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aDipartimento di Fisica, Università degli Studi di Milano–Bicocca and INFN, Sezione di Milano–

Bicocca, Piazza della Scienza 3, 20126 Milano, Italy
bDipartimento di Scienze Fisiche, Informatiche e Matematiche, Università di Modena e Reggio
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Abstract: We study new 1/24 BPS circular Wilson loops in ABJ(M) theory, which are

defined in terms of several parameters that continuously interpolate between previously

known 1/6 BPS loops (both bosonic and fermionic) and 1/2 BPS fermionic loops. We

compute the expectation value of these operators up to second order in perturbation theory

using a one-dimensional effective field theory approach. Within dimensional regularization,

we find non-trivial β-functions for the parameters, which are marginally relevant deforma-

tions triggering RG flows from a UV fixed point represented by the 1/6 BPS bosonic loop

to an IR fixed point represented by a 1/2 BPS fermionic loop. Generically, along all flows

at least one supercharge of the theory is preserved, so that we refer to them as enriched

RG flows. In particular, fixed points are connected through 1/6 BPS fermionic operators.

This holds at framing zero, which is a consequence of the regularization scheme employed.

We also establish a g-theorem, relating the expectation values of the Wilson loops corre-

sponding to the UV and IR fixed points of the flow, and discuss the one-dimensional defect

SCFT living on the Wilson loop contour.

Keywords: Chern-Simons theories, Wilson, ’t Hooft and Polyakov loops, Renormalization

Group
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1 Introduction

Over the past few years, three-dimensional Chern-Simons-matter theories have been shown

to display rich moduli spaces of supersymmetric line operators, starting with the discovery

of 1/6 BPS bosonic Wilson loops [1–4], vortex loops [5] and the 1/2 BPS fermionic Wilson

loop [6] of the ABJ(M) theory [7, 8]. These studies have been subsequently extended to

less supersymmetric settings like N ≥ 2 quiver theories [9–12] in, for example, [13–19], to

continue with more recent attempts at a full classification of so-called hyperloop operators

in [20–23]. See [24] for a review.

A characteristic feature in the construction of the BPS Wilson loops in these theories is

the appearance of parametric families of operators interpolating between different amounts

of preserved supersymmetries. One can in fact start from a given operator, be it bosonic as

in [21] or fermionic as in [22], choose a combination of supercharges it preserves and write

down a deformation of that operator built out of the matter fields, which still preserves that

supercharge. For special values of the parameters entering the definition of the deformation,

supersymmetry enhancement is possible. This allows to interpolate continuously among

different operators, preserving a varying number of supercharges of the theory.

Given this plethora of BPS Wilson loops, it is natural to study the interpolations

among them from the point of view of RG flows on defects, following the seminal work

by Polchinski-Sully [25] and the subsequent literature, see for example [26–33]. In those

cases, one has typically one parameter interpolating between BPS and non-supersymmetric

operators, like the prototypical example of the ζ-deformed operator introduced in [25] for

N = 4 super Yang-Mills in four dimensions, which interpolates between the ordinary, non-

supersymmetric Wilson loop for ζ = 0 and the 1/2 BPS Wilson-Maldacena loop [34] for

ζ = 1.

In this paper we initiate a study of such RG flows between Wilson loop operators in

ABJ(M) theory. One main difference with respect to the cases mentioned above is that

our flows are between operators that always preserve some supercharge, being therefore

‘enriched’ flows: symmetries (in particular supersymmetries) are not completely broken

along the flow, similarly to what has been considered in [35]. Moreover, the flow spaces we

consider are multi-dimensional,1 as these Wilson loops are defined in terms of more than

one parameter undergoing renormalization.

More specifically, we consider ABJ(M) theory on R3 and introduce a new BPS circular

Wilson loop that preserves, generically, only one supercharge of the theory and is therefore

1/24 BPS. We call it W1/24. This operator has not been discussed before in ABJ(M), but

its equivalent has appeared in the context of hyperloops in N = 4 Chern-Simons-matter

theories [21] and can be mapped to a corresponding operator in ABJ(M). This Wilson

loop is defined in terms of a superconnection containing a coupling to the scalars and the

fermions of the theory through 8 dimensionless parameters that we call αi, ᾱ
i (with i = 1, 2)

and βj , β̄j (with j = 3, 4). For generic values of these parameters the operator is 1/24 BPS,

as already mentioned. Selecting either αi = ᾱi = 0 or βj = β̄j = 0, there is supersymmetry

1For an example in four dimensions see [27], in which the deformation of the latitude Wilson loop in

N = 4 super Yang-Mills is considered.
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Figure 1: The interpolations among the various Wilson loops considered in this paper.

enhancement and the loop from 1/24 BPS becomes a 1/6 BPS fermionic operator. In

fact there are two different 1/6 BPS operators that can be obtained in this way (one with

vanishing alphas and one with vanishing betas), which we denote WI
1/6 and WII

1/6 [16, 17].

If, moreover, the remaining parameters are set to a specific value, αiᾱ
i = 1 or β̄jβ

j = −1,

respectively, the 1/6 BPS fermionic operators become the 1/2 BPS fermionic Wilson loops

WI
1/2 and WII

1/2 [6]. These two loops differ by an overall sign in the scalar coupling, with

WI
1/2 being the loop with a mostly plus coupling originally introduced in [6]. In this paper

we shall be mainly interested in WI
1/2. On the other hand, when all the parameters are

turned off at the same time, αi = ᾱi = βj = β̄j = 0, one has the bosonic 1/6 BPS Wilson

loop Wbos
1/6 of [1–4]. This network of interpolations is summarized in figure 1.

At the classical level all Wilson loops in figure 1 are cohomologically equivalent, i.e.

their expressions differ by a Q-exact term, where Q is one of the preserved supercharges.

In principle, this would imply that their vacuum expectation values (VEVs) should be all

equal and independent of the parameters. However, this is true for instance for operators

supported along straight lines, but it is no longer true on the circle, due to the well-known

conformal anomaly [36] and framing effects. In fact, while supersymmetric localization re-

quires framing 1, the regularization scheme we employ, namely dimensional regularization,

is alternative to framing regularization and corresponds to framing 0. This is the reason

why the circular VEVs that we are going to compute carry a non-trivial dependence on

the parameters, so providing interpolating BPS (enriched) flows.

We compute the vacuum expectation value of this 1/24 BPS circular loop, for generic

values of the parameters, up to two loops in perturbation theory at weak coupling. The

way we do it is by mapping this problem to the computation of the two-point function of

certain auxiliary fields living on the one-dimensional theory along the Wilson loop contour.

This is something that has been done in the past [37, 38] for ordinary Wilson loops, but we

extend it to the case at hand, namely for Wilson loops defined in terms of superconnections.

In particular, compared to the previous applications, in which the one-dimensional theory

only contained a Fermi field, we have a theory with both commuting and anticommuting
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fields. The final planar-limit result for the Wilson loop VEV is given by

〈W1/24〉 = 1− π2

6k2

[
N2

1 +N2
2 − 4N1N2 − 3N1N2(ᾱiαi − βj β̄j − 1)2

]
+O

(
1

k3

)
. (1.1)

Here N1 and N2 are the ranks of the two gauge fields of the U(N1)k × U(N2)−k ABJ(M)

theory, and k is the Chern-Simons level. From this expression one obtains the VEVs of the

1/6 BPS bosonic (all parameters equal to zero) and 1/6 BPS fermionic operators (alphas

or betas equal to zero), as well as of the 1/2 BPS fermionic operator (last term in the

square bracket equal to zero).

The coupling parameters undergo a non-trivial renormalization, leading to non-vanishing

β-functions

βαk =
g2

4π
(N1 +N2) (ᾱiαi+β

j β̄j−1)αk , ββk =
g2

4π
(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi+β

j β̄j+1)βk , (1.2)

with similar expressions for the barred quantities. This shows that the Wilson loop pa-

rameters can be seen as marginally relevant deformations, triggering an RG flow from a

UV fixed point represented by the 1/6 BPS bosonic Wilson loop of ABJ(M) towards the

1/2 BPS loop WI
1/2. Such a flow is presented in figure 13.

This has a nice interpretation in terms of defects. In fact, it is well known that the

bosonic 1/6 BPS and fermionic 1/6 and 1/2 BPS operators describe one-dimensional super-

conformal theories (SCFTs) given by local operators inserted on the Wilson loop contour.

Instead, the new 1/24 BPS operator supports a defect which is no longer (super)conformal,

as it does not preserve enough supersymmetries and the contour dependence of the scalar

couplings breaks conformality.

In this framework the RG flows depicted in figure 13 can be interpreted as connecting

different (super)conformal defects seated at the fixed points. Flowing along the green line

of that figure we reach a non-trivial IR fixed point. In the defect theory at the UV fixed

point we compute the anomalous dimension of the parametric perturbation and consistently

find a small negative value, thus confirming that it corresponds to a marginally relevant

deformation.

Finally, from (1.1) and the β-functions we also establish a g-theorem, relating the

VEVs of the Wilson loops corresponding to the UV and IR fixed points of the flows

log〈Wbos
1/6〉 > log〈WI

1/2〉 , (1.3)

similarly to what has been done for Wilson loops in four dimensions in [29, 30], with the

main difference being that our flows are BPS, as stressed above.

As mentioned already above, the comparison of the Wilson loop VEV (1.1) with the re-

sult coming from a matrix model computation [39, 40] requires taking into account framing

issues, see chapter 6 of [24] for a review. The regularization scheme employed in our per-

turbative computation amounts in fact to computing the VEV at framing f = 0, whereas

the matrix model computation yields a result valid for f = 1. Moreover, at framing one the

VEVs of all loops of figure 1 coincide, as these are all cohomologically equivalent operators.
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This is clearly not true for (1.1), which is obtained at framing zero.2 Note, in particular,

how this VEV depends explicitly on the alpha and beta parameters of the deformation,

which are not present in the definition of the matrix model insertion corresponding to these

operators. The relation between the VEVs of W1/24 at different framings is encoded in a

phase, which we find empirically from our two-loop results to be given by

〈W1/24〉f=1 =
N1e

iπ
k

(N1−(ᾱiαi−βj β̄j)N2) +N2 e
iπ
k

((ᾱiαi−βj β̄j)N1−N2)

N1 +N2
〈W1/24〉f=0 . (1.4)

We expect this phase to receive corrections at higher order in perturbation theory, similarly

to what happens for the 1/6 BPS bosonic operator [41].

In this paper we also introduce a new operator: a 1/12 BPS latitude Wilson loop

defined in terms of an extra parameter, a latitude angle, along the lines of what has been

done in N = 4 super Yang-Mills in [42–44] and in three-dimensional theories in [45, 46]

and [21]. In a forthcoming publication [47], we will generalize to this new setting the

investigation of the present paper.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce the 1/24 BPS circular

Wilson loop, which is going to be the main character of our analysis, as well as the 1/12 BPS

latitude Wilson loop to be considered in the future. These operators are defined in terms

of either traces or supertraces of superconnections. The former formulation simplifies the

perturbative analysis while the latter is more natural for superconnections, so we discuss

how to go from one to the other. In section 3 we consider an auxiliary problem in terms of

one-dimensional fields which is suitable for studying the renormalization of the parameters

of the 1/24 BPS Wilson loop. This allows us to compute the β-functions of the Wilson

loop parameters. In section 4 we finally compute the vacuum expectation value of the 1/24

BPS circular Wilson loop up to two loops in perturbation theory. This is the main result

of this paper, together with the evaluation of the β-functions. In section 5 we collect and

discuss our results. Specifically, we describe the RG flows among the different operators

of figure 1 and plot an explicit example, we study the defect SCFT living on the Wilson

loop, we establish the g-theorem mentioned above, and we compare the Wilson loop VEV

with a matrix model computation. Finally, we conclude that section with some outlook.

We collect some technical aspects in a series of appendices. In appendix A we discuss

our notation and conventions. In appendix B we derive the generalization of the one-

dimensional auxiliary field method to Wilson loops defined in terms of superconnections.

In appendix C we detail the computation of the various Feynman diagrams considered in

the main text.

The reader who is not interested in technical details may skip section 3 and go directly

to section 4.3.

2 Theory and supersymmetric loops

The field content of ABJ(M) can be depicted in terms of a quiver diagram as the one

shown in figure 2. It includes two gauge fields, A and Â, with respective gauge groups

2Perturbative computations at framing 1 represent a hard open problem, especially regarding the eval-

uation of fermionic diagrams.
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U(N1) and U(N2). The matter sector has SU(4) R-symmetry and is composed of scalars

CI and fermions ψ̄I , I = {1, 2, 3, 4}, in the (�, �̄) representation of U(N1) × U(N2). By

conjugation there are also C̄I and ψI in (�̄,�).

A Â

CI ψ̄
I

C̄I ψI
k −k

Figure 2: Quiver diagram of ABJ(M) theory. Below each node we include the level of the respective

copy of the Chern-Simons action.

Wilson loops preserving some amount of the 24 supercharges of the theory can be

constructed by allowing for couplings to scalar bilinears. In this case the usual gauge con-

nection A is promoted to a bosonic connection A. Besides that, there is also the possibility

of adding fermi fields, in which case the bosonic connection is further promoted to a super-

connection L [6]. Recently, the structure of these operators started being unravelled [24]

through the understanding that they are related via

L = L0 + iQG+G2 . (2.1)

The quantity L0 is a composite bosonic connection complemented by a constant shift in

one of the entries3

L0 =

(
A+ c 0

0 Â

)
. (2.2)

The supercharge Q is a suitable linear combination of supercharges preserved by L0, and

G is an off-diagonal matrix comprised of scalars. These appear through a set of constant

complex parameters that we denote as αi, ᾱ
i, βj , β̄j (with i = 1, 2 and j = 3, 4), though

they are not complex conjugates of each other. The construction (2.1) is such that Q
is always preserved by L, but one may find extra preserved supercharges depending on

particular values of the parameters in G.

Below we consider two possible operators built from different choices of L0. The first

one is the 1/24 BPS circular loop, the protagonist of the present analysis, and the second

one is the 1/12 BPS latitude loop of ABJ(M), which is going to be studied in detail in a

future publication [47]. The construction of the latter is to a great extent parallel to the

θ-deformation considered in [21], with the difference that what we mean by ‘latitude’ here

is an actual geometric latitude of the contour xµ of the loop, instead of simply an internal

θ-deformation in the space of the couplings.

2.1 1/24 BPS circular Wilson loop

The first operator that we are going to consider is supported along the circle

xµ = (0, cos τ, sin τ) . (2.3)

3In what follows c will be either 1
2

or cos θ
2

, but this is not necessarily always the case [22].
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Its bosonic components can be separately charged under each node of the quiver

Wbos = TrP exp

(
−i
∮
A dτ

)
, A = Aµẋ

µ − 2πi

k
|ẋ|M I

J CIC̄
J ,

Ŵbos = TrP exp

(
−i
∮
Â dτ

)
, Â = Âµẋ

µ − 2πi

k
|ẋ|M I

J C̄
JCI .

(2.4)

When M I
J = diag(−1,−1, 1, 1), they preserve the set of supercharges

Q+
12 − iS

+
12 , Q−12 + iS−12 , Q34− + iS34− , Q34+ − iS34+ , (2.5)

and are therefore 1/6 BPS operators [1–4].

Their fermionic counterpart can be derived using the prescription outlined above. In

this case, we take the supercharge Q to be given by the linear combination

Q ≡ (Q+
12 − iS

+
12) + (Q34+ − iS34+) . (2.6)

The constant shift is implemented in the composite bosonic connection L0 such that c = 1
2

and the G matrix includes all four scalars of the theory as4

G =

(
0 ᾱ1C1 + ᾱ2C2 + e−iτ (β3C3 + β4C4)

α1C̄
1 + α2C̄

2 + eiτ (β̄3C̄
3 + β̄4C̄

4) 0

)
. (2.7)

Plugging this in (2.1) we find that the resulting superconnection L can be explicitly written

as5

L =

(
A′ + 1

2 η (ᾱ1ψ̄2 − ᾱ2ψ̄1) + e−iτξ (β3ψ̄4 − β4ψ̄3)

ξ (α1ψ2 − α2ψ1) + eiτη (β̄3ψ4 − β̄4ψ3) Â′

)
,

(2.8)

where the commuting spinors η and ξ are

ηα =

√
2πi

k
(1,−ie−iτ )α , ξα =

√
2πi

k
(−ieiτ , 1)α . (2.9)

The diagonal entries are primed because now the scalar coupling matrix M I
J is such that

it receives the contribution coming from G2, i.e. it is

M I
J =


−1 + 2ᾱ1α1 2ᾱ1α2 2eiτ ᾱ1β̄3 2eiτ ᾱ1β̄4

2ᾱ2α1 −1 + 2ᾱ2α2 2eiτ ᾱ2β̄3 2eiτ ᾱ2β̄4

2e−iτβ3α1 2e−iτβ3α2 1 + 2β3β̄3 2β3β̄4

2e−iτβ4α1 2e−iτβ4α2 2β4β̄3 1 + 2β4β̄4

 . (2.10)

4The parameters appears in G sticking to the notation of [20], so that unbarred (barred) parameters

accompany (anti-)chiral fields in the chiral decomposition of the theory in N = 2 language. We stress that

barred/unbarred parameters are not complex conjugates of each others.
5To write L we suitably scaled couplings so to recover the 1/2 BPS loop of [6] when α2 = ᾱ2 = −1

and all other parameters are zero. Also, whenever omitted, spinorial indices are meant to be contracted

up-down, i.e. λχ ≡ λαχα.
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The resulting operator,

W = sTrP exp

(
−i
∮
L dτ

)
, (2.11)

preserves Q. Following the proposal of [20], it can be represented in terms of a quiver

diagram as the one shown in figure 3.

α1 α2

ᾱ1 ᾱ2

β3 β4

β̄3 β̄4

Figure 3: The quiver diagram of the 1/24 BPS Wilson loop in ABJ(M). Following the notation of

[20], a squiggly circle, like the one on the left here, represents a node whose bosonic connection is

shifted by the constant c. The couplings to (anti-)chiral fields are denoted by solid (dashed) arrows.

As to the best of our knowledge this is the first time that such an operator is presented,6

we find it enlightening to stop and make a few comments about it before proceeding. First

of all we notice that in the quiver of figure 3 solid arrows point both into and out of

the squiggly node. From the analysis in [21], one can conclude that only Q is preserved,

generically, and the loop is therefore 1/24 BPS.

Particular subcases of supersymmetry enhancement can be read off directly from the

quiver structure. We know [21] that when solid arrows point only into the squiggly node, all

supercharges originally preserved by L0 are preserved by L and the resulting operator is 1/6

BPS. To be explicit, when only αi, ᾱ
i parameters appear in G, see (2.7), the corresponding

operator can be depicted in terms of a quiver diagram as in figure 4(a). In this case G

breaks only one SU(2) R-symmetry subgroup of L0. Moreover, at the particular point

ᾱiαi = 1 the resulting loop enjoys extra SU(3) symmetry and becomes 1/2 BPS. On the

other hand, for the case where only the βj , β̄j parameters appear in G, it is useful to employ

the gauge where the constant shift (and therefore the squigglyness of the corresponding

quiver diagram) lies in the second node. In this case G loses the awkward e±iτ phases and

the resulting operator can be depicted as in figure 4(b). This corresponds to G breaking

the other SU(2) R-symmetry subgroup of L0 and at the particular point where βj β̄j = −1,

SU(3) symmetry is restored and the loop is 1/2 BPS. This is summarized in figure 1.

The particular cases outlined above recover the original analysis proposed in the second

chapter of [24], where the authors propose G’s that can be comprised of {C1, C̄
1, C2, C̄

2} or

of {C3, C̄
3, C4, C̄

4}. Our construction is therefore a generalization of that and corresponds

to the most generic BPS operator one can build out of L0. All previously known examples

can be derived from it through appropriate choices of the parameters.

6The quiver representation of figure 3 has already appeared in [20], see their figure 7, but the corre-

sponding operator was not written down explicitly.

– 8 –



ᾱ1 ᾱ2

α1 α2

(a)

β̄3 β̄4

β3 β4

(b)

Figure 4: Branches of 1/6 BPS loops breaking different SU(2) R-symmetries of L0.

Finally, seen from a different perspective, by viewing ABJ(M) as the orbifold of N = 4,

the operator outlined above corresponds to the 1/16 BPS operator appearing in figure 5 of

[21], now specialized to ABJ(M).

2.2 1/12 BPS latitude Wilson loops

The latitude operators are supported along

xµ = (sin θ, cos θ cos τ, cos θ sin τ) . (2.12)

Their bosonic representatives are still written as (2.4), but this time with

M I
J =


− cos θ 0 e−iτ sin θ 0

0 −1 0 0

eiτ sin θ 0 cos θ 0

0 0 0 1

 . (2.13)

This form of M is such that the resulting loops are invariant under

cos
θ

2

(
Q+

12 − ie
−iθS+

12

)
− i sin

θ

2

(
Q−23 + ie−iθS−23

)
,

cos
θ

2

(
Q34+ − ieiθS34+

)
− i sin

θ

2

(
Q14− + ieiθS14−

)
.

(2.14)

As before, we follow the prescription (2.1) to construct the fermionic counterparts.

We take the supercharge Q to be given by the sum of the supercharges above. Then the

analysis of possible scalars to include in G is parallel to the θ 6= 0 discussion of [21]. We

find that C2, C̄
2 and C4, C̄

4 can not be included simultaneously due to the non-periodicity

of boundary conditions that can not be fixed by means of a gauge transformation. To be

precise, the superconnection would transform as the supercovariant derivative of(
0 ᾱ2C2 + e−iτ cos θβ4C4

α2C̄
2 + eiτ cos θβ̄4C̄

4 0

)
, (2.15)

which does not have well-behaved boundary conditions. As for the inclusion of C1, C̄
1 and

C3, C̄
3, we find that it requires promoting the superconnection to a 3× 3 supermatrix and

taking a cover of the quiver of the theory. Since this goes beyond the scope of our present

discussion, we leave such possibility to the future.
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ᾱ2

α2

(a)

β̄4

β4

(b)

Figure 5: Branches of 1/12 BPS latitude loops. Points where supersymmetry is enhanced cor-

respond to α2ᾱ2 = −β̄4β4 = 1, where an SU(2) subgroup of R-symmetry is restored and the

operators become 1/6 BPS.

We consider, therefore, two possible loops built out of G coupling either to C2, C̄
2 or

to C4, C̄
4. Both options are represented in figure 5, where the squigglyness of the nodes

now stands for a constant shift of c = cos θ
2 .

For brevity, we focus here on the explicit construction of the first branch. Its composite

bosonic connection has a constant shift lying in the first node and the final form of the

superconnection is

Lθ =

(
A′ + cos θ

2 −ᾱ2η
(
cos θ2 ψ̄

1 − sin θ
2e
iτ ψ̄3

)
−α2ξ

(
cos θ2ψ1 − sin θ

2e
−iτψ3

)
Â′

)
, (2.16)

with the scalar coupling now given by

M I
J =


− cos θ 0 e−iτ sin θ 0

0 −1 + 2ᾱ2α2 0 0

eiτ sin θ 0 cos θ 0

0 0 0 1

 . (2.17)

At the particular point where ᾱ2α2 = 1, an SU(2) subgroup of R-symmetry is preserved.

The loop is invariant under the supercharges (2.14) and the ones obtained by swapping

the 2 ↔ 4 indices. This is the 1/6 BPS latitude operator introduced in [46] and further

studied in [48, 49].

2.3 Removing the constant shift

The constant shift c in (2.2) is useful in the definition of the operators (see chapter 2 of [24]).

Its presence gives rise to a manifestly reparametrisation invariant operator. Moreover,

Wilson loops with this shift are (super)gauge invariant without the need for an additional

twist matrix [45] and can be defined as the supertrace of a superconnection, as in (2.11),

rather than with a trace, as in the original construction of [6]. However, the presence of

this shift makes the perturbative calculation more intricate (see chapter 5 of [24]), so we

find it helpful to remove it before proceeding to the next section.

To illustrate the procedure we will take the latitude operator. The θ → 0 limit of the

analysis below reproduces the circular case. We make a U(N1) gauge transformation in

order to remove the constant shift from the first node,

Aµẋ
µ +

cos θ

2
−→ Aµẋ

µ +
dΛ

dτ
+

cos θ

2
= Aµẋ

µ + boundary terms , (2.18)
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where boundary terms may arise from the discontinuity of Λ on the circle. Precisely, we

choose

Λ = −cos θ

2
τ + ∆

∑
n∈Z

θ(τ − 2πn) , (2.19)

where a constant ∆ has been introduced, so to insure that
∫ 2π

0 dτ dΛ
dτ vanishes. Requiring

0 =

∫ 2π

0
dτ

dΛ

dτ
=

∫ 2π

0
dτ

(
−cos θ

2
+ ∆ δ(τ − 2π)

)
= −π cos θ + ∆ , (2.20)

we obtain ∆ = π cos θ. Therefore, the original gauge term (Aµẋ
µ + cos θ

2 ) in the supercon-

nection is now replaced by (Aµẋ
µ + π cos θ δ(τ − 2π)).

Taking this delta function contribution into account, we recover the twist matrix T

P exp

(
−i
∫ 2π+ε

2π−ε
L dτ

)
→ exp

(
−i

(
π cos θ 0

0 0

))
=

(
e−iπ cos θ 0

0 1

)
≡ T . (2.21)

In the circular case this is simply T = diag(−1, 1). In the latitude case, in order to follow

the same conventions of [46], we rescale it such that

T ≡

(
e−iπ(cos θ)/2 0

0 eiπ(cos θ)/2

)
. (2.22)

The gauge transformation we have performed in order to remove the constant shift

acts on the matter fields as

ψ̄I → ψ̄Ie−iΛ = ψ̄Iei cos θ τ/2 , ψI → ψIe
iΛ = ψIe

−i cos θ τ/2 ,

C̄I → C̄Ie−iΛ = C̄Iei cos θ τ/2 , CI → CIe
iΛ = CIe

−i cos θ τ/2 .
(2.23)

The diagonal elements of the superconnection remain unchanged, while the fermionic en-

tries gain extra phases. For the circular 1/24 BPS operator these are

f̄ = eiτ/2 η
(
ᾱ1ψ̄2 − ᾱ2ψ̄1

)
+ e−iτ/2ξ (β3ψ̄4 − β4ψ̄3) ,

f = e−iτ/2 ξ (α1ψ2 − α2ψ1) + eiτ/2η (β̄3ψ4 − β̄4ψ3) ,
(2.24)

while for the latitude 1/12 BPS operator they are

f̄θ = −ei cos θ τ/2 η ᾱ2

(
cos

θ

2
ψ̄1 − sin

θ

2
eiτ ψ̄3

)
,

fθ = −e−i cos θ τ/2 ξ α2

(
cos

θ

2
ψ1 − sin

θ

2
e−iτψ3

)
.

(2.25)

Therefore, the final form of the superconnection is

L =

(
A f̄

f Â

)
, (2.26)
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without the constant shift in the first diagonal block, unlike (2.2), and similarly for the

case with θ 6= 0.7

The Wilson loop operator is now written as

W = R−1 sTrP
(
e−i

∮
LdτT

)
, (2.27)

where we have introduced the normalization factor R = sTr(T ). In particular, from now

on, we will refer to the circular Wilson loop as

W =
W

N1 +N2
, W ≡ TrP exp

(
−i
∮
L dτ

)
, (2.28)

with the L in (2.26).

3 Renormalization

3.1 1D effective field theory for the Wilson loop VEV

At weak coupling, the standard procedure for computing the vacuum expectation value of

a Wilson loop is ordinary perturbation theory. In the functional approach, this amounts to

expanding the exponential of the interaction part of the bulk action in powers of the cou-

pling constant and performing contractions with the Wilson loop expansion using Feynman

rules for the bulk theory.

In the QCD context, in the 80’s Samuel [37], Gervais and Neveu [38] proposed an

alternative method to study Wilson loop operators, based on the formulation of a one-

dimensional effective field theory. Subsequently, this method was further developed and

heavily exploited to study the renormalization of composite operators [50–52].

The method makes use of auxiliary one-dimensional fermions and can be briefly sum-

marized as follows. Suppose that in a given gauge theory one wants to evaluate a generic

Wilson loop supported along a contour C,

W [C] = TrP exp

(
−i
∫
C
L dτ

)
. (3.1)

In this expression L may be the ordinary gauge connection A or one of the bosonic con-

nections A given in (2.4). In any case, one can write the perturbative expansion of the

operator as

W [C] = Tr

(
1 +

∞∑
k=1

(−i)k

k!
P
∫
C
dτ1dτ2 . . . dτk L(τ1)L(τ2) . . .L(τk)

)

= Tr

(
1 +

∞∑
k=1

(−i)k
∫
C
dτ1dτ2 . . . dτk θ(τk − τk−1) . . . θ(τ2 − τ1)L(τ1)L(τ2) . . .L(τk)

)
.

(3.2)

7We keep the same symbol L for this superconnection without the shift, hoping that it will not be

confusing. From now on, L will refer to this expression.

– 12 –



The idea is to interpret θ(τi − τj) as the propagator of an auxiliary fermionic field z living

on the Wilson loop contour, whose interaction with the rest of the fields is dictated by

L. Taking the z field in the fundamental representation of the gauge group, its action is

chosen to be

Seff = S +

∫
dτ z̄(τ) [∂τ + iL] z(τ) , (3.3)

where S is the action of the underlying gauge theory. Performing the Gaussian z-integral

in the generating functional, it can be shown that for a contour C12 connecting two points

parametrized by τ1, τ2 one has [51, 52]

〈W [C12]〉 =

〈
TrP exp

(
−i
∫ τ1

τ2

L dτ
)〉

= 〈z(τ2)z̄(τ1)〉 , (3.4)

where

〈z(τ2)z̄(τ1)〉 =

∫
[DzDz̄] z(τ2)z̄(τ1) e−Seff . (3.5)

Therefore, the expectation value of W is nothing but the two-point function of the one-

dimensional theory defined on it.

This method could be naturally generalized to study renormalization properties of

Wilson loops in supersymmetric theories. Here, we propose a generalization that captures

the expectation value of operators in the ABJ(M) theory.

Since in this theory Wilson loops are defined in terms of supermatrices, the natural

way to proceed is to replace the one-dimensional auxiliary z fermion with a Grassmann

odd supermatrix

Ψ =

(
z ϕ

ϕ̃ z̃

)
, Ψ̄ =

(
z̄ ¯̃ϕ

ϕ̄ ¯̃z

)
, (3.6)

where z (z̃) and ϕ (ϕ̃) are a spinor and a scalar, respectively, in the fundamental repre-

sentation of U(N1) (U(N2)). We then look for an effective theory such that the ABJ(M)

Wilson loop VEV (2.27) can be computed as a two-point function of the one-dimensional

fields. To this end, we consider the following action

Seff = SABJ(M) +

∫
dτ Tr

(
Ψ̄DτΨ

)
, (3.7)

where SABJ(M) is the ABJ(M) action (see (A.2)) and Dτ = ∂τ + iL(τ), L being the Wilson

loop superconnection. It is then easy to prove that

〈W [C12]〉 = 〈Tr Ψ(τ2)Ψ̄(τ1)〉 , (3.8)

where the vacuum functional on the right-hand side includes the integrations over both the

bulk fields and the one-dimensional Ψ, Ψ̄ supermatrices, weighted by the action (3.7).8 We

provide more details about this derivation in appendix B.

We focus here on the circular Wilson loop defined in section 2.1, while postponing the

investigation of the latitude operator of section 2.2 to a future publication [47]. Expanding

8Here it is sufficient to assume that a consistent definition of integration over supermatrices exists, which

leads to well-defined, finite and non-vanishing results for Gaussian integrals.
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the matrix product and defining for simplicity g =
√

2π
k , the effective action can be written

explicitly as

Seff = SABJ(M) +

∫
dτ
[
ϕ̄Dτϕ+ ¯̃ϕD̂τ ϕ̃+ z̄Dτz + ¯̃zD̂τ z̃

+ i(¯̃zfϕ+ ϕ̄f̄ z̃ + ¯̃ϕfz + z̄f̄ ϕ̃)
]
,

(3.9)

where we have defined Dτ = ∂τ + iA and D̂τ = ∂τ + iÂ. A, Â, f and f̄ are the even and

odd elements of the Wilson loop superconnection, see (2.26). The covariant τ -derivatives

give rise to the usual minimal coupling between the one-dimensional fields and the bulk

gauge vectors, plus quartic interactions with bulk scalar bilinears. We have not inserted

the explicit expressions of f, f̄ , which can be found in (2.25). At this stage, it is only

important to take into account that these couplings are proportional to one power of g.

The tree-level propagators of the one-dimensional fields are

= 〈zi(τ1)z̄j(τ2)〉 = δij θ(τ1 − τ2) ,

= 〈z̃ î(τ1)¯̃zĵ(τ2)〉 = δî
ĵ
θ(τ1 − τ2) ,

= 〈ϕi(τ1)ϕ̄j(τ2)〉 = δij θ(τ1 − τ2) ,

= 〈ϕ̃î(τ1) ¯̃ϕĵ(τ2)〉 = δî
ĵ
θ(τ1 − τ2) .

(3.10)

3.2 Renormalization scheme

We now focus on the perturbative evaluation of the two-point function (3.8) for the one-

dimensional theory. This first requires investigating whether the one-dimensional fields

and the couplings undergo a non-trivial renormalization, due to short distance divergences

arising on the loop.

For each one-dimensional field φ = {ϕ, ϕ̃, z, z̃} the corresponding renormalization func-

tions are defined as φ = Z
− 1

2
φ φ0, where φ0 stands for the bare quantity. We note that since

the action (3.9) is invariant under the formal exchanges z ↔ ϕ and z̃ ↔ ϕ̃, we can set

Zz = Zϕ and Zz̃ = Zϕ̃. As we are going to prove, the field function renormalization is suf-

ficient to cancel UV divergent contributions to both the kinetic terms and the interaction

vertices between auxiliary fields and gauge connections, i.e. the φ̄Aµẋ
µφ vertices. This is

consistent with the expectation that the addition of the auxiliary action in (3.7) does not

affect the UV finiteness of the ABJ(M) theory (Aµ does not renormalize).

As follows from the definition of f, f̄ and M J
I in (2.24) and (2.10), respectively, the

fermionic interactions (as for instance ¯̃zfϕ) and the quartic couplings with the scalar

bilinears contain the g coupling and the αi, ᾱ
i, βj , β̄j parameters as further couplings.

For the renormalization of the fermionic interactions we define

(ᾱi)0 Z
1/2
z̃ Z1/2

ϕ = (ᾱi)0 Z
1/2
z Z

1/2
ϕ̃ = Zᾱi ᾱ

i ,

(αi)0 Z
1/2
z̃ Z1/2

ϕ = (αi)0 Z
1/2
z Z

1/2
ϕ̃ = Zαi αi ,

(βj)0 Z
1/2
z̃ Z1/2

ϕ = (βj)0 Z
1/2
z Z

1/2
ϕ̃ = Zβj β

j ,

(β̄j)0 Z
1/2
z̃ Z1/2

ϕ = (β̄j)0 Z
1/2
z Z

1/2
ϕ̃ = Zβ̄j β̄j ,

(3.11)
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where the subscript 0 denotes bare parameters and we have used that the ABJ(M) coupling

does not renormalize, i.e. g0 = g. The scalar vertices of the form M J
I φ̄CJ C̄

Iφ deserve

more attention since the parametric dependence is hidden inside the scalar coupling matrix

M J
I . We set

Zϕ(M J
I )0 = ZϕCM

J
I , Zϕ̃(M J

I )0 = Zϕ̃CM
J
I ,

Zz(M
J
I )0 = ZzCM

J
I , Zz̃ (M J

I )0 = Zz̃CM
J
I ,

(3.12)

where (M J
I )0 is the scalar coupling matrix expressed in terms of the bare parameters.

Using the standard BPHZ renormalization procedure, we write all renormalization

functions as Z = 1 + δ, where δ are the corresponding countertems. We then extract the

Feynman rules from the one-dimensional Lagrangian written as the sum of a renormalized

Lagrangian plus the counterterm part

L1D = Lren
1D + Lct

1D , (3.13)

where Lren
1D is given by (3.9) written in terms of renormalized quantities and the countert-

erms read

Lct
1D =

∑
φ=ϕ,z

(
δφ φ̄∂τφ+ δφ igφ̄Aµẋ

µφ+ δφC g
2|ẋ|M J

I φ̄CJ C̄
Iφ
)

+
∑
φ̃=ϕ̃,z̃

(
δφ̃

¯̃
φ∂τ φ̃+ δφ̃ ig

¯̃
φÂµẋ

µφ̃+ δφ̃C g
2|ẋ|M J

I
¯̃
φC̄ICJ φ̃

)
+ i¯̃z

(
e−

iτ
2 ξ
(
δα1 α1ψ

2 − δα2 α2ψ
1
)

+ e
iτ
2 η (δβ̄3

β̄3ψ
4 − δβ̄4

β̄4ψ
3)
)
ϕ

+ i ¯̃ϕ
(
e−

iτ
2 ξ
(
δα1 α1ψ

2 − δα2 α2ψ
1
)

+ e
iτ
2 η (δβ̄3

β̄3ψ
4 − δβ̄4

β̄4ψ
3)
)
z

+ iϕ̄
(
e
iτ
2 η
(
δᾱ1 ᾱ1ψ̄2 − δᾱ2 ᾱ2ψ̄1

)
+ e−

iτ
2 ξ (δβ3 β3ψ̄4 − δβ4 β4ψ̄3)

)
z̃

+ iz̄
(
e
iτ
2 η
(
δᾱ1 ᾱ1ψ̄2 − δᾱ2 ᾱ2ψ̄1

)
+ e−

iτ
2 ξ (δβ3β3ψ̄4 − δβ4 β4ψ̄3)

)
ϕ̃ ,

(3.14)

with obvious meanings of the δ’s.

3.3 Evaluation of one-loop counterterms

We begin by investigating the structure of the counterterms at one loop. We tame short

distance divergences arising from the evaluation of Feynman integrals by using dimensional

regularization in D = 1−2ε and a minimal subtraction scheme. We work in the large N1, N2

limit.

Since we want to study the UV behavior of our one-dimensional theory, we work in the

τ2 → τ1 limit, where τ parameterizes the curve on which the theory is defined. Therefore,

any regular contour can be approximated, around a point, by a straight segment, such

that |ẋ| = 1 and ẋ · ẍ = 0. In this limit, for a generic one-dimensional field φ we use the

following approximation9

φ2 ' φ1 + (τ2 − τ1)φ̇1 , (3.15)

9We use the notation φ(τi) ≡ φi and xi ≡ x(τi).
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6: One-loop corrections to the fermionic propagator 〈z̄z〉. Double straight lines represent

z and z̄, blue double dashed lines are the one-dimensional ϕ̃ scalars, simple straight lines are

ABJ(M) fermions, whereas wavy lines describe the ABJ(M) U(N1) gauge field. Diagram (c) is the

δz counterterm in (3.14).

as well as the following expansion for the coordinates on the contour

xµ2 ' x
µ
1 + (τ2 − τ1)ẋµ1 , ẋµ2 ' ẋ

µ
1 + (τ2 − τ1)ẍµ1 ,

(x2 − x1)2 ' (τ2 − τ1)2 ẋ2
1

(
1 + (τ2 − τ1)

ẋ1 · ẍ1

ẋ2
1

)
,

(3.16)

To keep the discussion as clear as possible, we provide here details for the first few

diagrams and collect the rest of the calculations in appendix C.

Corrections to the kinetic term

We begin by considering one-loop self-energy corrections to the 〈z̄z〉 propagator of the one-

dimensional theory. The contributing diagrams are drawn in figure 6 (we neglect tadpole

diagrams, as they vanish in dimensional regularization).

The first diagram is the gauge field correction and gives rise to the following contribu-

tion

Σ(a)
z =

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2 z̄1 z2 ẋ

µ
1 ẋ

ν
2 θ(τ1 − τ2)〈Aµ(τ1)Aν(τ2)〉 . (3.17)

However, inserting the explicit expression (A.4) for the gauge propagator and using the

expansions (3.16), it is easy to see that in dimensional regularization this integral vanishes,

due to the antisymmetry of the εµνρ tensor.

The second diagram gives (we define τ12 ≡ τ1 − τ2)

Σ(b)
z =

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2

(
iz̄f̄ ϕ̃

)
(τ1) (i ¯̃ϕfz) (τ2)

= ᾱiαi

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2 z̄1 z2 e
iτ12

2 ηα(τ1)ξβ(τ2)〈ψ̄α(τ1)ψβ(τ2)〉

+ βj β̄j

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2 z̄1 z2 e
− iτ12

2 ξα(τ1)ηβ(τ2)〈ψ̄α(τ1)ψβ(τ2)〉 ,

(3.18)

where we have already used 〈ϕ̃1
¯̃ϕ2〉 = θ(τ1− τ2). Inserting the fermionic propagator (A.4),

it explicitly reads

Σ(b)
z = iᾱiαi

Γ(3
2 − ε)

2π
3
2
−ε

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2 z̄1 z2 e
i
τ12
2 ξα(τ2)(γµ) β

α ηβ(τ1)
(x2 − x1)µ

|x2 − x1|3−2ε

+ iβj β̄j
Γ(3

2 − ε)
2π

3
2
−ε

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2 z̄1 z2 e
−i τ12

2 ηα(τ2)(γµ) β
α ξβ(τ1)

(x2 − x1)µ

|x2 − x1|3−2ε
.

(3.19)
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In the τ2 → τ1 limit, using the explicit expression for the ξ, η spinors and the gamma

matrices in (A.1), we can write

ei
τ12
2 ξα(τ2) (γµ) β

α ηβ(τ1) (x2 − x1)µ = −4ig2 sin
τ12

2
' −2ig2(τ1 − τ2) ,

e−i
τ12
2 ηα(τ2) (γµ) β

α ξβ(τ1) (x2 − x1)µ = −4ig2 sin
τ12

2
' −2ig2(τ1 − τ2) .

(3.20)

Expanding the rest of the integrand with (3.15), (3.16), the integral reduces to

Σ(b)
z = −g2N2 (ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

Γ(3
2 − ε)
π

3
2
−ε

∫
dτ1z̄1 ż1

∫ τ1

dτ2 (τ1 − τ2)−1+2ε + · · ·

= −g2 N2

4πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

∫
dτ z̄ ∂τz + finite terms ,

(3.21)

where in the first line dots indicate terms of the expansion which give rise to finite integrals,

and in the second line we have extracted the divergent part for ε→ 0.

Finally, the counterterm contribution is

Σ(c)
z = −δz

∫
dτ z̄∂τz . (3.22)

Therefore the total correction to the z, z̄ propagator Σz, given by the sum of all diagrams

above, is

Σz =

(
−g2 N2

4πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)− δz

)∫
dτ z̄∂τz . (3.23)

Requiring the counterterm to cancel the divergence, we eventually find

Zz = Zϕ = 1− g2 N2

4πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j) . (3.24)

The same procedure can be applied to the tilde fields, obtaining similar contributions

Zz̃ = Zϕ̃ = 1− g2 N1

4πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j) . (3.25)

Corrections to the gauge-fermion vertex

We now consider one-loop corrections to the gauge-fermion vertex Sz̄Az = i
∫
dτ z̄Aµẋ

µz.

The corresponding diagrams are summarized in figure 7. In the following we simply list the

final result of each integral, referring to appendix C.1 for the details of the computation.

To begin with, it is easy to see that diagram 7(a) does not contribute, due to planarity.

In fact, using the expansions (3.16), the associated divergence turns out to be proportional

to εµνρẋ
µ
1 ẋ

ν
1 .

For the same reason, as discussed in appendix C.1, the divergent contribution of dia-

gram 7(b) also vanishes. This diagram contains the three gauge field vertex coming from

the ABJ(M) action, 1
3g2 ε

µνρ
∫
ddx Tr(AµAνAρ) (here d = 3− 2ε). Therefore, it is propor-

tional to the product of three epsilon tensors, one from the vertex and two from the gauge

propagators. Using ordinary epsilon tensor algebra, this product can be reduced to a single

epsilon, but eventually the remaining tensor is contracted with the same vector twice.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e)

Figure 7: One-loop corrections of the Vz̄Az vertex. The blue double-dashed line describes the ϕ̃

propagator, while the single-dashed line describes the ABJM scalar fields CI . The last diagram

represents the δz counterterm.

Diagram 7(c) is built using the gauge-fermion-fermion vertex from the original ABJ(M)

action −
∫
ddxTr(gψ̄JγµAµψJ). Its divergent contribution reads

Γ(c)
gauge = −g

2N2

4πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

∫
dτ iz̄Aµẋ

µz . (3.26)

Finally, diagram 7(d) contains the gauge-scalar vertex coming from minimal coupling

in the ABJ(M) action, i
∫
ddx (AµCI∂µC̄

I − ∂µCI C̄IAµ). In Lorentz gauge this diagram

turns out to be equal to zero, as shown in appendix C.1.

Summing all the contributions, the correction to the gauge vertex Γgauge is eventually

given by

Γgauge =

(
−δz −

g2N2

4πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

)∫
dτ iz̄Aµẋ

µz . (3.27)

Comparing with (3.24), we see that δz cancels exactly the divergence.

Following the same procedure for the ¯̃zÂµz̃ vertex, we find that the result changes only

by a color factor. Precisely, we obtain

Γ̂gauge =

(
−δz̃ −

g2N1

4πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

)∫
dτ i¯̃zÂµẋ

µz̃ , (3.28)

and δz̃ in (3.25) cancels exactly this vertex divergence.

The same pattern holds also for the remaining gauge-boson vertices, i.e. ϕ̄Aµẋ
µϕ and

¯̃ϕAµẋ
µϕ̃.
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Fermion vertex corrections

To compute the counterterm associated with the fermion vertex correction (last four lines

in (3.14)), we first consider the coupling i¯̃zfϕ. Inserting the explicit expression (2.24) for

f , this amounts to evaluating four different vertex structures, precisely

iα1e
−iτ/2ξ ¯̃zψ2ϕ− iα2e

−iτ/2ξ ¯̃zψ1ϕ+ iβ̄3e
iτ/2η ¯̃zψ4ϕ− iβ̄4e

iτ/2η ¯̃zψ3ϕ , (3.29)

with ξ, η given in (2.9).

For all the structures, the typologies of diagrams to be considered are shown in figure

8. The ABJ(M) vertices −ψ̄IγµψIAµ and ψ̄IγµÂµψI appear in 8(a) and 8(b), respectively.

Since these vertices are diagonal in the fermion colors, the correction to the α1 and α2

vertices will be the same, as well as the ones for β̄3 and β̄4.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 8: One-loop corrections to the V¯̃zfϕ vertex. Wavy lines correspond to Aµ propagators,

whereas wiggly lines represent Âµ propagators.

Considering first the corrections to the αi vertices, from diagram 8(a) we obtain (the

details are in appendix C.2)

Γ
(a)
fermion =

g2N1

8πε
i

∫
dτ ¯̃z

(
α1e
−iτ/2ξ ψ2 − α2 e

−iτ/2ξ ψ1
)
ϕ . (3.30)

For diagram 8(b) we find the same contribution with N1 replaced by N2.

Summing up the three diagrams, the one-loop correction to the αi fermion vertices is

given by

i

∫
dτ ¯̃z

[(
δα1 +

g2(N1 +N2)

8πε

)
α1e
−iτ/2ξ ψ2 −

(
δα2 +

g2(N1 +N2)

8πε

)
α2 e

−iτ/2ξ ψ1

]
ϕ .

(3.31)

It is easy to check that performing the same computation for the fermionic vertices pro-

portional to f̄ in (2.24), we obtain the same corrections to the ᾱi couplings. Consequently,

we find

Zᾱi = Zαi = 1− g2(N1 +N2)

8πε
, i = 1, 2 . (3.32)

Similarly, for the βj , β̄j couplings in (3.29) we obtain

Zβj = Zβ̄j = 1 +
g2(N1 +N2)

8πε
, j = 3, 4 . (3.33)
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The different sign compared with (3.32) comes from the different couplings accompanying

ᾱi, αi and βj , β̄j parameters.

Scalar vertex corrections

Now we study the corrections to the scalar vertex SϕC = g2M J
I

∫
dτϕ̄CJ C̄

Iϕ, as the

prototype of the four-point vertices in (3.9). This vertex requires particular attention since

the components of M J
I are functions of the αi, ᾱ

i, βj , β̄j parameters. In the most general

case, the 1/24 BPS matrix of (2.10), the parameters appear in all the components, and

this renders the computation rather involved. However, considering the particular case

ᾱ2α2 = β3β̄3 = β4β̄4 = 0 is sufficient to compute the desired corrections, while simplifying

considerably the calculations. We will then stick to this case.

At leading order in the gauge colors, the diagrams that contribute to the four-point

vertex are depicted in figure 9. Further non-vanishing diagrams could be drawn, which

however lead to subleading corrections proportional to double-trace vertices. Since we

work at large N1, N2, we neglect them.

Details on the computation of each diagram are presented separately in appendix C.3.

Here, we list only the results.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 9: Leading one-loop corrections of the Vϕ̄CC̄ϕ vertex. The last diagram corresponds to the

δϕC counterterm.

From the first two diagrams we obtain

Γ
(a)
scalar = −g4 N1

8πε
M K
I M J

K

∫
dτ ϕ̄CJ C̄

Iϕ ,

Γ
(b)
scalar = g4 N1

8πε

∫
dτ ϕ̄CIC̄

Iϕ .

(3.34)

Diagram 9(c) involves the Yukawa couplings appearing in the last two lines of the

ABJ(M) action in (A.2). It can be built either using the 2g2CIC̄
J ψ̄IψJ vertex or the
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−g2CIC̄
I ψ̄JψJ one. The two corresponding contributions read respectively

Γ
(c),1
scalar = −g4 N2

2πε
ᾱ1α1

∫
dτϕ̄C2C̄

2ϕ ,

Γ
(c),2
scalar = g4 N2

4πε
ᾱ1α1

∫
dτϕ̄CIC̄

Iϕ .

(3.35)

Therefore, we can summarize the result from this diagram as

Γ
(c)
scalar = g4 N2

4πε
ᾱ1α1


1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1


J

I

∫
dτ ϕ̄CJ C̄

Iϕ . (3.36)

Finally, we move on to diagrams 9(d) and 9(e). Working in Lorentz gauge, it is easy to

see that the corresponding contributions are not divergent. In fact, we can always integrate

by parts the ∂µ derivatives coming from the ABJ(M) vertices on the external CI , C̄
I lines.

As a consequence, the integrand is finite for dimensional reasons.

Summing all the contributions, we eventually obtain

0 = g2

[
δϕCM

J
I − g2 N1

8πε

(
M K
I M J

K − δJI
)

+ g2 N2

4πε
ᾱ1α1(δJI − 2δ2

I δ
J
2 )

] ∫
dτ ϕ̄CJ C̄

Iϕ .

(3.37)

This implies that

ZϕCM
J
I = (1 + δϕC)M J

I = M J
I +

g2

4πε
ᾱ1α1

[
−N2(δJI − 2δ2

I δ
J
2 ) + 2N1(ᾱ1α1 − 1)δ1

I δ
J
1

]
.

(3.38)

From the definition (3.12), for the scalar coupling renormalization we can write

(M J
I )0 =

ZϕC
Zϕ

M J
I = M J

I +
g2

4πε
ᾱ1α1

[
−N2(δJI − 2δ2

I δ
J
2 ) + 2N1(ᾱ1α1 − 1)δ1

I δ
J
1 +N2M

J
I

]
.

(3.39)

The term at order g2 on the right-hand side is zero for I = J = 2, 3, 4, whereas for I = J = 1

we obtain

(ᾱ1α1)0 = ᾱ1α1

[
1 +

g2

4πε
(N1 +N2)(ᾱ1α1 − 1)

]
, (3.40)

where on the left-hand side the subscript indicates the product of the two bare parameters.

This result is consistent with the α1, ᾱ
1 renormalization that we have already discussed.

3.4 β-functions

Having determined the renormalization functions, we can now compute the one-loop β-

functions for the parameters. To this end, we first recall that the definition of the bare

parameters are given in (3.11). Collecting the results for the renormalization functions
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found in the previous sections,

Z1/2
z = 1− g2 N2

8πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j) ,

Z
1/2
ϕ̃ = 1− g2 N1

8πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j) ,

Zᾱi = Zαi = 1− g2(N1 +N2)

8πε
,

Zβj = Zβ̄j = 1 +
g2(N1 +N2)

8πε
,

(3.41)

and plugging them there, we find

(αk)0 =

(
1 +

g2

8πε
(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j − 1)

)
αk k = 1, 2 ,

(ᾱk)0 =

(
1 +

g2

8πε
(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j − 1)

)
ᾱk ,

(β̄l)0 =

(
1 +

g2

8πε
(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j + 1)

)
β̄l l = 3, 4 ,

(βl)0 =

(
1 +

g2

8πε
(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j + 1)

)
βl .

(3.42)

As already mentioned, if we set ᾱ2 = α2 = β̄j = βj = 0 and consider the product (ᾱ1α1)0,

we obtain exactly the expression (3.40) coming from the renormalization of the four-point

scalar vertices. This is a non-trivial check of our renormalization procedure.

The one-dimensional theory under investigation possesses nine dimensionless coupling

constants ga = (g2, αi, ᾱ
i, βj , β̄j), with the new indices a, b, . . . running over these nine

couplings. In dimensional regularization with d = 3 − 2ε, the αi, ᾱ
i, βj , β̄j parameters

remain dimensionless, while g2 acquires dimension ∆g2 = 2ε.

Expressing the bare coupling constants (ga)0 as a function of the renormalized ones as

(ga)0 = µuaε
[
ga +

1

ε
Ka +O

(
1
ε2

)]
, (3.43)

with ug2 = 2 and the others vanishing, the corresponding β-functions are given by

βa = µ
dga
dµ

= −εuaga − uaKa +
∑
b

ubgb
∂Ka

∂gb
. (3.44)

Specializing this to the αk parameters, we find

(αk)0 = αk +
1

ε
Kαk , βαk = 2g2∂Kαk

∂g2
, (3.45)

and similarly for the other parameters.

From (3.42) we can read off the explicit expressions of the K’s, which lead to the

following one-loop β-functions

βαk =
g2

4π
(N1 +N2) (ᾱiαi + βj β̄j − 1)αk , βᾱk =

g2

4π
(N1 +N2) (ᾱiαi + βj β̄j − 1)ᾱk,

ββ̄l =
g2

4π
(N1 +N2) (ᾱiαi + βj β̄j + 1)β̄l , ββl =

g2

4π
(N1 +N2) (ᾱiαi + βj β̄j + 1)βl .

(3.46)
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These are the analogues of the Polchinski-Sully β-functions for the parameter ζ of the

interpolating Wilson loop in N = 4 super Yang-Mills theory [25].

To conclude this section we observe that the results we have obtained for the renormal-

ization functions and the β-functions are path independent, since short distance divergences

should be blind to the actual form of the Wilson loop contour. Therefore, we expect them

to be valid also for the renormalization of the parametric latitude Wilson loops of section

2.2. In fact, as it will be discussed in [47], the renormalization functions that remove UV

divergences in that case are independent of the latitude angle and coincide with the present

ones.

4 Wilson loop expectation value

In this section we compute the two-loop VEV for the circular 1/24 BPS Wilson loop. In

the auxiliary field approach this is given by (see appendix B for the proof of this identity)

〈W1/24(ᾱi, αi, β
j , β̄j)〉 =

1

2
〈Tr

(
Ψ0(2π)Ψ̄0(0)

)
〉

=
1

2

(
〈z0(2π)z̄0(0)〉+ 〈ϕ0(2π)ϕ̄0(0)〉+ 〈z̃0(2π)¯̃z0(0)〉+ 〈ϕ̃0(2π) ¯̃ϕ0(0)〉

)
= (1 + δz)〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉+ (1 + δz̃)〈z̃(2π)¯̃z(0)〉 . (4.1)

where in the last line we have taken into account the relation between bare and renormalized

fields, and the fact that z and ϕ in the auxiliary matrix (3.6) have the same two-point

function, as well as z̃ and ϕ̃. We recall that the two counterterms δz, δz̃ can be read off

from (3.24) and (3.25), respectively.

Since the one-dimensional auxiliary field method is analogous to the conventional way

of computing Wilson loops VEVs, there are straightforward relations between diagrams of

the one-dimensional theory and diagrams coming from the perturbative expansion of the

Wilson loop. In fact, if in the diagrams contributing to the two-point functions we identify

the end points, and identify the one-dimensional propagators with the Wilson loop contour,

we formally reproduce the one- and two-loop diagrams from the expansion of the Wilson

loop. It then follows that the typologies of integrals are the same in the two cases, so we

can exploit the results already present in the literature for two-loop integrals of Wilson

loops. We refer in particular to [53, 54] for details on the evaluation of the integrals in the

same set of conventions.

We evaluate the 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉, 〈z̃(2π)¯̃z(0)〉 correlators at two loops using the Lagrangian

(3.13), that is using the Feynman rules for renormalized quantities. According to (4.1) the

result for the Wilson loop VEV is then obtained by multiplying by the renormalization

factors (1 + δ) and keeping the correct order in loops.

For instance, focusing on the 〈zz̄〉 correlator, we organize the perturbative expansion

as

〈W 〉 = (1 + δ(1)
z + δ(2)

z + · · · )
(
〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉(0) + 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉(1) + 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉(2) + · · ·

)
= 1 +

[
δ(1)
z + 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉(1)

]
+
[
δ(2)
z + δ(1)

z 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉(1) + 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉(2)
]

+ · · ·
(4.2)
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where δ
(L)
z indicates the counterterm at order L. The presence of counterterms properly

grouped according to their loop order is crucial to remove short distance divergences from

the integrals and make the expansion order by order finite. In the next two sections we

evaluate the finite contributions corresponding to the two square brackets in (4.2).

4.1 One-loop analysis

At one-loop, the diagrams contributing to the two-point functions are the ones depicted in

figures 6(a) and 6(b). We can then exploit part of the previous calculations, except that

now we have to evaluate the finite part of the integrals, having removed already the short

distance divergence.

Diagram 6(a) still vanishes for planarity, as the epsilon tensor coming from the vector

propagator is contracted with three vectors lying on the plane of the circular contour.

The contribution from 6(b) is given in (3.19). The integrals appearing there were

computed in dimensional regularization in [53–55]. Using those results and taking into

account that at this order we find 〈zz̄〉 = 〈z̃ ¯̃z〉, the one-loop expectation value of the 1/24

BPS operator reads

〈W1/24(ᾱi, αi, β
j , β̄j)〉(1) = −(ᾱiαi+β

j β̄j)g
2N1N2

4επε+1 secπε

Γ(ε)
= −(ᾱiαi+β

j β̄j)g
2N1N2πε.

(4.3)

In the ε→ 0 limit this contribution vanishes. However, since it will enter later at two loops

multiplied by the counterterms, it is necessary to keep it for finite ε.

4.2 Two-loop analysis

We now move on to the evaluation of the two-point functions in (4.1) at two loops. In what

follows we focus separately on bosonic and fermionic diagrams, as well as on contributions

due to the counterterms of the one-dimensional theory.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

Figure 10: Two-loop corrections to the one-dimensional fermionic propagator 〈zz̄〉.
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Bosonic diagrams

The bosonic diagrams which contribute non-trivially are reported in the first line of figure

10.

Diagram 10(a) contains the gauge propagator corrected at one loop. Using its explicit

expression (A.5), the corresponding contribution to 〈zz̄〉(2) reads

10(a) = −
∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2〈Aµ(τ1)Aν(τ2)〉(1)ẋµ1 ẋ

ν
2 =

g4

4
N2

1N2 . (4.4)

The result for 〈z̃ ¯̃z〉(2) is the same with N1 and N2 exchanged.

Diagram 10(b) contains the ABJ(M) pure gauge vertex. Exploiting the results in

[53, 54] for the corresponding integral, this gives

10(b) = − i

3g2

∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2

∫ τ2

0
dτ3 ε

αβγ ẋµ1 ẋ
ν
2 ẋ

ρ
3 (4.5)

× 〈Aµ(τ1)Aν(τ2)〉〈Aρ(τ3)Aα(x)〉〈Aβ(x)Aγ(x)〉 = −g
4

24
N3

1 .

The result for 〈z̃ ¯̃z〉(2) is the same with N3
1 replaced by N3

2 .

Diagram 10(c) deserves more attention, since it is the only diagram which contributes

to the 1/24 BPS operator, but is absent in the more supersymmetric cases. Its contribution

to 〈zz̄〉(2) is

10(c) = g4N2
1N2

Γ2(1
2 − ε)

16π3−2ε

∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2 Tr (M(τ1)M(τ2))

1

|x1 − x2|2−4ε
. (4.6)

As long as the trace of two M matrices is τ -independent, this integral is identically zero

(see for instance [54]). This is what happens in the 1/6 and 1/2 BPS cases. However, in

the present case this trace acquires a non-trivial τ -dependence proportional to the loop

parameters,

Tr (M(τ1)M(τ2)) → 8(ᾱiαi)(β
j β̄j) cos τ12 . (4.7)

This modifies the nature of the integral leading to a non-vanishing result. In fact, the

resulting integral is the same as the one-loop correction to the gauge field propagator

10(a). Exploiting that result, we obtain

10(c) = g4N1N2(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi)(β
j β̄j)

Γ2(1
2 − ε)

2π3−2ε

∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2

cos τ12

|x12|2−4ε

= −g
4

2
(ᾱiαi)(β

j β̄j)N1N2(N1 +N2) .

(4.8)

Summarizing, the bosonic contribution to the 1/24 BPS Wilson loop in (4.1) is

B =
g4

4
N1N2(N1 +N2)− g4

24

(
N3

1 +N3
2

)
− g4

2
(ᾱiαi)(β

j β̄j)N1N2(N1 +N2) . (4.9)
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Fermionic diagrams

Fermionic diagrams contributing to the two-point functions are depicted in the second and

third lines of figure 10. The first diagram 10(d) contains the one-loop corrected fermion

propagator given in (A.5). Since this is proportional to (N1 −N2), when in (4.1) we sum

up the contribution of 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉 with the one from 〈z̃(2π)¯̃z(0)〉 obtained by exchanging

N1 with N2, they cancel each other. Therefore, this diagram does not contribute to the

Wilson loop VEV.

Moving to the double fermion-exchange diagrams illustrated in figures 10(e)-10(f),

using known integrals from the literature [53, 54], we obtain

10(e) + 10(f) =
1

24

∫
dτ1dτ2dτ3dτ4 〈z(2π)z̄(0)

(
z̄f̄ ϕ̃

)
(τ1)

(
z̄f̄ ϕ̃

)
(τ2)

×
(

¯̃ϕfz
)
(τ3)

(
¯̃ϕfz

)
(τ4)〉+ (τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4 permutations)

=
3g4

8
N1N2(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

2

(4.10)

Finally, the three diagrams in the last line of figure 10 correspond to the three different

ways of contracting the fields that exit the fermion-vector vertex. Their sum reads

10(g) + 10(h) + 10(i)

= i

∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2

∫ τ2

0
dτ3

[
〈f̄(τ1)Âµ(τ2)ẋµ2f(τ3)〉

〈f̄(τ1)f(τ2)Aµ(τ3)ẋµ3 〉+ 〈Aµ(τ1)ẋµ1 f̄(τ2)f(τ3)〉
]
.

(4.11)

Inserting the explicit expressions (2.24) for the f, f̄ functions, we obtain a linear combina-

tion of integrals which are the same ones appearing in the ordinary Wilson loop expansion.

Therefore, exploiting known results in the literature [53, 54] and combining the contribu-

tions from 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉 and 〈z̃(2π)¯̃z(0)〉, we eventually obtain

10(g) + 10(h) + 10(i) = −g
4

2
N1N2(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi − βj β̄j) . (4.12)

In conclusion, the total sum of fermionic diagrams reads

F =
3g4

8
N1N2(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

2 − g4

2
N1N2(N1 +N2)(ᾱiαi − βj β̄j) . (4.13)

Counterterms

As seen in section 3.3, we also need to include diagrams with vertices coming from the

counterterms. In particular, for the 〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉 two-loop correction we obtain the four

diagrams in figure 11. For all the other one-dimensional fields we have analogous diagrams

and the results extend straightforwardly.

We start from diagram 11(a), which corresponds to the insertion of a one-loop δz
counterterm. We obtain

11(a) = δz

∫
dτ

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2〈z(2π)z̄(0)

(
z̄f̄ ¯̃ϕ

)
(τ1)

(
ϕfz

)
(τ2)

(
z̄∂τz

)
(τ)〉+ (τ1 ↔ τ2)

= 2δz

∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2〈f̄(τ1)f(τ2)〉 ,

(4.14)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 11: Counterterm contributions to the self-energy of the one-dimensional fermion z.

where we have used ∂τθ(τ − x) = δ(τ − x). Similarly, from 11(b) we have

11(b) = δϕ̃

∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2〈f̄(τ1)f(τ2)〉 . (4.15)

Diagrams 11(c) and 11(d) correspond to insertions of a fermionic counterterm vertex

11(c) + 11(d) = −1

2

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2〈z(2π)z̄(0)

(
z̄f̄ ¯̃ϕ

)
(τ1)

(
ϕ (δff)z

)
(τ2)〉

− 1

2

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2〈z(2π)z̄(0)

(
z̄ (δf̄ f̄) ¯̃ϕ

)
(τ1)

(
ϕfz

)
(τ2)〉+ (τ1 ↔ τ2)

= −
∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2

(
〈f̄(τ1)δff(τ2)〉+ 〈δf̄ f̄(τ1)f(τ2)〉

)
,

(4.16)

where we have defined

δff = e−
iτ
2 ξ
(
δᾱ1ᾱ1ψ2 − δᾱ2ᾱ2ψ1

)
+ e

iτ
2 η(δβ3β3ψ4 − δβ4β4ψ3) . (4.17)

and similarly for δf̄ f̄ .

The same calculation can be reproduced for the 〈z̃ ¯̃z〉 two-point function. Taking into

account that δϕ̃ = δz̃ and δϕ = δz the total contribution is

(〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉+ 〈z̃(2π)¯̃z(0)〉)ct
=
(
δf + δf̄ − 3δz − 3δz̃

)
〈W 〉(1) , (4.18)

where 〈W 〉(1) is the one-loop contribution to circular Wilson loops (4.3).

According to expansion (4.2), at two loops we have extra finite contributions coming

from the product of the one-loop counterterms (set δ
(1)
z ≡ δz, δz̃ there) multiplying the

one-loop O(ε) two-point functions

δz〈z(2π)z̄(0)〉(1) + δz̃〈z̃(2π)¯̃z(0)〉(1) = (δz + δz̃) 〈W 〉(1) . (4.19)

Therefore, summing (4.18) and (4.19), the final contribution to the Wilson loop VEV from

the counterterms is

C = −g4N1N2

4
(N1 +N2)

[
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

2 − ᾱiαi + βj β̄j
]
. (4.20)
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4.3 The final result for the Wilson loop VEV

Combining all the previous results, B + F + C, the large N1, N2 expectation value for the

parametric circular 1/24 BPS Wilson loop at two loops reads

〈W1/24(αi, ᾱ
i, βj , β̄j)〉 = 1− g4

24

[
N2

1 +N2
2 − 4N1N2 − 3N1N2(ᾱiαi − βj β̄j − 1)2

]
+O(g6) ,

(4.21)

where we recall that we have defined g =
√

2π/k.

By setting βj = β̄j = 0 or ᾱi = αi = 0, one recovers two branches of interpolating 1/6

BPS fermionic Wilson loops, which have the following VEVs

〈WI
1/6(αi, ᾱ

i)〉 = 1− g4

24

[
N2

1 +N2
2 − 4N1N2 − 3N1N2(ᾱiαi − 1)2

]
+O(g6) ,

〈WII
1/6(βj , β̄j)〉 = 1− g4

24

[
N2

1 +N2
2 − 4N1N2 − 3N1N2(βj β̄j + 1)2

]
+O(g6) .

(4.22)

We recall that, according to the classification in [16, 17], “type I” and “type II” 1/6 BPS

fermionic Wilson loops differ by the preserved SU(2) ⊂ SU(4) R-symmetry group.

If in particular we choose ᾱiαi = 1 in WI
1/6(αi, ᾱ

i) or βj β̄j = −1 in WII
1/6(βj , β̄j),

we recover the known result for 1/2 BPS operators [53–55], at two loops and in the large

N1, N2 limit:

〈WI
1/2〉 = 〈WII

1/2〉 = 1− g4

24

(
N2

1 +N2
2 − 4N1N2

)
+O(g6) . (4.23)

Finally, if we set all the parameters to zero we obtain the two-loop expectation value

of the bosonic operator [1–4]

〈Wbos
1/6〉 ≡

〈
N1Wbos +N2Ŵbos

N1 +N2

〉
= 1− g4

24

(
N2

1 +N2
2 − 7N1N2

)
+O(g6). (4.24)

where Wbos, Ŵbos are the bosonic operators defined in (2.4).

We have evaluated the Wilson loop VEVs exploiting the one-dimensional auxiliary

field formulation. Alternatively, one could use the ordinary procedure of expanding W in

powers of the superconnection and evaluate correlation functions of L. We have checked

that proceeding in this way, once we replace bare parameters with their renormalized

expressions found above, the final result coincides with (4.21). This is a non-trivial check

of our procedure.

5 Discussion

5.1 Renormalization Group flows

In section 3.4 we have shown that the introduction of the weakly relevant couplings

αi, ᾱ
i, βj , β̄j triggers a RG flow driven by the eight β-functions (3.46). Here we study

this flow by focusing on the “type I” operators defined above. The study of RG flows

involving “type II” Wilson loops will be presented elsewhere [47].
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In order to give an intuitive visual description of the RG flow we define ᾱ1 = α1 = x

and β3 = β̄3 = y and set the other parameters to zero. The relevant β-functions are then

βx(x, y) = µ
∂x

∂µ
=
g2

4π
(N1 +N2)(x2 + y2 − 1)x ,

βy(x, y) = µ
∂y

∂µ
=
g2

4π
(N1 +N2)(x2 + y2 + 1) y .

(5.1)

In figure 12 we plot βx(x, y = 0) and highlight the zeros of the βx-function.

1
x

βx

Figure 12: Plot of βx when y = 0. To make contact with figure 13, we have highlighted the fixed

points.

In figure 13 we draw the RG flow trajectories in the (x, y) plane, for x, y real and

non-negative. For negative x we would obtain an equivalent fixed point. The blue point

in figures 12, 13 corresponds to the x = y = 0 fixed point where the associated operator is

the bosonic 1/6 BPS Wilson loop Wbos
1/6 defined in (4.24). This is a UV fixed point where

the parameters trigger an outgoing flow. Moving along the horizontal green line in figure

13 we reach an IR fixed point (highlighted in red) corresponding to “type I” fermionic 1/2

BPS Wilson loop obtained from WI
1/6 by selecting ᾱiαi = 1.

The green line describes an enriched RG flow between UV and IR fixed points, along

which supersymmetry is partially preserved. In fact, all the points on the two axes, even

those not highlighted in green, correspond to operators which preserve four supercharges.

Similarly, flows along a generic direction in the plane preserve one supercharge, corre-

sponding to the 1/24 BPS operator, whose VEV is given in (4.21). In this sense, they can

still be interpreted as enriched RG flows.

More generally, still setting y = 0, we relax the condition ᾱ1 = α1 = x, and consider

the flow in the (α1, ᾱ
1) plane, as presented in figure 14. As expected, the 1/2 BPS curve

α1ᾱ
1 = 1 corresponds to a set of attractive points. This is in agreement with the analysis

of figure 13 where the red dot is also attractive and green trajectories connect fixed points.
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0 1

0 x

y

Figure 13: The RG flow in the (x, y) plane. Arrows go from the UV to the IR. Arrows on the x, y

axes correspond to 1/6 BPS flows, while arrows outside the x, y axes correspond to 1/24 BPS flows.

Horizontal green arrows correspond to the RG flow between the bosonic 1/6 BPS Wilson loop (blue

dot) and “type I” fermionic 1/2 BPS Wilson loop described by 〈WI
1/6(αi, ᾱ

i)〉 at ᾱiαi = 1 (red

dot).

0

0 α1

α
1

Figure 14: The RG flow in the (α1, ᾱ
1) plane. Arrows go from the UV to the IR. The red curve

corresponds to α1ᾱ
1 = 1 and the blue dot is the bosonic 1/6 BPS Wilson loop.
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5.2 The defect SQFT

Non-local operators like Wilson loops can be used to describe one-dimensional defect quan-

tum field theories (dQFTs).10 In particular, if the operator preserves the one-dimensional

conformal algebra sl(2,R), it defines a defect conformal field theory (dCFT). In addition, if

the operator is BPS and preserves a sufficient amount of supersymmetry, the corresponding

defect is a superconformal field theory (dSCFT).

Focusing on the set of ABJ(M) circular Wilson loops considered in this paper, it is well

known that the 1/6 and 1/2 BPS fermionic operators preserve the su(1, 1|1) and su(1, 1|3)

one-dimensional superconformal algebras, respectively. Therefore, they describe supercon-

formal defects. Instead, the new 1/24 BPS operator defined in (2.8)-(2.10) describes a

supersymmetric, but not (super)conformal defect, as it preserves only one supercharge

and the dependence of the scalar couplings on the contour coordinate breaks conformal

invariance.

Regardless of their superconformal or only supersymmetric nature, the dQFTs sup-

ported by ABJ(M) fermionic Wilson loops are generated by local operators defined by

U(N1|N2) supermatrices localized on the Wilson loop. The dQFT is featured by the set

of correlation functions of these local operators, inserted on the Wilson loop vacuum. Pre-

cisely, the defect n-point function of a set of local operators inserted at points τ1, . . . , τn
along the circle is defined as

〈〈
Tr (OnOn−1 . . . O1)

〉〉
≡

〈
TrP

(
e−i

∫ 2π
τn

dτL(τ)One
−i

∫ τn
τn−1

dτL(τ)
On−1 . . . O1e

−i
∫ τ1
0 dτL(τ)

)〉
〈W〉

,

(5.2)

where in the right hand side the expectation value is on the ABJ(M) vacuum. The insertion

of Wilson links ensures gauge invariance. In the one-dimensional auxiliary field formalism

introduced in section 3.1 the defect n-point function can be written entirely in terms of

ABJ(M) expectation values of products of supermatrices localized on the contour

〈〈
Tr (OnOn−1 . . . O1)

〉〉
≡ 1

2n+1

〈Tr
(
Ψ(2π)Ψ̄(τn)OnΨ(τn)Ψ̄(τn−1)On−1 . . . O1Ψ(τ1)Ψ̄(0)

)
〉

〈Tr Ψ(2π)Ψ̄(0)〉
.

(5.3)

In this context, the (x, y) plane depicted in figure 13 has the nice interpretation of

describing different defect theories, with fixed points corresponding to theories at their crit-

ical point. The blue point is a UV unstable fixed point corresponding to a one-dimensional

N = 1 SCFT. The red point represents an interacting IR critical theory where supersym-

metry gets enhanced to N = 3.

The Wilson loop RG flows that we have found are interpreted as flows in the space of

one-dimensional defects. The two axes describe a continuum of one-dimensional SCFTs.

Along these two directions the enriched flow preserves N = 1 superconformal invariance.

As soon as we move out of the two axes, superconformal invariance is broken, although

one supercharge is still preserved. Nevertheless along all of these flows the system is driven

towards the IR fixed point corresponding to WI
1/2.

10For a quite exhaustive list of references on linear defects, see for instance [56].
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It is important to give a closer look at the weakly relevant operators which perturb

the system and drive it away from the UV fixed point. To this end, we recall that the UV

fixed point corresponds to the bosonic Wilson operator Wbos
1/6 obtained by setting all the

parameters to zero. Moving along the two green lines in figure 13 amounts to adding a

deforming operator as Lbos
1/6 → L

bos
1/6 + Ldef . For instance, if we move along the horizontal

axis, which amounts to setting βj = β̄j = 0, and choose for simplicity α1 = ᾱ1 = 0, we

have

Ldef = ᾱ2α2

(
−4πi

k C2C̄
2 0

0 −4πi
k C̄

2C2

)
− ᾱ2 eiτ/2

(
0 ηψ̄1

0 0

)
− α2 e

−iτ/2

(
0 0

ξψ1 0

)
. (5.4)

We are interested in computing the anomalous dimensions of these operators. This

amounts to computing their two-point functions in the bosonic 1/6 BPS defect.

Focusing on the two fermionic operators, it is easy to see that their integrated two-point

function can be expressed as

∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2

[
ei
τ12
2

〈〈
(ηψ̄1)(τ1)(ξψ1)(τ2)

〉〉
+e−i

τ12
2

〈〈
(ξψ1)(τ1)(ηψ̄1)(τ2)

〉〉
N1 +N2

]
α2,ᾱ2=0

=

= − ∂2

∂α2∂ᾱ2
log〈WI

1/6(α2, ᾱ
2)〉

∣∣∣∣∣
α2,ᾱ2=0

. (5.5)

If the operators develop an anomalous dimension γ, the left hand side of this equation

formally becomes

−g
2

π

N1N2

N1 +N2

∫ 2π

0
dτ1

∫ τ1

0
dτ2

1

|4 sin2 τ12
2 |1+γ

= −
√
πg2

2

N1N2

N1 +N2

Γ(−1
2 − γ)

Γ(−γ)

'
|γ|�1

−g2π
N1N2

N1 +N2
γ .

(5.6)

On the other hand, the right hand side of (5.5) can be easily evaluated observing that the

two-loop result satisfies the following identity

∂

∂ᾱ2
log〈WI

1/6(α2, ᾱ
2)〉 = κβα2 , with κ = πg2 N1N2

N1 +N2
. (5.7)

Therefore, comparing the two expressions we finally obtain

γ =
∂βα2

∂α2

∣∣∣∣∣
α2,ᾱ2=0

= − g
2

4π
(N1 +N2) . (5.8)

This result can also be checked by explicitly computing the first order correction to the

two-point function in (5.5).

We have found that the first contribution to the anomalous dimension of the fermionic

fields is negative. With a similar reasoning, one can check that also the bi-scalar operator

C2C̄
2 acquires negative anomalous dimension. This confirms that the deformation (5.4) is

a weakly relevant operator.
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More generally, we can compute the ψ1, ψ̄
1 anomalous dimension in the WI

1/6(α2, ᾱ
2)

defect. This amounts to evaluating the derivative of the β-function without fixing the

values of the parameters. We easily find

γ(α2, ᾱ
2) =

∂βα2

∂α2
=
g2

4π
(N1 +N2)(2ᾱ2α2 − 1) . (5.9)

This interpolates between the dimension of the weakly relevant operator in the UV and its

dimension in the IR.

5.3 A g-theorem

Focusing on 1/6 BPS flow along the green line we now prove the validity of a g-theorem.

In order to keep the discussion simpler we again set α1 = ᾱ1 = x and β3 = β̄3 = y with

other parameters set to zero.

Referring to the β-function as written in (5.1), in the x ∈ [0, 1] region we can write

∂

∂x
log〈WI

1/6(x)〉 = 2κβx

∣∣∣
y=0

. (5.10)

where κ has been defined in (5.7). First of all, this implies that the blue and the red

conformal fixed points in figure 13 are extrema of 〈W1/24(αi, ᾱ
i, βj , β̄j)〉. Moreover, it is

easy to show that the (red) 1/2 BPS point is a minimum while the (blue) bosonic 1/6

BPS point is a maximum. Therefore, comparing the two fixed points connected by the

horizontal green line in figure 13, we can write

log〈Wbos
1/6〉 ≡ log〈WI

1/6(x = 0)〉 > log〈WI
1/6(x = 1)〉 ≡ log〈WI

1/2〉 . (5.11)

This result can be interpreted as a g-theorem [29] for the one-dimensional defect. In fact,

defining the interpolating functions gI = 〈WI
1/6〉, we find gI

UV > gI
IR. Recalling that

log〈W〉 is nothing but the partition function of the one-dimensional defect, monotonicity

is consistent with the decreasing of degrees of freedom from the UV to the IR fixed point.

Our result is in line with what has been already found in N = 4 super Yang-Mills [26, 27],

although in a different setup, as it consists of BPS flows.

5.4 Comparison with the localization result

It is well known that in supersymmetric theories defined on compact manifolds BPS Wilson

loops can be computed using supersymmetric localization [57]. This provides a represen-

tation of the path integral evaluating the Wilson loop VEV as a matrix integral.

For the ABJ(M) theory on S3 localization allows to exactly compute the VEV of the

bosonic Wilson loops in (2.4) as the expectation values

〈Wbos〉1 =

〈
1

N1

N1∑
i=1

e2πλi

〉
Z

, 〈Ŵbos〉1 =

〈
1

N2

N2∑
i=1

e2πλ̂i

〉
Z

, (5.12)
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where the average is evaluated and normalized using the following non-Gaussian matrix

model [39]

Z =

∫ N1∏
i=1

dλie
iπkλ2

i

N2∏
j=1

dλ̂je
−iπkλ̂2

j

∏N1
i<j sinh2(π(λi − λj))

∏N2
i<j sinh2(π(λ̂i − λ̂j))∏N1

i=1

∏N2
j=1 cosh2(π(λi − λ̂j))

. (5.13)

Here the integrations are on two complete sets of eigenvalues {λi}, {λ̂j} of the Cartan

subalgebras of U(N1) and U(N2), respectively. The “1” subscript in (5.12) indicates that

the matrix model computes the expectation values at framing f = 1 [39].11

The main observation is that the prescription (5.12) automatically provides exact re-

sults for the whole class of BPS Wilson loops that we have considered in this paper. This

stems from the fact that, classically, the 1/24 BPS, the 1/6 BPS fermionic and the 1/2

BPS Wilson loops are all cohomologically equivalent to the linear combination Wbos
1/6 de-

fined in (4.24). In other words, they differ fromWbos
1/6 by a Q-exact term, where Q is one of

the supercharges preserved by all the operators in the game. Therefore, if cohomological

equivalence is preserved at the quantum level, one can in principle use this Q to localize

the path integral for the Wilson loop VEV. As a consequence, the following identities hold

〈W1/24(αi, ᾱ
i, βj , β̄j)〉1 = 〈WI

1/6(αi, ᾱ
i)〉1 = 〈WII

1/6(βj , β̄j)〉1 = 〈WI,II
1/2〉1 = 〈Wbos

1/6〉1 . (5.14)

At framing one, all the VEVs must equal 〈Wbos
1/6〉1 = (N1〈Wbos〉 + N2〈Ŵbos〉)/(N1 + N2),

which can be easily evaluated from (5.12). At weak coupling, this quantity is known both

from the matrix model expansion [39] and from perturbation theory [19]. Up to two loops

it reads

〈Wbos
1/6〉1 = 1 +

iπ(N1 −N2)

k
− π2

6k2

[
4(N2

1 +N2
2 )− 10N1N2 − 1

]
. (5.15)

Therefore, as a consequence of identities (5.14), at f = 1 the VEVs loose any depen-

dence on the alpha and beta parameters. In other words, all the points of the plot in figure

13 correspond to the same quantum operator. It is then interesting to understand how

the parameter dependence arises when the expectation values are evaluated at f 6= 1, in

particular at framing zero.

For 1/6 BPS bosonic and 1/2 BPS fermionic Wilson loops, a relation between their

expectation values at framing zero computed perturbatively and the ones at framing one

coming from the matrix model has been found [6, 58]. Up to two loops, these read

〈Wbos〉1 = e
iπN1
k 〈Wbos〉0 , 〈Ŵbos〉1 = e−

iπN2
k 〈Ŵbos〉0 , 〈WI,II

1/2〉1 = e
iπ(N1−N2)

k 〈W1/2〉0 .
(5.16)

They can be generalized to generic (also non-integer) framing f in a rather simple way, see

the discussion in [46].

11See also [41, 54] and chapter 6 of [24] for an introductory discussion to framing in three-dimensional

Chern-Simons-matter theories. As we have emphasized throughout this paper, the dimensional regulariza-

tion used in section 4 is alternative to framing regularization, therefore the perturbative results obtained

in this paper correspond to the f = 0 scheme.
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Since the interpolating operators under investigation have a non-trivial parametric

dependence at framing zero, but loose this dependence at framing one, we expect the pa-

rameter dependence to be carried by “phase” factors, in analogy with (5.16). Perturbative

analysis reveals that up to two loops and in the large N1, N2 limit, the matrix model results

(5.14)-(5.15) are related to the perturbative ones in section 4.3 as follows. For the fermionic

1/6 BPS operators we are led to the following identities

〈WI
1/6(ᾱi, αi)〉1 =

N1e
iπ
k

(N1−ᾱiαiN2) +N2 e
iπ
k

(ᾱiαiN1−N2)

N1 +N2
〈WI

1/6(ᾱi, αi)〉0 ,

〈WII
1/6(βj , β̄j)〉1 =

N1e
iπ
k

(N1+βj β̄jN2) +N2 e
iπ
k

(−βj β̄jN1−N2)

N1 +N2
〈WII

1/6(βj , β̄j)〉0 ,
(5.17)

whereas for the more general 1/24 BPS operator the relation it reads

〈W1/24〉1 =
N1e

iπ
k

(N1−(ᾱiαi−βj β̄j)N2) +N2 e
iπ
k

((ᾱiαi−βj β̄j)N1−N2)

N1 +N2
〈W1/24〉0 . (5.18)

In the ABJM limit, N1 = N2, it boils down to

〈W1/24(ᾱi, αi, β
j , β̄j)〉1 = cos

(
πN
k (1− ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

)
〈W1/24(ᾱi, αi, β

j , β̄j)〉0 . (5.19)

Similar relations come from (5.17) for N1 = N2.

We note that the exponentials carrying the parameter dependence are no longer pure

phases as in (5.16), since the parameters can be generically complex and the barred pa-

rameters are not the complex conjugates. However, for the special values ᾱiαi = 1 and

βj β̄j = 0 they reduce to the last phase in (5.16).

These identities have been empirically inferred from the two-loop results and are not

expected to be true in general. In fact, the parametric exponents are likely to be corrected

at higher orders, as already happens at three loops for the Wbos, Ŵbos phases [41].

We close this section with a technical observation on the integrals in the two schemes,

framing or dimensional regularization (f = 0). The parameter independence of the framing-

one results indicates that a genuine perturbative calculation done at f = 1 should sensibly

differ from our present calculation done using dimensional regularization. In particular, new

non-vanishing contributions should arise to compensate the parameter dependence carried

by diagrams that are framing independent. For instance, let us focus on the contributions

proportional to ᾱiαiβ
j β̄j . At two loops and framing zero, they come from the scalar

diagram 10(c) and the two fermion ones, 10(e) and 10(f). As shown in [19], the scalar

integral is framing independent, thus its dependence on the parameters should survive also

at framing one. On the other hand, it has been argued in [58] that at f = 1 the fermionic

diagrams should be identically vanishing. Therefore, at framing one some new parameter

dependent contribution should arise, which eventually cancels the scalar diagram. A proof

of this statement would require performing a genuine two-loop calculation at framing one,

though this might be obstructed by the difficulty of computing fermionic diagrams at non-

trivial framing.
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5.5 Outlook

There are several natural directions in which these investigations could be extended.

As stressed repeatedly, the flows considered in this paper are BPS, with at least one

supercharge preserved at all points of the flow. It would of course be interesting to introduce

a ζ-parameter in the 1/24 BPS Wilson loop, to interpolate to a fully non-supersymmetric

limit, like it has been done in [25] for the 1/2 BPS circular Wilson loop of N = 4 super

Yang-Mills in four dimensions. This could be achieved by rescaling the overall couplings

to the scalars and the fermions in (2.26) and would make the RG flow space even richer,

opening up a new direction corresponding to the renormalization of the new parameter.

We plan to address this in a future investigation.

As usual, there is always the question of the holographic dual description in terms of

minimal surfaces in M-theory or type IIA superstring theory. The 1/24 BPS Wilson loop

considered in this paper should be described by mixed boundary conditions in AdS2, gen-

eralizing what has been done in [28, 32] for deformations of the 1/6 BPS bosonic operator

defined on a straight line. For instance, it would interesting to understand whether the set

of boundary conditions that do not preserve conformal invariance – the reason why they

were not further discussed in [28, 32] – may play a role in this context.

We should stress that the generalization of this approach to the present case would

require to first adapt it to the circular case, where a conformal anomaly [36] makes opera-

tors, which are cohomologically equivalent at the classical level, no longer equivalent at the

quantum level. In particular, as we have discussed, this causes a non-trivial dependence

of the VEVs on the deformations. Therefore, in this case the mixing of Neumann and

Dirichlet boundary conditions should entail a non-trivial parametric dependence in the in-

terpolating string solutions. More generally, the question of what is, if any, the holographic

counterpart of framing is quite important.

Finally, it is interesting to repeat this analysis for the 1/12 BPS latitude Wilson loop

of section 2.2. This is going to be addressed in [47]. In that case the one-dimensional

effective field theory on the Wilson loop is modified by the presence of non-trivial shifts in

the superconnection Lθ, which result in mass terms for the one-dimensional fields.
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A Conventions and Feynman rules

We follow the conventions in [46]. We work in three-dimensional Euclidean space with

coordinates xµ = (x0, x1, x2). The three-dimensional gamma matrices are defined as

(γµ) β
α = (−σ3, σ1, σ2) β

α , (A.1)

with (σi) β
α (α, β = 1, 2) being the Pauli matrices, such that γµγν = δµν + iεµνργρ, where

ε123 = ε123 = 1 is totally antisymmetric. Spinorial indices are lowered and raised as

(γµ)αβ = εαγ(γµ) δ
γ εβδ, with ε12 = −ε12 = 1. The Euclidean action of U(N1)k × U(N2)−k

ABJ(M) theory is

SABJ(M) =
k

4π

∫
d3x εµνρ

{
− iTr

(
Aµ∂νAρ +

2i

3
AµAνAρ

)
+ iTr

(
Âµ∂νÂρ +

2i

3
ÂµÂνÂρ

)
+ Tr

[
1

ξ
(∂µA

µ)2 − 1

ξ
(∂µÂ

µ)2 + ∂µc̄D
µc− ∂µ¯̂cDµĉ

]}
+

∫
d3xTr

[
DµCID

µC̄I + iψ̄IγµDµψI
]

−2πi

k

∫
d3xTr

[
C̄ICIψJ ψ̄

J − CIC̄I ψ̄JψJ + 2CIC̄
J ψ̄IψJ

− 2C̄ICJψI ψ̄
J − εIJKLC̄I ψ̄J C̄Kψ̄L + εIJKLCIψJCKψL

]
+ Sbos

int ,

(A.2)

with covariant derivatives defined as

DµCI = ∂µCI + iAµCI − iCIÂµ , DµC̄
I = ∂µC̄

I − iC̄IAµ + iÂµC̄
I ,

Dµψ̄
I = ∂µψ̄

I + iAµψ̄
I − iψ̄IÂµ , DµψI = ∂µψI − iψIAµ + iÂµψI .

(A.3)

We work in Landau gauge for vector fields and in dimensional regularization with d = 3−2ε.

The tree-level propagators are (with g =
√

2π/k)

〈(Aµ) q
p (x)(Aν) s

r (y)〉(0) = δspδ
q
r ig

2 Γ(3
2 − ε)

2π
3
2
−ε

εµνρ(x− y)ρ

|x− y|3−2ε
,

〈(Âµ) q̂
p̂ (x)(Âν) ŝ

r̂ (y)〉(0) = −δŝp̂δ
q̂
r̂ ig

2 Γ(3
2 − ε)

2π
3
2
−ε

εµνρ(x− y)ρ

|x− y|3−2ε
,

〈(ψαI )j
î
(x)(ψ̄Jβ )l̂k(y)〉(0) = −iδJI δ l̂iδ

j
k

Γ(3
2 − ε)

2π
3
2
−ε

(γµ)αβ(x− y)µ

|x− y|3−2ε

= iδJI δ
l̂
iδ
j
k(γµ)αβ∂µ

(
Γ(1

2 − ε)
4π

3
2
−ε

1

|x− y|1−2ε

)
,

〈(CI)ĵi (x)(C̄J)l
k̂
(y)〉(0) = δJI δ

l
iδ
ĵ

k̂

Γ(1
2 − ε)

4π
3
2
−ε

1

|x− y|1−2ε
,

(A.4)
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while the one-loop propagators are

〈(Aµ) q
p (x)(Aν)sr(y)〉(1) = δspδ

q
r

(
2π

k

)2

N1
Γ2(1

2 − ε)
4π3−2ε

[
δµν

|x− y|2−4ε
− ∂µ∂ν

|x− y|2ε

4ε(1 + 2ε)

]
,

〈(Âµ) q̂
p̂ (x)(Âν)ŝr̂(y)〉(1) = δŝp̂δ

q̂
r̂

(
2π

k

)2

N2
Γ2(1

2 − ε)
4π3−2ε

[
δµν

|x− y|2−4ε
− ∂µ∂ν

|x− y|2ε

4ε(1 + 2ε)

]
,

〈(ψαI )j
î
(x)(ψ̄Jβ )l̂k(y)〉(1) = iδJI δ

l̂
î
δĵ
k̂
δαβ

(
2π

k

)
(N1 −N2)

Γ2(1
2 − ε)

16π3−2ε

1

|x− y|2−4ε
.

(A.5)

The latin indices are color indices. For instance, (Aµ) q
p ≡ Aaµ(T a) q

p where T a are U(N1)

generators in fundamental representation.

B The auxiliary field method for fermionic Wilson loops

In this section we prove that the ABJ(M) Wilson loop VEV

〈W 〉 = 〈TrPe−i
∫
dτL〉 , (B.1)

can be written as the two-point function of the one-dimensional field supermatrix, i.e.

〈W 〉 =
1

2
〈Tr Ψ0Ψ̄0〉1D , (B.2)

where the one-dimensional fields on the r.h.s. of this equation are the bare ones. In order to

simplify the notation, in what follows we will neglect the subscript 0 under the assumption

that all the fields have to be meant as bare fields.

We start by defining

Z[η, η̄] =

∫
DΨDΨ̄e−

∫
dτ Tr(Ψ̄DτΨ−Ψ̄η−η̄Ψ) , (B.3)

where Dτ = ∂τ + iL and

η =

(
χ φ

φ̃ χ̃

)
, η̄ =

(
χ̄

¯̃
φ

φ̄ ¯̃χ

)
(B.4)

are odd supermatrices with χ (χ̃) and φ (φ̃) one-dimensional fermion and scalar fields in

the fundamental representation of U(N1) (U(N2)). The one-dimensional fields two-point

function can be written as

〈ΨΨ̄〉1D =
δ2 logZ[η, η̄]

δLη̄ δRη

∣∣∣
η=η̄=0

(B.5)

where δLη̄ and δRη are the left and right derivative respectively, defined as

δ

δLη̄
=

(
δ
δχ̄

δ
δφ̄

δ

δ
¯̃
φ

δ
δ ¯̃χ

)
,

δ

δRη
=

(
δ
δχ

δ
δφ̃

δ
δφ

δ
δχ̃

)
, (B.6)
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such that δ(θ1θ2)
δRθ2

= θ1, where θ1, θ2 are Grassmann numbers.

Assuming that a consistent definition of integration over supermatrices exists, and

that it leads to a well-defined and non-vanishing results for Gaussian integrals, we can

solve the path integral in (B.3) with the standard technique of completing the square at

the exponent. In particular, we find

Z[η, η̄] ∝ exp

∫
dτ η̄D−1

τ η , (B.7)

where the overall coefficient associated to the result of the supermatrix Gaussian integration

is irrelevant, since the two-point function is defined as the derivative of the logarithm of Z.

Now, taking the double derivative of (B.7), one can easily check that

δ2 logZ[η, η̄]

δLη̄ δRη

∣∣∣
η=η̄=0

= 2D−1
τ . (B.8)

On the other hand, the following identity holds [50–52]

D−1
τ = (∂τ + iL)−1 = θ(τ)Pe−i

∫ τ
0 dτ ′L(τ ′) . (B.9)

In conclusion, combining (B.5) with (B.8) and inserting (B.9), we find

1

2
〈Ψ(τ)Ψ̄(0)〉1D = θ(τ)Pe−i

∫ τ
0 dτ ′L(τ ′) . (B.10)

Finally, taking the trace and the ABJ(M) expectation value we reproduce (B.1).

C Perturbative computations

C.1 Gauge-fermion vertex corrections

Here we provide details on the evaluations of the gauge vertex corrections.

We start from diagram in figure 7(b) that corresponds to the following integral

Γ(b)
gauge =

1

18g2

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2

∫
ddx 〈(z̄1Aµ(τ1)ẋµ1z1) (z̄2Aν(τ2)ẋν2z2) (ερστAρAσAτ ) (x)〉.

(C.1)

It is easy to see that this contribution is vanishing due to the antisymmetry of the ε tensor.

In fact, to begin with, we perform the contractions using the one-dimensional and gauge

fields propagators. We obtain

Γ(b)
gauge ∼

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

∫
ddxz̄1ẋ

µ
1 ẋ

ν
2z2Aρ ε

ρστ εµσωεντη
(x1 − x)ω(x2 − x)η

|x1 − x|d|x2 − x|d
. (C.2)

Then, we take the τ2 → τ1 limit focusing only on the potentially divergent terms. The

numerator of (C.2) turns out to be proportional to

ερστ εµσωεντη ẋ
µ
1 ẋ

ν
1(x1 − x)ω [(x1 − x)η + (τ2 − τ1)ẋη1] . (C.3)

By using the following relation

ερστ εµσωεντη = (δρµδ
τ
ω − δρωδτµ)εντη = δρµενωη − δρωενµη , (C.4)
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it can be reduced to contractions between symmetric and antisymmetric tensors, which

eventually lead to a vanishing result.

From the diagram in figure 7(c) we have

Γ(c)
gauge =

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2

∫
ddx〈

(
ψ̄γµψAµ

)
(x)
(
z̄1f̄1ϕ̃1

)
( ¯̃ϕ2f2z2)〉

= −
∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

∫
ddx

(
ᾱiαie

i
τ12
2 η1ξ2 + βj β̄je

−i τ12
2 ξ1η2

)
× 〈ψ(τ2)ψ̄(x)〉γµ〈ψ(x)ψ̄(τ1)〉z2z̄1Aµ(x) .

(C.5)

Inserting the propagators and exploiting the properties of η and ξ, we find

Γ(c)
gauge = N2(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

Γ2(3
2 − ε)

4π3−2ε

×
∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

∫
ddxξ2γ

νγµγρη1e
i
τ12
2

(x2 − x)ν(x− x1)ρ
|x2 − x|d|x− x1|d

z̄1z2Aµ(x). (C.6)

We then use the spinorial relation γνγµγρ = δνµγρ+δµργν−δνργµ+ iερµν in order to write

the integrand as

(x2 − x)µγρ(x− x1)ρ + (x2 − x)νγ
ν(x− x1)µ − (x2 − x)ρ(x− x1)ργµ

|x2 − x|d|x− x1|d
Aµ(x)z̄1z2, (C.7)

where we dropped the ερµν term since it will not contribute in the τ1 → τ2 limit. By using

the following integral [52]∫
ddy

f(y)(y − x1)µ(y − x2)ν
|x1 − y|d|x2 − y|d

=
2πd/2

(d− 2)2Γ(d2 − 1)
(f(x1) +O(|x1 − x2|))

×
[
δµν |x1 − x2|2−d + (x1 − x2)µ(x1 − x2)ν(2− d)|x1 − x2|−d

]
, (C.8)

we obtain

Γ(c)
gauge = N2(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

2π
3
2
−ε

(1− 2ε)Γ(1
2 − ε)

Γ2(3
2 − ε)

2π3−2ε

×
∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2e
i
τ12
2

[
(x1 − x2)µ(x1 − x2)νξ2γ

νη1|τ12|−3+2ε
]
Aµ(x1)z̄1z2 . (C.9)

If we focus on the τ2 → τ1 limit we find

Γ(c)
gauge = −ig2N2(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

2Γ2(3
2 − ε)

(1− 2ε)π
3
2
−εΓ(1

2 − ε)

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2(τ12)−1+2εẋµ1Aµ(x1)z̄1z1

= −g
2N2

4πε
(ᾱiαi + βj β̄j)

∫
dτ iz̄Aµẋ

µz. (C.10)

Finally, from diagram 7(d) we obtain

Γ(d)
gauge ∼ g2

∫
dτ1

∫
ddx〈(z̄1CJ(x1)C̄J(x1)z1)(∂µCI C̄

IAµ)(x)〉

∼ g2

∫
dτ1z̄1z1

∫
ddxAµ(x) ∂µx

(
〈C(x)C̄(x1)〉

)2
,

(C.11)

where in the second line we have exploited the identity 〈C(x)C̄(x1)〉 = 〈C̄(x)C(x1)〉. Since

in Lorentz gauge the integrand is a total x-derivative, the final result is zero.
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C.2 Fermion vertex corrections

In this section we perform the explicit calculation of the one-loop corrections to the fermion

vertices (3.29), shown in figure 8.

Focusing on the αi corrections, the algebraic expression corresponding to diagram 8(a)

reads

Γ
(a)
fermion =

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2

∫
ddx〈(¯̃z1f1ϕ1)(ϕ̄2Aµ(x2)ẋµ2ϕ2)(ψ̄γνψAν)(x)〉

→ (α1 − α2)

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

∫
ddx¯̃z1ϕ2e

−i τ1
2 ξ1〈ψ(x1)ψ̄(x)〉〈Aµ(x2)Aν(x)〉ẋµ2γ

νψ(x).

(C.12)

Here ψ stands for any fermion component and we have taken into account that the contri-

butions to α1 and α2 are the same, apart from a different overall sign.

Reading the propagators from equation (A.4), we obtain

Γ
(a)
fermion = g2N1(α1 − α2)

Γ2(3
2 − ε)

4π3−2ε

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

∫
ddx

[
¯̃z1ϕ2e

−i τ1
2 ξ1γ

σεµνρ
(x1 − x)σ
|x1 − x|d

× (x2 − x)ρ

|x2 − x|d
ẋµ2γ

νψ(x)

]
. (C.13)

The d-dimensional integral can be evaluated using (C.8). This leads to

Γ
(a)
fermion = g2N1(α1 − α2)

Γ2(3
2 − ε)

2(1− 2ε)2π
3
2
−εΓ(1

2 − ε)

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

[
¯̃z1ϕ2e

−i τ1
2 ξ1εµνργ

σγν ẋµ2

× ψ(x1)

(
(τ1 − τ2)−1+2εδρσ − (1− 2ε)(x1 − x2)σ(x1 − x2)ρ(τ1 − τ2)−3+2ε

)]
.

(C.14)

Using (γσ) β
α (γν) δ

β = δσνδδα + iεσντ (γτ ) δ
α we see that some terms drop out due to anti-

symmetry. Eventually, in the τ2 → τ1 limit we obtain

Γ
(a)
fermion = ig2N1(α1 − α2)

Γ2(3
2 − ε)

(1− 2ε)π
3
2
−εΓ(1

2 − ε)

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2
¯̃z1ϕ1

e−i
τ1
2

(τ1 − τ2)1−2ε
ξ1ψ(x1)

= (α1 − α2)
g2N1

8πε

∫
dτ i¯̃ze−i

τ
2 ξψϕ. (C.15)

The evaluation of Γ
(b)
fermion proceeds exactly in the same way, the only change being the

replacement of Aµ with Âµ.

C.3 Scalar vertex corrections

Here we compute in details the scalar vertex corrections of figure 9.

Starting from diagram 9(a) we have

Γ
(a)
scalar = g4M K

I M J
L

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2

(
ϕ̄CKC̄

Iϕ
)
(x1)

(
ϕ̄CJ C̄

Lϕ
)
(x2)

= −g4N1M
K
I M J

K

Γ(1
2 − ε)

4π
3
2
−ε

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2 ϕ̄2CJ(x2)C̄I(x1)ϕ1(τ12)−1+2ε , (C.16)
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which in the τ2 → τ1 limit gives

Γ
(a)
scalar = −g4 N1

8πε
M K
I M J

L

∫ L

−L
dτ ϕ̄CJ C̄

Iϕ . (C.17)

Diagram 9(b) contributes with

Γ
(b)
scalar =

∫
dτ1

∫
τ2

∫
ddx
(
iϕ̄Aµẋ

µϕ
)
(x1)

(
iϕ̄Aν ẋ

νϕ
)
(x2)

(
AρCIC̄

IAρ
)
(x)

= g2N1
Γ2(3

2 − ε)
4π3−2ε

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

∫
ddx

[
ερµσε

ρνλẋµ1 ẋ2ν
(x1 − x)σ(x2 − x)λ

|x1 − x|3−2ε|x2 − x|3−2ε

× ϕ1ϕ̄2CI(x)CI(x)

]
. (C.18)

The ddx integral can be solved by using (C.8). In the τ2 → τ1 limit, we obtain

Γ
(b)
scalar = g2N1

Γ2(3
2 − ε)

4π3−2ε

2π
3
2
−ε(2− 2ε)

(1− 2ε)2Γ(1
2 − ε)

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2(τ12)−1+2εϕ1ϕ̄1CI(x1)C̄I(x1)

= g2 N1

8πε

∫
dτ ϕ̄CIC̄

Iϕ . (C.19)

For diagram in figure 9(c), we first consider the contribution Γ
(c),1
scalar in (3.35), that is

the one obtained by using the ABJ(M) Yukawa vertex 2g2CIC̄
J ψ̄IψJ . To begin with, we

write

Γ
(c),1
scalar = −2ig2

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2

∫
ddx
(
ϕ̄f̄ ¯̃z

)
(x1)

(
z̃fϕ

)
(x2)(CIC̄

J ψ̄IψJ)

= 4ig4N2ᾱ
2α2

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

∫
ddx

[
ϕ̄1C1(x)C̄1(x)ϕ2e

i
τ12
2 eiτ2uα(τ1)vβ(τ2)

× 〈ψβ(x2)ψ̄δ(x)〉〈ψδ(x)ψ̄α(x1)〉
]
. (C.20)

We then proceed as we have done in section C.2 for the fermion vertex corrections, so

obtaining

Γ
(c),1
scalar = −4g4N2ᾱ

2α2
Γ2(3

2 − ε)
4π3−2ε

2π
3
2
−ε

(1− 2ε)2Γ(1
2 − ε)

∫
dτ1

∫ τ1

dτ2

[
ϕ̄1C1(x1)C̄1(x1)ϕ2

× cos
τ12

2

(
(3− 2ε)|x1 − x2|−1+2ε + (x1 − x2)2(−1 + 2ε)|x1 − x2|−3+2ε

)]
. (C.21)

By computing the τ2-integral in the τ2 → τ1 limit we eventually find

Γ
(c),1
scalar = −g4 N2

2πε
ᾱ2α2

∫
dτ ϕ̄C1C̄

1ϕ . (C.22)

The contribution Γ
(c),2
scalar in (3.35), coming from the ABJ(M) vertex −g2CIC̄

I ψ̄JψJ , corre-

sponds to performing contractions in the following string

Γ
(c),2
scalar = ig2

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2

∫
ddx 〈

(
ϕ̄f̄ ¯̃z

)
(x1)

(
z̃fϕ

)
(x2)(CIC̄

I ψ̄JψJ)〉 . (C.23)

The computation is analogous to the previous one, so we do not replicate it. The final

result reads

Γ
(c),2
scalar = g4 N2

4πε
ᾱ2α2

∫
dτ ϕ̄CIC̄

Iϕ . (C.24)
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