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Abstract

We study 2d N = (2, 2) quiver gauge theories without flavor nodes. There is a special class

of quivers whose gauge group ranks stay positive in any duality frame. We illustrate this with the

Abelian Kronecker quiver and the Abelian Markov quiver as the simplest examples. In the geometric

phase, they engineer an infinite sequence of projective spaces and hypersurfaces in Calabi-Yau spaces,

respectively. We show that the Markov quiver provides an Abelianization of SU(3) SQCD. Turning

on the FI parameters and the θ angles for the Abelian quiver effectively deform SQCD by such

parameters. For an Abelian necklace quiver corresponding to SU(k) SQCD, we find evidence for

singular loci supporting non-compact Coulomb branches in the Kähler moduli space.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Two-dimensional gauged linear sigma models (GLSMs) with N = (2, 2) supersymmetry [1] engineer

a large class of Kähler target geometries. GLSMs with Abelian gauge groups have been well studied

in relation to toric geometry and mirror symmetry and then extended to non-Abelian gauge groups.

Quiver GLSMs have recently been studied from various perspectives [2–12], leading to new mathe-

matical structures and physical insights that would not be attainable by considering only a single

gauge node.

Infrared dualities play a central rôle in relating different quiver GLSMs. In [5], building on

earlier works on a single gauge node [13–15] and similar dualities in higher dimensions [16–20], it was

found that under a Seiberg-like duality, gauge theories with unitary groups realize a cluster algebra

structure. The gauge group ranks and the complexified Fayet-Iliopoulos (FI) parameters transform

as cluster variables. The precise matching of parameters has been tested by the sphere partition

function [15, 21]. Of particular interest is the FI parameter, which parametrizes coordinates on the

Kähler moduli space.

The study of quiver GLSMs ties closely with the mathematics of quiver varieties. The sphere

partition function and the vortex partition function are the generating functions of Gromov-Witten

invariants in genus zero [4,22]. Dualities imply the equality of such generating functions up to a cluster

transformation and came to be known as the Mutation Conjecture in the mathematical literature [23].

For An linear quivers, the conjecture has recently been proven in [24].

Infrared dualities motivate us to ask global questions about quiver GLSMs. There is a special

class of quivers that do not break supersymmetry [5, 20]. In the first part of this note, we introduce

the notion of positive GLSM quivers, whose gauge group ranks stay positive in any duality frame.

For unframed quivers without a flavor node, the positivity condition is very restrictive. We illustrate

this with several examples, which have also been studied extensively in quiver quantum mechanics.

For unframed quivers, there is an overall U(1) that decouples in the infrared. The theory lives on a

codimension-1 subspace of the multi-dimensional Kähler moduli space.

We shall identify the simplest positive unframed quiver: the Abelian Kronecker quiver, which is

also the simplest example in quiver quantum mechanics [25,26]. While the n-Kronecker quiver admits

an equivalent framed-quiver description as a U(1) theory with n chiral multiplets, the unframed quiver

allows an infinite sequence of dualities, reminiscent of a duality cascade in 4d N = 1 theories [27].
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Unlike in four dimensions where asymptotic freedom makes an essential distinction between Abelian

and non-Abelian theories, in two dimensions an Abelian theory can be mapped to a non-Abelian

theory by a duality [14, 28]. This leads to infinitely-many equivalent descriptions of the projective

space. We show that the Kähler cones asymptote to a limiting ray.

The next simplest example is the Abelian Markov quiver, which is a conformal quiver that engineers

a Calabi-Yau target space. The 3-Markov quiver has also been studied for D-branes at an orbifold

singularity [25,29,30] and 4dN = 1 theories engineered from D-branes wrapping cycles of local Calabi-

Yau threefolds [31], as well as the related quiver quantum mechanics [25, 26]. With a superpotential

turned off, we describe the target space geometry at each phase of the Kähler parameters, and the flop

transitions between them. When a non-degenerate superpotential is introduced, the theory admits

an infinite number of equivalent descriptions of a hypersurface in the Calabi-Yau space. The infinite

number of duality frames has an interesting global structure of a Bruhat-Tits tree where two theories

are related by a path of dualities. The limiting Kähler cone can be thought of as the moduli space of

the “boundary” theory.

In the second part of the note, we study another relation between Abelian quivers and non-

Abelian theories: Abelianization. We observe a coincidence between the vacuum equations of the

Markov quiver and SU(3) SQCD, which is then generalized to the necklace quiver and SU(k) SQCD.

This is akin to various Abelianization methods where the k U(1) gauge nodes can be regarded as

the Cartan elements of the SU(k) theory [32–34]. SU(k) SQCD with n massless chiral multiplets are

known to be singular for certain choices of k and n, and supports multiple non-compact Coulomb

branches [14]. We find the same phenomena in the Abelian quiver, and the SQCD result can be

recovered by imposing Weyl symmetry and eliminating degenerate solutions.

The Abelian quiver provides more, for one can turn on an FI parameter and a θ angle for each

U(1). One can regard moving into the Kähler moduli space as deforming SQCD by an effective

complexified FI parameter. As the parameters are tuned, we will find singular points associated with

discrete values of the θ angle. In addition to isolated singularities, there can be continuous families

of singular loci. We interpret them as the Lagrange multipliers for unbroken subgroups of SQCD. In

higher dimensions, we find multiple disconnected singular loci of mixed dimensions.

This note is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce quiver GLSMs and review their cluster

algebra structure under dualities. We define the notion of a positive GLSM quiver. In Section 3, we

study the Kronecker quiver and the Markov quiver, and their infinite sequences of duality frames. In

Section 4, we present a correspondence between an Abelian quiver and SQCD. We perform a Coulomb

branch analysis and compute the number of non-compact Coulomb branches. We deform the Abelian

quiver by turning on the complexified FI parameters and find evidence for higher-dimensional singular

loci in the Kähler moduli space.

2 Quiver GLSMs and Duality

2.1 Quiver GLSMs and Symplectic Quotient

A quiver is a directed graph consisting of a set of vertices connected by arrows. There are two types

of vertices known as gauge nodes and flavor nodes in the context of gauge theory. Each gauge or

flavor node corresponds to a U(Ni) gauge or flavor group factor, respectively. A quiver with flavor

nodes is called a framed quiver and one without flavor nodes is called an unframed quiver. We will

be interested in quivers that admit a description in terms of cluster algebras [35]. That is, it is free

of any 1-cycles or 2-cycles and can be represented by a signed adjacency matrix bij . One can also

consider a more general class of quivers by allowing for 1-cycles and 2-cycles. For example, if we
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consider a double quiver by including arrows in the opposite direction and adding a 1-cycle for every

gauge node, then the result is a Nakajima quiver of an N = (4, 4) gauge theory.

Consider a quiver with L gauge nodes and M flavor nodes. To each arrow i → j we associate a

chiral multiplet φi,jα , α ∈ {1, 2, . . . , [bij ]+} in the bi-fundamental representation of U(Ni)×U(Nj). Here

[bij ]+ = max(bij , 0) is the number of arrows from i to j. With respect to a given gauge node i, there

are Nf
i =

∑
j [bij ]+Nj chiral multiplets in the fundamental representation of U(Ni), represented by

the outgoing arrows, and Na
i =

∑
j Nj [bji]+ chiral multiplets in the anti-fundamental representation

of U(Ni), represented by the incoming arrows. The absence of gauge anomaly in two dimensions

implies that Nf
i can differ from Na

i and a freedom in choosing the gauge group ranks. When both

i and j are flavor nodes, there are NiNj gauge-singlet fields for each arrow. We may turn on an FI

parameter ξi and a θ angle for each gauge node. They combine into a complexified FI parameter

ti = 2πξi + iθi . (1)

The θ angle induces a background electric field. It is 2π-periodic because pair creation of charged

particles will screen the electric field [36].

The supersymmetric ground states are determined by the D-term, the F -term, and the twisted

F -term equations. The classical Higgs branch is determined by the vanishing of the D-term equations.

For the i-th gauge node,

Di = −e2
i

∑
j→i

bji∑
α=1

(
φj,iα
)†(

φj,iα
)
−
∑
i→j′

bij′∑
α=1

(
φi,j

′

α

)(
φi,j

′

α

)† − ξi INi
 . (2)

Here ei is the coupling constant.

In the infinite coupling ei →∞ limit, the massive modes are integrated out and it is believed that

the model flows to a non-linear sigma model with the classical Higgs branch of the GLSM [1] as its

target space. The FI parameter controls the size of the target space and is the Kähler class of the

sigma model. It runs logarithmically, with a one-loop exact β function proportional to

βi ∝ Na
i −N

f
i . (3)

When all the β functions vanish, the theory flows to a superconformal fixed point in the infrared,

with a Calabi-Yau target space.

The classical Higgs branch is a quiver variety that arises by a symplectic quotient construction.

Each node corresponds to a CNi and each arrow is a map Mat(CNi ,CNj ). Let

V =
⊕

all arrows i→j

CNi×Nj , G = U(N1)×U(N2)× · · · ×U(NL) . (4)

The gauge symmetry induces a momentum map µ(φ) : V → g∗, defined by the D-term equations (2).

This defines a quiver variety as the symplectic quotient of the level set of the momentum map by the

gauge symmetry

µ−1(~ξ)/G . (5)

A standard example is the flag variety. It is the configuration space of an embedding sequence

CN1 ⊂ CN2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ CNL ⊂ CN , which is called a flag. It is naturally realized as the geometric phase

of a linear quiver with a flavor node at the end [2].

When the quiver is unframed, bij is an L×L skew-symmetric matrix. The FI parameters are not

all independent but satisfy
∑L
i=1Ni ξi = 0. By taking a matrix trace, we see that TrNi

Ä(
φi,jα
)(
φi,jα
)†ä
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with bij > 0 appears with a minus sign in the equation for ξi, and with a plus sign in the equation

for ξj . An overall U(1) decouples and the gauge symmetry is S
[
U(N1)×U(N2)× · · · ×U(NL)

]
.

There is a U(1) R-symmery that act on the chiral fields by φi,jα → λr
i,j
α φi,jα , where λ ∈ U(1). The

R-charges ri,jα ∈ R assign gradings to the arrows. We may turn on a quasi-homogeneous superpotential

W (φ) consistent with the R-charge assignments of the fields such that every term has R-charge 2.

The F -term equations are the critical loci of the superpotential

∂W

∂φi,jα
= 0 , (6)

and define a hypersurface in the quiver variety.

The theory has a classical Coulomb branch of dimension
∑L
i=1Ni parametrized by the complex

scalars σi each taking values in the Cartan subalgebra of the vector multiplet of U(Ni). For an un-

framed quiver, the overall U(1) decouples and the classical Coulomb branch has dimension
∑L
i=1Ni−1.

In the quantum theory, the Coulomb branch is generically lifted and the supersymmetric vacua are

discrete, although non-compact Coulomb branches may survive. It is governed by an effective twisted

superpotential that can be computed from the one-loop renormalization of the tree-level FI term

W̃ = −
∑
i ti σi:

W̃eff =−
∑

all gauge nodes i

[
ti

Ni∑
a=1

(σi)a − iπ
Ni∑
a<b

(
(σi)a − (σi)b

)]

−
∑

all arrows i→j

Ni∑
a=1

Nj∑
b=1

(
(σi)a − (σj)b

)[
log
(
− i
(
(σi)a − (σj)b

))
− 1
]
.

(7)

The second term in the first line is the contribution from the off-diagonal vector multiplets that

contributes an effective θ angle (Ni + 1)π. When j is a flavor node, then σj is the twisted mass. The

−i factor in the logarithm matches with the convention of the sphere partition function in [15].

The Coulomb vacua are given by the solutions of the twisted F -term equations

exp

Ç
∂W̃eff

∂(σi)a

å
= 1 , (8)

modulo action by the Weyl group. Because the effective twisted superpotential is derived based on

the assumptions that the gauge group is broken to its Cartan subgroup and all massive fields can be

integrated out, we should exclude the solutions (σi)a = (σi)b for all a 6= b and (σi)a = (σj)a for all a

between neighboring nodes with bij 6= 0.

2.2 Duality as Cluster Transformation

We summarize the main features of the Seiberg-like duality for 2d quiver gauge theories below,

focusing on the cluster algebraic structure. Dualities for general quivers with 1-cycles, i.e. adjoint

chiral multiplets, have also been studied [5, 6], although they do not realize a cluster algebra. See

[37, 38] for comprehensive reviews, including localization computations essential to precisely match

the parameters.

A Seiberg-like duality generally maps a gauge theory A with Nf chiral fields φ in the fundamental

representation of the gauge group and Na chiral fields φ̃ in the anti-fundamental representation to

another gauge theory B with Nf anti-fundamental fields φ̃′, Na fundamental fields φ′, NfNa gauge-

singlet fields M , and a superpotential of the form W = Tr(Mφ′φ̃′). The quivers of dual theories are
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z

NN f N a

z−1

N′ N f N a

W′ = Tr (Mϕ′ ϕ̃′ )

M

W = 0

μϕ ϕ̃ ϕ̃′ ϕ′ 

Figure 1: The Seiberg-like duality for a U(N) gauge theory with Nf fundamental and Na anti-
fundamental chiral multiplets. The quiver undergoes a mutation, generating NfNa gauge-singlet fields
and a superpotential. The gauge group ranks and the FI parameters transform as cluster variables.

shown in Fig. 1, which realize a quiver mutation. A mutation µk is a local operation on a gauge node

in three steps:

1. Reverse the directions of all incoming and outgoing arrows.

2. For each path between j → k → i, form a cycle by connecting i to j.

3. Remove pairs of opposite arrows to eliminate 2-cycles.

Flavor nodes do not mutate and are also called frozen nodes.

z

NN f N a
ϕ ϕ̃

W′ ′ = Tr (MM′ ) + Tr (M′ ϕϕ̃)

z

NN f N a

W′ ′ red = 0

M′ 

M

Reduce
ϕ ϕ̃

Figure 2: Integrating out quadratic terms in the superpotential removes 2-cycles in the quiver. Super-
potentials where this can be consistently done at any step are called non-degenerate potentials.

To incorporate superpotentials consistent with the duality, we consider quivers with non-degenerate

superpotentials (bij ,W ) [39]. In Step 1, the fields φi,kα and φk,jα are mapped to dual fields (φi,kα )′ = φk,iα
and (φk,jα )′ = φj,kα of R-charges 1 − ri,kα and 1 − rk,jα , respectively. Starting from the superpotential

of theory A, we replace all U(Nk)-invariant composite operators φk,jα φi,kβ by the gauge-singlet fields

M i,j
αβ . For each cycle generated in Step 2, we add a new term by tracing over the fields

W (φk,jα φi,kβ , φothers)→W (M i,j
αβ , φothers) +

∑
α,β

Tr(M i,j
αβφ

k,i
β φj,kα ) . (9)

The gauge-singlets M i,j
αβ in theory B have R-charge rk,jα + ri,kβ so the dual superpotential also has

R-charge 2. In Step 3, quadratic terms in (9) corresponding to 2-cycles in the quiver are integrated

out, as shown in Fig. 2. A superpotential is non-degenerate if all 2-cycles can be cancelled in this way.

This is a very non-trivial requirement. Suppose we started from theory B but without a superpotential

W ′ = 0, then we will not be able to remove the gauge singlets M to obtain theory A. A generic

superpotential would also not be compatible with the duality.
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The foregoing description of a mutation on a quiver with a non-degenerate superpotential is

common to Seiberg duality and similar dualities in other dimensions. To be specific to 2d N =

(2, 2) theories we shall introduce GLSM data. A GLSM quiver with unitary groups is labeled by

(bij ,W,Ni, zi), where Ni and zi (defined below) label the ranks and the complexified FI parameters

of the nodes, respectively (one can formally introduce FI parameters for the flavor nodes).

Under a duality, the gauge group ranks transform as tropical cluster variables [20,40]

N ′i = max(Nf
i , N

a
i )−Ni . (10)

The complexified FI parameters are the coordinates on the Kähler moduli space

zi = (−1)N
f
i −Nie−ti . (11)

The extra minus signs in the definition ensure that the Kähler coordinates transform as dual cluster

variables

z′i =


z−1
k if i = k

ziz
[−bki]+
k if i 6= k and Na

k > Nf
k

ziz
[bki]+
k (1 + zk)−bki if i 6= k and Na

k = Nf
k

ziz
[bki]+
k if i 6= k and Na

k < Nf
k

. (12)

Because the cluster transformation preserves the Poisson bracket {zi, zj} := bijzizj , this implies a

cluster algebra structure on the Kähler moduli space where mutations act as canonical transforma-

tions.

The proposal has been tested by sphere partition functions computed exactly using supersymmet-

ric localization [15, 21]. The partition functions factorize into sums of products of vortex partition

functions. The vortex partition function identities imply that the sphere partition functions agree,

up to a non-trivial contact term. The contact terms imply that neighboring FI parameters transform

according to (12).

Of course, to fully establish a physical duality, one still needs to match unprotected quantities

such as the Kähler potential (See [41] for examples). The matching of the partition functions across

dualities and the cluster transformation of variables provide highly non-trivial evidence for the duality.

Mathematically, it has been given a precise formulation that the generating functions of the Gromov-

Witten theory on the quiver varieties are equivalent up to a cluster transformation of the parameters

[23]. The vortex partition function is precisely the quasimap I-function in genus zero. For An linear

quivers corresponding to flag varieties, the conjecture has recently been proven in [24].

We remark that for conformal quivers where Nf
k = Na

k , the point zk = −1 indicates a singularity

where the contact terms diverge and dualities may break down. This can happen when tk = 0 and

Nf
k −Nk is an odd integer, or when tk = iπ and Nf

k −Nk is an even integer.

The twisted chiral ring is generated by gauge-invariant operators Tr(σni ), n = 1, 2, . . . , Ni, encoded

in the Baxter-Chern polynomial

Qi(x) = det(x− σi) . (13)

Geometrically, they are the Chern classes for the vector bundles over the target manifold that generate

the cohomology ring. For a quiver, one can attach a Qi(x) polynomial to each node. Under the duality

map, Qi also mutates similarly as cluster variables

Ck(zk)Qk(x)Q′k(x) =
∏
k→j

Qj(x)bkj + iN
a
k−N

f
k zk

∏
j′→k

Qj′(x)bj′k . (14)
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Here Ck(z) can be read off from the coefficient of the highest-degree term on the RHS.

One can make the Baxter-Chern polynomials transform exactly as cluster variables by absorbing

the Kähler moduli zi into the definition. The operator maps between dual theories can be read off

by comparing the polynomial coefficients. Evaluating (14) at the roots of Qk leads to the vacuum

equations of the theory (8).

It is an important question which roots of Qk correspond to the vacua of the theory. In general,

there are more solutions than those counted by the Witten index. It is generally assumed that

only distinct solutions should be counted and that they account for all the vacua. This assumption,

however, has only been tested in specific examples. For U(k) SQCD with n chiral multiplets, the

Witten index
(
n
k

)
is the Euler characteristic of the Grassmannian G(k, n). A more intricate argument

for SU(k) SQCD is given in [14]. For U(N) SQCD with (Nf , Na) fundamental and anti-fundamental

chiral multiplets, the Witten index was computed to be
(
Nf

N

)
when Nf > Na [42]. It follows by charge

conjugation that the index should be
(

max(Nf ,Na)
N

)
in the general case. Since the discrete Coulomb

vacua computed in the weakly-coupled region account for all the supersymmetric ground states, we

conclude in this case that we have found all the supersymmetric vacua.

While we cannot preclude the possibility of degenerate vacua in the general case, we will proceed

with this assumption. Because the RHS is a polynomial of degree max(Nf
k , N

a
k ) and one needs to

choose Nk distinct roots, there are
(max(Nfk ,N

a
k )

Nk

)
vacua.

2.3 Positive GLSM Quivers

An interesting question concerns classification. When

max(Nf
k , N

a
k ) < Nk , (15)

i.e. N ′k < 0, there is no supersymmetric ground state and supersymmetry is broken [5, 20]. This

naturally leads us to introduce the notion of positive GLSM quivers. A quiver defining a GLSM

is said to be positive if all the gauge group ranks stay positive in any duality frame. Flag varieties

provide examples of positive GLSM quivers. Dualities for linear quivers realizing flag manifolds have

been studied in [2, 9, 24]. An example involving five duality frames is shown in Fig. 3. Two of

the dual frames were analyzed in [43]. Note that while it is typically defined by a linear quiver

involving non-Abelian gauge groups, there is an Abelian quiver description. This is an example of an

Abelian/non-Abelian duality. There are five duality frames in total because the gauge nodes define

an A2 cluster algebra, and the number of duality frames of a linear quiver is the Catalan number [44].

The classification of finite-type cluster algebras [44] immediately leads to the conclusion that a

quiver has finitely-many duality frames if the underlying graph of the gauge nodes are of finite Dynkin

type. But this is not a necessary condition. As we shall see for unframed quivers, D-term equations

can constrain the FI parameters such that the Abelian Kronecker quiver is self-dual, although the

quiver is of affine type. The Abelian Markov quiver has an infinite number of duality frames with

different FI parameters, but only a single quiver in its mutation class.

For unframed quivers, positivity is a very strong condition. For An linear quivers without a flavor

node, we always get N ′i ≤ 0 in some duality frame, as shown in Fig. 4. Informally, we need enough

“flavors” for each gauge node to ensure that the gauge group rank stays positive after a tropical

cluster transformation. This motivates us to study quivers with multiple arrows. While we do not

have a solution to the combinatorial problem of classifying positive GLSM quivers, we will study

several examples, which already exhibit rich properties.
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2 3

μ2

μ2

μ1

μ2

μ1

1

μ1

2 31

2 31 2 31

1 31

Figure 3: All the five duality frames of the flag variety F (1, 2, 3).

2 3
μ3

1 2 −11

Figure 4: If the flavor node in the flag variety were gauged, then dualizing the node would turn the
gauge group rank negative. This quiver is not a positive GLSM quiver.

3 Positive Unframed Quivers and Infinite Duality Chains

3.1 The Kronecker Quiver

1 1
z1 z2

Figure 5: The Kronecker quiver with an Abelian gauge group.

Let us consider the Kronecker quiver, also known as the Dynkin quiver of affine A1 type, as

shown in Fig. 5. It has been extensively studied in quiver representation theory and quiver quantum

mechanics, which is the dimensional reduction of the 2d theory. When the gauge nodes are Abelian,

both the quiver and the gauge group rank map to itself as (10), up to an overall Z2 symmetry that

exchanges the nodes. Thus the Abelian Kronecker quiver is the simplest positive unframed quiver.

The D-term equations coincide with that of the quiver quantum mechanics [26], and we will review

the Higgs branch analysis below.

It is a U(1)× U(1) gauge theory with two bi-fundamental chiral multiplets. We use the notation

φα := φ1,2
α for the bi-fundamental fields. The corresponding GLSM data is given in Table 1

φ1 φ2 FI

U(1)1 1 1 ξ1
U(1)2 −1 −1 ξ2

Table 1: GLSM data for the Abelian Kronecker quiver.

The D-term equations for to the two U(1) gauge nodes are

|φ1|2 + |φ2|2 = ξ1, −|φ1|2 − |φ2|2 = ξ2 . (16)

9



These two relations are essentially one relation, restricting the theory to the locus ξ1 + ξ2 = 0. This

redundancy implies that there would be a decoupled U(1) in the infrared. One way to see this is to

transform to a new basis Q± = (Q1±Q2)/2 such that φ1 and φ2 are no longer charged under U(1)+.

The GLSM data is given in Table 2

φ1 φ2 FI

U(1)− 1 1 ξ−
U(1)+ 0 0 0

Table 2: GLSM data for the Abelian Kronecker quiver in the new basis.

The FI parameter also combines as ξ− := (ξ1 − ξ2)/2 = ξ1. The basis transformation gives the

new D-term constraints as

|φ1|2 + |φ2|2 = ξ− . (17)

In this new basis U(1)+ is totally decoupled while the U(1)− part remains. It is the same as a U(1)

theory with 2 chiral multiplets, The chiral fields can be traded for a flavor node, as shown in Fig. 6.

1 1
z1 z−1

1

1
z1

U(1)−

1

U(1)+

≃ 2

Figure 6: The Abelian Kronecker quiver is equivalent to a framed quiver. An overall U(1) decouples.

The phase diagram is shown in Fig. 7. Instead of a two-dimensional Kähler moduli space, the

theory actually lives on a codimension-1 subspace. In the geometric phase ξ− � 0, it flows to a CP1

non-linear sigma model.

ξ1

ξ2

ξ1 + ξ2 = 0

Figure 7: The phase diagram for the Abelian Kronecker quiver. The Kähler cone is the ray ξ1 >
0, ξ1 + ξ2 = 0.

The twisted chiral ring relations (14) are

−z1Q1(x)Q′1(x) = 1− z1Q
2
2(x), Q2(x)Q′2(x) = Q2

1(x)− z2 . (18)

The vacuum equations are obtained by evaluating this at the roots of Q1 and Q2 respectively

(σ1 − σ2)2 = z−1
1 , (σ2 − σ1)2 = z2 . (19)
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Again, consistency of the equations implies z2 = z−1
1 . By shifting to σ− = σ1 − σ2, we see that it is

equivalent to the quantum cohomology of CP1. The relation between the Baxter-Chern polynomials

is novel and it would be nice to understand its geometric meaning.

Under a duality, the FI parameters map accoording to (12)

z1 → z−1
1 , z2 → z2z

2
1 = z1 . (20)

Thus the Abelian Kronecker quiver is also the simplest example of a self-dual theory. Instead of

having an infinite number of duality frames as one may expect of an affine quiver, the theory maps

to itself under the duality.

The n-Kronecker Quiver The discussion can be generalized to the n-Kronecker quiver con-

taining n arrows between the nodes as shown in Fig. 8.

1 1
z1

n

z2

Figure 8: The Abelian n-Kronecker quiver.

The D-term equations are

n∑
i=1

|φi|2 = ξ1 , −
n∑
i=1

|φi|2 = ξ2 . (21)

The same analysis shows that the theory is defined on the locus ξ1 + ξ2 = 0 and is equivalent to a

U(1)− theory with n chiral multiplets, with a decoupled U(1)+. The GLSM flows to a CPn−1 sigma

model in the infrared. The phase diagram is the same as in Fig. 7.

Here the advantage of the unframed description is that while the framed description can only

be dualized once to produce the familiar CPn−1 ↔ G(n − 1, n) duality, the Kronecker quiver can

be dualized an infinite number of times by mutating the nodes alternatingly. We obtain an infinite

chain of equivalent descriptions of CPn−1, with increasing gauge group ranks but also larger gauge

symmetries to divide by. The FI parameters map as (12). This is shown in Fig. 9.

1 1
z1

1
z−1
1 z2

1

μ13

z−1
1 z5

1 z−2
1

μ2
2

3
2

3
5

Figure 9: The infinite mutation sequence of the Abelian 3-Kronecker quiver.

The mutation of the n-Kronecker quiver has also been studied in quiver quantum mechanics

[45–48]. While the analysis of the D-term equations is the same and the mutation is very similar in

this case, we note that for general quivers the mutation rules in 1d are slightly different [46, 49, 50].

The 1d theory does not have a θ angle, whereas in 2d the complexified FI parameters transform

according to (12).

We apply a Z2 symmetry on every other quiver in this sequence such that the arrows always point

from the first to the second node. The next few theories in this chain are a U(1) × U(n − 1) theory

supported on the locus ξ1 + (n− 1)ξ2 = 0, a U(n− 1)×U(n2 − n− 1) theory supported on the locus

(n − 1)ξ1 + (n2 − n − 1)ξ2 = 0, etc. We remark that the one-dimensional Kähler cone defined by
~ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) with ξ1 > 0 asymptotes to a limiting value. The FI parameters after the n-th mutation

11



ξ
(n)
i satisfy the recursion relationÄ

ξ
(n+1)
1 , ξ

(n+1)
2

ä
=
Ä
n ξ

(n)
1 + ξ

(n)
2 , −ξ(n)

1

ä
. (22)

with ~ξ(0) = (1,−1). Its consecutive ratio r(n) := ξ
(n)
1 /ξ

(n)
2 satisfies the continued-fraction relation

r(n+1) = −n− 1

r(n)
. (23)

We may solve for the asymptotic consecutive ratio r(∞) and conclude that the limiting Kähler cone

is along the direction ~ξ(∞) =
Ä
n+
√
n2 − 4)/2,−1

ä
, as shown in Fig. 10.

ξ1

ξ2

⃗ξ (0) = (1, − 1)

⃗ξ (1) = (2, − 1)
⃗ξ (2) = (5, − 2)

⃗ξ (∞)

Figure 10: The one-dimensional Kähler cone of the Abelian n-Kronecker quiver asymptotes to a limiting
ray under an infinite sequence of dualities.

It is interesting that although most of the quivers in the mutation sequence appear non-Abelian,

they are mutation-equivalent to an Abelian quiver that defines a toric variety. Such an Abelian/non-

Abelian duality is a special feature of 2d theories [14,28]. It is a non-trivial question how to determine

whether a non-Abelian quiver is dual to an Abelian quiver, especially when the GLSM cannot be

realized as a cluster algebra, such as when the quiver contains 1-cycles or 2-cycles.

3.2 The Markov Quiver

1

1

z1 z2

1
n

n n

z3

Figure 11: The Abelian n-Markov quiver.

The simplest positive unframed quiver with three nodes is the cyclic triangle quiver with two

arrows between nodes, also known as the Abelian Markov quiver. For the n-Markov generalization

containing n arrows between the nodes, the number of arrows and gauge group ranks satisfy Markov-

12



type Diophantine equations

b212 + b223 + b231 − b12 b23 b31 = n2(3− n) ,

N2
1 +N2

2 +N2
3 − nN1N2N3 = 3− n ,

(24)

in all duality frames. The 2-Markov quiver is particularly interesting because it also arises from the

ideal triangulation of a once-punctured torus [51], and admits a non-degenerate superpotential [39].

It also appears as the BPS quiver of the 4d N = 2∗ theory [49], whose BPS spectrum is infinite in all

chambers and is still not well understood.

Let us first turn off the superpotential and study the geometry of the toric variety. We use φ1, φ2

to denote φ1,2
α , φ3, φ4 to denote φ2,3

α and φ5, φ6 to denote φ3,1
α . The GLSM data for the Abelian

Markov quiver is given in Table 3. One can immediately check that this satisfies the Calabi-Yau

condition.

φ1 φ2 φ3 φ4 φ5 φ6 FI

U(1)1 1 1 0 0 −1 −1 ξ1
U(1)2 −1 −1 1 1 0 0 ξ2
U(1)3 0 0 −1 −1 1 1 ξ3

Table 3: GLSM data for the Abelian Markov quiver.

The three D-term equations associated to each U(1) are

|φ1|2 + |φ2|2 − |φ5|2 − |φ6|2 = ξ1 ,

|φ3|2 + |φ4|2 − |φ1|2 − |φ2|2 = ξ2 ,

|φ5|2 + |φ6|2 − |φ3|2 − |φ4|2 = ξ3 .

(25)

Again, there is one redundant D-term, which gives a consistency constraint ξ1 + ξ2 + ξ3 = 0. In

a certain phase of interest, one can eliminate one of them as was done in [52] and this elimination

corresponds to a decoupling of U(1)+ ⊂ U(1)1 ×U(1)2 ×U(1)3 as described in the previous section.

Let us examine its phase structure more closely. When ξ1, ξ2 � 0, the D-term constraints tell us

the following:

• ξ2 � 0 requires φ3 and φ4 cannot all be zero which gives the base CP1. Now, the φ1 and φ2

describe the fiber directions. Namely, the second D-term equation defines the total space of

O(−1)⊕O(−1) over CP1, and is the same equation of the resolved conifold.

• ξ1 � 0 further requires φ1 and φ2 cannot all vanish, therefore gauging U(1)1 will give a projec-

tivization of the fibers obtained from ξ2 � 0, namely P [O(−1)⊕O(−1)]. Due to the φ5 and

φ6, there is another fiber growing on top of the P [O(−1)⊕O(−1)].

In addition, one can check the above discussion is all consistent with the D-term constraint from

U(1)3. Putting everything together, we conclude that this model in the phase ξ1, ξ2 � 0 engineers

the following geometry:

[O(−1)⊕O(−1)]5,6 → P[O(−1)⊕O(−1)]1,2 → CP1
3,4 , (26)

where we have used the subscripts to distinguish the coordinates. In other words, the redundancy of

a D-term can effectively freeze one of the gauge nodes into a flavor node, as shown in Fig. 12.

Let us now look at another phase ξ1 � 0 and ξ2 � 0. The D-term associated with ξ1 determines

Tot
[
O(−1)⊕O(−1)→ CP1

]
, while the D-term associated with ξ2 also gives a geometry described
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1
z1 z2

1
2

2

Figure 12: The framed version of the Abelian Markov quiver.

as Tot
[
O(−1)⊕O(−1)→ CP1

]
. Note that these two base CP1’s are the same ones described by φ1

and φ2. The D-term associated with ξ3 will play an important rôle now. Since ξ1 + ξ2 + ξ3 = 0 and

now ξ1 � 0 and ξ2 � 0, the sign of ξ3 depends on the sign of ξ1 + ξ2.

• ξ1 + ξ2 > 0: in this case ξ3 < 0 and this constrains φ3,4 cannot all be zero, while φ5,6 are along

the fibers on the space described by φ3,4. Therefore, now we shall have the same geometry as

the phase ξ1, ξ2 � 0, but with the coordinates of fibers and the base space exchanged:

[O(−1)⊕O(−1)]5,6 → P[O(−1)⊕O(−1)]3,4 → CP1
1,2 . (27)

• ξ1 +ξ2 < 0: this is similar to the previous case, but again with the fiber and the base coordinates

exchanged:

[O(−1)⊕O(−1)]3,4 → P[O(−1)⊕O(−1)]5,6 → CP1
1,2 . (28)

• ξ1 + ξ2 = 0: the third D-term equation will identify φ3,4 with φ5,6, which further implies that

the first two D-term equations become

|φ1|2 + |φ2|2 − |φ3|2 − |φ4|2 = ξ1 ,

−|φ1|2 − |φ2|2 + |φ3|2 + |φ4|2 = ξ2 ,
(29)

which correspond to a quiver of two gauge nodes connected by four bi-fundamental fields, as

shown in Fig. 13. and in this case another U(1) will further be decoupled. The geometry is

[O(−1)⊕O(−1)]3,4 ⊕ [O(−1)⊕O(−1)]5,6 → CP1
1,2/Hom ∼= [O(−1)⊕O(−1)]→ CP1 , (30)

where the Hom action identifies the fiber directions [O(−1)⊕O(−1)]3,4 with [O(−1)⊕O(−1)]5,6.

1 1
2

2

Figure 13: The k = 2, n = 2 Abelian necklace quiver at the phase boundary of the Abelian 2-Markov
quiver.

The geometries in the other phases follow the same argument as above. The whole picture is

illustrated in Fig. 14. Depending on the relative signs, the phase space divides into 3! = 6 chambers,

and are related by flop transitions. For example, start with the ξ1, ξ2 > 0 chamber and cross into the

−ξ1 < ξ2 < 0 chamber, we see that the (3, 4) base and the (1, 2) fiber are exchanged. If we then cross

into the ξ2 < −ξ1 < 0 chamber, then the (3, 4) base exchanges with the (5, 6) fiber. Proceeding this

way, we permute the base and the fiber, generating all 3! = 6 chambers of the phase space. Curiously,

every chamber realizes a geometric phase.
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ξ1

ξ2

ℙ1
3,4

ℙ(𝒪(−1) ⊕ 𝒪(−1))1,2

𝒪(−1) ⊕ 𝒪(−1)5,6

1,2

3,4

5,6

1,2

5,6

3,4

5,6

1,2

3,4

5,6

3,4

1,2

3,4

5,6

1,2

Figure 14: The phase diagram of the Abelian Markov quiver without a superpotential.

A vanishing superpotential, however, would not be compatible with the duality. A mutation, say

on the first node, would generate a cubic superpotential of the form

W ′ = M15 φ
′
5φ
′
1 +M16 φ

′
6φ
′
1 +M25 φ

′
5φ
′
2 +M26 φ

′
6φ
′
2 , (31)

where Mij are the four new arrows shown in Fig. 15. The lack of quadratic terms will not allow

us to reduce the 2-cycles. A generic superpotential of the form W =
∑
α,β,γ cαβγ φ

5,6
γ φ3,4

β φ1,2
α with

cαβγ 6= 0 would also not be compatible with the duality because integrating out the quadratic terms

will eliminate all of the terms, leading to a vanishing dual superpotential.

Consider instead the non-degenerate superpotential [39]

W = φ5φ3φ1 + φ6φ4φ2 . (32)

Under the duality, the combinations φ1φ5 and φ2φ6 are replaced by M15 and M26, respectively.

W ′ = M15 φ3 +M26 φ4 +M15 φ
′
5φ
′
1 +M16 φ

′
6φ
′
1 +M25 φ

′
5φ
′
2 +M26 φ

′
6φ
′
2 . (33)

Integrating out the quadratic terms, we obtain a reduced superpotential

W ′red = M16 φ
′
6φ
′
1 +M25 φ

′
5φ
′
2 . (34)

Note that the dual superpotential has the same form as (32). Thus one can generate an infinite class

of dual geometries without generating a 2-cycle.

The F -term equations for the superpotential imply that at least a pair of fields from {φ1, φ3, φ5}
and at least a pair of fields from {φ2, φ4, φ6} will vanish. Depending on the phase of ξ1 and ξ2, the

locus in the toric variety will be either a CP1 or a point. For example, in the ξ1, ξ2 � 0 phase, either

{φ1, φ4} or {φ2, φ3} will not vanish. Consider φ1, φ4 6= 0. The D-term equations reduce to

|φ1|2 = ξ1 ,

|φ4|2 − |φ1|2 = ξ2 ,

−|φ4|2 = ξ3 .

(35)
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1
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z−1
1 z2(1 + z1)2
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2 (1 + z1)−2 z1z−1

2 (1 + z1)−2

Figure 15: The Abelian Markov quiver with a non-degenerate superpotential W = φ5φ3φ1 + φ6φ4φ2
mutates to the same quiver with different FI parameters.

This is just a point after dividing by the gauge group. The case φ2, φ3 6= 0 is similar.

At the phase boundary ξ1 + ξ2 = 0 where ξ1 � 0 and ξ2 � 0, if either {φ3, φ6} or {φ4, φ5} do

not vanish, then we get a point again. Now consider the boundary ξ1 + ξ2 = 0 where ξ1 � 0 and

ξ2 � 0. One can only take φ3 = φ4 = φ5 = φ6 = 0. The D-term equations (25) then reduce to just

one equation

−|φ1|2 − |φ2|2 = ξ2 . (36)

This is the base CP1 when ξ2 < 0. The phase structure is shown in Fig. 16. It is consistent with the

phases of a general triangle quiver with a generic superpotential [53, Fig. 3], although we emphasize

that a generic superpotential would not be compatible with the duality.

ℙ0

ℙ1

ℙ1

ℙ1

ℙ0

ℙ0

Figure 16: The phase diagram of the Abelian Markov quiver with a non-degenerate superpotential
W = φ5φ3φ1 + φ6φ4φ2.

On each node, one can perform a duality transformation. The quiver will stay invariant up to

an overall Z2, but the Kähler parameters will transform non-trivially as dual cluster variables. This

implies that these points in the Kähler moduli space should be identified, and the moduli space is

tessellated by such equivalence relations.

The n-Markov quiver This can be generalized to the Abelian n-Markov quiver. Note that

while the 2-Markov quiver can be identified with the triangulation of the once-punctured torus, the

n-Markov quiver is not known to arise from a Riemann surface. Nevertheless, we can consider a

non-degenerate potential of the form

W =

n∑
α=1

φ3,1
α φ2,3

α φ1,2
α (37)
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After a mutation on the first node, this generates a superpotential according to (9)

W ′ =

n∑
α=1

Mαα φ
2,3
α +

n∑
α,β=1

Mαβ φ
1,3
β φ2,1

α . (38)

After integrating out the quadratic terms, the first term is cancelled and we obtain the dual super-

potential

W ′red =

n∑
α 6=β

Mαβ φ
1,3
β φ2,1

α . (39)

The new terms generated by each successive mutation will cancel the terms in the previous su-

perpotential, eliminating all 2-cycles in the quiver. We thus obtain an infinite number of equivalent

descriptions of the hypersurface defined by (37) in the non-compact Calabi-Yau space.

One can perform a sequence of mutations on any of the three nodes, leading to a duality cascade

that generates a Bruhat-Tits tree [31, Fig. 13], as shown in Fig. 17. A path between any two vertices

corresponds to a unique sequence of mutations. The limiting Kähler cone in Fig. 10 corresponds to

the boundary of this space.

Figure 17: The infinite mutation sequence of the Markov quiver generates a Bruhat-Tits tree.

4 The Abelian Necklace Quiver and 2d SQCD

In this section, we will consider the Coulomb branch of the Abelian Markov quiver and its general-

ization to k nodes. As we shall see, there will be another type of correspondence to a non-Abelian

theory: 2d SQCD.

4.1 Coulomb Branch Analysis

Consider the Abelian n-Markov quiver with massless chiral multiplets. The twisted chiral ring rela-

tions (14) are

(σi−1 − σi)n + (−1)nzi(σi − σi+1)n = 0 , (40)

for i = 1, 2, 3. The indices are defined modulo 3. We decouple the overall U(1) by the constraints

z1z2z3 = 1 and σ1,2 + σ2,3 + σ3,1 = 0, where σi,j := σi − σj . Because the solutions σi = σj are

excluded, we can rewrite the chiral ring relations asÅ
σ1,2

−σ1,2 − σ2,3

ãn
= et1 ,

Å
σ2,3

−σ1,2 − σ2,3

ãn
= et1+t2 . (41)

17



Apart from the decoupled U(1) direction, there is no supersymmetric vacuum at generic points in the

Kähler moduli space. Our key observation is that at the origin (t1, t2) = 0, the vacuum equations

take the same form as SU(3) SQCD with n massless chiral multiplets.

Let us review the vacuum structure of SU(k) SQCD with n massless chiral multiplets. Since SU(k)

SQCD does not have a U(1) factor, there is no FI parameter. One also cannot turn on a θ angle

because π1(SU(k)) = 0. The twisted superpotential (7) is

W̃eff = −iπ
k∑
a<b

(σa − σb)− n
k∑
a=1

σa

Å
log σa −

iπ

2
− 1

ã
, (42)

subject to the constraint
∑k
a=1 σa = 0. The vacuum equations areÅ

σa
−σ1 − σ2 − · · · − σk−1

ãn
= 1 . (43)

for a = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1. Alternatively, one can regard all σa’s as independent fields and impose the

traceless condition by a Lagrange multiplier λ ∈ C. That is, find the extremum of

W̃eff − λ
k∑
a=1

σa , (44)

with respect to σa and λ. Thus the vacuum equations (43) are equivalent to

σna = e−λ . (45)

subject to the traceless constraint.

An important feature of massless SQCD is that, for certain choices of (k, n), the vacuum will

develop flat directions [14]. When k = 2, W̃eff = inπσ1 is effectively a θ-angle term with θ = nπ,

which induces a background electric field. If n is even, then pair creation of charged particles will

screen the electric field and σ1 is unconstrained. If n is odd, then there is an effective θ = π and the

vacuum will be lifted.

Consider k = 3, whose vacuum equation coincides with that of the Abelian Markov quiver. If

n is a multiple of 3, then a one-dimensional non-compact Coulomb branch appears in the direction

(σ1, σ2, σ3) = (1, e2πi/3, e4πi/3)σ. An overall scaling will not change the direction, and solutions

related by permutations are identified under the Weyl group. Singularities correspond to k distinct

n-th roots of unity, modulo overall scaling, that sum to zero. For higher rank, multiple Coulomb

branch directions may open up. For (k, n) = (4, 8), there are two non-compact directions along

(σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4) = (1,−1, i,−i)σ and (1,−1, eiπ/4,−eiπ/4)σ. We tabulate the number of non-compact

Coulomb branches in Table 4.

Theories that admit such singularities are known as irregular theories and theories that do not

have such singularities are known as regular theories [54]. A natural question is: when is a theory

regular? A result from number theory states that one can find k distinct n-th roots of unity that

sum to zero if and only if both k and n − k can be written as a linear combination of prime factors

of n with nonnegative integer coefficients [55]. This immediately implies that SU(k) SQCD is regular

precisely when this condition is not satisfied. In particular, SU(k) SQCD with a prime number p of

chiral multiplets is regular for all k < p.

We return to the Abelian Markov quiver and perform a similar analysis. If n is a multiple of 3, then

a pair of one-dimensional non-compact Coulomb branches appear in the directions (σ1,2, σ2,3, σ3,1) =
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k\n 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

2 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
3 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
4 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 3
5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
6 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 5
7 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

Table 4: The number of non-compact Coulomb branches of SU(k) SQCD with n massless fundamental
chiral multiplets.

(1, e2πi/3, e4πi/3)σ and (1, e4πi/3, e2πi/3)σ. There is an important caveat that makes the analysis differ

from that of the non-Abelian theory. For non-Abelian gauge groups, Cartan elements related by Weyl

symmetry are identified. Such Weyl symmetry is absent in the Abelian quiver. We will find many

more solutions related by permutations.

What about SU(k) SQCD with n massless chiral multiplets? This naturally leads us to consider

an n-necklace quiver with k nodes. The Abelian 2-Markov quiver corresponds to (k, n) = (3, 2). The

vacuum equations read Å
σi,i+1

σi−1,i

ãn
= eti , (46)

for i = 1, 2, . . . , k. If we write σi,i+1 = siσ, with s1 = 1, then the product (46) telescopes and we

obtain

snm =

m∏
i=2

eti , (47)

subject to the constraint
∑k
i=1 si = 0. At the origin of the Kähler moduli space, this coincides

with the vanishing sums of unity condition for SU(k) SQCD. Consider (k, n) = (4, 2). we find three

flat directions along ~s = (1,−1,−1, 1), (1,−1, 1,−1) and (1, 1,−1,−1). Here we encounter another

caveat. Since the vacuum equations are functions of σi,j instead of σi, a degenerate solution σi,j = σk,l

(47) is not necessarily a degenerate vacuum of the quiver theory. We only need to exclude solutions

where σi,i+1 = 0, which is guaranteed by the form of the vacuum equations (46). For example, the

~s = (1,−1, 1,−1) solution corresponds to σ1 = σ3, σ2 = σ4, which is a valid weakly-coupled solution

for the necklace quiver. The singularities correspond to k possibly repeating n-th roots unity, modulo

overall scaling, that sum to zero. When repetitions are allowed, the vanishing sums condition is

satisfied if and only if k can be written as a linear combination of prime factors of n with nonnegative

integer coefficients [56]. We tabulate the number of non-compact Coulomb branches in Table 5.

k\n 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

2 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
3 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2
4 3 0 9 0 15 0 21 0 27 0 33
5 0 0 0 24 60 0 0 0 24 0 180
6 10 30 100 0 340 0 640 270 1090 0 1930
7 0 0 0 0 1680 720 0 0 2520 0 15540

Table 5: The number of non-compact Coulomb branches of the Abelian n-necklace quiver with k nodes
at the origin of the Kähler moduli space.

Thus the Abelian necklace quiver can be regarded as an Abelianization of 2d SQCD. The non-
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compact Coulomb branches of SQCD can be found by imposing the Weyl group and eliminating

repeated roots. For n < k, all solutions to the vacuum equations (46) are degenerate. They are

discarded in SQCD. We stress that it is the difference of Coulomb vacua between neighboring nodes

in the Abelian quiver that maps to the Coulomb vacua of SQCD

(σi,i+1)Abelian quiver ←→ (σi)
SQCD . (48)

4.2 Singular Loci in the Kähler Moduli Space

The foregoing analysis is essentially an Abelianization of Hori and Tong’s analysis of SU(k) SQCD.

But we now have the additional freedom to tune the FI parameters. The Kähler moduli space is k-

dimensional. There are k − 1 independent Kähler coordinates ti, i = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1, which determine

the k-th coordinate by
∑k
i=1 ti = 0 modulo 2πi.

When k = 2, we have seen that the origin is singular when n is even. We find that there is another

singularity at θ1 = π, where the theory is regular at even n, but is singular at odd n.

When k = 3, the point θi = π for i = 1, 2 is regular for any n so is a smooth point on the moduli

space. This is in distinction with SQCD at θ = 0 where there is at least one n that is irregular. We

find additional singularities when a discrete θ angle is turned on at θi = 2πi/3 and θi = 4πi/3. We

tabulate the number of non-compact Coulomb branches at θi = π in Table 6.

k\n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

2 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 1 2 5 4 9 6 13 8 17 10 21 12
5 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 24
6 1 0 31 0 109 24 235 0 433 0 631 48
7 0 0 0 0 0 180 0 0 0 0 0 792

Table 6: The number of non-compact Coulomb branches of the Abelian n-necklace quiver with k nodes
at another singularity of the Kähler moduli space, ti = iπ for i = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1.

A new phenomenon arises when k > 3. There is a continuous family of solutions that support non-

compact Coulomb branches as we tune the FI parameters. In particular, the degenerate solutions

that were previously excluded from the SQCD analysis become non-degenerate. Consider k = 4.

Let us move in the Kähler moduli space along the direction ~t = (t, 0,−t, 0) or along the direction

~t = (0, t, 0,−t). For (k, n) = (4, 2), we find a pair of non-compact Coulomb branches emanating

in the ~s = (1,−1,± 1√
z
,∓ 1√

z
) directions on the ~t = (t, 0,−t, 0) loci, and another pair in the ~s =

(1,±
√
z,∓
√
z,−1) directions on the ~t = (0, t, 0,−t) loci. The singular loci are shown in Fig. 18.

Thus in addition to isolated singular points, we find one-dimensional singular loci. How can we

interpret the appearance of such singular loci? Recall that each Abelian node can be thought of as a

Cartan element of SU(k) and turning on FI parameters for the Abelian quiver corresponds to turning

on an “effective FI parameter” t2 + t3 + · · ·+ tm for the m-th Cartan element (47). For example, on

the ~t = (t, 0,−t, 0) loci, the vacuum equations are

sn1 = 1, sn2 = 1, sn3 = e−t, sn4 = e−t . (49)

Thus the vacuum equations split into a pair of equations for SU(2) SQCD (45), with the effective

FI parameters playing the rôle of the Lagrange multipliers. The first SU(2) supports a non-compact

Coulomb branch along (1,−1), while the second SU(2) supports a non-compact Coulomb branch
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Figure 18: The Kähler moduli spaces of the necklace quiver for (k, n) = (3, 4) and (k, n) = (4, 2). As we
tune the complexified FI parameters, both isolated singular points and continuous singular loci, denoted
by solid lines, may appear. At each point on the singular loci, multiple one-dimensional non-compact
Coulomb branches emerge, as shown in dashed lines.

along ( 1√
z
,− 1√

z
). We note that instead of being a Lagrange multiplier that is to be solved for the

critical point, t is a free variable that parametrizes the singular loci.

A singular locus can be interpreted as a Lagrange multiplier for each unbroken subgroup. This

allows us to find higher-dimensional singular loci in higher-rank theories, e.g. ~t = (t1, 0,−t1, t2, 0,−t2)

for (k, n) = (6, 2). Thus we find singular loci of mixed dimensions in the Kähler moduli space. We

leave a more systematic study of the singularity structure to future work.
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