M, + M)
Bi<0 v a 2 Bi<0

This corresponds to the shift of the charge of the Wilson line g5 by F1.

Here we recall that the charges (4.20) of the Wilson line was determined from the consistency
with the relation \; = kf; in pure CS theory. However, after the massive matters are introduced and
integrated out, the parameters k, g4, G, will get corrected and (4.20) will no longer be satisfied. Taking
account of this effect, perhaps one should regard A; or (g4, G,) as more important label than /3 since
they determine the value of BPS vortex loop observables more directly. But g still has an important

role to set the pattern of gauge symmetry breaking and the orderings of unbroken gauge group factors.

6 N =4 theories

In this section we extend our description of vortex loops to those in 3D N = 4 theories. We will first
find out the condition on the singular behavior of fields near 1/2 BPS vortex loops, and then identify
the corresponding worldline quantum mechanics with 1D N = 4 supersymmetry.

We begin by reviewing the basic properties of 3D N = 4 gauge theories. For the theories on flat
R3, the four sets of supercharges transform as a bispinor under the R-symmetry SU(2)c x SU(2)q.
We denote its Cartan generators as J% and J%. A 3D N = 4 vectormultiplet is made from an N = 2
vectormultiplet (A,,,o, A\, A\, D) and an adjoint chiral multiplet (4,1, F). The three scalars (o, ®, ¢),
three auxiliary scalars (D, F, F') and four spinors (A, \,4,) form the representations (3,1), (1,3)
and (2,2) of SU(2)c x SU(2)u, respectively. In our convention ¢ has J¢ = 1 whereas F has J§; = 1.

The charges of the fields are summarized in Table 1.
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field | An ¢ ¢ ¢ | X X % ¢ |D F F
JBlo o 41 —1|+5 -3 +L -i]0o o0 o0
JBoJo 0o 0 0|-3 43 +3 —5|0 +1 -1

Table 1: R-charges of N' = 4 vectormultiplet fields.

Let us turn to the theory on S2. The SYM Lagrangian for an ' = 4 vectormultiplet is given
by the sum of Ly for the vectormultiplet and g=2L ¢ for the adjoint chiral multiplet in (2.13). It
is not SU(2)c x SU(2)u R-symmetric due to the coupling with the background auxiliary field. But

when ¢ = ¢ = f and the adjoint chiral multiplet has r = 1 the Lagrangian has a Zs invariance:

L(Ap; 0,0,6; M\ 0,45 D, F,F; H)

This implies that £ with » = 1 on a round S® has an enhanced supersymmetry: in addition to the
original N' = 2 SUSY corresponding to the four independent solutions of (2.1), it has the second
set of N/ = 2 SUSY corresponding to four independent solutions of the same equation (2.1) with H
sign-flipped. The U(1) R-charge of the original N' = 2 SUSY is identified with J%, — J% because the
fields ¢, %, ' have the charges Ryy(1y = 1,0, —1. Similarly, the U(1) R-charge of the second N =2
SUSY is identified as R’U(l) =—J3 - J3.

A hypermultiplet in a representation A of the gauge group consists of N/ = 2 chiral multiplets in
the representations A and A. We will denote the chiral scalars as ¢, §, and their spinor superpartners
as X, X- It is known that (g, q) form a doublet of SU(2)y and (x, X) form a doublet of SU(2)c. On S3,
these two chiral multiplets both need to have r = 1/2. Then the Zy symmetry (6.1) of the theory on S3
can be easily extended to hypermultiplet sector by identifying it with an element of SU(2)c x SU(2)y.
The charges of the hypermultiplet fields are summarized in Table 2.

field | ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ | x X X X
Ry [+3 =3 +3 —3| -3 +5 - +1
Ry | +3 —3 +3 —%|+5 b +5 -}
JBoJlo o o o0 |-3 +1 -1 41
Bol-3 43 -2 +2/0 0 0 0

Table 2: R-charges of hypermultiplet fields.

6.1 BPS boundary condition

Let us now turn to the definition of vortex loops. Consider first a vortex line stretching along the
r3-axis of flat R3. As in the cases with N = 2 SUSY, the gauge field behaves as

A ~ Bde, Fig = 2n36%(xt, 2?) + -+ .
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The vortex configuration can be made half-BPS by turning on the SU(2)y-triplet auxiliary scalars
D® = (F, F, D) appropriately. The unbroken SUSY then corresponds to solutions of the BPS equation

of the form

0 = Qi = F1ov"&up — D%uc(0)%, (6.2)
where A, B,--- and A, B, - - - are doublet indices for SU(2)¢ and SU(2)y respectively, and o is Pauli’s

matrix. It has nontrivial solutions if one sets, for example,
D3=D =iFy.

The Lorentz symmetry SU (2)orentz and the R-symmetry SU(2)cx.SU(2)y are then broken to U (1) ¥
SU((2)c x U(1) 33 where M generates the rotation about the z3-axis. Four of the eight supercharges
corresponding to the SUSY parameter &5 with 73 = +1 (M = j:%) and J3 = :F% remain unbroken.
Let us next consider the theory on a round S® with a half-BPS vortex loop along S(lT) at 0 = 0.
Four of the eight supercharges are broken as in flat space. Two of the four unbroken supercharges

correspond to the Killing spinors &, £ of (2.4), and the other two correspond to new Killing spinors

) 0 ) ... 6
g=eremn [ P2 ) gl [ TR ) (6.3)
—iSl 5 COS 5

These four Killing spinors satisfy
Vit = 55més VmE = iy V' = ~gnt’s V€ =~
m - ZE’Ym 9 m - ZE’Ym bl m - ZE’Ym 9 m - 26’}/77’7, .

One can check that the new Killing spinors &', £’ have M = :l:%, so the flat space analysis implies they
have J% = $%. The quantum numbers of the four Killing spinors are thus determined as in Table 3.

The Zo transformation (6.1) acts as

Ee&,  Ead. (6.4)
Killing spinor || Ryp) R/U(l) J% J3 —iLly, —iLly,
3 +1 0 +1 0 -1 | 4+ 43
S I R S
S TR T R
g 0 -1 43 43 | +3 —3

Table 3: Quantum numbers of Killing spinors on S3.

Boundary condition on fluctuations. It remains to check if there is a set of boundary conditions
on the fluctuation of fields preserving 1/2 of the N/ = 4 SUSY. We continue to work with a vortex
loop in S? winding along the S(lT) at 6 =0.

Let us first study the fluctuation of N' = 4 vectormultiplet using the decomposition into N' = 2

multiplets. According to what we found in Section 2.2 for the fluctuation of N/ = 2 vectormultiplet
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fields, €M, €N may diverge mildly but &), €A must be finite near the vortex loop. The boundary
condition also preserves the SUSY corresponding to ¢, & if it respects the Zo invariance (6.1) and
(6.4). So &1, &' may diverge but ¢4, £'1) must be finite. Here one can replace & by ¢ (and similarly
¢ by €) because they are proportional to each other along the vortex loop. The resulting boundary
conditions on v and v imply that the N' = 2 adjoint chiral multiplet must obey BC1.

To be fully explicit, let us list the boundary condition for all the fields in an N' = 4 vectormultiplet

near a BPS vortex loop:

EY"E0Am, EYTEO A, €N, &, €N, &Y, F, F may diverge,
EYESA,y,, S0, ¢, b, EX, €, EN, &, 0D must be finite. (6.5)

This preserves the SUSY corresponding to &, ¢ as well as &, €',

The above form of boundary condition can also be used for a vortex line lying along, say, the
x3-axis of flat R3. In that case &, ¢ are eigenspinors of ¥3 = 1 and £, £’ are eigenspinors of v3 = —1.
The above set of boundary conditions is clearly consistent with the unbroken SU(2)c symmetry.

A hypermultiplet in a representation A consists of an A/ = 2 chiral multiplet ¢,y in A and another
chiral multiplet ¢, ¥ in A. To preserve the SUSY corresponding to £ and &, each of the two chiral
multiplets must obey the boundary condition BC1 or BC2. Then, as in the previous paragraph, one
can argue that the unbroken SUSY enhances if the boundary condition respects the SU(2)c symmetry.
Recall that, whichever boundary conditions we choose, the fields in the representation A are divided

into four groups of cohomological variables as follows:

J _
.{x € H — H > £X,
J
o - (D)t - _
G,éx € HY ——— H™ > £ (6.6)

Here the differential operators 7, 3 are defined in the same way as J = i€y™EV,, and J = —iéy™EV,,
using the covariant derivative for fields in A. So in fact (J)' = J and (i7 ) = J. Hence one can
preserve SU(2)c by imposing the same boundary condition on ¢y and ¢y, and similarly on £x and
£X, which form doublets. This leads us to conclude that there are the following two BPS boundary

conditions on a hypermultiplet:

e £, Ex are finite but €, £ may diverge near the vortex loop. Namely, the chiral multiplet (g, x)
obeys BC1 and (g, x) obeys BC2.

e The opposite of the above. Namely, (g, x) obeys BC2 and (g, ) obeys BC1.

Note that our result is similar to the one obtained in [39]. There the fluctuation of fields with more

general (i.e. not necessarily mild) singular behavior near vortex lines is considered.

46



6.2 N =4 SUSY quantum mechanics

Let us next turn to the study of the vortex worldline theories. For a straight vortex line in a flat R3, the
worldline theory has a global symmetry SU(2)c x U(1) 5 XU (1)m- The four unbroken supercharges
transform under its SU(2) x U(1) subgroup as two SU(2)-doublets of U(1) charge +1. The 1D N = 4
SUSY with this R-symmetry is a dimensional reduction of the 4D N =1 SUSY.

A 1D N = 4 vectormultiplet is made from an A/ = 2 vectormultiplet (A, o, A\, A, D) and an adjoint
chiral multiplet (¢, ). The quantum numbers of the fields are determined as in Table 4 from the fact
that ¢, € in the transformation rules (3.35) and (4.1) carry the same quantum numbers as &,£. The
U(1) R-charge of 1D N = 4 SUSY is identified with a linear combination

ClJ%I + coM. (62 —Cc = 2)

©-
ASy
>
>
<
<

field || A; o D € €
I3, 0 +1 —1|+3 -3 +3 —3|0|+% —3
%0 o I
M0 o + -4 -4 o]+ -}

Table 4: Quantum numbers of A' = 4 vectormultiplet fields on the vortex worldline.

For the computation of Witten index, one chooses a pair of supercharges (such as the pair we have
been using in the previous sections) that generate an A = 2 subalgebra. The index can be generalized
by twisting the periodic boundary condition of fields by global symmetries that commute with the
chosen supercharges. Of particular importance is the symmetry generated by G = J% — J% —2M, as
it shows up in the Witten index for vortex loops inside S3. This G was already introduced in the
previous section at (5.2) as a non-R global symmetry of N = 2 SUSY theories. One can easily find
from Table 4 that N' = 2 vectormultiplet has G = 0 while the adjoint chiral multiplet has G = +1.

A 1D N = 4 chiral multiplet is made from an N = 2 chiral multiplet (¢, x) and a Fermi multiplet
(n, F) in the same representation of the gauge group. The quantum numbers of fields under J % and M
are constrained only by the requirement that the fermions (x,7n) form an SU(2)-doublet, so generally
they take values as summarized in Table 5. This implies that, if ¢ and x have G = g, then n and F'
should have G = g + 1. We call such a set of fields an N' = 4 chiral multiplet of G = g.

field | ¢ X n F
JBolo| -3+ 0
B olalat+ts a+3|a+1
M |[blb—2 b—3|b—1

Table 5: Quantum numbers of A/ = 4 chiral multiplet fields on the vortex worldline.
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Figure 10: 1D N = 4 quiver diagram describing the GLSM for a vortex loop in 3D N' =4 U(N) pure
SYM. The white nodes and solid lines represent 1D N = 4 vector and chiral multiplets.

Examples. As the most basic example of vortex loops in 3D N = 4 theories, let us consider those
in N = 4 U(N) pure SYM. The worldline theory is a special case (m = 0,7 = 1 and BC1) of the
quiver GLSM studied in Section 5.1. In 1D N = 2 terminology, it is a gauge theory with the 1D and
3D gauge groups

U(Np_1) X -+ U(Ns) x U(N)@spy X U(Ng_1) x ---U(Ny).

The N = 2 vectormultiplet for each 1D gauge group factor is paired with an adjoint chiral multiplet
with G =1 to form an N = 4 vectormultiplet. For each pair of neighboring gauge group factors one
has a pair of bifundamental A' = 2 chiral and Fermi multiplets of G = 0 and 1, which form an N' = 4
chiral multiplet of G = 0. The theory also has a pair of a chiral and Fermi multiplets of G = —1,0
in the bifundamental of U(N,_1) x U(N,), which form an A" = 4 chiral multiplet with G = —1. The
field content is described by the N/ = 4 quiver diagram of Figure 10. The FI couplings for U(N,) are

all negative while those for U(N,) are all positive. The theory has no Wilson line since it is free of

global anomaly and one cannot turn on 3D CS coupling without breaking SUSY to N < 3.

Ns N N.sfl NS N N6,1
1 1
BC1 for fundamental chiral BC2 for fundamental chiral
BC2 for anti-fundamental chiral BC1 for anti-fundamental chiral

Figure 11: Addition of a fundamental hypermultiplet to 3D N' = 4 U () theory and the corresponding
modification of the vortex worldline GLSM.

The next simplest are the vortex loops in 3D N = 4 U(N) gauge theory with a fundamental
hypermultiplet. The worldline theory is obtained by adding some more fields to the theory described
previously according to the discussion of Section 5.2. The corresponding quiver diagram is presented
in Figure 11. As was explained in Section 6.1, there are two consistent boundary conditions on the
hypermultiplet, which result in two different modification of the quiver diagram of Figure 10. The

added N = 4 chiral multiplet is either in the anti-fundamental of U(Ny) or in the fundamental of
U(Ns-1), and it has G = —3/2 in both cases. Note that the model agrees with the one discussed
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in [8,17] if the 3D U(N) gauge node is at either end of the linear quiver.

Background fields for vortex loops in S3. Let us explain what kind of background fields appear
on the worldline of vortex loops in 3D A = 4 gauge theories on S°.

We recall that the 1D N = 2 SUSY of the vortex worldline theory was defined in accordance with
the 3D SUSY acting on cohomological variables. For vortex loops of N' = 4 theory on S3, the square

of the supercharge is given by (here ¢ is the worldline coordinate of period 2)
Q%ID) ~ =0+ 0 +iAs 4+ i(JE — Jf — 2M) + (3D vectormultiplet fields). (6.7)

N = 4 theories on S have the second set of A/ = 2 SUSY corresponding to the Killing spinors &, &’
(6.3). It can be used to define the second 1D supercharge Q,(1D) which squares to

Q’(21D) ~ =0 — o +iA; —i(—J} — I3 — 2M) + (3D vectormultiplet fields)’, (6.8)

where the prime on the 3D vectormultiplet fields stands for the Zy action defined in (6.1). Here one
needs to be careful for the fact that the two supercharges are defined by identifying different sets of
cohomological variables as 1D multiplets. The set of 1D variables on which Qp) acts as (3.35) or
(4.1) is therefore different from the set on which Q/(lD) acts the same way. But the two sets of variables
are related by a simple “gauge transformation” as we now explain.

Let ® be a cohomological variable made of 3D fields and &, £ such as ¥ that we considered in (5.1),
and @' the same cohomological variable with (£, ) replaced by (£',¢'). Using the quantum number of
Killing spinors listed in Table 3 and the fact that cohomological variables are all 3D Lorentz scalar,
one generally finds

0:® =i(H—- M), 0, =i(H+M)d'. (6.9)
So the two cohomological variables are related by
' = M, (6.10)

The gauge transformation relating the two sets of 1D variables explained above is given by the same
formula. Therefore, when considering the action of Q’(21D) on ® instead of ®', the RHS of (6.8) has
to be shifted by —2iM due to the above gauge transformation. The value of the background 1D

vectormultiplet field is thus determined as follows.

o +iAF = i(JE — I —2M), ' AF = I -M,
—oP AP = —i(=J% —J3), o o = —iJ} —iM.

Thus we recovered the result in Section 5.2 of [8] using a slightly different argument.

7 Concluding remarks

In this paper we studied different descriptions of BPS vortex loops in 3D N = 2 SUSY gauge theories

and worked out exact formulae for their expectation values on an ellipsoid. Hopefully it will be useful
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in studying aspects of 3D SUSY gauge theories and their dualities [36,40-42]. See [39,43-45] for recent
work on line defects in relation to 3D mirror symmetry. The relations among different descriptions
that we found in this paper may be useful for the study of codimension-two defects in gauge theories

in other dimensions.

Open problems and future directions. As we have seen, vortex loops can be defined either via
path integral over fields with prescribed singular behaviors or via 1D-3D coupled systems. We first
studied the relation between the two definitions in pure CS theories where the problem turned out
to be related to the equivalence of Wilson and vortex loops. We found that in N’ = 2 theories the
equivalence holds up to a parameter shift (A — A —p). We resolved this mismatch by relating it to the
global anomaly of 1D theory on vortex worldline and canceling it by Wilson lines. However, it remains
unclear what this Wilson line corresponds to in the other description. In retrospect, we were able to
perform exact path integration on singular vortex backgrounds but the result turned out anomalous.
It might be interesting to understand the source and resolutions of this anomaly without moving to
the description in terms of 1D-3D coupled systems.

We studied the equivalence of the two descriptions of vortex loops by translating them to the
boundary actions with or without averaging, i.e. (3.20) and (3.21). It would be nice to check the
equivalence further by working out expectation values of multiple coexisting loops, such as Hopf link
invariants, using the same argument.

It would also be interesting to study in more detail the series of GLSMs we found for flag manifolds
and their duality relation. For vortex loops in 3D U (V) theory with fundamental matters, we gave the
worldline theory only when the modification due to the 3D matters is the simplest. In principle one
can work out all other dual theories and study their relation. We also expect that the quiver GLSMs
on vortex worldline and their duality relations have a simple explanation in terms of type IIB brane
construction.

The 3D N = 4 theories considered in this paper are those made of vector and hypermultiplets
only. By analyzing them using decomposition into N' = 2 multiplets we found that the adjoint chiral
multiplet (which is a part of AV = 4 vectormultiplet) must always obey BC1, though the SUSY on the
vortex worldline seems to enhance for both choices of boundary conditions. It may be the case that
the mechanism of SUSY enhancement is different for vortex loops in the ABJM model (for a recent
work, see [46]) or other CS-matter theories with A/ > 4 SUSY that were classified in [47,48].

Finally, let us point out that we managed to reproduce the worldline theory for only a part of the
vortex loops that were identified in [8] as the mirror of Wilson loops. The main limitation for our
analysis arises from that the function Vz(c) has to be expressed as a sum over elements of W/ Wk
as in (4.9) or (5.4). This turns into a constraint on the set of poles contributing to the JK-residue
integral for the index I(g). On the other hand, [8] has examples of vortex loops for which the index
receives contributions from more poles. Perhaps this means there are more vortex loops defined by
worldline quantum mechanics than those described by singular behavior of fields. Or it might be the
case that we could reproduce more vortex loops in [8] by relaxing the assumption of small 8 (2.44).

Either way, more thorough study of the correspondence is needed for a full understanding.
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A Vortex loops for abelian symmetry

Here we focus on vortex loops for U(1) symmetry and make some detailed comparison of our result
with those in the earlier work [6,7]. For this special case, it is helpful to consider first the vortex loops
for global symmetry rather than gauge symmetry. As was argued in [6] and will be reviewed in the
following, such global vortex loops are exchanged with Wilson loops under an SL(2,7Z) [49] which acts
on the space of 3D CFTs with a global U(1) symmetry.

Action of SL(2,Z) on 3D CFTs and loops. For a 3D CFT with a global U(1) symmetry, one can
define its S-transform by the same CFT plus a gauge field A which gauges the U(1). The resulting
theory also has a global (often called topological) U(1) symmetry generated by the current xF/2m,
where F' = dA. Let Z[A] be the generating function of correlation functions of conserved currents for
the original theory, defined by coupling an external gauge field A to the current in a gauge-invariant

way. The generating function for the S-transformed theory is then given by

Z14] = / DAZ[A] exp <2i / AdA) . (A1)
m
The T-transform shifts the two-point function of the current by a contact term, which amounts to

Z1A4] = Z[A] exp (ﬁ / AdA) (A.2)

in terms of generating function. It was found in [49] that the above S and T generate an SL(2,Z).
This SL(2,Z) action has a natural SUSY lift in which the external gauge field A is promoted to a
whole vectormultiplet. The action of S was considered originally in [50] in explaining mirror symmetry
of 3D SUSY abelian gauge theories.
In terms of generating functions, the insertion of a global vortex loop of vorticity 8 along a curve
~ can formally be described by
(Va(n) [A] = Z[A+ Ag), (A3)

where Ag ., is the singular gauge field whose field strength has a delta-functional support on ~. In

fact, using the same gauge field one can express the Wilson loop of charge ¢ along the curve v as

W,(1)[A] = exp (z‘q A A) ~ exp <é / Ay dA). (A4)

This relation holds even for non-integer ¢ as long as the homology class ¢ - [y] is integral. Using this
one can show [6] that S maps a CFT with a global Wilson loop Wy () to another CFT with a global
vortex loop V(7). Similarly, S maps a global vortex loop V() to a Wilson loop W_g(7).

However, recall that vortex loops must be periodic in 8 while Wilson loops are not periodic in q.
It is therefore the most reasonable to expect that the above simple map between Wilson and vortex
loops is valid for 8 within a certain range, and that (A.3) behaves discontinuously when £ is at the
ends of the range. We have indeed found in Section 2.2 that the path integral over a charged chiral

multiplet on a vortex loop background is a periodic but discontinuous function of 3.
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SCFTs on ellipsoids. For Lagrangian N/ = 2 SCFTs on an ellipsoid (2.3), one can compute the
generating function using localization if the external vectormultiplet fields preserve SUSY, i.e. if their
values are as given in (2.18). Let us turn on a constant value m = (6@)1/ 21 for its scalar component,
and denote by Z(m) the generating function for an N' = 2 SCFT on that background. The generating

function for the S-transformed theory is then given by

Z(h) = / d6 Z(5)e2miom, (A.5)
The insertion of a global Wilson loop W, along the circle Sl at @ = 0 is described by the multiplication

of e2mibam o 7 (m). The argument in the previous paragraph then implies that the expectation value

of a global vortex loop V3 should be given by
(Vi)ii) = Z(m +ibB), (A.6)

for a certain range of S.
As the simplest example, consider the free SCFT of a single chiral multiplet with » = 1/2. Ac-
cording to the result in Section 2.2, the generating function for this case equals Z(5) = sb(g —0),

and the insertion of a global vortex loop V3 modifies it as

s (@ — G —ibB+ ibLﬁJ) (BC1)

(Va)(3) = 4 (A7)
5 (

% — 0 —ibf + ib(ﬁ}) (BC2)
Note that both expressions are periodic in S. The vortex loops with BC1 satisfy (A.6) for 5 € [0,1),
so they are the S-transform of the Wilson loops W, with charge ¢ € [0, 1). Likewise, the vortex loops
with BC2 are the S-transform of the Wilson loops with ¢ € (—1,0].

Smearing. Global vortex loops were studied in [6] as a limit of smooth gauge field configuration.
Let us explain how this definition leads to a different answer for the vortex loop observables. As a
concrete example, consider an ellipsoid with a background U (1) vortex loop configuration (2.18). The

singularity at 6 = 0 can be smoothed by replacing A, = 8 with
Ap=B—g(0), (A.8)

where g(#) is a smooth monotonically decreasing function such that ¢g(0) = 8 and g(e¢) = 0 for some
small e. The magnetic flux is then smeared over a tube of diameter ~ 2fe. The full saddle point

condition is then solved by the following complex field configuration

o=o09+ %g(@), D= % <O‘0 + % {g(6) — ¢'() cot 0}> . (A.9)

Note that the periodicity in S is lost after the smearing since the smeared configurations with vorticity
£ and 8+ 1 are not gauge-equivalent.
Now consider the theory of a free chiral multiplet coupled to the above background vectormultiplet.

The path integral can be performed most easily by using the machinery introduced in Section 2.2.

52



Since the smeared background is regular everywhere, the zeromodes of 7, J should be regular near
6 = 0 (that is, § < €) as well as § = 7/2. The computation of the determinant goes the same way as
in the absence of the vortex loop, except that Q2 on the background (A.8), (A.9) is given by

1 1 . 10 1/1 1
@ = 3o,y +i(m+7) -5 (54 7) R A0

We thus recover the result in [6]:

(Vg)(60) = s <§ — 00— ibﬁ) (smearing) . (A.11)

The same result was also obtained in [7] under some assumption on the mode expansion of fields,
which amounts to that ker(.7) and ker(7) depend continuously on j.

The above result may look very plausible from the viewpoint of the SL(2,7Z) action. However,
the smeared background actually leads to a rather peculiar rule of mode expansion for charged chiral
fields. In order to explain this point, let us move to the system of cohomological variables introduced
in Section 2.2 and focus on the fields valued in H, because the fields valued in H’ can be studied in the
same way. The most natural choice for the basis wavefunctions of H is the simultaneous eigenfunctions
of the operators J.J7, —iLly, and —iLy, .

For nonzero eigenvalues of 7.7, the general solution to the eigenmode equation takes the following

approximate form at 0 < e:
P ~ metinT {AO"”‘ + BH_‘m‘} . (A.12)

Regularity at & = 0 requires the coefficient B to be zero. The regular solution, when continued to the
region € < 6 < 1, should behave as

& ~ cimetinT {09|m—ﬁ|+ D9—|m—6|} (A.13)

with some coefficients C' and D. On general grounds, the two terms in the bracket should be of the

2lm=B1_So the first term becomes more and more dominant

same order at § ~ e, which implies D/C ~ €
as € — 0. This means that all the nonzero eigenmodes of JJ are required to be finite around the
smeared vortex loop.

On the other hand, zero eigenmodes of 7.7 (zeromodes of J) behave as

imp+inT | g—m 0 <
O ~ { ‘ b <e (A.14)

eimetinT . gh—m (e < < 1)
Regularity requires m < 0. In the limit € — 0, the J-zeromodes which behave as the 8-th or higher
power of 6 are included in H. The condition for a zeromode to be in H is therefore quite different

from the one for non-zeromodes: many singular zeromodes are to be included in H for large negative

B, whereas many finite zeromodes are excluded for large positive 5.
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Triviality of gauge vortex loops. Finally let us consider vortex loops for U(1) gauge symmetry.
Suppose that the partition function of a U(1) gauge theory is given by a path integral with respect to
the gauge field A:

_ / DA Z|[A). (A.15)

Then the expectation value of a vortex loop of vorticity 8 along ~ is formally given by
<V5 /DA 7 A + AB ,Y] (A.lﬁ)

If Ag ., were a smooth U(1) gauge field, then (V3(7y)) would equal Z by redefining the path-integration
variable. Therefore, if a gauge vortex loop is defined by expressing Ag. as (a limit of) a smooth
configuration, it will always lead to a trivial operator.

What about the gauge vortex loop defined by BC1 or BC2 on matter fields? As a concrete
example, consider some chiral multiplets and assign the R-charge r; and the U(1) gauge charge ¢; to

the i-th chiral multiplet. The partition function for the resulting U(1) gauge theory on an ellipsoid is

[ d6Z(5), where
Hsb ( = r)@ qﬁ) . (A.17)

The introduction of a vortex loop Vj along SI at 6§ = 0 modifies the integrand as follows:

Z©6) = ] s <w — ¢i0 — ibg;f + ib[%ﬂJ)

i(BC1) 2
. H 5p (% — ;0 —ibg; 3 + ib[%ﬂ) . (A.18)
i(BC2)

In general the result cannot be expressed as Z(¢) with a shifted argument. But something special
happens if all the matters have U(1) charge +q. If one imposes BC1 on all chirals with charge +¢
and BC2 on all those with charge —¢, then the modification amounts to & — & + ib3 — ibqg~*|qf].
The simplest such example is the theory of a single chiral multiplet (A.7). In such cases the effect of
inserting a vortex loop can be eliminated by shifting the integration contour of &.

Similar results were obtained for vortex defects in 2D N = (2,2) SUSY abelian gauge theories [23].
Indeed, some nontrivial BPS defect operators with intriguing properties were found there only in
theories with multiple chiral matters.

For vortex loops in theories with CS coupling, the argument of Section 3.1 applies. In particular,
for U(1) pure CS theories the vortex loop with vorticity 3 is equivalent to the Wilson loop with charge
q = kB. This can be formally reproduced by modifying (A.15) and (A.16) as

= /DAZ[A]e—Scs[AL (Vs(y /DAZAJFAﬁ e~ Sest4l

and shifting the integration variable.
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