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W e study In detail the space of perturbations of a pair of dualN = 1 supersymm etric
theories based on an SU (N .) gauge theory with an adpint X and fundam entals w ith a
superpotentialwhich ispolynom ialin X . The equivalence between them depends on non-
trivial facts about polynom ialequations, ie. singularity theory. T he classical chiralrings of
the two theories are di erent. Q uantum m echanically there are new relations In the chiral
rings which ensure their equivalence. D uality interchanges \trivial" classical relations in
one theory w ith quantum relations in the other and vice versa. W e also speculate about
the behavior of the theory w ithout the superpotential.
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1. Introduction and Sum m ary.

T he recent progress in the understanding of the dynam ics of supersym m etric theories
(for recent review s and an extensive list of references see [I|,2]) uncovered the crucial role
played by electricm agnetic duality [3] in understanding the strong coupling dynam ics. In
scale invariant theories like the N = 4 4] and nite N = 2 theories B duality provides
two di erent descriptions of the sam e physical system that are equivalent at all distance
scales. In asym ptotically free theories the underlying degrees of freedom are visble at
short distance and therefore the existence of di erent descriptions that are equivalent at
all scales (exact duality) is in possible. N evertheless, duality m ay be generalized to such
theordes [§], relating di erent quantum eld theories w ith the sam e Jong distance behavior.
W hen this long distance behavior is described by a non-trivial superconform al quantum

eld theory the dual theories are In the sam e universality class { they ow to the same
xed point of the renomm alization group. W hen one of these theories is nfra—red free it
gives a sin ple description of the long distance physics of its strongly coupled dual.

N o proof of this duality is known but there is a lot of evidence supporting it. T here
are three kinds of independent tests:

1. The two dual theories have the sam e global sym m etries and the 't Hooft anom aly
m atching conditions for these sym m etries are satis ed.

2. The two theories have the sam e m oduli space of vacua. T hese are obtained by giving
expectation values to the st com ponents of chiral super elds.

3. The equivalence is preserved under deform ations of the theories by the F -com ponents
of chiral operators. In particularthe m odulispaces and chiralrings agree as a function
of these deform ations.

Tt is in portant to stress that In every one ofthese tests the classical theories are di er—
ent and only the quantum theoriesbecom e equivalent. T here is also a crucialdi erence in
the physical interpretation of the deform ations of the tw o theordes along the m oduli space
and by the chiral operators. O ffen, when one theory is H iggsed and becom es weaker, is
dual is con ning and becom es stronger. This is one of the reasons for interpreting the
relation between these theordes as electricm agnetic duality.

The last two tests above are closely related. The rings of chiral operators can be
thought of as functions on the m oduli space M (. Hence, one m ight think that test two
above In plies test three. However, such a relation is not always sin ple. W hen there are
points on the m oduli space w ith extra m assless particles the situation is m ore involved.



Then them odulispace M ¢ is constrained also by the equations ofm otion ofthese particles.
A s one adds sources to the theory proportional to F -com ponents of chiral operators, the
expectation values of the chiral elds can move away from M o. The simplest way to
describe the situation in such a case is to use an enlarged eld space M which includes
all the elds (including those m assive elds which becom e m assless at special points)
and to write a superpotential on M . Then, the equations of m otion derived from the
superpotential lead to relations in the ring. T hese relations depend on the param eters in
the theory { the sources.

In previously studied exam plesthe structure ofthe chiral ring w as relatively sin ple. In
particular it was determm ined to a large extent by the sym m etries. In general, the structure
ofthe chiral ring can be quite involved. O ne m ay describe the ring In tem s of generators
satisfying certain relations. The relations in the classical chiral ring are consequences of
the com posite nature of the gauge invariant chiraloperators . Q uantum m echanically these
relations can be m odi ed f}]. W e will see that it m ay also happen that new relations in
the chiral ring appear quantum m echanically. T hen, the classical chiral ring is truncated,
in som e cases rather dram atically.

T he purpose of this paper is to study som e qualitative and quantitative features of
the duality of {§] in a class of exam ples that exhibit the phenom ena m entioned above and
a rich duality structure which helps in analyzing them . In the rest of this section we
w i1l describe the m odels we w ill study and state the m ain results. D erivations and m any
additional details appear In subsequent sections.

1.1. Themodels

T he elctric theory
Considera G = SU (N.) gauge theory w ith an adpint eld X and N ¢ quarksQ* and
@e (1;8= 1; 5N ¢) In the fundam ental and anti-findam ental representations of the gauge
group, respectively. T hese theordes are still not fllly understood (see how ever a discussion
below in section 7). W hen a superpotential
Xk s; ,
W = — = Trxktii 1:1)
- k+ 1 i

i=

istumed on, thedynam ics sin pli es. At rst sight the fact that the high orderpolynom ials
appearing In {I1.1) can have any e ect on the physics is surprising. Indeed, the presence

of these non-renom alizable interactions seam s irrelevant for the long distance behavior

2



of the theory, which willbe our m ain interest below . N evertheless, these operators have
in general strong e ects on the infrared dynam ics. T hey are exam ples of operators that
in the general theory of the renomm alization group are known as dangerously jn'e]evant:-l: .
Som e com m ents about the properties of such operators appear in A ppendix A .

To sin plify the analysis of {I.I) with a traceless m atrix X , we may view X as an
arbitrary m atrix and represent the constraint by a Lagrangem ultjplierterm Tr X in the
superpotential. P hysically, thisam ountsto adding twom assive chiral eldsto ourproblem ,

and TrX . C learly, this doesnot a ect the long distance behavior. Then we can shift X
by a tem proportionalto the identity matrix X g = X + Sso—lkl to set the coe cient of Tr X ;‘

in {1.1) to zero; is also shifted by a suitable constant. Such a shift rem oving the rst
subleading term in the superpotential is a standard m anijpulation in singularity theory.
R ew riting the superpotential {1.1) in tem s of the shifted X corresponds to perfom ing an
analytic reparam etrization on the space of coupling constants. T he new electric coupling
constants w ill be denoted by ftig. The explicit coordinate transfom ation from fs;g to
ftig w ill appear below .

To nd the classicalm oduli space ofthe theory one should rst In pose the D — atness
equations and m od out by gauge transfom ations. This is equivalent to m oding out the
space of chiral elds by SU (N )y . Using this symm etry we can diagonalize X and then
in pose the equation ofm otion from {.1). T he eigenvalies of X must satisfy W °(x) = 0.
For generic couplings fs;g there are k distinct solutions ¢ ; x - Macua of the gauge
theory are labeled by sequences of integers (r1 ;125 k) ;am is the num ber of elgenvalues
ofthem atrix hX i residing in the 1'th m inim um ofthe potential. T he gauge group isbroken
by the X expectation value:

SUM.) ! SU (1) SU () WU @ af!t 12)

At low energies the theory describes k decoupled supersymm etricQCD (SQCD ) system 52'
w ith gauge groups SU (r;) and gauged baryon num ber. For a given choice of frig there isa
m oduli space of vacua associated w ith giving expectation values to the quarks. T herefore,
the classicalm oduli space consists ofm any disconnected com ponents param etrized by the

! W e thank S. Shenker who pointed the relevance of this notion in this context.

2 The di erent SQCD system s are in general coupled by high din ension operators which are
som etin es In portant.



frig. One can ne tune the couplings such that som e of the eigenvalues fc;g coincide. T he
resulting m ulticritical behavior w illbe analyzed in section 2.

Quantum m echanically, not all vacua are stable. If, or exam ple, we pick a classical
vacuum (1 4) with one orm ore of the 11 > N ¢, the resulting SQCD theory is destabilized
by quantum e ects [15,16]. Hence, such classical vacua are not present in the quantum
m oduli space. Sim ilarly, som e of the vacua in the m ulticrtical case are destabilized and
are rem oved from the quantum m oduli space.

T he classical chiral J::ng:?: can be thought of as the ring generated by the operators
TrX J subct to two classes of constraints. The st com es from the equation ofm otion
which llow s from the superpotential (1), W °= 0. The second com es from the char-
acteristic polynom ialof X , and is an exam ple of a relation follow ing from the com posite
nature of gauge invariant operators m entioned above.

Quantum m echanically one expects on general grounds to nd new relations in the
chiral ring corresponding to the quantum reduction of the m oduli space described above.
It is In principle possible to construct these relations by requiring that In posing them has
the e ect of ram oving exactly the vacua that we know from our previous discussion should
be rem oved, but this is very di cult in practice as well as unm otivated. D uality provides
an elegant general solution to the problem , explaining why such new relations appear in
the quantum chiral ring and providing a constructive way of determm ining them .

T he m agnetic theory.

Ttwasshown in [B;9]that in the presence ofa superpotential (1 .1) there existsa sin ple
dualm agnetic descrjptjon:il: . Tt is sim ilar to the original electric theory but based on the
gauge group SU N.= kN¢ N.) wih an adpint ed Y and N ¢ quarks g and & in the
findam ental and antifindam ental representations as well as som e gauge invariant elds

™ j)ei which correspond to the com posite operators
Mi).=CxJ' oY i=1; ik (13)

w here the suppressed color ndices are summ ed over wWhen s; § 0 we nd it convenient to

de neM 3 In term s 0of X 5) . The m agnetic theory has a superpotential

X 4

AT R

S

. MserfIt g+ o (1:4)

3 Setting the quark eldsto zero for the m om ent; the fill structure w ill appear in section 2.

* For related work see {I(-14].



where the shiffed eld Y, is de ned sim ilarly to X § so that the coe cient of TrY * in
the m agnetic superpotential vanishes. The auxiliary scale is needed for dim ensional
reasons; note that even though the eldsM ;5 are elem entary in the m agnetic description,
the identi cation @.3) in pliesthat they are assigned scaling dim ension j+ 1. T herefore,
in (1.4) has ndeed dim ensions ofm ass. O ne could rede neM 5 by powers of ;s tom ake
their kinetic temm s canonical. The num erical coe cients of the various term s in (£4) can
be calculated using ow s, and w illbe derived below . The function ¢ (t) w illbe com puted
too.

T he m agnetic superpotential (I 4) can be used to nd the operatorm ap relating the
operators Tr YSj to the electric ones. D 1 erentiating the generating finctionalw ith respect

to the couplings ti+ 1 5y one can derive the m ap of the operators

TrX = : 1:5)

1.5 W OW 1 o
j RN ) M @t 1 5

The function ¢ in (1.4) is in portant because it contrbutes to the m ap of the operators
a5.

N ote that @ .4) describes the duality m ap in the coordinates on theory space described
above, ftyg. Yg istheadpint eld in those coordinates (see section 3). T he relatively sim ple
form ofthem ap is In fact them ain m otivation behind the coordinate transform ation s ! t.
In the original s variables the duality m ap is signi cantly m ore com plicated. Its precise
form willbe exhbited below .

T he discussion of the classical and quantum m oduli space and chiral ring for the
theory @:4) is essentially identical to the electric case, replacing N.;rn ! Ngjm. The
classical electric and m agnetic m oduli spaces are di erent; they have di erent num bers
of disconnected com ponents (labeled by frig, frig respectively). Sin ilarly, the classical
chiral rings are di erent. Since them atrices X , Y are of di erent size, the e ects of the
characteristic polynom ialare di erent in the two cases.

Quantum m echanically, the m oduli spaces agree. A fter rem oving the subspaces of
m odulispace corresoonding to unstable vacuawe nd, rather rem arkably, the sam e num ber
of com ponents on both sides, w ith the sam e physical properties. Som e of these properties
w illbe investigated below .

D uality suggests a natural candidate for the quantum deform ation of the chiral rings
in the two theories. It is very natural to add to the classical relations com ing from the
equation ofm otion and the characteristic polynom ial in the electric theory an additional
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set of relations follow ing from the m agnetic characteristic polynom ial using the duality
map €.5). These relations would be describbed as quantum strong coupling e ects in
the electric theory We will see that they are trivial when the electric theory is weakly
coupled), whilk in the m agnetic language they correspond to classical trivial’ relations
ollow ing from com positeness of Tr Y 7. Sim ilarly, the m agnetic chiral ring ism odi ed by
quantum relationsobtained via the duality m ap from the electric characteristic polynom ial.
One of our goals In this paper w illbe to establish that the quantum m odi cation of the
chiral ring jist described does indeed take place.

T he detailed m ap between the electric theory and the m agnetic theory @.4), {1.5)
satis es a num ber of non-trivial constraints:

1. The electric theory has a com plicated vacuum structure which depends on the de-
tails of the superpotential (1.1). The m agnetic theory should have the sam e vacuum
structure.

2. The expectation values of the operators TrX J can be calculated 1 all the vacua of
the electric theory. T hey should agree w ith the corresponding calculation done using
the m agnetic variables and the m ap of operators 1.5).

3. A s various perturbations are tumed on, som e eldsbecom e m assive and can be inte—
grated out both in the electric and in the m agnetic theories. The two resulting low
energy theories are calculable. They should be dual to one another. In particular,
pow erfiil constraints arise from requiring consistency of the operator m ap In plied by
duality w ith various deform ations.

A dditionalconstraintson duality follow from the requirem ent that certain scalem atch—
Ing relations are consistent w ith alldeform ations. T hese relations are discussed in the next
subsection.

It ishighly non-trivialand surprising that there exists a duality transform ation which
satis es such a large num ber of consistency checks.

1.2. Scake m atching.

An In portant chiral operator in the electric theory is the kinetic term of the gauge
eldsW 2. ks coe cient isP log where isa dynam ical scale related to the gauge cou—
pling by din ensional transm utation, and P is the coe cient of the one loop beta finction
(in an SU (N .) gauge theory wih N ¢ avors of quarks in the findam ental representation

P = 3N, N¢).Even though W is chiral (@annihilated by D ), it is usually not a chiral
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prim ary eld at the IR xed point. The reason is that the anom aly equation oﬂ:en:?: re—
lates it to another prinary eld O asW 2 = D 20 . Therefre it is not in the chiral ring.
N evertheless, its coe cient in the electric Lagrangian should be related to its counterpart
in the m agnetic theory, P log (P is the coe cient of the one loop beta function In the
m agnetic theory). In our case we w ill show that the relation has the form

2N ¢
2N N ¢ 2NN ¢ _ . (1:6)

So
The relation @.6) shows in a quantitative way how one theory becom es stronger as the
other becom es weaker. Its consistency with various ows will provide rather stringent
quantitative tests of duality.

( ) isusually thought ofasthe scale at which thebehavior ofthe electric m agnetic)
theory crosses over from being dom inated by the short distance xed point to the long
distance one (the typicalm ass scale of the theory). This raises a num ber of questions; it
isnot clkearwhy , de ned i such a way should satisfy a relation like (L.6) when the
theories are only equivalent in the extrem e infrared. A 1so, thisde nition leaves am biguous
a num erical factor, especially in theories w ith m ore than one scale.

One can think about eq. {1.6) and the scales appearing In it purely in the extrem e
IR theory. Since the scaling din ensions of various operators in the Infrared are not the
sam e as In the UV (see [6‘] and discussion below ), one needs a din ensionfiil param eter
to relate the UV operators to the IR ones. That din ensionfiil param eter, which can be
de ned for exam ple through two point functions of such operators, is . Sim ilarly, in the
m agnetic theory one has , and additional param eters such as  (L4). The m eaning of
the scale m atching relation isthat and must be chosen to obey (1.6) In order for the
correlation functions of the two theories to agree ncluding nom alization. At any given
point In the space of theories we can absorb the scales , , Into the de nitions of
the operators, thus m aking the scale m atching relation (1.6) seem trivial. T he non-trivial
content in (1.6) is its consistency with duality under all possbl deform ations of both
theories. Indeed, we w ill see that consistency leads to highly non-trivial checks of duality.
T he situation is rem iniscent of the Zam olodchikov m etric In two din ensional eld theory,
which is trivial at any given point in the space of theories, but whose curvature carries
Invariant geom etrical nform ation. T he scale m atching also describes an invariant relation
between the geom etries of the spaces of electric and m agnetic theordes.

> This happens whenever the superpotential W 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 theordies
considered here).



1.3. Outline

W e plan to discuss two m ain issues. The rst is the structure of the quantum chiral
ring and m oduli space, and their transform ation under duality. T he second is non-trivial
quantitative tests of duality, which are possible because of the large number of vacua
that the system possesses In general. In all these tests one uses symm etries to w rite
down certain duality relations. T his leaves In general som e undeterm ined functions of the
coupling constants. T hese fiinctions can be calculated by assum ing duality in som e vacua
of the theory. Since there are in generalm any m ore vacua (and independent tests) than
unknow n functions, the agreem ent of the resulting structures w ith duality in all vacua is
a non-trivial check.

In section 2 we review the results of B/4]. W e describe the class of theories we w ill
study, describe the duality m ap, and discuss their classical and quantum chiral rings and
m oduli spaces of vacua. In particular we establish the existence of new quantum relations
in the chiral rings of these theories corresponding to classical relations in the duals.

In section 3 we construct the detailed m ap of the superpotential @.4). W e describe
the transformm ation of coordinates fsg ! ftg and show that the duality m ap is rather
sim ple in the ftg coordinates. A fler constructing thism ap we change coordinates badk to
the physically natural ones.

In section 4 we tum to the gauge coupling constant m atching relation (.6). W e show
that it is preserved under the various deform ations. In particular, w ith aritrary coupling
constants t; one can com pute the e ective Lagrangian of the low energy theory both in
the electric and in the m agnetic variables. These lead (generically) to dualpairs of super-
symm etric Q CD like theories whose scales are related by the appropriate scale m atching
relation. The ocouplings s; can also be ne tuned to yield m ulicritical infrared behav—
Jor, whose consistency w ith duality puts fiirther constraints on the structure described in
sections 2, 3.

In section 5 we study the baryon operators in the theory and show that they are
m apped ocorrectly between the electric and m agnetic theories. T his provides additional
non-trivial checks of duality and the explicit coe cients in the m agnetic superpotential.

In section 6 we illustrate the general results w ith a few exam ples. In particular, we
show that in som e cases the quantum relations in the chiralring lead to qualitative changes
in the structure of the chiral ring. W e conclude w ith som e com m ents about the theory
w ith no superpotential in section 7. Two appendices contain a discussion of dangerously
irrelevant operators and som e usefiil identities about polynom ialequations which are used
n the text.



2. Supersym m etric Yang-M ills theory coupled to adjpint and fundam ental

m atter.
2.1. T he ekctric theory.

W e start with a review of the results of {§;9] on supersymm etric Y ang-M ills theory
wih gauge group G = SU (N.) coupled to a single chiral m atter super eld X in the
adpint representation of the gauge group, and N ¢ avors of findam ental representation
super e]ds,Qi,@j; ;= 1; iy =1; ¢ .;H his theory is n a non-A belian
Coulomb phase forallN ¢ 1. ks anom aly free global sym m etry is

SUNg) SUWMNg) U@y U@k, UAQk, @:1)

The two SU (N ¢) factors act by unitary transform ations on Q , & respectively; baryon
number assigns charge +1( 1) to Q &), whik under the R symm etries the superspace
coordinates  are assigned charge 1,Q , & charge B¢, and X charge B 5; anom aly freedom
In plies that:

Ne¢Bs+ N.B,= N¢: 22)

W ithout a superpotential this m odel is not currently understood beyond the vicinity of
N¢ / 2N where perturbative techniques are reliable [17].
O ne ofthem ain points of B3] was that the theory sin pli es ifwe add a superpoten—
tiak
So

= - lTer+1: 2:3)

T his superpotential corresponds, for generic k, to a dangerously irrelevant perturbation
of the theory with W = 0 (see Appendix A ), and thus cannot be ignored despite being
irrelevant near the (free) UV xed point of the theory. T his superpotential has the e ect
of truncating the chiral ring of the theory, In posing the constraint

Xk icrrxk) =D tem 2 4)
= :

C

w hich follow s from the equation ofm otion forX ; it also rem ovesm any ofthe at directions
of the original theory. In addition, the superpotential 2.3) breaks one of the two R
symmetries In @.1). It is usefl to think of sy (and other couplings to be introduced
below ) as background super elds whose lowest com ponents get expectation values EL?]

® m 9] sp=k + 1) was denoted by g .



T he super eld s, isthen seen to transorm underthe U (1)z symm etries @ 4) w ith charge
By = 2 k + 1)B,. Therefore, only the U (1)r symm etry under which the charge of
the adpint eld X isB, = 2=(k + 1) laves the vacuum with hsyi = sy Invariant, and
corresponds to a good sym m etry. T he unbroken global sym m etry of the m odel is:

SUN¢) SUMNg) U@y U dk @)

Thematter eldsQ, & and X transform under this global sym m etry as follow s:

Q Ne;1;1;1 2 Ne
BT k4 1IN
— 2 N
1;N¢; 1;1 — (2:6)
@ (I fr ’ k + 1Nf)
2
X (l;l;O;m):
r
W e willalso be interested in m ore general superpotentiald’:
KL |
W = — = T Mt T @2:7)
- k+ 1 i
=

is a Lagrange m ultiplier enforcing the condition Tr¥X = 0. T he coupling constant s; has
dimension 2 k+ iand U (1} charge B; = 2 &+ 1 1iB. Fornon zero fsig @.7)
breaksboth R symm etries £ .3). T he space of theordes labeled by the fs;g describes rather
rich dynam ics. U sing transform ations in SU (N )i one can diagonalize them atrix X . For
generic fs;g, such that
X1 . ¥k
Wl = sx"t+ oy & Q) @:8)
i=0 =1
with all eigenvalues c; di erent from each other, the theory splits in the infrared into
a set of decoupled SQCD theordes. G round states are labeled by sequences of integers
] B x, Where r; is the num ber of eigenvalues of the m atrix X residing in
the 1th m ininum of the potentialV = H °x)¥. Clearly, F ]1<=1 rn=N.,. i @his
determm ined by requiring that the sum ofthe eigenvalues which depends on ) vanishes,
XK
cr; = 0: (2:29)

i=1

’ It is standard in singularity theory to resolve a m ulticritical singularity such as €.3) in order

to study its properties.
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In each vacuum X has a quadratic superpotential, ie. it ism assive and can be inte-
grated out. T he gauge group is broken by the X expectation value:

SUWMN. ! SU (1) SU () WU @ af! :10)

SU (r;) is the gauge group of the 1'th decoupled SQCD theory one nds in the jnﬁ:a::ed§I .

T he existence of a large number of vacua @.10) (labeled by partitions of N, into k or
less Integers) after resolving the singularity @.7) is the key fact leading to simple but
non-trivial quantitative checks of duality.

Forgeneric fs;g (@nd xed fr;g) the classical infrared behavior of the theory, a decou—
pled st of SQCD theordes w ith gauge groups €.10), is insensitive to the precise values of
fsig. Quantum m echanically , this is not the case; each ofthe lIow energy SQCD theories
hasa scale ;,i= 1; ;k. These k scales are functions of the scale of the underlying
theory w ith the adpint super eld, and the k 1 couplings s; x 1S The functions

1( 7s1) willbe com puted below (in section 4).
A sim ilar discussion holds if the fs,g are ne tuned such that some ofthe c; in 2.8)

coincide:
X1 , b
W o) = s TX ¥t + =5, x g™ 2:11)
i= 0 i=1
P
where ;nyg = k; om k; ny 1. Vacua are labeled by sequences (3§; Fia
P

;i = N, corresponding to di erent ways of partitioning the N . eigenvalues am ong the
m criticalpoints ¢; (2.11). In this case one nds in the nfrared a decoupled set of theories
w ith gauge groups SU (r;) and superpotentials of the orm {23) with k = n; (see €.11)).
T herefore, the deform ations @.7) connect theoriesw ith di erent k in £.3) and unify them
into a single fram ework.

Tt is often possble to deduce non-trivial properties of the theory @.3) by studying the
deform ed theories {2.4). As a sin ple exam ple [], tuming on snalls; in @.4) and using
the fact that the resulting SQCD theories have stable vacua i allr; N¢ one deduces
that the theory @.3) has a vacuum i

Neg —: (2:12)

W e w ill see other exam ples below .

8 Som e ofthe r; may vanish, in which case C_Z-.-l ) ism odi ed in an ocbvious way.
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2.2. The m agnetic theory

Them ain result of §,9] was that the strongly coupled infrared physics of theory €.3)
can be studied using a dual description in termm s of a \m agnetic" supersym m etric gauge
theory w ith gauge group G = SU N.),N.= kN¢ N¢, and the ollow ing m atter content:

N¢ avors of [ual) quarks, q; , qj , an adpint super eld Y , and gauge singlets M j)ei
representing the generalized m esons,
M) = EXIT oY 3= 1;2 ik 213)

of the original, \electric" theory. The mesons M 5 have in the m agnetic theory standard
R
kineticterms  d* M ;’M 5, rescaled by powers of sy, . The m agnetic superpotential is:

0 TrYk+l+S—2 M se¥ < g :14)
=1
The auxiliary scale (m entioned in the introduction) is needed for dim ensional reasons .
In the next sectionswe w ill see that it is very naturalto nom alize Y such that sp = 97
this choice Jeads to allthe coe cients® in the sum over j in @.14) being 1, as indicated.
T he transform ation properties of the m agnetic m atter elds, g, §, Y and M 4 under
the global sym m etries {2.5) are:

W N, . 2 kN: Nc)
d FTRNs N k+1  Ns
N 2 kN N
E LiNei 1y - A ; i
X £ c £ (2:15)
Y (1;1;0;m)
4 N,

M WgiN£;0;2

—_I_ 5 l
Kt in. T xr1d B

The auxiliary scale i @.14) is actually not an independent param eter. T he scale
of the electric theory , that of the m agnetic theory , and satisfy the scale m atching
relation described in the introduction:

2N
2N N ¢ 2N N f=Csy £ 2N¢ 2:16)

° W hich aswe will see are uniquely detemm ined by consistency of duality w ith deform ations.
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It is easy to check that @2.16) is nvarant under all global symm etries including those
under which sg, , transfm . It is in fact uniquely xed by these symm etries. As In
1921, the scale m atching condition @.16) inplies that when the electric theory is weakly
coupled the m agnetic one is strongly coupled, and vice versa:-l- 0 . D i erentiating the actions
with respect to holding s, and  xed, the electric gauge eld strength W ? is related to
the m agnetic one W ? by the relation:

W Ww = WW : (2:17)

It is highly non-trivial, and w illbe shown in section 4, that the scale m atching relation
¢.16) which is com pletely determ ined by globalsym m etries, is consistent w ith allpossible
deform ations ofthe theory, such astuming on m asses for the quarks Q ¥, giving expectation
values to the mesons M 5 {2.13), and defom ing the theory to non-—zero s; ©.1). The
num erical constant C in €.16) is also xed by the ows, C = 1, and its value and in
particular its independence ofN ¢, N ., k lead to additional tests of duality.

W eview the consistency of {2.16) w ith deform ations as strong evidence for the validity
of the electricm agnetic duality hypothesis of [§;4,9].

W hen the electric superpotential is deform ed to @.7) the electric theory develops a
large num ber of vacua labeled by (r, m )y With F r; = N. (see the discussion after
@13)). The SU (1) theory containsan adpint eld w ith superpotentialW ’ X ™" . The
m agnetic theory has a sim ilar structure obtained by analyzing vacua of the superpotential
@:4) . ts vacua are labeled by integers (ri; - ),;E r; = N.. Classically, the m oduli
spaces do not agree. However {,9] when we include the quantum stability constraints
©.12) we nd a one to one correspondence of the quantum vacua in the two theories. The

vacuum m ap is non trivial:
(r1;r2; m) A @Ng 5;npNe 3p; nNB R (2:18)

A class of operators that was discussed in [§;9], and w illbe revisited in section 5, are
the baryon-like operators:

BR Iyl dnyioizm Zay o

6@2@) klp)n K 1eg )

1 B3

(2:19)

1 nqi 1 nyi i1 nij-l

10 A san exam ple, the electric theory isweakly coupled when N ¢ is slightly below 2N ., and free
forN¢ 2N.. Them agnetic theory is strongly coupled in that whole region.
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P - -
where .n; = N.. The duality m ap relating the baryonsB £.19), and the analogously

1

de ned dualbaryons B is:

oA, 3 LA L % @N N )
L IngsJ1 Iny,i 721 Zn — 2 > c £
B 1 2 xk = P 0o Sy 2
=g M (220)
Bodngizi Zay 1 Jno Vi Yy g .20 Zoyil o dpg
L dngi WY1 Yny (%1 Zny
wheren; = N¢ N+11,1=1; ;k, and P is a phase that willbe discussed in section

5. The o of £20) is detem ined by global sym m etries, while the overall num erical
constant is uniquely xed by the ows, and it is non-trivial that it is consistent w ith the
deform ations, such as €.7). T his com patibility w illbe established in section 5.

In addition to the mesons @.13) and baryons {2.19), the chiral ring of the electric
(m agnetic) theory contains the generators TrX 7 (TrY J), j= 2; ;k. G lobal sym m etries
require (Up to temn s degpending on the quarks which we w ill determ ine below ) that

Try )= £5Trx ? 221)

w ith £4 calculable num ericalconstants. In the next section we w illcalculate £ and describe
the generalization of 221) to the deform ed theories @.7).

T he duality m ap describbed in this section m ay be used to study the physics of the
theory {.3) at strong coupling using a weak coupling description in term s of m agnetic
variables. For exam ple, one nds that this theory m ay exhibit at strong coupling a \free
m agnetic phase," w ith the m agnetic variables govemed by a non-asym ptotically free gauge
theory. Som e additional features are described in [B,9].

2.3. Classical and quantum chiral rings.

T he classical chiral ring of the electric theory is generated by the generalized m esons

M 3y @.13), baryons @.19) and traces of the ad pint m atrix, TrX 3. The latter, which we
w il focus on here satisfy classically two sets of constraints, ollow ing from the equation of
motionw %= 0, ©.8) and from the characteristic polynom ial. D e ning £ (o) detfp X)),
the constraint is £ X ) = 0. The two together give rise to a set of algebraic equations for
the generators of the classical chiral ring. T he solutions of these equations describe the
ring of finctions on the classicalm oduli space.

O ne can repeat the sam e construction for the m agnetic theory. T he discussion pro—
ceeds In com plete parallel to that of the m oduli space. C lassically the chiral rings of the

14



electric and m agnetic theories cannot be the sam e: whilke the equation ofmotion W %= 0

gives sim ilar relations for the generators, the characteristic polynom ials give di erent sets

of constraints, since the sizes of them atrices X and Y are di erent. H owever, the discus-
sion ofthe correspondence ofthe quantum m oduli spaces points to the correct m odi cation

ofthe chiralrings in the quantum theory needed to restore duality and the relation between

the (Quantum ) chiral rings and m oduli spaces. For generic values of the couplings fs;g
the quantum restriction on the frig, r; nN: tumsunder duality {.18) to the trivial
condition 1y 0 (@nd vice versa). Thism eans that if we add the classical characteristic
polynom ial relations on the m agnetic chiral ring as quantum relations in the electric the-
ory, we are guaranteed that they w ill have precisely the right e ect on the electric m oduli
space, elin inating the unstable electric vacua and leaving all other parts of the electric
m oduli space unchanged.

To summ arize, we have the follow ing structure of the electric and m agnetic chiral
rings. Both are generated by the operators TrX 7 (or TrY ) { the two sets of operators
are related by the transform ation {1.5) which we w illm ake m ore explicit below ) satisfying
three sets of constraints:

1. The equation ofmotion, W %= 0.
2. The vanishing of the electric characteristic polynom ial, £, = 0.
3. The vanishing of the m agnetic characteristic polynom ial, £, .4 = 0.

The st st of relations appears classically in both the electric and m agnetic theories
and gives sin ilar constraints in both. T he second set of relations is classical in the electric
theory (and is due to the com positeness of Tr X J), but it is a non-trivial quantum e ect
iIn the m agnetic theory. T he third is classical in the m agnetic theory and quantum in the
electric one.

3. Them apping of the superpotential.

To com plete the discussion of the previous section we must construct the duality
m ap taking the electric theory @.3) to the m agnetic one {2.14) when the electric theory
is deform ed to @.4). One expects the m agnetic superpotential €.14) to be defom ed
as well, and in this section we w ill discuss the detailed way in which this happens. W e
w ill start w ith a discussion of the deform ation ofthe rst temm on the rh.s. of €.14), the
superpotential forY , and then tum to the second tem , proportionaltoM ;. In the process
we w illverify allthe num ericalcoe cients in (14) and leam som e qualitative things about
the duality m ap. W e start w ith a discussion ofthe Y superpotential.

15



3.1. The probkm .

T he electric superpotential @.7) descrbbes a space of theories param etrized by the
couplings s; . O n general grounds one expects a m agnetic superpotential
1
X 5i k+14i
W = —TxY + Tr¥Y + (s): (3:1)
- k+1 i

i=

S; = S; (s) are them agnetic coupling constants and (s) isa constant. T he purpose ofthis
section isto nd s(s) and (s).

In com plete analogy w ith the discussion ofthe electric theory In section 2, them agnetic
theory (.1) exhbits for generic s; a large number of vacua, param etrized by integers
r, corresponding to the number of eigenvalues of the matrix Y with the value ¢, the
th m ininum of the m agnetic superpotential 1 °F. The fo,g are de ned by a m agnetic
analogue of {2.8). C learly F 1= N.= kN¢ N.. The Iow energy m agnetic theory is
a direct product of decoupled copies of SQCD with N¢ avors of quarks, w ith the gauge

group broken according to:
SUWN.) ! SU () SU () KU @ @ft 32)

T he picture proposed in [4] was that the original duality between ©.3) and @.14)

reduces for the deform ed theories @.7), {3.1) to a direct product ofthe SQCD dualities of

[6] for the separate factors in €.10), BJ). That m eans that the m agnetic m ultiplicities
(15 k) gre related to the electric ones via the SQCD duality relation (com pare to
@.19):

r;= N¢ b (3:3)

T he fact that (3.3) is a one to one m ap of the sets of vacua of the electric and m agnetic
theories ©llow s from results of [1§,16] on vacuum stability in SQCD .

Furthem ore, it was argued In [§] that when two orm ore of the critical points of W
coincide, as in @.I1), the sam e num ber of critical points of W should coincide. If; using
the notation of equation @.11), the order of a critical point ¢; (and therefore that of ¢
aswell) isn;, the degeneracies r; and r; of this critical point in the electric and m agnetic
theories are related by

r;i = n;N ¢ x: (3:4)
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T he duality of section 2 induces in this case a duality ofa sim ilar kind, between an electric
theory w ith gauge group SU (rj) and a superpotential TrX *:* 1, and a m agnetic one w ith
gauge group SU (r;) = SU (niN ¢ ) with a sin ilar superpotential.

For the above scenario to be realized, the electric and m agnetic superpotentials m ust
be closely related. In particular, the fact that whenever any number of critical points
c; coincide, the sam e num ber of dual critical points ¢; must coincide as well is a very
strong constraint on the dual couplings s; (s). A naive guess for the solution would be a
proportionality relation between the electric and m agnetic couplings,

Si = CS4 (3 :5)
w ith c a constant. T hroughout this paper we w ill be using the convention
So= 9 (3:6)

which de nes the nom alization of Y relative to X . This convention would set c = 1.
Eqg. B.5) inplies that ¢; = ¢ and autom atically satis es the degeneration of singularities
requirem ent described above. H owever, them apping s; (s) cannot (In general) be as sim ple
as (5) because of the non-trivial m apping of electric to m agnetic m ultiplicities, @.3).
Indeed, In a vacuum with given frig, the tracelessness of X inplies that F }1{= Jan =
0, whereas, assuming ¢; = ¢ and using 33), the tracelesmess of Y is the condition
F }; ,aWN¢ x)= 0.Thetwo are ncom patble unless s; in (2.7) vanishes. For non zero
s; we conclude that the m apping s(s) must be non trivial; we w ill construct it below .
Theduality m ap relating Tr X 3 to Tr Y * is closely related to them apping s(s). D e ne

the free energy of them odel as

e a*xd® F (s;)+ CC _ g d*xd® WX jsi)+ ceiy (3:7)

where s; are background chiral super elds. Then, correlation functions of the operators

TrX J are given by derivatives of the free energy F w ith respect to the super elds s;:

1 . F
— M *tlii= ¢ (3:8)
k+ 1 1 @s;

and sin ilarly in the m agnetic theory, in tem s of the dual free energy F :

1 . QF
— prpyktiii= (3:9)
k+1 i @s;
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w here duality in plies

F (si(s))=F (si): (3:10)
Since TrX 3, TrY 3 are tangent vectors to the space of theories, (3:8), 8.9) we nd that
the electric and m agnetic operators are related by:
@s; 1 @

Trx KF1E o Tyl g
k+ 1 1 5 @s; k+ 1 J @s;

(3:11)

Taking the expectation values of both sides ofeq. 3.11) we nd that the m apping s; (s)
m ust satisfy a constraint in addition to the previously described one on the degeneration
of eigenvalues. The expectation valies of the left and right hand sides of 3.11) which
depend in a highly non-trivialway on the particular vacuum chosen (the set of ry) must
satisfy a relation that is independent of the particular vacuum chosen. C kearly, the special
form ofthem apping (.11) and the large num ber of vacua in w hich it should hold presents
a form idable constraint on their form .

3.2. A reparam etrization of the space of theories and a general solution.

It isconvenient to think ofX ,Y asgeneralU (N ) m atrices, w ith a dynam icalLagrange
multiplier ( ) inposingthetracelessnessofX (Y ). Consider the electric theory, described
by {2.1). It is convenient to de ne a shifted X , denoted by X s as:

X s X + bl 3:12)
w ith
S1
b= —: (3:13)
Sok

The shift 3.13), B.13) cancelsthe rst sublading tetm in W , Jeading to the superpoten—
tial:

K1 L |
Weo)= o —IrX7'5 4 o @rX. W+ N (3:14)
i=0
WheIEWs(Xs) W (X)/
X1 k : o
t = T (pis
. 1 ]
=0
Xl
s= +  ( bf7 sy (3:15)
j=0
G ,
- L A S AR
=Ok+1 3
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Notethatty = sp and ty = 0. The transform ation 3173), B.13) corresponds to an analytic

coordinate transfom ation on the space of theordes -.7:) . A sim ilar transform ation can be

performed on @.1), replacing Y by Ys and wih .Thek 1 independent couplings s,

i= 1; ;k  1arereplaced by thek 2 coupljngst2; ;k  1,ahdb (3.13). In the
X s variables the coe cient ofthe rst subleading tem Tr X ;‘ in the superpotential (3.14)
always vanishes. T he lnfom ation about that coe cient in the originaldescription (2.7) is

inb 313). In a sense, the transom ation 3.17), (3.13) allowed us to trade the operator

TrX ¥ for the operator , which is possible shce by the X equation ofm otion (ignoring

D temn s asusual)
K2
siTrX ** e (3:16)

1
Ne oo

Since in the t;, b param etrization of the space of theories the st subleading temm

In W wvanishes by construction, it is natural to postulate that the duality m ap for the

eigenvalies ofX 5 , a; de ned analogously to €.8) is sin ply
a;= ai; i= 1; k: (3:17)

W ith the convention (3.8) thism eans that (com pare to {3.5))

(3:18)

T he second equation in (3.18) is an operator identity; it can be thought of as arising from
the coupling relations:

N.= N = independentofb (3:19)
using @B.11). Equations B.18), (3.19) specify the m apping s; (s) com pletely.
W e now detem ine 4. Ushg B.11), B.18) we nd the operator equation

@ s

Trx St = Tre® it o+ k+ 1 2 (320)
@t;
i= 2; ;k  1). The expectation values of the lhis of (3.20) in a vacuum speci ed by a
set of frig is
Xk
TrX Sk+ 11i — rlalk+ 1i (3 :21)
=1



while in the m agnetic theory:

Xk LXK , ,
Try, = mal™tt = e matt = TrxTTT 4 Neugas o 622)
=1 =1

where (see also Appendix B):
Xk
u; ayl: (323)
i=1

Comparing 320) and (327) we see that for consistency of the picture advocated above

we must be able to w rite the u; as:

k+1 Jj@ o
u ;= — 324
k+173 Nf @tj ( )
Indeed, one can check that eq. 324) issatis ed with ¢ given by:
1
<
u £ i, k1 | (325)
k+1_ k+1 i

T he proofofthe fact that (3.25) satis es (324) uses the Hllow ing property oftheu, @23):

@ Ty
ety j+ 1

= independent of j: (326)

T his and other properties of the u,, are reviewed in A ppendix B.

Sum m arizing, the m ain results of this subsection are the m apping of the couplings in
the electric superpotential tj, b de ned by @.15), B.I3) to their m agnetic counterparts,
given by equations 3.18), @.19). This sin ple transform ation law induces a transfom ation
320) fr the operators TrX J with j = 2; ;k 1. The operator T that was
conjugate to the coupling s; is elin Inated in favor ofthe Lagrange m ultiplier which also
has a sin ple transform ation given by the second equation in (3.18).

O f course, the sim ple transfom ation law s described in this subsection becom e m ore
com plicated when we translate them back to the origihal coordinates s;.

3.3. The duality m ap in the original variablks.

A fter the discussion ofthe previous subsection it isnot di cult to describe the duality
m ap for the perturbed superpotential £.7) in the original coordinates s;. The m ain point
is that while as we shall see the m apping s; (s) (and therefore the operatorm ap (3.11)) is
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som ew hat com plicated in this case, them apping of the eigenvalues rem ains sin ple. Indeed,

using the sin ple relation between the eigenvalies of X ¢ and of Yo @.17) and the relation

between X and Y and their shifted counterpartsX s and Y5 (3.14), {3.13) we conclude that

the m apping of the eigenvalues ofX , Y, (i, ¢) is:

s1N ¢
cg=oct+d; d 327)
SONC
Sin ilarly, we derive the m ap of the coupling constants
X k m+1
Sn = Sno1 ( df X (328)
=0
and the operators (using (3.11)):
Xy . .
TrY’ = . AT TrX "+ Nfuy Nd; j< k (329)
=2
Xk . kN: X% s .
Try* = Do iTex i 05 Drpx kS
, 1 N. . So
i=2 =0
(3:30)
G , X1
k K S1
+N.d + N¢ et U N¢ —Uk 1 °
. J _ . So
=1 =1

The function de ned in (811) can be expressed In tem s of and ¢ de ned in
@.19), B29) as:

(si)= N. N+ S(ti(s)): 3:31)

Interestingly, when all s; exoept 5o vanish (ie. the superpotential is @.3)) there is

nevertheless a non-trivial operator m atching ©llow ing from equations @29), B.30):

TryJd= Ter;j= 2; 7k 1

N. (3:32)
Try*=—STrx*

C

From eq. {3.32) one can read o the values of the coe cients ¢ 5 of section 2 221).
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3.4.TheM 5 temm s in the m agnetic superpotential.

So far our discussion focused on the way the rst term in the m agnetic superpotential
©.14) is deform ed as we deform the electric superpotential 2.7). In this subsection we
w ill use these resuls to determ ine the deformm ation of the second tetm M W 5g. W e will
work in the param etrization of the space of theories described in subsection 3.2.

W hen one tums on non-vanishing couplings t; in {2.7), the m agnetic superpotential
©.14) can in princple receive contributions proportional to t;, tjty, etc, consistently w ith
the global symm etries. The way to x all these tem s is to require that duality act in the
way descrbed after eq. @J). Nam ely, for generic t; we expect the m agnetic theory to
solit into an approxin ately decoupled set 0of SQ CD theordes that are dual to the di erent
decoupled factors in {2.10).

T his requirem ent of decoupling is rather non-trivial since the second temm on the
rhs. of @.14) tends to couple the di erent SU (r;) theories. Indeed, denote the rst r;
com ponents (In color) of the electric quarksﬁ Q by Q41, the next b, by Q, and so on.
Sin ilarly, the rst r; com ponents of g are denoted by &, the next r, by &, etc.. Then

expanding around X ;iwe nd
Ms= &0 1321 + &20 233 tot &0 kail (3:33)

(recall that for generic s; we de ned M 5 = &X SJ 1'0) &0, are the m esons of the I'th
electric SQCD theory with gauge group SU (r;). The ocolor SU (r;) indices are as usual
suppressed and summ ed over. Sim ilarly we w rite:

@rJa= gqal + ggpal + vk g (3:34)

where as in 3.2 we denote the shifted Y eld approprate for the t; coordinate system on
theory space by Ys. In the above form ula we used the fact that in the coordinates t; the
duality m ap is trivial, a; = a; (3.17).

The second tem In W, o @.14) has to be corrected In such a way that the di erent
SQCD theordes do not couple { there should not be any cross tem s coupling g;q;, &;Q ;
wih i$ j. The unigue solution to this requirem ent is

X t

Wir s t]_ M ]QYk it qgq: (3:35)
1 .

Wmag:

11 M this subsection avor indices w illbe suppressed.
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A 11 the num erical coe cients in the second temn on the rhs. of 3.35) are xed by the
requirem ent that when we substitute (3.33), (3.34) into i, cross tem s such as $:1Q0 1@ %
vanish. Indeed, the coe cient of the above operator is proportional to:

k1 k1 . K1 k1 % 1
t alalt = 22— =0 (3:36)
. az
=0 J=1 =0

which vanishes because a;, a, are roots of W ° (see £.8)). Thus, w ith the choice of cou-
plings in (3.35) the m agnetic theory reduces for generic t; into decoupled SQ CD theories

as required by dualityd?.
The orm B.35) which at this stage of the discussion is com pletely xed, m ust satisfy
additional consistency conditions. T he sin plest ofthese involves getting the right behavior
when som e of the roots a; coincide. For exam ple, ifa; = a, and allother a; are di erent,

@33) is replaced by:
Mj=ail§1Q1+ G 1)5€2(§1Xs1Q1+ a§l<§3Q3+ }Z#@kai (3:37)

wih X 4 the uctuating deviation of the shifted adpint eld of SU (r;) from itsvew.

Sin ilarly, 3.34) is replaced by:

@rlg=algqg + ja} ' @Yaq + alew + Jaa: (3:38)

Using (337), (339) in (335) we nd the correct superpotential for decoupled SQCD and
an SU (r;) sectorw ith k = 2 as required by the duality. A llthese checks give the expected
results. M ore generally, when som e eigenvalues a; coincide as in €.11), one nds that the
termm s that m ust vanish are always proportional to derivatives of W at a; which vanish.

A dditional consistency conditions on the detailed form of (3.35) will appear in the
next section. W e see again that consistency of the deformm ed theory with duality xes
uniquely coe cients in the superpotential of the unperturbed theory (2.14).

It isalso usefulto note at thispoint that the t; dependence ofthem agnetic superpoten—
tial B35) in plies a correction to the dualofTrX J given n @20). Indeed, di erentiating

the free energies of the electric and m agnetic theordes (see {1.5), @.7) { {3.11)) one nds:

. . K+ 1 iX* - @
TrX = Tt e 7 Myerf It g+ k+ 1 i)@—tS (3:39)
=1 *
1= 2; ik 1). The s=scond term on the rh.s. m ixes the operatorsg.l"wlth the

generalized m agnetic m esons.

12 W hen Y is integrated out there can be m ore temm s of higher din ension in the low energy

superpotential which we do not discuss.
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4. Consistency of scale m atching w ith deform ations.

In section 2 we m entioned the relation @.16) between the scale of the electric theory,

, that ofthem agnetictheory, ,and thedin ensionfilparam eter entering (214), (335):

=

2NN ¢ 2N N f:SOZN £ 2N¢ @)
Tt is Interesting to check whether this relation is consistent w ith the various deform ations
that the m odel possesses. These include adding tem s proportional to M 3 {2.13) to the
superpotential, and tuming on s; @.7). Th this section we w ill check the com patibility of
@.1) with two kinds of ows:

1. Adding amass tem to one ofthe avors eg.m M 1)§ i ).

2. The general s; perturbations.
In doing that we should stress that the relation (4.1) does not depend on them assesors;.
This follow s from the sym m etries.

W e w ill see that, rem arkably, there is com plete detailed agreem ent of the two kinds

of owswith @.0).W e start with a summ ary of the conventions we w illbe using.

4.1. Conventions.

Before discussing the ow swem ust soecify the threshold corrections relating the scales
ofthe theory when m assive particles are integrated out. W hen we integrate out a m assive
fundam ental chiral super eld Q with massm , the SU N o) gauge theory w ith an adpint

and N ¢ avors goes In the Infrared to one w ith an adpint and N ¢ 1 avors, and:

2N . N 2N o 1
‘o= ™ ¢ 1) 42)

NN ¢ NoNgl

T he analogous relation in SQCD is:

3N N ¢ _ 3N, W £ 1) .
NN ¢ T O NgNgl (4:3)
W hen we integrate out a chiraladpint eld X ofmassm , we have:
N 2N N ¢ _ 3NN ¢ .
Ncr'Nf - Nc;Nf (4.4)

w here the scale on the 1lh.s. corresoonds to the theory w ith an adpint, and the scale on
the rh.sto SQCD . Finally, when we integrate out a m assive vector super eld ofm assm

24



in the fundam ental representation of the gauge group (ie.when part of the gauge group
is H iggsed) we have In the theory w ith an ad pint and N ¢ findam entals:

2NCNf_ 2 2NCN f2

NepNe M onoaw (4:5)
whereas in SQCD :

3NN ¢ _ 2 B3N N ¢ 2 o

N o ;N ¢ =m Nc1,N (1 (4:0)

N otice that in the theory w ith the adpint 4.5) N ¢ does not decrease under H iggsing. T his
is because one m assless chiral super eld is eaten by the m assive gauge eld but another

appears from decom posing the adpint ofSU N.) w rt. SU N, 1).

Out of 4J3) { {(4.6) only three de nitions are independent eg. @2), @4), @5)).

W ith these conventions the scale m atching condition in SQCD is [Z]:

3NN ¢ 3NN ¢

— N . N .
soep  soep = (I ’ (4:7)

Here isan auxiliary scale sin ilar to that n @.14). Tt is de ned such that the m agnetic

superpotentialin SQCD is:
1
w S2CP = TM gq: 4:8)

m ag

W ith the conventions in hand we next tum to exam ine the ows.

42. Themass ow.

C onsider adding to the electric theory a m ass tem :

So K+ 1 N
We= —TrX + m £ 49
el k+ 1 @NfQ ( )

The theory loses a avor in the infrared; the scales of the high and low energy theories
(n.n, and y_n,. 1 respectively) are related by @J):

;NchNf = mi Iquch(lef Y (4:10)
In the m agnetic theory, the superpotential @.14) ism odi ed to:
s0 X¢ .
Wiag= 2 T2Y e =5 Muat" gt m M) (441)

=1

One next needs to set the m assive elds to solutions of their equations of m otion and
ntegrate them out. It is easy to see that allthe elds M 3)}°, M Py, G=1; £);N
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and com ponents of g, g, Y in k of the N . directions are m assive. T he expectation values
ofd' s, q,,Y satisfy:

m
g Y . = i ;1= 1; ik (4:12)

So

Taking into acocount the D temm s wWhich x the relative nom alization of g;9;Y ) and Y
equation ofm otion leads to:

Nf m k+ 1
g = ;1 ’
So
2 1
. m k+ 1
4. = ik ; 4:13)
So
( .
2 k+ 1
Y = 1 msO =1; HS
0 otherw ise

W e can think ofthe e ect ofm in (4.11) In two stages. First, the m agnetic gauge group
SU (N.) is broken by the H iggs m echanisn to SU (N . k). Atthjsstage,qf,qu,Y

m
m = 2; ks¥ 1; k1 ( = k+ N;.) gain am assand pin k m assive vector
super elds in the fundam ental representation of the unbroken, SU (N. k) gauge group.

A ccording to our convention (4.5) this generates a factor of the k’th power of the m ass

2k
m2k+1

squared of the vector super elds,

So

In a second stage, ¥, and Y X get am ass from expanding the superpotential:

So k+ 1 k1 k m *
TrY "' 7 shy it Y, Y5 = g
k+ 1 So

Woag = Y, Y&: 4:14)
In {.14) we have used the fact that in expanding TrY **! to kading order in ¥, Y* we
must take these two Y ’s next to each other; tem s lke Trhy "iY;hy ™ iY* ®m;m € 0)

do not contribute such mass term s. Since Y, , Y kX can be thought of as m assive chiral

kK 1
2 k+ 1

super elds in the fundam ental representation of SU (N, k) with mass g - (see
@.14), (¢.13)), weuse (42) for the scale m atching.
F inallky, com bining the two stages we have:
NN, _ M 2 T 1 20N o k)N f=m_2 2N k)N ¢ 4:15)
N N ¢ So . o l};i Nc kN ¢1 S% Nc kN ¢1

26



U sing (4.10), ¢4.15) we conclude that (4.1) leads to:

1 m ?
1 oawew 20 KN e 2N, 2N :16)
m N Ngl S% Nc kN ¢ 1 0

or:
2N N ¢ 1) 2®Nck)N ¢ 2MNg 1) 20N ¢ 1) .
NeNel NokN ¢1 So 4:17)

which is exactly the right scale m atching relation for the theory with N ¢ 1 avors.
W e therefore conclude that the scale m atching relation (4.1) is consistent w ith the m ass
perturbation @.9).

An interesting elem ent of the preceding analysis is the fact that the overall relative
coe cient between the rst and second tem s in the m agnetic superpotential @.14) was
In portant for quantitative agreem ent of the m atching conditions. T his relative coe cient
wasnot xed by the discussion in section 3.4 and we can view the analysisofthis subsection

asaway to determm ine it. W e w ill soon see a non-trivial check of tsvalie from thes; ows

e-h.

4.3. D eform ation of the X superpotential: the generic case.

In this subsection we w ill be deformm ing the superpotential or X (¥ ) in the electric
(m agnetic) theory, as in @.1), (31). Recall the duality

5{1
W g = — ppxkeld
0 k+1 i 7@
i=0
SO | (4:18)
W (Ye) = ——Try it o4

o k+1 i ®
0

i=

b= a=a

where a; are the eigenvalies of X ¢ de ned as in €.8) and a; are sin ilarly related to Y.
To test (4.1) in the deform ed theory @.18) we proceed In two stages. F irst consider
generic t; such that all eigenvalues a; (.8) are distinct. Then the IR elctric theory is
a direct product of decoupled SQCD theories with gauge groups SU (r;) (see discussion
ollow ing @.8)). The scale of the i"th SQCD theory is related to that of the high energy
theory by: 2 3
1
W ®@)T

2NN ¢ _ 3mN ¢ 4Y @; 2155 4:19
i i aﬂ) ( )

96 1
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One can think of @.19) as ollow ing from a two step process. First we tum on an expec-
tation value forX ¢
X si= diag @7';a;’; L ia 4 20)

where a;' m eans the eigenvalue a; appears r; tim es, etc. This m akes som e vector elds

m assive and using @.3) we get the factor of ~ . (i  &)°% in {419). Then, at a

second stage, we Integrate out the m assive ad pint eld in the SU (r;) theory using @4).

1
O@)Fi*

Weevaliate W P (a;) using @.8) and nd Por ;:

T his gives rise to W

Y
_ 2N . N ¢ téi (ai aﬂ.)ri 2r 4 (4 :21)

Jj6 i

3]’_‘iN £
i

R epeating the sam e argum ents for the m agnetic theory using (4.18) we nd:

Y
2Nc N ftéi (al %)ri 2r 5 . (4:22)

36 1

3riN £ o_
5 =

At this stage we have no independent check on @21), (422) separately (although
one w ill appear in the next section when we discuss baryons), but m ultiplying the left and

right hand sides of @ 21) and @23) and using @.1), @.7) we nd

3ri N ¢ 3ri N ¢ fr; Ng _ £ T e ¥ N ¢
: : = O B PR (423)
j6 1
which m eans that )
1
= —0 : 4 24)
Tt il @)

Recallthat ; isde ned through the m agnetic superpotential in the SU (r;) theory (com —
pare to @.8)):
. 1
W= —8:0ieq: (425)
i
The scale param eters ; can be independently calculated by the analysis described in

section 3.4. By decom posing M 5, gY 'q into their SU (r;), SU (rj) components @3.33),

-w-

(3.34) and evaluating the coe cient of &;Q igq in the m agnetic superpotential {3.35) we

Y
toaa =k Dgftt = =W @)= = @ a) (426)
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which is exactly the right value {4 24). Since the m agnetic superpotential 335) is com —

plktely xed by the considerations of section 3, the agreem ent between @24) and @ 26)
gives another non-trivial quantitative check of duality.

W e conclude that, at least for generic t;, the deform ation (4.18) is consistent w ith the
scale m atching relation (4.1). T his still leaves the question of whether we get a consistent

picture when som e fa;g coincide, which we brie y address In the next subsection.

4.4.Deform ation of the X superpotential: coinciding eigenvalues.

C onsider for sin plicity the special case discussed in section 3.4, where two of the ay,
say a; and a,, c:omcade'-I§ Then Instead of k copies o£ SQCD, one gets in the IR k 2
copies 0f SQ CD , corresponding to as; x » 3ad one copy ofthem odel €.3) with k = 2.
The discussion ofthek 2 SQCD vacua is exactly as In the last subsection. T he only new
feature here is the discussion of the scale ofthe SU (r1) k = 2 m odel corresponding to a;,
and itsdual, the SU (r;) modelwih k= 2and r; = 2N ¢ K. The scale ; ofthat low
energy m odel is related to  by:

irlN £ _ 2N . N ¢ (aj ah)2.'Cj (4:27)
by an argum ent analogous to that ©llow ing @.19). Sin ilarly:

2ri N ¢ _ 2N.N ¢ @ a) s (428)

D e ning tél) and @ to be the analogues ofty, in the low energy theory, we have
the scale m atching relation:

T T 2N f 2Nf
i N f i N f — t(()l) (l) (4:29)
M ultiplying @273 and @28) and using @), @29) we nd
@) vk
%
h _ b @ a) (4:30)

13 The discussion can be trivially extended to the general case.
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One can again perform an independent check of {4.30) by calculating t', @ directly.
Starting with t\’ weuse £8) nearx ' a;:

2 3
¥e & )
Woix)= ® a) ® a) vl @ a5 a)X & a)P? @31
=3 =3
so that:
(1) Yk
=t (@ &): 432)

j=3
To get Y we use the decom positions @.37), 338) and calculate the coe cient of
$101@Ysaq (Orequivalently 1Xs:10:1ga). W e nd that

¥k )

i=1

Combining (4.32), @.33) we see that {4.30) is indeed valid and the structure of ows ©€.%)

is consistent w ith the scale m atching relation @.1).

5. Them apping of baryons in the deform ed theory.

In section 2 we proposed an exactm apping @ 20) betw een the baryon operators in the
electric and m agnetic theories. T he m apping involves pow ers of the din ensionfuil couplings
that are xed by global sym m etries and num erical factors that can be xed by consistency

w ith the various ows. In this section we w ill outline the checks of consistency of @ 20)

w ith various deform ations. W e w ill see that these consistency checks lead to additional

highly non-trivial checks of duality. In particular, since appearsin themap ©£20), w

w illhave a m ore direct check on the expressions for the scales ; {421), {4 23) derived in
section 4.
There is an inherent phase ambiguity in ©.20) related to the possbility of m aking
eld rede nitions in the two theories corresponding to global sym m etries of the problem .
P erform ing a baryon num ber transform ation in them agnetic theory introduces an arbitrary
phase in {220) and an opposite phase in the relation between B and its dual®. W e can
use this freedom to m ake the phases in them appings of B and B identical. T his still leaves
a sign am biguity in all our form ulae or m apping of B , B separately, which disappears in
the m apping of BB . W e will not write explicitly these signs, but instead leave the
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branches of square roots appearing in B and B unspeci ed. Phase factors appearing in
the m atching of B B have an absolute m eaning and therefore w ill be calculated.

In the rst subsection we w illdiscuss the consistency of € 20) when tuming on m asses
for quarks (4.9). In the second subsection we w ill verify the consistency of 2.20) w
deform ations of the superpotential W (X ) (2.7).

51.Themass ow.

AsIn section 4 we add amass tem orQV:, &y, 4.9). The electric theory now
hasN¢ 1 avors. The electric baryon {(2.19) splits into com ponents w ith the indices
I, 7 Joy 7 o, @king valuesbetween 1 and N ¢ 1 which stay m assless, and the rest that
becom e m assive. In the m agnetic theory we deform the superpotentialby an m M ; tem
@.I1). The gauge group breaks from SU N.) to SU . k) and the number of avors
decreasesby one, N¢ ! N 1. O ne notes that:

1. It llow s from .13) that:

hyd's i= (5:1)

2. A 1l com ponents of the m agnetic quarks q, g and the ad pint eld Y w ith color indices
between 1 and k, aswellas ' £, gy . (@Il color com ponents) becom e m assive.
3. D ue to the structure of the rh s. of £.20) ifany one orm ore of the indices i, ; oy iZ

equals N ;¢ the corresponding m agnetic baryon (the rh.s. of £20)) ism assive, since

it is not possble to saturate the color indices = 1; 7k corresponding to broken

generators exoept w ith m assive quarks. T his is in agreem ent w ith the behavior of the
electric theory (the lhs. of £.20)) asm entioned above.
4. If all indices iy, ; b, #Ze less than N¢ the rhs. of (2.20) does kad to m assless

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

saturated by the expectation values of the Y ’d'¢. The only way to saturate the
broken color indices by the expectation valies (5.1) is to replace n B {2.20) one of

each group of indices i; ; z by the appropriate expectation value i (5.1). T his leads

to the Hllow ing transform ation of the rhs. of £.20) under them ass ow :

. . ) ) , k(k 1)
i1 dngiz1 zZny, 01 Jnpi¥1 Yny p we. 21 Zng ih _‘LnlBNcer ) ( )T
L 3y Y1 Yay 1921 Zny
k
m %z . - N k;N 1
niny x B 1 dng %1 Zny 2 21 Zay ik dagy o1pgt £

So i dny 17 iZ1 Za, 1

62)
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The factors of n; com e from the number of possibilities of placing the expectation

value am ong then; X *' Q operators. T he phase is due to a certain reordering of the

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

symm etry breaking. A sin ilar factor does not appear in the analogous m apping for

B . C learly, the only m eaningflil quantity is the phase appearing in the transform ation

of BE.

Inserting 6J4) into {2.20) we see that all the factors generated in the breaking m ag—
ically arrange to give the orm {220) again, with Ny ! N¢ 1. Th particular, one notes
thatn; ! n; 1, and the scale absorbs the factor of m (see [(42)). Eq. {(52) and the
analogous relation ©llow ing from the analysis of the m apping {.20) under tuming on an
expectation value forM  in the electric theory allow one to detemm ine the dependence on
N ¢ and N . ofthe unam biguously de ned phase in them apping relation forB . One nds
that the phase, called P in €.20) is:

k (k

pZ= ( yz NeN e, (5:3)
A s discussed above, only P 2, which is a sign, ism eaningfi1l.

5.2. The maryon m apping in the presence of a deform ed superpotential.

W hen a general superpotential £.7) is present the gauge group breaks generically
to @.10). Correspondingly, the baryon cperator {2.19) can be expressed in tem s of the
baryonsofthe SQ CD theordes ©.10). Sin ilarly, the baryon ofthem agnetic SU (N ) theory
is decom posable into the baryons of the m agnetic SQCD theordes 34). The m apping of
baryons in the high energy theory, £20), should reduce in the deform ed theory to the

baryon m apping in the Individual SQ CD theories:

1

L 1 1 .
BR We = 7BNcN ¢) WeN o) 1 el Ing NCBi .
N.! 1w

Eqg. (4) has the sam e sign am biguity discussed above.

T he general discussion of the reduction of . 20) under the deform ations .7) is un—
fortunately rather com plicated. To get a avor of the issues involved we w ill discuss here
the special case of a theory with a cubic superpotential k = 2 in €.%)); furthem ore,
we will only discuss the specialbaryonswith n; = Ng, np; = N Nf (see @.19)). The
m ain reason for considering these baryons is that they are dualby (220) to the sin plest
m agnetic baryons, those with n; = 2N¢ N, = N. and n, = 0. Using 20) and the
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phase P found in the previous subsection we expect for these baryons the follow ing duality

m apping:
J n 1 1 Ngil ©Ne Neg~d g J1 &
B 2 E'il By, Q . quXQ)1 HZZQ#
’ 55)
P N ¢ N. 2N.N J Jn,ilh v, n N ¢
E!SO £ )1 2 7 £ 2 . Ncqill i q
W e will check the validity of (5.5) when a general superpotential W X ) = $TrX 3+

S71TrX 2 is introduced. In this particular case W has two critical points a;, a;, and the
electric and m agnetic color groups are broken as in 2.10), 3 4) to: SU ;) SU () U (1)
and SU (r;) SU () U (1) respectively. T he consistency check of {5.5) involves com paring
tw o paths:
1. DecomposeB * 2 in tem softhe electric baryons of SQ CD and then use the SQ CD
m apping G.4) to obtain an expression in term s of the m agnetic SQ CD baryons.
2.Use 65) rst, and then decom pose the m agnetic baryon into the SQCD baryons of
the broken theory.
C learly, the two expressions obtained thisway should coincide for agreem ent w ith duality.
T he electric baryon decom poses after the breaking as:

Xt
B odn, — 1 Wesic,s) .rs NeN c@as) Ng N Ne o
B 2 () a a
| 1 2 1 J-Nf
£ 5= 0 S I S
i i j j i lN j + 1 jn
1 0k is J Ira 1 s+l £ 1 s 2
Q1;1 1; s@l; s+ 1 1; r? Q2;1 2; NQf SQZ;Nf s+ 1 2; er

(5:6)
Q1,97 here are the SQCD quarks de ned in section 3.5. The non-trivial phases are due
to the rearrangem ent ofthe symbolofSU (N.) In the order corresponding to a product
of symbolsofSU () SU (z).Nextwe replace the electric SQCD baryons in (5:6) by
their m agnetic counterparts, using €.4):
Lomol, @), 8-

RN L I
hodve s Mg og)!

GriN ¢) 2@;rq) (G:7)

1

[ N[

and an analogous relation for the baryon constructed out of Q,. The scales ;, and

the param eters ; are given by @21), @22). Another s dependent phase (in addition

to that in (5.6)) appears from the rearrangem ent of the avor indices in the various
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tensors. A ffer summ ing overthe i avor indicesthe sum over s can be perform ed producing

@ a)V* ¥ ¢, Putting all the factors together we obtain:

|
BH ds— ( JeN e Ne: gle N e
| |
Ne 1)N B)! (5:8)
CE S O S8 5 @

5 e

It is straight®rward to see that the sam e result Hr B * 2 is cbtained by decom posing
the rhs. ofeq. (535) into baryons of SU (r;) and SU (r3).

6. Exam ples.

In this section we will study som e of the consequences of the general phenom ena

discussed in previous sections in som e particular cases.

6.1. Thecasek = 2.

W e start w ith the general cubic superpotential, €.7) wih k = 2. The only coupling

that exists in this case is s; . For generic s,
S S
W = EOTrX 34 ElTrX 2 6:1)

W has two critical points, ¢;, & . Vacua are labeled by integers 1y, r, corresponding to
placing r; of the eigenvalues in the rst critical point, and the rem aining r, = N, 3 In
the second one. Forr; 6 0;N . the gauge group breaks to (com pare to £.10)):

SUWMN:) ! SU (@) SU@E) U@): (62)

Eq. ©.9) and the tracelessness condition can be replaced by the two linear equations

S1
C + S = —_—
So (6:3)
g+ ne =0
w ith solution
S1 n
Cl _ -
So In B
s, 1 (6:4)
C2 e f—
So I i)



The chiral ring is generated by TrX ?, whose expectation valie in a vacuum w ith
m ultiplicities (1 ;) is:

2 2
S1 N
HMrX?i= ncd + ncd = N — —c 1 65
16 ¥ G = N 2  (m  B)? ©=)
Sin ilarly, in the m agnetic theory:
S1 i)
C = —
So 1 a2 6:6)
S1 I :
S = —
Sp I i)
and :
. S1 N2
HrY?i= nd+ nd =N, — —c 1 657
W RG=Ne o T ey e

Comparing to @.11) we see that to m atch the r dependent term s in HTrX ?iand HTrY %1

we should choose
N
ST = S1—
C

which is a special case of (3.19). C om paring the constant tem s of {6.5), {6.1) then leads

(6:8)

to 3 X
N.s; N

)= =5 —< 1 (6:9)
24 55 N¢

Eq. (6.9) is a special case of B31).

T he operator relation (3.11) takes in this case the

form : ) )
Nes7; N
Trx?= —Try®+ —==2 —< 1 : (6:10)
2
c So Nc

which should be com pared to (3.30). T here are two things to note here:
1. Considering the deform ed theory w ith s; $ 0 allow sone to unigquely determm ine the nu-

m erical coe cients in the operatorm apping 3 1I) including the num erical constants

5 (221) which are de ned in the theory with s; = 0.

2.W hile g (64) and ¢ (6.6) depend on 13, they satisfy a sim ple linear relation
s1N
= ot —: (6:11)
SONc

T his linear relation is a special case of 8 27).
Foreven N . we encounter here an exam ple ofan interesting generalphenom enon w hich

occurs wheneverN . and k are not relatively prin e. T he solution for the eigenvalues ¢; and
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o (4) issingularwhen r; = r; = N.=2 and s; 6 0 and therefore these vacua are absent.
On the other hand, or s; = 0 the values of g and ¢, seem to be ambiguous. Indeed, In
this case the superpotentialhasa at direction with X i= diag(c;::c; c <) (up to
gauge transform ations). T he physics along this at direction isexactly that ofthe \m issing
vacuum " with 1 = r, = N.=2. The adpint eld ism assive and the gauge symm etry is
broken: SU N.) ! [BU N c=2)]2 U (1). Theonly di erence isthat them ass ofthe ad pint

eld and the scales of the two SQ CD theories depend on the H iggs param eter ¢ instead of
St .

How does the chiral ring look in this case? The only chiral operator in the electric
theory that can be w ritten in term s ofX alone using the equation ofm otion @.4) isTrX 2.
T he electric characteristic polynom ial gives rise to a relation for X that depends on the
party ofN .. For odd N . this relation takes the fomm :

Trx2) 5 + b Trx2) 7 + + bTrX %)= 0 6:12)
2

where b are easily calculable coe cients which depend on s 1=sg. W hen s; = 0 allly go
N+ 1

to zero, and the relation is (TrX ?)~ 2z = 0 in agreem ent w ith the fact that m oduli space

is In this case a point (setting M 5 = 0 as usual). For generic s; (6.12) has N, + 1)=2
solutions in one to one corregpondence w ith the m oduli space {6.5).

For even N . the relation follow ing from the characteristic polynom ial is

Ne 2

s, (TrX2)= + b TrX2) 7 + _4®rx?) = 0: (6:13)

For non zero s; there are N =2 solutions in one to one correspondence w ith the solutions
of (6.5). In particular, the solution wih 5 = r, which is singular does not appear. For
s; = 0 the characteristic polynom ial {6.13) does not provide any constraints on TrX 2, in
agream ent w ith the presence of the at direction described above.

Quantum m echanically, we have leamed that one needs to add to (612) (or %.13))
another relation which is obtained from the characteristic polynom ial of the m agnetic
theory using the operatormap 6.10). Forodd N.,N. = 2N¢ N; is odd too, and one

nds a relation

N Ne 1

Try®)™ 5 + b @ry?) T+ L+ DTrY?)=0 (6:14)

T here are two cases to discuss:
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1.N. > N¢ > N.. In this case the electric theory is m ore strongly coupled than the
m agnetic one. The relation {6.14) isnon trivialin the electric chiral ring, reducing the
num ber of distinct vacua from N .+ 1)=2 to N+ 1)=2. This is in perfect agreem ent
w ith the counting of vacua (6.5) which satisfy rj;r, N¢ . The expectation values
calculated from (6.14) agree with (6.5) for the appropriate vacua.

2.N.> Nf > N.. The electric theory ism ore weakly coupled than the m agnetic one.
The relation (6.14) is satis ed on all electric vacua satisfying the classical relation
6.12) and therefore the electric m oduli space is not m odi ed quantum m echanically.
This is in agreem ent w ith weak coupling intuition in the electric theory.

62. Thecase N.= kN ¢ N. = 1.

Fork= 1 (SQCD wih N, colorsand N¢ = N.+ 1 avors) the theory is known to
con ne [7]. The low energy degrees of freedom are the m esons M @l and baryons B ;, Bs.
T he classical constraint relating these elds is lifted quantum m echanically and is replaced
by the superpotential:

1 .
_ e ) .
W = —r— BiM ;@ detM : (6:15)

T his picture, which is due to strong coupling e ects in the electric theory, ismuch m ore
sim ply understood in the weakly coupled dualm agnetic theory []. The m esons are the
gauge singlets that appear in the dual. The baryons B, BY are proportional to the
m agnetic quarksq;, ¢ . The rsttem in the superpotential (5.15) is the tree levelm agnetic
superpotential (see eg. (4.8)). The last term (proportional to detM ) is due to non-—
perturbative Instanton e ectsthat arise in the process of com plete breaking ofthem agnetic
gauge group.

Fork > 1 we are In a position to use duality to m ake predictions. The operators

generating the classical chiral ring of the SU &N ¢ 1) gauge theory 2 3) are M5 @.3),

TrxJ,j=2; ik, and the baryons: 2.19),
B =0 ! xo)" koo )N
B =oWr xo)¥r? klog )N
(6:16)
k) _ AN¢ N ¢ k1 N¢el
B, =0 " XQ) )
wih i = 1; £,;8s well as antibaryons B9 . However, unlke the cases k = 1, a

long distance description which incluides all these elds does not satisfy t Hooft anom aly
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m atching. D uality suggests another solution to the problem . The only independent elds
in a m acroscopic description of the theory areM j and B ), 8 ®) . ThebaryonsB *), g ®)
which we will denote by B, ¥ in this subsection, are m apped by duality {220) to the
m agnetic quarks. T he other generators of the chiral ring either vanish or can be expressed

in tem s ofM 4, B and B . For exam ple, from (3.39) we deduce that:

- @
— Trx*!'t = BM,;B+ —: 6:17)
k+ 1 1 @t
where = ( J 2 1)NstN el 1 @kDN < learly the chiral ring at long distances is

drastically m odi ed from its classical structure. T he superpotential of the theory can be
read o ([ 4):
W = sy BM (B (6:18)

A sa check note that the auxiliary scale present in (1.4) disappears in the electric variables
M ,B,®. Themeson eldsM ;,M,, x 1 Mdo not appear in the superpotential. In
general one expects additional dangerously irrelevant term s in the superpotential (6.18)
w hich do depend on allM ; and whose e ect would be to lift som e at directions and break
som e accidental sym m etries. W e have not analyzed these tem s In detail.

T he theory has rather di erent descriptions at short distances, where it is described
In tem s of gauge eldsW , and quarks Q, X , and long distances w here the quarks are
con ned and the appropriate degrees of freedom are the mesons M 5 and baryons B , B.
Tt is natural to ask what is the long distance, m acroscopic description of deform ing the
superpotential W by the s;, asin @.7). The operatormap %.17) and deform ed m agnetic
superpotential (335) with Y set to 0, tell us that in tem s of the low energy degrees of

freedom the structure is always essentially the sam e. T he superpotential is

K1 !

W= E tMy1 B (6:19)

=0
T he com bination of m esons in bradkets couples to the baryon eld, and the other k 1
com binations of generalized m esons rem ain free.

This is in agreem ent w ith the m icroscopic picture, according to which tuming on

a generic superpotential @.1) leads to the appearance of k distinct critical points a; as
described above. But because N . = F ;= kN¢ 1, there is a unique vacuum ; we m ust
assion N ¢ 1 eigenvalues to one ofthe criticalpoints €g. 7 = N¢ 1) and N¢ elgenvalues
to each oftheramainingk 1 (= Nf fori 2). Thus, a m icroscopic physicist would
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expect to see at low energies a set ofaln ost decoupled SQCD theories, k 1wihN.= N¢

and one with N. = N¢ 1, coupkd by irrelevant interactions. A ccording to [7], in the
present context (rem embering the gauged U (1)* * { see ©.10)), each of the theories w ith

Nf= N, glvesrise to a freemeson eld, whereas the factorwih N = N. + 1 gives rise
to a m eson and baryon coupled via the superpotential 6.15).

The combination of m esons in brackets in eq. ®.19) corresponds to the m eson of
the SQCD with N¢ = N.+ 1. The baryonsB , B correspond to the appropriate baryons
of that theory. The other k 1 combinations of generalized m esons give the k 1 free
m esons needed for the theorieswith N¢ = N.. Comparing to (6.13) we leam that 6.19)
ism issing a tem proportionalto det (P ;M x 1) which isallowed by sym m etries and can
therefore appear much lke in SQCD in the process of com pletely breaking the m agnetic
gauge group. Its coe cient in the superpotential is constrained by the symm etries to be
a polynom ial of the form 1 + }I 4 tW e leave the detaild understanding of this
term for future work.

Tt isnot di cul to repeat the analysis above for the case when the m icroscopic theory
isdeformed by .7) with s; ne tuned such that som e of the critical points a; coincide.
In fact, by requiring the consistency of the resulting superpotentialw ith all £s;g deform a—
tions puts extrem ely strong constraints on the corrections to the superpotential {6.19) and
probably (over-) detemm ines it. It would be interesting to nd this superpotential.

63. Thecase N, = kN¢ N. = 2.

The theory with N.= kN ¢ 2 isthe sim plest theory w ith a non-Abelian dual gauge
group { SU (). Consider st the case k = 2. The elctric theory has gauge group
G = SU @N¢ 2) and superpotential:

W = —Trx>: (620)
T he m agnetic one has gauge group SU (2) and:
So
Wmag: ) Mi.eY g+ M) : (621)

T he m agnetic theory has no superpotential for Y (setting other elds to their expectation
values). Thus, there isa at direction corresponding to

1 0
hy i= : 622
i= a 0 1 ( )
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A long it the gauge group isbroken: SU 2) ! U (1). Y ism assive except for one m assless
eld, TrY ?, param etrizing sm all uctuations of the expectation valie a.
R em arkably, the electric theory also has a at direction, since N . Wwhich is even) is
divisble by k = 2). This at direction, which was discussed In 6.1 is described by:

X i= diag B'= ' ;( bt ! (623)
Tt too breaks the (electric) gauge sym m etry:
SU (2N ¢ 2) ! SU (N¢ 1) SU % 1) U @Q): (624)

X ism assive except for one m asskess eld, TrX ?, param etrizing sm all uctuations of b.
The non-Abelian dynam ics in {$24) isSQCD with N¢ = N.+ 1. W e expect two sets of
m esons and baryons coupled by the superpotential (6.15). Substituting $22) in 6 21)
we Indeed nd the required structure. Linear com binations of the twomeson eldsM .,
M , couple to the two com ponents of g;g which serve as baryons. T he couplings look like
the rst tem in (6.15). W e are again not analyzing the detM tem s due to instantons
that m ust be added to the m agnetic superpotential % 21) in the weakly coupled m agnetic
theory. The U (1) dynam ics also agrees and them assless eld TrX ? correspondsto TrY 2
com pleting the duality m ap.

Attheorigh (a= b= 0in (627), 623)) we nd a strongly coupled dualofthe SU (2)
theory with W = 0.

Foreven k > 2 the structure is sin ilarbut richer. T heory space hasm any com ponents
depending on the num ber of distinct critical points. C onsider, for exam ple, the case when
allk criticalpoints are distinct. Since we want the m agnetic superpotential for Y to vanish
we add only odd powers of X to the electric superpotential @.7) (ie. all sp3 1 vanish).

T herefore, the critical points appear In pairs, a, &, ., - &here is a unique
2
vacuum w ih
SUKN: 2)! BU®N: DI BU®MI? : (625)
Them agnetic SU (2) gauge theory is coupled to k singlet eldsM 5, j= 1; ;k and
xk
Woag = Mgy q:

=1

There is stilla at direction ®27), along which k 2 combinations ofM y do not couple
(In the IR at the origin of m oduli space M ;i = 0), while two combine as before w ith
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g;g ! B ;B to give the right structure for two SQCD theorieswith N¢ = N.+ 1. The
non-renom alizable part of the superpotential again ram ains to be analyzed. It isnot hard
to repeat these considerations for the case when som e eigenvalues a; coincide. W e leave
the details to the reader.

It is appropriate to end this section by retuming to the truncation of the chiral ring,
and explain why the quantum chiral ring is an aller than the classical one. In the exam ple
discussed here, In the quantum chiral ring there are relations:

TrX "1 = wonst; TrX?® =F (TrX ?) (626)

which are absent classically.

Consider rst the classical theory where as usualwe deform W €.7) to resolve the
singularity. O ne way of seeing that TrX 3, j= 2; ;k are all independent classically isto
note that the theory w ith generic fs;g €.7) hasm any classicalvacua in which hTr X i are
alldi erent. T here are no relations am ong the HTr X Ji that hold uniform ¥ in all vacua.
The key point is that as discussed previously m any of the classical vacua are unstable
and disappear in the quantum theory, due to the N ¢ N, constraint in the low energy
SQCD theories (see section 2). Aswe saw, in the case N, = kN¢ 2 analyzed here
m ost of the vacua disappear, leaving behind a unique vacuum (for generic s;). Relations
am ong the operators need to hold only in the quantum vacua, and therefore m any m ore
exist In general quantum m echanically than classically. One can easily convince oneself
that the relations 626) in particular are valid in all the vacua that are stable quantum
m echanically and break down in vacua that are unstable. T herefore they only exist in the

quantum theory and not in the classical one.

7. Comm ents on the theory w ithout a superpotential

TheSU (N .) theory with an ad pint X ,N ¢ fundam entalsQ and N ¢ anti-fundam entals
& w ithout a tree level superpotential is very interesting. U nfortunately, our understanding
of this theory is very lim ited. In the previous sectionswe Hllowed §;9]and added the tree

level superpotential = s,X ¥ ! to sin plify the analysis. In this section we w illpoint out

a few observations about the theory w ithout the superpotential (sg = 0).
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7.1. The m oduli space

N o dynam ically generated superpotential can lift the classical at directions. To see
that, note that at a generic point in the m oduli space the gauge group is broken to an
ADbelian subgroup (or com pletely broken). T herefore, nstanton m ethods should be reliable.
R epeating the analysis of fl5], it is easy to see that instantons have too m any ferm ion zero
m odes to generate a superpotential. T herefore, no superpotential can be generated and
the theory has a m oduli space of stable vacua for any N¢. The sam e conclusion can be
reached by exam ining the sym m etries and the way they restrict a dynam ically generated
superpotential.

Furthem ore, the perturbations of this theory by various tree level superpotentials
(see below ) relate it to other theories where the m oduli space is understood. This leads
to further constraints on the quantum m oduli space and its singularities. T he conclision
is that the quantum m oduli space is identical to the classical one. T he only singularities
are at points where classically the unbroken gauge symm etry is enhanced. The most
singular point is at the origin. T his does not m ean that the physical Interpretation of the
singularities in the quantum theory is as in the classical theory.

7.2. The non-Alkelian Coulmb phase N < 2N .

W hen N¢<2N. a sinple two loop calculation sim ilar to that in [17] reveals a non-—
trivial xed point ofthe beta function. T his calculation can be justi ed rigorously at large
N .. Therefore, the origin is In a non-A belian C oulom b phase. T he physics at that point
is sin ilar to the physics seen in perturoation theory, describing interacting quarks and
glions.

T he din ensions of the chiral operators are constrained by the superconform al algebra
to satisfy D = %R where R is the charge ofthe U (1)gr symm etry in the superconform al
algebra. In sinpler exam pls this U (1) symm etry is easily identi ed B]. In our case,
it is am biguous. Anom aly freedom constrains the R charge of Q and &, B¢ and the R
= &N 1 the xed

2N ¢
N 2

point is visble in perturbation theory with the conclusion B, = %(l w=1 * O (%);

charge of X , B, to satisfy @J) N¢B¢f + N.B, = N;. For

2
Be=30 sz +0 (7).

A sN¢ isreduced, the xed point becom esm ore strongly coupled and the dim ensions
ofthe operatorsbecom e an aller. Since the dim ensions of the the soin zero elds cannot be

an aller than one (], at som e point this description must bem odi ed. W e would expect,
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by analogy with [§], that these elds becom e free and decouple. Then, the U (1); in the
superconfom al algebra is an accidental symm etry which assigns R = % to these elds.
T his observation m ight suggest that allu; = TrX I with j= 2;::5N . should be included
as elem entary elds in a dualdescription.

7.3. The con ning phase superpotential

A useful tool in analyzing the dynam ics of supersym m etric theories is the con ning
phase superpotential. It is obtained by coupling the generators ofthe chiral ring to extemal
sources and com puting the e ective action for these 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 of the theory RI,2]. This procedure was used in RI] to study the
N.= 2,N¢ = 1 theory. T he authors of P2] studied the N, = 2 problem for larger values
ofN ¢ and gave partialanswers for larger N .. The m assless m odes at the generic point in
the m oduli space are am ong these elds and therefore this e ective superpotential gives a
good description of the theory on the m oduli space. The e ective superpotential derived
this way exhibits a singularity at the origin for every valie of N, and N¢. Thismeans
that at the origin m ore degrees of freedom are needed. This fact is n accord w ith our
Interpretation of the origin as being In a non-A belian Coulom b phase. H owever, we could
not nd a usefiil description of the theory at the origin which gives rise to the singularity
In these e ective superpotentials.

7.4. The Coulom b phase

The theory with a tree level superpotential $§X Q' = Tr M, can be analyzed
easily. For ei = ? the theory becomes N = 2 supersymm etric. This theory or N, = 2
was analyzed in ] and for larger values of N . in R3-25]. The m oduli space of the theory
has a Coulomb branch which has only m assless photons at generic points. At special
singularpoints on them oduli space there arem orem assless particles: m asslessm onopoles,
m assless dyons, m assless glions and quarks, and even points w ith interacting non-trivial
N = 2 superconform al eld theories R§,27]. M ore quantitatively, thisbranch of the theory
is described in temn s of a hyperelliptic curve. T he characteristic scale on this Coulomb
branch is the only dim ensionful param eter in the theory which appears as a param eter
in the curve.

It iseasy to extend the curve away from thisN = 2 theory; ie. for arbitrary values of

€6 €.Asin P12223]1using the symm etries of the theory, this is achieved by replacing
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every factor of M¢¥ ¢ in the curve by det ) “N¢N ¢, TherefPre, as ! 0, all the
features on the C oulom b branch approach the origin (m ore precisely, they approach points
where classically there is an unbroken non-Abelian gauge symm etry). Conversely, by
tumingon the singularity at the origin splits to several shgularitiesw ith variousm assless
particles. Since these particles are not all local w ith respect to one another, there is no
local Lagrangian which includes all of them . Therefore, it is In possible to write a local
eld theory w hich describes the deform ation by along the entire C oulom b branch in weak
coupling.

A sin ilar situation was encountered in SO (N.) gauge theories [19,28]. There the
theory at the origin wasgiven ssveraldi erent dualdescriptions. E ach gave a weak coupling
description of another deform ation or another region of the m oduli space. An attem pt to
In itate this procedure here w ill necessarily lead to a very large num ber of dual theories to
describe the di erent phenom ena In the Coulomb branch.

7.5. Deform ation by a superpotential (2 TrX **1

T his is the theory we studied in this paper. R em oving this perturbation by letting s
go to zero is a singular operation as it changes the asym ptotic behavior of the potential.

2N ¢
This can also be seen from the m atching equation 2NeN ¢ 2NeN ¢ = which

s
becom es singular as sy goes to zero. A lfematively, we m ight attem pt tooran ove this
perturbation by ltting k go to In nigy.

A's k becom es large, the operator TrX ¥* ! becom es irrelevant at the long distance
theory at the origin and therefore it does not a ect the dynam ics. A swe noted above, this
operator is dangerously irrelevant and cannot be ignored. However, as k goes to in nity
the potential it leads to becom es very at and it is it reasonable that the theory w ithout
a superpotential is achieved.

For large k the dual gauge group SU (N, = kN ¢ N.) becom es large. This theory
is strongly coupled and therefore one m ight think that it does not lad to a useful dual
description. H owever, aswe saw In the previous sections, this theory gives a weak coupling
description of som e ofthe deform ations. T herefore, if there is a unigue good dualtheory at
the origin, it should include this SU (N .) for arbitrarily large N.. Such an SU (1 ) theory
is expected to behave like a string theory. Therefore, we m ight speculate that the dual
theory at the origin isnot a eld theory but a string theory. P erhaps, if this is indeed the
case, there w ill not be a need for a Jarge num ber of dual descriptions as suggested by the
structure of the Coulom b phase.
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A ppendix A .D angerously irrelevant operators

A quantum eld theorist m ight wonder about the presence ofhigh order polynom ials
such as €.3) in the superpotential. T hese are non—renom alizable interactions w hich seem
irrelevant for the long distance behavior of the theory. How is it then that they a ect
the physical results? In order to answer this question we should review the notion of a
dangerously irrelevant (D I) operator in the theory of the renom alization group.

C onsider deform ations ofa xed point of the renom alization group by relevant oper-
ators or along at directions of the potential. It m ight be that an irrelevant operator at
the original xed point becom es relevant after the deform ation. Such an operator is called
dangerously irrelevant; ignoring its presence w ill lead to incorrect resuls.

An exam pl of a dangerously irrelevant operator is the gauge super ed W W  in
a non asym ptotically free gauge theory (for de niteness one m ay think of supersym m et—
ric QCD wih quarks in the findam ental representation of the gauge group). In such a
situation the gauge coupling ow s to zero at long distance; hence the operatorW W  is
rrelevant. N evertheless, it is clearly In portant to keep the gauge coupling w hen describbing
the long distance behavior of gauge theories. If, or exam ple, we tum on quark m asses, the
num ber of light quarks m ay fall below the asym ptotic freedom bound and therefore the
gauge coupling becom es relevant. Thus, W ? is relevant in part of theory space and irrele-
vant In other parts. W hen it is irrelevant it is referred to as being dangerously irrelevant.

The operator TrX ¥*! behaves in a very sin ilar way. At the gaussian UV) xed
point it has (for k > 2) din ension larger than three. However, if we tum on the gauge
coupling g, TrX ¥* ! develops for su ciently sn allN ¢ an anom alous din ension which can
m ake it relevant. H ence, while this operator is irrelevant near the gaussian UV xed point,
it too is a dangerously irrelevant operator.
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Actually, TrX ¥ ! isdangerously irrelevant even w ithout the gauge coupling. W hile it
is irrelevant w hen expanding around the trivial, X = 0 vacuum , it is clearly relevant when
expanding around any non—zero X . T hus, the presence ofthe superpotential @.3) lifts som e
of the at directions of the original theory; also, tuming on a polynom ial superpotential

(1.1) one ndsmany minina at non vanishing X , where clearly all powers up to and
incliding TrX ** ! are relevant. Therefore, at the orighh TrX **! is a D I operator and
cannot be ignored.

A ppendix B . P roperties of sym m etric polynom ials.

Consider a polynom ialoforder k + 1,

Xk 1
W _ Jk+1d 1
(x) T SiX ®.1)
i=0
The k roots of W °(x),a; (1= 1; k) satisfy:
XK , ¥
w o= sixft 3 & a) ® 2)
i=0 i=1
where fs,g and fa;g are related by:
X
si= ( Yso aj, ay, L a B 3)

i< ip< < i
Tt is also naturalto de ne the ob fcts:

Xk
u; at ® 4)

i
i=1

w hich satisfy the recursion relation:
Xl
1s; + s11ui= 0; 1= 1;2;3; B 5)

=1
Eq. B J) can be thought of as detem ining u; In tem s of fs, g with m 1. For the few

Jow est cases we have:

S1
ul = —_—
Sp
2
w = S1 > S ¢
2= — K
So So B .6)
Sy S S 3 S
2 S1 1 3
Sp So So So
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etc. In the text (section 3) we used a ram arkable property of the u’s:

@ uger @ ug
@Sjj+l @s;i+ 1

®.7)

For all ;1. In other words, duality requires that % % should be Independent of j. The
J

proofofthis statem ent relies on the follow ing representation ofthe recursion relation B 5):

I
X @ X )
—u, = 1+ sit ® 8)

n .
n i

D i erentiating ®_8) w rt. some s; we nd:

X 3 @ 1
—Uuy, = —P— B .9)
n @Sj 1+ iSj_l

which m akes the fact that %unm depends only on n Jj and not on n, j ssparately
]
m anifest.
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