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Abstract

We study the Casimir energy of four-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theories
in the context of the rigid limit of new minimal supergravity. Firstly, revisiting
the computation of the localized partition function on S' x S2, we recover the
supersymmetric Casimir energy from its path integral definition. Secondly, we
consider the same theories in the Hamiltonian formalism on R x S3, focussing
on the free limit and including a one-parameter family of background gauge
fields along R. We compute the vacuum expectation value of the canonical
Hamiltonian using zeta function regularization, and show that this interpolates
between the supersymmetric Casimir energy and the ordinary Casimir energy of
a supersymmetric free field theory.
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1 Introduction

It is remarkable that in certain situations the path integral of an interacting super-
symmetric field theory can be reduced to the computation of one-loop determinants,
using the idea of localization [I]. Employing this method, the partition function Z of
N =1 supersymmetric gauge theories with an R-symmetry, defined on a Hopf surface
S x Ms, with periodic boundary conditions for the fermions on S*, has been computed

in [2]. This is proportional [3] to the supersymmetric index [4]
I(B) = Tr(—1)Fe PHumsy (1.1)

where F'is the fermion number and Hy,sy, is the Hamiltonian generating translations

on S!', and commuting with at least one supercharge (), which exists on the manifold
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S! x Ms. Here the trace is over the Hilbert space of states on Mj. Although this
index can be refined introducing additional fugacities, associated to other conserved
charges commuting with (), below we consider the simplest case with only one fugacity
3, proportional to the radius of the S?.

In analogy with the standard path integral definition of the vacuum energy of a
field theory, from the localized partition function Z, one can define a quantity dubbed

supersymmetric Casimir energy [5], 2] as
.o d
Egsy = —BlgloloﬁlogZ. (1.2)

In 2] this was shown to be given by a linear combination of the central charges a and

c of the supersymmetric theory, which in the simplest case reads

4
Easy = 2—7(a+3c). (1.3)

In two dimensions, the fact that the Casimir energy is proportional to the unique
central charge ¢ has been known for long time [0], and attempts to generalize this
result to higher dimensions have been discussed in several places [7, 8, [9]. The usual
strategy consists in relating the expectation value (7)) of the energy-momentum tensor
to its anomalous trace <T[j) However, this approach has some limitations. First of
all, the resulting Casimir energy is ambiguous, with the ambiguities being related to
the ambiguities in the trace anomaly. Moreover, previous results focussed on the case
of conformally flat geometries. Finally, in a generic background with non-dynamical
fields, the energy-momentum tensor is not conserved, even classically.

One may be concerned that the definition (2] leads to an ambiguous result, due
to the existence of local counterterms, that can shift arbitrarily the value of log Z.
However, it has been shown in [10] that in the context of new minimal supergravity [11],
on S' x Mjs all the possible supersymmetric counterterms vanish, strongly suggesting
that the supersymmetric Casimir energy is not ambiguous. Thus, for supersymmetric
theories, we regard (L3)) as a natural generalization of the results [6] in two dimensions.
Notice that this is an exact result, thus valid for any value of the coupling constants.
For example, it is insensitive to the superpotential of the theory.

The linear combination of central charges a, ¢ in (L3 had previously appeared in
[12], in the context of studies of the supersymmetric index. Recent papers exploring

relations of the central charges a, ¢ with the supersymmetric index include [13], 14} [15].

'While here we also restrict ourselves to a round metric on S3, the methods we use do not rely
on conformal invariance and can be extended to the more general definition of the supersymmetric
Casimir energy on a Hopf surface [2].



In this note we investigate further the supersymmetric Casimir energy. In particular,
we show that it coincides with the vacuum expectation value (vev) of the Hamiltonian

Hygysy, appearing in the definition of the supersymmetric index

(Hsusy) = Esusy (1.4)

computed using zeta function regularization.
Since the results (L3) and (I.4]) are also valid at weak (or zero) coupling, one may
compare these with the Casimir energy in free supersymmetric field theories, computed

using zeta function techniques. In particular, for a free theory of N, vector multiplets
and N, chiral multiplets, this reads [16], [7]

1
Efree = <Hfree> = @(21Nv+5NX> . (15)

This is the free field value of the Casimir energy of N, conformally coupled complex
scalar fields, N, 4+ N, Weyl spinors, and NV, Abelian gauge fields, and does not agree
with (L4) [B 2]. See e.g. [I7] for a concise derivation. Working in the framework
of rigid new minimal supergravity, we will consider the canonical Hamiltonian H of
a multi-parameter family of supersymmetric theories defined on the round R x S3
or its compactification to S' x S3. We will show that this interpolates continuously
between Hgusy and Hpee, thus resolving the apparent tension between (L4) and (L3]).
Generically, the Hamiltonian is not a BPS quantity, and we find that its vev, computed
using zeta function regularization, cannot be expressed as a linear combination of the
anomaly coefficients a, c.

The rest of this note is organized as follows. In section 2l we introduce the background
geometries and the field theories. In section [3] we reconsider the computation of the
supersymmetric Casimir energy from its path integral definition. Section [l contains
the main results of this note. We examine the field theories in the canonical formalism
and derive (L4). Our conclusions are presented in section [5l Three appendices are
included. In appendix [Al we collect details of the relevant spherical harmonics on the
three-sphere. Appendix [Bl contains the definition and some useful properties of the
Hurwitz zeta function. In appendix [C] we write expressions for the energy-momentum

tensor and other useful formulas.

2 Supersymmetric field theories

In this section we present the background geometry, that we view as a solution to

the rigid limit of new supergravity and then introduce the relevant supersymmetric



Lagrangians. We follow verbatim the notation of [2], to which we refer for more details.

2.1 Background geometry

We begin with the background in Euclidean signature, discussing the differences in

Lorentzian signature later. We consider a background comprising the following metric
ds*(S' x §?) = ridr* 4+ ds*(S?)

2
3
4
where 7 is a coordinate on S* and 6, p,¢ with 0 < 0 <7 ,p ~ @+ 27 ,¢ ~ ¢ + 47 are

= ridr® + =2 (d6® + sin 6%dp”® + (ds + cos 0dy)?) (2.1)

coordinates on a round three-spherel] We note the Ricci scalar of this metric is given
by R = 6/r%, which is the same as the Ricci scalar of the 3d metric. We introduce the

following orthonormal fram

% (coscdf + sin O singdyp)
2 = % (—singdf + sin 0 cossdyp)

¢ = S (ds+cosfdy)

et = rdr, (2.2)
which corresponds to a left-invariant frame {e',e?, €3} on S3. We will consider a class

of backgrounds admitting a solution to the new minimal supersymmetry equation
(V,—iA, +iV, +iV"0,,)( = 0, (2.3)

with the metric (21). Let us set r; = 1 and 73 = 2 below. In our coordinates the

supersymmetric complex Killing vector K reads

1

K= 3 (0. —i0,) , (2.4)
and the dual one-form is )
K = 5( P —iet) . (2.5)
We define the following “reference” values of the background fields
o 3 1 1 o 1
A = — 3 — —_ = 4 — — 3 2
1 —|—2(q 2)6 : Vv 5¢ (2.6)

2For r; = 1 and r3 = 2 this metric and the other background fields can be obtained specializing
the background discussed in appendix C of [2] to v = 1, by = —by = 1/2. Below we will set 1 =1
and r3 = 2, but these can be easily restored by dimensional analysis.

3Note that this frame is different from the frame used in [2].
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where we have included a constant ¢, which can be obtained performing a (large)
gauge transformation A — A + %qdr starting from the gauge choice adopted in [2].
Although in Euclidean signature this yields an ill-defined spinor, this is not true in
Lorentzian signature and later in the paper this parameter will play a role. Assuming
that U = kK, where k is a constant, we can write the background fields as

3

A = fl+§/@K, V = V+kK . (2.7)
We also note the value of the combination
3 o 3. 1 1
A = A—V = A—-2V = —(q— =)t 2.
V= A-iV = S(a- )t (28)

that is independent of k. For generic values of x, the solution ¢ to (Z.3]) reads

¢ = %e—%qf ( (1) ) : (2.9)

where the normalization is chosen such that for ¢ = 0 one has [¢|? = 1/2 as in [2].
Indeed, because 7 is a periodic coordinate, this does not make sense unless@ q=0.
For generic values of x this background preserves only a SU(2) x U(1) subgroup
of the isometry group SO(4) of the round three-sphere. In the following, we will be
interested in two special choices of k. In particular, the choice k = k*M = —1/3

corresponds (for q = 0) to the values in [2], namely

1 1 i
AACM = 563 5 VACM = g (63 + 564) 3 (210)
where notice that A*“M is real. Another distinguished choice is K = &% = —1, where
the superscript stands for “standard”, giving
A = T4 q)et, vt = Zet (2.11)

2 2
For this choice, the full SO(4) symmetry of the three-sphere is restored and (23] has
the more general solution
¢ = e, (2.12)
with {y any constant spinor [19, 4].
Notice that, in addition to g = 0 [2], there are two other special values of the
parameter q. Namely, for ¢ = —1 the background field A% in (2.T1) vanishes, while for
q = 1/2 we have A% = 0. The significance of these three values will become clearer in

later sections.

4Although an appropriately quantized pure imaginary value of q would be allowed in ([Z.9), for
generic R-charges we must have q = 0 for the correct periodicity of the matter fields [10].
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2.2 Lagrangians

We consider an N' = 1 supersymmetric field theory with a vector multiplet transforming
in the adjoint representation of a gauge group G, and a chiral multiplet transforming
in a representation R, with Lagrangians given in section 2.2 of [2], evaluated in the
background described in the previous section. These Lagrangians then depend on the
two constant parameters q and s, as well as on the R-charges r; of the scalar fields in
the chiral multiplet, that below will be simply denoted r. We will restrict attention to
Lagrangians expanded up to quadratic order in the fluctuations around a configuration
where all fields vanish.

Adopting the notation of [2], we will therefore consider the following Lagrangian of

a chiral multiplet

Echiral — (5<‘/1 + 5<‘/'2 + €5CVU) |quadratic

— DD G+ (VP + (e = )U*) (D80 — 16D,u0) + 7 (R -+ 6V,V*) o
i) 51D + (%V“ +(1— e)U“) D, (2.13)

where D, =V, —igrA, and ¢p denotes the R-charges of the fields [2]. This is therefore
the Lagrangian of |R| = N, free chiral multiplets, each with R-charge r, where we will
denote as NV, the dimension of the representation R.

The three terms in the first line of (2.13)) are separately d.-exact, and the parameter €
allows us to continuously interpolate between the localizing Lagrangian in [2], obtained
for e = 0, and the usual chiral multiplet Lagrangian [I1], obtained for ¢ = 1. Notice that
at quadratic order the term 0,V3 [2] vanishes. Inserting the values of the background

fields, and writing

Lchiral<q’ K, €, T) — Lchiral<q’ K, €, T) + Lchiral<q’ K, €, 7,)’ (214)

bos fer

the bosonic part of the Lagrangian reads

Egl(l)isral(q’ K, 6,7“) - _gang + [g (1 - 2q) + K (;T - 6):| ;gargb - ;gvzvng
+1 Er —1+4+kK <gr — e)] gzzvgq&
+g(1+q) E(2—q)+/{(gr—e)] o (2.15)



where V;, is the covariant derivative on the three-sphere, and we have omitted a total

derivative. The fermionic part of the Lagrangian reads

ca ) = G0 - 0o =y 3= 1 (Gro) |

—% B(r—l)(l—Qq)JrgH(ST—E)}QW, (2.16)

where a = 1, 2, 3 are frame indices on the three-sphere and v* denote the Pauli matrices,
generating the three-dimensional Clifford algebra. This expression is frame-dependent,
and we used the left-invariant frame (2.2)), which is useful for applying the angular

momentum formalism. In particular, we used the identity

~ 3
iU“V;ﬂ/J = r?/f - ifyavad) = 8#/’ - ifya a’g/) - Z,lvz) : (217)

Notice that the Lagrangians in [4, 20] correspond to the values e = 1, k = —1, and
q = 1/2. Notice also that for » = 2/3 and e = 1 the total chiral multiplet Lagrangian
does not depend on k.

Let us introduce a compact notation, writing the Lagrangians above in terms of
differential operators. Denoting ¢, the Killing vectors dual to the left-invariant frame
e?, and defining the “orbital” angular momentum operators as L, = i/,, one finds

2
these satisfy the SU(2) commutation relations

[Laa Lb] - ieabch ) (218)

and we haveH ~ViV,; = L* and V. = —ilL3. Similarly, we identify the Pauli matrices
with the spin operator as S* = %7“, satisfying the same SU(2) algebra. Thus the

Lagrangians can be written as

LY = 36,0 = G-+ 20, +0) 0

L = Opy = ¢ (0, +0p) ¢, (2.19)
where
Oy = 20 +2B,Ls + 7 ,
O; = 2a;L-S+28;85 4+, , (2.20)
SRecall that here we have set r3 = 2. In general, the three-dimensional Laplace operator is

r3ViV; = 3 ().



with the constants taking the values «; =

)

N[

By = —%+%T+g<gr—e),
YW = g(lJrCI){é(Q—q)JF/@(;T—E)] ;
po= %E(1—2q)+n<;r—e)] : (2.21)

1 3 K (3
= —|=-(r—1)(1-2 -4+ = =r— 2.22
o= = [e-na-mmda s (-] (2.22)
respectively.
For the vector multiplet the quadratic Lagrangian is

1 . _ i~
Evector = Tr [ZFHVFWJ + %)\ O-MDZS)\ + %)\ O-ND;CLS)\} , (223)

quadratic

where D7 =V, —igrAj;. F is the linearized field strength of the gauge field A and
A is the gaugino, both transforming in the adjoint representation of the gauge group
G. This is therefore the Lagrangian of |G| = N, free vector multiplets, where we will
denote N, the dimension of the gauge group G.

The fermionic part of this Lagrangian can be put in the same form as the fermionic

part of the chiral multiplet Lagrangian, namely

[frector X@V}ec N = X (87_ + O;ec) A , (224)

fer
where
0% = 2a,L-5+2B,5 + 7 , (2.25)

with a, = —1, B, = 0, 7, = 3 — 1. Notice that for q = 1/2, corresponding to A = 0,

this reduces to the standard massless Dirac operator on the three-sphere.

3 Supersymmetric Casimir energy

In this section we will recover in our set-up the supersymmetric Casimir energy defined

in [2] as

. d
EsuSy = _ﬁlg&@logz<6)7 (31)
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where Z is the supersymmetric partition function, namely the path integral on S* x S3
with periodic boundary conditions for the fermions on S', computed using localization.

Restoring the radii of S' and S3, the dimensionless parameter 3 in [2] is given by

g =2 (3.2)

3

Differently from [2], here we will not fix the value of k, showing that owing to the pairing
of bosonic and fermionic eigenvalues in the one-loop determinant, the final result will
be independent of k. Although the computation in Euclidean signature requires to fix
q = 0, we will start presenting the explicit eigenvalues for generic values of q. We will
then demonstrate that the pairing occurs if and only if q = 0.

The partition function takes the form [2]

Z(B) = e FII(p), (3.3)

where Z(3) is the supersymmetric index, and the pre-factor F(5) = —ir (\Ifg)g + \I!s%)c>

arises from the regularization of one-loop determinants in the chiral multiplets and
vector multiplets, respectively [2] (see also [21]). Since the index Z(5) does not con-
tribute to (8.10), in order to compute Eg,s, we can restrict attention to \I/g)l)1 and \Ifsoe)c,
and thus effectively set the constant gauge field Ay = 0 in the one-loop determinants
around the localization locus in [2]. In particular, as the vector multiplet Lagrangian
does not depend on x and ¢, its contribution to Egus, can be simply borrowed from [2].
For example, by setting |by| = |b2| = 71 /r3 in eq. (4.33) of [2], one obtains

v = é (T—l = 9) N, . (3.4)

3 1

For the chiral multiplet, we revisit the computation of the one-loop determinant
(with Ay = 0) by working out the explicit eigenvalues for an arbitrary choice of the
parameters k and €. The eigenvalues of the operators O, and Oy can be obtained with
elementary methods from the theory of angular momentum in quantum mechanics [22).

See appendix [Al for a summary of the relevant spherical harmonics. Thus, writing

Obgb = EI?QS )
O = g, (3.5)
for the scalar harmonics we have
B} = SH(L+2)+28m+ 7, (3.6)
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where g(g + 1) for ¢ =0,1,2,... are the eigenvalues of L2, and m = —g,...,é,

the eigenvalues of L3. Each eigenvalue has degeneracy (¢ + 1), due to the SU(2)g

are

symimetry.

We distinguish two types of eigenvalues of Q. For any ¢ = 1,2, 3, ... we have

2
e (6]
o= —7f+7fi \/Zf(€+1)2+afﬁf(1+2m)+ﬂj%, (3.7)
where here the quantum number m takes the values m = —g, e g — 1. Furthermore,
for any £ =0,1,2,..., we have the two special eigenvalues

specia. Q
NP = Lo Bty (3.8)

Again, each eigenvalue has degeneracy (¢+1), due to the SU(2) g symmetry. Expanding

the fields in Kaluza-Klein modes on S! as
or) = Y e M0, 0,9) (3.9)
kEZ

and similarly for ), we obtain the following eigenvalues for each mode

Oppr = (K — 2ipk + E}) ¢,
Opbr = (—ik +2\5) 1y, . (3.10)

For generic values of the quantum numbers ¢, m, we say that the eigenvalues of the

operators O, and 6f are paired, if for all k we have
(—ik+XT) (mik+ A7) = —(K* —2ipk+ E;) . (3.11)

Inserting the values of the parameters given in (221)) and ([222)) we find that this is
satisfied if and only if ¢ = 0, and for any value of k, e, 7. Let us then set q = 0 in the
rest of this section. Restoring generic values of the radius 73 of the S3, the one-loop
determinant for a fixed k is
~ : 2 y— : 2
w _ det0y 1 <_1k Tt ) IL (_lk " Eﬁ) (3.12)
l1-loop ~ . ) .
det O, [ls, (42 = Liuk+ 5 E3)

where the products are over all the bosonic and fermionic eigenvalues, including the

special ones. However, using the condition (3.I7]) all the paired eigenvalues cancel out

5Up to an irrelevant overall sign.
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For m = ¢/2 the generic fermionic eigenvalues do not exist, thus there are unpaired

bosonic eigenvalues, obtained setting m = ¢/2 in (B.6]), which read

) 2
(E)menred = (%(€+1)+ﬁf> - (=0,1,2,... , (3.13)

and remain in the denominator of (8:I12)). Therefore, taking into account the contribu-
tion of the special fermionic eigenvalues in the numerator, and including the degenera-

cies, we obtain

i + 14 rgik —r\™
g® i 3.14
1-loop H <n0—1—7’3ik+r ’ (3.14)

no=1

where we defined ng = ¢ + 1 and used that ay = —1 and

1
B +p = 5(1—7“) : (3.15)
Upon obvious identifications, this coincides with the one-loop determinant of a d = 3,
N = 2 chiral multiplet on the round three-sphere, originally derived in [23] and [24],
although our operators O, and Oy are slightly more general and interpolate between

those used in these two references. In particular, the Lagrangians used in [23] corre-

spond to K = —1/3 and € = 0, precisely as in [2], while those used in [24] correspond
to kK = —1 and € = 1. Recall that in all cases we have q = 0.
Defining ‘
LS (3.16)
1

where r; can be restored simply rescaling the coordinate 7 — r7, one finds Z1 )loop(z) =

Sp—1(iz), where s,(x) is the double sine function [24]. Alternatively, (8.I4]) can be

written in terms of special functions by integrating the differential equation

; logZ1 loop( z) = —mzcot(mz) , (3.17)
where the Hurwitz zeta function has been used to regularize the infinite sum [23] (see
appendix [BI).

In order to take the limit 5 — oo it is more convenient to write (8.14) as an infinite
product over two integers, namely

23 o HH”1+H2+1+Z. (3.18)

n1+n2+1—z

n1=0ns=
Regularizing the infinite product over the Kaluza-Klein modes as in [2], one obtains

Z1_100p 1D terms of Barnes triple-gamma functions, which eventually can be written as

cg© = [irgr irp ir

T 1 1 1

Zl—loop = ¢ chi Pe <7"—’ 7"_’ 7"_) s (319)
3 3 3

11



where T, is the elliptic gamma function [2] andH
1 (2r r r
g — L2 (o DBY ). 3.20
chi 6 s (T ) s + r (T ) ( )

From this, one finds the contribution of a chiral multiplet to (BI]) to be

[Fchiral _ 1_12 (2<,,, — 13— (r— 1)) ) (3.21)

susy

This is exactly the contribution of a chiral multiplet with R-charge r to the total
supersymmetric Casimir energy computed in [2], although we emphasize that here this
has been derived for arbitrary values of the parameters x and e.

Combining the contributions of the chiral multiplets and the vector multiplets we

recover the result

4
Eysy = 2—7(a + 3c) , (3.22)
with the anomaly coefficients defined as
_ 3 3 _ 1 3
a = 32(3 trR” — trR) c = 32(9 trR” —5trR) , (3.23)

where R denotes the R-symmetry charge, and “tr” runs over the fermionic fields in the
multiplets.
In the remainder of the paper we will show that (3.22]) is also equal to the expectation

value of the BPS Hamiltonian Hy,sy, appearing in supersymmetric index
Z(B) = Tr(—1)Fe Pl (3.24)

Therefore we now turn to the Hamiltonian formalism, working in a background with a

non-compact time direction, thus with § — oo from the outset.

4 Hamiltonian formalism

In this section we will study the theories defined in section in a background R x S3
in Lorentzian signature, obtained from the geometry in section 2.1 by a simple analytic

continuation. In particular, we take the metric

ds*(R x S%) = —di? +ds*(S?), (4.1)

7 Actually, the terms proportional to r3/r; in (3.20) and (3.4) are not present if one uses a slightly
different regularization, consistent with the results of [I4]. However, this does not affect the terms
proportional to 71 /r3, which are relevant for the computation of Egys,. We thank B. Assel, D. Cassani,
L. Di Pietro, and Z. Komargodski for discussions on this issue. See [18].
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where ¢ denotes the time coordinate on R, and ds?(S?) is the metric on S3, given in
equation (21)). Below we continue to set r3 = 2. The background fields are obtained
setting A, = —iA,, V; = —iV,, and K; = —iK,, where here we must take k € R.
Moreover, the dynamical fields obey &5 = ¢! and {Z; = 9T from the start. The o-matrices
generating the appropriate Clifford algebra are obtained setting 0, = iol, = 1,4 and

00, =it . = 144, with the remaining components unchanged, such that

O-aafb + O'bga = _277ab ) 5:ao'b + 5b0-a = _277ab > (42)

with 7y, = diag(—1,1,1,1). The Lorentzian spinor { solving equation (2.3]) for generic

K is then
e%iqt 0
- e , 43
=5 (1) 4
again with a more general solution for the special value k = 5 = —1 [19, [4].

4.1 Conserved charges

The HamiltonianH density H = Hpos + Hier, associated to the chiral multiplet La-

grangian (2.13)), is obtained as usual, by defining the canonical momenta
II = atg_luga ﬁ = 8t¢+ll’b¢7 ™ = iq;daoda ) T = 07 (44)
and its bosonic and fermionic parts read

Hbos = Hat(b + ﬁat‘; - Echiral ;

bos

Hiw = TON + TO — L5l (4.5)
respectively. In terms of the operators O, and O; defined in equations (Z20) and
([2:20), we have

Hios = ﬁH - 1N(H¢ - ﬁ%) + g(Ob + MQ) ¢,
err = _I’Eofw . (46)

The Hamiltonian is then obtained by integratin& over the spatial S3,

H = /@d% H . (4.7)

8Tn this section we will consider mainly the chiral multiplet Lagrangian, therefore we will drop the
superscript “chiral” from all the quantities.

9The integral is over the spatial S% with the metric ds?(S?) in (ZI)). We define d*z = dfdsdyp and
g3 = sin? @ denotes the determinant of this metric.
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The R-symmetry current J§ can be derived either from the Noether procedure or as

the functional derivative of the action with respect to A,, namely

_1 65
V—gdA,"’

JE = (4.8)

and it reads
Jh =ir(D"¢ ¢ — dD"¢) + 2r(VF + r(e — 1) K)o + (r — 1)05"p . (4.9)

This is conserved, i.e. V,J§ = 0, and the corresponding conserved charge R is obtained
by contracting it with the time-like Killing vector d;, and integrating on the S3, which
yields

R = / Vosd’x (ir(gﬁ —oIl) + (r — 1)@5%/;) . (4.10)
Rotational symmetry along the Killing vector 0. gives rise to a conserved current with

the corresponding conserved angular momentum
g = =i [ VEC (L) (L) B+ 0 (L s)w) - @
Finally, supersymmetry gives rise to the conserved supercurrent
CTha = —V200"F"YD,G . (4.12)

Using the equations of motion for the dynamical fields, after some calculations, one
can verify that

V(GG

susy

) = 0. (4.13)

Note that V¢ # 0, and therefore J% is not conserved by itself, as is the case in the

susy

standard flat-space computation. Contracting (J4,., with the time-like Killing vector

0;, we obtain the conserved supercharge

@ = V2 [ oy (conn-iacOp) | (4.14)
where we defined
O; = 2aS-L+285+7, (4.15)
with 5 5 5
@=-1, §=7301-n, /i:—E(—r—e)——. (4.16)

In summary, applying the Noether procedure to the Lagrangian (2.I3]), we have
derived expressions for the Hamiltonian H, R-charge R, angular momentum Js, and

supercharge (). These will provide the relevant operators in the quantized theory.
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Let us briefly discuss other currents that can be considered, which however are not

conserved generically. In particular, the usual energy-momentum tensor, defined as
-2 45

TV = T /=
S S Ll

is not conserved in the presence of non-dynamical fields. This remains true even if

(4.17)

T,, is contracted with a vector field that generates a symmetry of the metric and the
other background fields. Thus, for example, T}; does not define a conserved quantity,
and in particular it does not coincide with the canonical Hamiltonian. Denoting the
non-dynamical vector fields as A{u with F! = dA’, and the associated currents as J¥,

in general the energy-momentum tensor (4.I7) obeys the Ward identity
Vi, = Y (FLJE—ALNV,JY) (4.18)

I

In the present case, after a tedious computation, one finds that the energy-momentum

tensor satisfies

3
VHTW = (dA),,qu{ - §<dv)vw]§z + (dK)wJIu(

3
+5VoVidty = KV (4.19)
where Jf, is the Ferrara-Zumino current
2 1 68
Joy = ——-—— 4.20
FzZ 3 \/__g(svu ’ ( )
and | 49
Jp = (4.21)

K /=K,
Neither J§, nor J}: are conserved. Explicit expressions for T, Jf,, and Ji are given

in appendix [Cl Note that in this context, we must formally treat K, as a background
field, although it was introduced in the Lagrangian as a shift of the original fields A,
and V,,. For the usual chiral multiplet Lagrangian with € = 1, however, one has J} = 0.

For a generic Killing vector £, that is also a symmetry of the background fields,
LeA =LV =0, we can define a conserved current as

3
YE =g, <TW +TRAY = STV J;;KV) . (4.22)

One can show that indeed VHY! = 0. In particular, for £ = J;, one finds that the

conserved charge is the Hamiltonian density
H = -Y;, (4.23)

up to a total derivative on the S3.
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4.2 Canonical quantization

We now expand the dynamical fields in terms of creation and annihilation operators.
Let us first focus on the scalar field. In order for the field ¢ to solve its equation of

motion, we expand it as

¢
) 2
Z Z (a'gm"ufmn ) + men(uém)n)*(x)> ) (424)
=0 =t
With@ 1
U (1) = — e YT (4.25)
dy/wy,, F 1t

where Y,""(Z) are the scalar spherical harmonics on a three-sphere of unit radius (see

appendix [Al for further details), and

tm

wi = fu+ \/%E(E +2) £ 28,m + v, + 12 . (4.26)

The canonical commutation relations

[o(t,3),TI(t,7")] = J‘_ga“‘” (F—7"),

[¢(t,f),¢(t,f/)] = [H(t,f),H(t,f,)] =0, (427)

with 0&)(F — ") = §(6 — 0)3(p — ¢")6(s —¢'), hold by taking the oscillators to satisfy
the usual

[afﬁmnaaz/m/n/] = [bﬁmna bzlm/n/] = 5€,£’5m,m’5n,n’ . (428)

From (4.6]) it follows that the Hamiltonian of the scalar field reads

N~

\)

=0 pyp=—=

1
Hbos = _Z Z wgm (afmnazmn_'_azmnafmn)
2
¢

e
302 D7 i (Bemnbl + bl ) (4.29)

£=0 m,n=-— %

Notice that we have used the Weyl ordering prescription, as this is the correct one for

comparison with the path integral approach.

10 Although all the eigenvalues in this paper never depend on the SU(2)r C SO(4) quantum number
n, we keep track of this in the spherical harmonics and in the expansions.
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For the fermion, we expand the field v in terms of the spinor spherical harmonics

S:I:

iom- As discussed in appendix [A] these are eigenspinors of the operator Oy,

0,8t = )\ SE

Imn Imn

(4.30)

with the eigenvalues )\ - given in equation (B.7). In addition, there are the “special”

spherical harmonics,
special+ special+ gspecial+
O¢S,, = S ) (4.31)

with )\Zpedali given in equation (B.8). We expand the field 1) as

D3 Z Z Comtn Z Z Ahnemna (4:32)

£=0 n*—— mf———l =1 n*—— mf——
with

1
vﬁmna(l‘) - ﬁ

1
uﬁmna(l‘) = = lt)\z S

2\/§ Kmna(

z),

lt)\+ Sﬁmna(_’) . (433)

Here we included S%°¢¢®+ in the sums by defining

_ special+ — _ special+
Spen = S A, = A !
— _ special— — _ special—
S&_%_Ln = S, ) )\&—é—lvn = N\, . (4.34)
Of course, by imposing the anti-commutation relations
{Cﬁmnaczmn} = {dﬁmnadzmn} - 5€,£’5m,m’5n,n’ ) (435)

one finds the field v, and the conjugate momentum 7 = i@dﬁo 4@ gatisfy the canonical

relations

{©alt, D), 7°(t,7")} = —=0"(T-7")d.",
{wa(t’f)’d}ﬁ(t?f,)} = {Wa(taf)’ﬁﬁ(taf/)} = 0. (436)

The mode expansion (£32) can now be inserted into the conserved charges of section
[4.1], recalling that these have to be Weyl ordered. For example, the Hamiltonian density
in (4.6) becomes

err = ((Ofi/f)lz - Jofw) . (437)

1
2
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Inserting the mode expansion and integrating over the S? yields the quantized Hamil-

tonian

=0 p=—~tm

err = _Z Z Z )\gm (Cfmncgmn C};mncfmn>
__ ¢
=—£-1

£
2
g

In the next section we will turn to the computation of the expectation values of these
Hamiltonians, and we will show that the infinite sums can be evaluated with (Hurwitz)
zeta function regularization in two special cases. One case is obtained for ¢ = 0, for
which we can use the pairing of bosonic and fermionic eigenvalues discussed in section
Bl to evaluate the vev of H = Hys + Hier. Another case is obtained for 8y = 5, = 0,
where we will be able to evaluate the vevs of Hys and Hyg, separately.

Thus, for simplicity in the remainder of this section we restrict to 8y = 8, = 0. Using
the mode expansions of the fields, and after Weyl ordering, we obtain expressions for
the remaining conserved charges of section Il For the R-charge, equation (AI0), this
leads to

[SIEN

¢
2
T T
R = 5 E : (aﬁmna’Zmn + a;mnafmn) - 5 § E (bzmnbﬁmn + bﬁmnbzmn)

ol Z Z Z (dewndhy = i) (4.39)

=1 e L= &
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For the J3 angular momentum, equation ({.I1]), we get

J3 = % Z Z Z m(afmna’zmn + azmnaﬁmn)
_i_% Z Z Z (bgmnbémn + bémnbﬁmn)
ISE F () e

=0 p= 2mfﬁl

e Z Z Z (m—l— )(dgmndgmn d}mndgmn> , (4.40)

e 1 p=—f m=—1%

and finally the supercharge (414 reads

= —122 Z \/—+m+1a€mn0gmn

L
—1; Z Z \/é—mbg Conndl (4.41)

By direct computation, one can now verify the following commutation relations

HQ = -l0, RQ =0 [hQ =30 (42

r3

where we restored the radius r5 of the S®. Note that the Hamiltonian commutes with
@ only for ¢ = 0, which from equation (B.IT]) is the value required for the pairing of
eigenvalues. By conjugating equation (4.41]), one can further verify that

QQY = Ht (1 @R+ s (1.43)

where : : denotes normal ordering.

Let us set 73 = 1 in (£43)) and (£42) and comment on the special values of the

parameter q discussed in the literature. Setting q = 0 we have

%{Q,Q*} = H+R+2J5: ,
[H,Q] = 0, (4.44)
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correspondin to the relations in eq. (5.9) of [25], where H|q—o coincides with H in
that reference. For this reason we refer to H|q—o = Hsusy as the BPS Hamiltonian.

Setting q = 1/2 we have

%{Q,QT} = :H+§R+2J3:,
[H,Q] = —%Q, (4.45)

which coincide for example with eq. in (7) of [20] as well as with eq. (6.11) in [25],
where H |q:1 /2 corresponds to A in the latter reference.

Finally, setting ¢ = —1 we have

%{Q,QT} = H+2J5:
H,Q] = @Q, (4.46)

corresponding to eq. (5.6) of [25], where H|,—_; corresponds to I in that reference.
Although these commutation relations are here written for the chiral multiplet, it
is straightforward to verify that they hold also for the vector multiplet, and hence for
the total Hyot = H + Hyee, and similarly for the other operators. It was noticed in [5]
that these may be formally derived from the abstract supersymmetry algebra of new

minimal supergravity.

4.3 Casimir energy

We are now ready to compute the vacuum expectation value of the Hamiltonian. This
yields infinite sums which we regularize using the zeta function method. Thus, for an

operator A, we define its vacuum expectation value as
(A) = lim Ca(s) , (4.47)
s——1

where, denoting with A the set of all the eigenvalues (here n is a multi-index) of A

and with d2 their degeneracies, the generalised zeta function is defined as

Cals) = TrA™ = di(a)™. (4.48)

"UHere and below, the equations correspond up to convention dependent signs of R and J3, as
well a possible factor /2 in the supercharge @, descending from the definition of the supersymmetry
variations.
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Notice that if A= B+ C, with corresponding eigenvalues denoted as AZ and \¢, then

lim (Zuﬁw - Z(ASw) £ dim YOP X0 (449)

This lack of additivity is related to the lack of associativity of functional determinants,
det(BC) # det(B) - det(C'), which is known as “multiplicative anomaly”. See e.g. [26].

In the present context, we use the following prescription for dealing with the infinite
sums: for each given operator, we sum independently the eigenvalues corresponding to
every different field. In particular, we define the vev of each operator as the sum of
the vevs of the terms containing the fields ¢, ¥, A, and A, respectively. Therefore, for

example,
<H> = <Hbos> + <err> 5 (450)

and similarly for R, Js, and ). This recipe is in accordance with [27] and yields to the
supersymmetric Casimir energy computed in [2].

The vevs of the scalar and fermion Hamiltonians, (M) and (4.38), are

(o) = lim, —Z Z EARETY Z (i) |
=0 ypn=—1* z 0 myn=—2%
r ‘ ‘ L Ly
1 o0 2 2 1 oo 2 2
(Hu) = Jm 53037 30 (a) =520 0 3 ()7 (45D
|7 =0 e Lt =1 e L =t

respectively. However, due to the square roots appearing in both sets of eigenvalues

+
Im

w;,- and )\ztm, the vevs in (451)) cannot in general be separately regularized with an

zeta function and written in closed form.

In the special case ¢ = 0, we can take advantage of the pairing as discussed in section
[Blto compute the vev of the Hamiltonian of the chiral multiplet, H = Hyos+ Hgor. Thus,
setting ¢ = 0 one has

who= =\, Wy gy = = \ for ¢>1, <m<--—1. (4.52)

Im m Im

[\DI(‘%
[\DI(‘%

The eigenvalues not included in equation (A52)) are the “special” fermion eigenvalues,

which we can write as

. 1
)\;peclalﬂ: _ _§(£+ 1) iﬁf — Yl >0 , (453)

12E.g. Hurwitz, Barnes, Shintani, Epstein zeta functions.
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and the “unpaired” bosonic eigenvalues

1 1
wip = SUAD=Brtp, w o= SUFD) = Brmp, (20 (454)

£
2 2

Here we used that oy < 0 and assumed §; < —O;—f in order simplify the square roots in
Zf and w ot . Due to the pairing, equation (£52]), all eigenvalues containing square

roots exactly Cancel against each other in (£50), and we are left with

(o = Jim |53 Z AREEDS Z
K 0 n_,% E 0 n_,,
4= Z Z )\spe01al+ Z i )\spemal ]
z 0 p=—= Z 0 p=—t
= D |3 ST kG2 ) k<k+2<ﬁf+u>>‘1
k=1 k=1
= (B ) (1= 8085+ 1?) (1.55)

Notice that the first and third term in the first line further exactly cancelled and in
the last step we regularized separately the two remaining sums using the Hurwitz zeta
function. See appendix Bl To summarize, since for q = 0 one has 2(5f + u) =1 —r,

the vev of the Hamiltonian of a chiral multiplet with R-charge r is

(H)ymo = (I—r)(1=2(1-7r)), (4.56)

12ry
where we restored r3. This result is valid for any value of r, k, e. Notice that if we
were to combine the two sums in the middle line of (£55]), before regularization, we
would get a different result.

It is now simple to combine this with the contributions of the fields in the vector
multiplet, and recover the supersymmetric Casimir energy Eg,, of section Bl The

Casimir energy of the gauge field does not depend on any of our parameters and is

—121017“3 (see e.g. [7])

multiplied by the dimension of the gauge group N,. For the gaugino A, the Casimir

simply given by the result for an Abelian gauge field (Hgauge) =

energy is computed as for the fermion ¢ above, but using the operator O}* in equation
([2.23)), giving simply (Hgaugino) = —ﬁ, again multiplied by N,. Adding everything

together, we obtain

1 4 1
(Hiot)g=0 = 1—Tg(2m~R3—trR) = 27T3(a+3c) = EEsusy. (4.57)
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This result is valid for arbitrary values of k and €, in agreemen with (3.22)). Indeed
this is exactly the same BPS Hamiltonian defining the path integral, and therefore the
free field result should have agreed with the localization result, that is valid for any
value of the couplings.

Next, we consider the special case 8, = 85 = 0. This corresponds to setting k = —1
and € = 1, but leaving arbitrary ¢. In this case, both sums in (£5]]) can be separately

+

regularized using Hurwitz zeta function, as the square roots in w;. and )\fm are absent,

Im
namely
1 1
w = 5(£+2—r(1+q)), w, = 5(€+r(1+q)), (4.58)
and
— special+ 1 + 1
Ad = A = —zU+2=r(l+g)+q), A = S(l+r(l+ag)—q), (459

where we dropped the subscript m, as this quantum number becomes degenerate.
Thus, regularizing the sums as described at the beginning of this subsection using the

Hurwitz zeta function, we obtain the finite Casimir energies

(Hpos) = ﬁ [1 —10(r(1+q) — 1)4} , (4.60)
and
(Hiw) = 555100+ 1) (L4 a) (r = 1)°
+20(q + 1)3(r — 1)° — 10(q + 1)(r — 1) — 1] . (4.61)

Adding (460) and (£61)), we obtain the Casimir energy of a chiral multiplet with
R-charge r

() =~ [at+ 2@+ g -1
F69%(a + 13 = 12+ (a+ 1) (4° + 1) (r = 1)] . (4.62)

This generalizes straightforwardly to an arbitrary number of chiral multiplets. As
before, we can include easily an arbitrary number N, of vector multiplets as well. In
this case, for the gaugino, the Casimir energy can be obtained by formally setting

) . .
r= - "= in equation (£6T)), and reads

1 4 3
<Hgaugino> = % (10 (q - 2q + q) - 1) . (463)
13The quantity Fgusy defined in [2] is dimensionless. Therefore, if writing the radius of the three-
sphere explicitly, this has to be compared with the dimensionless combination 73(Hot)q—0-
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Combining these results, we find that (for Kk = —1, € = 1) using our regularization,
the Casimir energy of a supersymmetric gauge theory with N, vector multiplets and

N, chiral multiplets with R-charges r; is given by the following expression

(Hiot) = 1];&3 (a8 — 20" +a+1) - 5 (q4 + (49’ +1) (a+ 1)(rr = 1)
+60%(a + 12(rs — 1) + 220 = 1)(a + 1)(rr — 1)°) | (4.64)

where we restored the radius r3 of the three-sphere. Setting q = 0 as in [2], we see that

([#64)) reduce to

4
Hit)gmo = —— 4.
< tot>q—0 277’3 (a + 30) ) ( 65)

in agreement with (£57).
In general, however, equation (4.64]) cannot be written as a linear combination of a
and c. In the special case ¢ = 1/2 and r; = 2/3, corresponding to the usual conformally

coupled scalars, Weyl spinors, and gauge fields, the Casimir energy (L.64) reduces to

1 1
(Heot)q=14,=2 = 192“5(21]\71,+5NX) = 4—m(a+2c), (4.66)

in accordance with standard zeta function computations (see e.g. [I7]). In particular,
notice that for theories with N, = 3N, (so that a = c), such as N' = 4 super-Yang
Mills, this becomes simply %a. However, the agreement with the CFT result of [§] for
the Casimir energy is accidental [7, 8]. Finally, we note that for ¢ = —1, the Casimir
energy is independent of the R-charges and reads
(Hiot)qg=—1 = %7“3 (3N, — N,) . (4.67)

This is simply because in this case A = 0, and therefore the Lagrangian does not
depend on the R-charges, as we observed at the end of section 2.1

We can also compute the Ve of the R-charge operator R, by using the regulariza-
tion described above. For a single chiral multiplet of R-charge r we get (R) = & (r—1),
where only the fermion v contributes, while for an (Abelian) vector multiplet we get
(Ryee) = %, where again only the gaugino contributes. Thus, for the total R-charge
operator Ryt = R+ Ryec, we find

(Res) = 3(a—c). (4.68)

1The vev of the supercharge @ is zero. For the chiral multiplet this follows from (@14 or its mode
expansion ([{A4]). Similarly, for the vector multiplet it follows from the explicit expression of Qyec,

which is Quee = 3 [ /g3d%2 (o537 0ONF,, .
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The results discussed in this section rely on the fact that the operators we are using

are not normal ordered. See also [28] for a similar discussion.

5 Conclusions

The main purpose of this note was to examine aspects of the supersymmetric Casimir
energy of N' = 1 gauge theories introduced in [2], in the simplest case where the
partition function depends only on one fugacity. It has been argued recently in [10]
that this quantity does not suffer from ambiguities, and therefore it should be a good
physical observable.

Firstly, by revisiting the localization computation in [2], we have verified explicitly
that its value does not depend on the choice of the parameter s, characterizing the
background fields A and V', as expected. Secondly, we reproduced it by evaluating
the expectation value of the BPS Hamiltonian that appears in the definition of the
supersymmetric index, as anticipated in [12]. Our computations also clarify the relation
of the supersymmetric Casimir energy with the Casimir energy of free conformal fields
theories, demonstrating that these two quantities arise as the expectation values of two
different Hamiltonians, evaluated using the same zeta function regularization method.

An obvious extension of this note is to compute the vev of the BPS Hamiltonian in
the more general case of supersymmetric theories on a Hopf surface with two complex
structure parameters, and to check that this agrees with the general form of the super-
symmetric Casimir energy [2]. It should also be rewarding to study this problem from
the viewpoint of [9, 29, [7, 8], or using the effective action approach of [14].

The discrepancy between the supersymmetric Casimir energy and the renormalized
on-shell action in AdSy, pointed out in [5], remains unexplained. We think it is im-
perative to elucidate how to reproduce the supersymmetric Casimir energy from a

holographic computation.
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A Spherical harmonics

A.1 Scalar spherical harmonics

In this appendix we give some details on the scalar and spinor spherical harmonics on
the three-sphere, following [19, [30]. We can obtain the metric on the unit three-sphere

by considering a parametrization on R* ~ C? with the metric,
ds: = dudi + dvdo . (A1)
The three-sphere of unit radius is then defined by
uwu+vo = 1. (A.2)

The isometry group is SO(4) ~ SU(2) x SU(2)g, with generator LE and LT, with
a = 1,2, 3, satisfying

[LL L)) = iewcL) | [LE LY = iewcll [LL L] = 0. (A.3)
As usual, we define raising and lowering operators,
LY = LF+ill | LY = LELLE . (A.4)
In the (u,v)-coordinates, these are represented by
Li = —u&; + ’Uafa 5 LE - ﬂ@v - T}au 5
LI_E = —u@v -+ 'l_]aﬂ s Llj = 718@ — 'Uau s <A5>
while
L 1 — - R 1 _ -
Ly = 5 (u0y + v0, — udy — VO) Ly = 5 (u0y, — v0, — udy + v05) .(A.6)
In terms of these operators, the scalar Laplacian is
~V, V! = 4aLbLE = 4LRLF (A7)

The spherical harmonics Y, are constructed starting from the highest weight state,

{41
ALY s (A.8)

272

ST

z
2

15Tn the main text, we use the operators LL, but drop the superscript L.
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which is annihilated by the raising operators LJLr and Lf. The number m (n) can be
lowered by LY (L%), so that

Lom L, Lt
Y-Zmn e (LE)Q (LIE)Q Y'KQQ , (Ag)
and take values —g < m,n < g The spherical harmonics are eigenfunctions of the

operator Oy, equation (220,
a
O™ = B[, By = (0+2)+ 28m+ (A.10)

and also
Lyyy™ = my;/™ L{v™ = py,™ . (A.11)
We normalize the spherical harmonics as [30]

b gty (—u)t+h—a—bgkyb—kga—k
Y7 " = N ,
‘ “’Zkve+k—a—b)( k).(b—k)!

(A.12)

where the sum is over all integer values of k£ for which the exponents are non-negative,

and
Ny — \/(E—l—l)a!b!(i; Ol — ) (A13)
Now specifically taking u = isin gei(“’*g)ﬂ and v = cos ge*i(“’*g)/z, one finds the
metric
dsgs = i (46 + sin® 6dp® + (ds + cos fdp)?) | (A.14)
and
Ly = 0, L = —id, . (A.15)

With the above normalization, the spherical harmonics satisfy

/ VoA (v ) = g pemmien (A.16)

and
() = (1 (A17)

as well as the completeness relation,

SV, 0,0) (076 = ——dD@ ), (AS)

f,m,n
where 63 (7 — 7') = 6(0 — 0")5(¢ — ¢')o(s — ¢').
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A.2 Spinor spherical harmonics
The spinor spherical harmonics can be constructed from the scalar harmonics. These
are eigenspinors of the operator

O =

20sz . §+ QﬁfS;J, -+ Yro

(A.19)
where L, are the left-invariant operators of the previous subsection, and S,

— Ja

= 2
where v, are the Pauli matrices. For 8y = 0, the spinor spherical harmonics can be
constructed as [19]

+ mn
£ _ €8 Vg, Yy
Sorn = ( sin Vzim YZerLn ) ) (A.20)
where
. (+1+(2m+1) C+1F(2m+1)
+ +
S Vi :F\/ 2(0+1) ’ €O Vim 20+ 1) ( )
For S;mn, one has ¢ > 1 and —g <m

< g — 1, while for S, = one has ¢ > 0 and
Z Z g Z . . . .
—5—1<m< 3. In both cases —5<n< 3. The spinor spherical harmonics satisfy
the completeness relation

¥ 1

> Simnal(®) (Sin(@)), = (A.22)

with nf = ¢(¢+1) and n, = ({+2)(¢ + 1). Further, using the properties of ;"™ one
can show the identities

3 [Stnal®) (Sina @)+ Sial®) (Sin@)L] = =56

«

Imn o
£m.mn

- r—
sin 0 (
and

Nas, (A.23)

’ T . 4
/ /G5 Sna(@) (St (@) 1% = Sppbmmbad™ , (A24)
where the integral is on the unit three-sphere. Using that
1
LY = SV/A(E+2) = 4m(m + 1Y
m+1,n 1 mn
Ly, "t = 5\/6(6 +2) — dm(m + 1)y, (A.25)
one can verify that
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with
No= ey, = Fevy (A.27)

When f; # 0, the spinor spherical harmonics given by (A.20)) are not eigenspinors of

the operator Oy, except the special cases

4
Ln .
Szpecial—f— — S_[ _ Y'g2 ’ Szpeaal— = 9= , _ E)£n ’
n 4,5.m 0 n t—5—1n ng 20

specia. specia. specia specia Q
Ofsei o= A &Szg = ) Ay = = (%giﬁf +’Yf) : (A.28)

For the generic harmonics, the eigenspinors of Oy for general 3; are obtained by an

SO(2) rotation,
S/ Riu Ria ) ( Sy )
fmn ) = ) A29
( Sﬁmn ) ( R21 R22 Sﬁmn ( )

The rotation matrix is given by

(L(+2)+ X\, — B —5) cosv
(Gl =N, + B +p)  cosvy,
(—(12—f€+)\z_m — By —v5)  cosy,,

(=S (042) = Ay, + B +5) cos vy,

R12 = 7?'11

RQl = RQQ <A30)

with

2

Requiring the matrix to be SO(2) fixes all the R
by requiring the matrix to be the identity matrix for 8 = 0. We then have

« a?
)\ztm = ——f +’7f + \/Zf(E*F 1)2 + afﬁf(l + 2m) +6]2” . (A31)

ij» with a choice of overall sign fixed

for £ > 1, —ggmg—g—l,and—ggmgg.

B Hurwitz zeta function

In this appendix we include the definition of the Hurwitz zeta function and some
useful properties. This is defined as the analytic continuation to complex s # 1, of the

following series

Culs,a) = ﬁ : (B.1)

n=0
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which is convergent for any Re(s) > 1. Notice that

Cu(s,1) = ((s) , (B.2)
corresponds to the Riemann zeta function.
For s = —k, where k = 0, 1,2, ..., the Hurwitz zeta function reduces to the Bernoulli
polynomials
Byy1(a)
—k = ——" B.3
CH( ) a) L + 1 ) ( )
defined as

B = 3 (o »

n=0

where b,, are the Bernoulli numbers. The first few ones read

By(a) = 1,
1
Bl<a) = a—= 5 )
1
By(a) = aZ—aJré ,
1
Bs(a) = a® — gaz + 54
1
By(a) = a*—2d°+a*— — . (B.5)
30
The following formulas used in the text are easily proved
>~ G- 1,0~ acu(s,a) B6)
= H -5 - H 9 9 .
pt (k+a)s
and
> k(k+1
) (/E; _|_+a)s) = Cu(s—2,a)+ (1 —2a)Cu(s — 1,a) +ala — 1)Cu(s,a) . (B.7)
k=1

C Energy-momentum tensor and other currents

In this appendix we provide explicit expressions for the energy-momentum tensor and
other currents obtained from the (quadratic) chiral multiplet Lagrangian (2.I3]). De-

noting with S the corresponding action, the energy-momentum tensor is defined as
-2 05

T, = —F— :
V=g 9"
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A straightforward but tedious computation yields

~ 3 ~
T = (200,00 = 9ug™) [DpasDws +5rVoVago

+(V, + 5 (e — 1) K,) (iDAZp}p _ 151)@) ]
n

1 ~ ~ ~
(R,uzx - ig;wR) ¢¢ + g [guuvpvp (‘b‘b) - v,uvu (‘b‘b)]

[\l ]

o . . _
+%D(M¢o—y)w . %wa(uDy)w . <§Vw +r(l— e)Kw) o, (C2)

where the lower parenthesis denote symmetrization of the indices. Recall that we
defined D, =V, —igrA,, with ¢p the R charges of the fields [2].
Below we collect some useful formulas for deriving this expression. For the bosonic

part we used the variation of the Ricci tensor,
9" 0R = guwVV,(69") = V.V, (09"), (C.3)
and we note that for any vector field X*,
V., V] X = R,X". (C4)
For the femionic part, the variation of the action with respect to the metric gives
sSchiral - /d4a: [5\/—_g£§gra1 + \/—_géﬁgfral} = /d4x\/—_g sLhiral - (CLB)

chiral

trat vanishes on-shell. The variation of

where in the second equality we used that £
the Lagrangian can be expressed in terms of variations of the vielbein and of the spin

connection and reads
sLchival - — e (iDM + %VM + k(1 — e)KM) Ve, — %J&Ma% Swpap - (C.6)
Using the property that the vielbein is covariantly constant,
0 = Ve, = 0ue" — e’ +w,ﬂbeyb , (C.7)
we read off the variation of the spin connection
Owpar = O, eapes” — eV (0€ay) - (C.8)

Further, using the variation of the Christoffel symbol

1
5FZV = §gukgupva(5g>\p) - g)\(p,vl/) (5.9)\0) ) (09)
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and

0y = _guﬁeaaégaﬁ +g;w5€a'u ) (Cl())
we can write the variation of the spin connection as
1
dwpay = Vo <gu)\e[a”eb}p5g)‘p + éeaAebpcSZch)‘p - ebp5Z5ea”> ) (C.11)
Using this, the second term of (C.6) can be written as,
. 7 1
- %wa“a“bw dwyay = —o° (1Dﬂ + §Vu + k(1 — e)Kﬂ) P oe,t
i T~ T~ 4
+1 | D — 05,0 g
1 /1 ~_
—5 (ivﬂ + k(1 — E)KH) Yo, 0", (C.12)

up to a total divergence. Substituting this back into (C.6]), the terms containing de,*
cancel. The remaining terms are all proportional to dg"” and give the fermionic part
of the energy-momentum tensor (C.2)).

We also used the following identities for the o-matrices in Lorentzian signature

O_agbo_c — _nabo_c + naco_b o 77bco_a + iEadeO'd ’
5a0'b50 — _naba_'c =+ naca:b o 77bcb_va o i€abcd5d ’ (Cl?))
with €”12 = —1, and the identities
1 ~ 1 ~ab
[vuu vu] w = _aR,ul/abo-ab’l/} ) [vuu vl/] w = _§R,ul/ab0- bw ) (Cl4>
valid for generic spinors v, {Z;
One can easily compute the Ferrara-Zumino current
2 1 68
Jb, = ———— C.15
FZ 3\/__'_(]5‘/“ Y ( )
and the current | 49
Jhe = ——r . C.16
K \/_—g 5KM ( )
These read
2 (.~ ~ ~ 1
By = —3 (iw% —iDrG 6 — 3V G + éwo—w) , (C.17)
JE = k(1) (iDM&éqs — D" + Jaw) , (C.18)

and are not conserved. Starting with the expressions above, a further computation

vields (@I9).
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