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Abstract

We show how a Heisenberg spin chain emerges from the two-dimensional N=(2,2) gauge
theory at an intermediate scale, which relies on the renormalization group flow guided by the
global symmetries and the dynamics of domain walls. The discussion of higher-dimensional
gauge theories with four supercharges is similar by compactifying them into two dimensions.
Instead of utilizing the bosonic fields solely in the literature, adopting the fermionic degrees
of freedom of gauge theory is a crucial step in our construction. From the perspective of the
spin chain, we observe that the Seiberg(-like) duality between two gauge theories is manifest
since it is a finite symmetry in the closed spin chain. Based on this, we further conjecture
gauge theories with the same global symmetries could be unified into a single system: the
Heisenberg spin chain. At least, we prove this conjecture at the intermediate scale. Finally,
we also comment on other formulations of an integrable system centered on the Heisenberg
spin chain.
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1 Introduction

The folklore, a quantum field theory is a quantum mechanics with infinite degrees of freedom,
is too rough. There are new phenomena in quantum field theory that can not descend into
quantum mechanics. For example, the Higgs mechanism can only happen in quantum field
theory. To see this, consider a system with multiple vacua. Besides the usual perturbative
fluctuation, it also includes the non-perturbative degrees of freedom connecting two different
vacua. And they are domain walls. Its amplitude can, in general, only be suppressed at a
large spatial volume limit1, where the quantum field theory localizes at a specific vacuum
which is exactly what the Higgs mechanism tells us. On the other hand, the domain wall
in quantum mechanics is an instanton. So we have no way to ignore its amplitude unless in
the situation where the energy barrier between two different vacua is infinite.

The profound connections between quantum field theory and quantum mechanics deserve
further investigation. In this paper, we want to convince the readers that the Heisenberg
spin chain as a quantum mechanical model2 would emerge from the supersymmetric gauge
theory at an intermediate scale. Heisenberg spin chain 3 is a 1-dimensional lattice with

1In cases such as 1+d quantum field theory with an emergent d-form symmetry at a finite scale, the
suppression of domain walls, charged under the d-form symmetry, can happen at that scale [1].

2It is often advertised as a statistical mechanical model. In this paper, we focus on its quantum mechan-
ical behavior.

3The initial spin chain studied by Heisenberg is the so-called SU(2) XXX model. In this paper, the
Heisenberg spin chain could represent other models as well.
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N sites, where at each point of a lattice, a spin si ∈ {±} represents the local degrees of
freedom with spin either up or down. Traditionally, it associates with a Hamiltonian that
describes the interactions that only occur between two nearest-neighbor sites. However,
a larger state space and a more generic interaction could be allowed. Despite the simple
setup, it is an important model used in the study of critical points and phase transitions of
magnetic systems. And it is also related to the prototypical Ising model.

On the contrary, the structure of quantum field theory is usually extraordinarily com-
plicated, although it has been shown successfully in many areas of theoretical physics and
mathematics. One salient concept in quantum field theory is that physics changes by varying
the energy scale, e.g., the coupling parameters depend on the scale, especially since many
things are still unknown at the strong couplings. However, in a notable case, supersymmet-
ric quantum field theory, we have more tools to tackle the strong-coupling region. Since one
can use more RG-invariant quantities, such as BPS spectra, to probe the strong-coupling
behaviors of a theory. A particular one is the (anti-)domain walls related to our story.
They exist in theory with multiple vacua. Now, imagine mapping ground states to spin
configurations of abstract N sites. Then, the (anti)-domain wall that fluctuates between
two “adjacent vacua” has a natural correspondence in the spin chain: the interactions of two
adjacent sites. However, several issues need to be addressed before confirming this picture.
The first issue is that there is also a perturbative spectrum, besides domain walls, around
each vacuum. In a mass gap theory, one may suppress them at low energies. However,
here comes the second issue. The mass of a domain wall is proportional to Ld−1 where
L is the size of the spatial direction, and d is the spatial dimension. So the domain wall
is usually more suppressed in infrared even though the tension of a domain wall could be
RG-protected, which is one reason for the Higgs mechanism in quantum field theory.

One can solve these two issues in two-dimensional supersymmetric quantum field theory
simultaneously. To see this, we first notice that the masses of BPS domain walls in two di-
mensions are finite. Meanwhile, the non-BPS perturbative spectra usually become infinitely
heavy in the far infrared of a mass gap theory. In this context, it does have an interme-
diate scale where the only remaining fundamental dynamic objects are domain walls. The
“LSZ”-like formula due to these degrees of freedom would be extremely interesting. One
step in the usual LSZ reduction is to map the Hilbert space defined in the free theory to the
one in the interaction theory. Since the dynamical objects, domain walls, are charged by a
finite symmetry G, the interacting Hilbert space has to be neutral under the global group
G. This Hilbert space is exactly the state space of an emergent spin chain. Finally, we
want to point out that the spin chain can also emerge from a higher dimensional quantum
field theory if we put it on R2 × C, where C is a compact space. In this setup, the domain
walls in two dimensions also depend on the isometry of C. Thus, this opens largely unex-
plored deep connections between supersymmetric gauge theory and spin chain. From the
point of view of the spin chain, it may suggest that supersymmetry should appear in nature.

Based on the above vision, here comes our main claim: Heisenberg spin chain emerges
from an N=(2,2) gauge theory on space-time R2 × C at the intermediate scale.

Several other technical points need to be mentioned to achieve this. To study the vacuum
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structure of a nonabelian supersymmetric gauge theory, one can go to the so-called “generic
Coulomb branch”, where the gauge group G will be Higgsed to a semi-direct product of its
maximal torus and Weyl group. In our situation, we usually have the adjoint representation
of the gauge group, a scalar σ, to label the vacua. The generic Coulomb branch says ρaσa 6= 0
and αaσa 6= 0 for a ∈ {1, · · · , rankG}, where ρ are weights of representations and α are roots
of G. This semiclassical analysis is, in fact, also correct in the exact quantum theory [2]. We
observe that this dynamical constraint in nonabelian gauge theory descends to the fermionic
statistic feature of a spin chain. A further detailed study of the ground state wave functions
says they all have a fermion number to be k. By assuming N possible values of each σ field,
one can observe that the vacuum structure of this gauge theory looks similar to the excited
states in a spin chain. Because those states can be represented by picking up k spin-up
sites out of N sites in a spin chain. Moreover, descending from N = (2, 2) gauge theories
in a complicated route, one can define four fermionic operators λ± and λ̄± on each site.
Hence, one can construct each operator of a spin chain by these emergent operators. For
example, the spin operators on each site are composite ones: S+ = λ̄+λ− and S− = λ̄−λ+.
These composite operators do not necessarily have corresponding field configurations in a
single gauge theory since they change the rank of a gauge group under the dictionary map.
However, they can make sense for a class of gauge theories, which indicates a new connection
among gauge theories that can not be easily seen in field-theoretic language. By contrast,
the operator Di = S+,iS−,i+1 in a spin chain keeps the gauge group unchanged, so it can be
defined in a single gauge theory and represents a domain wall field configuration. Finally,
guided by symmetries, one can derive the Hamiltonians of a spin chain by requiring that
the ground state wave functions of a gauge theory are their eigenstates.

Global symmetries play crucially in our discoveries since they are renormalization group
flow invariant. Therefore, symmetries of two-dimensional gauge theory can be described by
those fermions λ±,i and λ̄±,i in the low energies effective theory as well. For example, the
generator of the axial R-symmetry is FA =

∑
i

(
λ̄+,iλ+,i − λ̄−,iλ−,i

)
. Surprisingly, the spin

operator Sz =
∑

i Sz,i is half of the generator of axial R-symmetry. Thus, for U(k) gauge
theories or A1 quiver gauge theories, we claim that:

The symmetry of the Hamiltonian corresponds to the axial R-symmetry of gauge theory.

For instance, the Hamiltonian of the A1 XXX spin chain has a SU(2) symmetry. It suggests
that the low energies target space of gauge theory should be a hyperKähler manifold such
that the U(1) axial R-symmetry will become a SU(2) enhanced one at the conformal sym-
metry point. While the Hamiltonian of XXZ model has a U(1) symmetry, which is exactly
the axial U(1) R-symmetry of gauge theory. Finally, we want to emphasize again that the
axial R-symmetry relies on the quotient of the isometry of C by its translation symmetry
which is responsible for the Kaluza-Klein modes.

For a general quiver gauge theory, we conjecture that the spin operators could also
depend on one more index: λn± and λ̄n±, where n and ± together label a finite subgroup
of SU(2) associated with the ADE classification of a quiver diagram. Although a com-
plete study of the two-dimensional quiver gauge theory is still missing, we expect that its
low-energy SCFT, an emergent XXX spin chain, has an ADE group as global symmetry.
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The three-dimensional lifting, XYZ spin chain, has an affine ADE group, while the four-
dimensional lifting has the elliptic one. Our clue of this expectation comes from the study of
Seiberg-Witten quiver gauge theories in [3] and their corresponding integrable systems [4].

The finite symmetries C, P , and T descending from a quantum field theory can also
be used to determine the Hamiltonian of an emergent spin chain. We will see that the
time reversal, T , could be broken in the case with a twisted boundary condition of a spin
chain4. In this situation, the Hamiltonian is not necessarily to be a hermitian one, namely a
complex operator or its hermitian conjugate. While P “symmetry” is extremely interesting.
For example, if we operate this symmetry to gauge theory, it maps one gauge theory to its
Seiberg(-like) dual one. However, we do not usually view the duality between two different
quantum field theories as a symmetry. But from the perspective of the spin chain, it is a
symmetry in the closed spin chain! This observation encourages us to take a further step.
We conjecture those gauge theories with different ranks of the gauge group, but an identical
global symmetry can be unified into a single framework: the Heisenberg spin chain.

Finally, we want to mention that Nekrasov and Shatashvili [5–7] have uncovered several
similarities between gauge theories and integrable systems before us. They mainly focus on
the gauge theories flow to 2d SCFTs in the far infrared. Their main observations can be
summarized in the following table:

Y(pa) ↔ W̃eff(σa)
pa ↔ σa

k-particle sector ↔ gauge group U(k)
N -sites ↔ flavor group SU(N)

twisted boundary ↔ t = r − iθ
(in-)homogeneities ↔ twisted masses

(1.1)

where pa denote the rapidities, Y(pa) is the Yang-Yang function, and W̃eff(σa) is the twisted
effective superpotential on the Coulomb branch. Thus, they claim that the vacuum equa-
tions

exp

(
∂W̃eff(σa)

∂σa

)
= 1 (1.2)

are exactly Bethe ansatz equations. On the other hand, our paper provides a framework
guided by the global symmetries and the dynamics constraints of domain walls which serves
as another physical explanation of observations found by Nekrasov and Shatashvili. One
difference is that we keep and use fermionic degrees of freedom descending from field theory
to describe a Heisenberg spin chain. So the appearance of a spin chain from gauge theory
is more manifest in our route. By contrast, the authors in previous studies [5–8] preferred
to use the bosonic fields solely to connect with an integrable system.

The organization of this paper is as follows: In section 2, we not only review some
basics of supersymmetric gauge theory with four supercharges but also give new results.
They include BPS domain walls of nonabelian gauge theory, the interacting Hilbert space
of gauge theory at an intermediate scale, etc. These new results serve the following sections.

4It is also referred to as an open spin chain.
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Section 3 is devoted to presenting a framework to construct the Heisenberg spin chain from
a supersymmetric gauge theory with four supercharges. Furthermore, in section 4, we state
that the infrared duality between two gauge theories can be regarded as a symmetry in
the closed spin chain. Then we further conjecture those gauge theories, which have the
same kinds of representations but different ranks of gauge groups, are unified into a single
framework: the Heisenberg spin chain. Finally, in the last two sections, we try to connect
with other formulations of an integrable system. We provide new insight into the Yang-
Baxter equation in section 5 and postulate a possible path from our framework to the
four-dimensional Chern-Simons theory in section 6.

2 Supersymmetric Gauge Theories With Four Super-

charges

This section is devoted to describing some background of supersymmetric gauge theories
with four supercharges. However, some of the results introduced in this section are new.
They may be useful for readers to understand the several new observations found in this
paper.

In section 2.1.1, we will introduce some basics of gauged linear sigma models (GLSMs).
Following the knowing result of solitons in abelian gauge theories, we will define domain
walls in nonabelian gauge theories. Then we express the ground state wave function of
supersymmetric gauge theories at the intermediate scale where the left fundamental degrees
of freedom are domain walls. And in the following subsections, we will mainly focus on
N=(2,2) gauge theory from higher dimensions. For example, section 2.2 has several aspects
of 3d N=2 Chern-Simons matter theories which relate to our paper. While section 2.3 is
for 4d N=1 gauge theories. Finally, we summarize some other ways to reduce a higher-
dimensional supersymmetric gauge theory to the two-dimensional N=(2,2) one in section
2.4.

2.1 Gauged Linear Sigma Models

GLSMs [9] were first proposed by Witten, who wanted to prove the correspondence between
nonlinear sigma models and Landau-Ginzburg models conjectured in [10]. They then have
been extensively studied in the context of nonabelian gauge theories [11–15]. Moreover, one
can derive mirror symmetry [2,16] and compute Gromov-Witten invariants [17,18] by using
GLSMs. However, we will not give a complete review in this section. Instead, we will focus
on some unknown aspects of GLSMs that are useful for understanding the link between
gauge theories and integrable systems.

In two-dimensional supersymmetric theory, N = (2, 2) supersymmetry is generated by
the fermionic charges Q±, Q̄±. Classically, we also have vector and axial R-symmetries: FV
and FA. Those Noether charges satisfy the following relations:
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{Q±, Q̄±} = (H ± P ) , (2.1)

{Q̄+, Q̄−} = Z, {Q+, Q−} = Z∗,

{Q̄+, Q−} = Z̃, {Q+, Q̄−} = Z̃∗,

and

[FV , Q±] = −Q±, [FV , Q̄±] = Q̄± (2.2)

[FA, Q±] = ∓Q±, [FA, Q̄±] = ±Q̄±.

The notation of ± in supercharges indicates their spins under a Lorentz transformation.
In contrast with previous studies, the central charge Z or Z̃ will play a crucial role in un-
derstanding the integrability. More can be found in the book [19]. One well-known fact
is that FA could be anomalous in a quantum theory. However, another fun fact is also
a key to constructing the integrable system from a higher-dimensional gauge theory: In
KK-reduction, the isometry of the extra dimensions relates to the axial R-symmetry or the
vector R-symmetry in the mirror.

Fields

We mainly focus on GLSMs with a U(k) gauge group. However, the study for a general
gauge group is similar. Matter fields in gauge theory are representations of the gauge group.
And they are also chiral multiplets defined in the supersymmetric model. We denote them
by Φ. A chiral superfield can be expanded as

Φ = φ(z) + θ+ψ+(z) + θ−ψ−(z) + θ+θ−F (z), (2.3)

where
z± = x± − iθ±θ̄±. (2.4)

The gauge field Aµ is a component of the vector multiplet denoted by V, and its asso-
ciated super gauge field strength are twisted chiral multiplet Σ = 1

2
{D̄+,D−} that can be

written in terms of components:

Σ = σ(z̃) + iθ+λ̄+(z̃)− iθ̄−λ−(z̃) + θ+θ̄− (D(z̃)− iF01(z̃)) , (2.5)

where
z̃± = x± ∓ iθ±θ̄±, (2.6)

and
F01 = ∂0A1 − ∂1A0 + [A0, A1]. (2.7)
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Lagrangian

The Lagrangian of the corresponding two-dimensional quantum field theory has the
kinetic-terms ∫

d4θTr
(
Φ̄eV Φ

)
− 1

2e2
TrΣ̄Σ, (2.8)

the superpotential ∫
d2θW (Φ) + c.c., (2.9)

and the classical twisted superpotential∫
d2θ̃

(
− t

2
TrΣ

)
+ c.c.. (2.10)

The complex parameter t is a linear combination of the FI parameter r and the theta
parameter θ

t = r − iθ. (2.11)

Flavor Symmetries And Twisted Masses

The field space may have a global symmetry T that can be weakly gauged by turning
on the background vector field VT . Then it induces a twisted mass term in the superspace
formulation ∫

d4θTrTΦ̄eVTΦ, (2.12)

where
VT = θ+θ̄−mT + c.c. (2.13)

To preserve N = (2, 2) supersymmetry, the matrix mT should be diagonalizable with con-
stant parameters:

mT =

 m1

. . .

mrank(T)

 . (2.14)

The overall shift of mT by the constant matrix c · I can be absorbed by a redefinition of the
Σ field, where I is an identity matrix with the same rank as rank (T). These parameters are
called twisted masses [20,21].

2.1.1 Abelian Gauge Theories

We first focus on well-studied aspects of abelian gauge theories, and then we move to non-
abelian gauge theories with new results presented.
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Quantum Dynamics Of Abelian Gauge Theories

The quantum behaves of the abelian gauged linear sigma model are also well-studied,
and many exact results are known. We first start from abelian gauge theories that flow
to mass-gap theories in the far infrared. For illustrative purposes, we first consider a U(1)
gauge theory with N charge-one matters. Semiclassically, one can read off the vacuum
structures from the potential energy

U =
e2

eff

2

(
N∑
i=1

| φi |2 −r

)2

+
N∑
i=1

| σ +mi |2| φi |2, (2.15)

where the FI parameter r is perturbative renormalized t(µ) = r − iθ = N log µ
Λ

. A com-
plexified dynamical scale Λ has been introduced. It is an RG-invariant quantity that can
be defined either by theory at the cutoff or the physical scale

Λ = µe−t(µ). (2.16)

If the twisted mass mN � mi 6=N , the field φN will be dynamically frozen. Now, the mass
mN is a new cutoff of the theory, and another RG-invariant scale emerges

Λ′ = mNe
−t′(mN ), where ΛN = mN (Λ′)

N−1
. (2.17)

However, it was observed in [1] that the field strength F01 is also a (pseudo)-scalar that can
be used to parameterize the vacuum configuration. Since the coupling between the gauge
field and the phase ϕ of the matter field φ = ρeiϕ, it would be easier to work with the dual
variable ϑ which we refer to as the dynamical theta angle. See [16] for more. Then, the
modified vacuum potential energy is

U =
e2

eff

2

( N∑
i=1

| φi |2 −r

)2

+

(
N∑
i=1

ϑi − θ − 2nπ

)2
+

N∑
i=1

| σ +mi |2| φi |2 . (2.18)

The perturbation theory is well-defined in UV where eeff

√
r � µ� Λ. For generic twisted

masses mi 6= mj, we have N isolated vacua labeled by

σ = −mi, | φi |2= rδij. (2.19)

If the twisted masses are vanishing, one can find a continuous vacuum that is the projective
space PN−1. However, if we include the full non-perturbative quantum correction, the vacua
will be isolated even in UV. To see this, we first notice that one can group the field variables
into the holomorphic twisted chiral fields Yi with the lowest components to be

yi =| φi |2 −iϑi. (2.20)

Then following Seiberg’s idea of obtaining the exact results in 4d N = 1 supersymmetric
gauge theories [22], one eventually finds a two-dimensional Landau-Ginzburg theory that

8



captures the whole quantum theory of the original gauged linear sigma model. It is defined
on the target space (C∗)N × C with the twisted superpotential

W̃ (Σ, Yi; t) = Σ

(
N∑
i=1

Yi − t

)
+

N∑
i=1

µe−Yi +
N∑
i=1

miYi. (2.21)

By mapping the twisted chiral fields Yi and Σ to chiral ones, one can then define the 2d
mirror Landau-Ginzburg theory for GLSM for PN−1, which is exactly how Hori and Vafa
performed in deriving the abelian mirror symmetry. A subtle fact in the mirror is that the
manifest global symmetry is, instead of the entire group, the maximal torus of the flavor
group SU(N) plus its Weyl symmetry and center group [23]. However, one can show that
spectra in the mirror are representations of SU(N).

So far, we have discussed the exact quantum theory of a massive gauge theory at the
scale µ � Λ. However, no semi-classical supersymmetric vacuum configuration exists in
the region µ � Λ from the potential energy. But it was observed by Witten that the N
emergent vacua reappear in the effective theory on the Coulomb branch by integrating out
matter fields ∫

d4θK
(
Σ, Σ̄

)
+

1

2

∫
d2θ̃W̃ (Σ;mi) + c.c., (2.22)

where the twisted superpotential W̃ (Σ;mi) can be calculated exactly:

W̃ (Σ;mi) = −tΣ−
N∑
i=1

(Σ +mi)

(
log

(
Σ +mi

µ

)
− 1

)
. (2.23)

On the other hand, if we start from the exact theory (2.21), we can see N vacua at almost
every scale by computing

exp
(
dW̃ (Yi; Σ)

)
= 1. (2.24)

After integrating out Yi fields, it reduces to the effective theory (2.22).

Twisted Chiral Rings

Classically, we have infinite twisted chiral rings labeled by

σl, l ∈ Z∗. (2.25)

However, the vacuum equation

edW̃ = 1 (2.26)

gives the twisted chiral ring relation

N∏
i=1

(σ +mi) = ΛN , (2.27)

which suggests that the dimension of rings is finite in quantum theory.
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Domain Walls In PN−1 Model

Since we have isolated vacua in a massive theory, one expects there exist massive domain
walls (solitons) that interpolate different vacua at the two spatial infinities x1 → ±∞. Let
us first restrict to the case with vanishing twisted masses. It was first discussed by Witten
in [24] that the fundamental field Φ 5 is a BPS domain wall in the N = (2, 2) theory,
although φ is confined in the associated bosonic theory. This means the elementary fields
φi, ψi constitute BPS doublets in the fundamental representation of the flavor symmetry
SU(N). To see these, we come back to the effective theory (2.22), which has the vacua:

σ = Λe
i(θ+2πl)

N , l = 0, · · · , N − 1. (2.28)

The equation of motion (2.22) with respect to A0 [24]:

∂

∂x1

(
1

e2
eff

F01

)
+
∂ (θ −N arg (σ))

∂x1
= 0. (2.29)

Then, integrating (2.29) over the spatial direction, and from Eq.(2.18), we see that F01 =
e2

eff(
∑N

i=1 ϑi − θ − 2nπ) = 0 for the vacua at x1 → ±∞. Thus, we find that arg σ(+∞) −
arg σ(−∞) = 0. It says the effective theory (2.22) has no domain wall configuration.

However, if we include the “integrating-out” massive matter fields to be the source term
jµ = iφ†Dµφ− i (Dµφ)† φ− ψ̄γµψ that minimally coupled to the U(1) gauge Aµ. Then the
EOM with respect to A0 has been modified to

∂

∂x1

(
1

e2
eff

F01

)
+
∂ (θ −N arg (σ))

∂x1
+ j0 = 0. (2.30)

Thus, we have a more interesting equation:

arg σ(+∞)− arg σ(−∞) =
2π

N

∫
dx1j0. (2.31)

From the above, one can observe that the field Φ interpolates the neighboring vacua

σ (−∞) = Λe
2πin
N → σ (∞) = Λe

2πi(n+1)
N , while the field Φ̄ reverses the direction, and

we call it the anti-domain wall in this paper. Likewise, domain walls interpolating vacua

by ` steps, σ (−∞) = Λe
2πin
N → σ (∞) = Λe

2πi(n+`)
N , carry electronic charge `. It is known

that the corresponding domain walls consist of BPS-saturated bound states of ` elementary
fields, which transform as the `-th anti-symmetric representation of SU(N). The masses of
these domain walls, up to an overall normalization, have been computed in several different
contexts, see [25, 26] and [27], and they are

Z̃`1`2 = N |Λ|
∣∣∣e 2πi(`1−`2)

N − 1
∣∣∣ . (2.32)

Finally, we comment that the two-dimensional Landau-Ginzburg theory (2.21) does have

5This operator can be gauge-invariant by attaching a Wilson line to infinity.
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the field configurations corresponding to the domain walls, although they are not funda-
mental excitations. It is not surprising as the Laudau-Ginzburg model is an exact theory.
See [16] for more details about the field configuration of domain walls in the mirror.

BPS Spectrum In The PN−1 Model With Twisted Masses

If we include the twisted masses in gauge theory, the BPS spectrum has been computed
in [21] with a modified central charge

Z̃`0 = ∆W̃eff + 2πi
N∑
i=1

miSi, (2.33)

where Si is the Noether charge of the i-th U(1) of the group U(1)N , the maximal unbroken
torus group of the symmetry U(N). See [28] for more about the BPS spectrum (2.33) and
how it is similar to the BPS spectrum of Seiberg-Witten theory [29].

Comments On Vacua And Symmetries

We first consider the theory of vanishing twisted masses. The classical symmetry is
SU(N) × U(1)A × U(1)V . The quantum correction suggests that U(1)A is anomalously
broken to Z2N . In the far infrared, µ→ 0, the theory will localize at a specific vacuum

σ = Λe
2πi`
N . (2.34)

Because σ is charged under the left axial symmetry Z2N , the nonzero expectation value of
σ indicates a spontaneous breaking of the axial symmetry to Z2:

Z2N → Z2, (2.35)

which was emphasized before in the literature. However, we want to mention that since
domain walls are infinite heavy in the far infrared, which suggests that we also have the
other symmetry breaking:

SU(N)→ SU(N)

ZN
. (2.36)

In other words, the dynamics of domain walls, charged under the center group ZN , are
frozen and can be regarded as probes of the theory. The order of the center group suggests
that it has N isolated vacua. Namely, the group acts on them transitively. If we turn on
finite generic twisted masses, the ZN symmetry will become a generic N -order group. So
we still have N vacua. This center symmetry is crucial for us to understand the domain
walls of GLSMs that flow to SCFTs in the infrared.

GLSM For Tot O(−1)N

GLSM could flow to an SCFT in the infrared. For example, consider the GLSM for
Tot O(−1)N , which is a U(1) gauge theory with N positive charge-one matters Φi and N
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negative charge-one matters Φ̃j. The Higgs vacuum configuration is an SCFT with the
target space as the non-compact space Tot O(−1)N . The global symmetry is SU(N) ×
SU(N)× U(1)a × U(1)A × U(1)V . The factor SU(N)× SU(N)× U(1)a is the semi-simple
part of the flavor symmetry U(N)×U(N) with the vector combination U(1)-factor has been
Higgsed by the U(1) gauge group. A generic twisted mass breaks SU(N) × SU(N) to the
maximal torus, we can then have isolated vacuum solutions on the Coulomb branch. To see
this, after integrating out matters, it reduces to an effective theory on the Coulomb branch
with the twisted effective superpotential

W̃eff = −tΣ−
N∑
i=1

(Σ +mi) (log (Σ +mi)− 1)−
N∑
j=1

(−Σ + m̃j) (log (−Σ + m̃j)− 1) , (2.37)

where mi and m̃i are twisted masses of N positive charge-one matters and N negative
charge-one matters, respectively. The vacuum equation is

N∏
i=1

(
σ +mi

−σ + m̃i

)
= q = e−t. (2.38)

However, to integrate out matter fields, it is not necessary to require twisted masses that
are all different. For example, one can set m̃i = mi = m, then (2.38) becomes(

σ +m

−σ +m

)N
= q. (2.39)

In this condition, we have a ZN center symmetry. The equation of motion with respect to
A0 field is

∂

∂x1

(
1

e2
eff

F01

)
+
∂ (θ −N arg (σ +m) +N arg (−σ +m))

∂x1
+ j0 = 0. (2.40)

Now, integrating over x1, we have

arg
(
(σ +m) (−σ +m)−1) (+∞)−arg

(
(σ +m) (−σ +m)−1) (−∞) =

2π

N

∫
dx1j0. (2.41)

Thus, we find the domain wall Φ or
¯̃
Φ can both interpolate two adjacent vacua

(σ +m)

(−σ +m)
(−∞) = q

1
N e

2πin
N → (σ +m)

(−σ +m)
(+∞) = q

1
N e

2πi(n+1)
N . (2.42)

If m has the same scaling behavior as σ, the central charges of the domain walls are van-
ishing because the theory flows to SCFT in the low energies. A crucial difference to the
mass-gap theory is that we can not localize an SCFT to a specific vacuum in the far infrared,
and U(1)A is not broken. However, we can still use the center symmetry ZN to label N
different vacua in this situation.
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2.1.2 Nonabelian Gauge Theories

The research on nonabelian gauge theories is still active [30]. For our aims, we first consider
a well-studied example: GLSM for Grassmannian Gr(k;N). It is a U(k) gauge group with
N fundamental fields Φi. Like in the abelian case, we first need to understand the vacuum
structure of a quantum field theory. The semiclassical potential energy is

U =
e2

eff

2
Tr

(
N∑
i=1

φ̄iφi − r

)2

+
1

2e2
eff

Tr [σ, σ̄]2 +
N∑
i=1

φ̄i{σ, σ̄}φi. (2.43)

The vanishing of the second term says that σ must be diagonalizable:

σ =

 σ1

. . .

σk

 . (2.44)

Meanwhile, the vanishing of the third term says: σ is vanishing if some φ is nonzero. When
r � 0 and N ≥ k, it has a continuous vacuum configuration: the Grassmannian. As we
discussed in the abelian gauge theory, if we include the full non-perturbative correction, the
vacua are isolated, and the expectation value of σ would be nonzero. Before seeing the exact
result, we first consider the effective theory at the LG-point: r � 0. In this region, one can
integrate out matters since they are heavy. The gauge field has two parts: one is the diagonal
part, and the other one is the off-diagonal part, namely the W-bosons in this paper. Since
the constraint (2.44) should be satisfied for any r, one may expect that the semiclassical
expectation values of W-bosons are vanishing. Furthermore, we want to argue the vacua
locate in the field space where σa 6= σb if a 6= b. To see this, we first consider a locus where
σa = σb for some a 6= b, then besides the massive vacua, the effective theory could also have
two massless W-bosons: Wab and Wba. However, this can not happen. Because if we have
massless fields in the far infrared, then it contradicts the theory at r � 0, where it is a
compact theory. However, we do not expect any phase transition when r varies. Thus, at
r � 0, it is a massive effective theory on the Coulomb branch (C∗)k /Sk with the twisted
effective superpotential and excluded locus:

W̃eff (Σa; t) = − (t+ iπ(k − 1))
k∑
a=1

Σa −
k∑
a=1

NΣa

(
log

Σa

µ
− 1

)
, Σa 6= Σb if a 6= b.

(2.45)
The vacuum equations are

(σa)
N = (−1)k−1ΛN , a ∈ {1, · · · , k}. (2.46)

The solution number is N choose k, which is exactly the Witten index of Grassmannian.
On the other hand, the semi-classical low energy theory, at r � 0, is a nonlinear sigma
model on Grassmannian.

The next question is whether we have an exact theory for a nonabelian gauge theory.
It has been solved in [2] in the context of mirror symmetry which is defined on the target

13



space (C∗)kN /Sk × Ck/Sk × Ck(k−1)/Sk with the twisted superpotential

W̃ (Σa, Yib,Wcd; t) =
k∑
a=1

Σa

(∑
i,b

ρaibYib +
∑
b 6=c

αabc lnWbc − t

)
(2.47)

+ µ
∑
a6=b

Wab + µ
∑
i,a

e−Yia ,

where ρaib = δab are the weights of the fundamental representation of the gauge group U(k),
and αabc = −δab + δac are the roots of the gauge group U(k). The Weyl group Sk acts on the
fields as

Σa 7→ Σb, Yia 7→ Yib,
∑
c6=d

αacdWcd 7→
∑
c 6=d

αbcdWcd (2.48)

This theory can be defined at almost every scale except the extreme UV, where the gauge
coupling e2 goes to 0, and the vacuum equations are

e−yia = xa = σa, wab = σa − σb, (xa)
N = (−1)k−1ΛN . (2.49)

From the twisted superpotential (2.47), the locus, Wab = 0, is dynamically excluded. This
means the vacua only locate at σa 6= σb, so Eq.(2.49) has the same vacuum equations as in
(2.46). The study of GLSM for a general target is similar.

Before to new results, we want to give several comments:

• The abelian mirror of the GLSM for a toric variety is a fundamental theory 6, this
means taking the extremal UV-limit µ → ∞, the theory is a free theory with no singular
locus. While the full quantum theory of a nonabelian gauge theory is an effective theory
since we have the dynamically excluded locus on the field space W ab and Σa. This indicates
that the nonabelian mirrors miss degrees of freedom, although their absence does not affect
the vacuum structure and BPS spectrum.
• Nonabelian mirrors as effective theories can be understood from the original idea in [2].

In the study of nonabelian gauge theory, we first go to the “generic Coulomb branch”, where
Σa 6= Σb for a 6= b, then one can find masses of the diagonal part of the gauge field are
different from the ones of W-bosons. Moreover, W-bosons are charged under the left gauge
group U(1)k, and only a chiral superfield has this property. Thus, it reduces to an abelian-
like theory. Its gauge group is U(1)k o Sk, with two types of chiral superfields: the original
matters with gauge charges as the weights, while the other type has gauge charges to be
the roots of the U(k) group but with vector R-charge 2. With further help from the exact
results in abelian theories, one can obtain the nonabelian mirrors. They are definitely
effective theories in Wilson’s sense. The existence of nonabelian mirrors teaches us that
the semi-classical excluded locus, Σa 6= Σb for a 6= b, is also reliable in an exact theory.

6The mirror of GLSM with a superpotential is an effective theory in the UV, but it has a run-away
vacuum configuration at a singular locus. However, since it flows to an SCFT in the far infrared, the field
variables in the IR can touch that locus [31]. This can also be understood in the semi-classical analysis of
gauge theory at the LG point, where a finite orbifold emerges in the Higgs mechanism. See [32, 33] for a
similar phenomenon in the pure gauge theories.

14



Therefore, no vacuum locates at the excluded locus. In conclusion, although the classical
(fundamental) theory defined in the extremal UV is free, the quantum theory has to omit
an excluded locus on field space.
• In previous research, the assignment of vector R-charges 2 to these W-bosons super-

fields can be understood from the Higgs mechanism [34], RG-flows [18], and the exact results
of gauge theories [35]. Here we give a direct understanding from the bare action. We expand
every field χ = χaHa + eχαEa in the Lagrangian of the gauge field∫

d4θ − 1

2e2
TrΣ̄Σ, (2.50)

where e is the gauge coupling, Ha and Eα are the Cartan-Weyl basis with a runs over the
Cartan subalgebra, and α are the roots of the gauge group. By using the Cartan algebra

[Ha, Eα] = αaEα, [Ha, Hb] = 0, [Eα, E−α] =
2

|α|2
αaHa. (2.51)

One will find that the Lagrangian reduces to the quadratic kinetic terms of the gauge
field Aαz , gaugino λα, and their conjugates. See [36][appendix C.4] for a calculation in the
topological A-twisted background. Of course, there are other quadratic terms and higher-
order interactions in the Cartan-Weyl basis. However, the contributions of those quadratic
terms to path integrals will be canceled by the gauge-fixing term. And the higher-order
interactions can be discarded by supersymmetric localization. Furthermore, the charges of
super-coordinates are

θ− θ̄+ θ̄− θ+

FV 1 -1 -1 1
FA -1 -1 1 1
SE −1

2
1
2
−1

2
1
2

,

where SE measures the Lorentz charge. Then, we can read off charges of fermions in a
vector multiplet:

λ̄− λ+ λ− λ̄+

FV -1 1 1 -1
FA -1 -1 1 1
SE

1
2
−1

2
1
2
−1

2

.

These charges are exactly the same as of fermions in a chiral superfield with vector R-charge
2 and axial R-charge 0:

ψ̄− ψ+ ψ− ψ̄+

FV -1 1 1 -1
FA -1 -1 1 1
SE

1
2
−1

2
1
2
−1

2

. (2.52)

So it is natural to expect that the quantum behavior of a W-boson is similar to a vector
R-charge 2 chiral superfield associated with the identical gauge charge of that W-boson.
However, there are two issues in this argument. The first issue is that the interaction be-
tween a W-boson and the maximal torus part of the gauge field is different from the one for
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a chiral superfield. It can be resolved by supersymmetric localization: higher-order interac-
tions will be suppressed in the exact quantum theory. The second issue is that the bosonic
field of a W-boson has a vanishing R-charge but a spin one. While the lowest component
of a vector R-charge 2 chiral multiplet is a scalar. So they look different. However, one
can argue that their contributions to the path integral are, in fact, the same. To see this,
let us start from the A-twisted background first. In this background, the actual physical
charge is s + FV /2. So the case with s = 1 and FV = 0 is the same as the one with
s = 0 and FV = 2 [36]. While in the physical background, we notice that the partition
function Z = R〈0̄|0〉R [37] could be expressed as gluing an A-twisted hemisphere with the
other hemisphere in the Ā-twisted background. By using the statement in the A(Ā)-twisted
background, we conclude that the quantum behavior of a spin one gauge field is also the
same as a vector R-charge 2 scalar in a physical theory. In conclusion, a W-boson multiplet
can be regarded as a chiral superfield with vector R-charge 2 in the exact quantum field
theory, even though they look different in the (semi-)classical sense.

BPS Spectrum

Unlike the BPS spectrum studied in abelian GLSMs from many aspects, the BPS spec-
trum of nonabelian GLSMs has not been investigated in the literature. However, since the
exact theory of nonabelian GLSM is equivalent to the one for an abelian-like gauge theory,
the BPS spectra of a nonabelian gauged linear sigma model can be similarly discussed. Let
us first study the Grassmannian. Focus on the Kähler potential of the maximal torus part
of the nonabelian gauge field in the effective theory:

−
k∑
a=1

1

2e2
eff;a

Σ̄aΣa. (2.53)

The EOM with respect to the gauge field Aa0:

∂

∂x1

(
1

e2
eff;a

F01;a

)
+
∂ (θ −N arg (σa))

∂x1
+ j0

a = 0, a ∈ {1, · · · , k}. (2.54)

After integrating over the spacial coordinate x1, we have

arg (σa) (+∞)− arg (σa) (−∞) =
2π

N

∫
dx1j0

a. (2.55)

So the field Φa interpolates two nearest-neighbor vacua σa (−∞) = Λ(−1)
k−1
N e

2πin
N →

σa (+∞) = Λ(−1)
k−1
N e

2πi(n+1)
N . Thus, the domain wall, for each specific index a, looks the

same as the one in an abelian theory. Nevertheless, there is one issue in Eq.(2.54). We will
see later that there are off-diagonal components of the Kähler metric in the effective theory:

− 1

2e2
eff;a6=b

Σ̄aΣb. (2.56)
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So the precise one for Eq.(2.54), in fact, is

∂

∂x1

(
1

e2
eff;a

F01;a +
∑
b

1

e2
eff;a 6=b

F01;b

)
+
∂ (θ −N arg (σa))

∂x1
+ j0

a = 0, a ∈ {1, · · · , k}. (2.57)

But this will not affect our Eq.(2.55).
However, we have more constraints in a nonabelian gauge theory: the Weyl gauge sym-

metry Sk, and the dynamically excluded locus:

σa 6= σb, for a 6= b. (2.58)

We gauge the Weyl symmetry by imposing the following order

σa = Λ(−1)
k−1
N e

2πina
N , na < nb, if a < b (2.59)

to label the vacua. Moreover, a gauge-invariant variable can be defined as(
k∏
a=1

σa

)
, (2.60)

then the field Φa is infinitely heavy if the vacua are labeled by na + 1 = na+1. Or, it is finite
and interpolates the adjacent vacua(

k∏
a=1

σa

)
(−∞) = Λk(−1)

k(k−1)
N e

2πi
∑k
a=1 na
N (2.61)

7→

(
k∏
a=1

σa

)
(+∞) = Λk(−1)

k(k−1)
N e

2πi(∑k
a=1 na+1)
N .

By direct counting, one can show the number of domain walls with charge-one is(
N

k

)
. (2.62)

One subtlety in the above calculation is about the domain walls that move nk = N to
nk = N + 1. In order to maintain the gauge imposed in (2.59), we map nk = N + 1 to
n′1 = 1 by using the periodic structure of the vacua and the Weyl symmetry.

The domain walls Φa is the fundamental representation of the flavor group SU(N).
Because of the extra index a, it is not surprising that the number of charge-one domain
walls in Gr(k;N) is more than the ones in a projective space PN−1. The number of charge-
one domain walls of PN−1 is N by setting k = 1 in Eq.(2.62), which is exactly the number
of matters. The central charge of these domain walls can be computed directly

Z̃(l+1)l = N
∣∣∣Λ(−1)

k−1
N

∣∣∣ ∣∣∣e 2πi
N − 1

∣∣∣ , (2.63)

17



where l =
∑k

a=1 na. The domain wall with the gauge charge ` can be studied similarly.
Finally, if turn on the twisted masses in the target space Gr(k;N), the central charges are

Z̃(l+`)l = 4W̃eff + 2πi
N∑
i=1

Simi. (2.64)

The above expression looks similar to the central charge in PN−1 described in Eq.(2.33).
These new results of domain walls in nonabelian gauge theories are already enough for our
purposes in this paper, and we leave the complete investigation of their dynamics to future
work.

GLSMs For T ∗Gr(k;N)

Our last example is about GLSM for T ∗Gr(k;N), and when k=1, it is Tot O(−1)N .
The gauge group is U(k), and the matter content includes N fundamental representation

Φi, N anti-fundamental representation Φ̃i, and one adjoint representation X. There is a
superpotential in the GLSM for this target:

W =
N∑
i=1

TrU(k)Φ̃iX
2sΦi, (2.65)

where 2s is a positive integer. The geometrical phase has been investigated in [6], and the
readers can find more from it. While we mainly focus on the symmetry of the model. As
we discussed before for Tot O(−1)N , the symmetry is

SU(N)× SU(N)× U(1)a × U(1)A × U(1)V . (2.66)

When turning on the superpotential in the k > 1 case, the above symmetry is explicitly
broken to

SU(N)× U(1)2s × U(1)A × U(1)V , (2.67)

where the group U(1)2s acts on the fields as

U(1)2s :
(

Φ̃, X,Φ
)
7→
(
e−i2s·uΦ̃, e+i2uX, e−i2s·uΦ

)
. (2.68)

If we further turn on the twisted masses for the flavor group SU(N), it is broken to the
maximal torus. As discussed in [6], the vacuum configuration in the geometrical phase

suggests that Φ and Φ̃ can take nonzero expectation values to label the geometrical target
T ∗Gr(k;N), while X=0. This suggests that U(1)2s is broken to the center group Z2s at the
geometrical vacua. However, we follow [6] to reduce the theory to an effective theory on
the Coulomb branch. To do this, we assign the complexified twisted masses mf

i = mi− 2su
to the fundamental matters, mf̄

i = −mi − 2su to the anti-fundamental, and madj = 2u to
the adjoint. Since these GLSMs flow to SCFTs in the IR, the one-loop correction to the FI
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parameter can at most a constant. By turning on the twisted masses, we have the twisted
effective superpotential

W̃eff (Σa; t) = − (t+ i(k − 1)π)
k∑
a=1

Σa −
k∑

a,b=1

(Σa − Σb + 2u) (log (Σa − Σb + 2u)− 1)

−
k∑
a=1

N∑
i=1

(−Σa −mi − 2su) (log (−Σa −mi − 2su)− 1)

−
k∑
a=1

N∑
i=1

(Σa +mi − 2su) (log (Σa +mi − 2su)− 1) .

The vacuum equations are

N∏
i=1

(
σa +mi − 2su

σa +mi + 2su

)
= e−t(−1)N

∏
b 6=a

σa − σb − 2u

σa − σb + 2u
. (2.69)

If u is sufficiently large and the parameter q = e−t is generic, the above twisted effective
superpotential is even well-defined for vanishing mi. The Witten index of this has been
counted in [38,39]. In this situation, the vacuum equations reduce to(

σa − 2su

σa + 2su

)N
= e−t(−1)N

∏
b 6=a

σa − σb − 2u

σa − σb + 2u
. (2.70)

2.1.3 Hilbert Space

In previous sections, we mainly focused on the field-theoretic language. It certainly has many
advantages in many aspects, as we can see from the historical developments of quantum
field theory. However, we could also describe the quantum theory in terms of Hilbert
space. A physical observable in a quantum field theory will be a Hermitian operator acting
on the Hilbert space. But it has an intrinsic difficulty to use this framework directly in an
interacting quantum field theory. Traditionally, the computation of a physical quantity, such
as the scattering amplitude in a perturbative quantum field theory, is not straightforward.
The procedure is as follows: to define free particles first where the interactions have been
turned off, and then “adiabatic” turning on the coupling constant, such that one could map
the states of free particles to the ones in an interacting Hilbert space. This is so-called the
“LSZ” formula.

However, in two-dimensional quantum field theory, one may have a chance to describe
the dynamics directly in an interacting Hilbert space. One piece of evidence of this is the
well-known state/operator correspondence in the two-dimensional CFT. In this paper, we
want to convince the readers that a similar thing can happen in a massive two-dimensional
gauge theory at the intermediate scale. We emphasize that the connection between gauge
theories and integrable systems will be transparent in this way.

19



Grassmannian

We first describe the ground state wave functions in the effective theory (2.45) defined at
the physical scale µ�| σa | with the approximate Kähler metric for the diagonal components

∂a∂̄aKeff =
1

2e2
eff;a

=
1

2e2
+

N

4 | σa |2
+
∑
b 6=a

1

2 | σa − σb |2
, (2.71)

and the off-diagonal part

∂a∂̄bKeff = − 1

2 | σa − σb |2
. (2.72)

The Kähler metric in the large σ for the case of PN−1 has been calculated in [19][Chapter
15.5]. The computation of the Kähler metric for a nonabelian gauge theory on the generic
Coulomb branch should be similar. It has one more ingredient: integrating out W-bosons
will introduce a shift to the Kähler metric

∼ 1

| σa − σb |2
, (2.73)

and this means the field space Σa is defined on the locus

Σa 6= 0, Σa 6= Σb, for a 6= b. (2.74)

We can certainly continue integrating out the high-frequency modes of Σ multiplet fields,
then Kähler potential will be further corrected, but the twisted effective superpotential will
not be affected. Although it is difficult to know the actual quantum correction to the Kähler
potential, however, since e2

eff has the mass dimension two, we expect that

e2
eff →∞, when µ→ 0. (2.75)

The actual formula of e2
eff is not crucial for our purposes in this paper, although it would be

interesting to write out the exact RG-flow of the Kähler potential. For later use, we make
the Kähler metric diagonal by changing variables. By abuse of notation, the effective action
can be expressed as∫

≥ 1
µ

d2x
1

2e2
eff;a

(
−∂ν σ̄a∂νσa + iλ̄−;a (∂0 + ∂1)λ−;a + iλ̄+;a (∂0 − ∂1)λ+;a

)
−
e2

eff;a

2

∣∣∣∂aW̃eff (σ)
∣∣∣2 − (1

2
∂a∂bW̃eff (σ) λ̄+,aλ−,b + c.c.

)
.

The effective theory is defined in the Euclidean momentum shell 0 ≤ p2 ≤ µ2, and the
spectrum certainly depends on the spacial momentum. In order to get the ground state
wave functions in a far-infrared limit, one can drop the spatial dependence of the fields [40].
The theory then reduces to a quantum mechanic system:∫

≥ 1
µ

dt
L

2e2
eff;a

(
−∂0σ̄a∂0σa + iλ̄−;a∂0λ−;a + iλ̄+;a∂0λ+;a

)
−
Le2

eff;a

2

∣∣∣∂aW̃eff (σ)
∣∣∣2 − L(1

2
∂a∂bW̃eff (σ) λ̄+,aλ−,b + c.c.

)
,
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where L is the spatial length. Because we only consider the tiny time-variation modes, one
can regard the coupling e2

eff as a constant. Therefore, we can do the following rescaling of
the fields

σa 7→
√

2e2
eff

L
σa, λ± 7→

√
2e2

eff

L
λ±, λ̄± 7→

√
2e2

eff

L
λ̄±, (2.76)

the Lagrangian further reduces to∫
dt

(
k∑
a=1

|σ̇a|2 + iλ̄−;a∂0λ−;a + iλ̄+;a∂0λ+;a

)
(2.77)

−ζ
2

4

∣∣∣∂aW̃eff (σ)
∣∣∣2 − (ζ

2
∂a∂bW̃eff (σ) λ̄+,aλ−,b + c.c.

)
,

where ζ =
√

2Le2
eff;a. When µ→ 0, since the mass dimension of e2

eff;a is two, we have ζ →∞
even though L → 0 in this limit. The readers may notice that Eq.(2.77) is related to the
Morse theory if we identify

h (σ) = ReW̃eff (σ) . (2.78)

We first consider the limit where ζ → ∞, then the theory will be localized at a specific
vacuum, i.e. the critical points 〈σ〉a

e∂aW̃eff(σ) = 1. (2.79)

Then expand the field σa around the vacua, and define the local coordinates za = xa+ iya =
σa − 〈σ〉a

W̃eff (σ) = W̃eff (〈σ〉a) +
k∑
a=1

ca(za)
2 +O(z3

a), (2.80)

where ca = (−1)
N−k+1
N e−

2πina

N NΛ−1. For the Morse function h, we have

h = ReW̃eff (〈σ〉a) +
k∑
a=1

Re
(
ca(za)

2
)

+ · · · . (2.81)

After diagonalizing the variables za to z′a = x′a + iy′a, we have

h = ReW̃eff (〈σ〉a)−
k∑
a=1

N

|Λ|
(
(x′a)

2 − (y′a)
2
)

+ · · · . (2.82)

Since the Morse index is k, the number of negative eigenvalues of the Hessian of h, the
ground state wave functions must have fermion number k [41]. Furthermore, because the
effective theory is reduced from a two-dimensional gauge theory, the global symmetries FV
and FA in the gauge theory can be defined in supersymmetric quantum mechanics as well.
They are

FV = −
k∑
a=1

(
λ̄−,aλ−,a + λ̄+,aλ+,a

)
, FA =

k∑
a=1

(
λ̄+,aλ+,a − λ̄−,aλ−,a

)
(2.83)

The R-charges of each fermionic field are
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λ̄+ λ− λ+ λ̄−
FV -1 1 1 -1
FA 1 1 -1 -1

,

where we have used the canonical anti-commutation relations {λ±,a, λ̄±,b} = δab. It looks
like FA is not the symmetry of the Lagrangian (2.77). However, there is nothing wrong in
considering it as an operator acting on the Hilbert of states of quantum mechanics, which
is equivalent to rescaling the twisted superpotential W̃ → ζW̃ . See [19][Chapter 10.3.4]
for more details. In our situation, this quantum mechanics comes from a two-dimensional
quantum field theory. So when we put the two-dimensional theory on a finite volume,
it indeed has a left unbroken finite FA symmetry and the center symmetry ZN of the
flavor group SU(N). These extra symmetries are crucial to determine ground states in
the interaction theory. The exact wave functions of ground states are, of course, difficult
to compute. However, for our aims in this paper, we first consider the ground states in
the limit where ζ

|Λ| goes to infinity. Thus the bosonic part of the wave functions is a delta
function:

k∏
a=1

δ(x′a)δ(y
′
a). (2.84)

A normalized wave function must have the “fermion number” k from the vector R-symmetry,
so each vacuum should have k ladder operators acting on it:

l∏
b=1

λ̄+,b

m∏
c=1

λ̄−,c|0〉, (2.85)

where the number of the ladder operators λ̄+, l, plus the number of λ̄−, m, should be k.
However, since the axial FA is also a symmetry on a finite volume, when the far-infrared
ground states map to the ones in the interacting quantum field theory, an extra constraint
should be imposed

l −m = constant. (2.86)

Since our study can be applied to any Grassmannian Gr(k;N), there are two choices of the
partition that are unique for any k: l = k, m = 0, or l = 0, m = k. In this paper, we choose
l = k, m = 0, and this means the ground state wave functions are

k∏
a=1

δ(x′a)δ(y
′
a)

k∏
a=1

λ̄+,a|0〉.

Another evidence of these two choices can be seen from the two-dimensional point of view.
In a topological-twisted LG model, some fermions are worldsheet Grassmann-odd scalars

λ̄+;a ↔ dσa.

So the fermion number k in all ground states can be expressed by a k-form:

k∏
a=1

λ̄+,a|0〉 ↔ dσ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dσk. (2.87)
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The ground states locus are solutions of:

(σa)
N = (−)k−1 (Λk)

N .

After choosing the bare theta angle for each U(k) gauge theory to be θk = θ+iπ (k − 1), the
critical locus for any k is actually can be understood by picking k different sites from the
N homogenous sites on a circle defined by the dimensionless field space σ̂ = σΛ−1, where
Λ = µe−r+iθ,

σ̂N = 1. (2.88)

So the sites are labeled by σ̂j = e
2iπj
N . Notice the similarity between the delta function and

the fermionic statistics, we propose the following enlarged fermionic operators λ̄+,j, and
λ̄−,j, where j ∈ {1, · · · , N}, to label the vacua. Up to an overall normalization, they are
related to the original fermionic variables as

λ̄±,j =:

∫
d̂̄σdσ̂δ2 (σ̂ − σ̂j) λ̄±, λ±,j =:

∫
d̂̄σdσ̂δ2 (σ̂ − σ̂j)λ± (2.89)

and their canonical anti-commutation relations are

{λ̄±,i, λ±,j} = δij. (2.90)

They are non-local operators in field theory. The index j labels the sites as well and is
charged under the center group ZN of the flavor symmetry SU(N) with the charge j. The
vector/axial R-symmetry can be defined similarly in terms of the new variables associated
with N sites, and they are

FV = −
N∑
j=1

(
λ̄−,jλ−,j + λ̄+,jλ+,j

)
, FA =

N∑
j=1

(
λ̄+,jλ+,j − λ̄−,jλ−,j

)
. (2.91)

Therefore, the vacua can be described by a new set of variables as

λ̄−,1 · · · λ̄+,i1 · · · λ̄+,ik · · · λ̄−,N |0〉k (2.92)

associated with a change in how operators act on a “vacuum” in an isomorphic fashion: In
old variables of gauge theory,

λ±,a | 0〉 = 0, for a ∈ {1, . . . , k}. (2.93)

While in the new set of variables, we have

λ±,i | 0〉k = 0, for i ∈ {1, . . . , N}. (2.94)

The number of all possible configuration in Eq.(2.92) is indeed the Witten index of Gr(k;N):(
N

k

)
.
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Superficially, ground states in Eq.(2.92) might have the “fermion number” N , i.e. the vector
R-symmetry. Nevertheless, the original “fermion number” is k. In order to compensate for
this difference, we assign a fermion number k −N to the state |0〉k when we map it to the
field theory. It is easy to see that the statistics of |0〉k is associated with the fermion number
k −N . Although the physics is different, our manipulation looks similar to P.A.M. Dirac’s
operation to the negative energy states by introducing the so-called “Dirac sea”. In this
convention, we can use the following notation to represent ground states, for example:

|j1j2〉 := |−, · · · ,+j1 , · · · ,+j2 , · · · ,−〉2. (2.95)

This notation is certainly not crucial for gauge theory itself. However, we will see later that
it helps represent the connection between gauge theories and integrable systems, which in
our paper will be formalized as a spin chain.

So far, we have defined the Hilbert space in the large volume limit. Recall that in
higher dimensional quantum field theory, the domain wall fluctuation is significantly weaker
than the perturbative quantum fluctuation at a sufficiently large distance. However, in
a two-dimensional mass-gap theory, the perturbative quantum correction can be, in fact,
much smaller than the domain wall amplitude at the intermediate scale, which allows us
to truncate the quantum theory to a theory with only BPS-spectrum. We think this is the
crucial reason why two dimensions intricately connect to an integrable system. To see this,
we first estimate the two-point correlation function, up to an overall finite constant, in a
(1+d)-dimensional mass-gap field theory. Take the physical mass as m, and then consider
the limit where m‖x−y‖ � 1:

〈ϕ(x)ϕ(y)〉 ' md−1e−m‖x−y‖

(m‖x−y‖)
d
2

. (2.96)

The domain wall amplitude can be also expected, up to an overall finite constant, as

〈vacuum2|vacuum1〉 ' e−HR = e−TR
d

, (2.97)

where T is the tension of a domain wall, and it is RG-invariant for a BPS one.

• When d > 1, if we identify R=‖x−y‖, we find that the domain wall fluctuation,
compared to the two-point function, is highly suppressed in the large volume limit. As said
before, this is one physical reason for spontaneous symmetry breaking in higher-dimensional
quantum field theory.
• When d = 1, the physical mass m of the spectrum in the perturbative region of the

theory, which is called the perturbative spectrum in our paper, is much larger than the
domain wall tension in a large volume:

m� T. (2.98)

So at this intermediate scale, we have

e−HR ' e−TR � e−m‖x−y‖

(m‖x−y‖)
1
2

, (2.99)
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The mass of the mode with a nonzero spatial momentum p is heavier since the formula
mp =

√
m2 + p2. So it is even more suppressed. This means that, at this scale, we only

need to consider the dynamics of domain walls.
Therefore, one could discard the perturbative spectrum in a proper limit in a two-

dimensional field theory. The “LSZ”-like formula is, in fact, extremely elegant in this
situation: The ground state wave functions defined in the far infrared can be mapped into
an interacting theory by modifying them into a new basis that does not break the group ZN .
This physical constraint is due to the dynamics of domain walls since they are charged under
ZN . So integrability could arise. For example, consider the k = 1 case. The ground state
wave functions can be represented as:

A1

N∑
j=1

σ̂j|j〉1. (2.100)

These wave functions are neutral under the finite group. For a general k, besides the finite
group ZN , we should also impose a constraint due to the Weyl symmetry Sk. Thus, the
ground state wave functions can be naturally constructed as

Ak
∑

1≤j1<···<jk≤N

k∏
a=1

∑
W∈Sk

(
σ̂W(a)

)ja |j1, · · · , jk〉k. (2.101)

where Ak is an overall normalization factor, σ̂a = σaΛ
−1,W is an element of the Weyl group,

and the periodic condition is

|j1, · · · , jk〉k = |j2, · · · , jk, j1 +N〉k. (2.102)

The above periodic condition is associated with the equations (σ̂a)
N = 1 for each index a,

which are the vacuum equations of each Grassmannian

(σa)
N = (−1)k−1ΛN

k . (2.103)

Before going to the next, we want to point out that the energy barrier between two vacua
will be finite at an intermediate scale. So the vacuum wave function changes from the delta
function to a smearing wave packet on σ-space. It is certainly consistent with the fact that
the domain walls are dynamic at a finite scale.

Twisted Masses

So far, we have described the Hilbert space for Grassmannians without the twisted
masses. When we turn on twisted masses with finite values, the center group, instead of
ZN , is a generic N -order group. The vacuum equations

N∏
i=1

(σa +mi) = (−1)k−1 ΛN
k (2.104)
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still have N solutions for each variable σa. Thus, there are still N sites on the dimension-
less field space σ̂. However, the length of the two nearest-neighbor sites is not translating
invariant anymore in this situation. The procedure to define its Hilbert space is similar to
before, and it is the state space of the so-called inhomogeneous spin chain.

T ∗Grassmannian

A similar construction applies to the superconformal field theory as well, if it has a
sufficient global symmetry in the nonabelian gauge theory. In this situation, one can reduce
the gauge theory to the Coulomb branch without missing any ground state.

To get the Hilbert space, we first turn on the generic twisted masses mi for the flavor
symmetry SU(N), where the conformal symmetry is broken, and the effective theory is
essentially massive. Then the above analysis for the Grassmannian applies, which gives an
inhomogeneous spin chain. If turning off mi, domain walls are massless, where the conformal
symmetry is restored, and the spin chain becomes a homogenous one. Come back to the
vacuum equations (

σa − 2su

σa + 2su

)N
= (−1)Ne−t

∏
a6=b

σa − σb − 2u

σa − σb + 2u
. (2.105)

We define the dimensionless variables as σ̂a = σa
2iu

, while e−t is a dimensionless quantity that
could not be simply absorbed by a field redefinition. Then the vacuum equations can be
rewritten as (

σ̂a + is

σ̂a − is

)N
= (−1)Ne−t

∏
a6=b

σ̂a − σ̂b + i

σ̂a − σ̂b − i
. (2.106)

Furthermore, they give
k∏
a=1

(
σ̂a + is

σ̂a − is

)N
= (−1)kNe−kt. (2.107)

As discussed in section 2.1.1 for the k = 1 case, the vacuum expectation value of(
σ̂a + is

σ̂a − is

)
(2.108)

is charged under the center group ZN of the flavor symmetry SU(N). When we use the
gauge-invariant operator

ek

(
σ̂a + is

σ̂a − is

)
, (2.109)

it can label N different sites. As in the Grassmannian case, there are also fermions λ̄± at
each site on the emergent spin chain. However, since there is an extra anomalous center
symmetry Z2s in the geometrical vacuum, it is natural to expect that there is one more index
in fermions λ̄M to reflect the fact that they are charged under Z2s as well. Because of this
index, one can put the spin operator λ̄M λ̄N on the same site once the index M is different
from the index N . However, since the vacuum does not spontaneously break the global
symmetry, one should regroup the composite operators such that they are neutral under

26



Z2s. Thus, it has more Witten index for a larger s. Let us study each example more carefully.

• If s = 1
2
, the center group Z2s is trivial. The ground state wave functions of this

case can be proposed similarly. However, compared to the Grassmannian, there is an extra
factor on the right hand side of the vacuum equations when k > 1. The question is whether
we can read off this extra factor from the wave functions. To start with, we first consider
k = 1, then the Hilbert space is

A1

N∑
j=1

(
σ + i

2

σ − i
2

)j
|j〉1. (2.110)

To shorten the notation, we use

eipa :=

(
σa + i

2

σa − i
2

)
, (2.111)

and the physical meaning of this notation will be discussed in the following section. Next,
we consider the U(2) case. The proposed Hilbert space is then

A2

∑
1≤j1<j2≤N

(
eip1j1eip2j2 + S21e

ip2j1eip1j2
)
|j1 < j2〉2, (2.112)

where the scattering factor is

S12 =
σ̂1 − σ̂2 + i

σ̂1 − σ̂2 − i
, (2.113)

and the twisted boundary condition of N sites

|j2 < j1 +N〉2 := (−1)Nq−1|j1 < j2〉2. (2.114)

Now we check that Eq.(2.112) is invariant under the Weyl symmetry S2, which acts on the
field variables as σ1 ↔ σ2. Eq.(2.112) becomes

A2

∑
1≤j1<j2≤N

(
eip2j1eip1j2 + S12e

ip1j1eip2j2
)
|j1 < j2〉2. (2.115)

By using the fact S12S21 = 1, then we have

A′2
∑

1≤j1<j2≤N

(
S21e

ip2j1eip1j2 + eip1j1eip2j2
)
|j1 < j2〉2, (2.116)

where A′2 = A2S12. So it is invariant under the Weyl symmetry up to an overall factor.
From the boundary condition (2.114), one can derive the vacuum equations

eip1N = (−1)NqS12, eip2N = (−1)NqS21. (2.117)

If (−1)Nq = ±1, one can show that pa is real and S12 is a pure phase that can be written
as eiθ(p1,p2), where θ(p1, p2) is a real function. However, if (−1)Nq 6= ±1, pa is a complex
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number, and S12 is not a pure phase. We call it the open spin chain in section 3. For a
general k, we have the following proposed Hilbert space

Ak
∑

1≤j1<···<jk≤N

∑
W∈Sk

SW(a)e
∑k
a=1 ipW(a)ja|j1 < · · · < jk〉k, (2.118)

where SW(a) =
∏

ba Sba, and each factor Sba is due to a permutation (elastic scattering)
between the momentum pa and pb. The twisted boundary condition

|j2 < · · · < j1 +N〉k := (−)Nq−1|j1 < · · · jk〉k. (2.119)

Up to the ambiguity of an overall normalization factor, one can show that Eq.(2.118) is
invariant under the Weyl group. Furthermore, from the twisted boundary condition, one
can derive the Coulomb branch vacuum equations of GLSM for T ∗Gr(k;N), and they are

eipaN
∏
b6=a

Sba = (−1)Nq. (2.120)

Finally, we want to comment that the presentation of wave function in our paper is not the
only option. One can, of course, choose a different basis such that the wave function can
be factorized into a product, which would manifest the so-called Algebraic Bethe Ansatz in
this manner.
• If s = 1, the center group Z2 is nontrivial. The fermion on each site, λ̄M+ , have an extra

index M = {0, 1}. The center group Z2 acts on the fermion λ̄M+ by λ̄0
+ 7→ λ̄1

+. One should
focus on the Z2 neutral operators, since the vacuum does not break this Z2 symmetry. The
possible neutral operators for this case at each site are 1, λ̄0

+ + λ̄1
+ and λ̄0

+λ̄
1
+ + λ̄1

+λ̄
0
+. So

the number of all possible states is 3N .
Now let us focus on the specific example T ∗Gr(k;N). If k = 1, the ground states are

|j〈1〉〉1, (2.121)

where the index 〈1〉 means the vacuum is created by the operator λ̄0
j,+ + λ̄1

j,+. So we have
N ground states for k = 1. If k = 2, we have two types of the ground states

|j〈1〉1 < j
〈1〉
2 〉2, and |j〈2〉〉2, (2.122)

where the notation j〈2〉 means the vacuum is constructed from the operator λ̄0
l,+λ̄

1
l,++λ̄1

l,+λ̄
0
l,+.

This says we have (
N

2

)
+

(
N

1

)
(2.123)

ground states. The Hilbert space can be proposed as

A2

 ∑
1≤j〈1〉1 <j

〈1〉
2 ≤N

(
eip2j

〈1〉
1 eip1j

〈1〉
2 + S12e

ip1j
〈1〉
1 eip2j

〈1〉
2

)
|j〈1〉1 < j

〈1〉
2 〉2 + C

∑
1≤j〈2〉≤N

ei(p1+p2)j〈2〉|j〈2〉〉1

 .

(2.124)
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The notation C stands for a contact term, so it is scheme dependent and can be changed if
we modify the theory in the UV. The Weyl symmetry, in fact, changes the coefficients A2

and C by
A2 7→ A′2 = A2S21, C 7→ C ′ = CS12. (2.125)

So the Weyl symmetry is associated with a possible ambiguity of the UV contact term. The
twisted boundary conditions are

|j〈1〉2 < j
〈1〉
1 +N〉2 = (−1)Nq−1|j〈1〉1 < j

〈2〉
2 〉2, |j〈2〉 +N〉1 = (−1)2Nq−2|j〈2〉〉1. (2.126)

From these boundary conditions, one can derive the vacuum equations

eip1N = (−1)NqS12, eip2N = (−1)NqS21, ei(p1+p2)N = q2, (2.127)

where the last equation is not independent and can be derived from the first two.
For a general k ≤ N , the analysis is similar. It has the number of ground states

[ k
2

]∑
l=0

(
N

l

)(
N − l
k − 2l

)
, (2.128)

where [k
2
] is the integer part of k

2
. Our framework predicts that one can consider the gauge

theory with 2N ≥ k > N as well since the adjoint matter field is sufficient to Higgsing the
gauge field. The upper bound 2N can be seen from the fact that the maximal number of
λ̄+ is 2n through the operator

∏N
l=1

(
λ̄0
l,+λ̄

1
l,+ + λ̄1

l,+λ̄
0
l,+

)
. The number of ground states for

the case 2N ≥ k > N is
[ k
2

]∑
l′≥k−N

(
N

l′

)(
N − l′

k − 2l′

)
. (2.129)

One can show that the number of ground states for k is the same as the number of ground
states for the 2N − k case. Thus, we conjecture that there could be a Seiberg-dual between
the U(k) gauge theory and the associated U(2N − k) one with proper matter content. The
detailed study of these gauge theories is left to future work.
• If s>1, the discussion is more complicated but very similar to the s = 1 case. We leave

the details to the interested reader.

Quiver Gauge Theories

A complete study of GLSMs for quiver gauge theories does not appear in the literature
yet. However, we expect that the scattering factor in the vacuum equations on the Coulomb
branch should be

Sn1,n2 =
σn1
a − σ

n2
b − i

2
(DA)n1n2

σn1
a − σn2

b + i
2

(DA)n1n2

, (2.130)
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where DA denotes the symmetric Cartan matrix encoded into the Dynkin diagram of the
corresponding algebra. For example, SU(L+ 1) ' AL group has the Cartan matrix

DA =


+2 −1

−1
. . . . . .
. . . . . . −1
−1 +2

 .

Comment On Other Cases

So far, we have discussed the cases all have the structure that

(ek (σ))N = Constant, (2.131)

where ei(σ) is the i-th elementary symmetric polynomial. One can also show that the
GLSMs for Flag manifolds such as F (k1, k2;N) [13] share the same structure as the above
equation. However, some other target spaces do not pose this structure. For example, see
the vacuum equations of GLSM for a Lagrangian Grassmannian LG(N, 2N) [30]

(σa)
2N = q

∏
b 6=a

(σa + σb) , (σa)
2 6= (σb)

2 . (2.132)

One can easily observe that the above equations do not have the structure of Eq.(2.131).
In order to incorporate the structure (2.131) in the Lagrangian Grassmannian case, we first
symmetrize Eq.(2.132). For example, when N = 2k + 1, it can be expanded as

(σa)
4k+2 = q

(
(σa)

2k + (σa)
2k−2 e2(σ) + · · ·+ e2k−2(σ) (σa)

2 + e2k(σ)
)
. (2.133)

Similarly, for N = 2k, it can be rewritten as

(σa)
4k = q

(
(σa)

2k−2 e1(σ) + (σa)
2k−4 e3(σ) + · · ·+ e2k−3(σ) (σa)

2 + e2k−1(σ)
)
. (2.134)

From the above two polynomials, it is easy to find that Eq.(2.133) and Eq.(2.133) can be
mapped to the ones of the equivariant Grassmannian with specific parameters. To see this,
we turn on the twisted masses for the Grassmannian:

2N∏
i=1

(σa +mi) = (−1)N−1Λ. (2.135)

Rewriting the above as

(σa)
2N + (σa)

2N−1 e1 (mi) + · · ·+ (σa) e2N−1 (mi) + e2N (mi) = (−1)N−1Λ. (2.136)

So if we identify the coefficients of (2.136) with the ones in Eq. (2.133) or (2.134) and further
restrict to the locus where (σa)

2 6= (σb)
2, then we can reproduce the vacuum equations of

a Lagrangian Grassmannian from the vacuum equations of the equivariant Grassmannian.
Based on this, we conjecture that the spin chain for the Lagrangian Grassmannian cor-
responds to an inhomogeneous spin chain for the Grassmannian. A detailed investigation
would be found in [42].
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2.2 3d N=2 Chern-Simons Matter Theory

In the three-dimensional gauge theory, we have an extra ingredient, which is the so-called
Chern-Simons interaction:

SN=2
CS =

k

4π

∫
d3xTr

(
AdA+

2

3
A3 − λ̄λ+ 2Dσ

)
. (2.137)

The Chern-Simons interaction affects low-energy physics with a new phase: the topological
gauge theory [43]. For our purposes in this paper, we mainly study the 3d N=2 Chern-
Simons matter theory on space-time R2 × S1. Our motivation relies on the fact that the
connection to the integrable system is essentially the two-dimensional quantum field theory
as we discussed in the previous section.

2.2.1 Grassmannain

We first discuss the 3d Chern-Simons theory for Grassmannian. There is no theta angle in
the odd-dimensional gauge theory, so the phases of 3d CS theory are parameterized by the
one real dimensional FI parameter ξ. However, if put the theory on space-time R2 × S1, a
theta angle would emerge. The Chern-Simons interaction can affect low-energy physics.

Quantum K-Theory With Level Structure

Let us first choose the bare Chern-Simons level k = −N
2

, then if ξ � 0, the low energy
effective theory is a three-dimensional nonlinear sigma model on Grassmannian; if ξ � 0,
the low energy effective theory, after integrating out the massive fermions, is the Chern-
Simons theory U(k)N−k, where the subscript N − k is the level. If we decompose the Lie
algebra U(k) = SU(k)× U(1), the level for SU(k) sector is N − k and for the U(1) sector
is N . If further put the theory on the space-time R2 × S1, where the radius of S1 is R, it
reduces to a two-dimensional gauge theory with an infinite number of massive fields from
the KK-reduction. The parameter becomes a complexified one: t = r − iθ, where θ is
an emergent theta angle from the KK-reduction. The 3d parameter relates to the 2d FI-
parameter by q3d = (−2πR)N ΛN , where q3d = e−ξ, and Λ is the dynamical scale of the
two-dimensional gauge theory.

If r � 0, the low energy effective theory is a K-theoretic lifting of the two-dimensional
NLSM on a Grassmannian [44]; if r � 0, the effective theory is a K-theoretic version of the
twisted effective superpotential:

R ? W̃ 3d
eff =

1

2
kSU(k)

k∑
a=1

(lnXa)
2 +

kU(1) − kSU(k)

2k

(
k∑
a=1

lnXa

)2

(2.138)

+ ln
(
(−1)k−1q3d

) k∑
a=1

lnXa +N
k∑
a=1

Li2 (Xa) +
N

4

k∑
a=1

(lnXa)
2 ,

=
(
ln(−1)k−1q3d

) k∑
a=1

lnXa +N
k∑
a=1

Li2 (Xa) ,
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where Xa = e2πRΣa , and we have split the level kU(k) into two parts: kU(1) and kSU(k). The
vacuum equations are

(1− xa)N = (−1)k−1q3d, where xa 6= xb, if a 6= b. (2.139)

If we map the shifted Wilson loop operators za = 1 − xa to the Chern roots σa, the above
vacuum equations are essentially the same as the vacuum equations for the quantum co-
homology of Grassmannian. It is not surprising. As first observed in [11] by Witten that
the quantum cohomology of Grassmannian connects to the Verlinde algebra of U(k) via
a smooth path on the parameter space. Then, its K-theoretic version of this correspon-
dence has been discussed in [44] by Kapustin and Willet. See [45] also for a mathematical
definition of the quantum K-theory with a level structure by Ruan-Zhang. Moreover, the
BPS spectrum and Hilbert space are similar to the two-dimensional situation, with the only
modification being to replace the field variables σa by za. The analysis of the equivariant
situation is also resembling.

Quantum K-Theory

If we choose a different gauge-invariant Chern-Simons level such as kU(1) = −N
2

and
kSU(k) = k− N

2
[46–50], then the low energy effective theory would be different. If r � 0, it

is the NLSM on the Grassmannian, but its topological sector corresponds to the Givental-
Lee’s quantum K theory; if r � 0, we have the twisted effective superpotential

R?W̃ 3d
eff =

k

2

k∑
a=1

(lnXa)
2− 1

2

(
k∑
a=1

lnXa

)2

+
(
ln(−1)k−1q3d

) k∑
a=1

lnXa+NLi2(Xa). (2.140)

The vacuum equations are

(1− xa)N = (−)k−1q3d
(xa)

k∏k
b=1 xb

. (2.141)

The extra homogenous factor on the right-hand side indicates that the Hilbert space of the
interacting theory is more complicated than the previous choice: kU(1) = kSU(k) = −N

2
. The

Hilbert space can be constructed similarly as in Eq.(2.118)

Ak
∑

1≤j1<···<jk≤N

∑
W∈Sk

SW(a)e
∑k
a=1 ipW(a)ja|j1 < · · · < jk〉k, (2.142)

where SW(a) =
∏

ba Sba and

Sab = −xa
xb
. (2.143)

If we identify the variables as
eipa := za. (2.144)

However, the “momentum” pa is a complex one. The boundary condition is

|j2 < · · · < jk < j1 +N〉k = (q3d)
−1 |j1 < · · · < jk〉k. (2.145)
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The (anti)-periodic boundary is satisfied if we set q3d = ±1. However, unlike T ∗Gr(k;N),
the momentum pa in Eq.(2.144) is always complex even though q3d = ±1 because the
scattering factor Sab is not a pure phase factor in this case.

Finally, we want to mention that one can also have other gauge-invariant choices of
Chern-Simons level besides the above two quantum K-theories. We propose that those
quantum K theories correspond to in-homogenous XX spin chains.

Exact Theory On Space-time R× S1

Each KK-mode can be understood as a 2d nonabelian gauge theory with a twisted mass
in
R

. By using the exact result of the 2d nonabelian gauge theory, one can obtain a Landau-
Ginzberg theory on space-time R×S1 by summing all KK-modes. This theory includes the
field configuration of domain walls, although non-local. It would be then interesting to see
what could happen if we take the decompactification limit of the radius R.

2.2.2 The T ∗Gr(k;N) Sigma Model

The condition of 3d Chern-Simons-matter theory to be renormalizable requires that the
power of X in the superpotential (2.65) satisfies 1 ≤ 2s ≤ 2. With a proper Chern-Simons
level, one can do the following twisting,(

1− x−1
)
7→ x

(
1− x−1

)
= x− 1, (2.146)

toward a negative charge-one bundle in K-theory. The K-theoretic vacuum equations for
T ∗Gr(k;N) have been investigated in [5], and they aresin

(
πR̃ (σ̂a + is)

)
sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a − is)

)
N

= q̃
k∏
b6=a

sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a − σ̂b + i)

)
sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a − σ̂b − i)

)
 , (2.147)

where R̃ = 2Ru, σ̂a = σa
2iu

, and q̃ = qe2πR̃(Ns+1−k)(−1)N . The Hilbert space can be con-
structed similarly by identifying

eipa =
sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a + is)

)
sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a − is)

) . (2.148)

From Eq.(2.147), one can find that

ei(
∑k
a=1 pa)N = q̃k. (2.149)

So the Hilbert space of this case can be constructed similarly to before with a new phase
factor

Sab =
sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a − σ̂b + i)

)
sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a − σ̂b − i)

) . (2.150)
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2.3 4d N = 1 Gauge Theory

Compared to the lower-dimensional quantum field theories, the gauge anomaly cancella-
tion of the four-dimensional gauge theory imposes an extra constraint on the field content.
Assigning the gauge charge qi to each matter field under each gauge group U(1), then the
gauge anomaly cancellation says

∑
i (qi)

3 = 0. If we consider a fundamental matter, the
simplest choice to cancel the gauge anomaly is to pair it with an anti-fundamental one.
Therefore, the Grassmannian target space is not allowed in the four-dimensional quantum
field theory since it only has the fundamental matters. While the T ∗Gr(k;N) sigma model,
of course, can be defined in four dimensions. In this section, we mainly focus on the gauge
theory with paired fundamental and anti-fundamental matters and a matter in the adjoint
representation. A renormalizable superpotential is W = TrΦ̃XΦ.

2.3.1 The T ∗Gr(k;N) Sigma Model

Nekrasov and Shatashvili studied the 4d N = 1 gauge theory on space-time R2 × T2 in [5].
We denote τ to be the complex structure of the torus T2. The vacuum equations are thenΘ1

(
iπR̃ (σ̂a + is)

)
Θ1

(
iπR̃ (σ̂a − is)

)
N

= q̃
∏
b6=a

Θ1

(
iπR̃ (σ̂a − σ̂b + i)

)
Θ1

(
iπR̃ (σ̂a − σ̂b − i)

)
 , (2.151)

where:

Θ1 (α) = −iq
1
8

(
eα − e−α

) ∞∏
m=1

(1− qm)
(
1− qme2α

) (
1− qme−2α

)
. (2.152)

If consider a 4d N = 1 U(k) gauge theory for just N fundamental and anti-fundamental
matters with the same masses, the vacuum equations are simpler:Θ1

(
iπR̃ (σ̂a + is)

)
Θ1

(
iπR̃ (σ̂a − is)

)
N

= q̃. (2.153)

Axial R-Symmetry

It is known that the axial R-symmetry is related to the isometry of the extra dimensions.
For a generic torus T2, the isometry is Z2oT2. The Z2 is generated by the antipodal map 7.

7If we realize the flat torus T2 = R2/Γ for some plane lattice

Γe1,e2 = {z1e1 + z2e2 : z1, z2 ∈ Z} ,

then one can show that the isometry of the torus is (O(2) ∩Aut(Γ))oT2, where Aut(Γ) is the automorphism
group of the lattice Γ.
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However, the translation symmetry T2 is the reason for the “twisted mass” m̃ = i(1+τ)
R

[5].
And the Kaluza-Klein modes with momentum m,n ∈ Z, would have the corresponding
twisted mass

m̃m,n =
i

R
(m+ nτ) . (2.154)

Therefore, the gauge theory does not have a conserved U(1) axial R-symmetry, but only
the left Z2 one. While the vector R-symmetry U(1) is conserved and comes from the U(1)
R-symmetry of the original 4d N=1 gauge theory. It suggests that the domain walls of this
model are different from the ones in the usual 2d GLSM. In this paper, however, we will
use symmetry to guide our understanding of the connection between gauge theories and
integrable systems for this case. While we leave the full investigation of the spectrum to a
future study [42]. Finally, we want to point out that there could be a special torus with
a larger finite group Aut(Γ), and their corresponding integrable system could be slightly
different from the Z2 case.

We end this section by mentioning that it is possible to have a more generic Heisenberg
spin chain from gauge theory if one could formalize it on space-time R2 × C, where C is a
non-orientable surface such as Klein bottle.

2.4 Other paths to a N=(2,2) gauge theory

In this section, we briefly review several other routes to an N=(2,2) gauge theory. They
are all related to the 4d N=2 theory. None of these results are new.

4d N = 2 Gauge Theory With The Ω-background R2 × R2
ε

Nekrasov and Shatashvili [7] considered the four-dimensional N = 2 gauge theory on
space-time R2 × R2

ε. If we denote the coordinates on R2
ε as (x2, x3), then the U(1) rotation

symmetry of this space is generated by the vector field

U = x2∂3 − x3∂2. (2.155)

The Ω deformation on R2
ε is generated by U , and the associated bare Lagrangian of the 4d

gauge theory is deformed in this background. Although the Poincare symmetry is broken in
R2
ε, it still has a two-dimensional N=(2,2) super-Poincare symmetry in the R2 directions.

The strategy in [7] to get the 2d twisted effective superpotential from a prepotential
of the four-dimensional gauge theory is the following: First, consider the four-dimensional
theory in a general Ω-background R2

ε̃×R2
ε, with the first rotation parameter ε̃ to be nonzero

as well. Following [51], one can then derive an exact prepotential

S4d
eff =

∫
F4d (σ; ε, ε̃) + {Q, . . .} (2.156)

where we denote collectively by σ for all the vector multiplet scalars as well as background
scalars, such as the masses of matter fields. Then the two-dimensional twisted effective
superpotential can be obtained similarly as above in the Ω-background

S2d
eff =

∫
W̃eff (σ; q; ε̃) + {Q, . . .} . (2.157)
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Following [7], modulo Q-exact terms, we have∫
R4

F4d (σ; ε, ε̃) =
1

ε

∫
R2

F2d (σ; ε, ε̃) =
1

ε̃ε
F (σ; ε, ε̃) . (2.158)

The partition function of an effective theory is

Z (σ; q; ε, ε̃) = exp

(
1

εε̃
F (σ; ε, ε̃)

)
. (2.159)

Finally, from the formulas (2.156), (2.157), and (2.158), one can observe the connection
between the 2d twisted effective superpotential and the 4d prepotential by

W̃eff(a; q; ε) = lim
ε̃→0

[ε̃ logZ (σ; q; ε, ε̃)] . (2.160)

The twisted superpotential (2.160) serves as the Yang-Yang function of some quantum
integrable system. It was further observed in [7] that the parameter ε is the Planck constant
and can be zero in the classical limit. In this regard, the prepotential F (σ; q) can be used
to describe the classical integrable system [52,53].

All of these models have a similar structure as in Eq.(2.131), which indicates that there
is an emergent spin chain in low-energy physics. However, the full soliton spectrum has not
been investigated in the literature, which we leave to future work [42].

Gukov-Witten Surface Operators

Gukov-Witten surface operators, like Wilson and ’t Hooft operators, can be used to
probe the theory, label the phases, etc. They have been defined and investigated in [54,55].
See also a review in [56]. One way to define a surface operator in quantum field theory
formalized via a Feynman path integral: is as singularities or boundary conditions for the
gauge field Aµ as well as other fields in a vector multiplet along a surface D in a higher-
dimensional space-time [57].

In a four-dimensional N=2 supersymmetric gauge theory, the Ω deformed space-time,
R2
ε̃×R2

ε, has a natural explanation in a gauge theory with surface operators. It suggests that

the twisted superpotential W̃eff is the same as the one obtained from Eq.(2.160). However,
a surface operator has more information about the dynamics: one can define a UV GLSM
on D that includes domain walls. And the twisted superpotential can be replaced by the
superpotential for the (non)-abelian mirror.

In a three-dimensional N=2 Chern-Simons matter theory on S1
t ×q D with a torus

boundary S1
t × SSp = ∂ (S1

t ×q D). Assuming the radii of the “temporal” circle, S1
t , and

“spatial” circle, SSp, of the boundary torus, are R1 and R2, respectively, then define a
parameter

q = e
R1
R2 . (2.161)

The surface operator is also useful in this case and supported on D. The twisted effective
superpotential can be extracted from the vortex partition function on space-time SSp by

Zvortex ' exp

(
W̃eff

log q
+ . . .

)
(2.162)
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in the limit, where q 7→ 1. See [58] for more about surface operators in the 3d theory
and their connections to integrable systems. See also [56] for surface operators in other-
dimensional quantum field theory.

So far, we have reviewed several kinds of two-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theories
with four supercharges. In the next section, we will show how a Heisenberg spin chain
emerges from the two-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theory.

3 Heisenberg Spin Chain

In this section, we introduce how the Heisenberg spin chain appears at an intermediate scale
of a gauge theory.

Why N=(2,2)?

In section 2.1.3, we have argued why two dimensions are crucial for obtaining an inte-
grable system from a quantum field theory with infinite degrees of freedom. Now, we will
show why N=(2,2) is necessary for constructing a Heisenberg spin chain. In the spin chain,
the fundamental physical operators are spin operators such as S±,i and Sz,i. They obey an
algebraic relation:

[S+,i, S−,i] = 2Sz,i. (3.1)

In examples such as U(k) gauge theories, those operators can be constructed from emergent
fermions λ±,i and λ̄±,i as:

S+,i = λ̄+,iλ−,i, S−,i = λ̄−,iλ+,i, Sz,i =
1

2

(
λ̄+,iλ+,i − λ̄−,iλ−,i

)
. (3.2)

Each site has a two-dimensional vector space. However, in GLSM for T ∗Gr(k;N) discussed
in section 2.1.2. The Z2s global symmetry induces an internal index a ∈ {1, · · · , 2s} in
fermions which suggests the following replacement: λ̄±,i 7→

∑
a λ̄

a
±,i and λ±,i 7→

∑
a λ

a
±,i. In

this case, the spin operators generate the spin-s representations of the SU(2) group. On the
other hand, in a quiver gauge theory, we write the emergent fermions as λn±,i and λ̄n±,i, where
the index n and ± characterize jointly for a finite subgroup of SU(2), which is associated
with the ADE classification of a quiver gauge theory. In this situation, the spin operators
have one more index. Thus, one could construct more states, which are representations
of an ADE group for a quiver gauge theory. In fact, the spin-s SU(2) XXX model can
alternatively be written as a SU(2s+ 1)-quiver XXX model.

Focus on U(k) gauge theories, one can easily observe that the operator Sz =
∑

i Sz,i is
related to the axial R-symmetry operator FA by

Sz :=
1

2
FA. (3.3)

In section 2.1.3, we have already shown that the vacuum configuration of the supersymmetric
gauge theory can be expressed as a circle chain on the Coulomb branch. As we have seen
in Eq.(2.89), these emergent fermions can be constructed from the vector multiplets of
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the N=(2,2) supersymmetric gauge theories in a long route: RG-flow, changing variables,
integrating over σ-fields, etc. Eventually, one has

λ̄±,j =:

∫
d̂̄σdσ̂δ2 (σ̂ − σ̂j) λ̄±, λ±,j =:

∫
d̂̄σdσ̂δ2 (σ̂ − σ̂j)λ±.

Based on the above dictionary, we expect that the spin operators of the Heisenberg spin chain
can naturally emerge from a 2d N=(2,2) gauge theory. However, we want to point out that
not every operator in a spin chain can have a direct correspondence in a single gauge theory:
the operators S+ and S− change the rank of a gauge group in the dictionary. Moreover,
they do not commute with Sz, a generator for U(1)A global symmetry in one gauge theory.
However, this does not say these operators are useless in constructing a spin chain for one
gauge theory. In fact, we will see that the Hamiltonian built from these operators does
commute with all global symmetries. This phenomenon indicates an interrelation among
gauge theories from the perspective of the spin chain. We will see more about this in section
4.

Before going next, we want to mention that spin chain operators can also be constructed
from bosonic variables [59]. Although we still did not find a straightforward meaning for
these bosonic variables in gauge theory, we expect the Boson–Fermion correspondence may
shed light on this.

Domain Walls

The domain walls in supersymmetric gauge theory can also be represented by spin oper-
ators. Since the domain wall with one electronic charge, Φ, interpolates two adjacent vacua
defining a map

φ : . . . λ̄−,lλ̄+,l+1 . . . 7→ . . . λ̄+,lλ̄−,l+1 . . . . (3.4)

The amplitude of this is, of course, non-vanishing at the intermediate scale of a supersym-
metric gauge theory, which is approximately equal to

e−
Ml(l+1)

µ . (3.5)

This map, φ, can actually be represented, in the spin chain, by a composite operator

φ := J1,lDl = J1,lS−,l+1S+,l for l ∈ {1, · · · , N − 1}, (3.6)

where J1,l is a parameter that measures the amplitude of this domain wall, and its detailed
expression may not be crucial for our purposes in this paper. In periodic N -sites, we have

DN = S−,1S+,N . (3.7)

While for a twisted boundary condition:

DN = q̃S−,1S+,N , (3.8)
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where q̃ = e−t̃. The anti-domain wall is also straightforward

φ̄ := J1,lD̄l = J1,lS+,l+1S−,l. (3.9)

The higher gauge charge domain walls follow a similar construction too. The amplitude of
a charge-` domain wall, ∧`Φ, is proportional to

e−
Ml(l+`)

µ . (3.10)

These can also be expressed in terms of the spin operators

J`,lD[l · · · Dl+`−1]. (3.11)

The relation J`,l = (J1,l)
` is not guaranteed in general. Here, we list some short examples.

If ` = 2, we have
D[lDl+1] = −Sz,l+1S+,lS−,l+2, (3.12)

and if ` = 2, the formula is

D[lDl+1Dl+2] = −1

3
S−,l+3S+,l (S−,l+1S+,l+1Sz,l+2 + S+,l+2S−,l+2Sz,l+1) . (3.13)

The Affine Nil-Temperley–Lieb Algebra

In the above computation, we have used the affine nil-Temperley-Lieb algebra, which
can be proved by a direct computation from our definition

(Di)2 = DiDi+1Di = Di+1DiDi+1 = 0, DiDj = DjDi if i− j 6= ±1 mod N (3.14)

where all indices are defined modulo N . So the affine nil-Temperley-Lieb algebra is a con-
sequence of the dynamics of the (anti-)domain walls

(In-)homogeneous Spin Chain

It is easy to see that J1,l = J1,j if Ml(l+1) = Mj(j+1), so the generic twisted masses
correspond to an inhomogeneous spin chain. In a two-dimensional gauge theory, there is
a so-called decoupling limit of matters by sending some mass parameters to infinity. For
example, if we take the mass mi 7→ ∞, the matter Φi with this mass will not affect the
dynamics of the left degrees of freedom. Let us use PN as an example. If we turn on the
mass mN+1 for the ΦN+1 field, the vacuum equation is

σN (σ +mN+1) =
(

Λ̃N+1

)N+1

. (3.15)

Now we define a new dynamical scale in the limit where mN+1 goes to infinity:

(ΛN)N = lim
mN+1 7→∞

(
Λ̃N+1

)N+1

mN+1

. (3.16)
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Then the left equation is
σN = (ΛN)N , (3.17)

which is the vacuum equation for PN−1. It also corresponds to a spin chain. So the decou-
pling limit, by sending k of mi to ∞, induces a map between the spin chains with different
lengths:

Spin chain length N 7→ Spin chain length N − k. (3.18)

Symmetries

Symmetries of the two-dimensional gauge theory can be also reflected in the spin chain
system. The center group ZN of the flavor symmetry corresponds to the translation sym-
metry of the N -sites spin chain. It was first observed in [5] that the rank of gauge group
k is the number of magnons on the spin chain. It is natural to expect that our previous
definition

ek (σa) = ei
∑k
a=1 pa or ek

(
σa + is

σa − is

)
= ei

∑k
a=1 pa , (3.19)

as a gauge-invariant physical operator of the Weyl group, is a group representation of the
center symmetry. The notation pa can be understood as the momentum of the a-th magnon
if it is real. For example, it can happen when (ek)

N = 1. So one can easily see that
∑k

a=1 pa
is the total momentum of the k magnons. There are other finite symmetries as well, such
as P , T , and C, in a quantum field theory that act on the field variables, for 1 ≤ i ≤ N , as

Pλ̄±,iP−1 = λ̄∓,i Pλ±,iP−1 = λ∓,i, (3.20)

T λ̄±,iT −1 = λ∓,i T λ±,iT −1 = λ̄∓,i,

Cλ̄±,iC−1 = λ±,i Cλ±,iC−1 = λ̄±,i.

The associated spin operators will be transformed as

PS±,iP−1 = S∓,i PSz,iP−1 = −Sz,i, (3.21)

T S±,iT −1 = −S±,i T Sz,iT −1 = Sz,i,

CS±,iC−1 = −S∓,i CSz,iC−1 = −Sz,i.

These symmetries act on the domain walls as

PDiP−1 = D̄i PDNP−1 =

(
q̃

|q̃|

)2

D̄N , (3.22)

T DiT −1 = Di T DNT −1 =

(
q̃

|q̃|

)−2

DN ,

CDiC−1 = D̄i CDNC−1 = D̄N ,

where we have used the fact that T iT −1 = −i for i2 + 1 = 0. From the above, one can ob-
serve that P and T may be violated individually unless q̃ = ±1. However, we will see later
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that the scattering factor could also break the T -symmetry if it is not a pure phase factor.
On the other hand, CPT symmetry is preserved as expected. The authors in [60] also point
out a finite symmetry of the spin chain by mapping the index of sites as i 7→ N+1−i, which
is useful for understanding the operation of Hermitian conjugate of composite operators.

Closed Versus Open Spin Chain

• When the scattering factor, Sab, is a pure phase: Besides a usual closed spin chain
with q̃ = 1 defined in the literature, we claim that the anti-periodic spin chain with q̃ = −1
is also a closed one. On the other hand, the open spin chain in this situation has q̃ 6= ±1.
•When the scattering factor is not a pure phase: It is always an open spin chain for any q̃.

Hamiltonians

Eq.(3.19) is a representation of the center symmetry ZN of the flavor group. So one can
expect that the number of independent conserved charges is N . Let us denote them as hi’s,
which satisfy the commutative relations

[hi, hj] = 0 for i 6= j. (3.23)

These generators can also be understood as

ei·hjei
∑k
a=1 pae−i·hj := ei(

∑k
a=1 pa+j). (3.24)

One may propose that h1 corresponds to the fundamental Hamiltonian H of the spin chain
because it generates the shift of the total momentum by one unit:

∑k
a=1 pa 7→

∑k
a=1 pa + 1.

Since there could be no time-reversal symmetry in a general situation. One may define, up
to an overall constant, the fundamental complex Hamiltonian as

h1 :=
N∑
i=1

Di. (3.25)

However, the above complex Hamiltonian can not capture the interaction between the “com-
plex magnons”. This issue can be solved by adding an “interaction” term to the Hamiltonian
as:

h1 =
N∑
i=1

(Di + f(Di)) . (3.26)

The complex conjugate hamiltonian can be obtained by the symmetry: h̄1 = Ch1C−1. So
we can only focus on the holomorphic Hamiltonian.

If the scattering factor is a pure phase and q̃ = ±1, then the system is a closed spin chain
that has two more finite symmetries: T and P . Therefore, the Hamiltonian is a hermitian
operator. There is an easy fix by changing the Hamiltonian in (3.25) to be

H := h1 + h̄1 =
N∑
i=1

(
Di + D̄i

)
. (3.27)
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The conjugation part, h̄1, induces a minus one-unit shift to the total momentum by∑k
a=1 pa 7→

∑k
a=1 pa − 1. This operation may look odd. However, since h1 commutes with

h̄1, it is well-defined to take a linear combination of them. In fact, H in (3.27) is the
Hamiltonian of the so-called XX spin chain that describes the free fermion system.

To include the dynamical information of magnons. We need to further improve the
Hamiltonian as

H =
N∑
i=1

(
Di + D̄i

)
+ f(Di, D̄i), (3.28)

where f(Di, D̄i) commutates with all finite symmetries. The detailed expression of f(Di, D̄i)
can be fixed if we further impose a condition that the ground state wave functions |ω〉k are
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian:

H|ω〉k := Ek|ω〉k. (3.29)

We will show how to derive f for some cases in the following sections. The operator∑N
i=1

(
Di + D̄i

)
commutes with the operator

∑N
i=1 Sz,i already. Thus, if the operator f(Di, D̄i)

also commutes with the operator
∑N

i=1 Sz,i, we may consider a linear combination of these
operators to give a modified Hamiltonian as:

HB =
N∑
i=1

(
Di + D̄i

)
+ f(Di, D̄i) +B

N∑
i=1

Sz,i, (3.30)

where B is the “background magnetic field” in the spin chain system. This new Hamiltonian
breaks the C and P symmetries explicitly. So it would be interesting to understand what
the B field corresponds to in a field theory.

Before going to concrete examples, we want to comment on the relationship between the
matter fields in a gauge theory and the Hamiltonian in the corresponding spin chain. Notice
that the fundamental field Φ or Φ̃† (Φ̃ is the anti-fundamental representation) is the domain
wall. They correspond to the operator

∑N
i=1Di in the spin chain. Similarly, the conjugation

field Φ̄ or Φ̃ is the anti-domain wall that can be expressed in terms of the spin operators
as
∑N

i=1 D̄i. There could be other matters in the gauge theory as well. However, for the
flavor symmetry to be a simply-connected compact Lie group. Every (finite-dimensional,
continuous, complex) irreducible representation of the flavor group is a sub-representation
of a tensor product of copies of the fundamental representation, and the anti-fundamental
one8. Thus, it is natural to expect that their correspondences in the spin chain are composite
spin operators: f(Di, D̄i). For example, the adjoint matter X can be expressed in terms of
a tensor product between the fundamental and anti-fundamental field by

X := Φ⊗ Φ̄− I, (3.31)

where I is an identity operator and can be expressed by

I :=
1

N

N∑
i=1

(S+,iS+,i+1S−,iS−,i+1 + S−,iS−,i+1S+,iS+,i+1

+S−,iS+,i+1S+,iS−,i+1 + S+,iS−,i+1S−,iS+,i+1) .

8For a general group, this conclusion does not apply.
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To express Φ⊗Φ̄ in terms of spin operators, we first notice that the adjoint field is a gauge-
neutral field that can only define on the vacuum configuration where σ (−∞) = σ (+∞).
Furthermore, since the adjoint field commutes with the center group ZN , we propose the
following map

Φ⊗ Φ̄ :=
1

2

N∑
i=1

(
DiD̄i + D̄iDi

)
, (3.32)

where we have applied the Weyl ordering to the right-hand side of the above equation. A
direct computation shows that(

N

4
− 1

)
I−X :=

N∑
i=1

Sz,iSz,i+1. (3.33)

The gauge field is also an adjoint representation. However, its roles are different. It con-
strains the dynamics of the system as expressed in terms of spin operators:

(S+,i)
2 = (S−,i)

2 = 0. (3.34)

Besides the above, the left Weyl group gauge symmetry imposes an ordering of the spin
chain excitations: magnons. The dictionary for a general representation can be studied
similarly.

Lattice Supersymmetry

Our construction of Hamiltonian relies on the (anti)-domain walls configuration, i.e, BPS
solitons. The BPS bound is saturated when half (in our situation) of the SUSY generators
are unbroken, which indicates that the spin chain has hidden supersymmetry. However, the
Hamiltonian itself does not see it explicitly. Finally, we want to mention that there have been
some studies of the so-called lattice supersymmetry in the literature already [61, 62]. Our
paper not only provides an underlying physical explanation for the Lattice supersymmetry
but also offers new insight into constructing supersymmetric algebra for spin chain models.
However, we will not focus on any technical discussion for this in this paper. And in the
following several subsections, we will focus on concrete examples by applying the dictionary
we found.

3.1 Examples: XX Model And XXXs Model

In this section, we will study examples of two-dimensional gauge theories and their relations
with the Heisenberg spin chain. Before that, we should mention that it is known that
the Gromov-Witten invariants can be understood and computed from GLSMs and their
mirrors [18]. On the other hand, mathematicians [60] have also constructed five-vertex
integrable models to prove statements for Gromov-Witten theory of Gr(k;N). The physical
reason for the “three faces of one thing” has been explained in the previous section. In this
section, we make this more transparent by studying examples.
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3.1.1 Gr(k;N) As The XX Model

The vacuum equations of Grassmannian Gr(k;N) are

(σ̂a)
N = 1, (3.35)

where σ̂a = σaΛ
−1(−1)

1−k
N . The solutions of the above equation induce an N sites spin chain

on the Coulomb branch field variable σ̂a. The ground state wave functions are proposed
before (2.101) as

|ω〉k := Ak

N∑
1≤j1<,··· ,<jk≤N

k∏
a=1

∑
W∈Sk

(
σ̂W(a)

)ja |j1, · · · , jk〉k. (3.36)

Since there is no interacting term in the ground state wave functions above, we propose the
Hamiltonian of this spin chain is

H =
N∑
i=1

(
Di + D̄i

)
. (3.37)

This is the Hamiltonian of the XX model. A straightforward calculation gives that

H|ω〉k =
(
e1(σ̂) + e1(̂̄σ)

)
|ω〉k, (3.38)

where we have used the fact that ̂̄σ = σ̂−1. We can further consider higher Hamiltonians as

Hr = er(Di) + er(D̄i), (3.39)

where the definition of er(Di) can be found in [63]. It is

er(Di) =
∑
|I|=r

�∏
i∈I

Di, (3.40)

where I is the proper subset with the r number of the overall N sites, and
∏�

i∈I Di is the
product of Di, i ∈ I, taken in an order such that if i, i + 1 ∈ I then Di+1 goes before Di.
Actually, in [63], the author further defines the basis

hr(Di) =
∑
|I|=r

	∏
i∈I

Di, (3.41)

where the notation
∏	

i∈I Di represents the reversing “cyclic order” of D′is in
∏�

i∈I Di. For
example,

e2 (Di) = D2D1 +D3D2 + · · ·+DnDn−1 +D1Dn +
∑
|i−j|>1

DiDj, (3.42)

h2 (Di) = D1D2 +D2D3 + · · ·+Dn−1Dn +DnD1 +
∑
|i−j|>1

DiDj.
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A direct computation suggests that

er(Di)|ω〉k = er(σ)|ω〉k, hr(Di)|ω〉k = hr(σ)|ω〉k. (3.43)

The Schur operators can also be constructed from ei and hj. And when they act on
|ω〉k, one can find the eigenvalues of these Schur-operators are the Schubert basis, i.e. Schur
functions of Chern-roots σa, of Gromov-Witten theory of Grassmannian. See [60] for more
details.

Since we consider the two-dimensional gauge theory at the intermediate scale, the Z2N

axial symmetry is not spontaneously broken to Z2. While this spontaneous breaking of
symmetry only happens in the far infrared. Based on our dictionary proposed in section 3,
the spin operator Sz = 1

2
FA acts on the wave functions |ω〉k to give

Sz|ω〉k = (k − N

2
)|ω〉k. (3.44)

Since Sz commutes with the Hamiltonian in this case, it is a conserved quantity counting
the z-component spin of all sites. The vector R-symmetry FV has a meaning in the spin
chain as well. It counts the number of sites of the spin chain:

FV |ω〉k = −N |ω〉k. (3.45)

So the operator Sz − 1
2
F
V

counts the number of magnons. It is k for Gr(k;N).
If we turn on generic twisted masses, the Hamiltonian will be corrected to

H =
N∑
i=1

Ji
(
Di + D̄i

)
, (3.46)

where Ji 6= Jj if i 6= j. The decoupling limit is operated by sending some twisted masses to
infinity. Some of J 7→ 0 will become zero-value in this limit.

3.1.2 Gr(k;N) As An Open Spin Chain

If we use σa instead of σ̂a, and set the physical scale µ = 1, the vacuum equations would
like to be

(σa)
N = q̃ = (−1)k−1q. (3.47)

We will then get an open spin chain if q̃ 6= ±1. The fundamental Hamiltonian is chosen to
be

h :=
N∑
i=1

Di. (3.48)

So by focusing only on the holomorphic part, the investigation is in parallel with the previous
section.

45



3.1.3 T ∗Gr(k;N) As The XXXs Model

The vacuum equations of T ∗Gr(k;N) can be investigated on the Coulomb branch(
σ̂a + is

σ̂a − is

)N
= (−1)Nq

∏
b6=a

(
σ̂a − σ̂b + i

σ̂a − σ̂b − i

)
. (3.49)

When s = 1
2
, the ground state wave functions are proposed to be before

Ak

N∑
1≤j1<···<jk≤N

∑
W∈Sk

SW(a)e
∑k
a=1 ipW(a)ja|j1 < · · · < jk〉k. (3.50)

When (−1)Nq = ±19, it is known that the above wave functions are eigenstates of the
hermitian Hamiltonian

H =
N∑
i=1

(
Di + D̄i −DiD̄i − D̄iDi +

NI

2

)
+ c · I. (3.51)

Or writing it in terms of the spin operators

H =
N∑
i=1

(S+,i+1S−,i + S−,i+1S+,i + 2Sz,i+1Sz,i) + c · I. (3.52)

This is exactly the Hamiltonian of XXX 1
2
-model. One can further define higher Hamiltonians

by
Hr = er(Di) + er(D̄i) + fr

(
Di, D̄i

)
. (3.53)

The formulation of fr can be derived if we require the wave functions are eigenstates of Hr.
Their relation to the quantum cohomology of the cotangent bundle to the Grassmannian [64]
will be investigated in [42]. The construction for a general XXXs> 1

2
-model is similar.

Symmetry

The XX model has a U(1) symmetry generated by the rotation of the z-axis. However,
the XXX model has an enlarged one. To see this, we rewrite the Hamiltonian of XXX model
as

H =
N∑
i=1

2 (Sx,i+1Sx,i + Sy,i+1Sy,i + Sz,i+1Sz,i) + c · I, (3.54)

where we have used S± = Sx ± iSy. One can easily observe that the Hamiltonian of XXXs

model has a manifestly SU(2) symmetry with the Lie algebra su(2) to be

Rα =
1

2

N∑
i=1

Sα,i, where α = x, y, z. (3.55)

9Only (−1)Nq = 1 in (3.49) corresponds to the usual Bethe ansatz equation. When (−1)Nq = −1, it is
an anti-periodic boundary condition. The overall scattering phase factor will be shifted by a π. However,
only one choice, in general, is a regular one. The meaning of regular in our paper is that all the vacua
solely locate on the Coulomb branch [14]. So we keep both.
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We know that the spin operator Rz is the generator of the axial U(1) R-symmetry in the
N = (2, 2) supersymmetric gauge theory. So only the diagonal part of the SU(2) symmetry
can be seen directly from the UV supersymmetric gauge theory. However, we should notice
that the low energy limit of the gauge theory is a sigma model on the cotangent bundle to the
Grassmannian. It is a hyperKähler manifold, as required by the N = (4, 4) supersymmetry
in two dimensions. Then, indeed an emergent SU(2) axial R-symmetry appears in low-
energy physics. Thus, we claim that this SU(2) axial R-symmetry is the origin of the
SU(2) symmetry of XXXs model.

3.2 K-theoretic XX Model And XXZs Model

The three-dimensional gauge theory has an extra parameter called the Chern-Simons level.
The low energy physics, defined on the Coulomb branch on space-time R2× S1, depends on
the choice of the Chern-Simons level. Thus, the spin chain structure relies on the Chern-
Simons level as well.

3.2.1 K-theoretic XX Model

If we choose the bare Chern-Simons level kU(1) = kSU(k) = −N
2

for the 3d CS-matter theory
for Grassmannian Gr(k;N), the vacuum equations are

(1− xa)N = (−1)k−1q. (3.56)

They are the same as the vacuum equations in two dimensions by replacing 1− xa with σa.
Therefore, the Heisenberg spin chain for this gauge theory is exactly an XX model.

If we pick the bare Chern-Simons level as kU(1) = −N
2

and kSU(k) = k − N
2

, then the
vacuum equations are

(1− xa)N = q
∏
b 6=a

(
−xa
xb

)
, (3.57)

where the scattering factor is

Sab = −xa
xb
. (3.58)

Since the above factor is not a pure phase, no time-reversal symmetry exists for this system.
Thus, the fundamental Hamiltonian of this system is a complex one. And its expression
was first proposed in [65] in a slightly different context:

h =
N∑
i

Di −
N∑

|i1−i2| mod N>1

Di1Di2 +
N∑

|ia−ib| mod N>1

Di1Di2Di3 + · · · . (3.59)

The number of sites is N , so only finitely many terms act non-trivially, and the series
therefore terminates. Let us check whether the ground state wave functions proposed in our
paper for this case are indeed the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (3.59). We start from the
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first nontrivial example: Gr(2;N). To shorten the notation, we denote the ground state as
| ω〉2 =

∑
1≤j1<j2≤N a(j1, j2)|j1 < j2〉2, where

a(j1, j2) = A
(
ei(p1j1+p2j2) + S21e

i(p2j1+p1j2)
)
. (3.60)

The boundary condition is a(j1, j2 +N) = q · a(j2, j1), which gives

ei(p1j1+p2j2)eip2N + S21e
ip1Nei(p2j1+p1j2) = q

(
ei(p1j2+p2j1) + S21e

i(p2j2+p1j1)
)
. (3.61)

The vacuum equations can be read from the above as

eip1N = qS12, eip2N = qS21. (3.62)

So it is consistent. To compute H | ω〉2, special care is needed when two overturned spins
are sitting next to each other. We find

H | ω〉2 =
∑

1≤j1<j2≤N

(a(j1 + 1, j2) + a(j1, j2 + 1)− a(j1 + 1, j2 + 1)) | j1 < j2〉2

−
∑

1≤j≤N

(a(j + 1, j + 1)− a(j + 1, j + 2)) | j < j + 1〉2. (3.63)

In order to obey the eigenstate condition, the contact terms in the last line of the above
equation should be vanishing:

a(j + 1, j + 1)− a(j + 1, j + 2) = 0. (3.64)

If we test the coefficient as a(j1, j2) = Cei(p1j1+p2j2) + Dei(p1j2+p2j1), the vanishing contact
terms all give

C

D
= −x1

x2

. (3.65)

This is certainly consistent with our scattering factor S12 in the vacuum equations. The
procedure applies to a general Grassmannian.

The Hamiltonian actually has a geometrical meaning [66]. The eigenvalue of this Hamil-
tonian is the first Schubert class of the Gr(k;N):

H | ω〉k = O� | ω〉k (3.66)

where

O� := 1−
k∏
a=1

xa. (3.67)

For example, if k=2 the factor in Eq.(3.63)

a(j1 + 1, j2) + a(j1, j2 + 1)− a(j1 + 1, j2 + 1) = (z1 + z2 − z1z2)a(j1, j2) (3.68)

where the coefficient (z1 +z2−z1z2) = 1−x1x2 is indeed the first Schubert class of Gr(2, 4).
Thus, one may naturally expect that higher Schubert classes are the eigenvalues of the higher
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Hamiltonian as well. Quantum K-theory of Gr(k;N) from the integrable model has been
investigated in [65], although their construction was based on a five-vertex model rather
than a spin chain. We will discuss the connection between these two different approaches
in section 5.

Finally, we end this section by pointing out that one can still use Schur bundles to study
the quantum K-theory of Gr(k;N) mathematically [48, 50], which may suggest that the
above spin chain could be embedded into an inhomogeneous XX model. We leave it for
future work.

3.2.2 K-theoretic XXX Spin Chain: XXZ Model

The vacuum equations of 3d K-theoretic T ∗Gr(k;N) have been studied in section 2.2.2sin
(
πR̃
(
σ̂a + is

2

))
sin
(
πR̃
(
σ̂a − is

2

))
N

= q̃
k∏
b 6=a

sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a − σ̂b + i)

)
sin
(
πR̃ (σ̂a − σ̂b − i)

)
 , (3.69)

where R̃ = 2Ru and s = 1
2

or 1. Under the rescaling symmetry of R2: u 7→ ru, the field
variables change as

σa 7→ rσa. (3.70)

So σ̂a is rescaling invariant. It is obvious that the finite radius of S1, R, is invariant under
the rescaling of R2, so R̃ is not rescaling invariant. Thus, the vacuum equations are not
describing a conformal field theory. This says that the K-theoretic XXX model only has
the U(1)-symmetry even if the target space is a HyperKähler manifold. The axial U(1) R-
symmetry can only be enhanced to SU(2) if the radius of this circle is zero, which happens
to be the 2d theory on the same target.

From the analysis above of the gauge theory, it is not surprising that the K-theoretic
vacuum equations are the Bethe ansatz equations of the XXZ model with the Hamiltonian

H =
N∑
i=1

(S+,i+1S−,i + S−,i+1S+,i + 2∆Sz,i+1Sz,i) , (3.71)

where the anisotropy ∆ = 1
2

(Q+Q−1) = cos
(
πR̃
)

. So πR̃ serves as the quantum de-

formation parameter ~ also known as Q = ei~. The 2d limit R 7→ 0 gives ∆ = 1, which
is indeed the XXX model. It would be interesting to study the quantum K-theory of
T ∗Grassmannian [67] from the point of view of the spin chain.

3.3 XY And XYZ Spin Chains

As discussed in section 2.3, if we put the 4d N=1 gauge theory on space-time R2×T2 with
a generic torus T2, the axial R-symmetry is only a Z2 group. This reflects the fact the
magnons’ number is not conserved, rather, it is mod 2.
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We argue that Eq.(2.153) is the Bethe equation for the XY model. To see this we first
recall that the XX model has the Hamiltonian

H =
N∑
i=1

(S+,i+1S−,i + S−,i+1S+,i) . (3.72)

Since the 4d gauge theory still has the C, P , and T symmetries but with only a mod 2
conserved magnons. This suggests that we should modify the Hamiltonian to be

H =
N∑
i=1

(S+,i+1S−,i + S−,i+1S+,i + γ (S+,i+1S+,i + S−,i+1S−,i)) , (3.73)

where γ 6= 0. This is indeed the XY model we are familiar with. Similarly, Eq.(2.151) is
the Bethe equation for the XYZ model with a Hamiltonian

H =
N∑
i=1

(S+,i+1S−,i + S−,i+1S+,i + γ (S+,i+1S+,i + S−,i+1S−,i) + 2∆Sz,i+1Sz,i) . (3.74)

We end this section by commenting that no XYX or XYY model is associated with the
4d gauge theory on R2×T2. Because if we had such an XYX model, the U(1) symmetry that
rotates the xz-plane has no physical origin. Furthermore, it contradicts the Z2 symmetry,
which says that the parameters should satisfy ∆ 6= 1± γ, or Jx 6= Jy 6= Jz where

Jx = 2(1 + γ), Jy = 2(1− γ), Jz = 2∆. (3.75)

3.4 A Remark On Some Other Models

In [7], Nekrasov and Shatashvili found that the periodic Toda chain and elliptic Calogero-
Moser system can be constructed from 4d N = 2 in Ω-background reviewed in section 2.4.
Their formulations rely solely on the bosonic variables of gauge theory. Thus, we expect that
one can reformulate them in terms of Heisenberg spin chains, although we will not provide
any detail in this paper. However, we want to point out that the complexified Hamitionians
of these two systems have a natural explanation in our setup: Because the scatter factors
of these two models are not pure phases, which indicates that the time-reversal is not a
symmetry in these models.

So far, we have constructed several spin chains from gauge theories. In the next section,
we will offer a deeper understanding of gauge theories from the perspective of the spin chain.

4 Duality As Symmetry And A Unification Of Gauge

Theories

In previous sections, we investigated how the Heisenberg spin chain emerges from a su-
persymmetric gauge theory in low energies. In this section, we take a reverse direction to
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address the question: what can we say about the gauge theory from the Heisenberg spin
chain?

Let us first recall what we have already discussed in two-dimensional gauge theory.
In the far infrared, we should integrate out matters in gauge theory, which reduces it to
an effective theory on the Coulomb branch with a twisted effective superpotential W̃eff .
The roles of charged matters have been changed in this process: They are asymptotic free
particles in UV while they become solitons in the infrared. The fundamental piece is the
domain wall Φ and the anti-domain wall Φ̄. All other BPS spectra are composite operators
of these fundamental domain walls10. In order to make them gauge-invariant, one should
attach them with Wilson lines. It is certainly possible to study the perturbative spectrum
around one specific vacuum. In a region where the kinetic term of vector multiplet is
suppressed11, one can find the gauginos are constraints of the system while the diagonal
bosonic components can be expressed in terms of the matters fields by equations of motion
of vector multiplet

Aµ =
i

2

∑N
j=1

(
φ̄j∂µφj − ∂µφ̄jφj

)∑N
i=1 | φi |2

, σ = −
∑N

j=1 ψ̄+;jψ−;j∑N
i=1 | φi |2

. (4.1)

The other part is the off-diagonal components of the gauge field, which we call the W -
bosons Wab. They are φ̄aφb classically. However, they can be expressed as φ̃aφb in the exact
quantum theory, where φ̃ are minus charged matters with the vector R-charge 2. This φ̃
field can be regarded as an anti-domain wall. All these tell us that the perturbative spectra
are composite operators of (anti-)domain walls.

The Heisenberg spin chain emerges in two-dimensional gauge theory at the intermediate
scale, where the dynamics of perturbative degrees of freedom have been truncated out. The
fundamental domain wall Φi and the anti-domain wall Φ̄i can be expressed in terms of the
operators

Di and D̄i,
respectively, in the spin chain. Since other BPS spectra can be built from the fundamental
ones, thus they can also be expressed in terms of the composite of spin operators in the
spin chain. Because the rank of the gauge group, k, corresponds to k sites with spin-up
excitation on a spin chain. As a gauge theory, the U(k) group looks different from the gauge
theory with the U(k′) theory if k 6= k′. For example, their perturbative spectrum is not the
same. However, there could be a connection between the two gauge theories in low energy.
It is the so-called Seiberg(-like) duality 12: they are different in the UV but identical in
infrared. The simplest example is

Gr(k;N) = Gr(N−k;N). (4.2)

10This is only true for flavor symmetries to be simply-connected compact Lie groups. However, a modified
statement can be used for a general situation by taking into account the so-called higher symmetries.

11At the NLSM scale Λ� µ� e
√
r , where e2 goes to infinity, the kinetic term can be certainly ignored.

However, a dynamical gauge field can emerge in the IR with the effective gauge coupling ∼ Λ. To suppress
the kinetic term in the IR, one should consider the physical scale at µ� Λ.

12The first several two-dimensional Seiberg dualities found in the literature are called Hori dualities [14].
In this paper, we use the terminology Seiberg duality originally found in four-dimensional to represent all
them.
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The first gauge theory is U(k) gauge theory with N fundamental matters, while the second
one is U(N−k) gauge withN fundamentals. Of course, there are more complicated examples
[14]. But the idea is the same. So what does the duality correspond to in a spin chain? We
notice that the duality between two gauge theories can be formalized by a map in the spin
chain:

k spin−up sites 7→ N−k spin−up sites. (4.3)

This map is actually the P symmetry when q̃ = ±1. To see this, we recall that P acts on
sites as

Pλ̄±P−1 = λ̄∓, and PSzP−1 = −Sz, (4.4)

so it indeed defines the map (4.3). However, even if q̃ 6= ±1, one can still apply P to build
the map (4.3) by associating with a change of the Hamiltonian as well:

h1 7→ h̄1. (4.5)

The duality is extremely nontrivial in quantum field theory since two different ones
are connected by the dual transformation, which also means that the duality, in general,
is not a symmetry in field-theoretic language. Thus, it is not manifest. However, this
phenomenon is a consequence of “symmetry” in the spin chain, so it is manifest in this
context. Furthermore, because it is a symmetry in a closed spin chain, which can be
explicitly broken by turning on the background magnetic field B with a coupling

B
N∑
i=1

Sz,i (4.6)

in the Hamiltonian. However, one may still treat P as symmetry in this case if one imposes
the operation P on the magnetic field as well by

B 7→ −B. (4.7)

Promoting the background field to be a dynamical field, in fact, has been widely used in
quantum field theory.

Following the above philosophy, we can further propose that different rank gauge theories
can be unified into a single system: the Heisenberg spin chain. To see this, we first notice
that the operator

∑N
i=1 S+,i acts on the spin chain by mapping

k spin−up sites 7→ k+1 spin−up sites. (4.8)

It interprets as a map from the U(k) gauge theory to the U(k+ 1) one on the gauge theory
side. More precisely, at the intermediate scale, the U(k) gauge theory can map to the
U(k + 1) one. Certainly, understanding the counterpart of the operator

∑N
i=1 S+,i in gauge

theory would be an interesting question. We expect that it can only be defined in the infinity
of the field space since it not only changes the gauge group but also bring more vacua to the
system. On the other hand, the operator

∑N
i=1 S−,i defines a map in the opposite direction

k + 1 spin−up sites 7→ k spin−up sites. (4.9)

52



With these ingredients, we claim that each rank of gauge group with the same kind of
representation is actually a sub-space of a big theory. For example, we have a long sequence:

Gr(0;N)
∑N
i=1 S+,i−−−−−−→ Gr(1;N)

∑N
i=1 S+,i−−−−−−→ · · ·

∑N
i=1 S+,i−−−−−−→ Gr(N ;N). (4.10)

And the inverse one:

Gr(0;N)
∑N
i=1 S−,i←−−−−−− Gr(1;N)

∑N
i=1 S−,i←−−−−−− · · ·

∑N
i=1 S−,i←−−−−−− Gr(N ;N). (4.11)

The physical reason for these two sequences is that they share the same global symmetries,
even though their gauge groups are different. Before ending this section, we point out again
that our claim is only verified at the intermediate scale, where an emergent spin chain
appears. However, our claim may also be correct at higher energies for the BPS spectra,
which relies on the exact results of gauge theory discussed in section 2.

5 The Yang-Baxter Equation

In previous sections, we have shown how to construct a Heisenberg spin chain from the su-
persymmetric gauge theory. However, it has other formulations for describing the dynamics
of an integrable system. For example, the famous Yang-Baxter equation is a starting point.
This section is devoted to investigating the Yang-Baxter equation with new insight.

Let us consider first the scattering situations where particles preserve their momentum
while changing their internal states, so it is an integrable system. Assume these particles’
internal quantum numbers take values in some vector space V . A particle is parameterized
by (exponential of) momentum or rapidity denoted by the complex/spectral parameter p.

Figure 1: Scattering of two particles: their spectral parameters p1 and p2 are unchanged
but their “internal” vector space is transformed.

For the scattering of two particles (Fig.1) denoted as a and b, we then define the so-called
R-matrix as Rab(pa−pb) : Va⊗Vb 7→ Va⊗Vb, where we have assumed the Lorentz symmetry.
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In the context of the present paper, the “particle” can be understood as a composition of
two sites labeled by σ′as, or

σa + i
2

σa − i
2

. (5.1)

We may choose the site with a vanishing momentum as the reference site, or we can pick
an auxiliary one to do the job. In this sense, we have

pa =
1

i
log σa or pa =

1

i
log

(
σa + i

2

σa − i
2

)
. (5.2)

For most cases in our paper, this means that we have the basis of V to be

| +,+〉, | −,+〉, | +,−〉, | −,−〉. (5.3)

Since the basis is transformed under the R-matrix, we expect that the off-diagonal entries
of the R-matrix correspond to the (anti)-domain walls in our context.

To see this, we first consider the spin chain for Grassmannian. Since this system does
not have the time reversal symmetry for a generic q̃, the Hamiltonian discussed in section
3.1.1 is chosen to be the complex one. Thus, there are two possibilities of

a
b c

c̃ b̃
ã

 (5.4)

with the matrix entries, given in [65]:

a b c c̃ b̃ ã
R(va, vb) 1 1 0 vb 	 va 1+βvb 	 va 1

R̃(va, vb) 1 1 va 	 vb 0 1+βva 	 vb 1

, (5.5)

where

va 	 vb =
va − vb
1 + βvb

. (5.6)

When β = 0 and take va = σa, it describes the integrable system for quantum cohomology
of Grassmannian. When β = −1 and setting va = za, the system captures the quantum
K-theory of Grassmannian. Since c or c̃ is vanishing, this model is the so-called five-vertex
model. Our paper provides a physical explanation for this. The complex Hamiltonian in
the spin chain only includes a domain wall or anti-domain wall for a generic q = e−t since
it lacks the time-reversal symmetry except at q̃ = ±1 for quantum cohomology. The entry
c describes the fluctuation

| +,−〉 7→| −,+〉, (5.7)

which is exactly the anti-domain wall configuration. So if we are considering the Hamiltonian

H =
∑
i

Di + f(Di) + I, (5.8)
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the entry c = 0. Similarly, if we consider the conjugate Hamiltonian H̄, we have c̃ = 0.
In XXX and XXZ models, the Hamiltonian is a hermitian operator, which says the

entries satisfy
a = ã, b = b̃, c = c̃. (5.9)

They correspond to the six-vertex models in the integrable statistical mechanics. While in
the XYZ model, besides the usual domain wall configuration, we also have the (anti)-domain
wall configuration:

| −,−〉 7→| +,+〉, or | +,+〉 7→| −,−〉. (5.10)

Thus, it is an eight-vertex model with the R-matrix
a d

b c
c b

d a

 . (5.11)

Symmetries play a crucial role in finding the connections between gauge theory and R-
matrices. However, one can define a general R-matrix abstractly, and it would be interesting
to understand its counterpart in quantum field theory. For example, the Lorentz symmetry
of the two-dimensional gauge theory would be broken by turning on a Ω-deformation to the
two-dimensional space-time, which may correspond to a more general R-matrix.

Now, we consider a scattering process with three “particles”. It can be denoted mathe-
matically as the map

Va ⊗ Vb ⊗ Vc 7→ Va ⊗ Vb ⊗ Vc. (5.12)

We notice that the map
Va ⊗ Vb 7→ Va ⊗ Vb (5.13)

has components that correspond to domain wall configurations. Since we consider the cases
where the vacua are isolated. Thus, there is no room for a genuinely three-indices operator
Rabc (Fig.2), and no higher-indices operators either. For example, the map

| +,−,+〉 7→| −,+,−〉 (5.14)

is not allowed in our consideration. So all scattering processes are decomposed into a
multiplication of the scattering between two particles. The scattering amplitude of three
particles shall be well-defined, which means the amplitude does not depend on the ordering
in the multiplication. From this constraint, one will derive the well-known Yang-Baxter
equation (Fig.3)

R12(u1, u2)R13(u1, u3)R23(u2, u3) = R23(u2, u3)R13(u1, u3)R12(u1, u2). (5.15)

So the existence of the Yang-Baxter equation has a dynamic reason in our context. However,
we do not exclude the possibility in other supersymmetric gauge theories that causes the
interaction in Fig.2. If it is further an integrable system, the Yang-Baxter equation could
be generalized for these interactions. Of course, one could assume the abstract Yang-Baxter
equation first and then find all possible physical solutions. This program is also fruitful [68].

Finally, we end this section by mentioning that the integrability of the dynamics of
domain walls has also been investigated in [69,70] for abelian theories in other contexts.
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Figure 2: Three particles cross at the same point.

Figure 3: The Yang-Baxter equation arises from the equivalence between these two pictures.

6 Comment On Four-dimensional Chern-Simons The-

ory

It was studied in [71–73] that the four-dimensional Chern-Simons gauge theory can describe
some integrable systems. The setup in question is only defined on a special four-manifold
with the structure as a product of Riemann surfaces, M = Σ × C, where Σ is a smooth
oriented 2-manifold and C is a complex manifold endowed with a holomorphic (or mero-
morphic) 1-form ω. The space-time coordinate is denoted by (x, y, z, z̄). The theory only
has the gauge field that is an adjoint representation of the complex Lie group G with the
component fields as A = Axdx+ Aydy + Azdz + Az̄dz̄. The action is

I =
1

2π

∫
M

ω ∧ CS(A), (6.1)
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where CS(A) is the Chern-Simons three-form

CS(A) := Tr

(
A ∧ dA+

2

3
A ∧ A ∧ A

)
. (6.2)

From the action, one can find the theory has an extra gauge symmetry: A → A + ϕdz.
This gauge symmetry can be fixed by choosing Az = 0. For the theory to be defined
perturbatively without introducing essentially new ingredients, we require the 1-form ω has
no zero. With this constraint, there are only three possibilities for C: (1) C = C, ω = dz,
double poles at {∞}, XXX model; (2) C = C?, ω = dz

z
, poles at {0,∞}, XXZ model; (3)

C = E = C/ (Z + τZ), ω = dz, no poles, XYZ model. The authors in [71] have computed
the three possible R-matrix for various gauge groups and further observed that

RXYZ
~,τ (v)

τ→i∞−−−→ RXXZ
~ (v)

~→0−−→ RXXX
~ (v) . (6.3)

On the other hand, our construction relies on the twisted effective superpotential and
domain walls. The connection between these two different constructions is an important
question. We first list some similarities between them. Let us recall the 4d N=1 gauge
theory on space-time R2 × C, we have: (1) If C = T2, it gives an XYZ spin chain; (2)

Taking τ 7→ i∞, it reduces to an XXZ spin chain; (3) Taking R̃ = ~
π
→ 0 further, it

becomes an XXX spin chain. Therefore, the same C is used in the two routes to integrable
systems.

Although the above similarities are encouraged, there are many crucial differences: The
theory defined on the Coulomb branch has a manifest N=(2,2) supersymmetry and only
maintains an abelian-like gauge symmetry: T oSG, where T and SG are the maximal torus
and the Weyl symmetry of G, respectively. By contrast, there is no manifest supersymmetry
in the 4d CS theory, and it preserves the gauge symmetry G. This issue could be solved as
follows: We first integrate the massive fermions out in the twisted effective superpotential,
and it reduces to the T/T gauged WZW model. Based on the observation of the correspon-
dence between a G/G gauged WZW model and its associated T/T one in [74], we claim
that

G/G gauged WZW model ≡
(

(C?)RankG /SG, W̃eff

)
(6.4)

is true at least for some cases. It was further observed in [74] that

CS theory on Σ× S1 ≡ G/G gauged WZW model on Σ. (6.5)

However, the above statements have only been proved for cases such as U(k) gauge group
with fundamental matters [11] and U(k) gauge group with N -fundamental fields plus an
adjoint matter [75]. But, in our situation, we also need to include extra N anti-fundamental
matters. The verification of statements (6.4) and (6.5) for our case is still missing.

The second difference is that the gauge group G in 4d CS theory is a complex semi-simple
Lie group, while the gauge group in N=(2,2) theory is real. Although some properties of 2d
G/G gauged WZW can be extended to the GC/GC one [11, 74], a complete understanding
is still missing. Finally, we want to mention that Gukov and Witten in [76] stated a new
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perspective on the quantization of Chern-Simons gauge theory. A crucial procedure in their
setup is to embed the Chern-Simons theory into the one with a complex gauge group GC.
We expect this new insight helps us understand the connection between gauge theories and
integrable systems, which we leave a detailed investigation to future work.

Acknowledgement

We would like to thank V. Gorbounov, S. Gukov, A. Klemm, C. Korff, N. A. Nekrasov, S.
L. Shatashvili, and E. Witten for email correspondence. Research of Wei Gu was supported
in part by NSF grant PHY-1720321.

References

[1] W. Gu, “Vacuum Structures Revisited,” [arXiv:2110.13156 [hep-th]].

[2] W. Gu and E. Sharpe, “A proposal for nonabelian mirrors,” [arXiv:1806.04678 [hep-th]].

[3] N. Nekrasov and V. Pestun, “Seiberg-Witten geometry of four dimensional N=2 quiver
gauge theories,” [arXiv:1211.2240 [hep-th]].

[4] N. Nekrasov, V. Pestun and S. Shatashvili, “Quantum geometry and quiver gauge the-
ories,” Commun. Math. Phys. 357, no.2, 519-567 (2018) [arXiv:1312.6689 [hep-th]].

[5] N. A. Nekrasov and S. L. Shatashvili, “Supersymmetric vacua and Bethe ansatz,” Nucl.
Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 192-193, 91-112 (2009) [arXiv:0901.4744 [hep-th]].

[6] N. A. Nekrasov and S. L. Shatashvili, “Quantum integrability and supersymmetric
vacua,” Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 177, 105-119 (2009) [arXiv:0901.4748 [hep-th]].

[7] N. A. Nekrasov and S. L. Shatashvili, “Quantization of Integrable Systems and Four
Dimensional Gauge Theories,” [arXiv:0908.4052 [hep-th]].

[8] N. Nekrasov and E. Witten, “The Omega Deformation, Branes, Integrability, and Liou-
ville Theory,” JHEP 09, 092 (2010) [arXiv:1002.0888 [hep-th]].

[9] E. Witten, “Phases of N=2 theories in two-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 403, 159-222
(1993) [arXiv:hep-th/9301042 [hep-th]].

[10] B. R. Greene, C. Vafa and N. P. Warner, “Calabi-Yau Manifolds and Renormalization
Group Flows,” Nucl. Phys. B 324, 371 (1989)

[11] E. Witten, “The Verlinde algebra and the cohomology of the Grassmannian,”
[arXiv:hep-th/9312104 [hep-th]].

[12] K. Hori and D. Tong, “Aspects of Non-Abelian Gauge Dynamics in Two-Dimensional
N=(2,2) Theories,” JHEP 05, 079 (2007) [arXiv:hep-th/0609032 [hep-th]].

58

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.13156
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.04678
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.2240
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.6689
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.4744
http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.4748
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.4052
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.0888
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9301042
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9312104
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0609032


[13] R. Donagi and E. Sharpe, “GLSM’s for partial flag manifolds,” J. Geom. Phys. 58,
1662-1692 (2008) [arXiv:0704.1761 [hep-th]].

[14] K. Hori, “Duality In Two-Dimensional (2,2) Supersymmetric Non-Abelian Gauge The-
ories,” JHEP 10, 121 (2013) [arXiv:1104.2853 [hep-th]].

[15] H. Jockers, V. Kumar, J. M. Lapan, D. R. Morrison and M. Romo, “Nonabelian
2D Gauge Theories for Determinantal Calabi-Yau Varieties,” JHEP 11, 166 (2012)
[arXiv:1205.3192 [hep-th]].

[16] K. Hori and C. Vafa, “Mirror symmetry,” [arXiv:hep-th/0002222 [hep-th]].

[17] H. Jockers, V. Kumar, J. M. Lapan, D. R. Morrison and M. Romo, “Two-Sphere
Partition Functions and Gromov-Witten Invariants,” Commun. Math. Phys. 325, 1139-
1170 (2014) [arXiv:1208.6244 [hep-th]].

[18] W. Gu, J. Guo and Y. Wen, “Nonabelian mirrors and Gromov-Witten invariants,”
[arXiv:2012.04664 [hep-th]].

[19] K. Hori, S. Katz, A. Klemm, R. Pandharipande, R. Thomas, C. Vafa, R. Vakil and
E. Zaslow, “Mirror symmetry,” AMS, 2003.

[20] L. Alvarez-Gaume and D. Z. Freedman,“Potentials for the Supersymmetric Nonlinear
Sigma Model,” Commun. Math. Phys. 91, 87 (1983)

[21] A. Hanany and K. Hori, “Branes and N=2 theories in two-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B
513, 119-174 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9707192 [hep-th]].

[22] N. Seiberg, “Exact results on the space of vacua of four-dimensional SUSY gauge
theories,” Phys. Rev. D 49, 6857-6863 (1994) [arXiv:hep-th/9402044 [hep-th]].

[23] D. Gaiotto, G. W. Moore and E. Witten,“Algebra of the Infrared: String Field
Theoretic Structures in Massive N = (2, 2) Field Theory In Two Dimensions,”
[arXiv:1506.04087 [hep-th]].

[24] E. Witten, “Instantons, the Quark Model, and the 1/n Expansion,” Nucl. Phys. B 149,
285-320 (1979)

[25] R. Koberle and V. Kurak, “Solitons in the Supersymmetric CP**(n-1) Model,” Phys.
Rev. D 36, 627 (1987)

[26] E. Abdalla and A. Lima-Santos, “On Some Features of CP(N−1) Models With
Fermions,” Phys. Rev. D 29, 1851 (1984)

[27] S. Cecotti and C. Vafa, “Exact results for supersymmetric sigma models,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 68, 903-906 (1992) [arXiv:hep-th/9111016 [hep-th]].

[28] N. Dorey, “The BPS spectra of two-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theories with
twisted mass terms,” JHEP 11, 005 (1998) [arXiv:hep-th/9806056 [hep-th]].

59

http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.1761
http://arxiv.org/abs/1104.2853
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.3192
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0002222
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.6244
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.04664
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9707192
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9402044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.04087
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9111016
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9806056


[29] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “Electric - magnetic duality, monopole condensation, and
confinement in N=2 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 426, 19-52 (1994)
[erratum: Nucl. Phys. B 430, 485-486 (1994)] [arXiv:hep-th/9407087 [hep-th]].

[30] W. Gu, E. Sharpe and H. Zou, “GLSMs for exotic Grassmannians,” JHEP 10, 200
(2020) [arXiv:2008.02281 [hep-th]].

[31] D. R. Morrison and M. R. Plesser, “Towards mirror symmetry as duality for two-
dimensional abelian gauge theories,” Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 46, 177-186 (1996)
[arXiv:hep-th/9508107 [hep-th]].

[32] O. Aharony, S. S. Razamat, N. Seiberg and B. Willett, “The long flow to freedom,”
JHEP 02, 056 (2017) [arXiv:1611.02763 [hep-th]].

[33] W. Gu, E. Sharpe and H. Zou, “Notes on two-dimensional pure supersymmetric gauge
theories,” JHEP 04, 261 (2021) [arXiv:2005.10845 [hep-th]].

[34] F. Benini and B. Le Floch, “Supersymmetric localization in two dimensions,” J. Phys.
A 50, no.44, 443003 (2017) [arXiv:1608.02955 [hep-th]].

[35] J. Halverson, V. Kumar and D. R. Morrison, “New Methods for Characterizing Phases
of 2D Supersymmetric Gauge Theories,” JHEP 09, 143 (2013) [arXiv:1305.3278 [hep-th]].

[36] C. Closset, S. Cremonesi and D. S. Park, “The equivariant A-twist and gauged linear
sigma models on the two-sphere,” JHEP 06, 076 (2015) [arXiv:1504.06308 [hep-th]].

[37] S. Cecotti and C. Vafa,“Topological antitopological fusion,” Nucl. Phys. B 367, 359-461
(1991)

[38] H. Shu, P. Zhao, R. D. Zhu and H. Zou, “Bethe-State Counting and the Witten Index,”
[arXiv:2210.07116 [hep-th]].

[39] Y. Jiang and Y. Zhang, “Algebraic geometry and Bethe ansatz. Part I. The quotient
ring for BAE,” JHEP 03, 087 (2018) [arXiv:1710.04693 [hep-th]].

[40] E. Witten, “Constraints on Supersymmetry Breaking,” Nucl. Phys. B 202, 253 (1982)

[41] E. Witten,“Supersymmetry and Morse theory,” J. Diff. Geom. 17, no.4, 661-692 (1982)

[42] W. Gu and Friends.

[43] E. Witten,“Supersymmetric index of three-dimensional gauge theory,” [arXiv:hep-
th/9903005 [hep-th]].

[44] A. Kapustin and B. Willett, “Wilson loops in supersymmetric Chern-Simons-matter
theories and duality,” [arXiv:1302.2164 [hep-th]].

[45] Y.B. Ruan and M. Zhang. ”The level structure in quantum K-theory and mock theta
functions,” [arXiv:1804.06552].

60

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9407087
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.02281
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9508107
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.02763
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.10845
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.02955
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.3278
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.06308
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.07116
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.04693
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9903005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9903005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.2164
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.06552


[46] H. Jockers, P. Mayr, U. Ninad and A. Tabler, “Wilson loop algebras and quantum
K-theory for Grassmannians,” JHEP 10, 036 (2020) [arXiv:1911.13286 [hep-th]].

[47] K. Ueda and Y. Yoshida, “3d N = 2 Chern-Simons-matter theory, Bethe ansatz, and
quantum K-theory of Grassmannians,” JHEP 08, 157 (2020) [arXiv:1912.03792 [hep-th]].

[48] W. Gu, L. Mihalcea, E. Sharpe and H. Zou, “Quantum K theory of symplectic Grass-
mannians,” J. Geom. Phys. 177, 104548 (2022) [arXiv:2008.04909 [hep-th]].

[49] W. Gu, D. Pei and M. Zhang, “On phases of 3d N=2 Chern-Simons-matter theories,”
Nucl. Phys. B 973, 115604 (2021) [arXiv:2105.02247 [hep-th]].

[50] W. Gu, L. C. Mihalcea, E. Sharpe and H. Zou, “Quantum K theory of Grassmannians,
Wilson line operators, and Schur bundles,” [arXiv:2208.01091 [math.AG]].

[51] N. A. Nekrasov, “Seiberg-Witten prepotential from instanton counting,” Adv. Theor.
Math. Phys. 7, no.5, 831-864 (2003) [arXiv:hep-th/0206161 [hep-th]].

[52] A. Gorsky, I. Krichever, A. Marshakov, A. Mironov and A. Morozov, “Integrability and
Seiberg-Witten exact solution,” Phys. Lett. B 355, 466-474 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9505035
[hep-th]].

[53] R. Donagi and E. Witten, “Supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory and integrable systems,”
Nucl. Phys. B 460, 299-334 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9510101 [hep-th]].

[54] S. Gukov and E. Witten, “Gauge Theory, Ramification, And The Geometric Langlands
Program,” [arXiv:hep-th/0612073 [hep-th]].

[55] S. Gukov and E. Witten, “Rigid Surface Operators,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 14,
no.1, 87-178 (2010) [arXiv:0804.1561 [hep-th]].

[56] S. Gukov, “Surface Operators,” [arXiv:1412.7127 [hep-th]].

[57] A. Kapustin, “Wilson-’t Hooft operators in four-dimensional gauge theories and S-
duality,” Phys. Rev. D 74, 025005 (2006) [arXiv:hep-th/0501015 [hep-th]].

[58] A. Gadde, S. Gukov and P. Putrov, “Walls, Lines, and Spectral Dualities in 3d Gauge
Theories,” JHEP 05, 047 (2014) [arXiv:1302.0015 [hep-th]].

[59] L. D. Faddeev, “How algebraic Bethe ansatz works for integrable model,” [arXiv:hep-
th/9605187 [hep-th]].
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