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W e study in detailthe space ofperturbations ofa pair ofdualN = 1 supersym m etric

theories based on an SU (N c) gauge theory with an adjoint X and fundam entals with a

superpotentialwhich ispolynom ialin X .Theequivalencebetween them dependson non-

trivialfactsaboutpolynom ialequations,i.e.singularity theory.Theclassicalchiralringsof

thetwo theoriesaredi�erent.Quantum m echanically therearenew relationsin thechiral

ringswhich ensure their equivalence. Duality interchanges \trivial" classicalrelationsin

one theory with quantum relationsin the otherand vice versa. W e also speculate about

the behaviorofthe theory withoutthesuperpotential.
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1. Introduction and Sum m ary.

Therecentprogressin theunderstanding ofthedynam icsofsupersym m etrictheories

(forrecentreviewsand an extensive listofreferencessee [1,2])uncovered the crucialrole

played by electric-m agneticduality [3]in understanding thestrong coupling dynam ics.In

scale invariant theories like the N = 4 [4]and �nite N = 2 theories [5]duality provides

two di�erentdescriptions ofthe sam e physicalsystem thatare equivalentatalldistance

scales. In asym ptotically free theories the underlying degrees offreedom are visible at

shortdistance and therefore the existence ofdi�erentdescriptions thatare equivalentat

allscales(exactduality)isim possible. Nevertheless,duality m ay be generalized to such

theories[6],relatingdi�erentquantum �eld theorieswith thesam elong distancebehavior.

W hen this long distance behavior is described by a non-trivialsuperconform alquantum

�eld theory the dualtheories are in the sam e universality class { they 
ow to the sam e

�xed point ofthe renorm alization group. W hen one ofthese theories is infra-red free it

givesa sim ple description ofthe long distance physicsofitsstrongly coupled dual.

No proofofthisduality isknown butthere isa lotofevidence supporting it. There

arethree kindsofindependenttests:

1.The two dualtheories have the sam e globalsym m etries and the ’t Hooft anom aly

m atching conditionsforthese sym m etriesare satis�ed.

2.Thetwo theorieshavethesam em odulispaceofvacua.These areobtained by giving

expectation valuesto the�rstcom ponentsofchiralsuper�elds.

3.Theequivalenceispreserved underdeform ationsofthetheoriesby theF -com ponents

ofchiraloperators.In particularthem odulispacesand chiralringsagreeasafunction

ofthese deform ations.

Itisim portanttostressthatin every oneoftheseteststheclassicaltheoriesaredi�er-

entand only thequantum theoriesbecom eequivalent.Thereisalso a crucialdi�erencein

thephysicalinterpretation ofthedeform ationsofthetwo theoriesalong them odulispace

and by the chiraloperators. Often,when one theory isHiggsed and becom esweaker,its

dualis con�ning and becom es stronger. This is one ofthe reasons for interpreting the

relation between these theoriesaselectric-m agnetic duality.

The last two tests above are closely related. The rings ofchiraloperators can be

thought ofas functions on the m odulispace M 0. Hence,one m ight think thattest two

above im pliestestthree. However,such a relation isnotalwayssim ple. W hen there are

points on the m odulispace with extra m assless particles the situation is m ore involved.
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Then them odulispaceM 0 isconstrained alsoby theequationsofm otion oftheseparticles.

Asone addssourcesto the theory proportionalto F -com ponentsofchiraloperators,the

expectation values ofthe chiral�elds can m ove away from M 0. The sim plest way to

describe the situation in such a case is to use an enlarged �eld space M which includes

allthe �elds (including those m assive �elds which becom e m assless at specialpoints)

and to write a superpotentialon M . Then,the equations ofm otion derived from the

superpotentiallead to relationsin the ring.These relationsdepend on the param etersin

the theory { thesources.

In previouslystudied exam plesthestructureofthechiralringwasrelativelysim ple.In

particularitwasdeterm ined to a largeextentby thesym m etries.In general,thestructure

ofthechiralring can bequiteinvolved.One m ay describe thering in term sofgenerators

satisfying certain relations. The relationsin the classicalchiralring are consequences of

thecom positenatureofthegaugeinvariantchiraloperators.Quantum m echanically these

relationscan be m odi�ed [7]. W e willsee thatitm ay also happen thatnew relationsin

the chiralring appearquantum m echanically.Then,the classicalchiralring istruncated,

in som e casesratherdram atically.

The purpose ofthis paper is to study som e qualitative and quantitative features of

theduality of[6]in a classofexam plesthatexhibitthephenom ena m entioned aboveand

a rich duality structure which helps in analyzing them . In the rest ofthis section we

willdescribe the m odelswe willstudy and state the m ain results. Derivationsand m any

additionaldetailsappearin subsequentsections.

1.1.The m odels

The electric theory

Considera G = SU (N c)gaugetheory with an adjoint�eld X and N f quarksQ
i and

eQei (i;
ei= 1;:::;N f)in thefundam entaland anti-fundam entalrepresentationsofthegauge

group,respectively.Thesetheoriesarestillnotfully understood (seehowevera discussion

below in section 7).W hen a superpotential

W =

kX

i= 0

si

k+ 1� i
TrX k+ 1�i (1:1)

isturned on,thedynam icssim pli�es.At�rstsightthefactthatthehigh orderpolynom ials

appearing in (1.1)can have any e�ect on the physics issurprising. Indeed,the presence

ofthese non-renorm alizable interactions seem s irrelevant for the long distance behavior
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ofthe theory,which willbe ourm ain interest below. Nevertheless,these operatorshave

in generalstrong e�ects on the infrared dynam ics. They are exam ples ofoperatorsthat

in the generaltheory ofthe renorm alization group are known asdangerously irrelevant1.

Som e com m entsaboutthe propertiesofsuch operatorsappearin Appendix A.

To sim plify the analysis of(1.1) with a traceless m atrix X ,we m ay view X as an

arbitrary m atrix and representtheconstraintby a Lagrangem ultiplierterm �TrX in the

superpotential.Physically,thisam ountstoaddingtwom assivechiral�eldstoourproblem ,

� and TrX .Clearly,thisdoesnota�ectthelong distancebehavior.Then wecan shiftX

by aterm proportionaltotheidentity m atrix X s = X + s1
s0k

1tosetthecoe�cientofTrX k
s

in (1.1)to zero;� is also shifted by a suitable constant. Such a shift rem oving the �rst

subleading term in the superpotentialis a standard m anipulation in singularity theory.

Rewriting thesuperpotential(1.1)in term softheshifted X correspondsto perform ing an

analytic reparam etrization on the space ofcoupling constants. The new electric coupling

constants willbe denoted by ftig. The explicit coordinate transform ation from fsig to

ftig willappearbelow.

To �nd theclassicalm odulispaceofthetheory oneshould �rstim posetheD-
atness

equations and m od out by gauge transform ations. This is equivalent to m oding out the

space ofchiral�elds by SU (N c)C. Using thissym m etry we can diagonalize X and then

im pose the equation ofm otion from (1.1).The eigenvaluesofX m ustsatisfy W 0(x)= 0.

For generic couplings fsig there are k distinct solutions c1;� � � ;ck. Vacua ofthe gauge

theory arelabeled by sequencesofintegers(r1;r2;� � � ;rk);rl isthenum berofeigenvalues

ofthem atrix hX iresidingin thel’th m inim um ofthepotential.Thegaugegroup isbroken

by the X expectation value:

SU (N c)! SU (r1)� SU (r2)� � � � � SU (rk)� U (1)k�1 (1:2)

Atlow energiesthetheory describesk decoupled supersym m etricQCD (SQCD)system s2

with gaugegroupsSU (rl)and gauged baryon num ber.Fora given choiceoffrlg thereisa

m odulispaceofvacua associated with giving expectation valuesto thequarks.Therefore,

theclassicalm odulispaceconsistsofm any disconnected com ponentsparam etrized by the

1 W e thank S.Shenkerwho pointed the relevance ofthisnotion in thiscontext.

2 The di�erent SQ CD system s are in generalcoupled by high dim ension operators which are

som etim esim portant.
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frig.Onecan �netunethecouplingssuch thatsom eoftheeigenvaluesfcig coincide.The

resulting m ulticriticalbehaviorwillbeanalyzed in section 2.

Quantum m echanically,notallvacua are stable. If,forexam ple,we pick a classical

vacuum (1.2)with one orm ore ofthe rl> N f,the resulting SQCD theory isdestabilized

by quantum e�ects [15,16]. Hence,such classicalvacua are not present in the quantum

m odulispace. Sim ilarly,som e ofthe vacua in the m ulticriticalcase are destabilized and

arerem oved from thequantum m odulispace.

The classicalchiralring3 can be thought ofas the ring generated by the operators

TrX j subjectto two classesofconstraints. The �rstcom esfrom the equation ofm otion

which follows from the superpotential(1.1),W 0 = 0. The second com es from the char-

acteristic polynom ialofX ,and isan exam ple ofa relation following from the com posite

nature ofgaugeinvariantoperatorsm entioned above.

Quantum m echanically one expects on generalgrounds to �nd new relations in the

chiralring corresponding to the quantum reduction ofthe m odulispace described above.

Itisin principlepossibleto constructtheserelationsby requiring thatim posing them has

thee�ectofrem oving exactly thevacua thatweknow from ourpreviousdiscussion should

be rem oved,butthisisvery di�cultin practice aswellasunm otivated.Duality provides

an elegantgeneralsolution to the problem ,explaining why such new relationsappearin

the quantum chiralring and providing a constructive way ofdeterm ining them .

The m agnetic theory.

Itwasshown in [8,9]thatin thepresenceofasuperpotential(1.1)thereexistsasim ple

dualm agnetic description4. Itissim ilarto the originalelectric theory butbased on the

gauge group SU (�N c = kN f � Nc)with an adjoint�eld Y and N f quarksqi and eqei in the

fundam entaland anti-fundam entalrepresentations aswellassom e gauge invariant�elds

(M j)
i

ei
which correspond to thecom posite operators

(M j)
i

ei
= eQ

ei
X

j�1
s Q

i;j= 1;� � � ;k (1:3)

wherethesuppressed colorindicesaresum m ed over(when s1 6= 0 we�nd itconvenientto

de�ne M j in term sofX s).The m agnetictheory hasa superpotential

W m ag = �
X

l

tl

k+ 1� l
TrY k+ 1�l

s +
1

�2

k�1X

l= 0

tl

k�lX

j= 1

M jeqY
k�j�l
s q+ �s(t) (1:4)

3
Setting the quark �eldsto zero forthe m om ent;the fullstructure willappearin section 2.

4 Forrelated work see [10-14].
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where the shifted �eld Ys is de�ned sim ilarly to X s so that the coe�cient ofTrY k
s in

the m agnetic superpotentialvanishes. The auxiliary scale � is needed for dim ensional

reasons;note thateven though the �eldsM j are elem entary in the m agnetic description,

theidenti�cation (1.3)im pliesthatthey areassigned scaling dim ension j+ 1.Therefore,�

in (1.4)hasindeed dim ensionsofm ass.Onecould rede�neM j by powersof�;s0 to m ake

theirkinetic term scanonical.The num ericalcoe�cientsofthe variousterm sin (1.4)can

becalculated using 
ows,and willbederived below.Thefunction �s(t)willbecom puted

too.

The m agnetic superpotential(1.4)can be used to �nd the operatorm ap relating the

operatorsTrY j
s totheelectricones.Di�erentiatingthegenerating functionalwith respect

to thecouplingstk+ 1�j one can derivethe m ap oftheoperators

1

j
TrX j

s =
@W

@tk+ 1�j
=

@W m ag

@tk+ 1�j
: (1:5)

The function �s in (1.4)isim portantbecause itcontributesto the m ap ofthe operators

(1.5).

Notethat(1.4)describestheduality m ap in thecoordinateson theory spacedescribed

above,ftig.Ys istheadjoint�eld in thosecoordinates(seesection 3).Therelativelysim ple

form ofthem ap isin factthem ain m otivation behind thecoordinatetransform ation s! t.

In the originals variables the duality m ap is signi�cantly m ore com plicated. Its precise

form willbeexhibited below.

The discussion ofthe classicaland quantum m odulispace and chiralring for the

theory (1.4) is essentially identicalto the electric case,replacing N c;rl ! �N c;�rl. The

classicalelectric and m agnetic m odulispaces are di�erent;they have di�erent num bers

ofdisconnected com ponents (labeled by frig,f�rig respectively). Sim ilarly,the classical

chiralringsare di�erent. Since the m atricesX ,Y are ofdi�erentsize,the e�ectsofthe

characteristic polynom ialare di�erentin the two cases.

Quantum m echanically,the m odulispaces agree. After rem oving the subspaces of

m odulispacecorrespondingtounstablevacuawe�nd,ratherrem arkably,thesam enum ber

ofcom ponentson both sides,with thesam ephysicalproperties.Som eoftheseproperties

willbe investigated below.

Duality suggestsa naturalcandidate forthequantum deform ation ofthechiralrings

in the two theories. It is very naturalto add to the classicalrelations com ing from the

equation ofm otion and the characteristic polynom ialin the electric theory an additional
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set ofrelations following from the m agnetic characteristic polynom ialusing the duality

m ap (1.5). These relations would be described as quantum strong coupling e�ects in

the electric theory (we willsee that they are trivialwhen the electric theory is weakly

coupled),while in the m agnetic language they correspond to classical‘trivial’relations

following from com positenessofTrY j.Sim ilarly,the m agnetic chiralring ism odi�ed by

quantum relationsobtained viathedualitym ap from theelectriccharacteristicpolynom ial.

One ofourgoalsin thispaperwillbe to establish thatthe quantum m odi�cation ofthe

chiralring justdescribed doesindeed takeplace.

The detailed m ap between the electric theory and the m agnetic theory (1.4),(1.5)

satis�esa num berofnon-trivialconstraints:

1.The electric theory has a com plicated vacuum structure which depends on the de-

tailsofthe superpotential(1.1).The m agnetic theory should have the sam e vacuum

structure.

2.The expectation valuesofthe operatorsTrX j can be calculated in allthe vacua of

the electrictheory.They should agree with thecorresponding calculation done using

the m agneticvariablesand them ap ofoperators(1.5).

3.Asvariousperturbationsareturned on,som e �eldsbecom e m assiveand can be inte-

grated outboth in the electric and in the m agnetic theories. The two resulting low

energy theories are calculable. They should be dualto one another. In particular,

powerfulconstraintsarise from requiring consistency ofthe operatorm ap im plied by

duality with variousdeform ations.

Additionalconstraintson dualityfollow from therequirem entthatcertain scalem atch-

ingrelationsareconsistentwith alldeform ations.Theserelationsarediscussed in thenext

subsection.

Itishighly non-trivialand surprising thatthereexistsa duality transform ation which

satis�essuch a largenum berofconsistency checks.

1.2.Scale m atching.

An im portantchiraloperator in the electric theory is the kinetic term ofthe gauge

�eldsW 2
�.Itscoe�cientisP log� where� isa dynam icalscalerelated to thegaugecou-

pling by dim ensionaltransm utation,and P isthecoe�cientoftheoneloop beta function

(in an SU (N c)gauge theory with N f 
avorsofquarksin the fundam entalrepresentation

P = 3N c � Nf).Even though W � ischiral(annihilated by �D _�),itisusually nota chiral
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prim ary �eld at the IR �xed point. The reason is that the anom aly equation often5 re-

latesitto anotherprim ary �eld O asW 2
� = �D 2O . Therefore itisnotin the chiralring.

Nevertheless,itscoe�cientin theelectricLagrangian should berelated to itscounterpart

in the m agnetic theory, �P log�� ( �P isthe coe�cient ofthe one loop beta function in the

m agnetictheory).In ourcasewe willshow thatthe relation hastheform

�2N c�N f ��2 �N c�N f =

�
�

s0

� 2N f

: (1:6)

The relation (1.6) shows in a quantitative way how one theory becom es stronger as the

other becom es weaker. Its consistency with various 
ows willprovide rather stringent

quantitativetestsofduality.

�(��)isusually thoughtofasthescaleatwhich thebehavioroftheelectric(m agnetic)

theory crosses over from being dom inated by the short distance �xed point to the long

distance one (the typicalm assscale ofthe theory). Thisraisesa num berofquestions;it

isnotclearwhy �, �� de�ned in such a way should satisfy a relation like (1.6)when the

theoriesareonly equivalentin theextrem einfrared.Also,thisde�nition leavesam biguous

a num ericalfactor,especially in theorieswith m orethan one scale.

One can think abouteq. (1.6)and the scales appearing in itpurely in the extrem e

IR theory. Since the scaling dim ensions ofvarious operators in the infrared are not the

sam e as in the UV (see [6]and discussion below),one needs a dim ensionfulparam eter

to relate the UV operators to the IR ones. That dim ensionfulparam eter,which can be

de�ned forexam ple through two pointfunctionsofsuch operators,is�.Sim ilarly,in the

m agnetic theory one has ��,and additionalparam eters such as � (1.4). The m eaning of

the scale m atching relation isthat �� and � m ustbe chosen to obey (1.6)in orderforthe

correlation functions ofthe two theories to agree including norm alization. At any given

point in the space oftheories we can absorb the scales �, ��,� into the de�nitions of

the operators,thusm aking the scalem atching relation (1.6)seem trivial.The non-trivial

content in (1.6) is its consistency with duality under allpossible deform ations ofboth

theories.Indeed,wewillsee thatconsistency leadsto highly non-trivialchecksofduality.

The situation isrem iniscentoftheZam olodchikov m etricin two dim ensional�eld theory,

which is trivialat any given point in the space oftheories,but whose curvature carries

invariantgeom etricalinform ation.Thescalem atching also describesan invariantrelation

between thegeom etriesofthe spacesofelectricand m agnetictheories.

5 This happens whenever the superpotentialW vanishes,or m ore generally when W is in-

dependent of at least one of the m atter super�elds (which is the case in the class of theories

considered here).
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1.3.Outline

W e plan to discusstwo m ain issues. The �rstisthe structure ofthe quantum chiral

ring and m odulispace,and theirtransform ation underduality.The second isnon-trivial

quantitative tests of duality, which are possible because ofthe large num ber of vacua

that the system possesses in general. In allthese tests one uses sym m etries to write

down certain duality relations.Thisleavesin generalsom eundeterm ined functionsofthe

coupling constants.These functionscan becalculated by assum ing duality in som evacua

ofthe theory. Since there are in generalm any m ore vacua (and independent tests)than

unknown functions,the agreem entofthe resulting structureswith duality in allvacua is

a non-trivialcheck.

In section 2 we review the results of[8,9]. W e describe the class oftheories we will

study,describe the duality m ap,and discusstheirclassicaland quantum chiralringsand

m odulispacesofvacua.In particularweestablish theexistenceofnew quantum relations

in the chiralringsofthese theoriescorresponding to classicalrelationsin the duals.

In section 3 we constructthe detailed m ap ofthe superpotential(1.4). W e describe

the transform ation ofcoordinates fsg ! ftg and show that the duality m ap is rather

sim plein theftg coordinates.Afterconstructing thism ap wechange coordinatesback to

the physically naturalones.

In section 4 weturn to thegaugecoupling constantm atching relation (1.6).W eshow

thatitispreserved underthevariousdeform ations.In particular,with arbitrary coupling

constants ti one can com pute the e�ective Lagrangian ofthe low energy theory both in

theelectricand in them agneticvariables.Theselead (generically)to dualpairsofsuper-

sym m etric QCD like theorieswhose scalesare related by the appropriate scale m atching

relation. The couplings si can also be �ne tuned to yield m ulticriticalinfrared behav-

ior,whose consistency with duality putsfurtherconstraintson the structure described in

sections2,3.

In section 5 we study the baryon operators in the theory and show that they are

m apped correctly between the electric and m agnetic theories. This provides additional

non-trivialchecksofduality and theexplicitcoe�cientsin the m agneticsuperpotential.

In section 6 we illustrate the generalresults with a few exam ples. In particular,we

show thatin som ecasesthequantum relationsin thechiralringlead toqualitativechanges

in the structure ofthe chiralring. W e conclude with som e com m ents about the theory

with no superpotentialin section 7. Two appendicescontain a discussion ofdangerously

irrelevantoperatorsand som eusefulidentitiesaboutpolynom ialequationswhich areused

in the text.
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2. Supersym m etric Yang-M ills theory coupled to adjoint and fundam ental

m atter.

2.1.The electric theory.

W e start with a review ofthe results of[8,9]on supersym m etric Yang-M ills theory

with gauge group G = SU (N c) coupled to a single chiralm atter super�eld X �
� in the

adjointrepresentation ofthe gauge group,and N f 
avorsoffundam entalrepresentation

super�elds,Q i
�,

eQ
�

j;�;� = 1;� � � ;Nc;i;j = 1;� � � ;Nf. This theory is in a non-Abelian

Coulom b phase forallN f � 1.Itsanom aly free globalsym m etry is

SU (N f)� SU (Nf)� U (1)B � U (1)R 1
� U (1)R 2

(2:1)

The two SU (N f) factors act by unitary transform ations on Q , eQ respectively; baryon

num ber assigns charge +1(� 1) to Q (eQ ),while under the R sym m etries the superspace

coordinates�� areassigned charge1,Q ,eQ chargeB f,and X chargeB a;anom aly freedom

im pliesthat:

N fB f + N cB a = N f: (2:2)

W ithout a superpotentialthis m odelis not currently understood beyond the vicinity of

N f ’ 2N c where perturbative techniquesare reliable[17].

Oneofthem ain pointsof[8,9]wasthatthetheory sim pli�esifweadd a superpoten-

tial6

W =
s0

k+ 1
TrX k+ 1

: (2:3)

This superpotentialcorresponds,for generic k,to a dangerously irrelevant perturbation

ofthe theory with W = 0 (see Appendix A),and thus cannot be ignored despite being

irrelevantnearthe (free)UV �xed pointofthe theory.Thissuperpotentialhasthe e�ect

oftruncating thechiralring ofthe theory,im posing the constraint

�
X

k
��

�
�

1

N c

(TrX k)��� = D term (2:4)

which followsfrom theequation ofm otion forX ;italsorem ovesm any ofthe
atdirections

of the originaltheory. In addition, the superpotential(2.3) breaks one of the two R

sym m etries in (2.1). It is usefulto think ofs0 (and other couplings to be introduced

below) as background super�elds whose lowest com ponents get expectation values [18].

6 In [9]s0=(k + 1)wasdenoted by gk.
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Thesuper�eld s0 isthen seen to transform undertheU (1)R sym m etries(2.2)with charge

B 0 = 2 � (k + 1)Ba. Therefore,only the U (1)R sym m etry under which the charge of

the adjoint �eld X is B a = 2=(k + 1) leaves the vacuum with hs0i = s0 invariant,and

correspondsto a good sym m etry.The unbroken globalsym m etry ofthe m odelis:

SU (N f)� SU (Nf)� U (1)B � U (1)R (2:5)

The m atter�eldsQ , eQ and X transform underthisglobalsym m etry asfollows:

Q (N f;1;1;1�
2

k + 1

N c

N f

)

eQ (1;N f;� 1;1�
2

k+ 1

N c

N f

)

X (1;1;0;
2

k+ 1
):

(2:6)

W e willalso beinterested in m oregeneralsuperpotentials7:

W =

k�1X

i= 0

si

k+ 1� i
TrX k+ 1�i + �TrX : (2:7)

� isa Lagrangem ultiplierenforcing thecondition TrX = 0.Thecoupling constantsi has

dim ension 2� k + iand U (1)R charge B i = 2� (k + 1� i)Ba. For non zero fsig (2.7)

breaksboth R sym m etries(2.2).Thespaceoftheorieslabeled by thefsig describesrather

rich dynam ics.Using transform ationsin SU (N c)C onecan diagonalizethem atrix X .For

generic fsig,such that

W
0(x)=

k�1X

i= 0

six
k�i + � � s0

kY

i= 1

(x � ci) (2:8)

with alleigenvalues ci di�erent from each other, the theory splits in the infrared into

a set ofdecoupled SQCD theories. G round states are labeled by sequences ofintegers

r1 � r2 � � � � � rk,where rl is the num ber ofeigenvalues ofthe m atrix X residing in

the l’th m inim um ofthe potentialV = jW 0(x)j2. Clearly,
P k

l= 1
rl = N c. � in (2.7) is

determ ined by requiring thatthesum oftheeigenvalues(which dependson �)vanishes,

kX

i= 1

ciri = 0: (2:9)

7 Itisstandard in singularity theory to resolvea m ulticriticalsingularity such as(2.3)in order

to study itsproperties.
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In each vacuum X hasa quadratic superpotential,i.e.itism assive and can be inte-

grated out.The gaugegroup isbroken by the X expectation value:

SU (N c)! SU (r1)� SU (r2)� � � � � SU (rk)� U (1)k�1 (2:10)

SU (rl)isthe gauge group ofthe l’th decoupled SQCD theory one �ndsin the infrared8.

The existence ofa large num ber ofvacua (2.10) (labeled by partitions ofN c into k or

less integers) after resolving the singularity (2.7) is the key fact leading to sim ple but

non-trivialquantitativechecksofduality.

Forgenericfsig (and �xed frig)theclassicalinfrared behaviorofthetheory,a decou-

pled setofSQCD theorieswith gauge groups(2.10),isinsensitive to theprecise valuesof

fsig.Quantum m echanically ,thisisnotthe case;each ofthe low energy SQCD theories

hasa scale �i,i= 1;� � � ;k. These k scalesare functionsofthe scale � ofthe underlying

theory with the adjoint super�eld,and the k � 1 couplings s1;� � � ;sk�1 . The functions

�i(�;si)willbecom puted below (in section 4).

A sim ilardiscussion holdsifthe fslg are �ne tuned such thatsom e ofthe ci in (2.8)

coincide:

W
0(x)=

k�1X

i= 0

siTrX
k�i + � = s0

mY

i= 1

(x � ci)
ni (2:11)

where
P

i
ni = k; m � k; ni � 1. Vacua are labeled by sequences (r1;� � � ;rm ),

P

i
ri = N c,corresponding to di�erentwaysofpartitioning theN c eigenvaluesam ong the

m criticalpointsci (2.11).In thiscaseone�ndsin theinfrared a decoupled setoftheories

with gauge groupsSU (rl)and superpotentialsofthe form (2.3)with k = nl (see (2.11)).

Therefore,thedeform ations(2.7)connecttheorieswith di�erentk in (2.3)and unify them

into a singlefram ework.

Itisoften possibleto deducenon-trivialpropertiesofthetheory (2.3)by studying the

deform ed theories(2.7). Asa sim ple exam ple [9],turning on sm allsi in (2.7)and using

the fact that the resulting SQCD theories have stable vacua i� allri � Nf one deduces

thatthetheory (2.3)hasa vacuum i�

N f �
N c

k
: (2:12)

W e willsee otherexam plesbelow.

8 Som e ofthe rl m ay vanish,in which case (2.10)ism odi�ed in an obviousway.
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2.2.The m agnetic theory

Them ain resultof[8,9]wasthatthestrongly coupled infrared physicsoftheory (2.3)

can be studied using a dualdescription in term s ofa \m agnetic" supersym m etric gauge

theory with gaugegroup �G = SU (�N c), �N c = kN f � Nc,and thefollowing m attercontent:

N f 
avors of(dual) quarks,q���i ,eq
�j
��
,an adjoint super�eld Y

��
�� ,and gauge singlets (M j)

i

ei

representing thegeneralized m esons,

(M j)
i

ei
= eQeiX

j�1
Q
i; j= 1;2;� � � ;k (2:13)

ofthe original,\electric" theory. The m esons M j have in the m agnetic theory standard

kineticterm s
R
d4�M

y

jM j,rescaled by powersofs0,�.The m agneticsuperpotentialis:

W m ag =
�s0

k+ 1
TrY k+ 1 +

s0

�2

kX

j= 1

M jeqY
k�j

q: (2:14)

The auxiliary scale � (m entioned in the introduction)isneeded fordim ensionalreasons.

In thenextsectionswewillseethatitisvery naturalto norm alizeY such that�s0 = � s0;

thischoice leadsto allthe coe�cients9 in thesum overj in (2.14)being 1,asindicated.

The transform ation properties ofthe m agnetic m atter�elds,q,eq,Y and M j under

the globalsym m etries(2.5)are:

q (N f;1;
N c

kN f � Nc
;1�

2

k+ 1

kN f � Nc

N f

)

eq (1;N f;�
N c

kN f � Nc
;1�

2

k+ 1

kN f � Nc

N f

)

Y (1;1;0;
2

k+ 1
)

M j (N f;N f;0;2�
4

k + 1

N c

N f

+
2

k+ 1
(j� 1))

(2:15)

The auxiliary scale � in (2.14)isactually notan independent param eter. The scale

ofthe electric theory �,thatofthe m agnetic theory ��,and � satisfy the scale m atching

relation described in theintroduction:

�2N c�N f ��2 �N c�N f = C s
�2N f

0 �
2N f (2:16)

9 W hich aswe willsee are uniquely determ ined by consistency ofduality with deform ations.
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It is easy to check that (2.16) is invariant under allglobalsym m etries including those

under which s0,�,� transform . It isin fact uniquely �xed by these sym m etries. As in

[19,2],the scalem atching condition (2.16)im pliesthatwhen the electrictheory isweakly

coupled them agneticoneisstrongly coupled,and viceversa10.Di�erentiating theactions

with respectto � holding s0 and � �xed,theelectricgauge�eld strength W
2
� isrelated to

the m agneticone �W 2
� by therelation:

�W �
�W � = � W�W

�
: (2:17)

It is highly non-trivial,and willbe shown in section 4,that the scale m atching relation

(2.16)which iscom pletely determ ined by globalsym m etries,isconsistentwith allpossible

deform ationsofthetheory,such asturningon m assesforthequarksQ i,givingexpectation

values to the m esons M j (2.13), and deform ing the theory to non-zero si (2.7). The

num ericalconstant C in (2.16) is also �xed by the 
ows,C = 1,and its value and in

particularitsindependence ofN f,N c,k lead to additionaltestsofduality.

W eview theconsistency of(2.16)with deform ationsasstrongevidenceforthevalidity

ofthe electric-m agnetic duality hypothesisof[6,8,9].

W hen the electric superpotentialis deform ed to (2.7)the electric theory develops a

large num ber ofvacua labeled by (r1,� � � ,rm ),with
P

ri = N c (see the discussion after

(2.11)).TheSU (rl)theory containsan adjoint�eld with superpotentialW ’ X nl+ 1.The

m agnetictheory hasa sim ilarstructureobtained by analyzing vacua ofthesuperpotential

(1.4). Its vacua are labeled by integers (�r1;� � � ;�rm ),
P

�ri = �N c. Classically,the m oduli

spaces do not agree. However [8,9]when we include the quantum stability constraints

(2.12)we�nd a oneto onecorrespondenceofthequantum vacua in thetwo theories.The

vacuum m ap isnon trivial:

(r1;r2;� � � ;rm )$ (n1N f � r1;n2N f � r2;� � � ;nm N f � rm ): (2:18)

A classofoperatorsthatwasdiscussed in [8,9],and willberevisited in section 5,are

the baryon-likeoperators:

B
i1���in 1 ;j1���jn 2 ;���;z1���zn k =

�
� 1���� n 1

;�1����n 2 ;���;�1����n k Q
i1
� 1
� � � Q

in 1
� n 1

(X Q )
j1
�1
� � � (X Q )

jn 2
�n 2

� � � (Xk�1
Q )z1�1 � � � (Xk�1

Q )
zn k
�n k

(2:19)

10 Asan exam ple,theelectrictheory isweakly coupled when N f isslightly below 2N c,and free

forN f � 2N c.The m agnetic theory isstrongly coupled in thatwhole region.

13



where
P

i
ni = N c. The duality m ap relating the baryonsB (2.19),and the analogously

de�ned dualbaryons �B is:

B
i1���in 1 ;j1���jn 2 ;���;z1���zn k = P

 
kY

i= 1

1

�ni!

!

�s

k N f

2

0

�
�
2
��

�N c
2 �

k
2
(2N c�N f )

�
i1���in 1 ;�z1����z�n k �

j1���jn 2 ;�y1����y�n k � 1 :::�
z1���zn k ;

�i1����i�n 1 �B�i1����i�n 1 ;���;�y1����y�n k � 1
;�z1����z�n k

(2:20)

where �nl = N f � nk+ 1�l ,l= 1;� � � ;k,and P isa phase thatwillbe discussed in section

5. The form of(2.20) is determ ined by globalsym m etries,while the overallnum erical

constantisuniquely �xed by the 
ows,and itisnon-trivialthatitisconsistentwith the

deform ations,such as(2.7).Thiscom patibility willbeestablished in section 5.

In addition to the m esons (2.13) and baryons (2.19),the chiralring ofthe electric

(m agnetic)theory containsthe generatorsTrX j (TrY j),j= 2;� � � ;k.G lobalsym m etries

require(up to term sdepending on thequarkswhich we willdeterm ine below)that

TrY j = fjTrX
j (2:21)

with fj calculablenum ericalconstants.In thenextsection wewillcalculatefj and describe

the generalization of(2.21)to the deform ed theories(2.7).

The duality m ap described in this section m ay be used to study the physics ofthe

theory (2.3) at strong coupling using a weak coupling description in term s ofm agnetic

variables. Forexam ple,one �ndsthatthistheory m ay exhibitatstrong coupling a \free

m agneticphase," with them agneticvariablesgoverned by anon-asym ptotically freegauge

theory.Som e additionalfeaturesaredescribed in [8,9].

2.3.Classicaland quantum chiralrings.

The classicalchiralring oftheelectric theory isgenerated by the generalized m esons

M j (2.13),baryons(2.19)and tracesofthe adjointm atrix,TrX j. The latter,which we

willfocuson heresatisfy classically two setsofconstraints,following from theequation of

m otion W 0= 0,(2.8)and from thecharacteristicpolynom ial.De�ning f(p)� det(p� X ),

the constraintisf(X )= 0. The two togethergive rise to a setofalgebraic equationsfor

the generators ofthe classicalchiralring. The solutions ofthese equations describe the

ring offunctionson the classicalm odulispace.

One can repeatthe sam e construction forthe m agnetic theory. The discussion pro-

ceedsin com plete parallelto thatofthe m odulispace. Classically the chiralringsofthe
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electric and m agnetic theoriescannotbe the sam e:while the equation ofm otion W 0= 0

givessim ilarrelationsforthegenerators,thecharacteristicpolynom ialsgivedi�erentsets

ofconstraints,since thesizesofthem atricesX and Y aredi�erent.However,the discus-

sion ofthecorrespondenceofthequantum m odulispacespointstothecorrectm odi�cation

ofthechiralringsin thequantum theory needed torestoredualityand therelation between

the (quantum ) chiralrings and m odulispaces. For generic values ofthe couplings fsig

the quantum restriction on the frig,rl � nlN f turns under duality (2.18)to the trivial

condition �rl � 0 (and vice versa). Thism eans thatifwe add the classicalcharacteristic

polynom ialrelationson the m agnetic chiralring asquantum relationsin the electric the-

ory,weareguaranteed thatthey willhaveprecisely therighte�ecton theelectricm oduli

space,elim inating the unstable electric vacua and leaving allother parts ofthe electric

m odulispace unchanged.

To sum m arize,we have the following structure ofthe electric and m agnetic chiral

rings. Both are generated by the operators TrX j (orTrY j { the two sets ofoperators

arerelated by thetransform ation (1.5)which wewillm akem oreexplicitbelow)satisfying

three setsofconstraints:

1.The equation ofm otion,W 0= 0.

2.The vanishing ofthe electriccharacteristic polynom ial,fel= 0.

3.The vanishing ofthe m agneticcharacteristic polynom ial,fm ag = 0.

The�rstsetofrelationsappearsclassically in both theelectricand m agnetictheories

and givessim ilarconstraintsin both.Thesecond setofrelationsisclassicalin theelectric

theory (and isdue to the com positenessofTrX j),butitisa non-trivialquantum e�ect

in the m agnetic theory.The third isclassicalin the m agnetic theory and quantum in the

electricone.

3. T he m apping ofthe superpotential.

To com plete the discussion ofthe previous section we m ust construct the duality

m ap taking the electric theory (2.3)to the m agnetic one (2.14)when the electric theory

is deform ed to (2.7). One expects the m agnetic superpotential(2.14) to be deform ed

as well,and in this section we willdiscuss the detailed way in which this happens. W e

willstartwith a discussion ofthedeform ation ofthe�rstterm on ther.h.s.of(2.14),the

superpotentialforY ,and then turn tothesecond term ,proportionaltoM j.In theprocess

wewillverify allthenum ericalcoe�cientsin (1.4)and learn som equalitativethingsabout

the duality m ap.W e startwith a discussion oftheY superpotential.
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3.1.The problem .

The electric superpotential(2.7) describes a space oftheories param etrized by the

couplingssi.On generalgroundsone expectsa m agneticsuperpotential

�W =

k�1X

i= 0

�si

k+ 1� i
TrY k+ 1�i + ��TrY + �(s): (3:1)

�si = �si(s)arethem agneticcoupling constantsand �(s)isa constant.Thepurposeofthis

section isto �nd �s(s)and �(s).

In com pleteanalogywith thediscussion oftheelectrictheoryin section 2,them agnetic

theory (3.1) exhibits for generic �si a large num ber ofvacua, param etrized by integers

�rl corresponding to the num ber ofeigenvalues ofthe m atrix Y with the value �cl, the

l’th m inim um ofthe m agnetic superpotentialj�W 0j2. The f�clg are de�ned by a m agnetic

analogue of(2.8). Clearly
P

l
�rl = �N c = kN f � Nc. The low energy m agnetic theory is

a directproductofdecoupled copiesofSQCD with N f 
avorsofquarks,with the gauge

group broken according to:

SU (�N c)! SU (�r1)� SU (�r2)� � � � � SU (�rk)� U (1)k�1 (3:2)

The picture proposed in [9]was that the originalduality between (2.3) and (2.14)

reducesforthedeform ed theories(2.7),(3.1)to a directproductoftheSQCD dualitiesof

[6]forthe separate factors in (2.10),(3.2). Thatm eans thatthe m agnetic m ultiplicities

(�r1;� � � ;�rk) are related to the electric ones via the SQCD duality relation (com pare to

(2.18)):

�ri = N f � ri: (3:3)

The factthat(3.3)isa one to one m ap ofthe setsofvacua ofthe electric and m agnetic

theoriesfollowsfrom resultsof[15,16]on vacuum stability in SQCD.

Furtherm ore,itwasargued in [9]thatwhen two orm ore ofthe criticalpointsofW

coincide,asin (2.11),the sam e num berofcriticalpointsof �W should coincide. If,using

the notation ofequation (2.11),the order ofa criticalpoint ci (and therefore that of�ci

aswell)isni,thedegeneraciesri and �ri ofthiscriticalpointin the electric and m agnetic

theoriesarerelated by

�ri = niN f � ri: (3:4)
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Theduality ofsection 2 inducesin thiscasea duality ofa sim ilarkind,between an electric

theory with gaugegroup SU (ri)and a superpotentialTrX
ni+ 1,and a m agneticonewith

gaugegroup SU (�ri)= SU (niN f � ri)with a sim ilarsuperpotential.

Fortheabovescenario to berealized,theelectricand m agneticsuperpotentialsm ust

be closely related. In particular,the fact that whenever any num ber ofcriticalpoints

ci coincide,the sam e num ber ofdualcriticalpoints �ci m ust coincide as wellis a very

strong constrainton the dualcouplings �si(s). A naive guess forthe solution would be a

proportionality relation between theelectric and m agneticcouplings,

�si = csi (3:5)

with ca constant.Throughoutthispaperwewillbeusing theconvention

�s0 = � s0 (3:6)

which de�nes the norm alization ofY relative to X . This convention would set c = � 1.

Eq.(3.5)im pliesthat�ci = ci and autom atically satis�esthe degeneration ofsingularities

requirem entdescribed above.However,them apping �si(s)cannot(in general)beassim ple

as (3.5) because ofthe non-trivialm apping ofelectric to m agnetic m ultiplicities,(3.3).

Indeed, in a vacuum with given frlg, the tracelessness ofX im plies that
P k

l= 1
clrl =

0, whereas, assum ing �ci = ci and using (3.3), the tracelessness of Y is the condition
P k

l= 1
cl(N f � rl)= 0.The two are incom patible unlesss1 in (2.7)vanishes.Fornon zero

s1 weconclude thatthem apping �s(s)m ustbenon trivial;we willconstructitbelow.

Theduality m ap relatingTrX j toTrY lisclosely related tothem apping �s(s).De�ne

the free energy ofthem odelas

e
�

R
d
4
xd

2
�F (si)+ c:c = he

�

R
d
4
xd

2
�W (X ;si)+ c:c:i (3:7)

where si are background chiralsuper�elds. Then,correlation functions ofthe operators

TrX j are given by derivativesofthefree energy F with respectto the super�eldssi:

1

k+ 1� i
hTrX k+ 1�i i=

@F

@si
(3:8)

and sim ilarly in them agnetictheory,in term softhe dualfree energy �F :

1

k+ 1� i
hTrY k+ 1�i

i=
@ �F

@�si
(3:9)
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where duality im plies

�F (�si(s))= F (si): (3:10)

Since TrX j,TrY j are tangentvectorsto the space oftheories,(3.8),(3.9)we �nd that

the electricand m agneticoperatorsarerelated by:

1

k + 1� i
TrX k+ 1�i =

X

j

@�sj

@si

1

k+ 1� j
TrY k+ 1�j +

@�

@si
(3:11)

Taking the expectation valuesofboth sidesofeq. (3.11)we �nd thatthe m apping �si(s)

m ustsatisfy a constraintin addition to the previously described one on the degeneration

ofeigenvalues. The expectation values ofthe left and right hand sides of(3.11) which

depend in a highly non-trivialway on the particularvacuum chosen (the setofri)m ust

satisfy a relation thatisindependentoftheparticularvacuum chosen.Clearly,thespecial

form ofthem apping (3.11)and thelargenum berofvacua in which itshould hold presents

a form idable constrainton theirform .

3.2.A reparam etrization ofthe space oftheoriesand a generalsolution.

ItisconvenienttothinkofX ,Y asgeneralU (N )m atrices,with adynam icalLagrange

m ultiplier�(��)im posingthetracelessnessofX (Y ).Considertheelectrictheory,described

by (2.7).Itisconvenientto de�ne a shifted X ,denoted by X s as:

X s � X + b1 (3:12)

with

b=
s1

s0k
: (3:13)

Theshift(3.12),(3.13)cancelsthe�rstsubleading term in W ,leading to thesuperpoten-

tial:

W s(X s)=

k�1X

i= 0

ti

k + 1� i
TrX k+ 1�i

s + �s (TrX s � bNc)+ �N c (3:14)

where W s(X s)� W (X ),

ti =

iX

j= 0

�
k� j

i� j

�

(� b)i�j sj

�s = �+

k�1X

j= 0

(� b)k�j sj

� = �

k�1X

j= 0

k� j

k+ 1� j
(� b)k+ 1�j sj:

(3:15)
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Notethatt0 = s0 and t1 = 0.Thetransform ation (3.12),(3.13)correspondstoan analytic

coordinatetransform ation on thespaceoftheories(2.7).A sim ilartransform ation can be

perform ed on (3.1),replacing Y by Ys and �� with ��s.Thek� 1 independentcouplingssi,

i= 1;� � � ;k� 1 arereplaced by thek� 2 couplingsti,i= 2;� � � ;k� 1,and b(3.13).In the

X s variablesthecoe�cientofthe�rstsubleading term TrX k
s in thesuperpotential(3.14)

alwaysvanishes.Theinform ation aboutthatcoe�cientin theoriginaldescription (2.7)is

in b (3.13).In a sense,the transform ation (3.12),(3.13)allowed usto trade the operator

TrX k forthe operator�,which ispossible since by the X equation ofm otion (ignoring

D term sasusual)

� =
1

N c

k�2X

i= 0

siTrX
k�i

: (3:16)

Since in the ti,b param etrization ofthe space oftheories the �rst subleading term

in W vanishes by construction,it is naturalto postulate that the duality m ap for the

eigenvaluesofX s ,ai de�ned analogously to (2.8)issim ply

�ai = ai;i= 1;� � � k: (3:17)

W ith the convention (3.6)thism eansthat(com pare to (3.5)):

�ti = � ti

��s = � �s:
(3:18)

Thesecond equation in (3.18)isan operatoridentity;itcan bethoughtofasarising from

the coupling relations:

�b�N c = � bNc; �s = independentofb (3:19)

using (3.11).Equations(3.18),(3.19)specify the m apping �si(s)com pletely.

W e now determ ine �s.Using (3.11),(3.18)we �nd the operatorequation

TrX s
k+ 1�i

= � TrYs
k+ 1�i

+ (k+ 1� i)
@�s

@ti
(3:20)

(i= 2;� � � ;k� 1).Theexpectation valuesofthel.h.sof(3.20)in a vacuum speci�ed by a

setoffrlg is

TrX s
k+ 1�i

=

kX

l= 1

rlal
k+ 1�i (3:21)
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whilein the m agnetictheory:

TrYs
k+ 1�i

=

kX

l= 1

�rl�a
k+ 1�i

l
=

kX

l= 1

(N f � rl)al
k+ 1�i = � TrXs

k+ 1�i
+ N fuk+ 1�i (3:22)

where (see also Appendix B):

uj �

kX

i= 1

ai
j
: (3:23)

Com paring (3.20)and (3.22)we see that for consistency ofthe picture advocated above

we m ustbeableto writethe uj as:

uk+ 1�j =
k+ 1� j

N f

@�s

@tj
(3:24)

Indeed,one can check thateq.(3.24)issatis�ed with �s given by:

�s =
N f

k+ 1

k�1X

i= 2

iti
uk+ 1�i

k+ 1� i
(3:25)

Theproofofthefactthat(3.25)satis�es(3.24)usesthefollowingproperty oftheun (3.23):

@

@tj

uj+ l

j+ l
= independentofj: (3:26)

Thisand otherpropertiesoftheun arereviewed in Appendix B.

Sum m arizing,them ain resultsofthissubsection arethem apping ofthecouplingsin

the electric superpotentialti,b de�ned by (3.15),(3.13)to their m agnetic counterparts,

given by equations(3.18),(3.19).Thissim pletransform ation law inducesatransform ation

(3.20) for the operators TrX j
s with j = 2;� � � ;k � 1. The operator TrXk that was

conjugateto thecoupling s1 iselim inated in favoroftheLagrangem ultiplier� which also

hasa sim pletransform ation given by thesecond equation in (3.18).

Ofcourse,the sim ple transform ation lawsdescribed in thissubsection becom e m ore

com plicated when wetranslatethem back to the originalcoordinatessi.

3.3.The duality m ap in the originalvariables.

Afterthediscussion oftheprevioussubsection itisnotdi�culttodescribetheduality

m ap fortheperturbed superpotential(2.7)in theoriginalcoordinatessi.Them ain point

isthatwhile aswe shallsee them apping �si(s)(and therefore the operatorm ap (3.11))is
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som ewhatcom plicated in thiscase,them appingoftheeigenvaluesrem ainssim ple.Indeed,

using the sim ple relation between the eigenvaluesofX s and ofYs (3.17)and the relation

between X and Y and theirshifted counterpartsX s and Ys (3.12),(3.13)weconcludethat

the m apping oftheeigenvaluesofX ,Y ,(ci,�ci)is:

�ci = ci+ d; d �
s1N f

s0 �N c

: (3:27)

Sim ilarly,we derivethe m ap ofthecoupling constants

�sm = �

mX

l= 0

sm �l (� d)l
�
k� m + l

l

�

(3:28)

and theoperators(using (3.11)):

TrY j = �

jX

i= 2

�
j

i

�

d
j�i TrX i+ N f�uj � Ncd

j; j< k (3:29)

TrY k = �

kX

i= 2

�
k

i

�

d
k�i TrX i+

kN f

N c

k�2X

j= 0

sj

s0
TrX k�j

+ �N cd
k + N f

k�1X

j= 1

�
k

j

�

d
k�j

uj � Nf

k�1X

l= 1

sl

s0
uk�l :

(3:30)

The function � de�ned in (3.11) can be expressed in term s of� and � s de�ned in

(3.15),(3.25)as:

�(si)= �N c � �� �N c + �s(ti(s)): (3:31)

Interestingly,when allsi except s0 vanish (i.e.the superpotentialis (2.3)) there is

neverthelessa non-trivialoperatorm atching following from equations(3.29),(3.30):

TrY j = � TrXj;j= 2;� � � ;k� 1

TrY k =
�N c

N c

TrX k
(3:32)

From eq.(3.32)one can read o� thevaluesofthe coe�cientsc j ofsection 2 (2.21).
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3.4.The M j term sin the m agnetic superpotential.

So farourdiscussion focused on theway the�rstterm in them agneticsuperpotential

(2.14) is deform ed as we deform the electric superpotential(2.7). In this subsection we

willuse these resultsto determ ine the deform ation ofthe second term in W m ag. W e will

work in the param etrization ofthespace oftheoriesdescribed in subsection 3.2.

W hen one turns on non-vanishing couplingsti in (2.7),the m agnetic superpotential

(2.14)can in principle receive contributionsproportionalto tj,tjtl,etc,consistently with

the globalsym m etries.The way to �x allthese term sisto requirethatduality actin the

way described after eq. (3.2). Nam ely,for generic ti we expect the m agnetic theory to

splitinto an approxim ately decoupled setofSQCD theoriesthatare dualto the di�erent

decoupled factorsin (2.10).

This requirem ent of decoupling is rather non-trivialsince the second term on the

r.h.s. of(2.14)tends to couple the di�erent SU (�ri)theories. Indeed,denote the �rstr1

com ponents (in color) ofthe electric quarks11 Q by Q 1,the next r2 by Q 2 and so on.

Sim ilarly,the �rst �r1 com ponents ofq are denoted by q1,the next �r2 by q2,etc.. Then

expanding around hX siwe �nd

M j = eQ 1Q 1a
j�1

1 + eQ 2Q 2a
j�1

2 + � � � +eQ kQ ka
j�1

k
(3:33)

(recallthat for generic si we de�ned M j = eQ X j�1
s Q ) eQ lQ l are the m esons ofthe l’th

electric SQCD theory with gauge group SU (rl). The color SU (rl) indices are as usual

suppressed and sum m ed over.Sim ilarly we write:

eqY
j
s q= eq1q1a

j

1 + eq2q2a
j

2 + � � � + eqkqka
j

k
(3:34)

where asin 3.2 we denote the shifted Y �eld appropriate forthe �ti coordinate system on

theory space by Ys. In the above form ula we used the factthatin the coordinatesti the

duality m ap istrivial,�ai = ai (3.17).

The second term in W m ag (2.14)hasto be corrected in such a way thatthe di�erent

SQCD theoriesdo notcouple { there should notbe any crossterm scoupling eqjqj, eQ iQ i

with i6= j.The uniquesolution to thisrequirem entis

W m ag =
X

l

�tl

k + 1� l
TrY k+ 1�l

s +
1

�2

k�1X

l= 0

tl

k�lX

j= 1

M jeqY
k�j�l
s q: (3:35)

11 In thissubsection 
avorindiceswillbe suppressed.
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Allthe num ericalcoe�cients in the second term on the r.h.s. of(3.35)are �xed by the

requirem entthatwhen we substitute (3.33),(3.34)into it,crossterm ssuch as eQ 1Q 1eq2q2

vanish.Indeed,the coe�cientoftheabove operatorisproportionalto:

k�1X

l= 0

tl

k�lX

j= 1

a
j�1

1 a
k�j�l

2 =

k�1X

l= 0

tl
a
k�l
2 � a

k�l
1

a2 � a1
= 0 (3:36)

which vanishes because a1,a2 are rootsofW
0 (see (2.8)). Thus,with the choice ofcou-

plingsin (3.35)the m agnetic theory reduces forgeneric ti into decoupled SQCD theories

asrequired by duality12.

Theform (3.35)which atthisstageofthediscussion iscom pletely �xed,m ustsatisfy

additionalconsistency conditions.Thesim plestoftheseinvolvesgettingtherightbehavior

when som e oftherootsai coincide.Forexam ple,ifa1 = a2 and allotherai aredi�erent,

(3.33)isreplaced by:

M j = a
j�1

1
eQ 1Q 1 + (j� 1)a

j�2

1
eQ 1X s1Q 1 + a

j�1

3
eQ 3Q 3 + � � � + a

j�1

k
eQ kQ k: (3:37)

with X s1 the 
uctuating deviation ofthe shifted adjoint �eld ofSU (r1) from its v.e.v.

Sim ilarly,(3.34)isreplaced by:

eqY
j
s q= a

j

1eq1q1 + ja
j�1

1 eq1Ys1q1 + a
j

3eq3q3 + � � � + a
j

k
eqkqk: (3:38)

Using (3.37),(3.38)in (3.35)we �nd the correctsuperpotentialfordecoupled SQCD and

an SU (�r1)sectorwith k = 2 asrequired by theduality.Allthesechecksgivetheexpected

results.M oregenerally,when som eeigenvaluesai coincideasin (2.11),one�ndsthatthe

term sthatm ustvanish arealwaysproportionalto derivativesofW atai which vanish.

Additionalconsistency conditions on the detailed form of(3.35) willappear in the

next section. W e see again that consistency ofthe deform ed theory with duality �xes

uniquely coe�cientsin the superpotentialofthe unperturbed theory (2.14).

Itisalsousefultonoteatthispointthatthetldependenceofthem agneticsuperpoten-

tial(3.35)im pliesa correction to thedualofTrX j
s given in (3.20).Indeed,di�erentiating

the free energiesofthe electricand m agnetictheories(see (1.5),(3.7){ (3.11))one �nds:

TrX s
k+ 1�i

= � TrYs
k+ 1�i

+
k+ 1� i

�2

k�iX

j= 1

M jeqY
k�j�i
s q+ (k+ 1� i)

@�s

@ti
(3:39)

(i= 2;� � � ;k � 1). The second term on the r.h.s. m ixes the operators TrXj
s with the

generalized m agneticm esons.

12 W hen Y is integrated out there can be m ore term s ofhigher dim ension in the low energy

superpotentialwhich we do notdiscuss.
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4. C onsistency ofscale m atching w ith deform ations.

In section 2 wem entioned therelation (2.16)between thescaleoftheelectrictheory,

�,thatofthem agnetictheory, ��,and thedim ensionfulparam eter�entering(2.14),(3.35):

�2N c�N f ��2 �N c�N f = s
�2N f

0 �
2N f (4:1)

Itisinteresting to check whetherthisrelation isconsistentwith the variousdeform ations

that the m odelpossesses. These include adding term s proportionalto M j (2.13)to the

superpotential,and turning on si (2.7).In thissection we willcheck the com patibility of

(4.1)with two kindsof
ows:

1.Adding a m assterm to one ofthe
avors(e.g.m (M 1)
N f

N f
).

2.The generalsi perturbations.

In doing thatweshould stressthattherelation (4.1)doesnotdepend on them assesorsi.

Thisfollowsfrom the sym m etries.

W e willsee that,rem arkably,there iscom plete detailed agreem ent ofthe two kinds

of
owswith (4.1).W e startwith a sum m ary ofthe conventionswe willbe using.

4.1.Conventions.

Beforediscussingthe
owswem ustspecifythethreshold correctionsrelatingthescales

ofthetheory when m assiveparticlesareintegrated out.W hen weintegrateouta m assive

fundam entalchiralsuper�eld Q with m assm ,the SU (N c)gauge theory with an adjoint

and N f 
avorsgoesin theinfrared to one with an adjointand N f � 1 
avors,and:

�
2N c�N f

N c;N f
m = �

2N c�(N f �1)

N c;N f �1
(4:2)

The analogousrelation in SQCD is:

�
3N c�N f

N c;N f
m = �

3N c�(N f �1)

N c;N f �1
(4:3)

W hen weintegrateouta chiraladjoint�eld X ofm assm ,we have:

m
N c�

2N c�N f

N c;N f
= �

3N c�N f

N c;N f
(4:4)

where the scale on the l.h.s. correspondsto the theory with an adjoint,and the scale on

the r.h.sto SQCD.Finally,when we integrate outa m assive vectorsuper�eld ofm assm
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in the fundam entalrepresentation ofthe gauge group (i.e.when partofthe gauge group

isHiggsed)we havein thetheory with an adjointand N f fundam entals:

�
2N c�N f

N c;N f
= m

2�
2N c�N f �2

N c�1;N f
(4:5)

whereasin SQCD:

�
3N c�N f

N c;N f
= m

2�
3N c�N f �2

N c�1;N f �1
(4:6)

Noticethatin thetheory with theadjoint(4.5)N f doesnotdecreaseunderHiggsing.This

isbecause one m assless chiralsuper�eld iseaten by the m assive gauge �eld but another

appearsfrom decom posing the adjointofSU (N c)w.r.t.SU (N c � 1).

Out of(4.2){ (4.6)only three de�nitions are independent (e.g. (4.2),(4.4),(4.5)).

W ith these conventionsthe scalem atching condition in SQCD is[2]:

�
3N c�N f

SQ C D
��
3 �N c�N f

SQ C D
= (� )N f �N c�

N f (4:7)

Here � isan auxiliary scale sim ilarto thatin (2.14).Itisde�ned such thatthe m agnetic

superpotentialin SQCD is:

W
SQ C D
m ag =

1

�
M eqq: (4:8)

W ith the conventionsin hand wenextturn to exam inethe 
ows.

4.2.The m ass
ow.

Consideradding to theelectric theory a m assterm :

W el=
s0

k+ 1
TrX k+ 1 + m eQ N f

Q
N f : (4:9)

The theory loses a 
avor in the infrared;the scales ofthe high and low energy theories

(�N c;N f
and �N c;N f �1 respectively)are related by (4.2):

�
2N c�N f

N c;N f
=

1

m
�
2N c�(N f �1)

N c;N f �1
: (4:10)

In them agnetictheory,thesuperpotential(2.14)ism odi�ed to:

W m ag =
�s0

k+ 1
TrY k+ 1 +

s0

�2

kX

j= 1

M jeqY
k�j

q+ m (M 1)
N f

N f
: (4:11)

One next needs to set the m assive �elds to solutions oftheir equations ofm otion and

integrate them out. Itiseasy to see thatallthe �elds (M j)
N f

i ,(M j)
i
N f

(i= 1;� � � ;Nf),
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and com ponentsofq,eq,Y in k ofthe �N c directionsare m assive. The expectation values

ofeqN f ,qN f
,Y satisfy:

eq
N f Y

l�1
qN f

= � �l;k
m �2

s0
; l= 1;� � � ;k (4:12)

Taking into account the D term s (which �x the relative norm alization ofeq;q;Y ) and Y

equation ofm otion leadsto:

eq
N f

� =��;1

�
m �2

�s0

� 1

k + 1

;

q
�
N f

=��;k
�
m �2

�s0

� 1

k + 1

;

Y
�
� =

(

��
��1

�
m �

2

�s0

� 1

k + 1

� = 1;� � � ;k

0 otherwise

(4:13)

W e can think ofthe e�ectofm in (4.11)in two stages. First,the m agnetic gauge group

SU (�N c)isbroken by the Higgsm echanism to SU (�N c � k). Atthisstage,qN f
,eqN f ,Y �

m

m = 2;� � � ;k,Ys
� s= 1;� � � ;k� 1 (� = k+ 1;� � ��N c)gain a m assand join k m assivevector

super�eldsin the fundam entalrepresentation ofthe unbroken,SU (�N c � k)gauge group.

According to our convention (4.5) this generates a factor ofthe k’th power ofthe m ass

squared ofthe vectorsuper�elds,

��
m �

2

�s0

� 2

k + 1

�k

.

In a second stage,Y �
1 and Y k

� geta m assfrom expanding the superpotential:

W m ag =
�s0

k+ 1
TrY k+ 1 ’ �s0hY i

k�1
Y
�
1 Y

k
� = �s0

�
m �2

�s0

� k � 1

k + 1

Y
�
1 Y

k
� : (4:14)

In (4.14)we have used the factthatin expanding TrY k+ 1 to leading orderin Y �
1 Y

k
� we

m ust take these two Y ’s next to each other; term s like TrhY niY1hY
m iY k (n;m 6= 0)

do not contribute such m ass term s. Since Y �
1 ,Y

k
� can be thought ofas m assive chiral

super�eldsin thefundam entalrepresentation ofSU (�N c � k)with m ass�s0

�
m �

2

�s0

� k � 1

k + 1

(see

(4.14),(4.13)),weuse (4.2)forthe scalem atching.

Finally,com bining the two stageswehave:

��
2 �N c�N f

�N c;N f
=

�
m �2

�s0

� 2k

k + 1 1

�s0

�
m �2

�s0

� k � 1

k + 1

��
2(�N c�k)�N f

�N c�k;N f �1
=
m �2

�s20

��
2(�N c�k)�N f

�N c�k;N f �1
(4:15)
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Using (4.10),(4.15)we conclude that(4.1)leadsto:

1

m
�
2N c�(N f �1)

N c;N f �1

m �2

�s20

��
2(�N c�k)�N f

�N c�k;N f �1
= �

2N f s
�2N f

0 (4:16)

or:

�
2N c�(N f �1)

N c;N f �1
��
2(�N c�k)�N f

�N c�k;N f �1
= �

2(N f �1) s
�2(N f �1)

0 (4:17)

which is exactly the right scale m atching relation for the theory with N f � 1 
avors.

W e therefore conclude thatthe scale m atching relation (4.1)isconsistent with the m ass

perturbation (4.9).

An interesting elem ent ofthe preceding analysis is the fact that the overallrelative

coe�cient between the �rst and second term s in the m agnetic superpotential(2.14)was

im portantforquantitativeagreem entofthem atching conditions.Thisrelativecoe�cient

wasnot�xed bythediscussion in section 3.4and wecan view theanalysisofthissubsection

asa way to determ ineit.W ewillsoon seea non-trivialcheck ofitsvaluefrom thesi 
ows

(2.7).

4.3.Deform ation ofthe X superpotential:the generic case.

In thissubsection we willbe deform ing the superpotentialforX (Y )in the electric

(m agnetic)theory,asin (2.7),(3.1).Recallthe duality

W (X s)=

k�1X

i= 0

ti

k+ 1� i
TrX k+ 1�i

s

�W (Ys)=

k�1X

i= 0

�ti

k+ 1� i
TrY k+ 1�i

s + �s

�ti = � ti;�ai = ai

(4:18)

where ai arethe eigenvaluesofX s de�ned asin (2.8)and �ai aresim ilarly related to Ys.

To test(4.1)in the deform ed theory (4.18)we proceed in two stages. Firstconsider

generic ti such that alleigenvalues ai (2.8) are distinct. Then the IR electric theory is

a direct product ofdecoupled SQCD theories with gauge groups SU (ri) (see discussion

following (2.8)). The scale ofthe i’th SQCD theory isrelated to thatofthe high energy

theory by:

�2N c�N f = �
3ri�N f

i

2

4
Y

j6= i

(ai� aj)
2rj

3

5
1

[W 00(ai)]
ri

(4:19)
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One can think of(4.19)asfollowing from a two step process. Firstwe turn on an expec-

tation value forX s:

hX si= diag(a
r1
1 ;a

r2
2 ;� � � ;a

rk
k
) (4:20)

where a
r1
1 m eansthe eigenvalue a1 appears r1 tim es,etc. Thism akessom e vector�elds

m assive and using (4.5) we get the factor of

hQ

j6= i
(ai� aj)

2rj

i

in (4.19). Then, at a

second stage,we integrate outthe m assive adjoint�eld in the SU (ri)theory using (4.4).

Thisgivesriseto 1

[W 00(ai)]
ri
.

W e evaluateW 00(ai)using (2.8)and �nd for� i:

�
3ri�N f

i = �2N c�N f t
ri
0

Y

j6= i

(ai� aj)
ri�2r j (4:21)

Repeating thesam e argum entsforthe m agnetictheory using (4.18)we�nd:

��
3�ri�N f

i = ��2 �N c�N f �t
�ri
0

Y

j6= i

(ai� aj)
�ri�2�r j: (4:22)

At this stage we have no independent check on (4.21),(4.22) separately (although

onewillappearin thenextsection when wediscussbaryons),butm ultiplying theleftand

righthand sidesof(4.21)and (4.22)and using (4.1),(4.7)we �nd

�
3ri�N f

i
��
3�ri�N f

i = (� )N f �r i�
N f

i = (� )N f �r i
�2N f

t
N f

0

Y

j6= i

(ai� aj)
�N f (4:23)

which m eansthat

�i =
�2

t0

1
Q

j6= i
(ai� aj)

: (4:24)

Recallthat�i isde�ned through them agneticsuperpotentialin the SU (�ri)theory (com -

pare to (4.8)):

W
(i)
m ag =

1

�i

eQ iQ ieqiqi: (4:25)

The scale param eters �i can be independently calculated by the analysis described in

section 3.4. By decom posing M j, eqY
lq into their SU (ri), SU (�ri) com ponents (3.33),

(3.34)and evaluating the coe�cientof eQ iQ ieqiqi in the m agnetic superpotential(3.35)we

�nd:

1

�i
=

1

�2

k�1X

l= 0

tl

k�lX

j= 1

a
j�1

1 a
k�j�l

1 =

k�1X

l= 0

(k� l)tla
k�l�1
1 =

1

�2
W

00(ai)=
t0

�2

Y

j6= i

(ai� aj) (4:26)
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which isexactly the rightvalue (4.24). Since the m agnetic superpotential(3.35)iscom -

pletely �xed by the considerationsofsection 3,the agreem entbetween (4.24)and (4.26)

givesanothernon-trivialquantitativecheck ofduality.

W econcludethat,atleastforgenericti,thedeform ation (4.18)isconsistentwith the

scalem atching relation (4.1).Thisstillleavesthequestion ofwhetherwegeta consistent

picture when som e faig coincide,which we brie
y addressin thenextsubsection.

4.4.Deform ation ofthe X superpotential:coinciding eigenvalues.

Considerforsim plicity the specialcase discussed in section 3.4,where two ofthe ai,

say a1 and a2,coincide
13. Then instead ofk copies ofSQCD,one gets in the IR k � 2

copiesofSQCD,corresponding to a3;� � � ;ak,and onecopy ofthem odel(2.3)with k = 2.

Thediscussion ofthek� 2 SQCD vacua isexactly asin thelastsubsection.Theonly new

feature here isthediscussion ofthescale ofthe SU (r1)k = 2 m odelcorresponding to a1,

and itsdual,the SU (�r1)m odelwith k = 2 and �r1 = 2N f � r1. The scale �1 ofthatlow

energy m odelisrelated to � by:

�
2r1�N f

1 = �2N c�N f

kY

j= 3

(aj � a1)
�2r j (4:27)

by an argum entanalogousto thatfollowing (4.19).Sim ilarly:

��
2�r1�N f

1 = ��2 �N c�N f

kY

j= 3

(aj � a1)
�2�r j (4:28)

De�ning t
(l)

0 and �(l) to be the analoguesoft0,� in the low energy theory,we have

the scalem atching relation:

�
2r1�N f

1
��
2�r1�N f

1 =

�

t
(l)

0

��2N f
�

�
(l)
�2N f

(4:29)

M ultiplying (4.27)and (4.28)and using (4.1),(4.29)we�nd:

t
(l)

0

�(l)
=
t0

�

kY

j= 3

(aj � a1) (4:30)

13 The discussion can be trivially extended to the generalcase.

29



One can again perform an independent check of(4.30) by calculating t
(l)

0 ,�(l) directly.

Starting with t
(l)

0 weuse (2.8)nearx ’ a1:

W
0(x)= (x � a1)

2

kY

j= 3

(x � aj)’ t0

2

4

kY

j= 3

(a1 � aj)

3

5 (x � a1)
2 � t

(l)

0 (x � a1)
2 (4:31)

so that:

t
(l)

0 = t0

kY

j= 3

(a1 � aj): (4:32)

To get �(l) we use the decom positions (3.37), (3.38) and calculate the coe�cient of

eQ 1Q 1eq1Ys1q1 (orequivalently eQ 1X s1Q 1eq1q1).W e�nd that

t0

�2

kY

i= 1

(a1 � ai)=
t
(l)

0

(�(l))2
;or:�(l) = �: (4:33)

Com bining (4.32),(4.33)weseethat(4.30)isindeed valid and thestructureof
ows(2.7)

isconsistentwith the scalem atching relation (4.1).

5. T he m apping ofbaryons in the deform ed theory.

In section 2weproposed an exactm apping(2.20)between thebaryon operatorsin the

electricand m agnetictheories.Them appinginvolvespowersofthedim ensionfulcouplings

thatare�xed by globalsym m etriesand num ericalfactorsthatcan be�xed by consistency

with the various
ows. In thissection we willoutline the checks ofconsistency of(2.20)

with various deform ations. W e willsee that these consistency checks lead to additional

highly non-trivialchecksofduality. In particular,since � appearsin the m ap (2.20),we

willhavea m oredirectcheck on theexpressionsforthescales�i (4.21),(4.22)derived in

section 4.

There is an inherent phase am biguity in (2.20) related to the possibility ofm aking

�eld rede�nitionsin the two theoriescorresponding to globalsym m etriesofthe problem .

Perform ingabaryon num bertransform ation in them agnetictheoryintroducesan arbitrary

phase in (2.20)and an opposite phase in the relation between eB and itsdual
�eB .W e can

usethisfreedom tom akethephasesin them appingsofB and eB identical.Thisstillleaves

a sign am biguity in allourform ulae form apping ofB , eB separately,which disappearsin

the m apping ofB eB . W e willnot write explicitly these � signs,but instead leave the
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branches ofsquare roots appearing in B and eB unspeci�ed. Phase factors appearing in

the m atching ofB eB have an absolutem eaning and therefore willbe calculated.

In the�rstsubsection wewilldiscusstheconsistency of(2.20)when turningon m asses

for quarks (4.9). In the second subsection we willverify the consistency of(2.20) with

deform ationsofthe superpotentialW (X )(2.7).

5.1.The m ass
ow.

As in section 4 we add a m ass term for Q N f , eQ N f
(4.9). The electric theory now

has N f � 1 
avors. The electric baryon (2.19) splits into com ponents with the indices

ip1;jp2;� � � ;zpk taking valuesbetween 1 and N f � 1 which stay m assless,and therestthat

becom e m assive. In the m agnetic theory we deform the superpotentialby an m M 1 term

(4.11). The gauge group breaksfrom SU (�N c)to SU (�N c � k)and the num ber of
avors

decreasesby one,N f ! N f � 1.One notesthat:

1.Itfollowsfrom (4.13)that:

h
�
Y
j
q
N f
��
i= �

�
k�j

�
m �2

�s0

� j+ 1

k + 1

(5:1)

2.Allcom ponentsofthem agneticquarksq,eq and theadjoint�eld Y with colorindices

between 1 and k,aswellasqN f ,eqN f
(allcolorcom ponents)becom e m assive.

3.Duetothestructureofther.h.s.of(2.20)ifany oneorm oreoftheindicesip1;� � � ;zpk

equalsN f the corresponding m agnetic baryon (the r.h.s. of(2.20))ism assive,since

itis not possible to saturate the colorindices �� = 1;� � � ;k corresponding to broken

generatorsexceptwith m assivequarks.Thisisin agreem entwith thebehaviorofthe

electric theory (thel.h.s.of(2.20))asm entioned above.

4.Ifallindices ip1;� � � ;zpk are less than N f the r.h.s. of(2.20) does lead to m assless

baryons in the m agnetic theory. The broken color indices �� = 1;� � � ;k can now be

saturated by the expectation values ofthe Y jqN f . The only way to saturate the

broken color indices by the expectation values (5.1)isto replace in �B (2.20)one of

each group ofindices�i;� � � ;�z by theappropriateexpectation valuein (5.1).Thisleads

to the following transform ation ofther.h.s.of(2.20)underthe m ass
ow:

�
i1���in 1 ;�z1����z�n k �

j1���jn 2 ;�y1����y�n k � 1 :::�
z1���zn k ;

�i1����i�n 1 �B
�N c;N f

�i1����i�n 1 ;���;�y1����y�n k � 1
;�z1����z�n k

! (� )
k (k � 1)

2

�n1�n2 � � � �nk

�
m �2

�s0

� k

2

�
i1���in 1 ;�z1����z�n k � 1 � � � �

z1���zn k ;
�i1����i�n 1 � 1 �B

�N c�k;N f �1

�i1����i�n 1 � 1;���;�z1����z�n k � 1

(5:2)
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The factors of �ni com e from the num ber ofpossibilities ofplacing the expectation

valueam ong the �ni X
i�1 Q operators.Thephaseisdueto a certain reordering ofthe

k color indices 1;� � � ;k that is needed to bring the baryon into standard form after

sym m etry breaking. A sim ilarfactordoesnotappearin the analogousm apping for

eB .Clearly,theonly m eaningfulquantity isthephaseappearing in thetransform ation

ofB eB .

Inserting (5.2)into (2.20)we see thatallthe factorsgenerated in the breaking m ag-

ically arrange to give the form (2.20)again,with N f ! N f � 1. In particular,one notes

that �ni ! �ni � 1,and the scale absorbs the factor ofm (see (4.2)). Eq. (5.2) and the

analogousrelation following from the analysisofthe m apping (2.20)underturning on an

expectation valueforM k in theelectrictheory allow oneto determ inethedependence on

N f and N c oftheunam biguously de�ned phasein them apping relation forB eB .One�nds

thatthephase,called P in (2.20)is:

P
2 = (� )

k (k � 1)

2
N f �N c: (5:3)

Asdiscussed above,only P 2,which isa sign,ism eaningful.

5.2.The baryon m apping in the presence ofa deform ed superpotential.

W hen a generalsuperpotential(2.7) is present the gauge group breaks generically

to (2.10). Correspondingly,the baryon operator(2.19)can be expressed in term s ofthe

baryonsoftheSQCD theories(2.10).Sim ilarly,thebaryon ofthem agneticSU (�N c)theory

isdecom posable into the baryonsofthe m agnetic SQCD theories(3.2). The m apping of

baryons in the high energy theory,(2.20),should reduce in the deform ed theory to the

baryon m apping in the individualSQCD theories:

B
i1���iN c =

1

�N c!
�

1

2
(3N c�N f )��

1

2
(N f �N c)�

i1���iN c
�i1����iN f � N c �B�i1����i�N c

(5:4)

Eq.(5.4)hasthe sam esign am biguity discussed above.

The generaldiscussion ofthe reduction of(2.20)underthe deform ations(2.7)isun-

fortunately rathercom plicated.To geta 
avorofthe issuesinvolved we willdiscusshere

the specialcase ofa theory with a cubic superpotential(k = 2 in (2.7));furtherm ore,

we willonly discuss the specialbaryonswith n1 = N f,n2 = N c � Nf (see (2.19)). The

m ain reason forconsidering these baryonsisthatthey are dualby (2.20)to the sim plest

m agnetic baryons,those with �n1 = 2N f � Nc = �N c and �n2 = 0. Using (2.20) and the
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phaseP found in theprevioussubsection weexpectforthesebaryonsthefollowing duality

m apping:

B
j1���jn 2 �

1

N f!
�i1���iN f

�
� 1���� N f

;�1����N c� N f Q
i1
� 1
� � � Q

iN f

� N f
(X Q )

j1
�1
� � � (X Q )

jn 2
�n 2

=

P

�N c!
�s
N f

0 �
� �N c�2N c�N f �

j1���jn 2 ;
�i1����iN f � n 2 ��� 1����� �N c

q
�� 1

�i1
� � � q

�� �N c

�i�N c

(5:5)

W e willcheck the validity of(5.5) when a generalsuperpotentialW (X ) = s0
3
TrX 3 +

s1
2
TrX 2 isintroduced. In thisparticularcase W hastwo criticalpointsa1,a2,and the

electricand m agneticcolorgroupsarebroken asin (2.10),(3.2)to:SU (r1)� SU (r2)� U (1)

and SU (�r1)� SU (�r2)� U (1)respectively.Theconsistencycheck of(5.5)involvescom paring

two paths:

1.Decom poseB j1���jn 2 in term softheelectricbaryonsofSQCD and then usetheSQCD

m apping (5.4)to obtain an expression in term softhe m agneticSQCD baryons.

2.Use (5.5)�rst,and then decom pose the m agnetic baryon into the SQCD baryonsof

the broken theory.

Clearly,thetwo expressionsobtained thisway should coincideforagreem entwith duality.

The electricbaryon decom posesafterthebreaking as:

B
j1���jn 2 =

1

N f!

r1X

s= 0

(� )(N f �s)(r 1�s) a
r�s
1 a

N f �N c�(r 1�s)

2

�
N f

s

��
N f � Nc

r1 � s

�

�i1���iN f

�
� 1���� r1 Q

i1
1;� 1

� � � Q
is
1;� s

Q
j1
1;� s+ 1

� � � Q
jr1 � s

1;� r1

�
�1����r2 Q

is+ 1

2;�1
� � � Q

iN f

2;�N f � s
Q
jr1 � s+ 1

2;�N f � s+ 1
� � � Q

jn 2
2;�r2

(5:6)

Q 1,Q 2 here are the SQCD quarksde�ned in section 3.5. The non-trivialphasesare due

to the rearrangem entofthe � sym bolofSU (Nc)in the ordercorresponding to a product

of� sym bolsofSU (r1)� SU (r2).Nextwe replace the electric SQCD baryonsin (5.6)by

theirm agneticcounterparts,using (5.4):

�
� 1���� r1 Q

i1
1;� 1

� � � Q
is
1;� s

Q
j1
1;� s+ 1

� � � Q
jr1 � s

1;� r1

=

�
i1���isj1���jr1 � s

�i1����iN f � r1 �B
(1)

�i1����iN f � r1

1

(N f � r1)!
�

1

2
(3r1�N f )

1 ��
1

2
(N f �r 1)

1

(5:7)

and an analogous relation for the baryon constructed out of Q 2. The scales �i, and

the param eters �i are given by (4.21),(4.22). Another s dependent phase (in addition

to that in (5.6)) appears from the rearrangem ent ofthe 
avor indices in the various �
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tensors.Aftersum m ingoverthei
avorindicesthesum overscan beperform ed producing

(a1 � a2)
N f �N c.Putting allthefactorstogetherwe obtain:

B
j1���jn 2 = (� )N f �N c

N f!

(N f � r1)!(N f � r2)!
�s
N f

0 �
� �N c�2N c�N f

�
j1���jn 2 ;

�j1����jN f � r1
;�l1����lN f � r2 �B

(1)

�j1����jN f � r1

�B
(2)

�l1����lN f � r2

(5:8)

Itisstraightforward to see thatthe sam e resultforB j1���jn 2 isobtained by decom posing

the r.h.s.ofeq.(5.5)into baryonsofSU (�r1)and SU (�r2).

6. Exam ples.

In this section we willstudy som e ofthe consequences ofthe generalphenom ena

discussed in previoussectionsin som e particularcases.

6.1.The case k = 2.

W e startwith the generalcubic superpotential,(2.7)with k = 2. The only coupling

thatexistsin thiscase iss1.Forgeneric s1,

W =
s0

3
TrX 3 +

s1

2
TrX 2 (6:1)

W has two criticalpoints,c1,c2. Vacua are labeled by integers r1,r2 corresponding to

placing r1 ofthe eigenvaluesin the �rstcriticalpoint,and the rem aining r2 = N c � r1 in

the second one.Forr1 6= 0;N c thegauge group breaksto (com pare to (2.10)):

SU (N c)! SU (r1)� SU (r2)� U (1): (6:2)

Eq.(2.8)and the tracelessnesscondition can bereplaced by thetwo linearequations

c1 + c2 = �
s1

s0

r1c1 + r2c2 =0

(6:3)

with solution

c1 =
s1

s0

r2

r1 � r2

c2 =
s1

s0

r1

r2 � r1

(6:4)
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The chiralring is generated by TrX 2,whose expectation value in a vacuum with

m ultiplicities(r1;r2)is:

hTrX 2i= r1c
2
1 + r2c

2
2 = N c

�
s1

2s0

� 2 �
N 2
c

(r1 � r2)
2
� 1

�

(6:5)

Sim ilarly,in the m agnetictheory:

�c1 =
�s1

�s0

�r2

�r1 � �r2

�c2 =
�s1

�s0

�r1

�r2 � �r1

(6:6)

and

hTrY 2i= �r1�c
2
1 + �r2�c

2
2 =

�N c

�
�s1

2�s0

� 2 � �N 2
c

(�r1 � �r2)
2
� 1

�

(6:7)

Com paring to (3.11)weseethatto m atch ther dependentterm sin hTrX 2iand hTrY 2i

we should choose

�s1 = s1
N c

�N c

(6:8)

which isa specialcase of(3.19).Com paring the constantterm sof(6.5),(6.7)then leads

to

�(s)=
N c

24

s31

s20

�
N 2
c

�N 2
c

� 1

�

(6:9)

Eq. (6.9) is a specialcase of(3.31). The operator relation (3.11) takes in this case the

form :

TrX 2 =
N c

�N c

TrY 2 +
N c

4

s21

s20

�
N 2
c

�N 2
c

� 1

�

: (6:10)

which should be com pared to (3.30).There are two thingsto notehere:

1.Consideringthedeform ed theory with s1 6= 0allowsonetouniquely determ inethenu-

m ericalcoe�cientsin theoperatorm apping (3.11)including thenum ericalconstants

fj (2.21)which arede�ned in thetheory with s1 = 0.

2.W hile ci (6.4)and �ci (6.6)depend on ri,they satisfy a sim ple linearrelation

�ci = ci+
s1N f

s0
�N c

: (6:11)

Thislinearrelation isa specialcase of(3.27).

Foreven N c weencounterherean exam pleofan interestinggeneralphenom enon which

occurswheneverN c and k arenotrelatively prim e.Thesolution fortheeigenvaluesc1 and
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c2 (6.4)issingularwhen r1 = r2 = N c=2 and s1 6= 0 and thereforethesevacua areabsent.

On the otherhand,fors1 = 0 the valuesofc1 and c2 seem to be am biguous. Indeed,in

thiscase the superpotentialhasa 
atdirection with hX i= diag(c;:::;c;� c;:::;� c)(up to

gaugetransform ations).Thephysicsalongthis
atdirection isexactlythatofthe\m issing

vacuum " with r1 = r2 = N c=2. The adjoint �eld is m assive and the gauge sym m etry is

broken:SU (N c)! [SU (N c=2)]
2
� U (1).Theonly di�erenceisthatthem assoftheadjoint

�eld and thescalesofthetwo SQCD theoriesdepend on theHiggsparam etercinstead of

s1.

How does the chiralring look in this case? The only chiraloperator in the electric

theory thatcan bewritten in term sofX aloneusingtheequation ofm otion (2.4)isTrX 2.

The electric characteristic polynom ialgives rise to a relation for X thatdepends on the

parity ofN c.Forodd N c thisrelation takestheform :

(TrX 2)
N c+ 1

2 + b1(TrX
2)

N c� 1

2 + � � � + bNc� 1

2

(TrX 2)= 0 (6:12)

where bl are easily calculable coe�cientswhich depend on s 1=s0. W hen s1 = 0 allbl go

to zero,and therelation is(TrX 2)
N c+ 1

2 = 0 in agreem entwith thefactthatm odulispace

is in this case a point (setting M j = 0 as usual). For generic s1 (6.12) has (N c + 1)=2

solutionsin one to one correspondence with the m odulispace (6.5).

Foreven N c therelation following from the characteristicpolynom ialis

s1

�

(TrX 2)
N c
2 + b1(TrX

2)
N c� 2

2 + � � � + bNc
2

(TrX 2)

�

= 0: (6:13)

Fornon zero s1 there are N c=2 solutionsin one to one correspondence with the solutions

of(6.5). In particular,the solution with r1 = r2 which issingulardoes notappear. For

s1 = 0 the characteristic polynom ial(6.13)doesnotprovide any constraintson TrX 2,in

agreem entwith the presence ofthe 
atdirection described above.

Quantum m echanically,we have learned thatone needs to add to (6.12)(or(6.13))

another relation which is obtained from the characteristic polynom ialof the m agnetic

theory using the operatorm ap (6.10). Forodd N c, �N c = 2N f � Nc isodd too,and one

�ndsa relation

(TrY 2)
�N c+ 1

2 + b1(TrY
2)

�N c� 1

2 + � � � + b�N c� 1

2

(TrY 2)= 0 (6:14)

There aretwo casesto discuss:
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1.N c > N f > �N c. In this case the electric theory is m ore strongly coupled than the

m agneticone.Therelation (6.14)isnon trivialin theelectricchiralring,reducing the

num berofdistinctvacua from (N c+ 1)=2 to (�N c+ 1)=2.Thisisin perfectagreem ent

with the counting ofvacua (6.5)which satisfy r1;r2 � Nf. The expectation values

calculated from (6.14)agreewith (6.5)fortheappropriate vacua.

2. �N c > N f > N c. The electric theory ism ore weakly coupled than the m agnetic one.

The relation (6.14) is satis�ed on allelectric vacua satisfying the classicalrelation

(6.12)and therefore theelectric m odulispace isnotm odi�ed quantum m echanically.

Thisisin agreem entwith weak coupling intuition in theelectric theory.

6.2.The case �N c = kN f � Nc = 1.

Fork = 1 (SQCD with N c colorsand N f = N c + 1 
avors)the theory is known to

con�ne [7]. The low energy degrees offreedom are the m esons M i

ej
and baryons B i, eB

ej.

Theclassicalconstraintrelating these�eldsislifted quantum m echanically and isreplaced

by the superpotential:

W =
1

�2N f �3

�

B iM
i

ej
eB
ej � detM

�

: (6:15)

Thispicture,which isdue to strong coupling e�ectsin the electric theory,ism uch m ore

sim ply understood in the weakly coupled dualm agnetic theory [6]. The m esons are the

gauge singlets that appear in the dual. The baryons B i, eBej are proportionalto the

m agneticquarksqi,eq
j.The�rstterm in thesuperpotential(6.15)isthetreelevelm agnetic

superpotential (see e.g.(4.8)). The last term (proportionalto detM ) is due to non-

perturbativeinstanton e�ectsthatarisein theprocessofcom pletebreakingofthem agnetic

gaugegroup.

For k > 1 we are in a position to use duality to m ake predictions. The operators

generating the classicalchiralring ofthe SU (kN f � 1)gauge theory (2.3)are M j (1.3),

TrX j,j= 2;� � � ;k,and the baryons(2.19),

B
(1)

i = Q N f �1 (X Q )N f � � � (Xk�1
Q )N f

B
(2)

i = Q N f (X Q )N f �1 � � � (Xk�1
Q )N f

� � � � � �

B
(k)

i = Q N f (X Q )N f � � � (Xk�1
Q )N f �1

(6:16)

with i = 1;� � � ;Nf, as wellas antibaryons eB (j). However, unlike the case k = 1, a

long distance description which includesallthese �eldsdoesnotsatisfy ‘tHooftanom aly
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m atching.Duality suggestsanothersolution to the problem .The only independent�elds

in a m acroscopicdescription ofthetheory areM j and B
(k), eB (k).ThebaryonsB (k), eB (k)

which we willdenote by B , eB in this subsection,are m apped by duality (2.20) to the

m agneticquarks.Theothergeneratorsofthechiralring eithervanish orcan beexpressed

in term sofM j,B and eB .Forexam ple,from (3.39)wededuce that:

1

k+ 1� i
TrX k+ 1�i = �eB M k�i B +

@�s

@ti
: (6:17)

where � = � (� )
k (k � 1)

2
N f s

�N c�1

0 �1�(2k�1)N c. Clearly the chiralring at long distances is

drastically m odi�ed from itsclassicalstructure. The superpotentialofthe theory can be

read o� (1.4):

W = s0�eB M kB (6:18)

Asacheck notethattheauxiliaryscale�presentin (1.4)disappearsin theelectricvariables

M ,B , eB . The m eson �elds M 1,M 2,� � � ,Mk�1 do notappearin the superpotential. In

generalone expects additionaldangerously irrelevant term s in the superpotential(6.18)

which do depend on allM j and whosee�ectwould beto liftsom e
atdirectionsand break

som e accidentalsym m etries.W e have notanalyzed these term sin detail.

The theory hasratherdi�erentdescriptionsatshortdistances,where itisdescribed

in term s ofgauge �elds W �,and quarksQ ,X ,and long distances where the quarksare

con�ned and the appropriate degrees offreedom are the m esons M j and baryons B , eB .

It is naturalto ask what is the long distance,m acroscopic description ofdeform ing the

superpotentialW by thesi,asin (2.7).The operatorm ap (6.17)and deform ed m agnetic

superpotential(3.35)with Y set to 0,tellus that in term s ofthe low energy degrees of

freedom the structure isalwaysessentially the sam e.The superpotentialis

W = �eB

 
k�1X

l= 0

tlM k�l

!

B (6:19)

The com bination ofm esons in brackets couples to the baryon �eld,and the other k � 1

com binationsofgeneralized m esonsrem ain free.

This is in agreem ent with the m icroscopic picture, according to which turning on

a generic superpotential(2.7) leads to the appearance ofk distinct criticalpoints ai as

described above.Butbecause N c =
P

i
ri = kN f � 1,there isa unique vacuum ;we m ust

assign N f � 1eigenvaluestooneofthecriticalpoints(e.g.r1 = N f � 1)and Nf eigenvalues

to each ofthe rem aining k � 1 (ri = N f fori� 2). Thus,a m icroscopic physicistwould
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expectto seeatlow energiesa setofalm ostdecoupled SQCD theories,k� 1 with Nc = N f

and one with N c = N f � 1,coupled by irrelevant interactions. According to [7],in the

presentcontext(rem em bering thegauged U (1)k�1 { see(2.10)),each ofthetheorieswith

N f = N c givesrise to a free m eson �eld,whereasthe factorwith N f = N c + 1 givesrise

to a m eson and baryon coupled via the superpotential(6.15).

The com bination ofm esons in brackets in eq. (6.19) corresponds to the m eson of

the SQCD with N f = N c + 1. The baryonsB , eB correspond to the appropriate baryons

ofthat theory. The other k � 1 com binations ofgeneralized m esons give the k � 1 free

m esonsneeded forthe theorieswith N f = N c. Com paring to (6.15)we learn that(6.19)

ism issing a term proportionalto det(
P

l
tlM k�l )which isallowed by sym m etriesand can

therefore appearm uch like in SQCD in the processofcom pletely breaking the m agnetic

gauge group. Itscoe�cientin the superpotentialisconstrained by the sym m etriesto be

a polynom ialofthe form tk�1 + � � � + t
k�1
1 . W e leave the detailed understanding ofthis

term forfuture work.

Itisnotdi�culttorepeattheanalysisaboveforthecasewhen them icroscopictheory

isdeform ed by (2.7)with si �ne tuned such thatsom e ofthe criticalpointsai coincide.

In fact,by requiring theconsistency oftheresulting superpotentialwith allfsig deform a-

tionsputsextrem ely strong constraintson thecorrectionsto thesuperpotential(6.19)and

probably (over-)determ inesit.Itwould beinteresting to �nd thissuperpotential.

6.3.The case �N c = kN f � Nc = 2.

The theory with N c = kN f � 2 isthesim plesttheory with a non-Abelian dualgauge

group { SU (2). Consider �rst the case k = 2. The electric theory has gauge group

G = SU (2N f � 2)and superpotential:

W =
s0

3
TrX 3

: (6:20)

The m agneticone hasgauge group SU (2)and:

W m ag =
s0

�2
(M 1eqY q+ M 2eqq): (6:21)

Them agnetictheory hasno superpotentialforY (setting other�eldsto theirexpectation

values).Thus,there isa 
atdirection corresponding to

hY i= a

�
1 0

0 � 1

�

: (6:22)
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Along itthe gaugegroup isbroken:SU (2)! U (1).Y ism assive exceptforone m assless

�eld,TrY 2,param etrizing sm all
uctuationsofthe expectation valuea.

Rem arkably,the electric theory also hasa 
atdirection,since N c (which iseven)is

divisibleby k (= 2).This
atdirection,which wasdiscussed in 6.1 isdescribed by:

hX i= diag
�
b
N f �1 ;(� b)N f �1

�
: (6:23)

Ittoo breaksthe(electric)gauge sym m etry:

SU (2N f � 2)! SU (Nf � 1)� SU (Nf � 1)� U (1): (6:24)

X ism assive except forone m assless �eld,TrX 2,param etrizing sm all
uctuations ofb.

The non-Abelian dynam icsin (6.24)isSQCD with N f = N c + 1. W e expecttwo setsof

m esons and baryons coupled by the superpotential(6.15). Substituting (6.22) in (6.21)

we indeed �nd the required structure. Linear com binations ofthe two m eson �elds M 1,

M 2 couple to the two com ponentsofq;eq which serve asbaryons.The couplingslook like

the �rst term in (6.15). W e are again not analyzing the detM term s due to instantons

thatm ustbeadded to them agneticsuperpotential(6.21)in theweakly coupled m agnetic

theory.TheU (1)dynam icsalso agreesand them assless�eld TrX 2 correspondsto TrY 2

com pleting the duality m ap.

Attheorigin (a = b= 0in (6.22),(6.23))we�nd astrongly coupled dualoftheSU (2)

theory with W = 0.

Foreven k > 2thestructureissim ilarbutricher.Theory spacehasm any com ponents

depending on thenum berofdistinctcriticalpoints.Consider,forexam ple,thecasewhen

allk criticalpointsaredistinct.Sincewewantthem agneticsuperpotentialforY tovanish

we add only odd powers ofX to the electric superpotential(2.7) (i.e.alls2l+ 1 vanish).

Therefore, the criticalpoints appear in pairs,� a1,� a2,� � � ,� ak

2

. There is a unique

vacuum with

SU (kN f � 2)! [SU (Nf � 1)]
2
� [SU (Nf)]

k�2
: (6:25)

The m agneticSU (2)gaugetheory iscoupled to k singlet�eldsM j,j= 1;� � � ;k and

W m ag =

kX

j= 1

M jeqY
k�j

q:

There isstilla 
atdirection (6.22),along which k � 2 com binationsofM j do notcouple

(in the IR at the origin ofm odulispace hM ji = 0),while two com bine as before with
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q;eq ! B ;eB to give the right structure for two SQCD theories with N f = N c + 1. The

non-renorm alizablepartofthesuperpotentialagain rem ainsto beanalyzed.Itisnothard

to repeat these considerations for the case when som e eigenvalues ai coincide. W e leave

the detailsto the reader.

Itisappropriateto end thissection by returning to the truncation ofthe chiralring,

and explain why thequantum chiralring issm allerthan theclassicalone.In theexam ple

discussed here,in the quantum chiralring there arerelations:

TrX 2n+ 1 = const; TrX 2n = F (TrX 2) (6:26)

which areabsentclassically.

Consider �rst the classicaltheory where as usualwe deform W (2.7)to resolve the

singularity.Oneway ofseeing thatTrX j,j= 2;� � � ;k areallindependentclassically isto

notethatthetheory with genericfsig (2.7)hasm any classicalvacua in which hTrX
jiare

alldi�erent. There are no relationsam ong the hTrX jithathold uniform ly in allvacua.

The key point is that as discussed previously m any ofthe classicalvacua are unstable

and disappear in the quantum theory,due to the N f � Nc constraintin the low energy

SQCD theories (see section 2). As we saw, in the case N c = kN f � 2 analyzed here

m ostofthe vacua disappear,leaving behind a unique vacuum (forgeneric si). Relations

am ong the operatorsneed to hold only in the quantum vacua,and therefore m any m ore

exist in generalquantum m echanically than classically. One can easily convince oneself

thatthe relations(6.26)in particularare valid in allthe vacua thatare stable quantum

m echanically and break down in vacua thatareunstable.Thereforethey only existin the

quantum theory and notin theclassicalone.

7. C om m ents on the theory w ithout a superpotential

TheSU (N c)theory with an adjointX ,N f fundam entalsQ and N f anti-fundam entals

eQ withoutatreelevelsuperpotentialisvery interesting.Unfortunately,ourunderstanding

ofthistheory isvery lim ited.In theprevioussectionswefollowed [8,9]and added thetree

levelsuperpotential 1

k+ 1
s0X

k+ 1 to sim plify the analysis.In thissection we willpointout

a few observationsaboutthetheory withoutthe superpotential(s0 = 0).
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7.1.The m odulispace

No dynam ically generated superpotentialcan liftthe classical
atdirections. To see

that,note that at a generic point in the m odulispace the gauge group is broken to an

Abelian subgroup (orcom pletelybroken).Therefore,instanton m ethodsshould bereliable.

Repeating theanalysisof[15],itiseasy to seethatinstantonshavetoo m any ferm ion zero

m odes to generate a superpotential. Therefore,no superpotentialcan be generated and

the theory has a m odulispace ofstable vacua for any N f. The sam e conclusion can be

reached by exam ining the sym m etriesand the way they restricta dynam ically generated

superpotential.

Furtherm ore,the perturbations ofthis theory by various tree levelsuperpotentials

(see below)relate itto other theories where the m odulispace isunderstood. This leads

to furtherconstraintson the quantum m odulispace and itssingularities.The conclusion

isthatthe quantum m odulispace isidenticalto the classicalone. The only singularities

are at points where classically the unbroken gauge sym m etry is enhanced. The m ost

singularpointisatthe origin.Thisdoesnotm ean thatthephysicalinterpretation ofthe

singularitiesin the quantum theory isasin the classicaltheory.

7.2.The non-Abelian Coulom b phase N f<� 2N c

W hen N f<� 2N c a sim ple two loop calculation sim ilar to that in [17]reveals a non-

trivial�xed pointofthebeta function.Thiscalculation can bejusti�ed rigorously atlarge

N c. Therefore,the origin isin a non-Abelian Coulom b phase. The physicsatthatpoint

is sim ilar to the physics seen in perturbation theory,describing interacting quarks and

gluons.

Thedim ensionsofthechiraloperatorsareconstrained by thesuperconform alalgebra

to satisfy D = 3

2
R where R isthe charge ofthe U (1)R sym m etry in the superconform al

algebra. In sim pler exam ples this U (1)R sym m etry is easily identi�ed [6]. In our case,

it is am biguous. Anom aly freedom constrains the R charge ofQ and eQ ,B f and the R

charge ofX ,B a to satisfy (2.2) N fB f + N cB a = N f. For � =
2N c�N f

2N c
� 1 the �xed

pointisvisible in perturbation theory with the conclusion B a =
2

3
(1� �

N
2

c

2N 2
c �1

+ O (�2));

B f =
2

3
(1� �

2

N
2

c �1

2N 2
c �1

+ O (�2)).

AsN f isreduced,the�xed pointbecom esm orestrongly coupled and thedim ensions

oftheoperatorsbecom esm aller.Sincethedim ensionsofthethespin zero �eldscannotbe

sm allerthan one[20],atsom epointthisdescription m ustbem odi�ed.W ewould expect,
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by analogy with [6],thatthese �eldsbecom e free and decouple. Then,the U (1)R in the

superconform alalgebra is an accidentalsym m etry which assigns R = 2

3
to these �elds.

Thisobservation m ightsuggestthatalluj = TrX j with j= 2;:::;N c should be included

aselem entary �eldsin a dualdescription.

7.3.The con�ning phase superpotential

A usefultoolin analyzing the dynam ics ofsupersym m etric theoriesisthe con�ning

phasesuperpotential.Itisobtained bycouplingthegeneratorsofthechiralringtoexternal

sourcesand com puting the e�ective action forthese sources.Upon a Legendre transform

this leads to an e�ective action for these com posites which gives a good description of

the con�ning phase ofthe theory [21,2]. This procedure was used in [21]to study the

N c = 2,N f = 1 theory.The authorsof[22]studied the N c = 2 problem forlargervalues

ofN f and gavepartialanswersforlargerN c.The m asslessm odesatthe generic pointin

them odulispaceaream ong these �eldsand thereforethise�ectivesuperpotentialgivesa

good description ofthe theory on the m odulispace. The e�ective superpotentialderived

this way exhibits a singularity at the origin for every value ofN c and N f. This m eans

that at the origin m ore degrees offreedom are needed. This fact is in accord with our

interpretation oftheorigin asbeing in a non-Abelian Coulom b phase.However,we could

not�nd a usefuldescription ofthe theory attheorigin which givesrise to the singularity

in these e�ective superpotentials.

7.4.The Coulom b phase

The theory with a tree levelsuperpotential�eii
eQeiX Q i = Tr�M 2 can be analyzed

easily. For�eii = �eii the theory becom es N = 2 supersym m etric. This theory for N c = 2

wasanalyzed in [5]and forlargervaluesofN c in [23-25].The m odulispace ofthetheory

has a Coulom b branch which has only m assless photons at generic points. At special

singularpointson them odulispacetherearem orem asslessparticles:m asslessm onopoles,

m asslessdyons,m asslessgluonsand quarks,and even pointswith interacting non-trivial

N = 2 superconform al�eld theories[26,27].M orequantitatively,thisbranch ofthetheory

is described in term s ofa hyperelliptic curve. The characteristic scale on this Coulom b

branch isthe only dim ensionfulparam eterin the theory � which appearsasa param eter

in the curve.

Itiseasy to extend thecurveaway from thisN = 2 theory;i.e.forarbitrary valuesof

�eii 6= �eii.Asin [21,22,23]using the sym m etriesofthe theory,thisisachieved by replacing
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every factor of�2N c�N f in the curve by (det�)� 2N c�N f . Therefore,as � ! 0,allthe

featureson theCoulom b branch approach theorigin (m oreprecisely,they approach points

where classically there is an unbroken non-Abelian gauge sym m etry). Conversely, by

turningon �thesingularityattheorigin splitstoseveralsingularitieswith variousm assless

particles. Since these particles are not alllocalwith respect to one another,there is no

localLagrangian which includes allofthem . Therefore,it is im possible to write a local

�eld theory which describesthedeform ation by � alongtheentireCoulom b branch in weak

coupling.

A sim ilar situation was encountered in SO (N c) gauge theories [19,28]. There the

theoryattheoriginwasgiven severaldi�erentdualdescriptions.Each gaveaweakcoupling

description ofanotherdeform ation oranotherregion ofthe m odulispace.An attem ptto

im itatethisprocedureherewillnecessarily lead to a very largenum berofdualtheoriesto

describe the di�erentphenom ena in the Coulom b branch.

7.5.Deform ation by a superpotential
s0
k+ 1

TrX k+ 1

Thisisthetheory westudied in thispaper.Rem oving thisperturbation by letting s0

go to zero isa singularoperation asitchangesthe asym ptotic behaviorofthe potential.

This can also be seen from the m atching equation �2N c�N f ��2 �N c�N f =

�
�

s0

�2N f

which

becom es singular as s0 goes to zero. Alternatively, we m ight attem pt to rem ove this

perturbation by letting k go to in�nity.

As k becom es large,the operator TrX k+ 1 becom es irrelevant at the long distance

theory attheorigin and thereforeitdoesnota�ectthedynam ics.Aswenoted above,this

operatorisdangerously irrelevantand cannotbe ignored. However,ask goesto in�nity

the potentialitleadsto becom esvery 
atand itisitreasonable thatthe theory without

a superpotentialisachieved.

For large k the dualgauge group SU (�N c = kN f � Nc) becom es large. This theory

is strongly coupled and therefore one m ight think that it does not lead to a usefuldual

description.However,aswesaw in theprevioussections,thistheory givesaweak coupling

description ofsom eofthedeform ations.Therefore,ifthereisauniquegood dualtheory at

the origin,itshould include thisSU (�N c)forarbitrarily large �N c.Such an SU (1 )theory

is expected to behave like a string theory. Therefore,we m ight speculate that the dual

theory attheorigin isnota �eld theory buta string theory.Perhaps,ifthisisindeed the

case,there willnotbe a need fora largenum berofdualdescriptionsassuggested by the

structure oftheCoulom b phase.
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A ppendix A .D angerously irrelevant operators

A quantum �eld theoristm ightwonderaboutthepresence ofhigh orderpolynom ials

such as(2.3)in thesuperpotential.Thesearenon-renorm alizableinteractionswhich seem

irrelevant for the long distance behavior ofthe theory. How is it then that they a�ect

the physicalresults? In order to answer this question we should review the notion ofa

dangerously irrelevant(DI)operatorin thetheory oftherenorm alization group.

Considerdeform ationsofa �xed pointoftherenorm alization group by relevantoper-

atorsoralong 
atdirectionsofthe potential. Itm ightbe thatan irrelevantoperatorat

theoriginal�xed pointbecom esrelevantafterthedeform ation.Such an operatoriscalled

dangerously irrelevant;ignoring itspresence willlead to incorrectresults.

An exam ple ofa dangerously irrelevant operator is the gauge super�eld W �W
� in

a non asym ptotically free gauge theory (forde�niteness one m ay think ofsupersym m et-

ric QCD with quarks in the fundam entalrepresentation ofthe gauge group). In such a

situation the gauge coupling 
owsto zero atlong distance;hence the operatorW �W
� is

irrelevant.Nevertheless,itisclearly im portanttokeep thegaugecouplingwhen describing

thelong distancebehaviorofgaugetheories.If,forexam ple,weturn on quark m asses,the

num ber oflight quarks m ay fallbelow the asym ptotic freedom bound and therefore the

gaugecoupling becom esrelevant.Thus,W 2
� isrelevantin partoftheory space and irrele-

vantin otherparts.W hen itisirrelevantitisreferred to asbeing dangerously irrelevant.

The operator TrX k+ 1 behaves in a very sim ilar way. At the gaussian (UV) �xed

point it has (for k > 2) dim ension larger than three. However,ifwe turn on the gauge

coupling g,TrX k+ 1 developsforsu�ciently sm allN f an anom alousdim ension which can

m akeitrelevant.Hence,whilethisoperatorisirrelevantnearthegaussian UV �xed point,

ittoo isa dangerously irrelevantoperator.
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Actually,TrX k+ 1 isdangerously irrelevanteven withoutthegaugecoupling.W hileit

isirrelevantwhen expanding around thetrivial,X = 0 vacuum ,itisclearly relevantwhen

expandingaround anynon-zeroX .Thus,thepresenceofthesuperpotential(2.3)liftssom e

ofthe 
atdirectionsofthe originaltheory;also,turning on a polynom ialsuperpotential

(1.1) one �nds m any m inim a at non vanishing X ,where clearly allpowers up to and

including TrX k+ 1 are relevant. Therefore,at the origin TrX k+ 1 is a DI operator and

cannotbeignored.

A ppendix B .P roperties ofsym m etric polynom ials.

Considera polynom ialoforderk+ 1,

W (x)=

kX

i= 0

1

k+ 1� i
six

k+ 1�i (B.1)

The k rootsofW 0(x),ai (i= 1;� � � k)satisfy:

W
0=

kX

i= 0

six
k�i � s0

kY

i= 1

(x � ai) (B.2)

where fslg and faig arerelated by:

sl= (� )ls0

X

i1< i2< ���< il

ai1ai2 � � � ail (B.3)

Itisalso naturalto de�ne the objects:

ul�

kX

i= 1

a
l
i (B.4)

which satisfy the recursion relation:

lsl+

lX

i= 1

sl�i ui = 0; l= 1;2;3;� � � (B.5)

Eq.(B.5)can be thoughtofasdeterm ining ul in term soffsm g with m � l.Forthe few

lowestcaseswehave:

u1 = �
s1

s0

u2 =

�
s1

s0

� 2

� 2

�
s2

s0

�

u3 = 3
s2

s0

s1

s0
�

�
s1

s0

� 3

� 3
s3

s0

(B.6)
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etc.In thetext(section 3)we used a rem arkable property oftheu’s:

@

@sj

uj+ l

j+ l
=

@

@si

ui+ l

i+ l
(B.7)

Forallj;l.In otherwords,duality requiresthat @

@sj

uj+ l

j+ l
should beindependentofj.The

proofofthisstatem entrelieson thefollowingrepresentation oftherecursion relation (B.5):

X

n

tn

n
un = ln

 

1+
X

i

sit
i

!

(B.8)

Di�erentiating (B.8)w.r.t.som esj we �nd:

X

n

tn�j

n

@

@sj
un =

1

1+
P

i
sit

i
(B.9)

which m akes the fact that @

@sj
un=n depends only on n � j and not on n,j separately

m anifest.
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