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ABSTRACT: We study various conjectural dual descriptions of a stack of M2-branes in
M-theory including ADHM, ABJ(M), BLG, discrete gauge theories and quiver Chern-
Simons (CS) theories and propose several new dualities of the M2-brane SCFTs by
analyzing flavored supersymmetric indices in detail. The mapping of local operators,
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dualities are obtained from the precise matching of the indices. Furthermore, we find
closed form expressions for the Coulomb limit of the indices of the U(N) ADHM theory
and the dual quiver CS theory for arbitrary N and propose a refined generating function
for plane partitions with trace N. For the quiver CS theories we also find an infinite-
sum expression for the Higgs limit of the indices which is more useful than the original
expression.
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1 Introduction and summary

The low-energy dynamics of M2-branes probing some backgrounds is described by
certain three-dimensional (3d) superconformal field theories (SCFTs). For such M2-
brane SCFTs, one finds various ultraviolet (UV) dual descriptions which flow to the
same infrared (IR) fixed point. For example, the low energy dynamics of N M2-
branes probing the singularity of C*/Z; can be captured by certain Chern-Simons
matter theory called the Aharony-Bergman-Jafferis-Maldacena (ABJM) theory with
gauge groups U(N); x U(N)_x where the subscripts stand for the Chern-Simons level
[1]. One can generalize the configuration by introducing fractional M2-branes and/or
replacing C*/Z;, with C*/D;, where Dy, is the binary dihedral group of order 4k. The low
energy dynamics can be again described by a Chern-Simons matter theory with different
gauge groups [2, 3|, which is referred to as the Aharony-Bergman-Jafferis (ABJ) theory.
Another generalization is considering a background (C?/Z, x C?/Z,)/Z with positive
integers p, ¢, k, which generically yields a circular quiver Chern-Simons theory [4, 5]. A
special case with ¢ = k = 1 gives rise to the 3d U (V) gauge theory with a hypermultiplet
in the adjoint representation and p hypermultiplets in the fundamental representation,
which we call the U(N) Atiyah-Drinfeld-Hitchin-Manin (ADHM) theory [6, 7]. The
name comes from the fact that the Higgs branch of the ADHM theory describes the
moduli space of N SU(p) instantons. 3d theories with other gauge group G whose
Higgs branches capture instanton moduli spaces may be also referred to as the G
ADHM theories. There is also another Lagrangian construction using a Lie-3 algebra
for describing multiple M2-branes called the Bagger-Lambert-Gustavsson (BLG) theory
[8-12].

In this paper we study the flavored supersymmetric indices of the M2-brane SCFT's
which at least have N' = 4 supersymmetry, including ADHM theories, ABJ(M) theo-
ries, BLG theories, discrete gauge theories and quiver Chern-Simons theories. The 3d
supersymmetric indices [13—18] are a powerful tool to study supersymmetric quantum
field theories and their dualities. While the flavored indices of the ABJ(M) theory and
BLG theory were computed in vast literature e.g. [15, 19-21], those of the N' = 4
ADHM theories and their cousin have not yet been fully computed. ! We find precise
agreement of flavored indices as strong evidence of the conjectural dualities of M2-brane
SCFTs including ADHM theory and other descriptions by comparing a large number
of terms by expanding the flavored indices. In addition, the flavored indices enable us
to find the mapping of operators and global symmetries under the dualities. We also
explicitly give them in this paper.

1See [22] for the unflavored indices of specific ADHM theories.



Also we find stringent evidence for new dualities of the M2-brane SCFTs

U(2)2 X U(l)_g ABJ ® U(].)l X U(l)_l ABJM
o U2); x U(2)_1 ABIM, (1.1)

SU(2), x SU(2)_, BLG
& U(2); x U(1)_y ABJ® U(1)s x U(1)_y ABIM, (1.2)

where some parameters of the factorized theories are identified and then the numbers of
the parameters become the same between the dual theories. The duality (1.1) indicates
that the U(2); x U(2)_; ABJM theory can be factorized into the decoupled free sector
isomorphic to the U(1); x U(1)—-; ABJM theory and the interacting sector described
by the U(2); x U(1)_; ABJ theory. The duality (1.2) leads to an interpretation of the
SU(2); x SU(2)-2 BLG theory as a product of M2-brane theories. We evaluate the
flavored indices to find the precise agreement.

There exist limits of their fugacities (A.4) in which the N' = 4 flavored indices
reduce to the Hilbert series for the Coulomb and Higgs branches [23]. We compute
the Hilbert series of M2-brane SCFTs and find that the Hilbert series which counts
the local operators on the A' = 4 Coulomb branch precisely gives the Hilbert series for
the geometry probed by M2-branes not only for the ADHM theory but also for highly
supersymmetric N' > 4 Chern-Simons matter theories. We give several analytic and
semi-analytic expressions of the Hilbert series for the supersymmetric Chern-Simons
matter theories by taking the appropriate limit of the fugacities in the flavored indices.
Besides, the flavored indices allow us to count the mixed branch operators which cannot
be detected by the Hilbert series or unflavored indices. We concern ourselves with the
analysis of the mixed branch operators in the U(N) ADHM theory which consist of
monopole operators dressed by the adjoint hypermultiplets.

For the U(N) ADHM theory with [ fundamental hypermultiplets and the U () x
U(N)E)@(lfz) x U(N)_j Chern-Simons matter theory which is conjectured to be dual to
the ADHM theory when k = 1, we also find closed form expressions of the fully dressed
indices in the Coulomb limit.? For both of the two theories, our calculations are based
on a special simplification which occurs in the grand canonical version of the indices,
i.e. the generating function of the indices in terms of rank N, which is reminiscent of the
Fermi gas formalism for the S* partition functions [25], correlation functions [26-28]
and the four dimensional Schur indices [26, 29-31]. Our result for the ADHM theory

2A different kind of Hilbert series of circular quiver Chern-Simons matter theories is also investi-
gated in [24].



is the generalization of [32] for [ > 1, and when we take the unrefined limit our result
also agrees with the closed form expressions for the corresponding Coulomb branch
Hilbert series obtained in [33]. Following the correspondence in [33], we conjecture
that a refined generating function, that is a generating function for plane partitions of
n which has a trace 7(n) = N and the difference >, 7i(n) =", _, Ti(n) = M between
the sum of the i-traces 7;(n) with ¢ > 0 and the sum of those with i < 0 is given by

Z Z Z a(n, N, M)t"s™ 2 = H t2m+l HH t2m+n+1zin (1.3)

n=1 N=0 M= n=1 =+

where the trace 7(n) = ). n; is a sum of diagonal entries of the plane partitions and
the i-trace 7;(n) is a sum of entries in the i-th diagonal and «(n, N, M) is the number
of plane partitions of n with 7(n) = N and >, 7 — > .o = M. We find the
closed form expression for the ADHM theory and that for the Chern-Simons matter
theory with £ = 1 coincides with each other, giving a direct proof for the duality in
the Coulomb limit. By using the closed form expressions we can also write down the
large N expansion of the Coulomb limit of the fully dressed index, in a power series of
Y (t = ¢t~ 1¢71) together with the explicit expressions for each coefficient of ™V (3.75).

For the U(N); x U(N)f)@(l_m X U(N)_j Chern-Simons matter theory we also find
that the integrations over holonomies can be performed explicitly in the Higgs limit,
resulting in a new expression for the fully dressed index in the Higgs limit. Although
our final expression (7.32) still contains infinite sums for the monopole charges which we
could not perform explicitly for general N and [, with our expression we can compute the
Higgs limit of the index in the small t (t = tq%) expansion more easily than calculating
the small ¢ expansion of the full index by using the original expression first and then
taking the Higgs limit.

1.1 Open problems

e There are variants which are not studied in this work, such as the USp(2N)
gauge theories with a rank 2 matter and an odd number of half-hypermultiplets,
orthogonal gauge theories with gauge groups SO(2N + ), Spin(2N + ) and
Piny (2N + ), Chern-Simons theory with affine D-type or affine E-type quiver
[34] and quiver Chern-Simons theory with gauge group SU(N) x SU(N). We
hope to report the analysis of such theories by evaluating the flavored indices.

e The local operators in the M2-brane SCFTs form certain algebras. For the U(N)
ADHM theory with [ flavors the algebra formed by the Coulomb branch operators
is the spherical part of the cyclotomic rational Cherednik algebra [35]. It would



be interesting to categorify the dualities of the M2-brane SCFTs as rigorous
isomorphisms or equivalences of algebras or modules.

The BPS boundary conditions can realize the M5-branes on which M2-branes end.
Such BPS boundary conditions are studied in the ABJM theory [36-38]. The
dualities of N' = (0,4) boundary conditions and A" = (2,2) boundary conditions
in 3d N' = 4 Abelian gauge theories are studied by evaluating the half-indices
(39, 40] and by engineering them in brane setup [41]. They will generalize the
dualities of the M2-brane SCFTs associated with the 3d A/ = 4 ADHM theories.

The indices can be decorated by the BPS Wilson line and vortex line operators
[42]. The dualities of line operators in the M2-brane SCFTs may be studied by
engineering the line operators in Type IIB setup [43].

The finite N corrections of the gravity indices of the M2-brane SCF'Ts describing
the M2-branes at the A-type singularity are investigated in [32, 44-46]. Tt would
be nice to study the finite N corrections for the other M2-brane SCFT's by further
analyzing our flavored indices. It would also be nice if we could find a gravitational
interpretation of the giant graviton coefficients we obtained in the Coulomb limit

(3.75).

The grand canonical index of the M2-brane SCF'T describing a stack of N M2-
branes probing C* is studied in [32]. Also the grand canonical index of its Coulomb
limit is shown to be given by the generating functions for plane partitions [33].
It would be interesting to study the grand canonical indices obtained from our
flavored index of other M2-brane SCFTs with symplectic and orthogonal gauge
groups and explore their combinatorial interpretation.

It would be interesting to analyze the Higgs limit of the fully dressed indices of
U(N)g x U(N)E)@(l_z) X U(N)_ quiver Chern-Simons theory further. For exam-
ple, we may use (7.32) to calculate the small t expansion to very high order for
various [, k, N and try to guess a rational function which complete each series,
as we do in (7.37). It would also be interesting to extend our analysis for the
Coulomb/Higgs limit of the supersymmetric indices of U(N) ADHM theory with
[ and the U(N)g x U(N)?(l_m X U(N)_x quiver Chern-Simons theory to other
theories of M2-branes, such as the U(N)j, x U(N)S¥™Y x U(N)_;, x U(N)Z@™Y
quiver Chern-Simons theories and the ADHM theories/quiver Chern-Simons the-
ories with orthogonal or symplectic gauge groups.



e Higher-form symmetries of N’ > 6 quiver Chern-Simons matter theories including
ABJ(M) and BLG theory are examined in [21, 47, 48]. It would be nice to study
higher-form symmetries in the proposed dual theories and explore further dualities
of the N’ > 4 M2-brane SCFTs including the ADHM theory, the circular quiver
CS theory and the discrete gauge theory.

1.2 Structure

The organization of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we review the three-dimensional
low-energy effective theories of D2-branes and M2-branes. We summarize the brane
setup in Type IIA, Type IIB and M-theory and known dualities of these theories. In
section 3 we study the N'=4 U(N) ADHM theory which has U(N) gauge group and
a single adjoint hypermultiplet as well as fundamental hypermultiplets. By computing
the indices we examine the local operators on the Coulomb, Higgs and mixed branches.
We find the precise matching of the flavored indices with those of their mirror theories
and derive the mapping of operators and symmetries under the mirror symmetry. In
section 3.3 we also derive the closed form expression for the Coulomb limit of the fully
dressed indices of U(N) ADHM theory with [ fundamental hypermultiplets. As a con-
sequence, we propose a refined generating function for plane partitions. In section 4
we investigate the N' = 4 USp(2N) gauge theories with a hypermultiplet transforming
as (anti)symmetric representation and multiple fundamental half-hypermultiplets. The
indices perfectly agree with those of their mirror theories. In section 5 we study the
N = 4 gauge theories with orthogonal gauge groups, rank 2 matter fields and funda-
mental flavors. We give formulae of indices which allow us to get the Hilbert series for
the Coulomb and Higgs branches in appropriate limits and to check dualities of the
orthogonal gauge theories. In section 6 we evaluate the flavored indices of ABJ(M)
theory. We show that their limits lead to the Hilbert series corresponding to the ge-
ometry probed by M2-branes. We confirm the proposed dualities with ADHM theory,
discrete gauge theories as well as a new duality between U(2); x U(2)_; ABJM theory
and a product of U(2)y x U(1)_5 ABJ theory and U(1); x U(1)-; ABJM theory. In
section 7 we study the N' = 4 quiver Chern-Simons theories. The dualities between
the ADHM theory with multiple flavors and the quiver Chern-Simons theories are con-
firmed as their flavored indices agree with each other. We also derive the closed form
expression for the fully dressed indices of these theories in the Coulomb limit in section
7.3, and reduce the Higgs limit of the indices into a simpler expression than the original
expression (7.2) in section 7.4. In section 8 we evaluate the flavored indices of the BLG
theories with gauge groups SU(2) x SU(2) and (SU(2) x SU(2))/Zy. The flavored
indices reduce to the Hilbert series for (C* x C*)/D,, where D, is the dihedral group
order m in the limits. We also propose a new duality between the SU(2); x SU(2)_4



D2/02 | x x X
D6/O06 | x x X |Xx X X X

Table 1. The configuration of branes and orientifolds in type IIA string theory.

BLG theory and a product of the U(2)s x U(1)_o ABJ theory and the U(1)y x U(1)_2
ABJM theory and confirm it by finding the precise agreement of indices. In appendix
A we introduce some notations for the supersymmetric indices. In appendix B we con-
sider a further generalization of the supersymmetric indices so that we can keep track
which field components contribute to each term in the indices.

In this paper we evaluate the indices by expanding them with respect to ¢ at least
up to ¢° for most of the examples except for the cases where we explicitly mention the
orders we computed and show only several terms.

2 3d theories on probe M2-branes

In this paper we consider 3d theories which can be engineered on M2-branes probing
some backgrounds in M-theory. In this section we first review string theory construction
of the 3d theories.

2.1 Type ITA /M-theory construction

Before considering M-theory configurations we start from type ITA string theory con-
struction. The worldvolume theory on N D2-branes yields the 3d N' = 8 supersymmet-
ric Yang-Mills theory with a gauge group U(N). The supersymmetry can be reduced
by half by introducing D6-branes. The brane configuration in the 10d spacetime of type
ITA string theory is summarized in Table 1. The worldvolume theory on N D2-branes
in the presence of | D6-branes give rise to 3d N = 4 U(N) gauge theory with [ hy-
permultiplets in the fundamental representation and one hypermultiplet in the adjoint
representation, which is called the U(N) ADHM theory. The Coulomb branch of the 3d
theory is realized when the D2-branes are apart from the D6-branes. It is parameter-
ized by the position of the D2-branes together with vacuum expectation values (vevs)
of scalars which are dual to 3d photons. The Higgs branch of the 3d theory is realized
when the D2-branes are on top of the D6-branes and is give by the moduli space of N
SU(1) instantons [6, 7, 49].

We can add an O2-plane or an O6-plane into the configuration without further
breaking the supersymmetry. The O2-plane and the O6-plane are placed parallel to
the D2-branes and the D6-branes respectively, as shown in Table 1. For both O2-plane



and OG6-plane, there are four types of orientifolds depending on the discrete torsion

associated to the Neveu-Schwarz (NS) B-field and a Ramond-Ramond (R R) field. The
four types are denoted by O2~, 5/27, 027", 02" and 06~ 06 , 06T, 06 . Note that in

order to introduce an @vfii—plane one needs to turn on an odd background cosmological
constant in type IIA string theory [50-53]. Since we are interested in configurations
which can be lifted to M-theory we will not introduce an JGi-plane as their M-theory
lift has not been known to our best knowledge. We will not also consider an évQJr—plane
since it will not give rise to a new theory in the setup we will focus on.

Let us consider each case one by one. Introducing an O2~-plane changes the gauge
group U(2N) into O(2N). Similarly the adjoint hypermultiplet of U(2N) becomes an
adjoint hypermultiplet of O(2N). Then the 3d theory on N D2-branes on top of an
02~ -plane with [ D6-branes gives 3d N' = 4 O(2N) gauge theory with [ hypermultiplets
in the fundamental representation and one hypermultiplet in the adjoint (i.e. rank-two
antisymmetric) representation. An ON2_—plane can be effectively given by an O27-plane
with a half D2-brane stuck at the orientifold as far as the D2-brane charge is concerned.
The effective half D2-brane further alters the gauge group into O(2N + 1). Hence the
3d theory on N D2-branes on top of an 02 -plane with [ D6-branes realizes 3d N = 4
O(2N + 1) gauge theory with [ hypermultiplets in the fundamental representation and
one hypermultiplet in the adjoint (i.e. rank-two antisymmeric) representation. On the
other hand an O2%*-plane changes the gauge group U(2N) into USp(2N). Then the
3d theory on N D2-branes on top of an O2"-plane with [ D6-branes gives 3d N = 4
USp(2N) gauge theory with [ hypermultiplets in the fundamental representation and
one hypermultiplet in the adjoint (i.e. rank-two symmetric) representation.

In the cases of introducing an O6-plane, the orientifold action on the adjoint hy-
permultiplet is different from the action on the vector multiplets [54]. Then when the
gauge group changes into O(2N +)/USp(2N) (v = 0 or 1) the adjoint hypermultiplet
becomes a hypermultiplet in the rank-two symmetric/antisymmetric representation re-
spectively. When we consider N D2-branes with an O6~-plane and [ D6-branes, the
worldvolume theory on the D2-branes is the 3d N = 4 USp(2N) gauge theory with
[ hypermultiplets or 2! half-hypermultiplets in the fundamental representation and a
hypermultiplet in the rank-two antisymmetric representation. On the other hand an
O6"-plane changes the unitary gauge group into an orthogonal group. Then the 3d
theory on (2N + «) half D2-branes with an O6*-plane and [ D6-branes gives the 3d
N =4 O(2N + ) gauge theory with [ hypermultiplets in the fundamental representa-
tion and one hypermultiplet in the rank-two symmetric representation. When v = 1,
one half D2-brane should be stuck at the orientifold. In these cases the Higgs branch
moduli space is the moduli space of N G, instantons where G, is the same as the flavor



M2 | x x x
KK|x X Xx|x %X x X

Table 2. The configuration of M2-branes and KK monopoles in M-theory. The z1; is the
direction along the M-theory circle.

symmetry group associated with the fundamental hypermultiplets [6, 49, 54-57].

It is possible to lift the type ITA configurations to M-theory by taking the strong
string coupling limit. In M-theory N D2-branes simply become N M2-branes. On the
other hand, D6-branes are geometrized and a D6-brane becomes a Kaluza-Klein (KK)
monopole [58]. The configuration in M-theory is summarized in Table 2 where z1; is
the direction along the M-theory circle. Then the transverse space of [ D6-branes is
described by an l-center Taub-NUT space T'N; in the x7, xg, x9, x1;-direction . When
[ D6-branes are on top of each other, the [ centers are at the same position which
gives rises to an A;_; singularity. The transverse geometry around the singularity is
described by an asymptotically locally Euclidean (ALE) space X4, , = C?/Z,. Here Z
is the cyclic group or order [. Therefore, N D2-branes probing [ D6-branes in type ITA
string theory become N M2-branes probing the A;_; singularity of C?/Z; in M-theory.
In this picture the Coulomb branch of the 3d theory on the M2-branes can be explicitly
seen as the geometry which M2-branes probe. When N = 1 the Coulomb branch is
Xa,_, itself and for general N it is given by the N-th symmetric product,

Mc = SymNXAlfl. (2.1)

Let us then consider the M-theory lift of the orientifolds. We start from an O2-
plane. In the presence of an O2-plane the space in the x3, - - - , xg9-direction becomes an
orbifold R”/Zy where Zs action is

(w3, x4, x5, T, T7, Ts, Tg) = (—T3, —T4, —T5, —Te, —T7, —Tg, —T9), (2.2)

with a sign flip for the R-R 1-form. An O2-plane at the origin of R”/Z, is given by two
OM2-planes which sit at the two fixed points of (R x S')/Z, [59, 60]. Here the S! is
the M-theory circle on which M-theory is reduced to type ITA string theory. We can
reparameterize the eight real coordinates of the R7 x S' by four complex coordinates

Y1,Y2,Y3, Ya of C47

T3 = Re(yl), T4 = Im(yl)» Ty5 = Re(?/Q), T = Im(yg),
(2.3)

* * 1
x7 = Re(ysyi), xs = Im(ysy), ©o = |ys|” — |yal*, 211 = Q(al"g(y:s) + arg(ya)).



Then the Z, action on (x3, 24, Ts5, T, L7, T, Tg, 11) can be realized by [61]

(Y1, Y2, Y3, ya) = (—y1, —Y2, 1y, 1y3). (2.4)

There are two types of OM2-planes denoted by OM2*-planes. On the quotient space,
the OM?2~-plane has —1—16 units of M2-brane charge whereas OM2"-plane has 13—6 units
of M2-brane charge. Their M2-brane charges suggest that an O27-plane splits into
two OM2~-planes and an 5/27—p1ane splits into two OM2*-planes. On the other hand
an O2*"-plane splits into one OM 2™ -plane at one fixed point and one OM?2*-plane at
the other fixed point. Introducing [ physical D6-branes is realized by having 21 KK
monopoles in the covering space. When the KK monopoles are on top of each other
the space has an Ay_; singularity which is locally described by an ALE space C?/Zy
in the (ys, y4)-direction where the Zy; action is given by

(y3,54) = €7 (3, ya)- (2.5)

When the 2! KK monopoles are on top of the OM2*-plane, the location of the KK
monopoles with the OM2*-plane develops a D, singularity since the combinations of
the action (2.4) and (2.5) yield Xp, , = C2/D, [22, 61]. Here D, stands for the binary
dihedral group of order 4/, which is also known as dicyclic group. Then the Coulomb
branch of the 3d theory on the N M2-branes is given by

Me =Sym"Xp, . (2.6)

As for O6-planes, an O6~-plane becomes a smooth geometry and the transverse
space of the M-theory uplift of an O6~-plane is given by the Atiyah-Hitchin space [62—
64]. When [ (I > 3) physical D6-branes are on top of an O6~-plane the configuration
exhibits a D; singularity in M-theory at the location where the D6-branes and the
O6~-plane are placed. The transverse geometry around the singularity is described
by Xp, = C?/ ﬁl_g [62-64]. Then the Coulomb branch of the 3d theory on the N
M2-branes is given by

MC = SymNXDl. (27)

On the other hand an O6™-plane is lifted to a frozen D, singularity [65, 66]. A non-zero
flux is turned on around the singularity. The flux prohibits a resolution and hence it is
called a frozen singularity. When [ physical D6-branes are on top of an O6"-plane the
transverse geometry around the singularity is given by Xp,,, = C?/ ﬁHg. Therefore
the Coulomb branch of the 3d theory on the N M2-branes is

Mo =Sym"V Xp,,,. (2.8)
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It is also possible to consider M-theory from the beginning to construct 3d theories.
An interesting class of such examples arise from N M2-branes probing a singularity of
C*/Zy (k=1.2,---) with the Z;, action given by

(2.9)

(21722723724) — ek z21, € k Z9, € k z3, € k Z4 )

where 21, 29, 23, 24 are the four complex coordinates of C*. The commutant of the
orbifold action in SO(8), which is the rotation group for R®, is SU(4) x U(1). In the
3d theory on the M2-branes SU(4) serves as the R-symmetry. Hence the 3d theory
generically has an N’ = 6 supersymmetry. In this case the N' = 4 Coulomb branch is
combined with the N' = 4 Higgs branch and the total moduli sapce of the 3d theory
on the N M2-branes is given by

M = Sym" (C*/Zy,) . (2.10)

The supersymmetry is enhanced in the cases of £ = 1,2. When k£ = 1, the geometry
which the M2-branes probe is simply C* and the full SO(8) symmetry remains. Then
the theory possesses an N = 8 supersymmetry. When k = 2, the geometry is described
by C*/Z, with the orbifold action z; — —z; (I = 1,2,3,4). The orbifold action
commutes with the whole SO(8) and the supersymmetry is also enhanced to N' =
8. The 3d theory realized on N M2-branes probing a singularity of C*/Z; can be
described by a Lagrangian theory, called the ABJM theory, characterized by U(N) x
U(N) gauge groups with a Chern-Simons term of level & for one U(NV) and that of level
—k for the other U(N) [1]. The theory also has a hypermultipet in the bifundamental
representation of U(N) x U(N) and a twisted hypermultiplet in the bifundamental
representation of U(N) x U(N) in the N' = 4 language. The relation between the
M2-brane picture and the Lagrangian theory can be explicitly seen by considering a
type IIB dual configuration, which will be discussed in section 2.2.

This class of theories can be generalized by deforming the rank of the gauge groups
and/or changing the unitary gauge groups into O x USp (2, 3]. Such theories are re-
ferred to as the ABJ theories. The rank deformation can be achieved by introducing
M5-branes wrapped on a vanishing 3-cycle in C*/Z;. The 3-cycle is a torsion cycle
characterized by Hs (S7/Zy,7Z) = Zy. Then wrapping k& M5-branes on it is equiva-
lent to no Mb5-brane and we can wrap at most (k — 1) M5-branes. The Mb5-branes
wrapped on the vanishing 3-cycle can be interpreted as fractional M2-branes. The
presence of L(< k) fractional M2-branes alters the gauge group U(N), x U(N)_j into
U(N+ L) x U(N)_ with the matter content unchanged. The subscripts of the gauge
groups represent the CS levels associated with the gauge groups and we will use this
notation throughout this paper. The amount of supersymmetry does not change since
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the fractional M2-branes preserve the same supersymmetry as that of M2-branes. The
theory also has a duality given by [3]

UN+ L) x UN)_ & UN) x UN +k— L)y, (2.11)

which can be seen from a type IIB dual picture.

The change of the unitary gauge groups into O xU Sp can be achieved by considering
an M-theory background C*/D;, (k = 1,2,---) where the orbifold action is generated
by

(21, 22, 23, 24) — (6%21,6%22,6%23,6%Z4> , (2.12)
(21, 29, 23, 22) — (125, —i2],iz;, —i23). (2.13)

The orbifold action can be embedded in SU(2) and the commutant inside SO(8) is
SO(5). Hence the theory has an N' = 5 supersymmetry generically. The moduli space
of the 3d theory on the N M2-branes is given by

M = Sym” ((C‘*/f)k) . (2.14)

The geometry also has a vanishing 3-cycle which is characterized by Hjs (S T/ ﬁk, Z) =
Zyy. Then we can also wrap Mb-branes on the vanishing 3-cycle, leading to fractional
M2-branes. When N M2-branes probe the singularity of C*/ Dy, with some fractional
M2-branes the 3d theory on the M2-branes can be described again by a Chern-Simons

matter theory [3] and they are characterized by the following four types of gauge groups
and the CS levels,

O(2N +2L1)gr x USp(2N)_, (2.15)
USpP(2N 4 2Ly) X O(2N)_g, (2.16)
O(2N +2L3 + 1) x USp(2N) s, (2.17)
USp(2N +2L4), x O(2N +1)_g. (2.18)

Each theory has a half-hypermultiplet in the bifundamental representation of O x USp
and a twisted half-hypermultiplet in the bifundamental representation of O x USp.
The Ly, Lo, L3, Ly are restricted by 0 < Ly < k+1,0< Ly, <k—1,0< L3 <k and
0 < Ly < k. The theories in (2.15)-(2.18) also have dual descriptions given by [3]

O(2N + 2L1)op X USp(2N)_1, & O(2N +2(k — Ly + 1)) o X USp(2N ), (2.19)
O(2N +2L3 + 1), x USp(2N)_ < O(2N + 2(k — L3) + 1)_o, X USp(2N ), (2.21)
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USp(2N + 2Ly, x O(2N + 1)_oy < USP(2N + 2(k — Ly))_ x O(2N + 1)ay. (2.22)

The dualities imply that some of the theories of (2.19)-(2.22) at the boundary values
of L; (i =1,2,3,4) are equivalent with each other and we have 4k different choices of
the L;’'s. When k = 1 the supersymmetry is enhanced to A/ = 6 since the geometry
becomes C*/Z,. This leads to orthosymplectic-unitary dualities given by [3, 67|

O(2N)y x USp(2N)_1 < U(N)4 x U(N)_y, (2.23)
O(2N +2)s x USp(2N)_; < U(N +2)4 x U(N)_a, (2.24)

O(2N +3)y x USp(2N)_; U(N +3), x UN)_4 (2.25)

Due to the duality (2.21) or (2.11), the two theories on each side of (2.25) are related by
the parity transformation. Furthermore, gauging one-form symmetries of the theories
lead to another dualities [21]

SO(2N)y x USp(2N)_1 < [U(N)4 X U(N)_4] /Zs, (2.26)
[SO(2N)2 x USp(2N) 1] /2y < [U(N)s x U(N) 4] /Z4, (2.27)
SO(2N 4+ 1)y x USp(2N)_1 < [U(N + 1)y X U(N)_4] /Zs, (2.28)
SO(2N +2)y x USp(2N)_1 < [U(N +2)4 X U(N)_4] /Zs (2.29)
The special cases with N =1 for (2.26) and (2.27) give [21]
SO(2)2 x USp(2)—1 < [U(1)a x U(1)—4] /Zz < U(1)2 x U(1)—o, (2.30)
[30(2)2 X USp(2>_1] /ZQ <~ [U(1)4 X U(l)_4] /Z4 <~ U(l)l X U(].)_l (231)

Another generalization is to consider a M-theory background (C?/Z, x C?/Z,) | Zx
27 _27i

where p, g, k are positive integers. The action of Z,, is given by (21, 22) — (e 7 21, » 29

2mi _ 27

while the action of Z, is given by(zs, z4) — (e 4 z3,€ 4 z4). The Z; acts on the all

four complex coordinates and it is given by (2.9). The whole orbifold action can be
summarized as

27 _2mi 27 27 >

(21, 22, 23, 24) — (e Pz, € P Zo e ke 23, € Razy (2.32)

The orbifold action can be embedded in SU(2) x SU(2) and the commutant inside
SO(8) is SO(4). Hence the 3d theory on M2-branes probing the singularity has an
N = 4 supersymmetry generically. The moduli space of the 3d theory on the N
M2-branes is given by

M = Sym" ((C*/Z, x C*/Z,) | Zy) . (2.33)
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It turns out that the moduli space can be achieved by a Chern-Simons matter theory
characterized by a circular quiver theory with the following gauge groups and the CS
level [4, 5],

U(N) x U(N)g % - U(N)g xU(N)_j, x U(N)g x - - U(N)y. (2.34)

The theory has twisted hypermultiplets and hypermultiplets, both of which are in the
bifundamental representation of U(N) x U(N) that are next to each other. When one
of the two U(N)’s comes from the (p — 1) U(N)’s of (2.34) then the bifundamental
matter is a twisted hypermultiplet. When it comes from the (¢ — 1) U(NN)’s of (2.34)
then the bifundamental matter is a hypermultiplet. We can further introduce fractional
M2-branes into the configuration. The presence of the fractional M2-branes can change
the gauge group (2.34) into

U(N + Ly)x X UN 4 Ly)g X - - - U(N + L) %
ptl

X U(N 4 Lypt1)-k % {](N + Lypi2)o X - U(N + Lyiq)o,

~~

q—1

(2.35)

where 0 < Ly, L,41 < k — 1. The theory also has various dual descriptions, which can
be seen in a dual type IIB picture.
When p =2,q =1,k = 2, the moduli space becomes

Sym™ ((C?/Zy x C?) /Z») . (2.36)

The overall Zs quotient may imply the presence an OM2-plane. Furthermore the
singularity for the first C? in the case of N = 1 is given by C?/Z,, which is isomorphic
to C?%/ D,. Hence the configuration is equivalent to N M2-branes probing an OM2-
plane on top of 2 KK monopoles. When no fractional M2-brane is introduced the
configuration corresponds to the one with an OM2™-plane. Hence this suggests a
duality [22]

3d O(2N) gauge theory with one adjoint hyper and a fundamental hyper
<  3d U(N)y x U(N)y x U(N)_o Chern-Simons matter theory. (2.37)

We can also introduce fractional M2-branes. Since k£ = 2, we can have 0 < L, L3z < 1.
It turns out that this case leads to another duality [22],

3d USp(2N) gauge theory with one adjoint hyper and a fundamental hyper
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< 3dU(N)y x U(N)y x U(N 4 1)_5 Chern-Simons matter theory.
(2.38)

There is yet another Lagrangian construction called the BLG theories which de-
scribe 3d theories on multiplet M2-branes using a Lie 3-algebra [8-12]. When we pre-
serve N = 8 supersymmetry, there are two families of the BLG theories, which are char-
acterized by the gauge groups G = SU(2) X SU(2)_ or G = (SU(2), x SU(2)—-x)/Zs
[1, 68, 69]. From the Lagrangian description one can calculate the moduli space for
each case and it is given by

M = (C* x C*) /Dy, (2.39)
for G = SU(2)), x SU(2)_y and
M = (C* x C") /Dy, (2.40)

for G = (SU(2) x SU(2)_x)/Zs [70, 71] where Dy, is the dihedral group of order k. For
special values of k the moduli spaces (2.39) and (2.40) agree with the N = 2 case of
(2.10). Then the BLG theory has an interpretation of a 3d theory on two M2-branes
probing an A-type singularity. Since Dy = Z,, we have

M sv@)xsU@) 1)z, = Sym” (C*) (2.41)
and this implies a duality [69, 72]

The other two cases are SU(2)y x SU(2)_y and (SU(2)y x SU(2)_4)/Zs and their
moduli spaces can be identified with Sym? (C*/Z,) with discrete torsion turned on for
the latter case. Hence we have dualities [69, 72]

SU(2), x SU(2)_s BLG < U(2)s x U(2)_s ABJM, (2.43)
(SU(2)4 x SU(2)_4)/Zs BLG & U(3)s x U(2)_ ABJ. (2.44)

There is also another type of duality given by [20]

(SU(2)5 x SU(2)_3)/Zs BLG ® U(1); x U(1)_; ABJM < U(3); x U(3)_, ABJM.
(2.45)

2.2 Type IIB construction

In fact most of the theories considered in the previous subsection can be also realized
as low energy effective theories on D3-branes in type IIB string theory compactified
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on S!'. These brane setups consist of D3-branes wrapped on S!' segmented by the
NS5-branes or the bound states of an NS5-brane and k& D5-branes (which we call (1, k)
5-brane) and D5-branes. Here each five-brane is extended in the directions indicated
in Table 3 and Table 4. In a brane configuration consisting only of D3-branes, NS5-
branes and D5-branes, each segment of D3-branes corresponds to a gauge node. The
open strings ending on single segment correspond to an N = 4 vector multiplet, while
the open strings between the D3-brane segment and somewhere else corresponds to an
N = 4 hypermultiplet. We can also consider NS5-branes and D5-branes extended in
the different directions, which we shall call NS5-brane and f)%—brane, as indicated in
Table 3. Brane setups consisting only of D3-branes, NS5-branes and D5-branes also
realizes N/ = 4 quiver gauge theories, where the open strings ending on single segment
correspond to an N = 4 twisted vector multiplet, while the open strings between the
D3-brane segment and somewhere else corresponds to an N = 4 twisted hypermultiplet.

On the other hand, circular quiver superconformal Chern-Simons matter theories
are realized by the brane configurations consisting of D3-branes, NS5-branes and (1, k)
5-branes [73, 74]. The N' = 4 supersymmetry is realized by assigning the supermulti-
plets to the open strings ending on each D3-brane segment appropriately depending on
the type of 5-branes involved [5, 75], as summarized in Table 4.3

These type 1IB brane configurations are related to the configuration of M2-branes
as follows. By taking the T-duality in the zs-direction we obtain the type ITA brane
configuration, where D3-branes are transformed into D2-branes, D5-branes are trans-
formed into D6-branens while NS5-branes become a KK monopole along x3 (a (1, k)5-
brane is treated as an NS5-brane and k& D5-branes). By further uplifting the type ITA
configuration to the M-theory with a new S! direction x1;, D2-branes become M2-
branes while D6-branes become a KK monople along z1;. Hence each of the NV = 4
theories realized by a IIB brane configuration with N D3-branes wrapped on S! and the
five-branes can be interpreted as the theory of N M2-branes in M-theory probing some
singularity of C*/T". The detail of the singularity can be read off from the KK monopole
background. For example, for the U(N) ADHM theory with [ flavors, which is realized
by the type IIB brane configuration with one NS5-brane and [ D5-branes, the singular-
ity is C?/Z; x C%. For the superconformal Chern-Simons matter theory realized by p
NS5-branes and ¢ (1, k)5-branes, the singularity is (C*/Z, x C?/Z,) /7 Where Zy; acts
on (z1,22) € C?/Zy, (23, 24) € C*/Zy as (21, 20, 23, 24) — (62’W’ 21,€ 13;122 e 23, € 2’;:1124)
[4].

In the brane setup with NS5-branes and (1, k%) 5-branes we can also realize non-

3Here we assume that D3-branes are wrapped on the direction compactified on S and also that
there is at least one NS5-brane in each configuration.

— 16 —



0 1 234 5 6|7 8 9
D3(_ )| x x x|X
NS5(1) [ x x x X X X
D5(~-) | x x X
NS5(-) | x x X
D5(1) [ x x x X X X
brane configuration supermultiplet quiver
= N = 4 vector multiplet @
JL N = 4 bifundamental hypermultiplet ’
. j I,J) D
N = 4 fundamental hypermultiplet

LN N = 4 twisted vector multiplet @
:(5(’,? :
j (1,7) a

Y

Jemk
(
)

—C2 N = 4 bifundamental twisted hypermultiplet

/LL# N = 4 fundamental twisted hypermultiplet

Table 3. Top: directions of the branes in the configuration realizing 3d quiver gauge theories;
bottom: supermultiplets corresponding to the open string (red line) ending on D3-branes in
various situations.

uniform ranks Ny, Ny, - -- by introducing fractional D3-branes stretched between each
pair of an NS5-brane and a (1,k) 5-brane. See Table 4. Under the M-theory uplift
these fractional D3-branes become fractional M2-branes which are trapped on top of
the singularity C*/T" and cannot move, hence the fractional D3-branes do not affect the
structure of the singularity [3].

The type IIB brane configurations are also useful to predict the dualities of the N' =
4 theories. The first example is the duality induced by the SL(2,Z) transformations of
the 5-brane charges. Let 7 = x + i/gs be the Type IIB coupling where x = Cj is the
axion (R-R scalar) and g, = €® is the string coupling, i.e. the expectation value of the
dilaton ® (NS-NS scalar). The SL(2,Z) S-duality in Type IIB string theory act on 7
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0 1 234 5 6|7 89
D3(_— )| x x X
NS5(1) [ x x x X X X
(1, k‘)5( : ) xX X X (47)k, (58)k, (69)k
brane configuration supermultiplet quiver
= N = 4 vector multiplet

I N = 2 vector multiplet with CS level k
— N = 2 vector multiplet with CS level —k
o N = 4 twisted vector multiplet
QCiL N = 4 bifundamental hypermultiplet (H, H)
—— N = 4 bifundamental twisted hypermultiplet (T.T)

Table 4. Top: directions of the branes in the configuration realizing N/ = 4 superconformal
Chern-Simons matter theories, where (ab) stands for the direction in ab-plane with angle
arctan k from a-axis; bottom: supermultiplets corresponding to the open string (red line)
ending on D3-branes in various situations. In [5] the N/ = 4 vector multiplet and the N' = 4
twisted vector multiplet are referred to as the auxiliary vector multiplet.

as
ar +b
cr+d’

with a,b,c,d, € Z and ad — bc = 1. A (p,q) 5-brane with p units of NS-NS charge and
q units of R-R charge transforms as

T — (2.46)

P =@ q (Z Z) (2.47)

The action of SL(2,7) S-duality can be specified by the action of two generators

S = (_01 é) , T— ((1) D . (2.48)
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The S transformation that swaps an NS5-brane with a D5-brane conjectures that the
U(N) ADHM theory with [ flavors is mirror to the U(N)® necklace quiver theory
[6, 7, 76]. The brane configuration and the quiver diagram for the U(N) ADHM the-
ory are depicted in the leftmost column in Figure 1. The notation of the brane setup
and the quiver diagram are explained in Table 3. The mirror theory has the NV = 4
twisted vector multiplets of gauge groups Hllzl U(N)D, the twisted hypermultiplets
(X LI+1, )71 r+1) transforming as the bifundamental representation under the I-th factor
U(N)D and the (I + 1)-th factor U(N)U+Y of the gauge groups where I = 1,--- 1
and [+ 1 = 1. Also it has a single twisted hypermultiplet (I, .J) transforming as the
fundamental representation under the first factor U (1)) of the gauge groups. The
brane setup and the quiver diagram of the mirror necklace quiver theory are displayed
in the center picture in Figure 1. On the other hand, if we perform the ST'S trans-
formation, an NS5-brane turns into an NS5-brane while a D5-brane turns into a (1,1)
5-brane. This proposes the duality between the U(N) ADHM theory with [ flavors and
an N = 4 circular quiver Chern-Simons matter theory with [ + 1 nodes which consist
of an N' = 2 U(N)W vector multiplet with the CS level ¥ = 1, [ — 1 U(N)® twisted
vectormultiplet (@ = 2,3,---,1), an N' = 2 U(N)*V vector multiplet with the CS
level k = —1, [ twisted bifundamental hypermultiplets (7} 441, Ta,aﬂ) (a=1,2,,--- 1)
and a bifundamental hypermultiplet (Hiq 1, ﬁz+1,1)' The brane configuration and the
quiver diagram of the theory are given in the rightmost picture in Figure 1. In this
case with CS levels, the notation of the brane setup and the quiver diagram in Table 4
is used.

One can also move the five-branes along the z3-direction and create/annihilate D3-
branes on each segment according to the Hanany-Witten effect [77], which transforms
the brane configuration with M fractional D3-branes into a different configuration with
k — M fractional D3-branes (see Figure 2). The N = 4 theories realized by the two
configurations before and after this transformation are suggested to be dual to each
other. The duality of the U(N + L), x U(N)_gr ABJ theory (2.11) is also obtained
from this effect.

In section 2.1, we also constructed 3d theories with other gauge groups. Some of the
theories can be also realized by introducing an orientifold in the type IIB configuration.
We can introduce either an O3-plane along the D3-branes or an O5-plane along the
D5-branes without further breaking supersymmetry. In the type ITA brane setup we
considered an O2-plane or an O6-plane. While an O6-plane is T-dual to two O5-planes,
we need two O2-planes to obtain an O3-plane. Hence we focus on the type IIB dual
descriptions of the type ITA construction for the theories realized on D2-branes with
an O6-plane.

First we consider the 3d N’ = 4 USp(2N) gauge theory with [ flavors and a anti-
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(1, J)

(Ti-14, Ti-10)

Figure 1. Top: type IIB brane configuration related by SL(2,7Z) transformations; bot-
tom: U(N) ADHM theory with I flavors, U(N)®' necklace quiver theory with one flavor
and U(N)g x U(N)2U=D x U(N)_}, quiver superconformal Chern-Simons matter theory with
k = 1, each of which are realized by the three brane configuration on top of the quiver
diagram.

Ni INi+Ns—No+k| Ny

Figure 2. The change of the number of D3-branes due to the Hanany-Witten brane
creation/annihilation effect.
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(XHIA:Y'IAIA X!+L3\YI+1.3)

Figure 3. Left: The 3d USp(2N) ADHM theory with one antisymmetric hyper (X,Y) and
20 half-hypers (I,.J). Right: The 3d U(N)®* x U(2N)®=3 quiver theory with one flavor
(I,.J). This theory is mirror dual of the theory on the left.

symmetric hypermultiplet. The field content can be summarized as a quiver diagram
given by the left figure in Figure 3. The brane configuration which realizes the 3d
theory is depicted in (2.49).

l

——
. — |u05_

O57..-
2N D3

(2.49)
We use a dotted diagonal line for representing an O5-plane. In (2.49) the two dotted
diagonal lines are two O5~ -planes. The presence of the two O5™-planes makes the
horizontal direction periodic. When one end of an open string is on the D3-branes,
the other end can cross the NS5-brane and then it ends on the D3-branes. Such an
open string yields the antisymmetric hypermultiplet. The mirror dual of the theory is
obtained by the S-dual of the configuration. Then a D5-brane on top of an O5~-plane
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changes into an ONplane [78, 79]. The brane setup after the S-duality becomes

ON®
2N D3 (2.50)
where the vertical dotted lines represent the O N%planes. Then the 3d theory realized
on t/h(i)&branes is a quiver theory whose quiver shape is given by the Dynkin diagram
of s0(2[) with one flavor attached to an end node [55, 56]. The extra flavor comes from
the D5-brane in (2.50). The quiver diagram of the theory is given by the right diagram
in Figure 3. This theory is the mirror dual of the USp(2N) gauge theory with [ flavors
and a antisymmetric hypermultiplet [6, 55, 76].

On the other hand, the 3d N' = 4 O(2N + ~) gauge theory with [ fundamental
hypermultiplets and a symmetric hypermultiplet is realized by brane construction with
two O5%-planes. The configuration can be depicted as

l

—_——~
= = |"05+

O57.
(2N 4+v) D3

(2.51)
Although it is also possible to consider the S-dual of the configurations (2.51) a con-
ventional Lagrangian description of the theories on the D3-branes has not been known.
However the Coulomb branches of the mirror theories can be extracted by non-simply
laced quiver theories [80].

An O3-plane can be introduced to the type IIB brane setup for the ABJM theory,
In the original ABJM setup the configuration contains an NS5-brane and a (1, k) 5-
brane, When an O3*/ C%i—plane crosses an NS5H-brane it changes into respectively an
03%/ @viﬁ—plane. On the other hand when an O3%/ @viii—plane crosses a Db-brane it

becomes an &’;i / O3*-plane respectively. Hence a consistent setup requires a pair of
an NShH-brane and a (1, 2k) 5-brane in the setup with an O3-plane. Then there are four
configurations with an O3-plane along D3-branes and they are summarized in Figure
4. The brane configurations in Figure 4(a), 4(b), 4(c) and 4(d) realize the 3d theories
which are written in respectively (2.15), (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18). The equivalence
of the theories (2.19), (2.20), (2.21) and (2.22) may be seen from the Hanany-Witten
effect when the NS5-brane is exchanged with the (1,2k) 5-brane [3].
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03~ + (N + Ly) D3 03+ + (N + Ly) D3

03t + N D3
(a)

03~ + (N + L3) D3

Figure 4. The brane configurations which realize the O x USp ABJ theories. The configu-
rations in 4(a), 4(b), 4(c) and 4(d) give rise to (2.15), (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18) respectively.
The vertical dashed line in each figure is a (1,2k) 5-brane.

3 U(N) ADHM theory with [ flavors

We start from the U(N) ADHM theory, that is the low-energy effective theory of
N coincident M2-branes probing the A;_; singilarity. As reviewed in section 2, it is
a 3d N = 4 supersymmetric gauge theory with U(N) gauge group and one adjoint
hypermultiplet (X,Y) and [ fundamental hypermultiplets (1, J,), a« = 1,--- .

3.1 Moduli space and local operators

The moduli space of supersymmetric vacua of the gauge theory is determined by the
following equations:

[, 6] =0, (3.1)
(X, X+ [V, YT+ JJT = I'T =0, (3.2)
[0, X]=0, [p,Y]=0, $J=0, Ip=0, (3.3)
X,Y]+ JI =0, (3.4)

where ¢ is the the adjoint scalar field in the N' = 4 vector multiplet and we split it into a
real component o and a complex component . The first two equations (3.1) and (3.2)
are the D-term equations and the equations (3.3) and (3.4) are the F-term equations.
The equations (3.3) and (3.4) are deformed when one turns on mass parameters m,
Magj and F1 parameters ¢

[¢7 X] = made7 [¢7 Y] = madj}/a ¢J = Jm, [¢ =ml, (35)
X, Y]+ JI = C.
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3.1.1 Coulomb branch

By setting the hypermultiplet scalar fields (X,Y’) and (/,, J,) to zero, we obtain the
Coulomb branch which is parametrized by the local operators constructed from the
monopole operators dressed by the vector multiplet scalar field . A solution to the
equation (3.1) is given by

Y= diag(@b to 790N>7 (37)

and the gauge group is broken to U(1)Y. The Coulomb branch receives the non-

perturbative quantum corrections from the monopole operators. The bare monopole

vimid for the U(N) ADHM theory with [ flavors carries the GNO charge as an integer
y g g

vector m = (myq,---,my). It has the conformal dimension [81]
;N
Alma) = 5 D mi. (3.8)

i=1

First consider the Abelian case with N = 1. The Coulomb branch operators are
not independent as they obey a chiral ring relation which determines the OPE

vioT ~ @l (3.9)

This is consistent with the dimension (3.8) of monopole.

We can parametrize ¢ and vl as p = 2129, v7 = 2} and v™ = 2}. Since (21, 29)
is identified with (6¥21,€7¥22), the Coulomb branch operators describe the ALE
singularity X4, , = C?/Z;. More generally, the Coulomb branch of the non-Abelian
U(N) ADHM theory with [ flavors is given by the N-th symmetric product (2.1) of the
ALE space X4, ,

Sym™ X4, = Sym™(C?/Z)), (3.10)

whose dimension is dim¢c Mc = 2N. It has singularities coming from the A; ; sin-
gularity and from the quotient singularity of the symmetric group. The adjoint mass
parameter m resolves the quotient singularity, which results in a Hilbert scheme of N
points of ALE space of A;_;-type. The fundamental mass parameters m, aa=1,--- 1
resolve the A;_; singularity. It gives the resolved ALE space X 4,_, of Aj_q1-type.

3.1.2 Higgs branch

When the vector multiplet scalar is turned off, we find the Higgs branch that is
parametrized by the half-BPS local operators constructed from two types of hyper-
multiplet scalar fields (X,Y’) and (1, J). They obey the equations (3.2) and (3.4).
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When the theory has a single flavor, that is [ = 1, the equations (3.2) and (3.4)
implies that the fundamental hypermultiplet (I, .J) vanishes and that the adjoint hy-
permultiplet (X,Y") can be diagonalized

X =diag(Xy, -+, Xn), Y = diag(Y1, -+, Yn). (3.11)

The Higgs branch is given by N copies of C? parametrized by (X;,Y;),i=1,--- , N di-
vided by the residual permutation symmetry Sy, which is the N-th symmetric product
of C2.

For | > 2 the equations (3.2) and (3.4) are identified with the ADHM equations
for the N SU(I) instantons on R* [82]. Hence The Higgs branch of the U(N) ADHM
theory with [ flavors is the moduli space of SU(l) N-instantons. It has dimension
dim(c M H = 2N1

The gauge invariant operators can be described by closed words with the form
TrX'Y™ and open words with the form JX'Y™I. For the closed words the multi-traces
at level n < N give the gauge invariant basis which are one-to-one correspondence with
the p(n) conjugacy classes of the permutation group S, where p(n) is the number of
partition of n.

3.1.3 Mixed branch

On the mixed branch in the moduli space, both scalar fields in the hypermultiplet and
the vector multiplet do not vanish so that the bare monopole can be also dressed by
the adjoint scalar fields (X, Y') in the hypermultiplet. Consider the configuration where
the vector multiplet scalar fields takes the form

@Zdlag(gpla y P15 Pyt 7S0n707"' 70)7 (312>
N N, N
1 n 0

where Y N; = N. By fixing the gauge for the action of the Weyl group of U(N),
one can write the GNO charge as

(mla"' sy ML, s My e ey, M s Mgt 1,00 M/ 1,00, M/ 7mn’+m’07"' 70)7
~ TV N TV 7\ TV - N TV V
N1 Nn/ Nn’+1 Nn/er/ No

(3.13)

where my > mg > -+ > my > 0 and my; < Mypao < --0 < My < 0 with

n’ +m’ = n. The magnetic flux for the bare monopole with the GNO charge (3.13)
breaks the U(N) gauge group down to the residual gauge group Hp,} = H?Zl U(N;).
Consequently, the adjoint scalar field takes the block-diagonal form so that the bare
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monopole operator with the GNO charge (3.13) will be dressed by

1
XJ(Vl)XNl (2)
XN2 ><N2
, (3.14)

(n)
Np XNy,

0
X](VQ)X NO

which obey the F-term constraint (3.4). Here the U(N;) adjoint scalar field X](@X N,
shows up for each factor U(XV;) in U(N). Therefore general monopole operators in the
ADHM theory are dressed by a collection of adjoint scalar fields ¢, X and Y. In the
following we check that such dressed monopoles contribute to the indices.

3.2 Indices

The index of the U(N) ADHM theory with an adjoint hyper and [ fundamental hypers
is given by

JUMN) ADEM=I (4 21 q)
1+|m1 mj
1 (g2t¥ . g gk (g ST s )
= M(qlmt”'q)N Z H H % Sj) brmimml g
: D)ooy, L ,mNeZ =1 i<j (g t2s 871 0o
—m; [m;—m ;|
(gt a5 q)S 1y (@ TR ) (g T T s )
1 \mi—m |mi—m
(qite= ) 12 (qﬁfwﬁfﬁ;q)oo (q1* tSi-tS}Ffﬁ?@oo
N 3+‘m‘ F,,F. )
XHH q4 = 'S Ya s @)oo %0 (Tt il 1 2N il AN i (3.15)

s YE; @)oo

Here z is the fugacity for a flavor symmetry of the adjoint hyper, y, are the fugacities
for an SU() flavor symmetry of the fundamental hypers obeying [[,yo = 1 and z is
the fugacity for a topological symmetry.

3.2.1 U(1) ADHM with one flavor (N =1, [ =1)

The simplest example is the case with N = 1 and [ = 1. The theory describes a single
M2-brane moving in a flat space C*. It contains the BPS bare monopole operators v™
of the GNO charges m € Z and the dimensions A(m) = |m|/2.

We find the index

IU(I) ADHM-—1] (t, T, 2 q>
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:1—|—[( v oda Ot (2 F Dt g

A A
X Y ’Ul U71
1.1 —1 1 2 —9\,2 2 —2\,-2] 1/2
Tz ‘a2 Tz Tz 1 T A 1 z z t
+ @z + tor e e (ot e )P+ (22 g
vlX v-ly v—1X vly XY X2 Y2 © v2 v—2

2 -2 -1 -2 2_—1 2 —-1_-2 -2 —1.2\,—1
b T z4axz )t Tz Tz 2 ‘x+x 20t
vl X2 v=1lYy?2 vlY?2 v—1X2 v2 X v=2Y v=2X v2Y

-1 3 ~314,3 -1 3 —3\,—3| 3/4 .
+(x +a  +ax +a )+ (z +z2 A+ )¢+ (3.16)
X2y XY?2 X3 Y3 vlp v-lp v3 v—3

The index (3.16) has no contributions from the fundamental hyper.

Notice that the U(1) ADHM theory with one flavor can be viewed as a theory
of SQED1, or equivalently a U(1) gauge theory coupled to a hypermultiplet of gauge
charge one (or equivalently a free twisted hypermultiplet) and a free hypermultiplet.
Thus the index (3.16) has the closed form

]U(l) ADHM—[1] (t,{L‘,Z; q) — ]SQED1 (t,Z; q) % IHM(t,ZL’;q)
(gt e (¢t 0)n (3.17)
(gt ) (@it ) '

When we turn off the global fugacities x and z, we get the simplified indices

JU(1) ADHM-[1] (tbx=1,2=1;q)

=1+ (275 4 2t_1)q1/4 + (4 4342 4 3t_2)q1/2 + (4t3 At 44 4 4t_3)q3/2
+ (L5t + 482 + 472 457 g + (66° + 43 + 4t +617°)g”* + -+ - (3.18)

The flavored index generally admits two limits of the fugacities in which the Coulomb
and Higgs branch operators are counted respectively. They are referred to as the
Coulomb and Higgs limits (see [23] and Appendix A). The Coulomb limit and Higgs

limit (A.4) of the index (3.18) are equal. They are given by
1
ZU(1) ADHM=[1](C) (4} — 7U(1) ADHM—[1](H) (¢} — 319
0 0= =g (3.19)

which simply counts two bosonic generators parametrizing C* C C*. As argued in [33],

the Coulomb and Higgs branch operators correspond to the plane partition with trace
1.

3.2.2 U(2) ADHM with one flavor (N =2,1=1)

Now consider the non-Abelian example where the BPS local operators include single-
trace operators as well as multi-trace operators.
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When N = 2 and [ = 1, the theory captures a stack of two M2-branes propagating
in flat space. The monopole operator v™™2 has the dimension A(m;) = Z?:l || /2.

The ADHM index for N = 2 and [ = 1 is given by*

U(2) ADHM—|1 .
=1+ |(z +a2Ot+( 2z +2 DO+ | 222 42072 4 2227 4+ 2271
(\,./ ) ( \,./) q (g — — <~
™TX  TrY w0 =10 PLOX(D) | =Ly (D), ,=L0x () L0y (D)
Ul,Ox(Z) v_lvOY(2> ,U—l,OX(Z) vl,Oy(Z)
2 —2\42 2 -2 -2 1/2
+ 2 4 227 4 2r )t + (2 +22° 4+ 2277t
(v Ny v> <\,./ N \v/) q
TrXY, TrX?2, TrYy? Tre, 020, v=20,
TrXTrY (TrX)2 (TrY)? -1 11 p—1—1
2 -2 _-1 -2 2_—1 -1
+ 3r°z + 3x °z + 3xr 7"z + 3z°z + 3z + 3z t
( <o _— -~ — N )
P10 X (12, p=1.0y (1)2) P10y (12, p=10x (D2, PROX My (D) =10 x (D) y (1)
1.0 x(2)2 p—10y (22, P10y (2)2) 010X (22, PIOX@Y @), mLox @y (@)
1,0 x (1) x(2) 1oy (1) y(2) 210y (1) y(2) 1,0 x (1) x(2) 10 X@y M) v~ LOx @y @)
10 XMy () v~ L0x Dy ()
1,0 ~1,0
v ), VTN )
vl’odlw(z), v—l’%wm,
1072 1(2) =10 @) ()
2 —-1_-2 —2 —-1_2 —1 —1
+( 3zz° +3x 2z "+ 3uxz 4+ 32+ 3x + 3z t
( NG - o = ~ o )
020X (1), =20y (1), V=20 x (1) 020y (1) L1 x (1) Ly (D)
020 X(2), 020y (2), 020 X(2), 020y (@) L1 x(2) L1y (@)
vbITrX v~ L= ITrYY v~ L=1ITr X vbITrY Tr(eX), Tr(¢Y),
Tr(e)Tr(X), Tr(e)Tr(Y),
Vx by
—1 3 -3 3 —1 3 -3 \+—3 3/4
+ 3r + 3z + 2x° 4+ 2z t° + 3z + 3z + 22° + 227° )t + -
( ~ S Ny K~ ) (v S N v) q
TrX?2Y, TrXY?, TrX3, TrY3, v® -1 v~ 21 030, v=3:0,
TrXTQ‘rXY, TrXYTﬂ; TrX2TrX  TrY2TrY w10 =10, p21 =21
TrX*TrY TrXTrY U1,0¢(2> vl 090<2)
(3.20)

Again the equations (3.2) and (3.4) imply that the fundamental hypermultiplet scalar
fields cannot get a non-trivial vev so that the index has no contribution from the
fundamental hyper. The Higgs branch operators are constructed as closed words of the
form TrX'Y™ and their double-trace operators.
We observe that on the mixed branch for the non-Abelian ADHM theory there exist
more operators corresponding to the terms ¢*/*tz, ¢*/*tz~1, ¢*/*t 'z and ¢*/*t~'z~! than
those for the Abelian ADHM theory.

4The flavored indices for N = 2,3 and [ = 1 are also analyzed in [83] to study the enhancement of
the supersymmetry using the technology developed in [84], where the the Coulomb branch operators
contributing to the indices are also identified.
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The first two terms ¢*/*tz and ¢®/*tz~! are associated with the monopole operator
v5Y. The magnetic flux for the monopole operator v*° breaks down the U(2) gauge
group down to U(1) x U(1) where the vacuum equations (3.1)-(3.2) has a solution

M 0 xX@ 9 Yy o
¥
=Con) o =Com) =)
0 00
J = (J(2)) 7 I=(0 I9)), ¢ = <0 C(z)) ; (3.21)

on the mixed branch. The configuration (3.21) admits four monopole operators
Ui’oX(l)Y(l), Ui,OX(l)Y(2)7 Ui’oX(2)Y(1), Ui’OX@)Y(Z), (322>
dressed by the adjoint hypermultiplet scalars (X,Y’), two monopole operators

V0,0, v, (3.23)

dressed by the adjoint fermions and a single monopole

pE0 A ) (3.24)

dressed by the fundamental hypermultiplet scalars. The terms ¢*/*tz and ¢**tz~! in

(3.20) count these monopole operators as 4 + (—2) + 1 = 3 contributions.
The terms ¢**t~'z involves two dressed monopole operators

D ¢ oI X @) (3.25)
two bosonic operators
TroTrX, Tr(pX) (3.26)
and a single fermionic operator
Treoy. (3.27)

For the Abelian case there is a single bosonic operator ¢ X since the dressed monopole
operators (3.25) do not exist and the double-trace operator is not available. Therefore
the term ¢**t~'x does not show up in the index (3.16). The absence of the term
¢/*t~ 'z~ is similarly argued by replacing X with Y. The indices with auxiliary
fugacities are shown in (B.6) in appendix B.

The index (3.20) is simplified by turning off the fugacities x, z for the global
symmetries:

JU(2) ADHM—[1] (tbx=1,z2=1;q)
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= 14 (2t + 2t g4 4 (8 + 612 + 6t72)g"/? + (108> + 18t + 18t~ + 10t 73)¢>/4
+ (37 + 19t + 3262 + 32t 2 + 19t Hg + -+ . (3.28)
The difference from the U(1) ADHM index (3.18) appears from the power ¢'/2. This

reflects the fact that the U(2) ADHM theory has gauge invariant double-trace operators.
In the Coulomb and Higgs limit the index (3.28) reduces to

2
TU2) ADHM—[I](C)(t) _ 7U®) ADHM—[I](H)(t) = i +1);F(I i (3.29)

This describes the symmetric product Sym?(C?) which are identified with the Coulomb
and Higgs branches. The function (3.29) counts the plane partitions of trace 2 which

corresponds to the pairs of column-strict plane partitions of the same shape A\ whose
weight is |A| = >, A, = 2 [33].
3.2.3 U(3) ADHM with one flavor (N =3,/ =1)

Next consider the case with higher rank gauge group. For N = 3 and [ = 1 we find the
ADHM index

UG ADHN-[1] (4 oy
=14+ (2 +a ™ Dt+( 2z + 27t g+ 2v2, + 22 ‘27!
TrX TrY 21,00 4=1,0,0 p1:0.0 x (1) p=1.0.0y7 (1)

10,0y x (2) =100y (2)

-1 1 2 —2,2
+  2uxz + 20z (2, + 227 + 2 )t 4+ (2

~~— N~~~
p=1,0.0 x (1), p1:0.0y (1), TrXY, TrX2, Try2 P, w00, v=2:0.0
= 1,0,0my x (2) 10,0y (2) TrXTrY (TrX)2 (TrY)? v T 11,0 p—1,—1,0
+ 1 4a?z + 4?2t 4+ 4oz 4+ 42!
~ ~—— — ~—
w100 x (1)2, v=1,0,0y (D)2, p1,0.0y (12, v=1,0,0 x(1)2
oROOMX N2, n00(yy )2 pL00(my @2 v hOO(TeX ()2,
Y100 Ty (X (2)2) o= 100y (Y (2)2), 100y (Y (22) v 1L0.0 (X (2)2)

21:0,0 x (W) x (2) o-1.00y DTy () 10,0y (D yy (2) =100 x (M Ty X (2)

—1 2 —-1_-2
+ 4z + 4z t+ dz"y,  + 4dx”z
P00 X (D y (1), o100 x (D y (1), 20,0 X (1), =200y (1),
,Ul,(),O)((l)r_[\ri/@)7 ,Uf1,O,O‘)((l)r]_‘\IQ/@)7 U2‘0’OHX<2), 1)72,0,01\1‘)/(2)7
UI‘O’OTYX(Z)X<1), Uﬁl’O’OTI"X@)Y(l), ’l}l‘l’OTI‘X<1), U*l,*l,OTI.Y'(l)7
0O XAy (D) OO0 X DTy (2)) 110X (2) =110y (2)
PIOOTH (X @Y () - L0OT (XY (),
vl’ov%%(l), U_I’O’O%;(lw
1,0,0 —1,0,0
v Tr¢<p(2): v TY¢<P(2)7
V100 72 1(2). p10.0 72 (2
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R A . i NG D S U

_—— —~— ~~
v=2:0.0x (1) 2:0,0y (1) Pl 10 x (1) Pl =10y (1)
=200y X (2) 0200y (2) P10 x(2) P10y (2)
v~ L=10y x (1) 1Ly (1) W1 =10 x(3) 11,0y (3)
v~ L—1,0x(2) 11,0y (2) Tr(pX), Tr(¢Y),
TroTrX, TroTrY,
Trx, Troy,

+( 4dx, + 4ot 4+ 32 4+ 3273 )

TrX?2Y, TrY2X, TrX3, TrY3,
TrXTrXY, TrYTrXY, TrX2TrX, TrY2TrY,
TrX2TrY, TrY2Tr X, (Trx)3 (TrY)3

(TrX)2TrY (TrY)2TrX

1 3 ~3 \p-3|.3/4 ,
+( 4z, + 4z + 327 + 3270 7|t + ) (3.30)
p2—10, p=2:10, 3,00 p=3.0.0,
,U1,1,717 ,l)—l,()<p(l)7 ,U2,1,07 ’U72’71’0,
p1:0.05(1) =102 oLl p—1-1,-1
w100y p(2)

The listed terms in the expansion (3.30) generally appear in the index of the U(N)
ADHM theory with one flavor for N > 3. The finite N correction in the large N limit
typically shows up from the term with ¢/N*1/% as the U(N) ADHM theory does not
contain (N + 1)-trace operators as gauge invariant operators.

From (3.30) we see that for N > 3 there appear more operators corresponding to
the terms ¢*/*tz, ¢*/*tz~", ¢3/*t 'z and ¢*/*t'2~" on the mixed branch. The first two
terms are the contributions from the dressed monopole operators involving v*%0:0
for which the gauge group is broken to U(1) x U(N —1). The vacuum equations (3.1)-
(3.2) admit a solution of the same form as (3.21) on the mixed branch. However, when
N >3, X® and Y@ are the (N — 1) x (N — 1) matrices and J® and I® are the
(N — 1)-vectors so that the monopole v=%% 0 can be dressed by two distinguished
operators TrX@TrY® and Tr(X@Y®@). This leads to an additional operator that
shows up in each of the terms ¢*/*tz and ¢*/*tz~1.

The terms ¢**t~'z and ¢*/*t 'z~ ! contain the monopole operator v =190 for
which the gauge group is broken to U(1) x U(1) x U(N — 2). While for N = 2 the
adjoint scalar X or Y split into two parts, for N > 3 there are three parts. So the
monopole can be dressed by three distinct scalar fields X (resp. Y(i)), 1 =1,2,3
and there appears an additional contribution in the term ¢*/*t'z or ¢*/*t~'z~'. The
indices with auxiliary fugacities are shown in (B.9) in appendix B.

When the fugacities  and z are set to 1, the flavored index (3.30) becomes
IU(3) ADHM—[1] (t,l’ _ 17 oy = 1’ q)

= 1+ (2627  + (84 62 + 6t72)g" /2 + (1485 + 24t + 24¢ 7" + 14¢73) g%/
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+ (71 4 28* + 5612 + 56t % + 28t g+ - - - . (3.31)

The difference of the U(3) ADHM index (3.31) from the U(2) ADHM index (3.28)
begins with the power ¢*/* as the U (3) ADHM theory contains gauge invariant triple-
trace operators unlike the U(2) ADHM theory. The Coulomb and Higgs limits of the
index (3.31) are

2 3.4 44 4 6
TU3) ADHM%l](C)(t) _ 7U®) ADHM*U](H)({) = a i ;;2{2112:_‘_—;;28 ¢ 05 (3.32)

This is the Hilbert series for the symmetric product Sym*(C?). Again the function
(3.32) plays a role of the generating function for the plane partitions with trace 3 [33].

3.2.4 U(1) ADHM with two flavors (N =1, [ = 2)

Next example is the case with multiple flavors with [ > 1. Unlike the case with one
flavor describing M2-branes in a flat space, the theory describes the M2-branes probing
C% x (C?/7y).

For N = 1 and | = 2 the monopole operator v of the GNO charge m has the
dimension A(m) = |m|. The basic monopoles of m = +1 have the dimension one,
which is consistent with the OPE v'v™! ~ ¢? While the hypermultiplet scalar fields

(X,Y) parametrize C2, the monopole operators v+

and the vector multiplet scalar ¢
obeying the chiral ring relation parametrize C?/Z,.

The flavored index is computed as

JUQADEM=RY (4 oy, 25 q)

_ —1y\y 1/4 2 —2 Y2 2 2 —2\,—2| 1/2
(@t e+ (et o+ o+ 2+ (L e |
X Y XY, X2 Y?2 ~ [ vl v—1

Sl Ja®h Jila

2 —-1_-2 —2 —1_2\;—1
+ (@28 +a 2 ez S +a 20t

vl X vy vT1lX vlY
_ — LY Y2 LY2 Y1 \,3| 3/4
+( 2z +2r + 2® +a 4+ = = S B P 3.33
(Y > T YT Y, my Wi Ty ) (3.33)
XY, XY=, X3 Y3 N N N~ =~
NnXL YD JXIi LY JXIL YD

In this case, the three terms XY, J;I; and JyI5 are not independent due to the F-term
relation (3.4) so that only two of them, e.g. XY and J;1; show up in the expansion.

When the fugacities for the global symmetries are turned off, the flavored index
(3.33) reduces to

[V AP g = 1y = 1,2 = 15q)
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= 1+ 2tq"* + (612 4 3t72)¢ 2 + (10£° + 4t71)** + (=2 + 19t* + 5t 4)q
+ (28t° — 12t + 473>/t + (4415 — 2682 + Tt )2 4 - - - (3.34)

The Coulomb branch limit of the index (3.34) is

_ 1+ ¢ 1+¢
ZUW) ADHM—[2(C) (¢) — 0 ep = (ETIHEEL (3.35)

that describes the singularity C?/Z,. It is the geometry probed by a single M2-brane.
The Higgs limit coincides with the Hilbert series (3.29) that corresponds to Sym?*(C?).
3.2.5 U(1) ADHM with three flavors (N =1, [ = 3)

Let us then consider the case with three flavors. The refined index of the U(1) ADHM
with three flavors is

JU) APEMB (¢ gy 20 q)
3
_ 1/4 2 -2 Ya 2 -2 | 1/2
1+ (o_+a Dt + [(B_+a°+a +Zyﬁ)t+i/q
D'e Y XY, X2 Y2 A %
J111 Jﬂla
Jola
+ (B2, +3 + +x_3—l—z LYa +Z Yo )t3+<z3+z3> gt +
—~—~ K~ TYp AP
X?Y, XY?, X3 Y3 B B vl vl
J1 X1, J1Y1 JﬁX]a JgY1,
JQXIQ JQYIQ
(3.36)

Keeping fugacity ¢ and setting other global fugacities to 1, we get

[VWAPENEBI( g =1,y = 1,2 = 1;q)

=1+ 2t¢"* + (1182 + t72)¢"? + (2063 + 2¢73) ¢ 4 (=11 4+ 56t* + 4672+t Y)g
+(92t° — 36t + 4t 4 2t7°) g% + (4 + 19215 — 10712 4 3t %) *2 4 - - (3.37)
We have the Coulomb limit

1—t+¢ 1+¢
IU(I) ADHM-—[3](C) {) = _ 3.38
=G Tea-ye  aroarizoa_y %

that describes the geometry C?/Z;z. This is the expected geometry probed by an M2-
brane. In the Higgs branch limit we get

2 4
TU@) ADHM—[B}(H)(t) — (11—|—+t;l:(1+ tt)ﬁ' (3.39)

— 33 —



3.2.6 U(l) ADHM with [ flavors (N =1, [ > 4)

We also show the expansion of the index for N = 1 and [ = 4 as we will see various
dual descriptions of the U(1) ADHM with four flavors in the following discussion. It is
given by

— 1+ (z 42 Vigi + [t‘Q + (4 +al a4 ) y—“)zf?} g + (:c‘?’ 4o 4z + 2
Ys
o8

+a+rz )Y y_a)t?sqi o (3.40)

s
For x =y, = z = 1 we have
vw ADHM_M(t,x =1lLya=1,2=1;9q)
=1+ 2tg"* + (1862 + 17 2)¢"/? + 3463¢** + (—18 + 134t" + 3t™)q
+ (2348° — 64t + 4t73)g>/* + (634° — 28312 + 4172 + 3t 0) 2 4 - - . (3.41)

The Coulomb limit is

4
ZU(W) ADHM-HI(O) () — T 32;21{ 2e (3.42)

which describes the singularity C?/Z,. Again this is identified with the geometry probed
by an M2-brane. In the Higgs limit the index (3.41) reduces to

2 4 6
TV (1) ADHM—[I(H) (¢) — 1&3:);?_13: . (3.43)

More generally for general | flavors we can get the Coulomb and Higgs limits of the
index. In the Coulomb limit we find

1+t
U(1) ADEM-[(C) (¢} —

As expected this describes the A;_; singularity C?/Z; [85]. The Higgs limit is given by

-1 ~1\2 (2m 1. 42
V(1) ADHM-[(H) () — 2m=o ()"t _ 2l -L1-LLE) (3.45)

(1+)20-D(1 — )2 (1 +¢)20-D(1 — )2 ”

where o F(a, b; ¢; z) is the hypergeometric function of the first kind. The order of pole
at t =1 in (3.45) is 21 which is equivalent to the dimension of the Higgs branch for the
U(1) ADHM with [ flavors. This is reproduces the formula in [86].
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3.2.7 U(2) ADHM with two flavors (N =2, [ = 2)

As the simplest example of the non-Abelian ADHM theory with multi flavors, we
consider the case with N = 2 and [ = 2. The theory has the monopole operator of
dimension A(m;) = |my| + |ma.

We obtain the index

U(2) ADHM—[2
—14+ (Ao Vg (3 + 202 222+ 84 By
<~ ~— ~ ~—~ Yo Y1 "~
TrX TrY TrXY, TrXx?2, TrY?2, = Tre
TrXTrY, (TrXx)?2 (TrY)? Joly Jila
Ji11
2 —2y,—2| 1/2 -1 2 —1,_-2 -2 —1.2 N1
z z2 )t T T 2rz 2r 2 2z 2r z7x)t
+ +& It g+ | ( + + + + + )
1,0 v—1,0 Tr(eX) Tr(eY) 10X (1) =10y (1) v~ 1LOX (1) P10y ()
21.0x(2) =10y () v—1.0x(2) 1.0y (2)

+( br, + st 4+ 220 + 227% +

2 2 3 3 y2 xyl yl ny
TrX2Y, TrXY?2, TrX3, Try3, —— ~— —~— ~—
TrX2TrY, TrY2TrX, TrXTrX2 TrY TrYy2 JoI1 TrX, J1ITrY, J1ITrX, JoI1 TrY,
TrXYTrX, TrXYTrY, Jo X1, J1Y1o J1 X1z J2Y 1y
Ji1LTr X, J1LTvY,
JiXT LY
(3.46)
Again the F-term constraint (3.4) gets rid of one of the open or closed words.
The simplified index is
[VRAPENERI( 0 = 1,9, = 1,2 = 1)
=1+ 2t + (92 4+ 3t72) g2 + (2263 + 10t 1) g¥* + (25 + 55t* + 11t 74)g
+ (116t° 4 46t + 26t73)¢>/* + (242t° + 60> + 44t72 + 22t 0)*2 4 --- . (3.47)
The Coulomb branch limit of the index (3.47) is
2 4 (6 48

(1+02)2(1-e)

This is the Coulomb branch Hilbert series describing the Sym?(C?/Z,). The Higgs
limit of the index (3.47) gives

U(2) ADHM_[2(H) 1+t 438 + 66> 4 8t* 4+ 6° + 8° + 6" 4 3t° + * + t!°
z ()= TET R FROE e

This is the Hilbert sereis for the two SU(2) instanton moduli space [87, 88]. °

. (3.49)

®Note that the expression (3.48) is different from eq.(4.24) in [87] by the overall factor (1 —t)~2.
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3.2.8 U(2) ADHM with four flavors (N =2, [ = 4)

Another interesting example is the case with N = 2 and | = 4, i.e. the U(2) ADHM
theory with four flavors. It has the monopole operator of dimension A(m;) = 2(|m4| +
[ma)-

The flavored index is given by

[U@ ADEM= (3 gy 20 q)

=1+ (a_+a Dig" + [(( 5 + 2> + 22+ Ja v 4 472 [ 4112

~~— =~ S~~~ Ys ~
TTX  TrY TrXY, Trx?, Y2,  oFB Tre
TrXTrY, (TrX)2 (Try)2 Jsla
Jily,
Jolo

PR o e G T
Tr(pX) Tr(pY) TrX2Y, TrXY?,

TrX2TrY, TrY?2TrX,
TrXYTrX, TrXYTrY,

JoloTrX, JaloTrY,
JaX1o JaYIq
- 21Yq 2Ya 3| 3/
+ 22% 4+ 2273 4 + e Tl L e 3.50
TrX>=, TrY™>, a#B N—— aF#f —~—
TrXTrX?2  TryTry? JolIgTry, JglaTrY,
JgYla JgY I

When we turn off the global fugacities x, y, and z, we find

JU@ADEM-M] (¢ 0 — ] g =1, 2 = 1;¢)

=14 2tqM* + (2187 +t72)¢"? + (7063 + 1) g¥* + (1 + 289t + 4t 4)q
+ (946t° — 34t + 10t7%)¢** + (296115 — 335t2 + 48t 2 + 6t %)¢* 2 + ... . (3.51)

The Coulomb limit of the index (3.51) is

2 4 8 10 12
TU(2) ADRM-HI(C) () =t 420 +26° — 7 + t

A+ )1+ 221 ey (3:52)

This is the Hilbert series of Sym?(C?/Z,) corresponding to the Coulomb branch. The
index (3.51) reduces to

TU(2) ADHM—[4)(H) () 1

(=1 + ) (1 +t+12)2
X (14 t+ 116* + 34> + 88t" + 216t° + 473t° + 797"
4+ 12436% + 1738¢° + 2080t"° + 2152"* + palindrome + t*%) (3.53)
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in the Higgs limit. This is the Hilbert series for the moduli space of two SU(4) instan-
tons [87]. ©

3.2.9 Mirror symmetry

The U(N) ADHM theory with [ flavors has the mirror description given in the leftmost
and center figures in Figure 1. We have confirmed that the ADHM index (3.15) perfectly
agrees with the following index

1, t I N (1)
1 (g2t %) ds;
JU(N)®'mADHM-[1] (62,0 5 q) = | — 1) 0o %
N (¢'2t;9)% Z HH2 mis!
m{V o mPez " 1=1i=1
(D _ D
O O S (I)i'CI)
X H(1 —4q 2 Si 5 $) D (D),
T ),
g om0y e s ) ()
s M TN (DF : A N F £
» H H 4 ts S; Sj Z:FaQ)oo (q4 2 tsl. Sj ,Q)
%) §1+1>| (Dt (I+1)F L ‘mgw_m;nl Ot ()7
== 1(Q4 ft_lsi 55 Qo (g1 T T s s 2T oo
N m{V)]
XH (g7 sV g)w
o
1 +‘ | IO
= (C]4 s, SQ)

I I l I I
« qi(zz 1\m<1>|+23 25 ImD=m D im—m D)) =4 57 3 ImD ()|

s ¢S S B D =m S,  m mi 2 S S D —m

W 1 ELim
1 1= k2
gZiam H( Yo > . (3.54)

a=1 Yot1

()
J

of the mirror U(N)®' necklace quiver gauge theory with one flavor.
In particular, the ADHM theories with [ = 1 are self-mirror where their indices are

invariant under the transformation

t—t 1 T — 2, z =, (3.55)

as explicitly checked from the previous computations, e.g. (3.16), (3.20) and (3.30).

6 Again the expression (3.53) is different from eq.(3.21) in [87] by the overall factor (1 — t)=2
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From the equality of the indices (3.15) and (3.54) we find the following fugacity

map:

U(N) ADHM with [ flavors

U(N)® necklace quiver with one flavor

z (topological sym.)

i (flavor sym. for (X,Y))
T=2z

x (flavor sym. for (X,Y))
Yo (flavor sym. for (I, .J))

#@) (topological sym.) (3.56)
3(1) — g0
Y2
2(a):_ya &:2 l
Yat1’ 5 5

where Z and 2(*) are the fugacities coupled to the flavor symmetry for the bifundamental

hypers (X,Y) and the topological

symmetry for the a-th factor of gauge node.

Also we obtain the operator mapping under the mirror symmetry. For the Abelian

case we find

U(1) ADHM with [ flavors

U(1)®! necklace quiver with one flavor

xm QI
ym P =M
XY, Yool @)
e 0@ =i s (B=D =101 -
Za<6’ JaI,B ?_}07 ;0miY =—1;—1;---;m =—1;0;---50
o7l (@)
Tl R NEELS
e 0B =1+ 1eee s (@=1) =101 -
20>, Jalp G
B#1 (@)
e 0o () — 1
Tooidy P05 0@ == 1= 1,0 -1
™ (X1,2X2,3 e Xl,l)m
™ (Y12Yo3--- Y 1)™
o JI
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For the non-Abelian case we get

U(N) ADHM with [ flavors |U(N)® necklace quiver with one flavor
TrX U1,07~..70;.‘.;1707.‘.,0
TrY o105 0500 5= 10,00
Tr XY, TrXTrY, Za# Tl | ob B0 Lm0 e Lm0 ()
> o<, Jals UO;~~~;O%mﬁa):—l,%70;-~~;m§f3*1>:—1,o,...,o;o;...;o
a#l
Jilox1 P05 05m{ M =1,0: 0+ 11,0,.,0 (359)
Za>5, ‘]OéI,B UO;'";O;mimzl’o'”70§“';m(1a_1>=1,0,---,0;0;...;0
B#1
Jas11h UO;'“;O;mia):—l,o,m,0;..‘;_1707...,0
100 TI"XIQXZS .. 'Xm
p~ 100 Tr}7172}7'2’3 e }7271
Tre Ji

3.3 Closed form expression for the Coulomb limit with general N,/

In fact, it is possible to obtain a closed form expression for the Coulomb limit (A.4)
of the supersymmetric index of the U(/N) ADHM theory. Here we assume |t| < 1 and
that all the other remaining fugacities has absolute value 1.

First of all, since the overall factor qﬁ i lmil =32 Imail = ¢ 2 Imil §s not in a negative
power of ¢, we can take the Coulomb limit (A.4) separately in each factor within the
summation and the integration of (3.15):

TU(N)ADHM-[I] (C) _ JU(N)ADHM-[]

lim
1

t=q1t~1: fixed

q—0
N N
NI

N L1 97is;

m;€Z =1

1
i£j t=qit L. fixed

|m;—m;| g.
lim (1 — qf] i)

Sj

q—0
[m;—m|
N ( 0.
¢ S Do o s,

lim S g2 Imil 1o (3.59)

Fi-1. fixed (g3t -2 5
S t=qdt— L gt o 4—25i.
2Y) q 4—0 xe ((]2 2 13 Sjv(J)oo

To further proceed we notice that each factor under the limit is 1 unless m; = m;. This
motivate us to label each choice of the monopole charges m; € Z" by v,,, the number
of i where m; = m, with which the Coulomb limit of the index (3.59) can be written as

(o) o0 1 Um, dS Um, S Vm, 1
TU(N)ADHM-[I] (€) _ Z H i H(l _ z) H gmlvm imvm
Vm! L L 2mis; < Sj/ - 1— t2ﬁ ‘
( V"Li—N) m=—o00 i=1 i#j 2¥) 5j

(3.60)
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The constraint on the summation over v, can be removed by considering the grand

canonical sum

o0

_ Z (N TU(N)ADHM-[I] (C) _ H E(ﬁtl|m|zlm7t)7

N=0 m=—o0

[1]

where

v

= dz |
:Kt ZV'H%ZTSS __)Hl—’@%'

v=0 = [N

By using the Cauchy determinant formula

~ = det
HZ’J(Ii + yj) b X+ Yy
we can rewrite = as
Sk ) =D KQ (1),
v=0

where

—v(r-1) ¥ | 1
o) = =11 f 5t g

| 2.
V! Pl 2w ij s — 58

By using Q,(t) we can write the grand canonical sum =(x) (3.61) as

v

1 — t2lz/ —1)n1 n
log = Z K (1 — trpEy) Z ( r)o Z HQW(t)

n=1 Vi, ,up>1 i=1

(5 vi=v)
Here Q,(t) (3.65) can be obtained by the following generating function
Z DO, (1) = Det(1 + kp)

= expTrlog(1l + kp)

oo
o (_1)7171 n 1
= exp |:Z n k 1 — t2n )

n=1
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(3.64)
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(3.66)
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where p(s, s') = —&=, operator product is defined as (pop) (s, 3’) ‘é‘;’;p(s sp(s",s")

and in the third line we have used Trp" = § 42 (p°")(s, s) =

27 1— t2"
evaluating the integrations explicitly. Expanding the right-hand side we observe

which is obtained by

0,0 =] & (3.68)

Using this result we further observe

14 n

°° 1
Z >, o= =A@y (3.69)
n=1 s up=11=1
(Z vi=v)
Hence (3.66) simplifies as
[e’s} v 1 - t2ll/
E(k) = e K AVED A (2 f) = (3.70)

I/(l _ t2l/) H:I:(l _ tluZ:i:lz/) :

After a few manipulation we can also write this as

o)

1 = 1
(K> - H 1 — 2mg H H 1 — t2m+nlz:|:ln/£' (371)

Note that this result is consistent with the result for [ = 1 [32], and also with the results
for the Hilbert series obtained in [33] if we set z = 1.
Here we propose a combinatorial interpretation of the formula (3.71). Let 7 = {n;;}

(11

be a plane partition. The sum of all the entries is called the norm n = Z -n;; of mand
the sum 7;(m) = ), Twrts of the i-th diagonal entries is referred to as the i-trace of 7.
We write the 0-trace as 7(m) and simply call it the trace of m, i.e. 7(m) =), ny;.

According to the correspondence in [33] the local operators with scaling dimension
A and flavor charge M in the M2-brane SCFT parametrizing the geometry C? probed
by N M2-branes correspond to plane partitions of n = 2A with trace 7(7) = N and
the difference Y, 7;(m) — >, 7i(m) = M of the sums of the i-traces. Therefore we
conjecture that

[e.o]

ZZ Z (n, N, M)q"sN M = H ﬁquH HH qu%Hzin (3.72)

n=1 N= —O n=1 =+

where a(n, N, M) is the number of plane partitions of n = 2A with trace 7(w) = N

and Y, 7i(m) = >, o Ti(m) = M.
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Also we can obtain ZVWMAPHM-I(C) by inverting (3.61). For small N, this can be

done explicitly by using (3.70) as

T U(N) ADHM-[{](C Z = Z ﬁAvi(Z7 t),

Vi, vp 2l i=1

(it vi=N)
ZU(1) ADHM-I] () _ 1— ¢
(1 =) [[L(1 -tz
IU(Q) ADHM.[] (C) _ (1 _ t2l)(1 + (Zl + Z—l)t2+l + t2l _ t21+2 _ (Zl + Z—l)t?,l _ t4l+2)
(1—€)(1 — ) [[L(1 — 25 (1 — 22220 ’

ZU(3) ADHM-[] (C) _ (1-)
1—2)(1— t)(1 — ) [, (1 — 25t (1 — 222 (1 — L30¢30)

(
% [1+ Zl+zfl)<tl+2+tl+4)_|_t21+(Z2l_‘_272l)(t2l+2+t2l+4)+t2l+6
Z3l 4 Z—3l)t3l+6 + ( 221 . Z_2l)f4l - 2(f4l+2 + t4l+4)

1 2 2l)t4l+6 + (_Zl . z’l)tm
Z o Z — 5 -1 2_31)(t5l+2 +f5l+4) + (—Zl . Z_l)f5l+6
1— —2l)t6l . 2(t6l+2 T t61+4) 4 (—z2l o Z—2l>t6l+6

+
+
+ (=
+
e 2731),(71 g (22 g A2y ) gl
+ (24 2 (2 oy o]

(3.73)

After setting z to 1, these results precisely reproduce the Coulomb branch Hilbert series
written in (3.44) (N = 1),(3.29),(3.48),(3.52) (N =2) and (3.32) (N = 3).

For general N we can use the product expression (3.71) together with the following
relation

U (N)ADHM-[] (C) :7{ d’f K NE(k). (3.74)
2TiK

By evaluating the integration by collecting the residues of the poles at || > 1 we obtain

ZU(N)ADHM-[] (C)

- 1 1
Z:: 2 " H m H 1 — 2(m'=m)+n’l yo'n'l

m’'>0 m'>0n'>1,0'=+%
(m/#m)

+ ZZ Z t2m+nz Jnl Y H 1 — 2(m'—m —nlz onl

m=0 n=1 o=%

— 42 —



1
X H 1 — 2(m'—m)+(n'—n)l ,l(o'n'—on)

(3.75)

Note that (3.75) gives the explicit expression for ZU(e)ADHM-I](C)

1 1
7U(s0)ADHM-[I] (C) _ H o H T (3.76)
m>1 t m>0n>1,4+ = t “

which is consistent with the results obtained in [33] for [ = 1,2 and z = 1, as well as
the explicit coefficients of all order giant graviton expansion.

4 USp(2N) gauge theories of M2-branes

Let us study 3d N’ = 4 supersymmetric gauge theories with a USp(2N) gauge group
which can describe N M2-branes probing a D-type singularity. As reviewed in section
2.1, there are two types of hypermultiplets (X,Y") transforming as rank 2 tensor rep-
resentations; either a symmetric (i.e. adjoint) or an antisymmetric under the gauge
group as well as 2{ half-hypermultiplets (7, J) transforming as the fundamental repre-
sentation. The quiver diagram for the antisymmetric case is depicted in the left figure
in Figure 3.

4.1 Moduli space and local operators
4.1.1 Coulomb branch

On the Coulomb branch the vevs of the (half-)hypermultiplet scalar fields are turned
off and the equation (3.1) can be solved by

¢ = diag(1, =1, P2, =2, * , N, —PN) (4.1)

so that the gauge group is broken to U(1)Y. The monopole in the USp(2N) gauge
theory has the GNO charge labeled by N integers (my,--- ,my) as points in the weight
lattice of the Langlands dual group SO(2N + 1). The monopole operator v} has the
dimension

Almg) = (1-2+2¢+6/2) > |mil (4.2)

=1

where

0 for antisym. hyper 0 for 2] fund. half-hypers

1 for sym. hyper 1 for (204 1) fund. half-hypers
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The good UV theories in the classification of [81] can be obtained when one has at
least two (resp. six) fundamental half-hypers for the theory with a symmetric (resp.
antisymmetric) hyper. In the expression (4.2) we include the cases with odd number of
half-hypermultiplets but we will focus on the cases with 6 = 0 in the following, where
the theories are expected to describe the N M2-branes probing a D-type singularity.

For N =1,ie. USp(2) = SU(2) and § = 0 the Coulomb branch operators describe
the singularity Xp,,, = C?/ Dy_o49c T where the dicyclic group Dj_oso. is generated by
the rotation associated to the chiral ring relation consistent with the OPE

vy ~ 2429 (4.4)

and by the reflection ¢ — —¢, v¥ <+ v corresponding to the Z, Weyl group of SU(2).
For N > 1 the Coulomb branch is identified with the N-th symmetric product (2.7) or
(2.6) of the ALE space Xp,,,.

Me = SymV Xp,, = Sym™(C?/Dy 55 (4.5)
whose dimension is dim¢ Mg = 2N.

4.1.2 Higgs branch

When the vector multiplet scalars vanish, one finds the Higgs branch that is parametrized
by the hypermultiplet scalar fields (X, Y') and the half-hypermultiplet scalar fields (1, .J)
where the gauge group is completely broken.

The Higgs branch of the USp(2N) gauge theory with either an adjoint or antisym-
metric hyper and 2/ + ¢ fundamental half-hypers has dimension

dimcMH:2N(l+5/2—1+2€). (46)

In the case with an antisymmetric hyper, i.e. € = 0, the equations (3.2) and (3.4)
are the ADHM equations for the N SO(2l + §) instantons on R* [82]. So the Higgs
branch is identified with the moduli space of SO(2[ + 0) N-instantons.

4.1.3 Mixed branch

The vacuum equations (3.1)-(3.4) can be also solved when both of the vector multiplet
scalar and the (half-)hypermultiplet scalar fields are non-zero. The equation (3.1) can
be solved by the configuration

10 .
90:( )®dlag(9017"'7901a"'75071’"'7(10?1’0’"'70)? (47)
0 -1 N- N, N
1 n 0

TA quotient singularity X, = C?/T" with ' = Dy_s of order 4(n — 2) corresponds to g = D,,.
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where 2Ny of 2N components of scalar fields in (4.1) vanish so that USp(2N,) gauge
group is restored. The monopole operators can be dressed by the rank-2 tensor matter
fields

10 .
X = ( ) ®dlag(X1,"‘ >XN0)’

0-1
10 .
Y = (O _1) ® diag(Y1, -+, Yn,), (4.8)

which solve the remaining vacuum equations (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) when one turns on
the FI parameter. Such dressed monopole operators form the gauge invariant half-BPS
local operators on the mixed branch as they are distinguished from the Coulomb and
Higgs branch operators.

4.2 Indices

The supersymmetric index of the USp(2N) gauge theory with a single symmetric or
an antisymmetric hyper and 2/ fundamental hypers can be calculated as

JUSP2N)+(a)sym. hyper—[2l + 4] (t,2,Ya;q)

1 (q%tQ;q)fl Z j{H ds;
- 2VN! (g3t2 )N 2mis;

o0 my,- mNEZ

[m; —mg| [ +m |
X H s [[—a 7 sEsH(—q = sEsh)

1<j
. g —mms | |m; +m |
) ﬁ ( l+‘mi|t2812,q)oo H (q2+ 5 2 8 S] ,q 00 H 2 ! tQSjF Sj ;Q)oo
lmj—m,|
@2 ) 1 (g3 s T e 15 (03 SRS

|zm" ‘17"'

1T sTaT ) (g1t

|m |mi—m

ts Sjin’q) (qﬁfts;ts;%?; 7)oo

(q%t_lxqc;q)évo (q4+ t_ls;{sj ) I

1
(qrte= @)% 55 (git—

[mi+m;| |m;+mj|

3+ t—153F8:F$¥; - 2+
% H (q - +m ‘J) (q
. 1+ . l+
i<j (q* ts % ¢)s (g3
x ﬁ?ﬁ? (ot qEyal;q)oo o (gi S?ﬁ;q)oo (i ™5t g) oo
g Tim
pale ole e i (@Mt ) (g1t 2T )

x q% PPH |mz|fz<z—2+2e+é/z> SN Imil (4.9)

t‘ 'si 5T q)oo

ImL

ts i)

€

Here the flavor fugacities y,, obey the SO(21+ ) conditions Yo = y; ! fora=1,---,1
and yy11 = 1. In the Coulomb limit (A.4) the USp(2N) index (4.9) for the case
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with an antisymmetric hyper (¢ = 0) and 2! fundamental hypers (6 = 0) becomes
the Coulomb branch Hilbert series studied in [85], which corresponds to the geometry
C?/D;_5 probed by the M2-branes. In the Higgs limit (A.4) it becomes the Higgs
branch Hilbert series studied in [86].

4.2.1 USp(2) with 1 sym. and 2 fund. (N=1,e=1,1=1)

We start with the USp(2) = SU(2) gauge theory with a symmetric hypermultiplet.
The dimension (4.2) of monopole operator can be positive when [ > 1 or 6 > 0. For
[ = 1 with two half-hypers we find the flavored index

IUSp(2)+syrnA hyper—[2}(t’ T,y q)

=1+ ((2 + 2% + 272) ¢ + t*2>q1/2 + ((:lcy2 +a 7y P oy Ty

+ (27 + 2x_1)t_1)q3/4 + <—3 +@B+at+at +22% + 227 + 3t‘4) q+

+ ((m3y2 + 2y 2ty Ty 4 20y 4 20y R A+ 20y 4 20 )R

+ (22 +227% —ay? — Yy — 2y — x_1y2)t> A (4.10)

For x =1 and y = 1 it becomes

IUSp(Q)—i—sym. hyper—|[2] (t, T = 1’ y = 17 q)

=1+ <4t2 + t_2>q1/2 + <4t3 + 4t_1>q3/4 + (—3 +9t* + 3t_4>q + 12t°¢°/*
+ (—12 2215+ 3172 3t—6> @2+ (—20t3 FodtT — 4t 4t—5) ¢ (411)
Its Coulomb limit (A.4) yields the Hilbert series that coincides with (3.42). This is

consistent with the Coulomb branch (4.5), that is C2/D;, = C2/Z,. Also we find the
Higgs limit

2 3 4, 46

IUSp(2)+sym. hyper—[2](H) (t) _ 1 + 2t + 2t + 2t + t ‘ (412)
(1+02(1+t+)2(1—t)*

The order 4 of the pole at t = 1 in (4.12) is the complex dimension (4.6) of the Higgs

branch.

4.2.2 USp(2) with 1 antisym. and 6 fund. (N =1, e =0, [ = 3)

For the USp(2) ADHM theory with an antisymmetric hypermultiplet the dimension
(4.2) of monopole operator can be positive when { > 3.

So the simplest example of the good theory is realized when | = 3, that is the
USp(2) gauge theory with an antisymmetric hyper and six fundamental half-hypers.
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We find that the flavored index precisely agrees with the flavored index (3.40) of the
U(1) ADHM theory with four flavors. This can be understood as a duality associated
with the zg@) = ELL/(Z) quiver [55] (see Section 4.2.6). This is consistent with the
statement that the theory has the Coulomb branch C?/ D, and that the Higgs branch
is the moduli space of a single SO(6) = SU(4) instanton.

4.2.3 USp(2) with 1 antisym. and 8 fund. (N =1,e¢=0,[=14)

Next example is the USp(2) gauge theory with an antisymmetric hyper and eight half-
hypers. In this case we get the flavored index

IUSp(2)+asym. hyper—[S}(t’ T, Yo q)

4

=1+ (z + 2 Htg"* + (5 + 2?50+ (Yakp + Ua Ys ' + Yas '+ y;lyﬁ))ﬂql/?
a<f

4
+ <(a:3 +a 4 5r 45 4 (wa)D (Vs + Y ' Wa '+ Ve F Ua Yp))E

a<f
—(z+ x_l)t_1>q3/4 T (4.13)
For x = y, = 1 it becomes
IUSp(2)+asym. hyper—|[8] (t, T = 17 Yo = 17 q>
— 1+ 2tgY* 4 311242 + (—215*1 + 60t3> e (—33 ot 4 389t4)q

+ (4f3 — 118t + 718t5>q5/4 + (fﬁ 44— 85212 4 2972t6) PP (4.14)
The Coulomb limit of the index (4.14) is

2 4 6
TUSP(2)+asym. hyper—[8](C) (t) = -+t — 1+t (4.15)

Tre)-e2 (1+0)0+e)(1-e)2

This is the Hilbert series for the C2/D, = C2/Qg where Qy is the quaternion group of
order 8. This is compatible with the expectation that the theory describes an M2-brane
probing C? x (C%/Qg). The Higgs limit of the index (4.14) is

2 2 4 6 8
IUSp(2)+asym. hyper—[S}(H)(t) _ (1 +1 )(1 + 178 + 4887 + 170 +- ¢ ) (416)

- (1+00(1— )

This reproduces the Hilbert series of the moduli space of one SO(8) instanton [86].
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4.2.4 USp(4) with 1 sym. and 2 fund. (N =2,e=1,1=1)

The flavored index of the USp(4) gauge theory with an adjoint hyper and two half-
hypers is evaluated as

JUSP(4)+sym. hyper—[2}(t7x7 yig) =1+ <(2 v )R+ t—2)q1/2

I ((a:yQ Faly oy 42 )R 4 (20 + 2x_1)t>q3/4

+ (—1 o a2 4 (64 20% + 207 + 40? + dr )t + 4t_4>q el (417)
When x =1 and y = 1 it reduces to

IUSp(4)+sym. hyper—|[2] (t, T = 1, Yo = 1’ q)

=14+ @A+t )¢+ U + P+ 1+ 18t + 4t 4)g
+ (248° + 20t 4 4t73) ¢ + (58° + 9% + 23t 7% + 6t76)*2 4 - - (4.18)

The Coulomb limit of the index (4.18) coincides with (3.52) as the Coulomb branch of
the theory is Sym?(C2?/D;) = Sym?(C?/Z,). As stated in (2.38), the theory has a dual
description as the U(2)y x U(2)¢ x U(3)_2 quiver Chern-Simons theory.

4.2.5 USp(4) with 1 antisym. and 6 fund. (N =2, e =0, [ = 3)

We find that the flavored index of the USp(4) ADHM theory with six fundamental
half-hypers coincides with the flavored index (3.50) of the U(2) ADHM theory with
four ﬂavgs\for z = 1. This again supports a special duality corresponding to the

—

50(6) = su(4) quiver proposed in [55].

4.2.6 Mirror symmetry

As reviewed in section 2.2, the USp(2N) gauge theory with an antisymmetric hyper
and 2/ half-hypers has a conjectural mirror theory which is the quiver gauge theory
with U(N)®* x U(2N)®'=3 gauge group and matter content which are encoded by the
5/05 affine Dynkin diagram as in Figure 3 [6].

The dimension of the monopole operator for the mirror theory is given by

4 N I+1 2N [N
I s / ; , 1
A == 33 = ] 353 P 157l
I=1 i<j =5 i<j Py
1 2 1 ! 1 4
I 5 I I+1 I 11
P ML EED S DI ED 9D DL
=1 iy =5 iy =3 iy

(4.19)
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where {m } is the GNO charge for the I-th gauge node with

. 1,---,N forlI=1,234
1= (4.20)
1,---,2N otherwise

The index for the conjectural mirror theory takes the form

[U(N)‘X’4 x U(2N)®1=3 (

t7213q>:(N; 2N'l 3 Z H%H I)ﬁj{H

Dz 1=1 27?25

21 zs
1 \nL( )77n([>\ (I) (I)i
I I =
1 M 0= (7 (@27 t? S; s
MORNOS ‘<I> <I+1)|
2 ((ﬁ*‘ L (DF ('5)i oo % tsg);s(”l)i'q)oo
% HH L Im{ - <°)\ HH D (I+1>‘ :
I=1 4,5 (qZJrit 15(1)i (5) ,Q) I=5 14,5 <qz+fjt 1S§I)is§l+1)$;q>oo
w (DF (1+1)% N g Im “)| )£
XHH ts;y ' s; 1 q) oo (q4 t5; "5 q) oo
I=3 i +ﬂ lg (I)i (l+1) i=1 ( i) )
J (g7 t= T @)oo 5 Qoo
x (g~ 3172)Zia ik Imi = <”|+zl“ 225 im0 —m{|
(qit) i I iy Ty I =P g 5l =V 3 fy Dm0 H
=1
(4.21)

For N =1 and [ = 4 we confirm that the index (4.21) for the mirror theory precisely
agrees with the index (4.13) for the USp(2) ADHM theory with an antisymmetric hyper
and eight fundamental half-hypers under the following mapping of fugacities

S | _ -1 _ -1
21 =Y Yo 22 =YYy 23 = Y3Yy

Z4 = Y3Y4, Z5 = yoys . (4.22)

For | = 5, we found that the index (4.21) agrees with that of the USp(2) ADHM theory
with the following parameter identification:

-1 -1 —1 —1 —1 —1
21 =Yy Yo, Z2=UY1Ys 5, 23 =UYaYs , 24 =YaYs, 25 =1Y2Y3 , 2 =YYy -

(4.23)
From these results we conjecture the following parameter identification for general [ > 4

-1 -1 —1 —1 —1
21 =Yy Yo » Z2=MY1Yy , Z3=Y-1Y, , 24 =Yi-1Y, <5 =Y2Y3 ,
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(X,Y)

Figure 5. Mirror symmetry of the USp(2N) ADHM theory with one antisymmetric hyper
(X,Y) and 6N half-hypers (I, J) and the U(N)®* s0(6) = su(4) quiver theory with one flavor
(I,.J). It is also dual to the U(N) ADHM theory with four flavors.

z6 = y3y4_17 Tty R4l = yl—2yl__11- (424)

For [ = 3, the mirror theory is identical to the U(N)®! gauge theory which is
mirror to the U(N) ADHM theory with four flavors corresponding to the sg@ = @
quiver theory depicted in Figure 5). In this case, the index (4.21) is equal to the index
(3.54). This confirms the duality [55] between the USp(2N) ADHM theory with six
fundamental half-hypers and the U(N) ADHM theory with four hypers.
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5 O(N) gauge theories of M2-branes

Let us study 3d N = 4 supersymmetric gauge theories with orthogonal gauge group
which can describe M2-branes. As reviewed in section 2.1, the theories have rank-2
tensor matter, either an antisymmetric (i.e. adjoint) or a symmetric hypermultiplet
(X,Y) and [ fundamental hypermultiplets (7, .J).

5.1 Moduli space and local operators
5.1.1 Coulomb branch

Setting the hypermultiplet scalar fields to zero, we obtain the Coulomb branch. For
the SO(2N + ~) gauge theory with v = 1 or 0 the equation (3.1) can be solved by
skew-diagonal configuration

0 ®1
—©1 0

O YN
—pon 0

This breaks the gauge group down to U(1)Y. For v = 1 there is an additional row
and a column of zeroes in (5.1). The Coulomb branch receives perturbative and non-
perturbative quantum corrections. The monopole operators for SO(2N + ~) gauge
theories carry the GNO charge labeled by integers (mq,--- ,my) in the weight lattice
of the Langlands dual group USp(2N). When the theory contains a rank-2 hyper and
fundamental hypers, it has the monopole operator whose dimension is

A(m;) = (14 2€) Z Iy, (5.2)

where

(5.3)

0 for antisym. hyper
€= :
1 for sym. hyper

According to the classification in [81] the theory with a symmetric (resp. antisymmet-
ric) hyper is good for [ > 0 (resp. | > 1).

The Lie algebra so(2N + ) admits several gauge theories of distinct gauge groups
including O(2N +7)+, Pin(2N +7)+, SO(2N ++) and Spin(2N ++). The SO(2N +~)
gauge group has two zero-form global symmetries, the charge conjugation symmetry Z$
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and the magnetic symmetry Z3!. The other gauge groups can be obtained by gauging
these global symmetries.

In particular, 3d N = 4 O(2N ++), gauge theories with a rank-2 hyper and funda-
mental hypers are expected to describe multiple M2-branes at a D-type singularities.
So we will mainly focus on this case.

For N =1, i.e. O(2+ 7y) gauge theories with a rank-2 tensor hyper and [ funda-
mental hypers the Coulomb branch is the quotient singularities Xp, , ., = c?/ ﬁHgE.
For higher rank gauge groups the Coulomb branch is given by the N-th symmetric
product (2.6) or (2.8) of the ALE space Xp,,,. .,

Me = Sym™Xp,,, ., = Sym"(C*/Dy;2) (5.4)
of the singularity whose dimension is dim¢ Mg = 2N.

5.1.2 Higgs branch

The vacuum equations (3.1)-(3.4) can be solved by setting the vector multiplet scalar
field to zero, for which we find the Higgs branch parametrized by the hypermultiplet
scalar fields.

For [ > N the orthogonal gauge theories, e.g. SO(2N + ) gauge theory can admit
baryonic operators of the form

a1 Q2N+ .
€ Jay  Jagn s €a1--aaN 4+

[ [N (5.5)

For the O(2N + 7) theory with a symmetric hyper and [ fundamental hypers the
equations (3.1)-(3.4) are the ADHM equations for the (2N + ) USp(2l) instantons on
R* [82] so that the Higgs branch is identified with the moduli space of the (2N + )
USp(2]) instantons.

5.1.3 Mixed branch

There exist solutions to the equations (3.3)-(3.4) where both of the vector multiplet
scalar and the hypermultiplet scalars take non-zero values. The monopole operators
may be dressed by the rank-2 tensor matter fields (X,Y’) which solve the remaining
vacuum equations (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) in the presence of the FI parameter. They form
the gauge invariant half-BPS local operators which are distinguished from the Coulomb
and Higgs branch operators.

5.2 Indices

The supersymmetric index of 3d gauge theories with orthogonal gauge groups depends
on the global structure of the gauge group [89]. ® All the indices can be obtained from

8The indices of 3d gauge theories with gauge group O(2N + 7). are computed in [90, 91].
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the SO(2N + ) indices with discrete fugacities ¢ and x for the Z)' and Z$ global
symmetries.
For x =1 or v =1 the O(2N + «) holonomy can take the following form:

diag('sbsl_l?"' 73N7S]_V1)7 or diag('sbsl_l?"' aSN,S]_V17X)' (56)

Accordingly, the index takes the form

1 (q%tQ'Q)
]SO(2N+7)+(a)sym. hyper—|[21] t, o )
ds; N Imql Imi—mjl T fmitmgl
X Z HQMSH _Xq25z)H(1_q 2 s s ) (l—q 7 sisy)
mi, - mp€ZL =1 1<j
. [m my ’m.| |m z+m |
= (xq* 5 f;q) ! ((ﬁ* 5T ) ((12+ ’ tzﬁs?q)
i=1 (Xq D)ol i< (q2 t 26 573 @)oo (2 - - 257571000
|m [m;— m-l
(1% N 1o (T ST s ) (g3 TS )

1 N |m; —m| Im; —m;|
(gita®; )™ i (gi ZJtSZ-wai;q)oo (qit—= " tsf S}Fﬁ;Q)m

XH(qi+mm+Zt LsFsTa¥;q)u (q3+7;§j:t LT 5Tt 0o
i<j (qi* tsfsfatiq)e  (gi" ts;s; ¥ )00

X lN-[ (Xq?**if‘ S 27 )00 (Xqiw%i't 'six i41) ]7
LioT (gt P tsFat g)e (gt R ts) ﬁ,q

x H (qzjm”t_ SE2 T q)oo (g™ P20k, ]
ion (@3 Tmilts2a® ) (q4+'ml‘t8ﬂﬁ,q

; 5

2t 5Ty oo | (XG0T YR @)oo
\m”

i=1 a=1 (q4+ 57 Yors @)oo (Xq4tya;Q)oo

X ql+22€ Zf\;1 ‘mz|t 2(1+2¢) Zi:l |mz|CZf\;1 mi (57)

Again the flavor fugacities y,, satisfy the USp(2l) condition y4o = y,*

a

When y = —1 and v = 0, one can set the O(2N) holonomy to
diag(‘slasl_lv"' asN—hS]_Vl_la]-?_]-) (58)

so that the gauge fugacity sy is simply replaced with +1 and the magnetic flux my is
set to zero. The formula of the index for y = —1 and v =0 is

]SO(2N)+(a)sym, hyper—[2l](t, T, Yas Ca X =—; q)
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For simplicity we often use the shorthand notation I(¢;(;x;q) = 1((;x) etc.

_ 1 (—q2t% q)oe (q2t% @)1 T ds,

1) (_q2t 2;Q)00 (th Q’Q)é\/o ! mi, ,mN_1€EZL

=

Imi—mj\ [m+m;|

x [T =d™s [0 —q = sfsHl—q = s's))
i=1 1<J
><N_1 (¢35 5T @) (—02 % 57 10)ac
1 (3 25E ) (BT E 25T )
(qﬁm 2T - (g™ Mﬂt?ﬁﬁ,Q)
I 1 it

A CEam

Hpo2gh sTi0)e (€27 17257575 ¢)oo
qit‘lw @)oo (g1t 1%; )N YT (¢ ST 2 ) (g7 E 15T 2% )
[m;]

(2 _] ?

X
TAI:1

L Cdtge (@O H (@ e g (s 0)e
T (—gtt T sTeT ) (—g i E T )
-1 (= q4+|n2llts % )0 (—QZJrTitsz‘ixﬁQ)oo
(¢ s 5T ) (ﬁ*lmi;mj‘t*lﬁ F1%5 q)oo
’ M (T s T e (T T ST )
U ‘t* LFSTaT g (01T ST ST )
o T g (T e g )

y ]i—[ (g4 s g) oo (g3 TPt ) (g7 )2
b (it ) (gETMIEsP2eT g) s (gitat; g)2

N 2 Im;| _ 3,1 _
xHH (g 2 Ty oo (£ Y0 5 @)oo
|mg| 1
=1 a=1 (q4+ 2 tS yaaQ)oo (:i:q4tya7q)oo
x gt FL T il 2020 S el ¢ s (5.9)

following analysis.

The index of the O(2N ++) gauge theory can be obtained by gauging the Z$ charge

conjugation symmetry

where y’' is + or —.

1
TOENIN(CX') = 5 (OB 4) + X TG ), (5.10)

the previous theories with gauge groups, U(N) and USp(2N), we will present explicit

expressions for several examples.
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5.2.1 O(1) with 1 fund. (N =0,v=1,1=1)

The SO(1) gauge theory is a free theory with matter fields. The index is not sensitive
to the value of (. For example, when the theory has a single hyper the index reads

3
. g1t q)%
(g7t q)%
3
- 7t—l. 2
[so(l)f[l}(t;g =+;x=—;q) = ( q4l ’q2) (5.12)
(—q1t;9)%
By gauging the global Z$ we get the index for the O(1), gauge theory
1
oW = l1(¢, y/) = = (IOW = (¢, 1) 4 y/1OW - 11l(¢, ). (5.13)

2

While the O(1)y = Z, gauge theory has no Coulomb branch, the Higgs branch is
C?/Zy. In fact, we find that the Higgs limit of the index (5.13) agrees with (3.35) for
C2%/Zs.

In section 6.3 we will see discrete gauge theories of the M2-brane which generalize
the O(1); = Z, gauge theories.

5.2.2 O(2) with 1 antisym. and 1 fund. (N=1,7v=0,€e=0,1=1)

The O(2) gauge theory with an adjoint hyper and one flavor has a conjectural dual
theory, a U(1)y x U(1) x U(1)_y circular quiver Chern-Simons matter theory as in
(2.37). Thus we give a full flavored index of this theory. The index of the SO(2) gauge
theory with an adjoint hyper and one flavor can be expressed as

ISO )+asym. hyper— (CX — +'Q3 y

3

)
(@219 (it :ﬁ,qooz% G ST YT @) (T F 15T )ne
_ \

(@2t2%¢) (qita%;9)0e 52 1

G oo (0T F L5 YT @)
w g3 2Amlem. (5.14)
[SO(2)+asym. hyperf[Q](C; X =—:z, y)

1 3, 3 3,
(=2 )ee (—qitT T @)oo (YT @)oo (01T @)oo (5.15)
- 1 1 1 1 M
(—2t7% @) (—qitz%;q)oe (ityT )% (—¢ityF @)
One can evaluate the indices as
[SO(2)+asym. hyper—[Q](C =+ x =+, y) — [U(l) ADHM—[2] <t7 x,; q)’ (516)

]SO(2)+asym. hyper—[Q](g _ +; X = —;, y)
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=1— (v +a Ntg"" + ((2 +2t Pty +y ) - t2>q1/2 e (5.17)

where [V APEM=[2] (4. ¢} is the index (3.33) of the U(1) ADHM with two flavors. When
the fugacities = and y are turned off, the index (5.17) becomes

[SO@)rasym. hyper—[2l(c — |y — )

=1 —2tq"* + (612 — t72)g"% + (=10t 4 4t 1) g*/*

+ (=10 + 19t + ) g + (—28t° + 20t + 4t %) ¢*/*

(4415 — 348> + 872 — )2 (5.18)

By gauging the Z$ symmetry we obtain the index of the O(2), gauge theory with
an antisymmetric hyper and a fundamental hyper:

IO(?)++asym. hyper—[Q](C =+ X/ =+, y)

:%PWWHMHW“m@=+w=+mwﬂJ”®“m”““m@:+wz_wwﬂ

14 ((2 I R e Vo tfz)q1/2 oz o) 4 (_4 Py
+(B3+202 +22 2+ 2 2y P+t ettty e Ty O+ 3t*4>q
+2(a® + 2t - (5.19)
When t = 1, we have

[O(2)++asym. hyper7[2}(<~ =+ X/ _ +>

=14 (62 4+t Dg 2 + 47 1% + (=6 + 19t* + 3t ) g + 4t¢>*

+ (4415 — 3063 + 4¢72 4+ 3t70) P2 + (48® + 4t 7°) "/

4+ (24 + 85 —70t" — 4t 5P - (5.20)

As expected from (5.4), in the Coulomb limit the index (5.20) agrees with the Hilbert
series (3.42) for C*/D; = C?/Z,. On the other hand, the Higgs limit is

14224t

IO(2)++asym. hyper—[2](H) (t)
1_ey

(5.21)

5.2.3 O(2) with 1 sym. and 1 fund. (N=1,7=0,e=1,1=1)

The indices of the SO(2) gauge theory with a symmetric hyper and a fundamental
hyper read

J50(2)+sym. hyper—[2](g; X =)
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_ (@%59)x (a1t g oon{ (¢ 541572 )2 (g1 F 15T )2 g Fomiem,

e @t ) e (T |

(5.22)
JSO0(2)+sym. hyper— 2](( X=-)
N 3 3 3 3,

(2% @)oo (=gt 0% (@it S0k (@7t 9% (—qit g (5.23)
= T 1 1 1 i . ‘

(et (~aitak @hot ok (et

For (¢, x) = (+,4) and (4, —) we find
750(2)+sym. hyper—[2](< =ty =)
=1+ 2tqM* + (1082 + t72)q"/%2 4+ 30t3¢%* + (=10 4 76t* +t)q
+ (178t% — 48t)¢°/* 4 (380% — 165t + 3t %)g* 2 + - -+ | (5.24)
750(2)+sym. hyper—[2](< =iy =)
=1+ 2tq"* + (82 —t72)¢" 2 4 (14% — 4t ™) + (=12 + 34t* + 1 Y)g
+ (54t° — 28t + 4t 3)*/* 4 (10415 — 572 + 8t 2 —t O)g* 2 4 ... | (5.25)

After gauging the ZS, we find the flavored index of the O(2), gauge theory with a
symmetric hyper and a fundamental hyper

IO(2)+sym. hyper—[?](g =+ X/ =+ x,y)

— %[ﬁomsym- e B¢ = iy = g, ) + IO B¢y — i)

=1+ (z+a g/ + (3 +22% 42072 4y 4 y_2>t2q1/2

+ ((2:53 + 227 4+ 5 + 5t 4 2xy? + 207y 2 4 2oy + 207 )

_ (x+x—1)t—1>q3/4 NI (5.26)
Turning off x and y, we get

[O(2)+sym. hyperf[Z](C _ _'_7 X/ _ +)
=1+ 2tq"* 4+ 9t%¢"% + (2263 — 27 1) ¥t + (=11 + 55t +t74)q

+ (116> — 38t + 2t73)¢%/* 4 (242t — 11147 + 4472 + 70> 2 -+ | (5.27)
The Coulomb limit of the index (5.27) is
8 8
TO@)+sym. hyper—[21(©) () — L+t = Ltt (5.28)

I~ -1t (118 (1+e+8)1-8)

This is the Hilbert series of C2/Ds. The Higgs limit of the index (5.27) coincides with
(3.49). It is consistent with the fact that the Higgs branch of the theory is the two
USp(2) instanton moduli space.
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5.2.4 O(2) with 1 sym. and 2 fund. (N=1,7=0,e=1,1=2)

In this case the indices take the similar form as (5.22), (5.23) and (5.27). The flavored
index is evaluated as

JO@Fsym. hyper—[ (- — 4\ — g g )

2
=1+ (z+ a2 Htg* + (4 +207 4200 Y (R4t + Y (ayE + yfyg)>t2q1/2
a=1 a<pf
2

(208207 Te 4 T 2w ) DR+ ) + 2+ DR + vy
a=1 a<f

—(z+ x’l)t’1>q3/4 +ee (5.29)
For x = y, = 1, it reduces to

[O(Z)Jrsym. hyperf[4]<C _ +; X/ _ +)

= 14 2tq"* + 16t2¢1% + (50t3 — 2t 1?4 4+ (=18 + 174t* + t4)g

+ (498t° — 90t + 2t73)¢>/* + (1359t5 — 3992 + 4t~ 2) P2 + - - - . (5.30)
In the Coulomb limit the index (5.30) becomes

IO(2)+sym. hyperf[4}(C)(t> _ 1— _ 1+ 10
I—)1-t)(1 -t (101 +e+e+0) (1)

(5.31)

This is the Hilbert series for C?/ Dy. The Higgs branch limit of the index (5.30) is

1
(1+4)5(1 +t+2)5(1 — )12
X (14 t+ 8t + 23> + 50t* + 95¢° + 177¢° + 222" + 236t°

+222t7 + 177610 + 95" + 50" + 23" + 8t + 1 + ¢'9).
(5.32)

70O(2)+sym. hyper—[4](H) (1)

This is the Hilbert series of the moduli space of two USp(4) instantons [87].

5.2.5 0O(3) with 1 sym. and 1 fund. (N=1,v=1e=1,1=1)
The indices of the SO(3) gauge theory with a symmetric hyper one flavor is

J50@B)+sym. hyper—[Q](C =+;x=+)
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(q 1y Im| ’Q)OO (q 1 ’Q)Ooq%m'tiﬁ‘m‘u (533>
(2 tsE % (0719)%

[SO(3)+sym. hyperf[2]<<a = 4ty = _)

1
)

o0
tig)d  (qrtmltst2q)2 (—gi+F st g)2
|

gy lml it

("2t )% (037503 3y oim
! .
T

L) (qiTMIE s g)2 (—qitE T g)?
1 |
4

Joe g (5.34)

(¢i* 3 tst 02, (—aitia)k
We find the flavored index for the O(3), gauge theory by gauging the ZS:
[O@rsvm e Bl(C = 4y = 4, y)
=1+ (x4 Htg* + <3 + 222+ 2072 42 + y”)t?ql/2
+ ((3I3 + 327 + 60+ 62+ 2wy +rty oy o)
(e + x_l)t_1>q3/4 T (5.35)
By setting x = y = 1, one finds

]O(S)—‘rsym. hyper—[?}(g _ +7 X/ _ +)
=1+ 2tq"* + 9t%¢"% + (2617 — 2t 1) ¥t + (11 + T3t +t7Y)q
+ (178t° — 42t + 4t73)*/* + (430t° — 1407 + 14t 2+t 6)g32 + .- (5.36)

The Coulomb limit of the index (5.36) agrees with the Hilbert series (5.28) for the
C2?/Ds. We have checked that in the Higgs limit the index (5.36) coincides with the
Higgs branch Hilbert series of the U(3) ADHM theory with two flavors. This is consis-
tent with the fact that both theories have the same Higgs branch which is identical to
the moduli space of three USp(2) instantons.
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5.2.6 O(3) with 1 sym. and 2 fund. (N=1,vy=1e=1,1=2)

The flavored index of the O(3) gauge theory with a symmetric hyper and two flavors
is evaluated as

JOG sy hyper—[d] (- — 4 — g )

= 14 (z+ 2 YHtg"* + (4 +207 42070+ (R4t + Y (WayE + yﬁfyg))t?ql/?

a<f

+ ((3x3 +3070 4 8 4+ 87 + 2w +a) Y (a +uat) 2+ Y (s +vayi))t

«a a<pf

—(z+ x_l)t_1>q3/4 +-- (5.37)
For x =y, = 1, it becomes

IO(3)+sym. hyperf[4]<<a =ty = +)
= 1+ 2tq"* + 161212 + (54t% — 271 */* + (=18 + 213t* + t74)q
+ (618° — 84t + 4t73)¢*/* + (219315 — 414¢% + 21t 2> + - - - . (5.38)

The Coulomb limit of the index (5.38) is equal to the Hilbert series (5.31) for the
C?/D,. The Higgs limit of the index (5.38) is

1
(14+9091+)P5(1+t+2)5(1 -8

X (14 8% + 18t% + 61t* + 142t° + 388t° + 792t + 1691* + 2996t° + 5255t

4+ 79944 + 11713612 + 15134" + 18773t 4 20796t 4 21980t'° + palindrome + t*2).
(5.39)

IO(3)+sym. hyper—[4](H) (f)

This describes the Hilbert series for the moduli space of three USp(4) instantons [80].
9

5.2.7 O(4) with 1 antisym. and 1 fund. (N=2,7=0e¢=0,1=1)

Let us study higher rank orthogonal gauge theories. In order to see the duality (2.37)
between the O(4) gauge theory with an adjoint hyper and one flavor and the quiver
Chern-Simons theory, we compute the relevant full indices. The indices of the SO(4)
gauge theory with an antisymmetric hyper and one flavor can be obtained from the
integrals

ISO(4)+asym. hyper—[Q](C — _{_’ X = _{_’ z, y)

9Note that we have the additional factor (1 —t)~2 in the denominator compared to that in [80].
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|m1
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(q4+|m1+m2|t8 ST Qe (¢ ST 5T )
|m Imgl
XH q4+ |2 1: LsFuF: @)oo (q4+ T t~ s:Fy Q)ooqéZle\mi|t,22§:1|mi|’ (5.40)
1 (TS e (05T YT @)
ISO( )+asym hyper— 2](C _ +7X _ —,l',y)
1 (et Z]{ g7l 5¥) (377 5% ) (—27 7 571 q)n
s
2(:tq2t 2 )0 2ms <q%+"§—‘t—2si;q) (- q5+‘m‘t 25%: 0 oo

(S0t ) (it e ) ("5 15705 ) (g4 5 15707 0o
|

(—qitr%1q)s  (—qita%;q)x (qi“”
1

Sttt q)e (g3 2 E5EXT; @)uc

3, Im| 3, Im|
><( gt T ) (g1 T2 T 5T E )
(— qi*'ﬂsixim (—qi+ 5 5% a7; )n
§+m _ . +‘m‘ 3,1 .
(g2 2 1757y @)oo (037 2 75Ty ™5 @)oo (HGHT YT Qoo 1ty aim (5.41)

(5 syt e (01T 55T ) (FCYE @)
By gauging the ZS we find the index of the O(4), gauge theory with an antisymmetric
hyper and one flavor

IO(4)++asym. hyper—[2]<<- = +; X/ =+, 1, y)
_ 1 [150(4)+asym. hyper—[Q](C = fix=+,1, y) + ISO(4)+asym. hyper—[Q](C =4y = —,x, y)}

2
14 <(2+x2+$_2+y2 + )2 +t_2)q1/2 x4+ a bt 13
+ (—1 ot a4 (T+42® + 472 + 3y° + 3y 2

+ 422t + 207+ 2027 + 20 Py P+ 20y P 4+ 2 Ayt ) 4t*4>q +
(5.42)
For z =y = 1 the index (5.42) reduces to
JO@)++asym. hyper—[2]<<— S X/ _ +)
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=1+ (662 +t7)g"? + a4t 1¢%* + (1 4 35t* + 4t ™) q + (28t + 4t~%)¢*/*
+ (13185 — 222 + 26t 72 + 6t 5)g* 2 + - - . (5.43)
The index (5.42) in fact coincides with the index of the circular U(2)y x U(2) X U(2) o
quiver Chern-Simons theory which will be discussed in section 7. In the Coulomb limit
the index (5.42) becomes the Hilbert series (3.52) for Sym?(C2?/D;) = Sym?(C2/Zy).
In the Higgs limit we find the Higgs branch Hilbert series
14 2 4 13t" + 15t° + 283 4+ 15¢'0 + 13" + 2¢" 4 ¢'6
(1 —)41 —t4)4 '

IO(4)+ +asym. hyper—[2](H) (t) _
(5.44)

5.2.8 O(4) with 1 sym. and 1 fund. (N=2,7v=0e=1,1=1)

The indices for the SO(4) gauge theory with a symmetric hyper and one flavor take
the form

[SO(4)+sym. hyperf[2]<<‘ = +; X = +)

1 q2t2,q ds; mal 4 - mitmal 4
:Z( Z %HQMSZ —q 7 sisf)(l—q 7 sisy)

q2t 2’q OO m1,mo€ZL
@R @ s s
( ;+\m1 m2|t_281i52¥,q) (q;+\m1+m2\t 2 iSét, Q)
3, 2 3 N, Imy —ma] 3 M _
ot 1;Q)§oH(q4+'ml't Pk (T T s g% (it s ST )k
1 |mq—mo| |mq+ma]
(a7t )% w7 (@7 ™htsf? g2 (@ sEsT g2, (¢t sEsE )2,
2 §+\mz‘|
" H (q4 2 t S; ,Q) q Z?:l |mi|t—62?:1 \mz\’ (545)

1, Imil
(geF = ts759)2%

=1
J5O0(@)+sym. hyper—[2](g =+;x=—)

:1 <iq%t2§Q)00 Z%ﬁ(l _ 4lml ?2) (q%+‘2|t25$;Q)oo (_q%+@t25$§Q)oo
2 (£¢2t72:q) s “ J 2mis (33 4-25%; g)oo (_q%+‘—?'t—2si;q)
X (iq%f_l;q)io (55417 ) (—qi 5 5T )% (g s )R (it o)k
(£¢it:9)% (¢t 1st g2, (—qit 5 st g% (T2 (gitq)k
(g5 1% q)2 (+qit 5 q)% q—
(it st 92, (£qit; )% '

The flavored index of the O(4), gauge theory with a symmetric hyper and a funda-

(5.46)

mental hyper is

IO(4)+Sym. hyper—[2]<<: = +; X/ =+, y)
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— 14 (z —i—x*l)tql/zl X <3 202 420 4y +y*2>t2q1/2
+ ((31‘3 + 327 4+ 60 + 60+ 20wy Fa Yy E oyt T y)) e
—(z+ x_l)t_1>q3/4 +--- (5.47)
By setting the fugacities z and y to unity, we get
[O(4)+sym. hyper—[Z](C _ _{_’ X/ _ +)
= 14 2tq7 +9t2q + (26¢° — 2t V)q + (=11 + T84 + t74)q + (202t° — 42t + 4t 3)¢1
+ (B18L% — 145¢% 4+ 17t % + ¢~ %)¢? + (12287 — 4526% + 64t g + - - . (5.48)
In the Coulomb limit the index (5.48) is equal to the Hilbert series

I e o i S o S S

O(4)+sym. hyper—[2](C)
T s T Wy e a —era — e

(5.49)

which describes Sym?(C?/ 133) In the Higgs limit the index (5.48) becomes

1
(I+8(14+2) 1 +t+2) (1 +t+ 2+ 8 +1)3(1 — )16
X (14 t+ 367 + 93 + 22t* + 43t° + 85t° + 1537 + 273t + 440t” + 680t™

+ 982t + 13642 + 1778¢" + 2225t™ + 2633t"° 4 2981¢'°

+ 3187t'7 4 6548t'® + palindrome + t*°). (5.50)

7O@)+sym. hyper—[2](H) (4) =

This reproduces the Hilbert series for four USp(2) instantons [88].

5.2.9 O(6) with 1 antisym. and 1 fund. (N=3,7=0e¢=0,1=1)

One can further test the duality (2.37) between the O(2N) gauge theory with adjoint
hyper and one flavor and the U(N)s x U(N) x U(N)_y quiver Chern-Simons theory
(see section 7). The flavored index of the O(6) gauge theory with an adjoint hyper and
one flavor is evaluated as

IO(6)+asym. hyper—[Q](C =+ X/ = t:1, y)

=1+ ((2 T A N T R TR TN t2> P+ Qe+ 2P L (5.51)

Turning off  and y, this becomes

IO(6)+asym. hyper—[Q](C =+ X/ _ +)
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=1+ (662 +t7)g"? + a4t 1¢%* + (1 4 35t* + 4t ™) q + (28t + 4t~%)¢*/*
+ (16265 — 32 + 33t 2 + 1t 0¥ 2 4 - . (5.52)

where we have evaluated the index up to ¢>. In the Coulomb limit the index (5.52)
reduces to

12+t 15 4+ 3¢ — 19 4+ 4412 4+ palindrome 4 2

O(6)+asym. hyper—[2](C
T (6)+asy yper—[2]( )() (1+t2)3<1+tg+t4)2(1_t2_|_t4>(1—t2)6

(5.53)

As expected, this agrees with the Hilbert series for Sym®(C2?/D;) = Sym®(C2/Zy4). In
the Higgs limit we get

OO Fasym. hyper=RI(H) () — 1 4 642 + 35¢* 4 162(° + 6365 +2193¢"° ... (5.54)

This agrees with the Higgs limit (7.38) of the flavored indices of the U(3)s x U(3) X
U(3)_2 quiver Chern-Simons theory which is expected to be dual to the O(6) gauge
theory with an adjoint hyper and one flavor.

6 ABJ(M) theory

In this section we consider supersymmetric indices of ABJ(M) theories. As reviewed
in section 2 the U(N), x U(N)_;, ABJM theory is a 3d N' = 6 supersymmetric gauge
theory consisting of the N' = 2 vector multiplet of U(N) x U(N) gauge group with
opposite Chern-Simons levels k and —k and a twisted bifundamental ((0J,J)) hyper-
multiplet (7,7T) and a bifundamental ((0,0)) hypermultiplet (H, H) [1]. ° When
k = 1,2 the supersymmetry is enhanced to N = 8.

The ABJ theory [2, 3] is a generalization of the ABJM theory whose gauge group
is replaced by a product U(N)y x U(M)_i of unitary gauge groups with N # M or a
product O(2N + 7)o X USp(2M)_y, of orthogonal and symplectic gauge groups. The
U(N)g x U(M)_r ABJ theory can be unitary SCFT when |[M — N| < |k|. While
the general ortho-symplectic ABJ model has N' = 5 supersymmetry, the O(2)q, X
USp(2M)_; ABJ theory has enhanced N' > 6 supersymmetry.

6.1 Moduli spaces and local operators

The moduli space of the ABJ(M) theory is parametrized by the bifundamental hyper
and twisted hypers that dress the monopole operators. There exist two sets of topologi-
cal currents and magnetic fluxes {ml(l)}, {ml@)} corresponding to the two gauge groups.

0The 3d N = 6 Chern-Simons matter theories are classified in [47, 92].
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The dimension of the monopole operator in the U(N), x U(M)_; ABJ(M) model is

2 I 1 2
A(m{? m?) ZDm P m{[ 4+ Y = m P, (6.1)
,J

I=1 i<y

and that in the O(2N + 7)a, X USp(2M)_;, ABJ model is

1) 2 I I I I
A2 ) = = 3 23 ) 305l =+ 4 )

I=1 i<j

1) 1 2
+Z |m< |+|m“ m'?)). (6.2)

Since the monopole operators carry electric charges due to the CS coupling, they are
not gauge invariant by themselves so that the vevs do no parametrize the moduli space
but rather fixes the action of the residual gauge group.

The moduli space of the U(1);, x U(1)_x ABJM theory is C*/Z;, and that for the
non-Abelian U(N), x U(M)_ ABJ(M) theory is the min(/N, M)-th symmetric product
(2.10) of C*/Zy [1, 3]

MU(N)k x U(M)_p ABJ(M) = Symmin(N’M) ((C4/Zk)- (6-3)

For N > M the effective theory on the moduli space has an extra U(N — M), CS
theory. The moduli space of the O(2 + )y x USp(2)_; is C*/D;, and that of the
O(2N + v) x USp(2M) ABJ theory is the min(/N, M)-th symmetric product (2.14) of
C4/ﬁk [27 3]

MO@N 44 x USpat)_y, aBs = Sym™ V(€ /D). (6.4)

There appears an effective CS theory on the moduli space. For 2N + v > M it is a
pure NV = 3 O(2N + v — 2M)q;, CS theory. For 2N + v < 2M it is a pure N = 3
USp(2M —2N)_i x O(7y)ax CS theory. The ABJ theory has a duality (2.11) [3].

In the presence of the CS coupling, the monopole operators carry electric charges.
For example, the basic monopole v™% 0 in the U(N) gauge theory of level k, it carries
k units of electric charges and transform as k-th symmetric representation of the U(V)
gauge group. Since the electric charge of the gauge invariant operator should vanish,
the monopole operators in the ABJ(M) theory are not gauge invariant by themselves so
that they need to be dressed by the bifundamental hyper and twisted hypermultiplets.
According to the Gauss law constraint, i.e. equations of motion of gauge field, the
monopole operators with mgl) = mZ@) are counted by the Hilbert series [24]. When one
computes the supersymmetric indices, the milder condition Zim =>. m ) holds
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[21]. For example, one finds gauge invariant dressed monopole operators in the ABJ(M)
theory of the following forms:

Y mD=m}im@=m} (H )Sym’ pmi =—mli{m®@=—m} | (ﬁ)g;’;) (6.5)
U{m(l =m}i{m (2)— =m} (T)Sym7 ’U{m(l):_m};{m@):_m} . (T)g;/]?n’ (66)

where m > 0 for the mgl) = m§2) sector. In the ABJ(M) theory with unitary gauge

groups each of the dressed monopole operators (6.5) and (6.6) parametrizes the factor
C?/Z; C C*/Zy, probed by M2-branes. Similarly, for the ortho-symplectic ABJ theory
cach of them parametrizes the factor C2/D, C C*/Dy,. Also there are gauge invariant
monopole operators dressed by both of the hyper and twisted hypermultiplets as well
as their fermionic superpartners. We will see them in the expansions in the indices
in the following analysis and find the mapping of these operators under the relevant
dualities.

6.2 Indices

The index of the ABJ(M) theory is computed in [15, 19-22, 47, 67, 72] from the UV
gauge theory. The ABJM index in the large N limit is shown to agree with the index
of the Kaluza-Klein modes in the holographic dual AdS; x S7/Z;, [15]. The finite N
corrections are proposed as contributions of the wrapped M5-branes in the gravity side
[44].

In order to investigate further dualities and geometries, we consider the N = 4 in-
dex (A.1) by introducing global fugacity ¢ coupled to the generators of the R-symmetry
and additional fugacities for the flavor symmetry and the topological symmetry which
allow for several limits.

The index of the U(N), x U(M)_; ABJ(M) theory is given by

JUN), x U(M) - kABJM(t 2, 2,1 q)
1 7{1—[ ds(l (Do fH ds@) (s2) o
-~ NIM! Ot 2) ez Y 23 i 27 zs K
o e wr i (@F OF
le—q s sy )H(l—q s s )
i<j i<j

D =m®) (@ (D))

3 MF (2)+ _=. 4+ 7,1 . @F D .
y H 2 tSZ- S Z$,q>oo (q4 2 3 S; 5 x$aq)oo
1 (2)| . |m§2)7m(_1>‘
0,J (q4Jr — tilsgl)iSEZ)jFZi;Q)oo (C]Z+ 7 tz('Q)ng‘l)?fi;Q)oo

I I 1 2 I
x ¢~ 3 Sia Sic \mE- POl g Sy lmf —mi 5 5 S (6.7)
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11

Note that there are redundancies'" in the parameter dependence of the index (6.7). For

example, by rescaling sgl) one can absorb y to x, z, that is,

[UNIRUMABM (4 0 gy g) = [UNIUODABIM (G gt 208 15g).  (6.9)

As we will see in the subsequent sections, once we fix y to unity, the index of the
ABJM theory with & = 1 coincides with the index of the U(N) ADHM theory with one
flavor where the two fugacities x, z are directly identified with the same fugacities in
the ADHM theory. However, for the purpose of reading off the operators corresponding
to each term, we would like to keep y in the subsequent sections.

For v = 1 or x = 1 the flavored index of the SO(2N + v)a, x USp(2M)_;, ABJ

model is 2

JSO@N + )2k x USp(2M) _xABIM (t:¢;q)

. 1 dS (1) 2]€7’TL (1) dS(Z ka( )
T 9N+y—1NI19M Jf) H 5 H

27TZS
m<11),_7m§v (2) . (2) ez
N m ( )‘ N ‘mgn_m;l)‘ N |m(1)+m(1)|
— 5 S: —q 2 s S — fs, S
H(l Xq l(l):l:)7 H(l q El):l: gl)qt) H(l q El):i: 51)i>
=1 1<J 1<J
M @) M |m1(2)7m§_2)‘ M ‘ml(_z)erg_z)‘
X —q —qu S —qf& S\
1 — glmilg ( )£2 1 52)1 §2):F 1 52)1 §2):ﬁ:
i=1 i<j i<y

s ImPm)| e (o0t D¢ <2>| )
A I S B —
i 5 —1WF () 41 ()HFS()$.

3y g
« H (q 7 Sj 7q>00 <q4+ j 7q)oo

L Im (1) (2)‘ D (2) ) \m(,l) m®) W+ (@)%
L @) L imDgm
W (gitT tstV s DT ) (gt s Vs )
§+w @ (0 s mm o) )
y (g4 ts; '8 Q) (g7 7 ts; S, Q)
+M @2% (DF. ;+M 2% (D*.
(q4 t72877s; 1 q)oo (g4 ? RCHEE Y $q)oo

1 Related to the enhanced global symmetry, there are many other ways to remove the redundancy.
For example, we can also write (6.7) as

IU(N)kXU(M),kABJM(t’x’Z’y;q) _ IU(N);CXU(M),;CABJM((:L,Z)%’ ({E,Z_l)%, (1’2_1)%,t; Q)~ (68)

12While we get a consistent flavored index (6.35) of the SO(2)y x USp(2)_1 with (x,¢) = (+,+)
which include the fugacities = and z, we are not sure how they can be consistently introduced in the
general indices of the SO(2N + v)ar x USp(2M)_;, ABJ model.
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(6.10)
For v =0 and x = —1 we have

ISO(2N+’Y)2]€ x USp(2M) _, ABJIM (t q)

1
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6.2.1 U(1), xU(1).y ABIM (N=M=1k=1)

For N = 1 the bare monopole v™"™ has electric charges (m, —m) due to the effect of
the Chern-Simons level k£ = 1. It can form a gauge invariant operator when dressed by

— 68 —

ka@)



the chiral multiplet 7' (resp. T) of electric charges (+1,—1) (resp. (—1,+1)) and the
chiral multiplet H (resp. H) of electric charges (—1,+1) (resp. (+1,—1)).
The flavored index of U(1); x U(1)_; ABJM is calculated as

IU(1)1 X U(l)_lABJM(t’ Ty, 2 C])

=1+ |(wy +aly D+ (et y e )t g+
~N S—— M~ =

vBlH o -1-1f ol v~ LTIT

-1_-1 2 _—1 -1, -2
Tz r Z TY z xZ z
- tayz Ty
TH TH

V22T H v=%=2TH
+ 1 + 1’2 2 +{L‘_2 —2 t2—|— 1 + 22—2+ —222 t—2 (]1/2+
(+ay y (LY y_2)

HH v232H2 L -2-22 T 025272 v—2—-272

(:E_Qy_lz_1+ x2yz
—_——
v—L—1T 2 vbB1TH?
—I—x2y3z_1+x_2y_3z>t+ ( Iy_122 +x_1yz_2+xy32_2+x_1y_3z2>t_1+( oy + I—ly—1
—_——  — —_——  —— N N— — ~— ——
FATHZ  o-d-ST2 VUITRH TR SSTRH p-h-ST2 V2T -l L2

+ 2y + :E_3y_3>t3 + ( y 'y 4oyt oy +y32_3>t_3 ¢t (612)
—~ S N e~ e~

v33H3  ,—3,—-3[3 v-Li—12T  LlpT2 w3373 3373

Note that the terms of order yizﬂq%, xﬂyiflq% are absent due to the cancellation by
the fermionic modes. For example, at the order y‘lth% there are a bosonic contribution
THH and a fermionic contribution W, hence the total coefficient vanishes. See table
(B.11) in appendix B.2. As we will discuss the dualities between the ADHM theory and
the ABJM theory in subsection 6.2.13, when we set y = 1, the index (6.12) coincides
with the index (3.16) for the ADHM U(1) with one flavor. Thus the Coulomb and
Higgs limits of the indices lead to the Hilbert series (3.19) of the geometry C? probed
by a single M2-brane.

6.2.2 U(2), xU(2)-1 ABIJM (N =M =2,k =1)
The flavored index of the U(2); x U(2)_y ABJM theory is given by

IU(2)1 X U(Q)_lABJM(t’ x7 y’ Z, q)

=1+ {( zy 4+ 2% N+ ( ylz o+ oyt )M
~— —— S~~~ ~~
»1,0;1,0 fr (1) »—1,0,—1,0 ff (1) p—1,0;—1,07(1) 1,051,077(1)
—-1_-1 2_—1 -1, -2
+ 2rz + 22z + 2zy°z + 2 z 4+ 2
2z R B S R SR
TYTH, TrTH, v2’0?2’07~“(1)H(1), v—z,o;—z,oT(l)gu)’ TrHH,

L R e L O F 1 N S Py S B N - SRS S 1430 7 C)

\,—/ g
02020 fr(1)2, v=2:0i-2,0 (12 T™CTT, _ 1172,0;72,0T(1)27 U2,0;2,0T(1)27
oL LI 2 Uil’il;il’ilTrﬁZ ,Ul,—l;l,—lT(Q)T(l) v~ L=L=1, =12 ,Ul,l;l,lr_[\rTQ

+ 20% + 2%y )R 4 ( 2 + 2y 4 2P )t_2]q1/2
—— ~~~ ~—— ~——
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+ ( 3r7 %yt 4 3%y + 3%l 4+ 3r %y 2

—_—— —— —— ———
v 10— 1071 (12, PLOLOT() (12 p30:3,07(1) (12, p=3:0:=3,07(1) (12,
v~ LO=LOTM TR ) pLOLIT@FM ) 212170 g() g2 4=2,-1=2,—1p1) (1) F(2)
v—21:=2,17(2) [ (1)2 v2—12,—1(2) fr(1)2 212, 17(2) gr(1)2 p—2:—1=2,—17(2) fF(1)2
+ 3y~ 'z + 3yz~t >t + ( 3zy 122 + 3z lyz7?
~— ~—— —— ———
v~ 10s=1,0(1) (1) g (1) PLOLOT() (1) g (1) = LO=L0p(1)2 (1) PLOLOT(D)2 F (1)
1)—1,0;—1,01%(1)7 1,1,0;1,011,%(1)’ 071,0;71,0T(1)T(2)H(2)’ 1}1,0;1,0:,’:(1)f(mﬁ(g)7
V= L0 =1,07(1) gr(2) FF(2) PLOLOT() [ (2) F(2) v— 252,17 (1)2 7 (2) 02— 12, - 1712 F(2)
v~ LO=L07(2) g (2) (1) 1 OLOT(2) (1) F(2)

o2 L2 1p() g (2) () 2,152,170 (1) F(2)

+ 3xysz 2 + 3z ly 32 + 3xy + 3z ly ! t!
—— —_——— ~— ——
p30:3,07(1)2 (1) v=3:0=3.0p ()2 (1) L0 (1) fr(1) p=1O=1L0pM (1) F (1)
vz’l?Qvlf(l)T(Q)H(l), 1)—2,—1;—2,—1T(1)T(2)1;,(1)7 Ul’O;l’Od)H(l)a Uflyo;fl,Owﬁu),
02 1:2,17(1)2 f7(2) v=2-1Li=2,~1p(1)2 f7(2) PLOLOT@T(2) g v 10=1,07(2)T(2) F (1)

PLOLOT@ T F(2) | =10 10D () 1 (2)
02121 FW) (1) 2,52, 1)) (1)

+ ( 3ry + 3z ty + 22373 + 23y ™3 >t3
~—~ —— —— N——
pL 00 2 (1) o= L0i=10 (1) (12, 3:0:3.0 f(1)3, v=3.0:=3.0 (13,
v1,0;1,0H(1)H(2)I}(2)7 1}71,0;71,0H(2)ﬁu)f]@)7 2121 g2 (2)  —2,-1,-2,-1 7(1)2 f7(2)
212, -1 (12 [ (2) v=215-2,1(2) fr(1)2
—1 -1 - - - 4
+( 3y 'z + 3yz + 2323 + 2823 )t NP+
—— —— —— ~—
o= 10— L0p(1)27(1) PLOLOT(D2(1) v=3:0:=3,0(1)3, p30B.0 (13
1)—1,0;—1,0T(1)T(2)f(2)7 vl,O;l,OT(l)f(Z)T@)’ v—2—1=2,—1p(1)27(2) 212,17 (1)27(2)
p—21-2,1p(1)27(2) p2—1:2,—1F(1)2(2)

(6.13)

The difference from the Abelian theory starts from the terms with ¢'/2. The terms with
¢*/*t and ¢*/* ' count the mixed branch operators which contain the cancellations
between the monopole operators dressed by the (twisted) hypers and the monopole
operators dressed by the (twisted) hyperrinos (also see appendix B.2.1):
U—1,0;—1,0f(1)H(1)H(1) o 1}—1,0;—1,O¢T(1)7
U1,0;1,0T(1)H(1)f[(1) o Ul’O;l’O@U’T“(l),
vl,o;l,oT(l)f(l)H(l) o Ul’O;l’O@UH(l),
o Lo L0 (M) (1) v—l,O;—l,owﬁ(l)_ (6.14)
These cancellations also occur in the U(1); x U(1)_; ABJM theory so that they do
not show up in the expansion (6.12). However, in the U(2); x U(2)_; ABJM theory

additional three operators with the same charges appear so that we get the non-trivial
terms 3y*2T¢%*t and 3xty*d/ 4L
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Again there exist redundancies of the fugacities and they can be fixed by setting
y =1 (6.9). Then the index (6.13) is equal to the index (3.20) for the U(2) ADHM
theory with one flavor. This is the simplest non-Abelian duality between the ADHM
theory and ABJM theory. In the Coulomb and Higgs limit we find the Hilbert series
(3.29) for Sym?(C?).

6.2.3 U(3); x U(3)_y ABJM (N =M =3,k=1)

Similarly, one can check that the flavored index of the U(3); x U(3)_; ABJM theory
coincides with the index (3.30) of the U(3) ADHM theory with a single flavor. We have
evaluated the index up to ¢>. The Coulomb and Higgs limits of the index again give
rise to the Hilbert series (3.32) of Sym®(C?).

6.24 U(1), x U(1)_, ABIM (N =M =1,k > 2)
The flavored index of the U(1)y x U(1)_5 is given by

IU(I)QXU(I),QABJMO(I_’ .ZU, y’ Z7 q>

=1+ [:c’lz*I tayz P raz -ty e (L 2ty (1 4y

4 y_122)t_2}q% . [_3 a2y a2 ety 2 g (14 oy
+ a2y + 2Py 4+ 2t 4 (7Y e 2Py 2Ty e+ Pty
byt ey a2 ey R (12 gty

For x =y = 2 = 1 we have

[U(1)2 X U(1)72ABJM(t’x _ 1)y — 172 _ 1’ q)

=14 (4+3t>+3t2)¢"/?
+ (1 + 5t4 + 4t2 + 4t_2 + 5t_4)q + (4 + 7t6 + 4t4 + 4t_4 + 7t_6)q3/2
F (795 4 + 82+ 872+ 4+ 90+ - (6.16)

In the Coulomb and Higgs limits the index (6.16) gives rise to the Hilbert series (3.35)
for the singularity C?/Z,y probed by the M2-brane. The variant (U(1)y x U(1)_5)/Zs
is dual to the U(1); x U(1)-; ABJM theory as their indices are the same.

For the U(1), x U(1)_ ABJM theory with k£ = 3,4 we have the following flavored
indices

IU(l)ng(l)_gABJM(t’ Ty, 2 Q)
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=14+ @ 2 ezt D) + [(:L'*Syfl + 2?yY)t? + (2Pyz '+ a Py )t
+ (pyz 2 Yy T+ (g2t + y_123)t_3} ¢i+ (=34 2722+ 2?2 4 !

and

IU(1)4><U(1),4ABJI\/[(1(/_7 x’ y) Z, q)

=1+ (@2 oz P t7)g + [-3 a7 ety b2t ey
+ (147t oyt + (Pyz T ey ) 4 (g ey
+ (A 4y +y Mg+ (6.18)
For x =y = 2z = 1 we have
IU(l)g X U(1)73ABJM<t7x — 17 y = 17 v = 17 q)
=14+ Q2+ +t)g"2+ (28 42t + 267 42677
F(=1+t g+ 0+ 28+ 273 1270 - (6.19)

and

IU(1)4 X U(1)74ABJM(t7x — 17 y = 17 y = 1’ q)

=1+ Q4+ +t )P+ (A +3t 22 + 2072+ 3t

+ (243t 2t 427+ 37624 (6.20)
As expected, we find the Hilbert series (3.38) and (3.42) in the Coulomb and Higgs
limits. For general k we get the Hilbert series (3.44) for C?/Z;. We will see that these
indices have closed expressions in section 6.3.
6.2.5 U(N)yxU(N)_x ABIM (N=M >2k>2)

For more general the U(N); x U(N)_, ABJM theory the indices reduce the N-th
symmetric product Sym” (C?/Z;) in the Coulomb and Higgs limits. For example, the
flavored indices for N = 2 and k = 2,4 are given by

IU(2)2 X U(2)_2ABJM(t’ Ty, 2 q)

=1+ <$z oty oy ey e+ (L4 2y %y
+(1+yz 2+ y’le)t’2>ql/2 + (1 + 202y 4 2%y + 3272 4+ 3122
+ 32722 2+ 30 2y 2 4 2y 4+ 2y R 4 (B4 22ty 20ty P 4 220y + 22 2y !
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+ (2zz + 20 2 4 203y 4 203y 2 4 2y 4+ 207y e

+ 2%z + 20 Py e+ 2z 4 207 e 4 20ty 2R 4 20yt

+ 22 Yy e 4 2ay et 20y 20y )

+ (3+2%2 7 2y 42y A 2y_224)t_4>q + e (6.21)

and

[U(2)4 X U(2)_4ABJM(t’ Ty, 2 q)

=1+ (932 +a T 2+ t_2> g + <2$222 + 20722 2 4ty F iy
+(2+ :c4y + x74y*1)t4 + (xz + sz Bty :If?’y*lz)ﬁ
+ 24y YT (e b T T by T :B_ly_lz?’)t_2>q +- (6.22)

When we set © = z =y = 1, we have

IU(2)2 X U(2)72ABJM(t’ T = Ly — 17 5= 1’ CI)

=14+ (4+32 4+ 3t72)g"? + (21 + 11" + 1171 + 162 + 16t 2)q
+ (32 4 22t% + 22¢7° + 36t + 36t~ + 36> + 36t 2) %>
+ (53 4 45¢% + 4578 4 64¢% + 64t 0 + 5dt* + 54t + 48t + 48t )¢ + -+, (6.23)

and

]U(2)4 X U(2),4ABJM(t7x _ 1’ y = 17 y = 1’ q)

=1+ Q2+t )P (6+ 4t 42 472 4t g
+ 20+ )1+t Bt — 2+ 3 — 72 + 3t
+ (17 4 148 + 16t° + 15¢* + 126 + (t =t 1))g® +-- - . (6.24)

The Coulomb and Higgs limits of (6.23) and (6.24) reproduce the Hilbert series (3.48)
and (3.52).

6.2.6 U(N+k),xU(N)_r ABJ

Because of the duality (2.11), the U(N + k) x U(N)_x ABJ theory is equivalent to the
U(N)r x U(N)_r, ABJM theory. So one can check that the corresponding ABJ index
agrees with the ABJM index.

6.2.7 U(2),xU(1)og ABJ (N=2M =1,k =2)

The simplest ABJ theory which is not equivalent to the ABJM is the U(2)y x U(1)_2
ABJ model. The index is

IU(2)2 XU(1)72 ABJ
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=1+ Q4+ 2y 2%yt e b oy Pz oy
+ (1 +yz 2+ y_lzz)t_Q] q%
24 (1 oy a2y + 22y + a) a2t 4 a2 2
+a 2y 2+ By T Syt p Ty R Pye) + (e e
+o Yy B oy A P (Lt gy Ay e g
(6.25)

Since the bare monopole has two units of an electric charge due to the Chern-Simons
coupling of k = 2, it can form the gauge invariant operators when dressed by quadratic
polynomials in the charged matter fields. The terms ¢'/?t? and ¢'/?t>z*2y* are con-
tributed from the operators HH, v'' H? and v~ 5 1 H2. The terms ¢/%¢~2 and ¢"/2t=22F2y*
correspond to the operators 7T, v5172 and v~ 5172, The terms 2z and 2Fy=2¥F count
the operators HT, [TI\T, VY HT and v 5 1HT.

For x =y = 2z = 1 we have

[U(2)2 X U(l)_zABJ(t7$ =1, y = 17 ” = 17 Q)

=1+ (4432 +3t72)¢" 2+ (2 + 412 + 5" + 472 + 5t 1)q
+ (=t 4t 70 — 2 4 70
+ (15 + 12¢% + 4¢° 4+ 9t + 12t 72 + 4¢70 4 9¢7%)¢?
+ (=20 — 8% + 8t + 4t® + 11410 — 82 4 8t + AP 1102+ (6.26)
Here we find that
JU@n x U(z),lABJM(l57 2.y, 2 q)
= [V OO AR gy, 2y q) 172 < VOB g2 20g). (6.27)

The operators corresponding to the terms with ¢'/* in the U(2); x U(2)_; ABJM
theory map to those in the U(1); x U(1)_; ABJM theory and those for the terms ¢'/2
correspond to those in the U(2)y x U(1)_5 ABJ and the U(1); x U(1)_; ABJM theory.
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From the terms with ¢*/*

we find the following operator map:

fugacity (rt=2z=1)] U(2)y xU(2)-1 [U(1); xU(1)_1|U(2)2 x U(1)_9
y3t3q% U3,0;3,0(H(1)>3 V3B 3 1
U2,1;2,1(H(1)>2f](2) UL H oLl 2
ytSQ% vl,O;l,O(H(l))ZH(l) oULH2H 1
pL0L0 fr (1) (7 (1) fr(2) oULH HH
Uz,—1<H(1))2]TI(2) oLl oLl 2
ytg VBOBOTM (FM))? VBT H? 1 (6.28)
02’152’1T(2)(H(1))2 1}1;17”? vl;lfp
U271;271f(1)H(1)H(2) UL H vme
ytq% Uz,—1;2,—1T(2)<H(1))2 oLl oLl 2
U2,—1;27—1f(1)H(1)ﬁ(2) U—l;—lf_j Ul;lfH
vl’O;LOT(l)H@)FI@) Ul;lf Hf[
U1,0;1,0f(2)H(1)f[(2) oULH TH

Note that the monopole operators in the U(2); x U(2)_; ABJM theory can be dressed
by two components of the matter fields as each of the U(2) gauge group is broken
to the U(1) x U(1).
superscript (| they correspond to the dressed monopoles in the U(1); x U(1)_; ABJM
theory. Otherwise, they map to composite operators constructed from the operators in
the U(1); x U(1)-; ABJM theory and those of the U(2)y x U(1)_2 ABJ theory.

Hence we conjecture a duality
U(2), x U(1)_y ABJ ® U(1); x U(1)_; ABIM
= U(2); x U(2)_, ABIM. (6.29)
In other words, the U(2); x U(2)_; ABJM theory is factorized into a product theory
of the U(1); x U(1)—y ABJM theory and the U(2)s x U(1)_2 ABJ theory. The U(1); x

U(1)-1 ABJM is a free theory that describes the center of motion of a stack of M2-
branes.

When they are only dressed by the first components with the

Note that (6.29) is also consistent with the exact values of S* partition function

ZgB(l)lXU(l)fl _ %7 ZSUg(z)ZXUuH _ ﬁ’ ZSUg(2)1XU(2)71 _ ﬁ computed in [93, 94]. The
U(2); x U(1)_y ABJ captures an interacting sector of the two coincident M2-branes.
In the Coulomb and Higgs limits the index (6.26) becomes the Hilbert series (3.35)

for C?/Zs.

6.2.8 U(3)yx U(1)_y ABJ (N =3,M =1,k = 4)
For the U(3)4 x U(1)_4 ABJ theory we have the flavored index

[Uax UO-aABI (4 0y o)
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=14 (zz a2 2 g2+ (—2 + 2ty 4 a7y e R
+ (14 2ty + 2y Dt + (2Pyz ! + 2y )
+(eyz P oy P (L gyt y’lz4)t’4>q + - (6.30)

When the fugacities z, y and z are turned off, it reduces to

[U(3)4 X U(l)_4ABJ<t,$ — 1’ y = 17 ” = 17 q>

=1+ Q2+ +t )P+ 2 +3t" 22 2072+ 3t

Bt 2t — 2 3P (6.31)
The Coulomb and Higgs limits of the index give rise to the Hilbert series (3.42) for
C?/D;.
6.2.9 U(3)s x U(2)_s ABJ (N =3,N =2k=2)
For the U(3)2 x U(2)_5 ABJ theory we find the flavored index

JU®)z2 U(2)_2ABJ(t’ 2,9, 2q)

o (mz tao e oy Ty T e (U Py a7y D+ (YT 4 yz_Q)t_2> q'"?

I <1 P32 a2t e ety ) 2ty oty byt e )
+ (3 4 2$4y2 4 2x74y72 T 2x2y + 2x72y71)t4 4 2(.1'33./2 + x*Syflzfl 4 x3y2271 4 x73y72z
bzt oD 4 2wyt y 2 a8

+ xyz_l + :E_ly_ 27+ x_lyz_?’

‘ayz Ty ez b+ (B 2y 2 2t 2y 293_2)t_4)q toee

(6.32)
Setting x, y and z to unity, we get
IU(S)Q X U(Q)_QABJ(t,ZL' — ].,y — 17 y = 17(])
= 14 (44324 3t72)¢? + (21 4 114 + 16¢2 + 16t72 + 11t g
+ (36 4 22t° + 36¢* + 3912 + 3671 + 2207 %) + -+ (6.33)

Both of the Coulomb and Higgs limits of the index (6.33) coincide with the Hilbert
series (3.48) for Sym?(C?/Z,). As discussed in section 2.1, this is dual to the (SU(2) x
SU(2)_4)/Zs BLG theory.
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6.2.10 O(2); x USp(2)_; ABJ

The flavored index of the SO(2)y x USp(2)_1 ABJ theory with (¢, x) = (+, +) coincides
with the flavored index (6.15) of the U(1)y x U(1)_o ABJM theory for z =z =y = 1.
This implies the duality (2.30) [21]. Thus it yields the Hilbert series (3.35) for C?/Z,
in the Coulomb and Higgs limits.
The flavored indices with ((, x) = (+,—) and (—, +) are given by
[SO@2 X USp@)-1ABI (4 ¢ — 4\ — _. )
_ [SO(2)2 X USp(2),1ABJ<t7C = —,x=+; Q)
-1 — (t2 _’_t72)q1/2 + (1 +t4 +t*4)q . (tﬁ +t76)q3/2 + (_1 —i—tS _|_t78)q2 4o
(6.34)
The flavored index of the O(2)y x USp(2)_; ABJ theory that can be obtained by
gauging the Z, charge conjugation symmetry is equal to the flavored index (6.18) for
the U(1)4 x U(1)—4 ABJM model for x = y = z = 1. This is a consequence of the
duality (2.23) [3]. The gauge group SO(2) x USp(2) admits two families of theories
whose indices involve the sum over the magnetic fluxes which take values in integers
or half-integers (also see the discussion for the BLG theory in section 8). The flavored
index of the (SO(2)s x USp(2)-1)/Zs ABJ theory in which the magnetic fluxes are
summed over Z/2 (i.e. both integers and half-integers) is equal to the index (3.18)
of the U(1) ADHM theory with one flavor or equivalently to the index 3.16) of the
U(1)y x U(1)—; ABJM theory for = z = y = 1. This implies the duality (2.31) [21].
We note that the refinement of the index of the O(2)s x USp(2)_; ABJ theory with
additional fugacities x and z of the form

150(2)2 X USp(Q)flABJ(t C X = + T,z q)

_ 1 Z f f ds (2) 2)|S(2)12)$(1)2m(1)8(2)72711(2)
2mis( 2mis(2

m(l) m®2 ez
1) _,n(2)
_A'_%

m m(
1T D507, ) (q%+w

m(1) —m(2)
i"'%ts(l)ig(?)q:xi;q)oo ( i+
(q

t1sWFs@F ¥ g)

tS(l)iS(Q)ifL’i; q>oo
3, Im(1) 1m(2))

(qg#mft WF %% ¢) it tsWFs@F 2t )

[m (D) —m(2) m(D) 1m(2)]

(q§+7t LsME5@F 2F; q) o (qi+‘7t 1sME5)E27F; q)

M) _ @) (D) 4 (2))
2 + 2

X (Q4

|m(1)+m( )|
(q
(1) (2

X

o0

7|m(2)|+ d

Cm(l)

X q (6.35)

matches with the flavored index (6.15) for y = 1 when ¢ = +. This generalizes the
identity of the indices. Also for ( = — we have

150(2)2 X USp(2),1ABJ(t’C =—x=+,12 q)
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<m +o T —er T e+ (I )P+ (12 - 2—2){2)(11/2

=1+

< 3+t a2 -
+ (2% z—x?’z—x3;;—1)2+(1+Z4+Z—4_22_2_2)t_4

+ (22

V3 — a2 — x_lz_3)t_2)q +-- (6.36)

We find that the average of the refinement (6.36) with ( = + and that with ( = —
exactly coincides with the flavored index (6.18) for y = 1.

We can increase the rank of the orthogonal group by 1 and consider O(4)s x USp(2)_;
ABJ theory. This theory is dual to the U(3)4 x U(1)_4 ABJ theory due to the duality
(2.24). Indeed, the index of the O(4),xUSp(2)_1 ABJ theory, 1 (150W2xUSp@)1ABI(¢ ¢ —
+, X = 45 q) + [5OW2xUSp@)ABI (4 ¢ — 4\ = —:¢)), agrees with the flavored index
(6.30) forz =z=y=1.

6.2.12 0(4)2 X USp(4>,1 ABJ

Lastly let us consider the O(4)s x USp(4)_1 ABJ theory. For ( = + the indices are
evaluated as

150(4)2 X USp(4),1ABJ(t’C — +’ X = _}_7 q)

1 21 ds? mP w1 )y 1y e e 1)+
~ 39 Z H%H l([)(l q 2 si sy J(L—gqg 2 $1° Sy )
D ) ez 11 2mis,;
m(® @) @ fm®) )

2m;
 (TT0 = d1s22y) (0 = =55 2, my 0 - = e o (T 2

ol (0 (o T sl SR ESE)
(gt s TS oo (1T Tt s TS )
o 1 1 i J
(T DRI g (g s )
5 mD_m® 5 mM4m®)
(qﬁit WF 0% ) (g DTS )
XH (D) _ (2)| OMN (2>|
W R g (g 0% )
9 J Y oo
o q—%|m§”—m§”|—é\m§1>+m;>|—zi| mP =3 m —m® = miP +m 1+ 2 (1mD =m D +m )
(6.37)
150(4)2 X USp(4),1ABJ(t’<- — _{_7 X =—; q)
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1 - dsz@) 1 Im W] _(1)+2
16 Z Qms(l) . (2)( —4q s )

P ez 1 2mis;

(@) m(® @) @)

(2 m(1) —2m;
X <H(1 _ gt |s§2>ﬂ)) (1—q 7 sPFEDT) (1 — g2 sDEDF) 07 (H ()"

)

)

im®)— m® imW+m |

9 [mY—m 7 2)+ - 2
X (¢5t t1sWFsPE ) (g2t sWFSET )
. Im () —m ()| m () +m;?)
(g R  g) e (gt s )
5, Im?)] iy 2
T P g (Fe T 50T )
Imz(-Q)I Img)l
(Fait s 0)0  (2ait 57T 10)n
|m(1)7'm(2)\ \m(1)+m§2)\
(@t = s ) (¢ 7 tsWTsPT )
x m® (3| 2 Im(D) 4m ()| 2)+
(T 0T g) (T s g
@ @
(iq%+'mé 'ts?’ﬁq)oo (4E614+| lts( 0
G o, m* (@)t
Fah 1P g (2gF T 110 )
@_ @, (), (2 2) @
y q_‘m(l)l_%(‘ml 5 [+H|my™ +my |)+§Zi,j<\m(1)_mi [+|m @ 4m |>_ (638>

We get the indices

]SO( )2 x USp(4 1ABJ(t C +,x =+, q>
=1+ Q2+ +t )P+ (134T + 82+ 8t 2+ Tt g

—(1+#)(1 +t (10t — 262 + 11 — 272+ 107 H 2 4 - - - (6.39)
J50(4)2 x USp(4 BJ(t C=+,y=—:q)
_1+(2+t2+t2)q1/2 + (- 1+t4+t4)q
— A+ )A+ 2t =24 1 =2 27 PP (6.40)

The index for the O(4)s x USp(4)_1 ABJ theory obtained from (6.39) and (6.40) by
gauging the charge conjugation symmetry matches with the index (6.24), which is
consistent with the duality (2.23). So both theories describe two M2-branes probing
C2%/Zs.

6.2.13 ADHM-ABJM dualities

As reviewed in section 2.2, the U(N) ADHM theory with one flavor is conjectured to be
equivalent to the ABJM theory of CS level £ = 1 in the IR [95]. Comparing the flavored
indices, e.g. (6.12) and (6.13) with (3.16) and (3.20), we see that the ADHM index
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(3.15) with one flavor and the ABJM index (6.7) with N = M and k = 1 perfectly
agree with each other by turning off the topological fugacity y for the ABJM model.
Consequently, we find the operator mapping under the duality. For the Abelian case it

is given by
U(1) ADHM with one flavor|U(1); x U(1)_;ABJM
X v H
Y v L
XY HH
Xlym yl=mit=m pyl fm
vl v BT
vt T
14 17 (6.41)
v X TH
oY v 52T H
v X v32TH
v Y TH
v, vy
v, Vil
VYx vy
Yy vl g

The Higgs branch operators in the ADHM theory correspond to the monopole opera-
tors dressed by the bifundamental hypermultiplet in the ABJM theory. On the other
hand, the Coulomb branch operators in the ADHM theory map to the monopole oper-
ators only dressed by the bifundamental twisted hypermultiplet in the ABJM theory.
The remaining mixed branch operator in the ADHM theory are dual to the monopole
operators dressed by the both hyper and twisted hypers in the ABJM model.

In addition, the flavored indices allow us to find the mapping of the mixed branch
operators which contain the fermionic operators. The fermion v, is the superpartner
of the vector multiplet scalar ¢ and 1x (resp. 1y ) is that of the adjoint hypermultiplet
scalar fields X (resp. Y) in the ADHM theory. The mapping of the fermionic operators
are consistent with that of their bosonic partners.

For U(2) gauge group, by comparing (3.20) and (6.13) we conjecture the following
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operator mapping:

U(2) ADHM with one flavor U(2); x U(2)-1ABJM
TrX Ul,O;l,OH(l)
% 0~ 10=1,0 Fr(1)
Tr(XY) Tr(HH)
TrXTrY iy (D) 4C)
TrX? BBy (H?)
(TI"X)Z U2,0;2,0(H(1)>2
10 p~ Lo=1,0(1)
10 Y 1OLO(1)
Ulel Ul,l;TLr(lTTT(zz)f(l) (6.42)
020 U—z,o;—2,0(T(1))2
ot v~ =L L1y T2)
oM T ()
X(2) Ul,O;l,OH(l)
x (1) 0101 (2)
y (@) o~ 10=1,0 Fr(1)
y 00— 1:0,~1 fr(2)
OO ) 4 1}1,077%(1) + ULO@Z)@(?) v 10104, )
v—l,OJ(l)I(l) + ’U_Lowapu) + 'U_I’O",DSDQ) UI’O;l’OwT(l)

Similarly the Higgs (resp. Coulomb) branch operators in the non-Abelian U(N) ADHM
theory map to the monopole operators dressed by the bifundamental hypermultiplets
(resp. twisted hypermultiplets) in the non-Abelian U(N); x U(N)_; ABJM theory.
Each of these local operators corresponds to the plane partition with trace N or a pair
of column-strict plane partitions of shape A = {\;})*; with >, \; = N [33].

6.3 Duality to discrete gauge theories

In this section we consider discrete gauge theories which are expected to describe an
M2-brane. When a gauge group is discrete, a theory is the rank-zero theory so that it
has no gauge fields but matter fields may carry non-trivial gauge charges.

Consider a 3d N = 4 gauge theory of a discrete cyclic group Z;, with a hypermul-
tiplet and a twisted hypermultiplet. Based on the argument in [96], it is conjectured
that we have the following duality:

Zy, gauge theory < U(1l)k x U(1)_x ABJM theory

~ . (6.43
+ a hyper (X, Y)+ a twisted hyper (7, 7)) (6.43)
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In the following we explicitly demonstrate this by computing supersymmetric indices
which precisely agree with each other.

6.3.1 Z (k=2)

A simple example is the Z, gauge theory. It can be viewed as a generalization of the
O(1), gauge theory discussed in subsection 5.2.1. The index takes the form

Zo-hyper+thyper ;. .
I (tv €, zq

A~ ~—

1 [(qit'770)0 (@1t2T50) | (01t 20T0) (—q7t2710)s
a 1
1

2 (gitati ) (¢it2E Q) (—qitaFiq)ee (—qitl2Eq)

(6.44)

The index (6.44) matches with the index (6.15) for the U(1)s x U(1)_2 ABJM model.

6.3.2 Z; (k=23)
Zs contains three one-dimensional irreps, which correspond to the mapping of genera-
tors to 1, w = e?™/3 = —1/2 ++/3i/2 and w?. The index reads

Zs-hyper+thyper /4. .
JRomPETENPEN (w23 q)

(@ e (07255 9)e | (@3 w0FETg)e (gFwT 2T g)n
3| (q1t1%1q) (q117'2%10)0e  (qTHtwtaiq)e (g7t wat;q)n
(g1t ' w 271 9)0 (q1tw™27;q)

(gitw2a%;q)0 (qitwt22%;q) |

N (6.45)

Again the index (6.45) agrees with the index (6.17) for the U(1); x U(1)_3 ABJM
theory.

6.3.3 7, (k>4)

For Z, = 1/51 we have generators +1, 7. The index is

3,3, 4. 3.
IZ4—hyper+thyper(t; T, 2 q) _ lz (qﬂlf IZ:le:t; Q)oo (?4t2$l'zi; Q)OO ) (646)
4 — (qitiFa®; @)oo (qit—1iFz%;q)o

This is equal to the index (6.18) for the U(1)y x U(1)_4 ABJM theory. Also we find
that

150(2)2 X USp(Q),lABJ(t’C =4, x = —; q)

3,1 3,. 3,1 3,.
1 (@it ) (43T q) o N (=@t T @)oo (—q1tiT;q) o0 (6.47)
2| (qitit; @)oo (qTt7N%q)0e  (—qitiT;q)oe (—qTt~1i%5q)00 | '

— 82 —



For general k we have the index

k—1

(g3t wFat; g) o (gTtw™2%; @) o

]Zk—hyper+thyper(t, T 2 q) — l E
) Y ) k:
=0

(gitwta®; @)oo (it 1wtz q)o

. (648)

where w = e*/*. We confirm that the index (6.48) agrees with the index for the

U(1)r x U(1)_x ABJM theory when the fugacity y is turned off.

From the matching of indices we find the map of operators under the proposed

duality (6.43):

Zy, gauge theory|U(1), x U(1)_xABJM
H v H
f[ U*I?*lfl
HH HH
H'H™ pl=mil=m gl fym
T T
Tv UMTV
T T
HT TH
HT v BT H
HT 22T H
HT TH

(6.49)

The operators in the Zj; gauge theory are simply obtained from those in the U(1); X

U(1)_; ABJM theory by stripping off the monopole operators.

7 N =4 quiver CS theories

We investigate a class of 3d N = 4 circular quiver Chern-Simons matter theories which
describe M2-branes, which were discussed in section 2. In the following we focus on
the N' = 4 quiver CS theories which are conjecturally dual to the ADHM as in Figure

1 and their cousin theories.

7.1 Moduli spaces and local operators

The dimension of a monopole operator is given by

I+1

Am")y = =33 m” —m| + %Z S i — Y]

I=1 i<j

+1

I=1 i,
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For the N/ = 2 vector multiplet with non-trivial CS level, the monopole operators carry
electric charge so that they need to be dressed by matter fields to form gauge invariant
operators. For the N/ = 4 vector multiplet with vanishing CS level, the monopole
operators can form gauge invariant operators by themselves.

Unlike the 3d NV = 4 SYM theories coupled to the matter multiplets, the non-
renormalization argument does not work for 3d A/ = 4 CS matter theories [97]. So
there are non-trivial quantum corrections to the moduli space of vacua.

We examine the local operators by computing the supersymmetric indices and the
moduli space of vacua by analyzing their Coulomb and Higgs limits.

7.2 Indices

The supersymmetric index of the quiver Chern-Simons theory in the right column in
Figure 1 with ranks Ny, Ny, --- | Njyq reads

UN1) e xUND)ECD ) U(N4 1) — pquiver CS ,
[UNDxU N B (A yIaZhCI)
I+1 (I M Nija
B 1 (1) m (+1)\ —km )
TN L 2 [Tv" HH2 p LI e
I ) g I=1 I =1 7”5 =1 i=1
L e S
I+1 Ng im0 (D (D) N (g2 2 t SE—1>;Q)oo
Im{"—mi| .
(-0 =5 )H 11 T
I=1 st I=2ij=1 (1 i) —m1sD
oz SRR (T el

3 \m(1)7m<.1+1)|
2 1 J
Ny Nria (gat 3

H D D),
+

m; m; () 4
1 7 J
14 I 49 i +.
q* 2 t < T )> 275 4) 00

@) +
Si +.

l t( (1+1)) 2T 7q)00
X H Sj

I=1i=1 j=1

\(l“) mi| S+
Niy1 Ny q L — t_ (

]
x 11
i1 el 4 1+I 1) _ (D\ SN E
1= = i, J
J (q4 2 t( (1) ) ’q)
N
Xqié lz+:1121<]\ (n_ (I)|Jr Zl+1z Z 1+1| (I _ (‘1+1)‘

N N, N-
e 221 ) qu (1) I)H_ZI ) Z 1+1 |m (1) <'H1)|_Zi=lir1 Zj:ll |m§l+1>_m;1>|. (7.2)

[

As in the case of the ABJM theory (6.9), this index also has redundancies in the
parameter dependence, which can be seen as follows. First, by tracking the gauge
indices, one can see that only the terms where the powers of z; are the same and the
monopole charges satisfy » . ml(»l) =>. mglﬂ) can contribute to the full index. Hence
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we conclude that the index depends on 2y, 29, - - - , z; and yy, y;11 only through 2125 - - - 2
and y1y,41. Also, by rescaling the integration variable s( ) csgl), we find that the
index is invariant under the change of parameters (yi,21,7) — (c*y,cz1,c tz). The
redundancies can be fixed, for example, by imposing Hllill yr=1land yj 1 = 290 = 23 =
- = z; = 1. The parameters before and after imposing these constraints are related
to each other as
TUNDRXUNDF T XUWN4) pauiver CS (00 o o)

— ) .
_ IU(Nl)kXU(NI)?(l 1 X U(Nj41)—quiver CS(t’x/ y}, Z/I; Q) (73)

with

1+1 l l -1
<Hy1) * ylz(HyI> ’ yl/+1:17 y/I:yI <]:27"'7l)7

1=2

z;:<ﬁlw)i(lﬁla), Sm1 (=2, 1) (7.4)

Note that under the constraint H /=1 yr = 1 we can match xz, z;, y; with the fugacities
in the dual ADHM theory (3.15) without mixing between the Coulomb parameters (z)
and the Higgs parameters (z,y) (see table (7.13)).

In the following sections we would like to keep these redundancies unfixed for the
purpose of reading off the operators corresponding to each term.

7.2.1 U(]_)l X U(l)() X U(l)_l

In the first three subsections we consider circular quiver CS theories in Figure 1. Let
us consider the U(1); x U(1)g x U(1)—y CS theory with two bifundamental twisted
hypermultiplets (77 o, Tl,g) (Ty3, Tg 3) and a blfundamental hypermultiplet (Hs 1, H 3.1)-
The flavored index (7.2) of this model to the order q4 is given by

[TVt g yr, 2r5 q)

— 14 (z +x—1—1—1—1ti+ 2 4222 4 2 24 ol 4 2
(zy1y2y3 Yi Y Y3 g (2 YiYays Uy st U Y2 )

vl Hg 4 v—l;—1;—1ﬁ371 LPQL v2'»2'»2H3271 v—2?—2?—2H§1 p0—=1:0  90:1;0
H3 1Hs 1 ’
2| 1 2.2 2 -1 -1, -2 -2 -2
+ (L +yeysa sty y3 Lzt g2 + (wylygygzl Zy LYYy Y Az
TV

TZ}W(E) UI’I’IT1,2T2,3 L 1T12T23 v222T1,2T2,3H3,1 0_25_2‘_2T1,2T2,3ﬁ3,1
T1,2T1 2,
To 3723
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taltn  wnz T ( 2eyiyeys 20y s ey ’y2 Sys 2yl

TV
. T T 21> 3H. oL 2 —1;— _ 3;3;3 73
T172T273H3’1 1,242,3113,1 ]_17 11‘[3’17 1;—1; 11_13’1[_13’1 3; 3 3H§71 3333 H&,l
U1;1;1¢(2)H3,1 071;71;—1(’0(2)[{3’1

-1 -1 -1 2 -1 -1 -2 —1\,3]| 3
+ wyys Ty Y5 FTyys Y Yo ys ) gt A (7.5)
N——" N e N e
w101 Hy v—1503_1ﬁ3,1 o2 Hy g v_1;—2;—1ﬁ3’1

The coefficient for the term ¢/t~ will be contributed from the two bosonic operators
T l,gfm and T273f2,3 as well as a fermionic operator Y, that is the superpartner of p?)
This indicates that the bosonic operators consisting of bifundamental twisted hypers
are not independent due to a constraint corresponding to the fermionic operator ¢(?)
The index (7.5) coincides with the index (3.33) for the U(1) ADHM theory with two
flavors, which agrees with the duality between the leftmost quiver and the rightmost

quiver in Figure 1.

7.2.2 U1, x UM xU(1)_y
Similarly, we get the index for the U(1); x U(1)g x U(1)g x U(1)_1 quiver CS theory

19OUOEIO A (2, 1, 215)
4 4
=1+ (a]Jor + o [Jor" a4+ [( 3 +a Hyf+ o Hy
I=1 I=1 W(2>7
1;1;151 1111 7 90(3)7 2;2;2;2 f72 _
ob LI, 4 v=L=L=Li=1H, H41ﬁ41 v,,,H4’1 2;—2;—2; 2H21

-1, —1 —1 —1 2 —2 1/2
T yoys + Yy + Yz A+ Y3 A+ Y+ oy T+ q

00;1;1;0 p0;—1;—1;0 00;0;1;0 0;0;—1;0 0;1;050 00;—1;0;0 ww(2)7

1%(3,),

T1,2T1,2,

12,3T2,3,

T5,4T3,4
4 4 4 4

—1 —1 -3 -3 3 3

+ ( 3$Hy1 + 3z HyI + =z Hyl +2x Hy[
I=1 =1 =1 =1

—_——— —_——— ————

7}1;1;1;190(2)11(4’17 U?1;71;—1;—1(’0(2)1'_?4717 U73;73;73;73ﬁi1 7J3;3;3;3]_[51’)71
DEEEREICO): FEN e R S A CO) 2
1}1;1;1;1]_1271]}4,1 1}_1;_1;—1;—1[_12 fI41
-1, —1
+ a2y Y 4 By T Yy ?/3 Yy +$.7J1?/2?J3?J4+$ Yy 92 s y4
N—— —— N——

w1001y g _1;0;0;_1H4 vL0LLHy 4 p—1:0;—1; —1H41 v1221H471 v=1i—2; —2 —1]_[471

+a +a” 4z +a” e 2ys + 2y by by 2y DR
?/1923/394 ?/1 3/2 yg 94 Y1Y2Y4 y1 92 y4 \yly2ygy§ I Y1 ?/i Ys Yy 1)

Vv
1;1;0;1 31:2; . . . T
U121 1Hy v—1i—2; 71 *1H4,1 v Hyq v 1*10*1H4,1 L1y g v Li=Li=2i—1H,
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+ (o2 ! H Yyr+ 212223 Hyfz SR g (7.6)
I I

Vv Vv
7_)1;1;1;1’1“1Y2T2’3’1"3‘4 U71?71;71;71T1,2T273T3’4

The index (7.6) matches with the index (3.36) for the U(1) ADHM theory with three
flavors.

7.2.3 U(2)1 X U(2)0 X U(Z)_l

We can increase the rank of the three unitary groups uniformly by 1 and consider the
U(2)1 x U(2)p x U(2)_1 quiver CS theory. The index precisely agrees with the index
(3.46) for the U(2) ADHM theory with two flavors.

7.2.4 U(]_)Q X U(l)() X U(2)_2

Let us then consider cases with different CS levels. The U(1)y x U(1)g x U(2)_2 quiver
CS theory is expected to have a USp(2) dual given in (2.38). Indeed the index for the
U(1)2 x U(1)g x U(2)_2 quiver CS theory agrees with the index (4.10) for the USp(2)
gauge theory with an adjoint hyper and two fundamental half-hypers. After fixing
H?:l yr = 1 we have

[V OOt 0y, 213 q)

= 1[04 @4 ) P0E + (0" + 2% e a0
fazln b s ezt gt + 34+ B+t + 2072+ 227 + 2Nt 4 (1
Fo izt )t g+ 2yt Ty 220y atyy ! 2 Ty 227 Py,
+ 22y + (—ya ' — 2Pyt =y — o Py bt ey e e
+ x3zl,22)t]qg +-ee (7.7)

1

where we have set y; = y5 'y ' so that y10y3 = 1 which can be done without loss of

generality due to the redundancy (7.3). The index (7.7) agrees with the flavored index
(4.10) of the USp(2) dual under the following identification of the fugacities:

Yo = y°, 7 =2 =1. (7.8)
So the quiver CS theory can describe the M2-brane in C?/ 1/51.

7.2.5 U(2>2 X U(2)0 X U(3)_2
For | =2k =2,N; = Ny =2, Ny = 3 we find the following index

JUV@URxUG) 2(t g 2y =142+ 2+ 3 2+ 2)8q2 + -+, (7.9)

— 87 —



where we have set y; = y, 'y5 *. This agrees with the index (4.17) for the USp(4) theory
with an adjoint hypermultiplet and two fundamental half-hypermultiplets, at least up
to the order ¢. This is again consistent with the duality (2.38) between U(N)y X
U(N)g x U(N + 1)_5 quiver Chern-Simons theory and the USp(2N) theory with an
adjoint hypermultiplet and two fundamental half-hypermultiplets.

7.2.6 U(l)s x U(1)g x U(1)_s

Another interesting cases are the CS quiver theories involved in the duality (2.37).
Indeed we find that the index (7.2) for the U(1)y x U(1)g x U(1)_5 quiver CS theory

[U(l)QXU(l)OXU(1)72 (t7 T, Yr, =1, Q>

=14+ [+ Q422+ )t + (3 e e
+ lezg)t_lq% +4—yt =g+ B+t 207 4227+t + oyt 2yt
-2, -1 2, —1 —2 2 2\44 -2 -2 2. 2\1—4
+a 7y FaTyy 2+ Ty Ty + st + (L4 2 %25+ 2725)t g
+ @ty P ey R $32122)tq% +--- (7.10)

(1 set to y; 'ys") agrees (at least up to the order ¢2) with the index (5.19) for the
0(2) gauge theory with an adjoint hyper and one flavor, with the following parameter

identifications:
2(08) = 0N - (O8),(C8) _ 1 y§CS)y§CS) = (yOCNMy=2 (05 — () (OEN))2,
(7.11)
Thus the quiver CS theory describes a motion of M2-brane in C?/ Dy.
7.2.7 U2 xU(2)xU(2)_9
We can increase the ranks:
[U@2XU@0xU@2(y 4y - q)
124 P22+ 22 4y e 4 (s e s
Fazmz)t g 4 (7.12)

(y1 set to y, 'yz ') and we confirm that the index of the U(2)y x U(2)o x U(2)_5 quiver CS
theory matches with the index (5.42) of the O(4) gauge theory with an anti-symmetric
hyper and one flavor with the parameter identification (7.11), at least up to the order
q. We also confirm that the Coulomb limit of the two indices agree with (3.52) up
to the order t'2, and that the Higgs limit of the indices (5.44),(7.36) agree with each
other up to the order t'2. These are again consistent with the conjectural duality (2.37)
between the O(2N) gauge theory with an anti-symmetric hyper and one flavor and the
U(N)y x U(N)g x U(N)_2 quiver CS theory.
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7.2.8 ADHM-CS dualities

From the equivalence of the flavored indices we can derive the mapping of operators
under the dualities between the ADHM theory and the circular quiver Chern-Simons
theories given in Figure 1.

The flavored index for the U(1) ADHM theory with [ flavors and the flavored index
for the U(1); x U(l)?(lfl) x U(1)_1 CS theory agree with each other under the following
fugacity map:

U(1) ADHM with [ flavors |U(1); x U(1)E"™Y x U(1)_; CS theory
ZADHM

(topological sym.) 298 (flavor sym. for (Ty.r.1,Tr.141))

ADHM! __ 17! Cs
Z = HI:l i

APEM (flavor sym. for (X,Y))| 2% (Aavor sym. for (Hyiy1, Hii11))

LADHM _ .C8 ’ (7.13)
yADIM (flavor sym. for (1, J)) y$S (topological sym.)
yp ot =1 lf+11 P =1

LT R

where we have distinguished the fugacities for the ADHM theory and those for the

quiver CS theory by superscripts.
As a consequence, we find the operator mapping under the duality between the
U(1) ADHM theory with [ flavors and the U(1); x U(l)gg)(l_l) x U(1)-1 CS theory

U(1) ADHM with [ flavors|U(1); x U(1 )®<’ Y % U(1)_; CS theory
ym Ufm;fm;---;me?r)r’LI
XY, B, Jola HyyHsy, @)y
Ja[B (1 <a< 5) ,U0;~~-;O;m(“+1):1;~~~;m(ﬁ):l;O;-n;O
S, (a>1) pOiLirsm(®=10;-:0 , (7.14)
Jalﬁ (Oé = 5 = 1) UO;---;O;m(ﬂ""l):fl;---;m(a):fl;O;---;O
Joli (a>1) ,Uo~—1~--.~m<a>——1-o~.--~o
o™ T H] 1 T
p-m QTG M HI L TI I+1
!
% @I:l T1J+1TI,I+1/®I:2 [w(l)}

In a similar manner as the mapping under the duality between the ADHM and ABJM
theory discussed in section 6.2.13, one can also generalize the map (7.14) to the non-
Abelian case.
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7.3 Closed form expression for the Coulomb limit with general k£, N,

We can also evaluate the Coulomb limit (7.2) of the supersymmetric index of the
U(N) % U(N)E)@(l_m x U(N)_, quiver Chern-Simons theory for general values of k, NV, [,
by the similar calculation as in the case of the U(N) ADHM theory we considered in
section 3.3. We assume k£ > 0, |t| < 1, |HlJrl yrl = 1 and |z;| = 1. First write the
overall factor of ¢ and t in terms of t = q4t Land ¢ as

g3 S S D —m P S S S -l
w 12X 2N iD= P SN SN D —m YN SN im (Y —m )
) /FS ShATL ISR IS NS DARD DA LEE ST DARD AN L el Yl
g8 Drmren Zig mi=mi P =T s I —mi g S T T mi P -mTY) (7 1)

We observe that the power of ¢ in (7.15) is positive semi-definite which vanishes if and

only if all of the monopole charges (mgl), e ,mg\l,)) coincide up to permutations of N

charges for each . Hence the Coulomb limit of the index (7.2) simplififes as

TUN)K xU(N)EY XU (N)_quiver CS (C)

IU(N)ka(N)g?(l*l) xU(N)_pquiver CS

= lim
1
t=q4t—1: fixed
q—0
1 I+1 N
= e 2 rond L™ T2 T T
’ m;EL I =1 7”‘9 i=1 i=1
l+|mz*mj| _9s s
I+1 N gyl s Dy L N (g2 (,),q)
XHH lim (1—q ’ EI))HH  im | PG
o , LS O 1 Imimmyl
I=1i#j = qz’;ﬁoﬁxed 5j I=2w:1*—‘14f]_>bﬁxed (g2 7t (I)aQ)

3, Imi—mjl D\ T
2y ; +.
(q4 2 t(s(_1+1)> 27 7‘])00
J

X H H H lim mg—m]

() ES
—ghi—1 +7 —1( % +.
I=1 ij =+ t=4¢ Z_)()ﬁxed (q Tt <§1+1)> 27 aQ)oo

[mg—m| SN E
(5 () )
X H H lim ‘mi_mj|t<5(_l+l)> : (7.16)

1 i+ +.
ij + = q4gﬁoﬁxed (g7 2 ;(1) 5 @)oo
J
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where r(m;) is the number of permutations of (mq, mg,--- ,my). If we label m; in the
same way as we have done for the ADHM theory (see section 3.3)

m’L:(' ’_1’... ’_1707... 70’1’... 71’... ’m’... ’m7...) (uptopermutatlon)’
———— ——— —— N——

v_1 o 21 Vm,

(7.17)

then (7.16) can be written as
IU(N)ka(N)gW*”xU(N),kquiver Cs (0)
I+1 41 v

1 0
- Z T () q_[l yr) S H /HH

m=—0co 71 i=1 27?23

vm >0 m=—00
(Zﬁ* ooV””:N)
Vim I+1 v oD 1
) 2
H( (l+1> HH( (I))HH(l_t )HH 11, D
i=1 S I=1 i#j S; 7 1=2 iy j =1 i5 1 —tz7( (;H>)
5
(7.18)
Again, if we define the grand canonical sum we can remove the constraint of the sum-
mation:
00 00 I+1
E(,‘i) _ ZIU(N)kXU(N)E)@(lfl)XU(N)_kquiver Cs(C) _ H Ekm (’{(H yI)m’ 21, t>, (719)
where
= (K, 21, %) Zn Qo (4, 24) (7.20)
with
1 +1 v dS v @ v l+1 +1 v 0))]
K’ i
Quultean) = e [ T 2 TT6 T T (1 - 55)
I=1i=1 27”3 i:l i=1 I=1 i#j S
(1)
s; 1
HH(l -~ ;) HH - (7.21)
1=2 i,j 8 =145 1— Z7 (S(f—+1)>i1

J
To evaluate (Y, let us first write it as

HI (= t_lzl_l)VZ s dsz('l) N (I+1)\—k
Vet 21) = = ITIL 55 T Ts™)

I=1i=1 A )
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I+1 0 ) 1
J; Hl;ﬁj( )HI 2Hz](51( _t2 g))
Hi:I H” Hi(% ST I+1))

This integration can be evaluated iteratively with respect to I in the following way.
e9)

(7.22)

(
5j

First let us suppose k' > 0. The integrand has not pole at s;

over SEI) can be evaluated by picking the poles in |s§ )| < 1, which are

= 0, hence the integration

si =tz sl (7.23)

with any permutation o € S,. Since the integrand is symmetric in (sg ), e ,s,(,2)) the
residue is independent of the choice of o and the summation over o € S, just gives an
overall factor v!. Evaluating the residue we end up with

+1 v

e Tl " 2?1 dSzU (2 (I+1)\ k'
Qk/,V(tVZI):(tZl ) . HH 27TZ H z H 1 )

I+1 I
H+ z;é]( )HI 3HZJ<SZ( ()) (7 24)
1 _(I+1 :
HI:Q H” H:I:(Si —tHlz; ' § i ))
Repeating the same calculation we finally obtain
l (I+1) Ut _ U+
/ / ]. d ; Z S ]
Qk’}y(t, ZI) — tk lv Z[—k’ v_— Si H #J( J ) (725)

) +1 +1)y\ "
I=1 vl 2mi sz( (+) tS§+))

Note that up to the overall factor % Hl1:1 z;k/” the right-hand side coincides with
,(t) (3.65) introduced in the calculation of the Coulomb limit of the ADHM theory. By
performing the same calculation for &' < 0 where we pick the poles sz(-l) = tflz_lsl(f(j)l)

(o € S,) iteratively in I, we obtain

l
Qo (b, 2r) = M T 2r¥ (). (7.26)
I=1

Hence we conclude that

I+1 1
IU(N)ka(N)E)@(zfl)XU(N),kquiver CS (C)(t’ Y. z1) = TU(N)ADHM:-[k] (c)( L= (H " H )k )
=1

(7.27)

7.4 A simplification of Higgs limit with general k, NV,

Lastly, let us also try to simplify the Higgs limit ¢ — 0 with t = q%t of the super-
symmetric index of the Chern-Simons matter theory (7.2) (k > 0). Here we consider
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only the cases with N;.; = N;. We also assume [ > 2, since for [ = 1 the Higgs limit
manifestly coincides with the Coulomb limit which we have already treated in section
7.3, with y, — y; ! and x <+ z. To treat the Higgs limit we write the overall factor of
q,t for each choice of the monopole charges as

s I I I+1
g3 S T D =m S S S S ) —mf )
, , I I+1 1 !
DPRED SIS S EISEISIED S AN DD LMY EISEI S B0 SHIP A TSR]
. , 7 41 1+1 1
RS S S IS ERASIED SIS D s LIRSl E SRS DAY I e

w g3 Srmtinn Sy I =m{P 13 Xy Im{ 0 -m (D) (7.28)
The power of ¢ is positive semi-definite and vanishes if and only if (mgl), e mg\l,)) =
(mglﬂ)7 e ,mglﬂ)) up to permutation of the indices ¢ = 1,--- , N. Hence the super-
symmetric index simplifies in the Higgs limit as
IU(N)ka( )o 8- l)><U(N)_k quiver CS(H)
N T IU(N)ka(N)(?”‘”xU(N),k quiver CS
t:q%t: fixed
q—0
0o l
€ 1/,(,;1) ml/,(i) ml/,(qf)
= Z ter(vm ) [ H (y19141) Hya
(1) . (l)>0 m=—00 a=2
(Zm— oon)—Na)
) Hw(i) (1 s )1 — s )
U 1 I+1 iz L= @
y 1 H dSz( b dstY (1)) (D y—km 7 55 §l+1)
a2 J N omistt) 2misD ' S
w2 S N o) amis| I, T (1 — )= 1a)
J
a L
V7(") z;éj (1 sg_a))
/ H ol (7.29)
i 2 i) 27ms (1 —23)
5
where we have labelled each monopole charge (m{®, -+, m'®) with 52) = #{m!”|m!*” =
1 ) Ng m 7 7
m}, and defined €; as
61(,/(a))
Ny Niqa Nry1 Ny
S NIIEIIES 35 35 BILTIRETAIED 9) WL "
=2 i<j I=1 =1 j=1 =1 j=1 §+>
! !
= 2> > D m = [+ v m — . (7.30)
a=1 m<m’/ a=1 m,m’
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(a)

Here the 204 dimensional integration in the third line and the vy’ dimensional inte-

grations in the fourth line of the final expression are what we have already calculated
n (7.20)-(7.26) and (3.62)-(3.68):

s ds [0 - 21— %)
2 S 5 3Z st (Sé)_km 73 J 8 i t|km\ukaVQy(t)7
71'28Z 7TZS Hi,j,:l:(l _ t(s_;):l:lx:l:l)

dSz z;éj ::;)
i / H 2mis: 11, (1 — P2) = Q,(t), (7.31)

where €, () is given in (3.68). Plugging these into (7.29) we obtain

IU(N)ka(N)g?“*” xU(N)_p, quiver CS(H)

= Z tel(”m))[ H t'km‘”m (a: yiye1)" Hym”m HQ )] (7.32)

V’ﬁr})f"’VT(YlL)ZO m=-00
(50 o i) =Na)

When [ = 2 and N, = 1 we can perform the summation explicitly by relabelling

w(ﬁ) n (732) as 1/7(7%) = 5m’m(1), 1/7(73) = 5m’m(1)+n(2), as

ZU(I)k xU(1)oxU(1)_x quiver CS(H)

00 3 00

mW|_fm(D m® n®| n®
= M(t)° Z ¢k Yr Z t* |y2

mD=—c0 I=1 n(2)=—co
_ (1-e9(1+8)
(1= ) [[o(1— 2 [y ) (1 — ')
In particular, if we set k = 1,2 and y; =y, 'y5 ' to fix the redundancy (see (7.4)), the

result agree with the Higgs limit of the supersymmetric index of U(1) ADHM theory
(3.45) with | = 2 and the Higgs limit of the supersymmetric index of O(2) with one

(7.33)

antisymmetric hypermultiplet and one fundamental hypermultiplet (5.21) respectively.

Unfortunately, we are not able to perform the infinite sum over /9 in (7.32)
explicitly for general [ > 2 and N, due to the overall 1057 which does not factorize
in m,a. Nevertheless (7.32) is useful for computing the small t expansion of Z) to
any finite order. For example, for [ = 2 and N; = N, = N3 = 2, by classifying the

(a)

summations over vy, into the following four types:

(1> Vr(r%) - 26m,m<1)7 V@ = 25m,m(2)7
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(i) V) = 20, Vi =0, @ +0, @ (m] @ < m),
Oy T 0, (05 Vi = 200 @, (m{? <mdV),

(iv): v =6, 0 +8, 0, ,,;n> =0 0, s () <my?),(7.34)
we can write ZU@kxU(2)oxU(2)—x quiver CS(H) (7 39) a5

IU(?)k xU(2)oXxU(2)_ quiver CS(H)

oo oo
8|mM) —m @ |4+2|km (V) 2m®  2m(2)
> > R Ry )

m=—com@=—c0
2 2 2
Ot [ Z Z z\mg P A [m®) —m! )|+2|km(1>\(xky1y3)2m(l>
mM=-00 m(® <P

(2) (2)
+m2
X 92

o0 o0
1 1 1) 1 1
+ Yy g2mi? =mGY Ay (i —m® k) (b ylyg)m§)+mé>ygm<2>]

mD <D m@=—oco

+ Ql § § 2‘m51>—m;1)|—2‘m§2>—mg2>|+2 Zi,j:1,2 |m51)_m§2)|+2¢ 1,2 |km(1)|
mP <m® m® <m®
k m L mPym
X (2 y y3)™ 2y, ) (7.35)

Now suppose we want to compute ZU@kxU2)oxU(2)—y auiver CS(H) t4 the order # with
some p. Since §2,(t) (3.68) only contains positive powers of t, we can truncate the
summation over (m®, m®), (m®, m{*), (m"Y, m®), (m§1)7m§2)) in (7.35) so that the
powers of t written explicitly in (7.35) are less than or equal to p. For each k and p, we
observe that only a finite number of (m®, m®), (m®,m{?), (MM, m®), (M, m§2))
satisfies this condition (see Table 5). From (7.35) (and table 5 for k = 1,2, 3) we obtain
(we have set * = y; = yo = y3 = 1 for simplicity)

TV @1xU@)oxU @)=y quiver CSMH) — 1 4 9¢ 4 9¢2 4 2263 + 55¢* + 116¢° + 2425 + 448¢7
+ 820t% + 1400¢” + 2334¢10 4 ... |

=1+ 6% +35t* + 13145 + 427¢% + 115140 + - - - |

=1+ 4¢ 4 26 + 14t* + 167 4 40t° + 58" 4+ 112¢8
+ 166t + 28810 + ... |

IU(2)4><U(2)0><U(2),4 quiver CS(H) -1 + 4;(2 =+ 16’(4 + 51,(6 + 143{8 + 350,(10’

TV @sxU@)oxU2)-s quiver CSMH) — 1 4 442 1 144 4 26 4 355 + 16¢7 + 803 + 58¢°

IU(2)2 xU(2)oxU(2)—2 quiver CS(H)

IU(2)3 xU(2)oxU(2)—3 quiver CS(H)
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p\k 1 2 3

1 (0,0,0,1) | (0,0,0,0) | (0,0,0,0)

2 (1,1,0,2) | (0,1,0,1) | (0,1,0,0)

3 (1,1,1,3) | (0,1,0,1) | (0,1,0,1)

4 (2,2,1,4) | (1,2,1,2) | (0,2,0,1)

5 (2,2,2,5) | (1,2,1,2) | (0,2,1,2)

6 (3,3,2,6) | (1,3,1,3) | (1,3,1,2)

713,337 |(1,3,1,3) | (1,3,1,3)

8 (4,4,3,8) | (2,4,2,4) | (1,4,1,3)

9 (4,4,4,9) | (2,4,2,4) | (1,4,1,4)

10 | (5,5,4,10) | (2,5,2,5) | (1,5,2,4)
Table 5. Values of (msz)aw, mszl()w, m%}z, m%l)z) such that only (m(l), m(2)) with
MO Mm@ < mig, (O, m?) with [mO ] < mile, (miY,m®) with
|m§1)|7 Im®)| < mES;)x, and (mgl),mgg)) with \m§1)|, |m§-2)| < m™. contribute to
TV Rk xU(2)oxU(2)—k auiver CS(H) (7 35) expanded to the order .

+ 1630 .- (7.36)

The result for £ = 1 is consistent with the Higgs limit of the index of the U(2) ADHM
theory with [ = 2 in (3.49). From the results including even higher order corrections,

we also guess the following closed form expressions for the ZU2)kxU(2)oxU(2)—x quiver CS(H)

indices with £ = 2,3,4, 5:
IU(2)2><U(2)0><U(2)_2 quiver CS(H)
1426 4 13t 4 15t° 4 28¢5 4 15¢10 4 13612 + 2t 4- 16
B (1 —£2)4(1 — t4)4
IU(2)3><U(2)0><U(2),3 quiver CS(H)
: (
(1—=8)(1—)(1 —t)2(1 —t5)3(1 - 19)
+ 35¢% + 51419 + 49¢1! 4+ 63412 + 5413 + 63t + 49¢1° + 51416 + 35¢17 4+ 33¢18 4 21¢17
+ 1760 4+ 82 + 822 4+ 2% 4+ 3 + %) (py, = 39),
IU(2)4><U(2)0><U(2),4 quiver CS(H)
! (
(1—£)(1 — )41 —6)3
+ 61" 4 41620 4 20872 4 82 + 3t + %) (py, = 45),

(pth = 33)7

14382+ + 81+ 82 + 175 + 21¢" + 3388

14 3% 4+ 8t + 204% + 4165 + 6119 + 78¢12 + 844! 4 78¢1¢
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TU(2)5xU(2)oxU(2)—5 quiver CS(H)
1
(1= @)1= 61— 6)(1 = 01— )
4+ 2187 + 41410 + 35¢H + 63t12 + 518 + 87t + 65t + 105¢1° + 7Ot + 111¢°
4 841 4+ 11162 + 7963 + 105¢%% + 65623 + 876 + 514%° + 63¢%° + 35¢%7 + 4148
+ 21477 4 266%0 4 83 + 15632 + % + 83 + 3t°° + t°%)  (py, = 45), (7.37)

1+ 362 4+ 8t* + £ + 15° + 87 + 26t

where py, indicates that each expression is confirmed up to the order tPe*1,
In the same way we obtain for N = 3 the following results forz = y; =y = y3 =1

IU(3)1 xU(3)oxU(3)—1 quiver CS(H)

= 1+ 26+ 9% 4+ 26¢3 + 73t* + 178¢° + 430t° + 940t" + 1998% 4 4008° - - - -,
IU(3)2><U(3)0><U(3),2 quiver CS(H)
— 1+ 6% 4+ 35t + 162t5 + 636t° + 2193t'° + 6768¢'2 + 189894 + 491436
+ 1185658 4 - - - |
IU(3)3><U(3)0><U(3),3 quiver CS(H)
=14+ 4¢ 4 26 + 14t + 1665 + 45° + 68t7 4 1445 + 232¢° + 438¢1° + 696¢!! + 1228¢2
4+ 1922¢"% + 3191t + 4916t + 7781¢'% 4+ 11744¢'7 4+ 17925¢'® 4 26450¢" 4 - - - |

IU(3)4 xU(3)oxU(3)—4 quiver CS(H)

= 1+ 4% 4 16t* + 56t° + 173t + 493t'° + 1308"% 4 3236t™* + 7563t + 16773 + ... |

ZU(3)5><U(3)0><U(3),5 quiver CS(H)

=1+ 4% + 14¢" + 2t° + 40t° + 16t" + 100t® + 68t + 232t + 222tM + 523t + 608t™
+ 11571 + 1478¢"° 4 2509¢'° 4 3310t"" + 5281¢'® + 7014¢"% 4 - - - |

ZU(?))G xU(3)oxU(3)—¢ quiver CS(H)

=1+ 4% + 14t + 42t° + 116t° + 295t'° + 706t'* + 1598t™* + 34540 + 7150t + - - - |
(7.38)

up to the order t**! for k = 1 and the order t'9*! for k = 2,3,4,5,6.
For k = 2 and N = 2,3, we obtain the following results before taking x = y; =

Y2 =y3z = L
TU2)2xU(2)0xU(2) -2 quiver CS(H)
=1+ @24y ey v ys e+ 2Py € 4 [Ty 4+ 3y, + 3y + 05
(24 2957 + 4y Dy s e 200y Py Pt 4 20ty s ys
+ (2 + 4o + 205)y1ysa’ |t + 15 + v ° + 357 4+ 10y, 1 + 10y + 395 + 45
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+ By 4+ 6y5 2 + 3y Dy st 4 (T4 205° + Ty ” + 1205 + 20)yy 'y e
+ 201y Yy a0+ 200y s + (T + 205 + 1202 + Ty3 + 243y yse”
+ (By2 + 6y3 + 3u3)yr s | + -

TUB)2xU(3)0xU(3)—2 quiver CS(H)

=14+ Q2+ ey s e+ 2Py + [T+ 10 4 30 + 3y + 15

(24 2957 + dyy Dy s e 4 20 Yy 2yt 4 20ty sy
(24 4y + 203)y1ys It + 20 4+ 45 ° + 3y 2 + 1205 + 1290 + 3y3 + 43
+ (4% 4+ 8ys 2+ Ay Dy Py P 4 (8 2050 + 8yy Y+ 165 + 2y)yy Ty e
+ 3y 0y Py P 0 4 a0 ysys + (B + 205 + 16y 4 8y + 25 )y ysa
+ (4y2 + 8y5 + ) yrysa |0 + - (7.39)

which are consistent with the indices of O(2N) theory with an antisymmetric hyper-
multiplet and a fundamental hypermultiplets with N = 2,3 (5.42),(5.51), with the
parameter identification (7.11).

8 BLG theory

The BLG theories are 3d AN/ = 8 Chern-Simons matter theories with so(4) gauge algebra
and Chern-Simons level k£ € Z constructed in terms of Lie 3-algebra [8-12]. They are
two families of theories where one has gauge group G = SU(2) x SU(2) and the other

has G = (SU(2) x SU(2))/Z [1, 68, 69].

8.1 Moduli spaces and local operators

In the BLG model a bare monopole operator pmVm? hag the conformal dimension

A(mW, m®) = —2mW| = 2lm@| + 2lm® —m®| + 2lm® + m®@|, (8.1)
where
mM m® eZ  G=SU(2) xSU(2) (8.2)
m m® eZ/2 G = (SU(2)x SU(2))/Z, '
are the magnetic fluxes.
The moduli space is given by (2.39) or (2.40) [70, 71]
(C4 X (C4)/]D)4k G = SU(Q)k X 5’(](2),]g
MpLa = o . (8.3)
((C x C )/]ng G = S(](Q)]C X SU(2)_k/ZQ
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In particular, for (SU(2); xSU(2)_1)/Zs, SU(2)axSU(2)_3 and (SU(2)4xSU(2)_4)/Zs
the moduli spaces are identified with

M(SU(2)1 x SU(2)-1)/Z2> BLG — Sym2((C4),
Msu(2), x sU)_ BLe = Sym*(C*/Zs),
M (sU(2)s x SU2)_4)/2 BLG = Sym*(C*/Zy),

which have the conjectural geometrical interpretation of two M2-branes. The difference
between the SU(2)y x SU(2)_5 and (SU(2)4 x SU(2)_4)/Z> BLG theories is expected

to come from the absence or presence of discrete torsion for the background 4-form.

8.2 Indices

The index of the BLG theory of level k& € Z is computed in [19, 20, 47, 72]. We
find a simple equality which indicates a duality associated to the SU(2); x SU(2)_4
BLG theory. For completeness, we also show the known equalities of indices in our
convention.

In terms of the definition (A.1), the BLG index can be evaluated as

ds) (D m —okm(®
Z H% o [) \ |8(I)i2)(5(1)>2k (S(Z)) 2k

m<1 @) I=1

3 ‘m(l),m( )| m(1) —m(2)
(qz+ftfls(l)¥s(2)ix$; q) (q4+ft*18(1)$8(2)ixi; q)oo
X
(i s ks @k ) (T W5 @FF ).
(Q%Jth_lS(l)iS(z)jFlﬁ;Q) (quth_lS(l)iS(z)jFﬂfi;Q)oo
X D @) D @)
(q4+7t3(1)i3(2)ixi;q)oo (q1+7t8(1)i8(2)ix$;(])oo
(D) _ () 3 (D (@)
( 4+7t5(1)¢8( )ﬂ:Z:F;q)OO <q1+7t5(1)¢8( )ES ;Q)oo
X
) <qg+wt (”%Wﬁ;q)m (q4+wt <1>¢S<2>¢zi;q)oo
TV'L< ) ‘"L< ) m( ) TV'L< )
(q%"";t gD+ (Q)izi;q) (q4+‘+t 1g(M+g(2 )iZ:F;CDOO
5 q_\m(l)|_|m(2)|_;.\m(1)_m(2)|_~_|m(1)_|_m(2)|7 (8.7)

where the magnetic fluxes m™") and m® are summed over integers and half-integers for

the SU(2) x SU(2) BLG and the (SU(2) x SU(2))/Zy BLG respectively.
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The flavored index of the SU(2)s x SU(2)_5 BLG theory is evaluated as

ISU(2)1 x SU(2)-1 BLG(t .z q)

=1+ 2<(ZL‘ e e+ )+ A+ 22 ) 21+ 22+ 2_2)>q1/2

+ (1 4@+ 22+ 22+ 2 )+ (% a2 bt R 4 b2

+t* 5+ 32 + 327 +da? +da ) 4Pt ) (z + 27

it (5432 3 42 A ) (P 2 ) (@ + x’1)>q +ee

(8.8)
When z = z = 1, the index for the SU(2)s x SU(2)_s BLG theory reduces to
JSU@)1 x SU(2)—1 BLG(t’x —1,2=1;q)
=1+ (8 +6t%+6t2)¢"? + (37 + 192 + 32t> + 32t 2 + 19t *)q
+ (64 4 44¢% + 72t* + 702 + 7072 4 727 + 44t76) P/
+ (116 + 85¢° + 128t + 102" + 104> + (t =t ))g® + -+ - . (8.9)

Here we find that the flavored index (8.8) obeys a relation (see (6.15), (6.25))
[SU@1 X SU@)-1 BLG (. 4. 1. )

IU(2)2 X U(l)_QABJ(

too,y=1,z,q) x [VW2xUW2ABMG 0y =1 20g).  (8.10)

Note that the redundancies of the ABJ(M) indices are fixed by setting the topological
fugacities to unity as in (6.9). Accordingly, we conjecture a duality

SU(2>1 X SU(2>_1 BLG
= U(2)y x U(1)_s ABJ @ U(1)y x U(1)_o ABJM. (8.11)

In the Coulomb and Higgs limits the index (8.9) reduces to

SU(2)1 x SU(2)_1 BLG(C) SU(2)1 x SU(2)_1 BLG(H) (1+%)?

which agrees with (C.7) with n = 2.

The flavored index for the SU(2), x SU(2)_5 BLG theory is equal to the flavored index
(6.21). This demonstrates that they are dual to each other, mentioned in (2.43) [69, 72].
They describe two M2-branes probing C?/Z.
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For the SU(2)3 x SU(2)_3 BLG model we have the flavored index

[SU(2)3 x SU(2)_3 BLG(t, T, 2 q)

=1+ (v 4o e e b a4 (L o R 4+ (1422 4+ 27 )
+ (352 I S e ] G O e I A A

+ 2+t +r Tt 2t )t + (@ vt 4R

taz+a s bz T ) P+ (2 a2 e

e A N VA o O S S P L z_z)t_4>q +---. (8.13)

For x = z = 1 it is simplified as
J5U(2)s x SU(2)-3 BLG(t’ z=12=1q)

=14+ (44324 3t72)g 2 + (124 6t* + 82 + 872 + 6t74)q

+ (24 + 1715 + 24t 4+ 2712 + 27t 2 4 24t 4 17 0) P2 4 - - (8.14)

In the Coulomb and Higgs limits the index (8.14) gives

TSU(2)s x SU(2)—3 BLG(C) (t) = TSU(2)s x SU(2)-3 BLG(H)(t) _ 1+ t2( + t4;_ 6ti;(t8 + 21)04—1— $12
T+ +t4)2(1—t ’
(8.15)

which agrees with (C.7) with n = 6.

8.2.4 (SU(2)1 X SU(2),1)/ZQ BLG

The flavored index of the (SU(2); x SU(2)_1)/Zs BLG theory agrees with the flavored
index (3.20) for the U(2) ADHM theory with one flavor or equivalently the U(2); x
U(2)-1 ABJM theory (6.13) with y = 1. This reflects the duality (2.42) [69, 72]. They
capture two M2-branes moving in C2.

8.2.5 (SU(2)3 X SU(2>_3)/ZQ BLG

For the (SU(2); x SU(2)_3)/Zy BLG model we have the flavored index

I(SU(2)3 x SU(2)—3)/Z2 BLG(t, T, 2 q)
=1 (m ta e e e e (L2t )+ (1427 + z‘Q)t_2> q'?

+ ((x3 2ttt )+ e+ vttt
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+ @+t +al e b e AT (P 2+ zfl)t’?’) A
(8.16)

When the fugacities z and z are taken to unity, we have

I(SU(2)3 x SU(2)—3)/Z2 BLG(t,x — 17 5 = 17 q)

= 1+ (44362 +3t72)g"2 4 (463 + 6 + 611 + 407%)g*/*
+ (12 +6t" + 8t + 8t 2 4+6t H)g+--- . (8.17)

The Coulomb and Higgs limits of the index (8.17) are

T(SU2)s x SU(2)-3)/Z2 BLG(C) (t) T(SU(2)s x SU(2)3)/Z2 BLG(H) (t)

1+ +2864+¢0+ 46

T 1421+ t+2)2(1— (8.18)

which agrees with (C.7) with n = 3. From (3.30), (6.12) and (8.16), we have

]U(3)1 X U(3),1ABJM(t7 z, 17 2 q>

_ [(SU(2)3 x SU(2)—3)/Z2 BLG(t, T, 2 Q) x IU(l)l X U(l)_lABJM(t, x, 1’ z; Q), (819)

which implies the duality (2.45). This generalizes the identity of the indices in [20]
in such a way that (8.19) reduces to it when z = z = 1. While the U(1); x U(1)_
ABJM describes a center of motion of three M2-branes, the (SU(2)3 x SU(2)_3)/Zs
BLG model describes an interacting sector [20].

The index of the (SU(2)4 x SU(2)_4)/Zy BLG theory coincides with the flavored index
(6.32) of the U(3)y x U(2)_2 ABJ theory for y = 1 as we have the duality (2.44) [72].
They capture two M2-branes probing C?/Z, in the presence one unit of discrete torsion
for 4-form flux.
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A 3d supersymmetric indices

The supersymmetric index of 3d supersymmetric field theory can be defined as a trace
over the Hilbert space on S%. We use the definition in [98] '3 for the supersymmetric
index of 3d N = 4 supersymmetric field theory

I(t,2:q) := Trop(—1)F¢/+"%° (A.1)

as a trace over the cohomology of the preserved supercharges. Here we have introduced
F as the Fermion number operator, J as the generator of the U(1) ; rotational symmetry
in the space-time, H and C' as the Cartan generators of the SU(2)y and SU(2)¢ R-
symmetry groups, f as the Cartan generator of the global symmetry.

The index can be calculated from the UV data via the localization [15-17]. It takes
the following form:

I3dG(taxH7xC;q)
|m-a o 1+|ma\ a
1 (g2t% g™ 3 11 ds (1 e ) (q s ’q>oo
= 1, rank(G N 1 \m al
|Weyl(G)| (QQt 2;Q)Oi ( )mecochar(G) acroots(G) 2mis <q - t—252: q>oo
[m-Al
( Tt 13’\$H,q>
X H “q# gAML (A.2)
AeR (q4 xHJI)
00

The second line comes from the contribution of the A/ = 4 vector multiplet of gauge
group G. The third line contains the contribution from the hypermultiplets trans-
forming as representation R of the gauge group G as well as that from the monopole
operators of dimension A(m) where m € cochar(G) is a magnetic flux carried by the
monopoles. The fugacities xy are coupled to the flavor symmetry, or the Higgs branch
symmetry that rotates hypermultiplets. The fugacities x¢ are associated to the topo-
logical symmetry, or the Coulomb branch symmetry.

The fugacity is fixed so that the power of ¢ is always strictly positive for a non-trivial
local operator according to a unitarity bound. Therefore the index (A.1) is a formal
power series in ¢ whose coefficients count the local operators as Laurent polynomials
in the other fugacities.

We have introduced the following notation by defining g-shifted factorial

n—1

(@ao=1  (aqh:= [0~ ad), =[lo-a. w1,

k=0

13This definition is also compatible with the half- and quarter-indices of 4d N' = 4 SYM theory
studied in [99] including the half-indices of 3d A" = 4 gauge theories analyzed in [39, 40].
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(a;q9)00 = H(l —aq"), H (1—q"
(0% @)oo = (a3 @)oo (@™ ¢)ocs (A.3)

where a and ¢ are complex variables with |¢| < 1.

The introduction of the fugacity ¢ for the R-charges allows us to study various
aspects of the BPS local operators in the theories. For example, the 3d N = 4 index
(A.1) can reduces to the Coulomb (resp. Higgs) branch Hilbert series in the Coulomb
(resp. Higgs) limit [23)]

7Ot x) = lim I(t,z;q), TW(tz)= lim I(t,z;q). (A.4)
t=q¢'/4t~1:fixed, t=q'/4t:fixed,
q—0 q—0

They can count the Coulomb (reps. Higgs) branch operators in the theory as generators
of chiral rings of holomorphic functions on the Coulomb (resp. Higgs) branch. Also we
can count the number of mixed branch operators from the coefficients of the term with
q"t" with m # +4n.

B Counting operator contents of indices by auxiliary dressing

B.1 U(N) ADHM theory with [ flavor

One may consider the following integration

JU(N) ADHM-[] ()

aux. dres

1 N dSi [mi—mjl g,
N Z HQms H<1_q ’ _A>

mi,- ymN€EZ 1=1

|m 1

(1—qat—z " +’"t“@"(%)m)

HH e

i,j=1r= — 2 +”t—2§(‘3r<pij)
J

N oo (] _ %+‘mi7 jl”t_lﬁxa’”(i/zx)m)(l —q%’L‘ i;mj""rt_lZ—Z.r_lar(wY)ji)
HH (1= g+ a0 X)) (1 - g 20y

al (1= gt 7t ol (1)) (1 — 405 57y 0 (ge),)

H H) (1— g5t 5 s,y 0 10) (1 — gt 5 s Ly ar J2)
quil SIS fmal, (B.1)

with A’L]? 8Tg0ij7 y("‘%)z’]’ o Xl]u o (wX)iju o 1/71]7 o (’l/}Y>Z]7 arqu7 8T(¢Ia)iy arJia and
0" (1hya); a set of auxiliary parameters, instead of the supersymmetric index (3.15).

- 104 —



Though the auxiliary parameters are not allowed as the fugacities of the supersymmetric
index, the integration (B.1) is useful to understand the operator content of each term
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in the full supersymmetric index. For [ = 1, N = 1 and to the order q% we obtain

m; | fugacity | auxiliary fugacity
-3 t*3q% 1
—2| t2¢2 1
wtiqt X
et g1 Y
—1| tlg1 1
$q% X
x_lq% Y
t-3qi ¢
22tq1 X?
v 2tq1 Yy?
tqt XY — 4,
0 1 1
xtqi X
x_ltqi Y
t~2qz ¢
2q2 1]+ XY =1,
352252(]% X2
:E_2t2q% Y2
at~lqi —Yx + X
xiltflq% —y + Y
x3t3qg X3
x_3t3q% Y3
wtiqi | IJX + X2 — X
e gt | IJY + XY? =9,V
1| g 1
mq% X
xilq% Y
t=3q1 @
22tqr X2
x2tq1 y?
tq1 XY — 1,
2 | t2¢3 1
xt‘lqi X
x_lt_lq% Y
3 t=3¢1 1
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This table reproduces the operator identification in (3.16). Note that the net coefficients

of tq% at monopole charge +£1 and xilt’lq% at monopole charge 0 in the table are zero,

hence there are no corresponding terms in the supersymmetric index (3.16).

For [ =2, N = 1 we obtain the following results:

m; fugacity auxiliary fugacity
—1 t2g2 1
xt_lq% X
R L Y
0 1 1
xtqi X
g1 Y
t%q> 2
2q2 Soodada + XY =,
x2t2q% X2
Yals 202 Lo Js
x*2t2q% Y2
g —x + X
v g —y + @Y
x3t3q% X3
x_?’tS(ﬁ y3
2t S lado X + X2V — 9, X
xyay§1t3q3 I,JsX
z13g S LY + XY2— Y
x 1yayg1t3q% I,J5Y
1 t=2q2 1
wt1q1 X
et gt Y
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For | = 3, N = 1 we obtain the following results:

m; fugacity auxiliary fugacity
—1 t3q1 1
0 1 1
mtq% X
a:_ltqi Y
t2q2 ¢
t2q> S Lada + XY — 0,
x2t2q$ X2
Yays 1202 Lo Js
x_Qthé Y2
wt~lqi —x + X
v g —thy + Y
:1:3t3q% X3
$73t3qg y3
wt3q1 S TadaX + XY — 9, X
xyaylglt:gq% I,J3X
rH3qn Yoo ladaY + XY2 =Y
xilyayﬁ_lt?’qél I1,JgY
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For [ =4, N = 1 we obtain the following results:

m; fugacity auxiliary fugacity
0 1 1
:thi X
zYtqa Y
22 0
t2q2 oo lada + XY — 1,
mztzq% X2
Yays g2 I,Jg
x*Qtzq% Y2
xtilq% —x + X
xiltflq% —Yy + Y
x3t3q§ X3
x—Stsqg y3
a3 SouLadoaX + X2V — 9, X
xyayglt?’q% I,JsX
Tz 13q1 S dadaY + XY2 -1
:L‘_lyayglt?’q% 1,JsY

B.1.1 Results for higher ranks

The following is the results for [ = 1, N = 2. Here we display only the contributions
to z*ltgi and x¥1¢ g1 in the mixed branch where there is a fermionic contribution
(Yo, x, Yy, 1,1y) from some of the monopole charge m;.

mf.“) fugacity auxiliary fugacity gauge indices ignored
(—1,0) | tqi Ipdy + 32 X 32, Y5 — ()i 1T +4XY — 29,
(1,-1) | zt gt >, X 2X
1t g1 > Y 2Y
(I+A12A421) (= 20, (0x )i+, pii 2o ; Xjjtp12Xa1
-1,3 +pa1 X
(0,0) xt g8 _A21(_(wX)12+§:27;150i1i§%12+22‘ P12 Xii) ApX — 2y
(1+2A1142(—)((¢X2)2(117}-Z)i iiiZX21+§i 4.;?/21551'1') -
12A21)(— i Y )it i Pii i YjjTrp12¥21
g Aor(— (e o +2J ”y ) 4oY — 2y
—A21(— 12 i Pii Y12 i p12Yii
. *A12(*(w}}j)21+2i piiYo1+> 0, 021Yii)
(1,0) tq1 Ddy + 32 X 32 Y55 — 20 (V)i IJ 4+ 4XY — 24,

(B.6)

The following is the results for [ = 2, N = 2. Here we display only the con-
tributions to z*!'t~l¢i in the mixed branch where there is a fermionic contribution

- 109 —



(Yo, Yx, Yy, Y1,1y) from some of the monopole charge m;.

m§“) fugacity auxiliary fugacity gauge indices ignored
(A+A12421) (= 22, (0x)ii+22; ; XiipjitX120021
-1.3 +X21¢12) _
(O’ O) Tt gt _A21(_('¢)X)12+X1221 Zlf ity Xiip12) dpX —2¢x

— A2 (—(¥x)21+Xo1 D, wis >, Xespa1)
(I+A12A421)(= 22, (v )ai+22; ; Yiipj Y1221
—14-1.3 +Y21012) —
T — A2 (=(Yy)124Y12 205 piit ), Yiipi2) ApY — 24y
— Ao (—(vy)21+Yo1 3, wii+> ), Yiipo1)

(B.7)

The following is the results for [ = 4, N = 2. Here we display only the con-
tributions to xilt_lq% in the mixed branch where there is a fermionic contribution
(Y, ¥x, Yy, Y1, 1y) from some of the monopole charge m;.

mS“) fugacity auxiliary fugacity gauge indices ignored
(I+A12421) (= 22, (bx)ii+22; 5 Xiipjj+X12¢21
-1.3 +X ) _
(0,0) | xt™"gs —A21(~ )12+X1221§f Piit; Xiip12) ApX — 2y

(Yx
—A(—(¥x)21+X21 > wait>; Xiipa1)
(I+A12A21)(= 22, (Py )ii+22; ; Yiip; Y1201
—1p-1.3 +Ya1912) _
v —A1(—(¥y)124+Y12 32, i+, Yiipi2) oY — 29y
—A1a(—(y)21+Yo1 D, wii+> -, Yiipor)

(B.8)

The following is the results for [ = 1, N = 3. Here we display only the contribu-
tions to tg1 and z¥#~1¢1 in the mixed branch where there is a fermionic contribution
(Yo, Yx, Yy, 1,1y) from some of the monopole charge m;.

mz@ fugacity | auxiliary fugacity (gauge indices ignored)
(=1,0,0) | tq1 21J +10XY — 49,
(1,-1,0) | at'qt 3X
et gt 3y : (B.9)
(0,0,0) | at g1 —6x + 120X
xiltflq% —6Yy + 12¢Y
(1,0,0) tqt 21T + 10XY — 44,

Since with the full auxiliary dressing we have too many terms to write (in particular
at m; = (0,0,0)), here we have set A;; = 1 and also ignored all the gauge indices.

B.2 U(N) x U(N)?(l_l) x U(N)_r Chern-Simons matter theory

For the U(N) x U(N)®U=1 x U(N)_; supersymmetric Chern-Simons matter theory
let us consider the following generalization of the contribution to the full index (7.2)
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from each monopole charge mgl):

UNDpxUNDEE XU (N1 ) (m(I))

aux. dres
Ny (1) Ny Nit1
I 2 T Ty
o (D) i
2 'lS i=1
L D ) Ry
I+1 N ) m(I)I (I N; oo 1— 3t 3 +ry—28 )8T(¢¢(I))i]’)
[I[(-a 7 A‘”HHH
I=1 I1=24,j=1r=0 S WL RS
i#] % R (11— g2 ¢ (I)ar )
s Mi 7™y ] s
I Nr Nij1 oo 1_ q4+ 2 M (IJrl)ZIa (¢T1 I+1)U)
J
<IIITIT1I GG
I=1i=1 j=1 r=0 L s M
i=1 j=1 r=0 (] _ g1 2 7! ey 2107 (11 141)i5)
J
(I _,,I+1)
|m . | (I+1)
3 i) E)
34 +r —1ar(, __ .
(1 —qn 3 t J(I) 270 <¢TI,I+1>]Z)
>< 2
L, (I) (1+1)|+ 18(_1+1) 4
M 77y
(1—gr g o (TIIH)Jl)
+| (+1) _ §1>‘+T _13(.l+1) .
Niy1 N1 oo (1 —q1 t ;(1) x0 (leJrLl)ij)

J
X H H H L Im{D ) S+
i f 1 e i, @ J
i=1 j=1r=0 (1 _ q4+ ) +7”t 1 l‘a (Hl+1 1)”)

J

s ‘m(_lJrl) (1)‘ <D
RIS A— R —-19r
(1—q4 2 t l+1)l‘ a (le+11)ﬂ)
X jm (D) _ (1)| e
1+
(1 —q1 "t (z+1)x Lor (HlJrl 1)31)
N I I
ZHI Z<J Im (1) (I)H_ Zz+1 j:Ii&-l ‘mg )_m; +1)|

Xq
an_ <1> N1+1 I _ <1+1) Nz+1 a+1)_, (1)
% tQZI 2 Zz<] Im; +35 Z 1225=1 Imy |=20i= Z 1 Im T —m ‘, (BlO)

with the auxiliary dressing parameters Au)’ 84%]), 87"(7,0@(1))”, "(Tr.141)ij, 0" (V1 111 )igs
0" (Trr41)ij, O "7, )iy 0" (Hivn)ijs 0" (Ymyy s )i, 07 (Hi11); and 0" (Y, )ij- For
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k=1,l=1,N; = Ny =1 and to the order q% we obtain

mga) fugacity | auxiliary fugacity
(=3;-3) | 2331 H3
x*2th% TH?
122t g T°H
z3t_3q% T3
(—2;—-2) 222 H?
:L‘*lzq% TH
ZQt_Qq% T2
(—1;-1) T g H
zt‘lqi T
e 13q1 HH?
zt_?’q% T
:E*Qz*ltq% TH?
2tq1 THH — iy
v g —z +TTH
szt_lq% T°H
(0;0) 1 1
2q2 HH
t2¢2 T
mflzflq% TH
xzq% TH
(1;1) wtq H
z‘lt_lq% T
zt3q1 H*H
z_lt_3q% TT?
222tq1 TH?
2 Ltg1 THH — 1
wt1q1 —y+TTH
272 g T°H
(2;2) 2222 H?
xz_lq% TH
z—2t—2q§ T2
(3;3) B3 H3
22z Mgt TH?
xz_zt_lq% T?H
z*3t*3qi T3
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For k=1,1=2,N; = Ny = N3 =1 and to the order q% we obtain

(m, m® m®) fugacity auxiliary fugacity
(—3: —3; —=3) 2 =33¢1 H3,
(—2;—2;-2) T 222 H;

z1za 't gl T19T53H3,
(—1;,-2;-1) v~ g1 Hs,
(=1, =1;-1) v g1 Hs,
2122t_2q% TioT53
g HH; | + 0P Hy
$’1t’1q% —%Dﬁ&l +TioThoHsy + TosTo3Hs 1 — 0 Hs
(=1;0; —1) vl Hs,
(0; —1;0) 2q3 1
(0;0;0) 1 1
zflzglrflt”q% T 215 3Hs
2’122@5_1@i T 915 3Hs
t2q3 Hy Hsq + @
t_Qq% Th2T12+ 123103 — 0
(0; 1;0) 2q2 1
(1;0;1) wtiqi H;,,
(1;1;1) ;thi H3,
zflzg’lt”q% 112153
rtiqi H3 Hsy + ¢ Hs,
xt_lq% —tpy, + T1oT10H3 1+ TosTo3Hs 1 — 0 Hz
(1;2;1) wt3qi Hs,
2;2;2 x2t2q% H§,1
oty ot lgn T 915 3Hs
(3;3;3) B3 Hj

(B.12)

The operators contributing to each term of the full supersymmetric index (7.5) can
also be read off from this table. Note that the net coefficients of xiltflq% at monopole
charge (£1;+1;41) in the table are zero, hence there are no corresponding terms in
the supersymmetric index (7.5).
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For k=1,1=3,N; = Ny, = N3 = Ny = 1 and to the order q% we obtain

m, fugacity auxiliary fugacity
3, -3, -3, —3) 2=33q1 3,
2, —2; —2; —2) 12422 3,
1;-2;-2;-1) 3¢ Hyq
1;-2;—1;-1) = 13q1 Hya
1;—-1;-2;-1) 2~ #3¢1 Hya
1;—1;—1; 1) xiltq% Hyq
212025t 31 112723734
a3 Hy  Hiy + H(p® + o)
r it gl —Vg, + Hia(Tio2Tho +TosTo s+ T3aT34 — Yo — V)
(=1;-1;0;-1) v g1 Hi,
(—1;0;—15—1) v tgs Hy,y
—1;0;0; —1) vl Hy,
(0; —1; —1;0) t2q2 1
(0; —1;0;0) t2¢3 1
(0:0; —1;0) t2¢2 1
(0;0;0;0) 1 1
t2q> Hy1Hyy + o + o)
t=2q> TioTio+ To3T23+ 134134 — Y0 — Yy
(0;0;1;0) t2q2 1
(0;1;0;0) t2q% 1
(0;1;1;0) 242 1
(1,0;0;1) zt3q1 Hy,
(1;0;1;1) g Hy,
(1;1;0; 1) g Hy,
(1;1;1;1) wtq Hy,
2y e 1t T19T53T3 4
zt3q1 H§,1H4,1 + Hy1 (0@ + o®)
wt~ i ~Vp,, + Hyt(TioTho +TosTos + TsuT34 — Yy — Vo)
(1;1;2;1) ﬂgq% Hya
(1;2;1;1) otiqi Hy,
(1;2;2;1) otiqs Hyy
(2;2;2;2) 2223 H3,
(3:3:3;3) Tt 3,

(B.13)
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B.2.1 Results for higher ranks

The following is the results for k = 1,1 = 1, Ny = Ny = 2. Wecall T} », fl 2, Haq, ]:jm re-
spectively as T, T H, H. Here we display only the contributions to yilyilxﬂt*lq% and
yElyE 1tq4 in the mixed branch where there is a fermionic contribution (¥, V1, ¥z, ¥u, Vg)

from some of the monopole charge (mgl), ml@)).

mga) fugacity auxiliary fugacity gauge indices ignored

(—2, 1, —2, 1) thq% H22H11T11 THH
.T_lt_lq% H11T11T22 TT'H

(—17 0;—1, 0) thq% H11H11T11+H32(g;§i11+H22H11T22 3THﬁ _ wT

x—lt—lqg —(Wg)u+Hi T Tii+HooTi1The BTfEr o w~

- +Hy T2 Too H
(—1,2, —1,2) 21 1tq1 H22H11T22 THH
xt*1q§ HoyT11T5 TI'H
. -1,2 —(Ym)o2+HooTi1Ti1+H11T11T22 Ty

o801 - 1 q: HaoHir T J;{HzlquQzTTm Hao Hoo T STT]_:I“ o
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(B.14)

C Hilbert series associated with dihedral groups

Let G be a finite group. We take a representation p : G — GL(m,C) and consider the
action of p(g) (¢ € G)) on complex coordinates of C™. Then the generating function for
the number of independent polynomials invariant under the action G' can be computed
by the Molien’s formula,

1
TG0 = 1 Zdet (id—1p(g))" (G-1)

where id is the n x n identity matrix.

Let us apply the Molien’s formula to some representations of dihedral groups. The

dihedral group Dy, consists of 2n elements given by {1,r,--- 7"t s rs --- r""ls}

where 1 is the identity element and r, s satisfy
srsTt =11 r" =1, s*=1. (C.2)

For example a 2d representation of r, s is given by

pi(r) = (6? e%ﬂﬂ_) L pils) = (;) (1)) _ (C.3)
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Then the application of the Molien’s formula (C.1) to the representation of the dihedral
group yields

1 _n—l 1— t627rik 0 -1 n—1 1 _t627rik -1
=0

(C4)
We can also consider a 4d representation of r, s,
e 010 0
0 e 0 0
- T 9 — C5
polr) = | p(s) (c5)
0 0|0 e
The Molien’s formula (C.1) with this representation becomes
Lt Do ) = - S ! ()
7 p T e ‘ *
2 2 2 1_t2 kO 1—t€2nk (1—t 2k)2

From the explicit evaluation of the expression (C.6) for some orders of ¢ and some small
n, we conjecture that (C.6) can be also written as

1+ (n—1)t" — (n— 1)¢t2 — ¢2n+2

(1 _ t2)3(1 _ tn)Q (C7)

I(t; Dy, Pz) =

References

[1] O. Aharony, O. Bergman, D. L. Jafferis, and J. Maldacena, “N=6 superconformal
Chern-Simons-matter theories, M2-branes and their gravity duals,” JHEP 0810 (2008)
091, arXiv:0806.1218 [hep-th].

[2] K. Hosomichi, K.-M. Lee, S. Lee, S. Lee, and J. Park, “N=5,6 Superconformal
Chern-Simons Theories and M2-branes on Orbifolds,” JHEP 09 (2008) 002,
arXiv:0806.4977 [hep-th].

[3] O. Aharony, O. Bergman, and D. L. Jafferis, “Fractional M2-branes,” JHEP 11 (2008)
043, arXiv:0807.4924 [hep-th].

- 116 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/091
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.1218
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/09/002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.4977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/11/043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/11/043
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.4924

[4]

[11]

[12]

[13]

Y. Imamura and K. Kimura, “On the moduli space of elliptic Maxwell-Chern-Simons
theories,” Prog. Theor. Phys. 120 (2008) 509-523, arXiv:0806.3727 [hep-th].

Y. Imamura and K. Kimura, “N=4 Chern-Simons theories with auxiliary vector
multiplets,” JHEP 10 (2008) 040, arXiv:0807.2144 [hep-th].

J. de Boer, K. Hori, H. Ooguri, and Y. Oz, “Mirror symmetry in three-dimensional
gauge theories, quivers and D-branes,” Nucl. Phys. B493 (1997) 101-147,
arXiv:hep-th/9611063 [hep-th].

J. de Boer, K. Hori, H. Ooguri, Y. Oz, and Z. Yin, “Mirror symmetry in
three-dimensional theories, SL(2,Z) and D-brane moduli spaces,” Nucl. Phys. B 493
(1997) 148-176, arXiv:hep-th/9612131.

J. Bagger and N. Lambert, “Modeling Multiple M2’s,” Phys.Rev. D75 (2007) 045020,
arXiv:hep-th/0611108 [hep-th].

J. Bagger and N. Lambert, “Gauge symmetry and supersymmetry of multiple
M2-branes,” Phys.Rev. D77 (2008) 065008, arXiv:0711.0955 [hep-th].

J. Bagger and N. Lambert, “Comments on multiple M2-branes,” JHEP 0802 (2008)
105, arXiv:0712.3738 [hep-th].

A. Gustavsson, “Algebraic structures on parallel M2-branes,” Nucl. Phys. B811 (2009)
66-76, arXiv:0709.1260 [hep-th].

A. Gustavsson, “Selfdual strings and loop space Nahm equations,” JHEP 0804 (2008)
083, arXiv:0802.3456 [hep-th].

J. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharyya, S. Minwalla, and S. Raju, “Indices for
Superconformal Field Theories in 3,5 and 6 Dimensions,” JHEP 0802 (2008) 064,
arXiv:0801.1435 [hep-th].

J. Bhattacharya and S. Minwalla, “Superconformal Indices for N = 6 Chern Simons
Theories,” JHEP 01 (2009) 014, arXiv:0806.3251 [hep-th].

S. Kim, “The Complete superconformal index for N=6 Chern-Simons theory,” Nucl.
Phys. B 821 (2009) 241-284, arXiv:0903.4172 [hep-th]. [Erratum: Nucl.Phys.B
864, 884 (2012)].

Y. Imamura and S. Yokoyama, “Index for three dimensional superconformal field
theories with general R-charge assignments,” JHEP 04 (2011) 007, arXiv:1101.0557
[hep-th].

A. Kapustin and B. Willett, “Generalized Superconformal Index for Three Dimensional
Field Theories,” arXiv:1106.2484 [hep-th].

T. Dimofte, D. Gaiotto, and S. Gukov, “3-Manifolds and 3d Indices,”
Adv. Theor.Math.Phys. 17 (2013) 975-1076, arXiv:1112.5179 [hep-th].

- 117 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.120.509
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.3727
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/040
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.2144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00125-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9611063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00115-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00115-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9612131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.045020
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0611108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.065008
http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.0955
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/02/105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/02/105
http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.3738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2008.11.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2008.11.014
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1260
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/04/083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/04/083
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.3456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/02/064
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.1435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/01/014
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.3251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2009.06.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2009.06.025
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.4172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2011)007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.0557
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.0557
http://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2484
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2013.v17.n5.a3
http://arxiv.org/abs/1112.5179

[19]

[20]

[21]

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]
[32]

[33]
[34]

[35]

M. Honda and Y. Honma, “3d superconformal indices and isomorphisms of M2-brane
theories,” JHEP 1301 (2013) 159, arXiv:1210.1371 [hep-th].

N. B. Agmon, S. M. Chester, and S. S. Pufu, “A new duality between N’ = 8
superconformal field theories in three dimensions,” JHEP 06 (2018) 005,
arXiv:1708.07861 [hep-th].

E. Beratto, N. Mekareeya, and M. Sacchi, “Zero-form and one-form symmetries of the
ABJ and related theories,” JHEP 04 (2022) 126, arXiv:2112.09531 [hep-th].

D. Gang, E. Koh, K. Lee, and J. Park, “ABCD of 3d A/ = 8 and 4 Superconformal
Field Theories,” arXiv:1108.3647 [hep-th].

S. S. Razamat and B. Willett, “Down the rabbit hole with theories of class S,” JHEP
10 (2014) 99, arXiv:1403.6107 [hep-th].

S. Cremonesi, N. Mekareeya, and A. Zaffaroni, “The moduli spaces of 3d N > 2
Chern-Simons gauge theories and their Hilbert series,” JHEP 10 (2016) 046,
arXiv:1607.05728 [hep-th].

M. Marino and P. Putrov, “ABJM theory as a Fermi gas,” J. Stat. Mech. 1203 (2012)
P03001, arXiv:1110.4066 [hep-th].

D. Gaiotto and J. Abajian, “Twisted M2 brane holography and sphere correlation
functions,” arXiv:2004.13810 [hep-th].

S. M. Chester, R. R. Kalloor, and A. Sharon, “3d N' = 4 OPE coefficients from Fermi
gas,” JHEP 07 (2020) 041, arXiv:2004.13603 [hep-th].

Y. Hatsuda and T. Okazaki, “Fermi-gas correlators of ADHM theory and triality
symmetry,” SciPost Phys. 12 (2022) 005, arXiv:2107.01924 [hep-th].

J. Bourdier, N. Drukker, and J. Felix, “The exact Schur index of N =4 SYM,” JHEP
11 (2015) 210, arXiv:1507.08659 [hep-th].

J. Bourdier, N. Drukker, and J. Felix, “The A/ = 2 Schur index from free fermions,”
JHEP 01 (2016) 167, arXiv:1510.07041 [hep-th].

Y. Hatsuda and T. Okazaki, “N = 2* Schur indices,” arXiv:2208.01426 [hep-th].

D. Gaiotto and J. H. Lee, “The Giant Graviton Expansion,” arXiv:2109.02545
[hep-th].

T. Okazaki, “M2-branes and plane partitions,” arXiv:2204.01973 [hep-th].

D. R. Gulotta, J. P. Ang, and C. P. Herzog, “Matrix Models for Supersymmetric
Chern-Simons Theories with an ADE Classification,” JHEP 01 (2012) 132,
arXiv:1111.1744 [hep-th].

R. Kodera and H. Nakajima, “Quantized Coulomb branches of Jordan quiver gauge

- 118 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2013)159
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.1371
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.07861
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2022)126
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.09531
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.3647
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2014)099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2014)099
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2016)046
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.05728
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2012/03/P03001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2012/03/P03001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.4066
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.13810
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)041
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.13603
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.12.1.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.01924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2015)210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2015)210
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.08659
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2016)167
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.07041
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.01426
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.02545
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.02545
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.01973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2012)132
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.1744

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

(48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

theories and cyclotomic rational Cherednik algebras,” Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 98
(2018) 49-78, arXiv:1608.00875 [math.RT].

D. S. Berman, M. J. Perry, E. Sezgin, and D. C. Thompson, “Boundary Conditions for
Interacting Membranes,” JHEP 1004 (2010) 025, arXiv:0912.3504 [hep-th].

K. Hosomichi and S. Lee, “Self-dual Strings and 2D SYM,” JHEP 01 (2015) 076,
arXiv:1406.1802 [hep-th].

T. Okazaki and D. J. Smith, “Topological M-Strings and Supergroup WZW Models,”
Phys. Rev. D94 (2016) 065016, arXiv:1512.06646 [hep-thl].

T. Okazaki, “Abelian dualities of A" = (0,4) boundary conditions,” JHEP 08 (2019)
170, arXiv:1905.07425 [hep-th].

T. Okazaki, “Abelian mirror symmetry of A' = (2, 2) boundary conditions,” JHEP 03
(2021) 163, arXiv:2010.13177 [hep-th].

H.-J. Chung and T. Okazaki, “(2,2) and (0,4) Supersymmetric Boundary Conditions in
3d N = 4 Theories and Type IIB Branes,” Phys. Rev. D96 no. 8, (2017) 086005,
arXiv:1608.05363 [hep-th].

N. Drukker, T. Okuda, and F. Passerini, “Exact results for vortex loop operators in 3d
supersymmetric theories,” JHEP 07 (2014) 137, arXiv:1211.3409 [hep-th].

B. Assel and J. Gomis, “Mirror Symmetry And Loop Operators,” JHEP 11 (2015)
055, arXiv:1506.01718 [hep-th].

R. Arai, S. Fujiwara, Y. Imamura, T. Mori, and D. Yokoyama, “Finite-N corrections
to the M-brane indices,” JHEP 11 (2020) 093, arXiv:2007.05213 [hep-th].

Y. Imamura, “Analytic continuation for giant gravitons,” arXiv:2205.14615
[hep-th].

J. H. Lee, “Exact Stringy Microstates from Gauge Theories,” arXiv:2204.09286
[hep-th].

Y. Tachikawa and G. Zafrir, “Reflection groups and 3d N’ > 6 SCFTs,” JHEP 12
(2019) 176, arXiv:1908.03346 [hep-th].

O. Bergman, Y. Tachikawa, and G. Zafrir, “Generalized symmetries and holography in
ABJM-type theories,” JHEP 07 (2020) 077, arXiv:2004.05350 [hep-th].

M. R. Douglas, “Branes within branes,” NATO Sci. Ser. C' 520 (1999) 267275,
arXiv:hep-th/9512077.

Y. Hyakutake, Y. Imamura, and S. Sugimoto, “Orientifold planes, type I Wilson lines
and nonBPS D-branes,” JHEP 08 (2000) 043, arXiv:hep-th/0007012.

J. de Boer, R. Dijkgraaf, K. Hori, A. Keurentjes, J. Morgan, D. R. Morrison, and

- 119 —


http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.00875
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2010)025
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.3504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2015)076
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.1802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.065016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.06646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)170
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.07425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)163
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.13177
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.086005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.05363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)137
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.3409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2015)055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2015)055
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.01718
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)093
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.05213
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.14615
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.14615
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.09286
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.09286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)176
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)176
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.03346
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)077
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.05350
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9512077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2000/08/043
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0007012

S. Sethi, “Triples, fluxes, and strings,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 4 (2002) 995-1186,
arXiv:hep-th/0103170.

O. Bergman, E. G. Gimon, and S. Sugimoto, “Orientifolds, RR torsion, and K theory,”
JHEP 05 (2001) 047, arXiv:hep-th/0103183.

G. Bertoldi, B. Feng, and A. Hanany, “The Splitting of branes on orientifold planes,”
JHEP 04 (2002) 015, arXiv:hep-th/0202090.

E. Witten, “Small instantons in string theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 460 (1996) 541-559,
arXiv:hep-th/9511030.

A. Kapustin, “D(n) quivers from branes,” JHEP 9812 (1998) 015,
arXiv:hep-th/9806238 [hep-th].

A. Hanany and A. Zaffaroni, “Issues on orientifolds: On the brane construction of
gauge theories with SO(2n) global symmetry,” JHEP 07 (1999) 009,
arXiv:hep-th/9903242.

A. Hanany and J. Troost, “Orientifold planes, affine algebras and magnetic
monopoles,” JHEP 08 (2001) 021, arXiv:hep-th/0107153.

P. K. Townsend, “The eleven-dimensional supermembrane revisited,” Phys. Lett. B
350 (1995) 184-187, arXiv:hep-th/9501068.

S. Sethi, “A Relation between N=8 gauge theories in three-dimensions,” JHEP 9811
(1998) 003, arXiv:hep-th/9809162 [hep-th].

M. Berkooz and A. Kapustin, “New IR dualities in supersymmetric gauge theory in
three-dimensions,” JHEP 9902 (1999) 009, arXiv:hep-th/9810257 [hep-th].

M. Mezei and S. S. Pufu, “Three-sphere free energy for classical gauge groups,” JHEP
02 (2014) 037, arXiv:1312.0920 [hep-th].

N. Seiberg, “IR dynamics on branes and space-time geometry,” Phys. Lett. B384
(1996) 81-85, arXiv:hep-th/9606017 [hep-th].

N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “Gauge dynamics and compactification to
three-dimensions,” in Conference on the Mathematical Beauty of Physics (In Memory
of C. Itzykson), pp. 333-366. 6, 1996. arXiv:hep-th/9607163.

A. Sen, “A Note on enhanced gauge symmetries in M and string theory,” JHEP 09
(1997) 001, arXiv:hep-th/9707123 [hep-th].

K. Landsteiner and E. Lopez, “New curves from branes,” Nucl. Phys. B 516 (1998)
273-296, arXiv:hep-th/9708118.

E. Witten, “Toroidal compactification without vector structure,” JHEP 02 (1998) 006,
arXiv:hep-th/9712028.

- 120 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2000.v4.n5.a1
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0103170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/05/047
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0103183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/04/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0202090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(95)00625-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9511030
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9806238
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/07/009
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9903242
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/08/021
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0107153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)00397-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(95)00397-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9501068
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9809162
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9810257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2014)037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2014)037
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.0920
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00819-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00819-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9606017
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9607163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1997/09/001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1997/09/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9707123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00022-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00022-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9708118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/02/006
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9712028

[67]

[78]

[79]

[80]

[81]

S. Cheon, D. Gang, C. Hwang, S. Nagaoka, and J. Park, “Duality between N=5 and
N=6 Chern-Simons matter theory,” JHEP 11 (2012) 009, arXiv:1208.6085
[hep-th].

M. Van Raamsdonk, “Comments on the Bagger-Lambert theory and multiple
M2-branes,” JHEP 05 (2008) 105, arXiv:0803.3803 [hep-th].

N. Lambert and C. Papageorgakis, “Relating U(N)xU(N) to SU(N)xSU(N)
Chern-Simons Membrane theories,” JHEP 1004 (2010) 104, arXiv:1001.4779
[hep-th].

N. Lambert and D. Tong, “Membranes on an Orbifold,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008)
041602, arXiv:0804.1114 [hep-th].

J. Distler, S. Mukhi, C. Papageorgakis, and M. Van Raamsdonk, “M2-branes on
M-folds,” JHEP 05 (2008) 038, arXiv:0804.1256 [hep-th].

D. Bashkirov and A. Kapustin, “Dualities between N = 8 superconformal field theories
in three dimensions,” JHEP 05 (2011) 074, arXiv:1103.3548 [hep-th].

O. Bergman, A. Hanany, A. Karch, and B. Kol, “Branes and supersymmetry breaking
in three-dimensional gauge theories,” JHEP 10 (1999) 036, arXiv:hep-th/9908075.

T. Kitao, K. Ohta, and N. Ohta, “Three-dimensional gauge dynamics from brane
configurations with (p,q)-fivebrane,” Nucl. Phys. B 539 (1999) 79-106,
arXiv:hep-th/9808111.

K. Hosomichi, K.-M. Lee, S. Lee, S. Lee, and J. Park, “N=4 Superconformal
Chern-Simons Theories with Hyper and Twisted Hyper Multiplets,” JHEP 07 (2008)
091, arXiv:0805.3662 [hep-th].

M. Porrati and A. Zaffaroni, “M theory origin of mirror symmetry in three-dimensional
gauge theories,” Nucl. Phys. B490 (1997) 107-120, arXiv:hep-th/9611201 [hep-th].

A. Hanany and E. Witten, “Type IIB superstrings, BPS monopoles, and
three-dimensional gauge dynamics,” Nucl. Phys. B492 (1997) 152-190,
arXiv:hep-th/9611230 [hep-th].

D. Kutasov, “Orbifolds and solitons,” Phys. Lett. B 383 (1996) 48-53,
arXiv:hep-th/9512145.

A. Sen, “Duality and orbifolds,” Nucl. Phys. B 474 (1996) 361-378,
arXiv:hep-th/9604070.

S. Cremonesi, G. Ferlito, A. Hanany, and N. Mekareeya, “Coulomb Branch and The
Moduli Space of Instantons,” JHEP 12 (2014) 103, arXiv:1408.6835 [hep-th].

D. Gaiotto and E. Witten, “S-Duality of Boundary Conditions In N=4 Super

- 121 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2012)009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.6085
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.6085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/05/105
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.3803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2010)104
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.4779
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.4779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.041602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.041602
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.1114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/05/038
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.1256
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2011)074
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/10/036
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9908075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00726-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9808111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/07/091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/07/091
http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.3662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00061-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9611201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(97)00157-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9611230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00708-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9512145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00291-X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9604070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2014)103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.6835

[82]

[83]

Yang-Mills Theory,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 13 no. 3, (2009) 721-896,
arXiv:0807.3720 [hep-th].

S. K. Donaldson, “INSTANTONS AND GEOMETRIC INVARIANT THEORY,”
Commun. Math. Phys. 93 (1984) 453-460.

E. Beratto, N. Mekareeya, and M. Sacchi, “Marginal operators and supersymmetry
enhancement in 3d S-fold SCFTs,” JHEP 12 (2020) 017, arXiv:2009.10123
[hep-th].

I. Garozzo, G. Lo Monaco, N. Mekareeya, and M. Sacchi, “Supersymmetric Indices of

3d S-fold SCFTs,” JHEP 08 (2019) 008, arXiv:1905.07183 [hep-th].

S. Cremonesi, A. Hanany, and A. Zaffaroni, “Monopole operators and Hilbert series of
Coulomb branches of 3d N' = 4 gauge theories,” JHEP 01 (2014) 005,
arXiv:1309.2657 [hep-th].

S. Benvenuti, A. Hanany, and N. Mekareeya, “The Hilbert Series of the One Instanton
Moduli Space,” JHEP 06 (2010) 100, arXiv:1005.3026 [hep-th].

A. Hanany, N. Mekareeya, and S. S. Razamat, “Hilbert Series for Moduli Spaces of
Two Instantons,” JHEP 01 (2013) 070, arXiv:1205.4741 [hep-th].

A. Bourget and A. Pini, “Non-Connected Gauge Groups and the Plethystic Program,”
JHEP 10 (2017) 033, arXiv:1706.03781 [hep-th].

O. Aharony, S. S. Razamat, N. Seiberg, and B. Willett, “3d dualities from 4d dualities
for orthogonal groups,” JHEP 08 (2013) 099, arXiv:1307.0511 [hep-th].

C. Hwang, H. Kim, K.-J. Park, and J. Park, “Index computation for 3d Chern-Simons
matter theory: test of Seiberg-like duality,” JHEP 09 (2011) 037, arXiv:1107.4942
[hep-th].

C. Hwang, K.-J. Park, and J. Park, “Evidence for Aharony duality for orthogonal
gauge groups,” JHEP 11 (2011) 011, arXiv:1109.2828 [hep-th].

M. Schnabl and Y. Tachikawa, “Classification of N=6 superconformal theories of
ABJM type,” JHEP 09 (2010) 103, arXiv:0807.1102 [hep-th].

Y. Hatsuda, S. Moriyama, and K. Okuyama, “Exact Results on the ABJM Fermi
Gas,” JHEP 10 (2012) 020, arXiv:1207.4283 [hep-th].

M. Honda and K. Okuyama, “Exact results on ABJ theory and the refined topological
string,” JHEP 08 (2014) 148, arXiv:1405.3653 [hep-th].

A. Kapustin, B. Willett, and 1. Yaakov, “Nonperturbative Tests of Three-Dimensional
Dualities,” JHEP 10 (2010) 013, arXiv:1003.5694 [hep-th].

A. Kapustin and N. Seiberg, “Coupling a QFT to a TQFT and Duality,” JHEP 04
(2014) 001, arXiv:1401.0740 [hep-th].

- 122 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2009.v13.n3.a5
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.3720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01212289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)017
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.10123
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.10123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.07183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2014)005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.2657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)100
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.3026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2013)070
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.4741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03781
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2013)099
http://arxiv.org/abs/1307.0511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2011)037
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.4942
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.4942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2011)011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.2828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2010)103
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.1102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)020
http://arxiv.org/abs/1207.4283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2014)148
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2010)013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1003.5694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2014)001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2014)001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.0740

[97] D. Gaiotto and X. Yin, “Notes on superconformal Chern-Simons-Matter theories,”
JHEP 08 (2007) 056, arXiv:0704.3740 [hep-th].

[98] T. Okazaki, “Mirror symmetry of 3D N = 4 gauge theories and supersymmetric
indices,” Phys. Rev. D100 no. 6, (2019) 066031, arXiv:1905.04608 [hep-th].

[99] D. Gaiotto and T. Okazaki, “Dualities of Corner Configurations and Supersymmetric
Indices,” JHEP 11 (2019) 056, arXiv:1902.05175 [hep-th].

- 123 —


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/08/056
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.3740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.066031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.04608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)056
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.05175

	1 Introduction and summary
	1.1 Open problems
	1.2 Structure

	2 3d theories on probe M2-branes
	2.1 Type IIA/M-theory construction
	2.2 Type IIB construction

	3 U(N) ADHM theory with l flavors
	3.1 Moduli space and local operators
	3.1.1 Coulomb branch
	3.1.2 Higgs branch
	3.1.3 Mixed branch

	3.2 Indices
	3.2.1 U(1) ADHM with one flavor (N=1, l=1)
	3.2.2 U(2) ADHM with one flavor (N=2, l=1)
	3.2.3 U(3) ADHM with one flavor (N=3, l=1)
	3.2.4 U(1) ADHM with two flavors (N=1, l=2)
	3.2.5 U(1) ADHM with three flavors (N=1, l=3)
	3.2.6 U(1) ADHM with l flavors (N=1, l4)
	3.2.7 U(2) ADHM with two flavors (N=2, l=2)
	3.2.8 U(2) ADHM with four flavors (N=2, l=4)
	3.2.9 Mirror symmetry

	3.3 Closed form expression for the Coulomb limit with general N,l

	4 USp(2N) gauge theories of M2-branes
	4.1 Moduli space and local operators
	4.1.1 Coulomb branch
	4.1.2 Higgs branch
	4.1.3 Mixed branch

	4.2 Indices
	4.2.1 USp(2) with 1 sym. and 2 fund. (N=1, =1, l=1)
	4.2.2 USp(2) with 1 antisym. and 6 fund. (N=1, =0, l=3)
	4.2.3 USp(2) with 1 antisym. and 8 fund. (N=1, =0, l=4)
	4.2.4 USp(4) with 1 sym. and 2 fund. (N=2, =1, l=1)
	4.2.5 USp(4) with 1 antisym. and 6 fund. (N=2, =0, l=3)
	4.2.6 Mirror symmetry


	5 O(N) gauge theories of M2-branes
	5.1 Moduli space and local operators
	5.1.1 Coulomb branch
	5.1.2 Higgs branch
	5.1.3 Mixed branch

	5.2 Indices
	5.2.1 O(1) with 1 fund. (N=0, =1, l=1)
	5.2.2 O(2) with 1 antisym. and 1 fund. (N=1, =0, =0, l=1)
	5.2.3 O(2) with 1 sym. and 1 fund. (N=1, =0, =1, l=1)
	5.2.4 O(2) with 1 sym. and 2 fund. (N=1, =0, =1, l=2)
	5.2.5 O(3) with 1 sym. and 1 fund. (N=1, =1 =1, l=1)
	5.2.6 O(3) with 1 sym. and 2 fund. (N=1, =1 =1, l=2)
	5.2.7 O(4) with 1 antisym. and 1 fund. (N=2, =0 =0, l=1)
	5.2.8 O(4) with 1 sym. and 1 fund. (N=2, =0 =1, l=1)
	5.2.9 O(6) with 1 antisym. and 1 fund. (N=3, =0 =0, l=1)


	6 ABJ(M) theory
	6.1 Moduli spaces and local operators
	6.2 Indices
	6.2.1 U(1)1U(1)-1 ABJM (N=M=1, k=1)
	6.2.2 U(2)1U(2)-1 ABJM (N=M=2, k=1)
	6.2.3 U(3)1U(3)-1 ABJM (N=M=3, k=1)
	6.2.4 U(1)kU(1)-k ABJM (N=M=1, k2)
	6.2.5 U(N)kU(N)-k ABJM (N=M2, k2)
	6.2.6 U(N+k)kU(N)-k ABJ
	6.2.7 U(2)2U(1)-2 ABJ (N=2, M=1, k=2)
	6.2.8 U(3)4U(1)-4 ABJ (N=3, M=1, k=4)
	6.2.9 U(3)2U(2)-2 ABJ (N=3, N=2, k=2)
	6.2.10 O(2)2USp(2)-1 ABJ
	6.2.11 O(4)2USp(2)-1 ABJ
	6.2.12 O(4)2USp(4)-1 ABJ
	6.2.13 ADHM-ABJM dualities

	6.3 Duality to discrete gauge theories 
	6.3.1 Z2 (k=2)
	6.3.2 Z3 (k=3)
	6.3.3 Zk (k4)


	7 N=4 quiver CS theories
	7.1 Moduli spaces and local operators
	7.2 Indices
	7.2.1 U(1)1U(1)0U(1)-1
	7.2.2 U(1)1U(1)02U(1)-1
	7.2.3 U(2)1U(2)0U(2)-1
	7.2.4 U(1)2U(1)0U(2)-2
	7.2.5 U(2)2U(2)0U(3)-2
	7.2.6 U(1)2U(1)0U(1)-2
	7.2.7 U(2)2U(2)0U(2)-2
	7.2.8 ADHM-CS dualities

	7.3 Closed form expression for the Coulomb limit with general k,N,l
	7.4 A simplification of Higgs limit with general k,N,l

	8 BLG theory
	8.1 Moduli spaces and local operators
	8.2 Indices
	8.2.1 SU(2)1SU(2)-1 BLG
	8.2.2 SU(2)2SU(2)-2 BLG
	8.2.3 SU(2)3SU(2)-3 BLG
	8.2.4 (SU(2)1SU(2)-1)/Z2 BLG
	8.2.5 (SU(2)3SU(2)-3)/Z2 BLG
	8.2.6 (SU(2)4SU(2)-4)/Z2 BLG


	A 3d supersymmetric indices
	B Counting operator contents of indices by auxiliary dressing
	B.1 U(N) ADHM theory with l flavor
	B.1.1 Results for higher ranks

	B.2 U(N)kU(N)0(l-1)U(N)-k Chern-Simons matter theory
	B.2.1 Results for higher ranks


	C Hilbert series associated with dihedral groups

