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Abstract
We construct new large classes of BPS Wilson hyperloops in three-dimensional
N = 4 quiver Chern-Simons-matter theory on S®. The main strategy is to start
with the 1/2 BPS Wilson loop of this theory, choose any linear combination of
the supercharges it preserves, and look for deformations built out of the matter
fields that still preserve that supercharge. This is a powerful generalization of a
recently developed approach based on deformations of 1/4 and 1/8 BPS bosonic
loops, which itself was far more effective at discovering new operators than older
methods relying on complicated ansatze. We discover many new moduli spaces
of BPS hyperloops preserving varied numbers of supersymmetries and varied
subsets of the symmetries of the 1/2 BPS operator. In particular, we find new
bosonic operators preserving 2 or 3 supercharges as well as new families of loops

that do not share supercharges with any bosonic loops, including subclasses of
both 1/8 and 1/4 BPS loops that are conformal.
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1 Introduction and summary

A distinguishing feature of three-dimensional supersymmetric conformal field theories are the
vast moduli spaces of BPS line operators annihilated by some supercharges. For operators
that are conformal, this was understood from an algebraic point of view in [1], but many
examples of conformally invariant circular line operators, including continuous families of
them, were found before, see for example [2HI0] and [11] for a review.

In the absence of an approach allowing for a full classification, we continue here to develop
and employ constructive methods of identifying BPS Wilson loop operators called hyperloops,
finding a plethora of new observables, some of which are conformally invariant and some of
which are not, greatly enlarging the known moduli spaces.

The theories we study are N' = 4 supersymmetric Chern-Simons-matter with either
linear or circular quiver structure, characterized by the coupling of the gauge multiplet to
hypermultiplets and twisted hypermultiplets [12HI5]. The 2-node circular quiver has N' = 6



supersymmetry and is the ABJ(M) theory [16,[17], so most of what we say applies there as
well. For concreteness, we consider theories on S® and focus on operators supported along a
great circle

In a recent paper [10], some of us already studied Wilson loops in this same setting.
Those hyperloops were written as deformations of bosonic Wilson loops that preserve 2
or 4 supercharges (so they are 1/8 or 1/4 BPS). Starting with particular block-diagonal
combinations of bosonic connections Ly,.s annihilated by a supercharge @), it was found that
one can deform them as follows

'Cbos —>£:£bos—iQG—|—G2, (1.1)

where G is a matrix constructed out of bosonic fields in the hypermultiplets. The resulting
operator is still supersymmetric, by construction, and is defined in terms of a superconnection
containing the fermionic fields, which is something typical of supersymmetric Chern-Simons
theories [22]. Another peculiarity of three-dimensional theories is that the ) variation of £
does not vanish per se, as it happens in the four-dimensional counterpart of these objects,
but it is instead a total covariant derivative, so the entire Wilson loop, which is a gauge
invariant object, is still annihilated by Q).

In the current work we apply a similar philosophy to [10], but we employ as the starting
point of the deformation the 1/2 BPS Wilson loop found in [4] (see also [3]), rather than a
bosonic loop:

£1/2 — L= £1/2 + deformation, (12)

with the details of the deformation given after (4.1) below. The 1/2 BPS loop is also a
particular deformation of the bosonic loop as in ([III), so our current construction includes
all of those found previously.

Moreover, unlike the construction in [10], where a single choice of supercharge based
on the original Wilson loops was employed, here we consider any supercharge annihilating
the 1/2 BPS loop, so any linear combination of a basis of 8 supercharges. In particular, in
cases when the supercharge () has an appropriate kernel, we find infinite-dimensional moduli
spaces, since (roughly speaking) we can insert any of the operators in the kernel any number
of times at any point along the loop.

This new procedure allows us to uncover new families of supersymmetric line operators.
For example, we have discovered:

e Previously unrecognized bosonic loops preserving 2 and 3 supercharges, which are there-
fore 1/8 and 3/16 BPS, in addition to the known ones preserving 2 or 4 supercharges,
see Section

LOf course, it would be interesting to consider other contours, such as latitudes, or generic curves on an
S2 C S3, along the lines of what has been done in [I820] for A" = 4 super Yang-Mills in four dimensions
and in [21] for the ABJ(M) theory.



e New 1/8 and 1/4 BPS loops that do not share supercharges with any known bosonic
Wilson loops, so could not have been found by relying on (LL1)). Of particular note is a
subclass of these loops, which depends on one parameter (after fixing 4 supercharges),
for which the variation of the superconnection under conformal transformations of the
circle is a total derivative, see Section

This forms a new class of previously unrecognized line operators that are classically con-
formally invariant. Unlike the 1/2 BPS or 1/4 BPS bosonic loops, the one-dimensional
conformal algebra is not generated by the supercharges that they preserve, but is an
outer automorphism of it. As we cannot rely on supersymmetry to guarantee confor-
mality, it would be extremely interesting to examine them at the quantum level and
verify whether they are truly conformally invariant.

There are various natural directions that could be pursued starting from these results.
The most obvious one is to try to compute the expectation value of these operators, using
localization for example. This typically starts with determining to which cohomological
class the various operators belong. In previous examples [10] based on (IT]), as well as
in the original papers [2,4], it was found that the bosonic operators and their fermionic
deformations are cohomologically equivalent. In this context we know however that this
does not hold, as we find loops, such as the latitudes, that are known to have different
expectation values from the 1/2 BPS circle [23-26]. This of course makes these new classes
of operators even more interesting.

The next natural question is about the holographic duals. While the holographic duals
of 1/2 BPS loops in some N' = 4 Chern-Simons-matter theories have been identified [3,/4127],
the question of what is dual to less supersymmetric (and/or higher representation) operators
has not been addressed yet

Finally, it would be interesting to study the moduli spaces of conformal loops as defect
conformal manifolds and analyze the defect conformal field theory they define, along the lines
of what has been done for the ABJ(M) theory in [30] and see also [31]. For non-conformal
loops it would be interesting to understand their renormalisation group flows [32,33].

This paper is organised as follows. In the next section we present the notation for the
theories and the supersymmetry variations of the fields. In Section [3] we present the simplest
1/2 BPS Wilson loop in these theories, which is the starting point of the deformations.
The bulk of the calculations is in Sections [ and [B focusing respectively on loops involving
only two nodes of the quiver and those involving more, respectively. For the benefit of the
casual reader we collect the main results and present a detailed analysis of special interesting
examples in Section [l Some details are presented in the appendices.

2A first examination of a possible moduli space of 1/6 BPS loops in ABJ(M) theory was done in [28,29].



2 AN =4 Chern-Simons-matter theories on S°

The theories we study are N/ = 4 Chern-Simons-matter theories, which can be represented
in terms of either circular or linear quiver diagrams [12-15]. For the most part we focus on a
node labeled by I with gauge field A; and its adjacent node with Ay, but in Section [0 we
also consider more nodes. The edges of the diagram represent hypermultiplets and twisted
hypermultiplets. The hypermultiplet (¢¢,5,) couples to A; and Ay, while the twisted
hypermultiplet (G;_14, 15‘}_1) couples to A; and A;_q, and so on in an alternate fashion. The
field content is summarized in the quiver diagram of Figure [, where the solid lines between
nodes represent the matter fields.
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Figure 1: The quiver and field content of the N' = 4 theory.

The scalar fields in the hypermultiplet have indices a,b = 1,2 and are doublets of the
SU(2) R-symmetry. The fermions with indices @, b = 1, 2 are charged instead under SU(2)x.
This is reversed in the twisted hypermultiplets. These indices are raised and lowered using

bup and v, = €,0° with €'? = €5; = 1, and similarly

the appropriate epsilon symbols: v* = €*
for the dotted indices.
To write down the Wilson loops and the supersymmetry variations, it is useful to define

moment maps and currents, following [41[10]

_ 1 _ s . . )
wr'y = qrqre — 555%?(1&7 J?b = fowl} - €ac€bc¢léq107
-4 _ =4 - 1 ize - b _ zh 7 be acT = 2.1
Nlai, = qr1G;_1 — 5536116—1(11—1c', It = Qi — €€ Y-, (2.1)
VI = qiqra, Ur = qGf 1 qr-1a-

These are bilinears of the matter fields and transform in the adjoint representation of U(Njy).
Note that other bilinears of the same matter fields can transform in the adjoint of U(Ny41).
For example, v;11 = §r.qf is built out of the same fields as v;, but it transforms in the
adjoint of U(Ny41) because of the reversed order.

As stated in the Introduction, we define the theory on S? and the hyperloops we construct
are supported along the equator of this sphere. The corresponding on-shell N = 4 super-
symmetry transformations were derived in [10] by relying on the decomposition of N' =4 to



N = 2 theories and the transformation rules of the latter in [I5,[34]. They are
S = L€l = 31
5af = €™y, 610 = £
0y 15 = ~Eadi, 00f 1 = —6"r-ra
Sthra = iV Dud) + iCuad) — %fba(wa} — qjvr) + %fbe (7ufad? — dirs1a”)
Sy = iy Dy + i Gy — %fbd(QIbVI — vraqre) + %fbé (Grv s’y — firsrar)
01 = =€ Dudy 1~ 10,1+ €1 — 110y 11)
- %fbé (Gr-repr®y — pHr-1"Gr-1¢) »
510 = —W”gai,Du(ij—l — Gty + %gab(ﬂlqli)—l — 4 Pr)

21 =é =é
- ?fbc' (MlbaQI—1 - C.Iz—lﬂl—lab) )

(2.2)
where §; are the Killing spinors and (; = %wvugab. The covariant derivative acts as, for
instance, D,qf = 0,97 — A, 197 + 197 A, 1. .

Specifically, each supersymmetry parameter €% is a linear combination of four (confor-
mal) Killing spinors on S% denoted {&, &', £, €7}, i.e.

& = &0, + 60, (2.3)

where 2 = I,7 and 7 = [,7 label doublets of the SO(2,1) conformal symmetry along the

circle. All together they form a quartet of the SO(4,1) symmetry of S®. The index a = +

is the spinor index.
The Killing spinors obey

7 Z 7 r.v Z r,r
Vil =g, Vi = gl (24)

Along the circle we take 7, = o3 and the Killing spinors reduce to [35]

1 ;{0 . (e a
g(lx: (0)7 g(lx: (1)7 ga_( 0 )7 ga_ (ew)’ (25>

whence one finds Cig = %fég and CZZ =1 ZZ
We work in Euclidean signature and take the gamma-matrices, (v*).”, to be given by

the Pauli matrices. As usual, the spinor contractions are such that

§162 = 20 = 6261, G = (V) 6 = —E7Mér (2.6)

It follows that the Killing spinors in (2.5]) satisfy ghel = €lgh = 1 and glyrel = —glypgl = o8,
and similarly for the contractions involving £" and &".
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3 The 1/2 BPS Wilson loop and its symmetries

The starting point of the deformation (L.2]) considered in this paper is a particular 1/2 BPS
loop of the theory. As shown originally for the ABJ(M) theory in [22] and for ' = 4 theories
in [4] (see also [3]), such a Wilson loop must couple to at least two vector fields, as well as to
the matter fields charged under them. We take the loop built around the I and I 4+ 1 nodes
of the particular form

Wi =sTrPexpt ¢ Ly,5dyp, Lip=1. = , 3.1
1/2 Xp % 1/2 a¥ 1/2 <1@¢}+ Ay — % (3.1)
with
[ i i L

Ar=Apr+ =i+ i) A= Apr + (v = g i) - (32)
The constants a and @ (which are not complex conjugate to each other) satisfy aa = 2i/k
and the Wilson loop does not depend on their actual value, so we could fix them to be
equal, but we leave them instead as a constant gauge parameter. We could allow for them
to depend on ¢ at the expense of a U(1) gauge transformation at the bottom right entry:
A — % — A — % — ia ' . The origin of the shift —1/2 in the connection (and the
resulting appearance of the supertrace if compared with the original definition in [4] in terms
of the trace) is explained in [11].

As we verify below, the eight supercharges preserved by this loop are

Q¥+, Ql. (3.3)

The spinor indices o = = are taken upstairs, to contract with the downstairs indices of the
Killing spinors in (2.5)). To relate to the notation in (2.2]), we can represent the supersym-

metry transformation as § = — ZMQE’M — Zbanm‘
Looking at the form of the Killing spinors along the circle (2.5]), one can write a general

superposition of the preserved supercharges (B3] as
Q=M@ +7,(01),' Q" = e Q™ + 7w, (34)

with Grassmann-even parameters 7., 7% (which, again, are not complex conjugate) and

e-i-igp B 1
() ().

The supersymmetry variations generated by a supercharge parameterised in such fashion

auxiliary SO(2,1) spinors

can then be computed by reading off

Cai = ((ng)a) , a = ((ng)a) : (3.6)

6



In the right-most expression in ([B.4]), Q% acts in the same way as Q% that is without the
extra phases e*, which have been absorbed in the definition of v, and #,. There are four
7t and four 7, parameters, but the supercharges are identified up to rescalings, so the space
of real supercharges is in fact RP7.

As noted already in [4], there exists another Wilson loop with the same gauge fields and
preserving the exact same symmetries, but coupling instead to other fields in the hypermul-
tiplets. This other operator has the superconnection

2 = ( A —i@¢12+> ; (3.7)

72 1
i Arpt 3

with the opposite sign for the v’s compared to the ones appearing in ([8.2)). All the moduli
spaces that we find include in them also this operator as a special point of enhanced super-
symmetry. It is then just a matter of choice to do the analysis around (B.), rather than
around this one.

Before examining in detail the supersymmetries preserved by the loop defined in (B3.1I),
let us compute its bosonic symmetries. Our notation and further details on the algebra
can be found in Appendix [Al Firstly, notice that the superconnection (BI) contains only
singlets of the su(2);, R-symmetry, which is clearly preserved. The bosonic part of £, 5 is also
annihilated by transverse rotations 7', but it acts on the fermions by the Pauli matrix o3, see
(A.G). Since spinor indices appear in Ly, accompanied by opposite R-symmetry indices, we
can cancel the action of T, by an appropriate multiple of the R3 generator of the unbroken
u(1l)gr R-symmetry, and, indeed, the combination L, = —i (Tl +iRs/ 2) annihilates £ /,.
As for the action of the conformal generators Jy and Jy on the 1/2 BPS loop, using the
expressions (A.4) and (A.D)

d£1/2 _ 851/2
dp Oy

iJ(] £1/2 = - [0'3, £1/2] . (38)

Since the £,/ does not contain any explicit ¢-dependence, we may bring this into the form@
: c
’LJ() ,Cl/g = 'Dspl/z (£1/2 —+ 0'3) . (39)

Total covariant derivatives can be integrated away, so this guarantees invariance of the 1/2
BPS loop under .Jy. Similar arguments show that J, are preserved as well. Finally, note
that while acting on £/, with 7', (or equivalently R3) gives a non-zero result, it still takes
the form of a covariant derivative

Ty Lyjg o o3, L1pp] = Dil/za?,- (3.10)

Consequently, R and 7', are preserved separately.

3The precise definition of the covariant derivative Dé 2 is in Appendix [Bl
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We now proceed to evaluate the action of the supercharge @ in (84]) on the supercon-
nection L/, (B and to verify that it is equal to a total derivative. This also introduces a
lot of the notation required in the rest of the paper.

First, to write the action of () on the hypermultiplet fields it is useful to define rotated
scalar fields

a —

rt=()ag”, 1= (0)ag”, 1= €(0)als, T2 = =€ (0)ads,  (311)
where (nv), = 10, and likewise for (fv),. Now

Qrl = —Tys, , Qrr=Tlpi_, QFn =IIW>, Qr = -, (3.12)
where the + subscripts are spinor indices and
I = € (0)a(nd)s (3.13)

is a quantity that plays a central role in our analysis.
It is not too hard to show, using (2.2), that the second variation of the rotated scalars is

1 2 2
Q*r! =TI {i(n0)a0pq" — 5 (n0°0)ag” + Arr' — ot = A+ )
: g g (3.14)

[y a ]‘ — a
Q*r? =11 <z(nv)a8¢q — 5(7}03@)[1(] + A — r2A1+1) )
Now, using

2i0,(N0)a = (N0)a — 10°0)a, =200, (7j0)a = (710)a + (70°V)a , (3.15)

and
7 i = (¢ q + ¢* @) = v, (3.16)

these second variations can be written as

1 21
Q*rt =11 <i8¢r1 - 57"1 + At — r1A1+1) - %(7’27727”1 - 7”17727”2) )
) (3.17)
Q27’2 =11 (z’@wﬂ + 57’2 + .A]’r’2 — 7’2A]+1) .
Likewise, the anti-chiral components have double variations given by
2 P - 20, 9 oo
Q°ry =11 10,7 + 57“1 +Ar o — A ) — ?(rgr T — Frerts),
(3.18)

, 1
Q2f2 =11 (z@wrg — 57’72 + .A].,_lfg — 7“2./4]) .



It is now straightforward to check that, when II # 0, the off-diagonal entries in L/, are

equal to —iII"'QH, with
0 ar?
H= . 3.19
(Oé’l“g 0 ) ( )
One can combine this with the results above to find that the supersymmetry variation of
the 1/2 BPS connection is
QL =D5"*H. (3.20)

The covariant derivative used here includes a commutator with the diagonal part of L,
and an anticommutator with the off-diagonal part, as explained in detail in Appendix [Bl
For the purpose of this calculation it was not needed to evaluate the action of Q% on 7',
but only on r2. The former is included here as it is of relevance for the rest of the paper.
Also, if one wanted to repeat the calculation for the other 1/2 BPS loop in (3.7), one would

need to replace r? and 75 in H in (3.I9) with r! and 7;.

4 Two-node hyperloops

Here we systematically study continuous deformations of the £/, in ([B.II) preserving the
supercharge @) defined in (84]). Again, the strategy is not to find a superconnection which is
strictly annihilated by @), but that rather transforms as a total covariant derivative, precisely
as L2 in (3.20) above. For the moment, we focus on the case in which the hyperloop couples
to only two nodes of the quiver of the theory, but in the next section we generalize this to
longer quivers

Following [10], we take a deformation of the form

L=Lip+F+B+C, (4.1)

where F' is off-diagonal and Grassmann-odd, B is a diagonal bilinear of the scalar fields
and C is annihilated by (). This is the most general form consistent with the gauge group
representations, the supermatrix structure and with all dimensions being equal to one. BPS
non-conformal loops with higher dimension insertions are also possible, but are not consid-
ered here.

The condition QQC' = 0 distinguishes two cases: when the supercharge annhilates some of
the matter fields and when it does not. Nontrivial solutions include any BPS bosonic loop
where the supersymmetry variation should be simply zero, rather than a total derivative.
We exclude that case at the moment, because for a compact gauge group the coefficient of
the gauge field in the Wilson loop is the identity (or more precisely 7). As the gauge field
already appears in the appropriate form in £, /5, we should not allow for extra gauge field

4The representation of the hyperloops in terms of quiver diagrams, which may include some or all of the
nodes and edges of the original quiver defining the gauge theory, is explained in detail in [9L[10].



terms in C'. An exception to this would arise if B also has gauge fields, a possibility discussed
in Appendix [Cl

The other possibility is that ) annihilates fields from the hypermultiplet. Note that the
action of () on the scalars in (312]) is always proportional to the bilinear of the parameters
7. and 7, that we called II. When II is identically zero, we see that () has a nontrivial kernel
(in this case r! oc %, so they do not form a basis of the scalar fields). One has therefore
to distinguish the cases when II does not vanish (or has isolated zeros) and the case when

IT = 0, studied later in Section

4.1 Deformations with II # 0

Starting from the ansatz ([A.1]), we want to determine the most general F'; B and C' giving
BPS loops, under the assumption that I # 0.

The simplest term to address is C'. The only solutions to QC' = 0 which is at most
bilinear in the fields and excluding the gauge field is C' = diag(c;, ¢/41), a numerical matrix
not containing the fields. Note that we set the radius R of S® to 1, otherwise this should
scale with 1/R on dimensional grounds. The term proportional to the identity is completely
trivial, so we remove it and take C' = diag(0, ¢).

Moving on to F', in order for QF' to involve a derivative in the ¢ direction, F'is restricted
to have the fermions in ([312]). Therefore, if IT # 0, one can take

0  byr®
F=—-iQG G = ) 4.2
! ’ (b“ra 0 ) (4.2)

Here the 0%, b, parameters may be functions of .
In terms of GG, we can combine (3.I7) and (B.1I])) into

—iQ*G = 0,(TIG) —i[LY),, TIG] + i[H?, G] — TG, (4.3)
with the remainder
A 0 O, (b, )r® — iIlbyr!
I1g = v . 4.4
g <8¢(Hba)7’a + IIb' 7y 0 (44)

To evaluate the supersymmetry variation, it is sometimes useful to split the connection into
the diagonal (bosonic) and off-diagonal (fermionic) part: £ = £B + LI and likewise for
L1/2. One can then write

QL =QLi» —iQ*G+ QB
= DA H + 9,(IIG) — i[LY,, TIG) + i[H?, G] + QB — IIG
= DA (H +1IG) — i{ £1),, IG} +i[H?, G] + QB — 11§ (4.5)
= DX(H +11G) 4 i[B, H + TIG] + i[C, H + TIG] + i[H?, G] — TIG
—{QG,H+1IG} — {QH,G} + QB.

10



The terms on the last line are all diagonal and vanish by setting B = {G, H} + IIG?. With
this form for B, also the second and fourth terms on the previous line (which are cubic in
the scalar fields) vanish. Another way to write these equations is in terms of the variations
of the extra terms in £ in (A1)

QB =i{F, Hy+{L{),+ F,AH},

B . (4.6)
QF = 0,AH — z[£1/2,AH] —i[B+C,H+ AH].
We see that this is indeed satisfied with AH = IIG.
The deformed connection can then be written as
L=Lys—iQG+{G H}+1IG* + C, (4.7)

and it is a total derivative if we further impose that the remainders in the last equality of

(£5) cancel
i[C,H +TIG] —TIG = 0. (4.8)

These are four differential equations for b* and b,

d,(Ib") —i(c — DI =0,
9,(ITb*) —ic(a + 1b*) = 0, (4.9)
0,(TTby) +i(c — 1)k =0, '
9, (ITby) + ic(a + ITby) = 0.
Taking ¢(¢) to be the primitive of ¢, the general solution can be written as
I = e gt IIH? =B —a, TIby =¥ 3, by =e "By —a, (4.10)

with constant 5!, 52, 31, Po.

There is a lot of freedom in choosing c. It can in principle be an arbitrary function of
@, but this is a gauge symmetry, which is absorbed in A;,;. We can always fix to the same
gauge as in (B.1]) by setting ¢ = 0. Note that in generic gauges, when ¢ is not periodic, the
parameters b and b are also not periodic (as it was in the original paper [22]).

In the gauge ¢ = 0, the deformed connection (A7) is

£ (Aer e M i) T
i52¢}+ - ie_wﬁlqﬁ_ Aap,[-‘rl + Mabfbra - %(ﬂfﬂil - ﬂ1+122) - % ’
(4.11)
where _ 5 oo
i ip
M=T11" (5f + k © ?15 Z) . (4.12)
e BB BofBt — ¢

11



After fixing a supercharge (), the possible space of hyperloops it generates can be represented
by the matrix M in (&I2). It is given by 4 complex parameters 3 and 3,, modded out by
a C™* action, which is the conifold. This is the same type of moduli space found in [11],10].

Note that the effect of the shift of 32 and 3, by a and @ in (EI0) means that the “origin
of 3 space”, which is the tip of the conifold, is a bosonic loop. We can thus view all the
hyperloops that we find here as deformations around some bosonic loop by some supercharge
that it preserves. This is similar to the structure in [I0], but here we have far more general
bosonic loops (see Section [6.1]) and choose any of the supercharges that they preserve.

Specific examples of hyperloops of this type are presented in Section[6.2] Their symmetry
algebras are also studied there, as well as a closer inspection of the connection between them
and the hyperloops of [10].

4.1.1 The condition II # 0 from an algebraic point of view

The conditions on II being zero or not can be interpreted from an algebraic point of view.
To do that, let us start by looking at the square of the supercharge (8.4]), which using (A.9))
reads

1
Q*=-M_J_ —TlyJy+ 1 J, — AL, — iAabRab, (4.13)

with Il and Il the Fourier coefficients of 1I, defined through
N=Tl_e ™ + 1+ e, (4.14)

and
)\ab = Ezyﬁ;nga A= 6ab)\ab . (415)

As mentioned in Section B Jy and J. are the generators of the conformal group along the
circle, R® are su(2);, generators, and L, is a combination of rotation orthogonal to the circle
and the unbroken u(1)g (see Appendix [A] for further details).

As manifest from (£13)), Q* generically generates s[(2,R) @ su(2);, &u(l),, which is the
algebra preserved by the 1/2 BPS Wilson loop. When II # 0 the conformal generators are
part of this preserved algebra (at least in part). It is now possible to consider subcases of
the condition II # 0 in which one progressively decouples some of the generators on the right
hand side of (£I3]). This imposes conditions on the parameters 1 and 7, which we derive
below and which are going to be useful in Section [6] where we construct specific examples.

We start by considering cases in which the su(2)y is “turned off”. In order for the
contribution of R® to Q? to vanish, one must require that A\, in (EI5) be antisymmetric.
This implies that

>\11 = Elj’f_]i’f]{ = O, (416)

12



which allows to deduce 7} o< 7}, and similarly for A\gy and 7%, 5. We may then factorize these
parameter in terms of some other quantities carrying a single index, as follows (bars do not
indicate complex conjugation, as usual)

= WS, 1 =ws",
7—71 —1 2 7]1 1 ) (417>
772:w2t ) 7]2:U)2t.
It remains to impose
Ao+ g1 = (e,]sltj)(e“bwawb) =0, (418)

which can be achieved by setting either s o< ' or w, < w,. As a consequence, the remaining
parameters that determine Q% are given by

A = (€,s8't?) (w1wy + Wawy) II = (sleﬂw2 + s’"e_"“”/z)2 €W wy - (4.19)

In order to avoid that II = 0, we must ensure e*

wewp # 0, which implies €,s't? = 0. In
particular, the contribution of L, vanishes automatically. In other words, Q% € s0(2,1).
More restrictive cases can be easily constructed by considering special choices of s!, s". In
particular, setting s” = 0 gives Q2 o J, and similarly s' = 0 gives Q% oc J_.

Next, one could maintain the su(2);, and set instead individual Fourier coefficients of II
to zero, looking, for example, to the case Q* € u(1),, ® su(2), ® u(1);,. The contributions

of Ji to Q? vanish if and only if
€Uy, =0, ey =0, (4.20)
namely if the n’s are linearly dependent

l l r r
=tw,, L =1 24,
T " (4.21)

ﬁfl = thw,, m=1tz,.

Without loss of generality, one can take z,w to be normalized, finding the corresponding

parameters
I = (" zwy) (e,0)

) L /0 1 4.22
Aap = (€,8't) 20wy + 5t <(1] 0) (e 2cwa)eap 2

)
One could go on and, for example, turn off II_ and Ily by imposing

0=emmy, 0= e o, + <, (4.23)
which is achieved by taking
Na = $Way 1y = SW,, (4.24)
and yields
Aap = 8 (inb - wanll,) — twawy . (4.25)
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The specific cases considered above do not form an exhaustive classification of super-
charges with Il # 0, but have been selected because they are of interest in the study of
some loops, like the bosonic loops in Section Supercharges whose squares are a linear
combination of both su(2), and conformal generators can nonetheless be easily constructed.

4.2 Deformations with II =0

The analysis above gives Wilson loops rather similar to those already studied in [10] (though
far more general). As seen, it requires that the function I be non-zero. Now we turn to look
at the interesting case when

I1 = (7jv)1(n0)2 — (v)2(nv)1 =0, (4.26)

and define B
£ = (mo)1 _ (V)2 (4.27)

thus £(¢) € CU {o0}.
This case is subtle because the supercharge @ in (3.4) annihilates the rotated scalars
(B12) and, furthermore, the pairs of rotated fields are not linearly independent

’r’l —_= 67’2’ 772 — —gfl . (428)
For convenience we define (assuming (7v); # 0)
A= F=—f, (4.29)

and an orthogonal pair which are not annihilated by @)

rt = (iv)eq" — (v)1q”, rL = ()hiq + (V)2 - (4.30)
We then find that
Qrt = AP +s,),  QFL=—A@WL — ),

Qrt = —A ((@5 —&rl - %&(wr“ - 7“”’/I+1)) : (4.31)
QrL = A ((i&o& =+ %£(Vz+1fn - anz)) :
where
A= ()1 + (v)3 (4.32)

and similarly to (3.16)

Tllﬂ_ + T’J‘f” = Avy, ﬂ_?“” + 77||7’J' =Avryg . (4.33)
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We can apply now the same formalism as in the II # 0 case and take
L=2Lyp—iQG+{G H}+C, QC =0. (4.34)

H is the same as above, see (3.19), which in the new notations becomes

H— <a§7:” O‘g”) . (4.35)

In G we include only r+ and 7, and C' may contain scalar bilinears as well as the numerical
factors discussed before

_ 0 BJ_TJ_ . B”’I’H’FH 0
“= (5%1 0 ) C_( 0 gurnrnﬂ)- (4.36)

QG gives a single linear combination of the fermions {1j_ + 13, . In Appendix [Clwe explore
the possibility of adding another combinations of the fermions, but find that this can only
be done in the case of £ = 0, presented in Section [£.2.1] below.

Going back to the deformation (4.20]), one can get QL = DgH , provided that

Q°G =[G, H’| + [C, H]. (4.37)

Unlike the II # 0 case, here H remains the same regardless of the deformation.
Besides, one can check that the cubic terms inside Q>G cancel [G, H?] + [C, H| provided
gl = B”. The remaining equations for the terms linear in the scalars are

ABLO,(e%€) = —iecar, ABHO, (7€) = —ie?tca, (4.38)

which are simple algebraic relations on $+, 3, and c.
In the generic case, we can have

[ — Agp,] + Mabraflih_ %(I[/l[ii _P“;g) _Z(d + fABL)%_ - ZABJ.¢2+
i+ AB)y —iEABY? Ay i1+ M ryr® — %(ﬁprlil - la[+122) +c— % ’
(4.39)
where , ~
0 = + §aﬁl)
M, = ( . kA , 4.40
ﬁ + Ozﬁj‘ B” ( )

with a,b =1,]|. Plugging in the solutions of (3§]), the resulting loops generically preserve
only one supercharge. However, at some special points we find supersymmetry enhancement.
In fact, we find some very interesting subclasses of those loops, which are analyzed in detail
in Section
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4.2.1 The special cases: £ =0 and £ = o0

Two further degenerations of the IT = 0 supercharges are when ¢ in (£27]) vanishes or is
infinite. Both cases are equivalent under the replacement of n with 7 (or Q?"* and Q%“_)
and for simplicity we focus on & = 0. This means that the supercharge () is comprised of
only the four supercharges Q%“_ and is nilpotent Q% = 0.

In all cases when IT = 0, we have two scalar fields rl and 7 in (A29) that are annihilated
by Q. For & = 0, as can be seen from (4.31]), there are also two fermionic field in the
hypermultiplet annihilated by ). Those are v, and @E}r and we can therefore insert any
distribution of these fields in the hyperloop while still preserving supersymmetry.

As the bottom left entry in £,/ is comprised of IE}H see ([B0), the matrix H appearing
in the variation of L, is upper-triangular, as can indeed be read off from (£33). To
construct the deformed loops we take G as in (£.36]) and add the extra fermionic fields to C.
Alternatively, they can also be added as extra terms into ' beyond QG

_( 0 A _ (Birlmy o
“= <5L71 0 ) ’ ¢= ( bt 5”7’”7“7':-0 : (4.41)

Plugging G and C into QL = Df;H , one gets again the same condition that appeared in
(4.31), which can be solved by

§=c=0, B =p. (4.42)
This gives the superconnection
r_ A%] + Mab’l“a'Fb _Ei(:l}i[ii - [LIQQ) _Z.O?Z}_i— + (5 _~iABil)¢%+ 5 1)
i(o+ ABH)YL Aprer+ Moror® = 5 (fiy 0f = Fa3) =9
(4.43)

where M," is the same as (£40) with ¢ = 0. Note that § and 3, appear only as the
combination & — A3, so we can eliminate any one of them.

The same answer is found from a different approach in Appendix[C] where extra fermionic
fields are added in F'.

4.2.2 The condition II =0 from an algebraic point of view

As done for IT # 0 in Section 4.1.1] one can consider the condition IT = 0 from an algebraic
point of view. Here we give a complete classification of all possible subcases. From the
discussion around {.20), with Q* € u(1) 5, ®su(2),®u(1);, , the conditions on 7, i’ for II to
vanish are easily derived, since one only needs to enforce [Ty = 0, so that Q* € su(2),®u(l),, .
By (&22), there are two possibilities: either €®z,w, = 0 which implies Ay, = A\, and
Q? € su(2), or €,t't! = 0, which implies A\ = —A\p, and Q* € u(1), .
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In the former case, Q? € su(2)r, one can let 2, = w, without loss of generality, leading

to
Q? o wewy R™ . (4.44)
The functions £ and A are given by
th 4 e~tetr iod o
$= gy A=) (4.45)

In the case Q* € u(1)r,, one may write instead t* = ¢ s*,t* = t s*, leading to
Q? x e®zwy L, (4.46)

as well as to

te~

6 - E ’

A= Feiso <6i<p(8l)2 + 6—2'30(87’)2 + QSlST(GabZawb)> ) (4'47>

Finally, when both of the conditions above are met the supercharge becomes nilpotent,
Q? = 0. The parameters are of the form

Ny = ap'wg , Ny = ap' W, . (4.48)

This factorisation is expected since each term in (4I3]) antisymmetrises over either ¢, or
a,b (or both). The functions £ and A take the simple form
ae™"

§=—r, A =a*(e%pt + p)2. (4.49)
a

Note that the function £ provides a handy way of distinguishing these cases. Concretely,
D, (e€) = 0 if and only if Q* € u(1)r,. £ vanishes identically if and only if @ is composed
entirely of barred supercharges.

5 Longer quivers and twisted hypers

All the constructions in Section M involve only two nodes of the quiver. Here we turn to
hyperloops coupling to more nodes. As a guiding example and starting point of the deforma-
tion, we consider the 1/2 BPS loop on two pairs of nodes, with undeformed superconnection

given by
A —iarp i 0 0
i _1
Lop |1Vl Ama—g 0 0 (5.1)
0 0 A1+27_— c _ZOKI+2¢1+2,1—
0 0 ia1+2¢}+27+ Arpz —c— %
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We introduce a constant shift ¢ between the two pairs of nodes representing the effect of
a U(Nyy1) gauge freedom. In this block-diagonal form, there is no restriction on c¢. The
resulting Wilson loop is well defined with constant a5 and a, o satisfying ay i oayio = 2i/k.
We find (the supertrace sums lines with signs +, —, +, —)

W = sTrPexpi%Edw = Wi r41) + exp <—i%cdgp) Wirso,1+3) - (5.2)

Clearly with this block-diagonal structure, we can take any linear combination of the two
Wilson loops. Adding deformations by the hypermultiplets keeps the block-diagonal struc-
ture, so again it works with any c¢. As already noted in [10], deformations by twisted
hypermultiplets with ¢, are more subtle and fix c.

The Wilson loop based on (5.1]) still satisfies QL; /o = Dil/ *H, this time with

0 arr? 0 0
r 0 0 0
H— Qrry2 B ) (5.3)
0 0 0 Q1427749
0 0 arpolryon 0
It is now natural to rotate the fermions from the twisted hypermultiplets
ﬁl— = _(m_J)a?Ea— ) ﬁ?i- = (ﬁv)alﬁ-v p:l+ = €ab(ﬁv)a1;b+v 52— = Eab(nﬂ)ad;b— ) (5.4)
such that the supersymmetry transformations are
~ 9 ~ 1 :i_: :2_:
Qii=py, Qis=p_, Q7 =p-, QT =pis. (5.5)
The double variations are then
21 1 .
Q? gi = ( i + Ari1Gi — Q1AI+2) ; 7”27’ gi — qir 7"2) - 55 b(nv)a(n03v)bqi )
21 1w - -
Q g = H(Z oGy + Arp1Gs — 92AI+2) ; 7“27’ ds — Qa7 7°2) 25 b(ﬁagv)a(nv)b%, (5.:6)
5.6
2 =i =i _ 1 ab/ — _\ =
= T(i0,G" + Ars2G" — (" Arg1) — —(P1ag! = @'7ar%) = S (10 0)a(n0)ed
2 I I _
= 11(40 L3+ Ara@ — § -AI—H) —(r*rg’ — ¢ror®) — € *(710)a(nov )" -
Using (B.15), the linear terms above can rewritten as
e (0)a(nov), = —i0,I1 — X, e (Ro*v)a(n)y = —i0,I1 + X, (5.7)
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such that the double variations become

- o 1. - U
Q%G =11 (Z%Qi —gGitla+ Ar1qi — Q1«41+2) — —(rar?qy — Gi7°T2)
- S - . o
Q*¢ =11 (7'84,0(]2 t3hkt gy + Ar1Gs — qum) —(Far?Gy — Gy 1)
| L (5.8)
Q% = (z@q +2q + TG + Arsag' _Q-AI—H) 7°2772€]1—C]17727’2),
= . = 1 = = = = _ =9 =) _
Q2q2 =1I <18¢q2 - §q2 + Fq2 + A1+2q2 - Q2AI+1) - ?(727”2(12 - q2r27’2) )
where for latter convenience we introduce
1/. A -1/ A
5.1 Deformations with II # 0
We now proceed to deform the loop (51)) as in ([4.1]). We take G to be of the form
0 brart 0 0
G _ b?FIa 07_ d}+lgf+li B O ] (510)
0 dri i§}+1 0 brigar 112
0 0 b(}+2f1+2a 0

We allow a coupling to all the scalars in the hypermultiplets, but in the twisted hypers we
restrict to ¢, and gj,,. The second pair of scalar fields is examined below.
Using (5.8)), the analogue of (£3) adapted for a longer quiver is

—iQ*G = 9,(IIG) —i[L}),, TIG] + i[H?, G] — TIG, (5.11)
with
0 D, (Iby o)1$ 0 0
IG = Oy (110471 4 0 Op (1d") 11 1 0
0 acp(Hdi)(j}-i-l 0 aso(HbI-i-2 a)r?+2
0 0 O, (TIb, ) Pri04a 0
g so( I+2) I+2 (5‘12)
0 —iHb[ 17’} 0 . 0
illb7y 0 —ill(c—=T)d'Grsi 0
0 ill(c+D)dig 4 0 —illbro17} 4y
0 0 ilIb} T ri01 0

Proceeding as before, the analogue of (L) sets B = {G, H} + IIG? and supersymmetry
invariance of £ now requires solving

i[@ H+ HG] - HG =0, C= diag(cl, Cr+1, Cr+2, CI+3) . (5-13)
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We recover two copies of the equations (&3), now for by, by, by, and bro. In addition,

using '+ I' = 49, In 11, we find the two following equations for d,,,; and dt 41
a@(d.if-i-l) —i(cry1 — Cry2+c+ f)fz.iurl =0, (5.14)
Op(Ild 1) +ilcrpn — crpp+ e+ D)Ild; 41 =0.

Note that these involve not only the numerical factors arising from C' but also the relative
shift ¢ that was left arbitrary in (5.]). In particular, we can make use of this gauge freedom

to make the convenient choice c;41 = ¢719 = 0 and then with ¢ = —T', the equations above
are solved by
. . 5 .
CEH = 5}4-1 , dryii = % ) (5.15)

with constant d’s. Other gauges are possible, but they are completely equivalent to this one.

One can write the explicit expression for £ using (47). Two points to note are that
in addition to the diagonal bosonic terms and first off-diagonal fermionic terms, there are
also off-off-diagonal bosonic terms that contain the bilinears g, ,i7¢,, and gt +171a- Also,
the diagonal terms in the central nodes now include the modification of the bilinears of the
scalars in the twisted hypermultiplets via

~ . ~  [—i/k+8 6,5 O
M®Gry1aGry » M = ( / 0”1 [t z/k‘) . (5.16)

Instead of writing the full complicated 4 x 4 form of the general £, we look at some special
cases in Section [6.4]
To couple £ to G, 5 and g7, we take instead

0 brart 0 0
g |t 0 diads 0 (5.17)
0 d1+1 24711 0 brio al142
then (B.I1)) holds with
0 0, (Iby o )re 0 0
G — 9 (I167)71 4 0 B Op (1d2,1)d;1 115 0
0 aeo(HdIH 2)‘ﬁ+1 0 a@(HbI+2 a>r?+2
0 0 D (I 5T 1 424 0
0 —iIlby 17} 0 0
illbY7r, 0 —ill(c =T = 1)d4,1G;115 0
0 0 il1b} o Tr 21 0

(5.18)
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This time, (5I3) gives two equations for d;, s and d3,,

Op(dtyy) —i(crer — crpa+c+ T — DIId7,, =

(5.19)
Op(lldyy5) +ilcrn —crpp+ e+ T = 1)dp 5 = 0-

In this case the convenient gauge is c;11 = c;12 = 0 where these equations are solved with
c=—-I"+1and

di =0t dps =57, (5.20)

with constant §’s. Now M is given by

— ik 0
M= o . 5.21
( 0 i/k+ 0710744 2) (5:21)

Notice that we performed the analysis separately for the two pairs of scalars in the twisted
hypermultiplets and the resulting expressions required different conditions on ¢, namely
c=—Iand ¢ = —I'+ 1. To allow L to couple to all scalars of the twisted hypermultiplet at
the same time, these need to be related by a gauge transformation, requiring

¢ 2
c(p) = —/ (T—-T+1)dy = / —dy’, (5.22)
0 o U
to be single valued. Thus, if

"e?m) — expz'% % dp =1, (5.23)

is satlsﬁed L may couple to all twisted scalars, otherwise it may couple either to the pair
Gi,q" or to Gs, ¢ )

To be concrete, if we choose the gauge ¢c; = ¢j11 = ¢y = cryg =0and ¢ = —I', a G
including all twisted scalars is then composed from (5.10) and the gauge transformed version

of (517), giving

brar? 0 0

G = Vi1 _ 0,% . di1ri + 6Zc($)d%+151+12 - 0
0 d1+1iQ}+1 + 6_Z0(¢)dl+1 QQ%H 0 bry2 aT‘}+2

0 0 bf 19T 1424 0

(5.24)
The construction then follows as before. Differential equations for by,, b?, brioa, b¢,, and for

dypris di, ave as in (&9) and (5.14) and are solved by @I0) and (5.15). As for d;, 3, d7, ,,
we find the equivalent to (5.19) in the ¢ = —I' gauge

a@(HeicW d1+1) —ixe’™ d1+1 =0,

g _ (5.25)
O (e P d, 1 5) +ide Pd, 15 =0,
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which is still solved by (5.20).
We found therefore the form of £ coupling to both twisted scalars, under the condition
(5.23)). Now M is given by

3 = (TR Sadn ¢ 00 (5.26)
e 01 ik 40710009

A special case of this construction was already carried out in [10]. In the parameterization
of that paper, II = 1 and A\ = cos#, with 6 the so-called “latitude” angle. It was then
possible to include all scalar fields in G for § = 0 (see equation (4.9) of [10]). The analog
of the obstruction (5.23]) arose there for 6§ # 0 (see the comment below (5.15) of [10]). The
reasoning for that is precisely the fact that e¥) = ¥ considered there is not single
valued.

5.2 Deformations with II =0

Generalizing Section to allow for twisted hypers, we start again with the 1/2 BPS loop
with four nodes in (5]). H is the same as in (5.3]), now written generalizing (435]) to

0 ar 0 0

H— —04157”1” 0 0 ) O | (527)
0 0 0 QryoTy.o
0 0 —ar2dlre 0

As before, the fact that II = 0 implies that the variation of the deformed loop is still a
covariant derivative of H regardless of the deformation. Since H does not include twisted
scalars, we do not expect the relative shift between the two pairs of nodes (¢ in (5.1])) to be
fixed by the requirement that the deformed loop is supersymmetric. Below we see that this
is indeed the case.

The II = 0 version of the double transformations (5.6)) is

_ 20 . o A
Q*qi = 7ErG — @irl'm) + Sai
N 20, . o A
Q%G = T-E(7yras — @) — Sas
A 2" (5.28)
Q*q' = E&(T”Wil — gyl - 50
=9 27/ _ =9 =) _ )\ =
Q¢ = Eﬁ(T’”anQ — gyl + §q2 :

The building blocks are then the 4 x 4 versions of G and C' (we set ¢; = ¢j4o = 0 for
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convenience)

0  Brurt 0 0
G- BrirL 9 d"Griva 0
0 ddg([l+1 . 0 Bl+2 J_T%+2 ’
0 0 7
L Briolr+21 0 (5.29)
51”7’]7’[” 0 0 0
C— 0 5yf[||ry+01+1 ) 0 0
0 0 BraayrlaTrez) 0
0 0 0 BliaTriz | es + Cris

With these in hand, the superconnection £ = L/, —iQG + {G, H} + C is supersymmetric
provided that the same condition as in (£37) is obeyed.
The analysis for the § parameters follows as in the 2-node case. Cubic terms on the fields

cancel for BI” = ﬁﬂ and BI+2|| = ﬁﬂ 4o- Linear terms are such that we find, in addition to
(E33), its I + 2-node version

ABr1210,(e'%€) = —ie"crpsy 2, AB120,(e%€) = ie¥crisariag . (5.30)

For the central block containing the d parameters, one realizes that the cubic term in
the double variations (5.28)) is exactly equal to [G, H?]. There is no contribution related to
d from [C, H], so one is left with the linear terms arising from Q*G

0
N ~0. (5.31)
—5(dig" = dsq”) 0

Solutions with nonvanishing d parameters and a non block-diagonal structure are only pos-
sible for supercharges with
A=0. (5.32)

In this case there are no constraints on d* and d,, and they can be arbitrary functions. At the
level of the algebra, see Section [£.2.2 this means that loops in this section are constructed
from Q’s that square only to su(2); generators R%.

Note that as anticipated the derivation above does not set restrictions on the relative
shift ¢ appearing in (5.0I), in contrast to the IT # 0 case. We examine some special cases of
the resulting operators in Section [6.5]
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5.2.1 The special cases: £ =0 and £ = ©

The analysis of £ = 0 and £ = oo follows in analogy with Section 2.1l As before, both
cases are equivalent under the replacement of n and 7, so we focus only on the £ = 0 case.

Here, since we are considering longer quivers coupling to twisted hypermultiplets, we
need to include in G not only v+, 7, but also the twisted scalars that are not annihilated by
Q. From (G55) we see that these are ¢j and 52, so we have

0 pBrt 0 0
1 Czi 5
G — bt 92 9r+1i 0 . (5.33)
0 d?QI—i—l 0 Bryor I+2
0 0 Brofisor 0

Conversely, the fields ¢; and éi are annihilated by () and are included in the matrix C.
In addition to them, we should also include p2 and p;, which are the linear combination of
fermionic fields from the twisted hypermultiplet that are annihilated by (). Thus, we have
(setting again ¢; and ¢y, o to zero for convenience)

f{{ 0rray 714@”12 0
oo | o s gt erta] e
V3q} 17| 5I+1ﬁ1+}z1+ Kryo Or42Wr 05y
0 VaTr42| Qi1 O1+2¥lpo, Kivo 4 crys
with K; = A7) + mra1d41 500 and Kr = By + m1@)_1Gr_y 5.

As before, the superconnection £ = Ly, —iQG+{G, H } 4 C'is supersymmetric provided
that (£37) is obeyed. This is solved by

B[H = 51|r| ’ BI+2|| = ﬁLg ) Y142 = Y27, (5.35)

and by setting the remaining parameters in C' to zero, except for 67, d742 and 74, which
are left arbitrary. We write down the resulting operator at the end of Section

6 Special cases

Having carried out the systematic construction of BPS hyperloops described above, we turn
now to some special examples of the constructions. This includes making contact with
previously described operators and identifying new ones. Our emphasis is on operators
preserving more than one supercharge.
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6.1 Single node bosonic loops

We start with the simplest possible BPS Wilson loops in three-dimensional Chern-Simons-
matter theories, those involving only a single node and L is a 1 x 1 block with only the gauge
field and bilinears of the scalars. The first such bosonic loops were constructed by Gaiotto
and Yin in off-shell A/ = 2 language in [36]. Analogues of them in ABJ(M) theory were
described in [37-39] and that description carries over also to N = 4 theories. Such loops
preserve at most four supercharges. The other previously identified family of bosonic loops
are the “bosonic latitude” loops of [21126]10], which preserve a pair of supercharges.

To get such loops in our setting we may decouple the nodes by simply setting ! = 5% =
B1 = B2 = 0 in the analysis of Section @ for the case II # 0 (we comment below on the
case I = 0). This eliminates all the fermions in the superconnection £, which becomes
block-diagonal with a connection in the /-th block taking the form

A=A, + %H_l(rlﬁ 27, — %(gii — i), (6.1)

It is easy to show that these loops preserve at least two supercharges. Consider in fact

the supercharge @)’ gotten by the replacement 7, — —7 in (3.4])

Q' = QX —q(ah), Q. (6.2)

Under this change of sign, IT — —II, 72 — —r? and 7; — —7, such that (6.1)) is left invariant.
Note that because II # 0, @ is the sum of barred and unbarred supercharges and by the
above argument these must be preserved separately.

Alternatively, this can be seen by investigating the bosonic symmetries. In particular,
note that the transverse rotation 7', keeps the loop fixed pointwise, and therefore acts
trivially on the scalars as well as on the parallel component of the gauge field, the only fields
in the bosonic loop. Closure of the symmetry algebra then implies that, in addition to @),
the supercharge [T, Q] is preserved by the loop. From (A.f) we see that this generates @',
so we come to the same conclusion as above (an analogous argument can be made using the
generator R3).

A useful way to write the connection (6.1]) is in terms of the moment maps u%, as

A= Ap e (o 0 =)+ 208 = 2uty) = £ = ). (63)
with (n7) (70)
_\nvn __\nvh

T Y G o

which are generally linear fractional transformations of € (B.5) (and as usual, they are not
conjugates).
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The most degenerate case is when both x and ¥ have no ¢ dependence. This requires the
numerators and denominators to be proportional to each-other, spanning a two dimensional
space of n’s and likewise 7’s. This implies that the loop preserves 4 supercharges and having
no ¢ dependence, it also preserves the SO(2,1) conformal group. To recover the Gaiotto-
Yin Loop [36] we take y = 1/x — oo. Other values of x, y are related by the action of the
complexification of the broken SU(2), symmetry.

When Y is a constant and y depends on ¢ (or vice versa), there is only partial degeneracy,
and the loops preserve three supercharges, or are 3/16 BPS. Such loops have not been
previously discussed in the literature.

When both y and x depend on ¢, the loops preserve a pair of supercharges. A sim-
ple example is when they are just monomials, for example Y = —tan(f/2)e™"% and y =
cot(0/2)e~*. The connection takes the form

A=A, — % (cosO(p'y — %) +sinfe ¥ p'y +sinfe¥p?)) — %(ﬂii — /122) . (6.5)
These are the latitude loops found in [21I] and studied in [26,[10]. As the ¢ dependence
breaks conformal invariance, acting with the (complexified) conformal group SLs(C) on the
loop above generates many other loops, including those where xy and y are proper rational
functions and not mere monomials.

There are yet more peculiar bosonic loops that preserve two supercharges, but are not
similar to the latitude loops. Representatives of those have

x=e ¥+, Y=e"%—v, (6.6)

with an arbitrary parameter v.

Despite all the machinery in the previous sections, the analysis of the most general
BPS bosonic loop requires yet further techniques, so those will be explored in a future
publication [40]. That exploration will also relax the condition in this paper that the loops
arise from continuous deformations of the 1/2 BPS loop, which could give rise to further
BPS bosonic loops.

6.2 Two-node hyperloops with Il # 0

Let us look now at some special examples of the hyperloops with two nodes constructed
in Section 1l Examining (£12), the most symmetric possibility is that M is proportional
to the identity, restoring SU(2), symmetry. There are two such solutions. The first with
B' = B; = 0 and (%3, = 2i/k, which is just the original 1/2 BPS loop in (3.I)). The second
has 32 = P, = 0 and B'f; = —2i/k, which is the second 1/2 BPS loop with the same
symmetries in ([B.7) (albeit written in a different gauge).

A less symmetric case is when M is diagonal, but not necessarily proportional to the
identity, so when 3182 = 3,8 = 0. If f* = 2 =0 or B; = B, = 0, the connection becomes
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upper or lower triangular, respectively. As discussed in [ITL0,10], the resulting loops are
effectively the same as if all the 3¢ = (B, = 0, since they are all identical as quantum
operators. The interesting case is then when 51 = ' = 0 or 3, = % = 0. Taking the former
as an example, we find

o [ Aer MO = (R~ ) ~ifatri_ |
i5*r, Ap i1+ MOy — Ly it — fipegs®) — 3 )
(6.7)
with ,
L 0
M =111 (k _ ) ) 6.8
0 BB — ¢ (68)

In addition to the supercharge @), these hyperloops preserve a supercharge )" arising from
same 7 but with 7, — —n.. The argument is identical to the case of the bosonic loops
presented in Section In this case we see that the fermionic terms are unchanged if we
keep the same 8’s and M — —M, so the diagonal entries M, 'r'r; and M,?r*r, are also left
invariant. The requirement that M is diagonal guarantees, therefore, that the loop is also
invariant under (" and is 1/8 BPS.

Thus, for any choice of Q) with IT # 0, if we restrict the parameters such that ' = 5, = 0,
we find a family of 1/8 BPS hyperloops parametrized by 52 and (,. However, as we can
conjugate L by a constant matrix

Lo (é qu) c (é 2) , (6.9)

this gauge transformation eliminates one of the parameters, and we end up with a one
(complex) dimensional moduli space.

This is very similar to the discussion in [10], but it is much more general, as it works
with any of the supercharges @ in (3.4) with IT # 0. To make contact with the constructions
in [I0] we can look at the moduli space of 1/4 BPS hyperloops studied there, which are
all deformations of the usual bosonic Gaiotto-Yin loops [36]. Those loops preserve a one-
dimensional conformal group, under which the supercharges are charged. Looking at the
algebra (4.13)) and requiring only conformal transformations in the square of the supercharge
imposes €, (7.1] + 7in2) = 0. To realize this, we choose two vectors w, and w, (as usual,
bar does not indicate complex conjugation). For an arbitrary vector s', define parameters

7, n as
Ny = Was', 1, = Wes". (6.10)

The resulting supercharges are all linear combinations of
wa Q¥ w,Ql, (6.11)

whose anticommutators generate the bosonic algebra so(2, 1)@®u(1), where the u(1) summand
is generated by L, + %wawbR“b (see Section AL.T.T] for details).
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In [10] the vector w, was 62 and w, was d.. Other choices can be achieved by an SU(2),
rotation. What was more restrictive there is that only a single choice of @) (or s*) was used.
As long as we turn on only the parameters as in (6.8]), we preserve all the supercharges in
(6.11)), so any choice (with II # 0) is equivalent. When turning on more § parameters, we
find different moduli spaces, depending on the exact choice of (). Our analysis here therefore
generalizes also this simple case of deformations of the 1/4 BPS bosonic loop.

As discussed in Section [6.I] there are several new bosonic loops generated by our con-
struction that are not related to those in [I0]. Clearly their deformations with 5 # 0 are
also new.

6.3 Two-node hyperloops with IT =0

This case is presented in Section [4.2] where it is shown that the general deformation is of
the form (£34) with G and C as in (36)), subject to the constraints that 3 = 8l and the
conditions on 3, 8+ and ¢ in ([E38). The resulting expression for £ is then in (Z39).

A simple way to find loops with enhanced supersymmetry is when the superconnection
is invariant under su(2), which arises when Mabr“fb o vr. Looking at the expression for v
in (433) and M in (£40), we see that one needs to impose

gl=0, B =ap". (6.12)

These equations are consistent with (IZBE)H, combining all the parameters to a single periodic
function v = 1 — ikAaB+ appearing in the superconnection as

_ A%I + %77’/.1 - %(Ialii - ﬂfg) _%(7 + 1)¢i—' - %(7 - 1)5_.17/’24-
Ty + 1)y — Z(r - DEP2 - Aprn + YV — %(ﬁfﬂil - ﬁngz) +c— %

and ¢ = 519, log(¢e').

The degree of supersymmetry enhancement depends on the choice of supercharge ().
Specifically, following Section [4.2.2] we distinguish three cases.
6.3.1 1/8 BPS loops

First, suppose 0 # Q% € su(2);. Putting together (£2I)) and (424), one sees that the
parameters 7, 7 may be cast into the form

Ny =t We, 1y =1tw,, (6.14)

with some vector w, # 0 and €,t"t? # 0. Acting on the resulting supercharge with su(2)y,
we find that, regardless of the choice of w,, the loop preserves the two supercharges (with a

S[@3R) is also solved with & = &ye ", with a constant &y # 0, arbitrary S+, 3., 8l = B and ¢ = 0.
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convenient normalization)

Q= (tl QN +1 (0'1)25@%1> ; Q2 = (tZ Q2 + 1 (JQ?Q?) . (6.15)

1 1
\/ €yt \/ €yt

Using ([A.9) it is easy to verify that their anticommutators generate su(2)p,

(@@} =R {QuQ) =Ry {QuQ}=-3R . (610)

6.3.2 1/4 BPS loops and conformal loops

Another case is when the supercharge satisfies 0 # @* € u(1),. In this case, as derived
in (L47), we have £ = e ", which immediately implies ¢ = 0. As discussed in Section £.2.2]
the parameters of () take the form

l l T T

. = S w,, , = 1S 24,
T—]l ol ,r—]r rar (617>

n, = ts'w,, n, =18 24,

where both €®w,2z, # 0 and s's” # 0. Knowing that the loop is invariant under su(2)y
we can project ([6.I7) to those terms involving either only w, or only z,. Acting then with
raising and lowering operators projects further to the two components a = 1,2, removing
the dependence on w, and z, altogether, and leaving us with four supercharges

Q1 = tQ* + QM Qs = tQF +1QM

122 | ini2 122 | ini2 (6'18)
Qs = 1Q;" +10Q;, Qs =1Q" +1Q;".

Examining these, we see that they form doublets of s0(2,1) (exchanging [ and r).
The algebra generated by these supercharges is very simple, with the only non-vanishing
anticommutators

{Q1,Qu} = —2ttL,,  {Q2 @3} =2tL, . (6.19)

Note that the bosonic part of this 1/4 BPS algebra is just u(1);,, while su(2);, and the
one-dimensional conformal algebra s0(2,1) act as outer automorphisms.

We noted that the superconnection (6.13) is invariant under su(2),. It is interesting to
check whether it is also invariant under so(2,1). This clearly requires 7 to be a constant,
as otherwise £ is not invariant even under rotations. Considering then a general conformal
generator J = ayJy + agJy + a_J_ and using (A.4)-(A.5), one finds that the conformal
transformation of £ in (6.13)) is a total derivative

JL =Dg(al + H), (6.20)
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with

a=are¥ —iay+a_e ¥, H= ( 8 a?Q ) . (6.21)

The resulting Wilson loops are then invariant under so(2,1) & su(2), @ u(1); , providing a
previously unidentified family of conformal 1/4 BPS loops.

Note that the argument here is classical and as the superalgebra (€19) does not include
the conformal generators, we cannot be sure that it is not spoiled by quantum corrections.

6.3.3 Further 1/8 BPS loops

The last example arising from (6.13]) are loops with nilpotent ). Since this case lies at the
intersection of the previous two, we have to impose all the conditions discussed above. For
the parameters, we have

Ny = ap'Wy , ny = ap'w, . (6.22)

They give a pair of nilpotent supercharges
Q1 = ap'QF +ap'(01),/Q7
Q2 = ap'Q + ap'(01),/Q7,

whose anticommutator vanishes as well.
Another family of loops with enhanced supersymmetry arises if, instead of su(2); sym-

(6.23)

metry (as in (6.13))), we demand conformal invariance from the beginning. Generalising
the discussion in Section [6.3.2] we impose the equation (6.20) directly on the supercon-
nection ([A39). The off-diagonal components of this matrix equation are satisfied, as in
Section [£.3.2 as long as & = e~ and ¢ = 0, which identically solves the supersymmetry
conditions (4.3])). Additionally, if we redefine

o . «

BL:ﬁ(W—l)a ﬁL=2—A£(7—1),

gl = %7“, (6.24)

then we need to impose that v, ¥ and 7!l are constants.
The expression for the superconnection (£39) then becomes

(st MR -l - i) S D — 3 — D€,
SO+ DL =2 (=D& Aprn + Mo Tor® — 1 (i — B 03) —5)
(6.25)
with the couplings to the rotated scalars (£.40) given by

» L (0 F
et (07) o
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The remaining check is whether the diagonal part of equation (620) is satisfied, which
imposes that the couplings to the unrotated scalars ¢%, q, are constant. This can be arranged
in two ways. Firstly, by (@33) we can set ¥ =, 7!l = 0 to obtain scalar terms proportional
to vr, vy without any explicit ¢ dependence. These loops are just the conformal 1/4 BPS
loops described in the previous section.

Alternatively, constant scalar couplings can be obtained for arbitrary v, ¥, vl by demand-
ing instead e®qL77 = 0 or, equivalently, @Q* = 0. In order to derive the symmetries preserved
by these loops, we parametrise the supercharge using (4.48) and act on it with the conformal

generators. This process generates another supercharge, so in total we have
Qi = w, (0@ +aQl"), Q= w, (a2 +aQ}). (6:27)

Both these supercharges are nilpotent and their anticommutator vanishes. By construction,
50(2,1) acts on the algebra as an outer automorphism.

There is yet another example of supersymmetry enhancement without su(2), symmetry,
but with invariance under 7 (but not L, in (A.§))). Recalling that 7 acts diagonally
and separates barred from unbarred supercharges, it is easily seen that the commutator
Q' = [T.,Q] is linearly independent of @), provided ) comprises both barred and unbarred
supercharges (so & # 0, 00). To see which loops are invariant under ()’, we note that keeping
7 and changing 7., — —n. leaves II = 0, likewise A is unmodified, and £ — —¢. Noticing
that (£39) contains terms proportional to both A+ and £ASB+, we have to set 5+ = 0 and
similarly for 3, which by ([&38) also fixes ¢ = 0. The resulting superconnection is

Byl 0
£=£1/2+( 0 I ﬁ”w")’ (6.28)

where §l can be an arbitrary periodic function of ¢. One can check that generically the
supersymmetry is not enhanced further.

6.3.4 The special cases: £ =0 and { =

When ¢ = 0, the superconnection of loops are the same as (£39) with £ = ¢ = 0 and 8+, 5,
and Sl free. If we want to study the su(2); enhanced points, we should impose g+ = gl =0
and get the loops

(6.29)

T

0 0

The case £ = oo is similar with a term on the lower left corner.
In all of these examples the free parameters 8!, 3+ (and in the last case also 3, ) are any

periodic functions of ¢. The reason is most transparent with regards to 4l, as Q annihilates

r"f” and we can insert any density of them along the loop.

31



In Sections 6.1 and above, we noted multiple examples of hyperloops that in
addition to @) preserve also )" with 7, — —n.. They clearly also preserve ) £ @Q’, which are
supercharges with II =0 and £ = 0 and ¢ = cc.

6.4 Hyperloops with twisted hypers and II # 0

To couple our hyperloops to the twisted hypermultiplets, the starting point in Section
is a 4 x 4 superconnection (5.1I) which takes a block-diagonal form and is deformed with
parameters $ and d. Here we focus on special examples of these loops. As a first step, we
set all the 8’s to zero. In the absence of the ¢ terms, this would give a diagonal connection
with only bosonic fields.

With 8 = 0 and ¢ # 0, we find instead a block-diagonal form, with a 2 x 2 block involving
the nodes I + 1 and I + 2, and two decoupled nodes I and I + 3. We ignore in the following
the decoupled nodes and concentrate only on the remaining 2 x 2 block. Note that often the
decoupled nodes do not preserve the symmetries of the central block. This can be remedied
in the setting of a circular quiver.

In the case of a deformation with ¢, and 5} +1, the central block takes the form

L = AeoJJrl + Mbaflbr? + M%@H aglfﬂ - % _i5}+1ﬁ%+1/i . ~
—iIT 01 1112 Agrpo+ MOrt o F sy + M5a5?+151+1a +T
(6.30)
with (see (6.])

i {1 0 ~  (—i/k+6} 0,01 O
M = —11I 1 M = I+1¥1+11 ) 31
k (O —1) ’ < 0 z/k;) (6:31)

This structure is the analog of the two-node quiver with a coupling to a single pair of scalars
in the hypermultiplets as in (6.8). Just as in that example, these loops have enhanced
supersymmetry with the second supercharge ) given by exchanging 7% — —7". So all these
loops are at least 1/8 BPS.

Further supersymmetry enhancement arises in the schemes explained in Section lead-
ing to operators that can preserve either 3 or 4 supercharges. Even further supersymmetry
enhancement arises by setting o, +115} +1 = 2i/k, as then the loop enjoys su(2)r symmetry.
In this case, the analysis of the previous paragraph is extended to supercharges with 1 <> 2
and we have a doubling of the amount of preserved supersymmetry. Note that because of
the 1 <> 2 exchange, these supercharges are not preserved by the original 1 /2 BPS loop, see
B3). The 1/4 BPS loop becomes the 1/2 BPS operator coupling to the single pair of scalars
i, cfi from the twisted hypermultiplet. The 1/8 BPS operator becomes 1/4 BPS and for the
particular parameterization

l

7—7; = 77% = COS 5 ) 7_72 = _77; = sin 5 ) (632>
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we recover the “fermionic latitude” loops constructed first in ABJM theory in [2I] and
generalized to N' = 4 theories in [10], see also [26]. The 3/16 BPS operator becomes 3/8
BPS.

Completely analog constructions arise with 6, ,; = 5} +1 = 0 and nonzero couplings d; ;5
and 512 +1- The most symmetric loop of this class is the second 1/2 BPS loop coupling instead
to the pair of scalars g, 52 The cases with all four § parameters non-vanishing is allowed, as
long as (5.23) is satisfied. The analysis follows as before, but su(2)g symmetry is preserved

only when we restrict to a single pair of 9.

6.5 Hyperloops with twisted hypers and II =0

These operators are considered in Section 5.2, where we find supersymmetric loops built
out of the G and C in (5.29). In particular, the 5 parameters that couple to scalars from
the untwisted hypermultiplet satisfy the same constraints as in the 2-node case, while the
couplings to the twisted scalars, d* and d, are arbitrary periodic functions as long as A = 0.
Denoting the superconnection in (4.39) as Ly—o, the expression we find for £ is

Lo - aydor M}:rm ) 0
L= ~ __ B 'y +Pprg - dd@l+2§1+1a7°y+2
—dor&G7qTr dipreie— + dspryni+
_ =4 EH:()
0 —ar2dadTr42)q7 41

(6.33)
Note that the coupling to the twisted scalar bilinears is unchanged and the M in the central
nodes does not receive contributions from the d’s. In general, these loops preserve a single
supercharge.
One special case is similar to the 1/4 BPS hyperloop of Section 6.3 when ¢ (@27 is of
the form £ye~* with constant &. This can arise with either & = 0" /7" or & = 1! /7' leading
to a two fold degeneracy. This is a symmetry of the superconnection (6.33)) when

d=dy=——, &=d= : (6.34)

and (nv); = (qv)s, (n0); = (nV)2. The resulting hyperloop preserves two supercharges and,
as before, s0(2,1) acts as an outer automorphism on the preserved superalgebra. Unlike
the 2-nodes case in (6.13), there is no way to restore su(2), symmetry and find further
supersymmetry enhancement.

6.5.1 The special cases: £ =0 and { =

In Section [(.2.1] the analysis of the case of & = 0 is extended to include the twisted hyper-
multiplets. Denoting the superconnection in (4.43) as L¢—, the extension to include twisted

33



hypermultiplets gives

r Tg(fqul—i-l? +ard Gy, i) 0
£=0 —iJi ~2 5‘1+2( 5 A CZi ~ ,)7,”
[ — B Prs1,+ a; 11412 10°qr41i) 142
0 (0741 —ids)pre1+ r.
0 0 =0

(6.35)
Note that, as d;41 and ds appear only through the linear combination d;41 — ids, we can
eliminate one of them. Supersymmetry enhancement relying on manifest su(2); symmetry
happens only by setting to zero off-block-diagonal parameters, in which case we simply
recover two decoupled copies of ([6.29]).
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A Symmetries of the 1/2 BPS Wilson loop

We start by recalling that the symmetries of an A/ = 4 superconformal theory on S form
an osp(4]4) = D(2,2) superalgebra, with the bosonic symmetries s0(4, 1) @so0(4). These are,
respectively, the three-dimensional conformal algebra and the R-symmetry algebra. The lat-
ter is conveniently thought of as so(4) ~ su(2), @ su(2)g. The 16 supercharges transform as
conformal spinors under s0(4, 1) and in the fundamental representations of both R-symmetry
su(2)’s.

The circular 1/2 BPS loop breaks part of these symmetries. Specifically, of the conformal
generators, it preserves only the one-dimensional conformal algebra along the contour of the
loop and the rotations in the plane perpendicular to it

s50(2,1)du(l), . (A.1)

su(2)y, is preserved by the loop, whereas su(2)g is broken to u(1) REI

60f course, the choice of which of the R-symmetry factors is broken and which one is preserved is a matter
of which 1/2 BPS loop one considers, as explained in [4].
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We denote the conformal generators along the circle by Jy and Ji, with nonvanishing
commutators

o, Jo] = +Je,  [Jp J ] =2Jp. (A.2)

Parametrising the circle by the angular coordinate ¢, these generators can be represented
by differential operators

JO = —Z.a@, J:t = 6il¢a¢ . (AB)

The action on the fields can be obtained by evaluating the usual conformal transformations
on the circle. Suppressing R-symmetry indices, we find for the bosonic fields involved in our
Wilson loops

JoA, = —id,A,, JLA, = e (0, £1i) A,,
Jog = —10,q, Jiq = %0, +1i/2)q, (A.4)
Jog = —i0,q, Jiq = e (0, £1i/2)q.

The second term in the action of Jy picks up the scaling dimension of the respective fields.
Similarly, for the fermions

Jov = —i (0, +io3/2) 1, Jeth = (0, £ i +io3/2)1, (A5)
Job = —i (0, +i03/2) ¥, Tyt = eX(d, i +ioy/2)1. '
We denote by T, the generator of rotations u(1), in the orthogonal plane to the contour,
which commutes with all other preserved conformal generators. The normalization of T, is
fixed such that

7 7

Ty =gos,  [1L,Q1] =@,
o o a9
Tit = go39, [T, Q7] = —5@r
The generators of su(2),, are Ry, Rs, with commutation relations
[R3, Ry] = £R. [Ri,R_] =2R;. (A7)

As mentioned above, these symmetries are preserved by the loop. We distinguish su(2)g
with bars: Ry, Rs. Only Rj is preserved by the loop. It is also useful to defined the twisted
generator

LJ_ = —1 (TJ_ + %Rg) 5 (A8)
which mixes the rotations in the perpendicular plane in u(1), with the R-symmetry rotations

in u(1) [
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The supercharges preserved by the loop are given in (B3] and anticommute to
{QI Q" = e (Jo+ L) + R, {QI" Q) = s,
{ana Qllb} = _EabJ— ) (A9>
{@.Q} =" (Jo— L1) — R

Here, we have contracted the su(2), generators with the Pauli matrices in the usual fashion
and raised one index by €® (with €!? = 1), such that

R —-R
ab + 3
= ) Al
R <—Rg —R_) (A.10)

In order to fully specify the superalgebra, one computes the commutators of bosonic and
fermionic generators using the super-Jacobi identities. Explicitly, we find that the residual
conformal generators act on the supercharges as follows

m(o)=(G) (@)=
(o) =(8) (@) =(%)
w(g)=3(5) (@) =3(g").
r(g)=(a)  m(a)=-(8):

These (anti-)commutators together with the bosonic structure outlined above define the Lie
superalgebra s[(2|2). As is easily checked, L, commutes with all supercharges as well as all

(A.11)

bosonic generators. Indeed, s[(2]2) is a central extension of the classical Lie superalgebra
A(1,1) by u(1), so this structure is expected [41].

B The covariant derivative

Here we explain what it concretely means when a supersymmetry transformation on a su-
perconnection £ acts as a total covariant derivative, as in (3.20])

QL=TD:H . (B.1)
Consider the open Wilson loop (we shall worry about taking the supertrace later)
2
Waro = Pexpi/ do L, (B.2)
0
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and act with @ on the loop. It is crucial that the superconnection £ = £Z 4+ LF is an even
supermatrix, 4.e. a matrix whose diagonal entries £7 are exclusively bosonic and whose off-
diagonal entries £F are exclusively fermionic, and likewise for the Wilson loop. Commuting
@ through a product of two such superconnections £1 and Lo, one gets Q(L2L1) = Q(Lo) L1+
03L203Q L1, where the Pauli matrix is introduced to flip the sign of the odd part of L;.

Acting with @ on Wy, o, one needs to apply the Leibniz rule, as () can act on any L(¢).
Keeping track of the sign changes, one finds

27
QWi o — iy / dp Wan.» (05QL(0)) W (B.3)
0

Now let us assume it exists an H (), such that QL = 03D5(03H (¢)). Then, by the standard
relations for Wilson loops, one finds

2T
QWQW’O = iUg/ dQO Wgw,@Di(Ugﬂ(@»W%O = ’iH(zﬂ')ngo - i03W2W7003H(0) . (B4)
0

Assuming H (¢) to be periodic and taking the supertrace, one gets
QW = iSTI'(H(O)WQmO — O'3W27|—’00'3H(0)) == ZTI'([O'gH(O), ngo]) =0. (B5)

This implies that the covariant derivative that should appear in the supersymmetry trans-

formations is
QL = 03D5(03H) = 0,H — i[Lyos, H] + i{ Lo, H} . (B.6)

In the main text we write this as DgH , but we really mean the expression above with the
anticommutator of the fermionic part of the superconnection.

If one prefers working instead with bosonic variations, one can introduce a Grassmann
parameter £ and write 0 = £Q). The analogous supersymmetry condition reads

SL =DL(EH). (B.7)

C Extra fermionic terms

In this appendix we examine the possibility to add extra fermionic terms to the F' in the
superconnection, beyond the term —iQG in ([A34]). This term arises in the case of IT = 0
in Section A2, where G includes only two scalar fields (4.36) and, consequently, QG has
only two linear combinations of the fermions (4.31]). To generalize it, we take an extra term
related to the fermions in the original 1/2 BPS connection

F=—iQG+ (D —1)Ly),. (C.1)
Here D = diag(d, d).
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The result of the analysis below is that such addition is only possible for £ = 0 or £ = oo,
and those cases are already treated in Section 2.1l So this appendix leads to no further
hyperloops beyond those described in the main text.

Taking (C.I]) and using the same equations for the variations QB and QF in (&6]), one
gets AH = (D — 1)H, because there is no derivative term in Q*G. Plugging everything
known into (6] yields

—iQ*G = (0,D)H —i[B + C, DH],

, . (C.2)
QB ={QG,DH} +i(det D — 1){Ly,,, H}.

Focusing on the second equation for now and using QH = 0 and Qﬁf/z = i{ﬁf/z, H}, one

gets
@B = Q{DH,G} + (det D — 1)QLY), , (C.3)
which is simply solved by
B={DH,G} + (det D — 1)L, . (C.4)

Extra terms annihilated by @) are included in C.

The case of det D = 1 is simply a gauge transformation, changing o and a. So we are
left with examining the case det D # 1. This results in B having a term proportional to
Ef/z, which includes the gauge fields. Since the gauge fields cannot appear in a Wilson loop
with an arbitrary prefactor (they should have prefactor i), one needs to cancel part of this
term with factors of the gauge field in C'. This amounts to finding a connection annihilated
by @, which one can assume to be purely bosonic: £ = diag(A}, A7, — 1/2). We take

i

_(Mabrafb + ,ai - ﬁ;) ) (05)

A=A, -

where a,b € {||, L}, and the task is now to find the coefficient matrix M,". Using

P} +€02) — (Ein — ¥ )|

. . (C.6)
=AMl 4 Myt (0 — €02) — A(&abi_ + by )(MLry + Mo try)
and imposing QA7 = 0 results in
P i d 2 N =i
Q| Ap— E(—VI + i — fi3) | = —?(&Di_r” + i), (C.7)
which is solved by
E=M*=0, MF=-MI=1/A. (C.8)

We see that indeed this works only for £ = 0 and therefore it falls under the cases already
analyzed in Section [4.2.1]
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To compare with the analysis in Section .2.1] we note that for £ = 0 there are many
specific features, such as Q?>G = H? = 0. We can also check that £{3/2 — LB commutes with

DH and the only remaining supersymmetry conditions is
D,d = —icd . (C.9)

Including the bosonic loop
,L’ B B L ’l i s
A=A, — H(AMH”THT” + rllF, — ) — E(u} — [3), (C.10)
and the analogous expression for A’ ; in C with prefactors 1 —det D and combining all the
terms, one finally gets the superconnection

o (At M, bre, — g(gji — i) —iadyi_ —iABLYs,
Z(Oéd + ASL),@D-%- Acp,l-i—l + Mabfbra - %(,aﬂ_lil - :a[_|_122) +c— % 7
(C.11)

b_ 0 i
Mo = <5Lda + (2dd — 1) % Eﬁ) ; (C.12)

with ¢ = i9,, log d and

where M”” has been absorbed into A, since both of them are free parameters. One can
further absorb d into & and ., which sets ¢ = 0 and replaces & — ad and g+ — prd.
Then, with 4+ = (a(dd — 1) + AB*+d)/A the bottom left entry in £ becomes i(a + AG)t
and the bottom left entry in M,? becomes a3+ 4 i/kA.

This eliminates the parameters d and d from £, so they are completely redundant. Fur-
thermore, we see that these loops are exactly those found directly in the £ = 0 case in (4.43))
in Section EL.2.11
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