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ABSTRACT: We study the mirror symmetry of abelian 3d N' = 2 theories with mixed
Chern-Simons levels by turning them into 74 y theories that are defined as /N copies of
U(1) — [1] theory coupled together by mixed Chern-Simons levels k;;. We find that T4 n
theories have many mirror dual theories with different mixed CS levels and FI parameters.
As an example, we analyze U(1)r+ N¢c C+ Nyc AC theories by transforming these theories
into certain 74 n theories and find many equivalent effective Chern-Simons levels. Finally,
we analyze mirror symmetry for theories corresponding to knots. In this work we use
sphere partition functions and vortex partition functions to derive dual theories.
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1 Introduction

Mirror symmetry relates many aspects of 3d N’ = 2 gauge theories, such as Seiberg duali-

ties, brane constructions, 3d/3d correspondence, etc., see [1-4]. Constructing mirror pairs

is a difficult task even for abelian theories. Fortunately, Kapustin and Strassler found in [5]

that 3d mirror symmetry acts as functional Fourier transformation on partition functions,

which provides an easy way to analyze 3d N = 2 gauge theories and construct mirror dual

theories, see e.g. [6]. One subtle problem in mirror symmetry involves mixed Chern-Simons



levels in 3d N' = 2 theories, which have appeared e.g. in [7-9], but have not been exten-
sively studied yet. In addition, the recently discovered knots-quivers correspondence (KQ)
implies that colored HOMFLY-PT polynomials for knots correspond to vortex partition
functions of certain 3d N = 2 abelian theories with symmetric integer mixed Chern-Simons
levels [10]. This motivates us to consider the physical interpretation of KQ correspondence
and its relation to 3d quiver theories with mixed CS levels.

The 3d N = 2 mirror symmetry is naturally one important part of this story, as
it provides a powerful way to construct mirror dual pairs. In order to consider mirror
symmetry for theories with mixed CS levels we define a class of theories denoted by T4 v,
which consist of a bunch of U(1) — [1] theories coupled together by mixed Chern-Simons
levels. We usually denote T4 n theories by (U(1) — [1])2; The building block U(1) — [1]
of these theories is a theory that has one gauge group U(1) and one chiral multiplet with
charge +1. Moreover, it is found by Kapustin and Strassler in [5] that U(1) — [1] is mirror
to a free chiral multiplet denoted by [1] — [1], and vice versa. Based on this, we find
that the mirror symmetries (also called mirror transformations) acting on various building
blocks commute with each other. Altogether they form a nice mirror transformation group
H(Ta,n). For simplicity, we mainly discuss the mirror transformations of sphere partition
functions, which at semi-classical limit give rise to effective superpotentials that encode
CS levels and FI parameters and label the 3d theories, and then verify the results by
analysis of vortex partition functions. Since there are many mirror symmetries in H(74,n)
and each of them gives rise to a mirror dual theory, it seems that we end up with many
different mirror dual theories. However, these mirror dual theories are equivalent and their
partition functions are equal. In addition, we need to take into account the parity anomaly
constraints, which requires effective CS levels to be integers; hence only a subset of these
mirror dual theories are consistent.

To see the application of T4 n theories, we discuss U(1) — [N] theories, which have
brane constructions dual to strip Calabi-Yau threefolds with one open topological brane.
By applying mirror transformations on each chiral multiplet of U(1) — [N], one can turn
these theories into certain 74 n theories, as illustrated in the following diagram

mirror

This gives an easy way to perform mirror transformations on U(1) — [IV] theories. Inter-
estingly, we find the vortex partition functions of U(1) — [N] can be written in the form
of vortex partition functions of 74 n theories, from which effective CS level matrices can
be obtained by taking semi-classical limit. These mixed CS levels are the same as what



we obtain from sphere partition functions. In this example we find that mirror symmetry
only flips the signs of mass parameters.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the localization method for 3d
N = 2 theories, and show how mirror transformations act on sphere partition functions.
The effective superpotentials and open Gopakumar-Vafa formula for 3d N = 2 theories
are also discussed. In section 3, we apply mirror symmetry on theories engineered by strip
Calabi-Yau threefolds by transforming them into 7,4 n theories. We also verify the diversity
of mixed CS levels by analyzing vortex partition functions. In section 4, we discuss the
application of mirror symmetry on knot polynomials. Section 5 contains conclusions and
a list of open problems.

2 3d N =2 mirror symmetry and 7, y theory

2.1 Sphere partition function

It is well known that localization techniques reduce the path integral representation of
partition functions to finite dimensional contour integrals. In [11, 12], the localization of
3d N = 2 gauge theories on three sphere

Sg : b2|21|2 —I—b_2|22|2 =1, z1,22€C (2.1)

is developed, which shows that on Coulomb branch sphere partition functions can be writ-
ten in terms of the contour integral of one-loop contributions from chiral multiplets and
vector multiples. More explicitly, the contribution from bare Chern-Simons level k and F1
term £ is

exp (—imka® +2inx), (2.2)

where z is gauge transformation parameter for gauge group U(1);. The one-loop contribu-
tions from the fundamental chiral multiplet C and antifundamental chiral multiplet AC

are
1 U 1
Sb (:1: + Q + *) ) , ) (2.3)
202 (f'f -2 - %)
respectively, where @ = b + 1/b is the localization parameter and u is the real mass

parameter. The contributions from antifundamental chiral multiplets can be written as

Sb<x—2@_;> ”%?‘“%)- (2.4)

For illustration, consider 3d N' = 2 theories U(1); + NcC. These theories have gauge
group U(1), bare Chern-Simons level k& and N¢ chiral multiplets C. We denote them by
quivers (1); — [N¢], and their sphere partition functions take the form

Ne .
(1) —[N] — —imkr?+2inéx ZQ &
zs /daje Z-Hle(Q Yoot 2). (2.5)



Similarly, for theories U(1); + No C + Nac AC, sphere partition functions take the form

U(1)g+Nc C+Nac AC —imkr?42inéx als iQ Us P i1Q U
Zg; = | dwe [La(5 ot 5) a5 -or )
1=

2/ 2 2
(2.6)
In this work, we mainly consider the abelian quiver theories:
Tax: (U ~[FY ., (2.7

which are N copies of U(1) — [1] theory, with real symmetric Chern-Simons levels k;;
between gauge groups U(1) x U(1) x --- x U(1). In (2.7), & and wu; are FI parameters and
real mass parameters for chiral multiplets. For early discussions on 74 n theories see e.g.
[13]. Tt is easy to write down their sphere partition functions

N S . N .
S —imkijjrizi+2im €T Q .
T 2 JTiT i u
Zg = /dei e Hsb(7 +oi+ o). (2.8)
i=1 =1
Note that if one shifts z; and defines &; as follows
W; e
T = —T; — 51 » &i=—8i— g Z kiju; (2.9)
7j=1
then (2.8) simplifies to
T N % —iwkij:vizvj+2i7r£~¢:vi N ZQ
ng’N — / [[dzie= Hsb(7 — a:) (2.10)
i=1 =1

where real mass parameters u; are absorbed into shifted FI parameters 51 Therefore we
use (2.10) as the sphere partition functions of T4 n theories in the following sections. Note
that if Chern-Simons levels are diagonal k;; = k;0;;, then T4 n theories reduce to N copies
of independent building blocks

U, —[1] & Ui, —[1] & ---& ULy —[]. (2.11)

In this paper we focus on symmetric CS levels k;; = kj;. We find T4 n theories are very
useful for mirror symmetry, and we will show in section 3 that U(1); + NoC + N4cC and
some other theories can be transformed into certain 74 ny theories.

2.2 Effective superpotential

After compactifying on a circle S, 3d A/ = 2 gauge theories can be viewed as 2d N' = (2,2)
sigma models with infinitely many KK modes. As shown in [3, 14-16], the vortex partition
function, sphere partition function, and superconformal index have the same asymptotic
expansion in the semiclassical limit & — 0,

AL Zsp > Ls2xst N/Hdl’i eéwﬁzfvﬂ(s,xwro(h), (2.12)
i



where we have ignored some constant terms. The equivariant parameter is related to the
quantum parameter A as follows:

_ log(q) 912 _ b 2mib?
= b h=2mib*, g=¢€"=e . (2.13)

For T n theories, if we redefine parameters for each gauge node U(1);,
log( — 4)
Va
= 2.14
i —27b (2.14)

then the associated twisted effective superpotentials can be obtained by taking the semi-
classical limit 7 — 0 and using (A.4); this yields

. Ny Ny peff
WL (kij. €y) = D Lia(y) + &7 logys + D 5 —logyilogy; , (2.15)
i—1 ig—1

where polylogarithm functions Lis(y;) come from contributions of chiral multiplets, kfjf f
are effective CS level matrices, and & T are effective FI parameters, which are related to
bare parameters

1
Ny .
- i
§fff:27rb§i+z7r(1—bQ)Z;kij+2 (2.17)
]:
al . log(q) im
:_27rb5i+;kij(m—7rbuj— . >+5. (2.18)
To avoid mistakes, we remind that for symmetric CS terms
ke pel
; °.
Z #log yilogy; = Z %(log i) + Z kfjfflog yilogy; . (2.19)
ij i i<j

Moreover, in [17, 18] it is shown that the Coulumb branch moduli space M is defined by

vacuum equations

awelf

Me: ¥ dw =1, forVi=1,...,N. (2.20)
Substituting (2.15) into (2.20) we get
erp el
Mc: e ]]yY +w—-1=0, Vi=1,..,N. (2.21)

i=1

The Hessian matrix of We// can also be computed

. A2 welf i
H<Weff> = k45 Wi j=1,....,N. 2.22
i dlogyilogy;, 1 %iT—y, o7 (222)



The vortex partition functions of T4 n theories can be conjectured by comparing (2.15)
with superpotentials in [19]; this implies that they should have the following form

N
s X okflad; g gy
Zvortex: (_\/a)zx,j:1 ’ 1 N (2.23)
Tavw .%;v:o (¢ Ddy -+ (¢, Dy
where z; := (—1) k6 and g-Pochhammers is defined as (z;q), = H?gol(l — zq').

One can also factorize sphere partitions to obtain vortex partition functions using the
factorization property found in [7, 20]. We note that integers d; have physical meaning.
The poles of the partition function (2.10) are located at z; = —d; b — h;/b, where d; and
h; are degrees of the North pole and the South pole on a three sphere Sg’, and are positive
integers. In the semi-classical limit b — 0, h; are restricted to be zero and d; are positive
integers.

2.3 Open Gopakumar-Vafa formula

There are intricate relations between prepotentials and superpotentials. In this section we
clarify these relations and discuss formulas encoding open BPS invariants.

Prepotentials of 3d N/ = 2 gauge theories play a similar role to prepotentials of 5d
N =1 gauge theories. The prepotential of a 3d gauge theory on a surface defect Rgl x St
is defined as [21-24]

. £
Wray st = 611;21)20 €2 log Zp5" G (2.24)

where €; 2 are the Q-deformation parameters. In [17, 18], the relations between prepoten-
tials and the quantum integrable system have been found. If we relate ¢; to Plank constant
h by h = Rey, then the combination of (2.12) and (2.24) gives rise to

RQXSI /Hd$ eh st:Q(kiJ’g’x). (2'25)

Thanks to geometric engineering, the vortex partition functions of 3d N' = 2 theories
can be interpreted as partition functions of open topological strings, which therefore satisfy
a refined open Gopakumar-Vafa formula on Q-background; for more details see [2, 25]. This
formula asserts that the vortex partition functions can be expanded as

2J+2r nJ (t\"7 Ar(JT)
Zpas = eXp[ > > Z — g (q)n e e"RTC]
CEHy(X,L,Z) JreL/2n=1 (Cﬁ —q_f)
—1)2H2rgd ( t) TNéJﬂ’) (2.26)
CEHy(X,L,Z) JreZ)2 (Cﬁ - q_5>

+Rer —Rea

where NC(J’T) are degeneracies of vortex particles and t = e parametrize the

4 =¢€
Q-background '. The variables e f*7¢ are the open Kihler parameters for relative 2-cycle

Tn the second line of (2.26), PEJ- -] stands for the plethystic exponential function

PE[f()] = exp[z f(nn)] , (2.27)



C € Hy(X, L,Z), and T are their volumes, namely the masses of open M2-branes wrapped
on C, and R is the radius of S'. From the perspective of topological strings, refined open
BPS invariants NC(J’T) are degeneracies of BPS states (vortex particles) engineered by open
M2-branes ending on a M5-brane wrapping a special Lagrangian submanifold L in a Calabi-
Yau threefold X, and (J,r) are combinations of charges for the rotation symmetry on R?
and the R-symmetry.

By using the open GV formula, one can find the relations between prepotentials and

holomorphic disk potentials. Substituting the vortex partition function (2.26) into (2.24)

one gets
Wh2y gt = el}gri)() €2 log Zﬁ%r;%ﬁ
1
== 3 ST (NI (e 7). (2.28)

CeHy(X,L,7) JreZ/2
S n
Expanding the polylogarithm function Liz(2) := }_ %, the result (2.28) takes the form
n=1

& . , efnRTC
—RWR2><51 = Z Z Z (—1)2J+2 ]\TC(J7 )77 (229)

n=1CeH>(X,L,Z) JreZL/2

which has the same form as the holomorphic disk potential encoding Ooguri-Vafa invariants
in the topological A-model (see [26])

—nRTe

Wopen = Z NCOVLIQ (e_RTC) = i Z Ngv e -

5 (2.30)
CeHy(X,L,Z) n=1CeH,(X,L,Z) "

Therefore, propotentials in 3d N' = 2 theories are equivalent to holomorphic disk potentials
~RWg2y51 = Wopen » (2.31)

and classical Ooguri-Vafa invariants can be represented as the summations of refined open
BPS invariants?

NOV = S (—1EENE. (2.32)
Jrel/2

Note that the disk potential is classical and can be expressed as an integral in the B-model
dx
Wopen = /logy — (2.33)

where log y is the differential one-form on the mirror curve (see [27, 28]). We emphasize that
the prepotentials Wya, g1 are not complete at decompactification limit R — oo. Following

?Because of this, NC(J’T) are also called refined Ooguri-Vafa invariants e.g. in [25].



the treatment in [29], we define the complete prepotential for 3d A/ = 2 gauge theory in
this limit

Complete | 1. 1
Wiayst = RLHEOO Ewﬂ@xsl , (2.34)
which takes the form

m 1
Wﬂgzoxglete _ _5 Z Z (—1)2J+2TNC(J’T) [[TC]]Q (2.35)
CeHy(X,L,Z) JreZ]2

where we used (A.6). Furthermore, refined open BPS invariants can be resummed into
different invariants in various limits. In the Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) limit € # 0,e2 = 0
[18], using GV formula (2.26) we get

: 1 2J42r Ar(Jir)7 s —RT,
6121310 e2log Zp2y g1 = = Z Z (—=1)*/T2" N~ Lig (¢ e~ 7€) (2.36)
CEHa(X,L,L) JreZ/2
which implies that N; = > (—1)2JNéJ’T) are the invariants in the NS limit. In the
JEL)2
unrefined limit €; = €2, refined formula (2.26) reduces to unrefined formula and we identify
NCJ = > (—I)QTN((ZJ’T) as the unrefined invariants. Note that NC(‘]’T) can only be positive
reZ/2

integers, while Né] can be either positive or negative integers.

2.4 Mirror transformation group

From the perspective of in 3d-3d correspondence, mirror symmetry corresponds to a change
of triangulation of three manifolds that engineer 3d N' = 2 gauge theories [3, 4]. It can also
be interpreted as a functional Fourier transformation on the partition function [5], which is
called mirror transformation in this note. The mirror transformation for 3d N' = 2 gauge
theories with superpotentials was used to derive dualities, e.g., in [6]. Here we discuss its
application to T4 n theories. We start from the most basic example, namely the duality
between U(1);/ + C and a chiral multiplet with Chern-Simons level —1/2:

mirror symmetr,

(11— [1] PN [ —[1]. (2.37)

The corresponding partition functions are equivalent

(D1/2—01] (1-1/2—0]
Zgs v = Zg KAl (2.38)
or more explicitly,
i " ) i (i 2 )

/dy 6773’262”1(%_2”8},(% — y) = @7(TQ—Z) Sb(g — z) . (2.39)

This is a mathematical identity presented in [30, 31], which implies that any double-sine
function s(...) can be replaced by a contour integral. This is analogous to gauging U(1)
flavor symmetry

[1] . [1] mirror transformation (1) . [1] . (2‘40)




In terms of sphere partition functions, this replacement takes form

Sb(g _ Z) mirror transf. 6_%(§_Z)2 /dy e_%ry2€27ri (%_Z)Sb(g _ y) ) (241)
Note that the double since functions, as one-loop contributions of chiral multiplets, can be
regarded as basic units for mirror transformations.

Moreover, mirror symmetry turns out to be ST operation from the SL(2,Z) viewpoint,
when acting on the Lagrangian of 3d Chern-Simons theory, as found by Witten in [32], so
one can also use ST to stand for mirror symmetry. After performing mirror symmetry on
the quiver (1), — [1] only once, we get a new quiver (1)}, — [1] :

integrate out (1)g
—>

ST: e[ 2% - (W -1)) Wy — 1],  (242)

where the original gauge group (1); was integrated out to get the new quiver with CS level

k" and new FI parameters ¢’. This transformation does not change partition functions
ZWr=1] _ (1) —M]
Sp sy '

(1), —[1] -
(ST (e —[] 25 @ - (' -1) 5 - () - ()" -1))
S W~ 1) (2.43)

After performing mirror symmetry twice we get another quiver

integrate out (1), (1)

_ )", -1
The corresponding partition functions are also equal Zélg)’“ i_ z (W= ]. Furthermore,
b

= Zgs
after performing mirror transformation for the third time, we return to the original theory

ST Wp-1] 5 Oy -1 B -n S -1, (244)

in agreement with the relation (ST)3 = 1.
Analogously we can perform mirror transformations on each building block of T4 n
theories, as illustrated by the following example

(1) — [1] (ST,ST,...,0) (1) — ((1)/ — [1]) integrate out (1) (1)/ — [1]

M-/, . 1) - -1/,
(2.45)

where we perform mirror transformations on some gauge nodes of U(1) x U(1) x --- x U(1).
After integrating out old gauge parameters, we get another TA’ N theory with CS levels k;J
and FI parameters &,. We find that mirror transformations, acting on various U(1); gauge
nodes, commute with each other, which implies the following equivalence relation

(n1,n2,...n4,...,nN) ~ (n3,ng,...0;+3,...,0nn), Vi=1,...,N (2.46)
where we introduce a shorthand notation

(n1,nz,...n05,...0n) = ((ST)™, (ST)"™,...,(ST)"N) . (2.47)



Since k; ; is symmetric, one can exchange its rows and columns
k‘u — k‘jJ, km‘ g kl,j7 forVi= 1,..., N, (2.48)

by exchanging parameters x; <+ x; for gauge nodes U(1); and U(1);. This gives another
equivalence relation

n; < nj. (2.49)

Composing equivalence relations (2.46) and (2.49), we introduce a group of mirror trans-
formations

7‘[(7?47]\7) = {(nl,n2,...,nN) ‘ niE{O,l,Z}, nian lflgj, Vi,j:1,2,...,N}

={(0,0,...,0), (1,0,...,0),...,(2,2,...,2)} (2.50)
with a finite number of elements % This group is additive under mirror transfor-
mations

(il,iz,...,iN) : (nl,nz,...ni,...nN) — (1’11 +1i1,n2 +1i2,...,nN —I—iN), (251)

which implies that #(74,n) has a group structure with addition defined as
(il,iz,...,iN) + (nl,n2,...ni,...nN) = (n1 +i1,n2+i2,...,nN+iN). (2.52)

Note that each element (iy,i2,...,in) can be regarded as a permutation on the group
H(Ta,n). Although mirror transformations produce many mirror dual theories with differ-
ent Chern-Simons levels and FI parameters, their partition functions are equal up to some
irrelevant factors
Zg™ = Z@™ | /H(Ta). (2.53)
Note that mirror transformations may give rise to effective mixed CS levels kf’;f with
fractional (non-integer) numbers; in this case, the associated theories should be regarded
as inconsistent and ignored, as not meeting the parity anomaly constraint k:f];f €Z[1, 33].
Let us denote the original theory by 7[(0,...,0)]. Mirror transformation (i,...,iN)
acting on it leads to a mirror dual theory 7[(i1, ..., in)]| with superpotential welts (in,in)
This is therefore a correspondence

(i1,...,in) <% T(iy, . .., iN)]- (2.54)
Furthermore, based on (2.51), (i1,...,iN) gives rise to a map between 7 [(ny,...,nN)] and

Tl(ng +1i1,...,nn +in)] for V (n1,...,nn) € H(TanN):
(il,...,iN) : T[(Hl,...,DN)] — 'T[(nl +1i1,...,nN +iN)], (255)

which can be viewed as the mirror map between mirror dual theories, describing the re-
lations between effective CS levels and FI parameters for dual theories. Since a group of

~10 -



mirror transformations is finite, each (i1,...,in) can be regarded as a permutation. We
can think of any mirror dual theory 7[(n1,...,nN)| as the original theory, and act on it
with all mirror transformations in #(74 ) to obtain a chain of mirror dual theories. In
addition, as we mentioned before, the parity anomaly imposes constraints k¢/f € Z, hence
only a subset of mirror dual theories are consistent, and we denote them by

Class(Tan) = {T[(n1 +1i1,....nn +in)] with &7/ € Z | V (i1,i2,....in) € H(Tan) }-

(2.56)
We summarize that for any (iq,...,in) € H(7a,n), there are correspondences as follows:
. . one to one . . one to one one to one
(i1,...,in) «— T[(i1,. . .,iN)] $—— permutations «+————— mirror maps,
(2.57)

and mirror dual theory 7[(n1,...,nnN)] can be labeled by effective CS levels and FI pa-
rameters encoded in effective superpotentials

Tl(ny,...,nn)] (kj]ff, (naseemn) | gef . (nl,...,nN))_ (2.58)

We will illustrate these relations in examples discussed in section 3.

Example

Consider mirror transformations for the theory 742 : (U(1)— [1])%3 , whose sphere partition

function is

— x9).

(2.59)

Z;—;‘sﬂ — /dxldl'z 627ri(élml—‘rézwz)—iTr(kl’1x?+2k1721’1m2+k2’215)Sb(g - xl)sb(g
b

According to (2.16), Ta 2 theory has the following effective CS levels and FI parameters
1 .
kil =i+ 50, ij=1.2, (2.60)
2 )
¢ —omb& +im(1-bQ) kaL (2.61)

Jj=1

We think of (2.59) as the partition function for the original theory 77[(0,0)]. Following
(2.50), we write its mirror transformation group as

H(Taz2) = {(0,0),(1,0),(1,1),(2,0),(2,1),(2,2)}, (2.62)

which corresponds to mirror dual theories { 710, 0],7[1,0],7(2,0],7[1,1],7[2,1],7[2,2] }.
Following mirror maps between dual theories (2.55), we note that these theories are related
by basic mirror transformations (1,0) and (0, 1), as shown in the following commutative

- 11 -



diagram

(0,1) (0,1

T((2,0)] 712, 1)] —22s 7(2,2)]

(1,0) (1,0) (1,0)
(0,1) (0,1)

T1(1,0)] —— T[(1,1)] —— TI(1,2)]
(1,0) (1,0) (1,0)

T (0,1) (0,1)
(0,0)) ——> T(0, 1)} ——> 71(0.2)] (2.63)

Each mirror dual theory has associated effective twisted superpotential Wwelf, (ain2) The
effective CS levels k:f]f ! for all theories in the above diagram (2.63) read

kii+1 ko
71(0,0)] T
k12 koo+ 35
2]617171 _ 2]6172
. 2k1,1+1 2k11+1
T[(]'?O)] . 2];;172 —4k%y2+2k2’2+k1,1(4]{:2,2-1—2)4-1 )
T 2k 1 +1 4kq1,1+2
*4k%72+2k2,2+k1,1(4k2,2+2)+1 2k1 2
. 4k272+2 _2]{:272-5-1
T[(O,l) . k1o 2k22—1 ’
2k2,2+1 2kg,2+1
2 2k1,2
) T—2k1 1 2ki1—1
T[(270) . 2]4;172 74]{?%272]62724’]6171(4k2’2+2)71 ’
2k1,1—1 dky,1—2
—4k3 o +2k2 2+k1,1(4k2,2—2)—1 2k 5
) Thy 22 2kp2—1
71(0,2) : 2k1,2 —2 |7 (2.64)
kg o—1 T2k :
2(*4k%72*2k2,2+k1,1(4k2,2+2)*1) 4k1 2
7-[(1 1) . —8k7 o +4ko,2+k1,1(8k2,2-+4)+2 —4k3 o +2k2,2+k1,1(4k2,2+2)+1
) . 4k1’2 2(—4k%72+2k‘2,2+k‘171(4]{:272—2)—1) ’
_4k%,2+2k2,2+k’1,1(4k‘2,2+2)+1 —8/€%72+4k2,2+k‘1,1(8k272+4)+2
2(2k2,2+1) 4k1 2
T 21 . 4k’i2+2k272—2k1,1(2k272+1)+1 4]{3% 2+2k272—2k’1,1(2k‘272+1)+1
[(2,1) : 4k1,2 4k%,2+k171(2*4k272)+2k27271 ’
4k3 o+2k,2—2k1,1(2k2,24+1)+1 4k7 5 42k2 2 —2k1,1(2k2,2+1)+1
4k%,2+7€1,1(2*4k2,2)+2k2,2*1 4k 2
7—[(1 2) . 4k2%’2+k1’1(274’6272)72’{2,24»1 4k%72+k‘1’1(274]62’2)72]62724»1
) : 4k1’2 2(2]471,1-1—1) )
4k’i2+k‘1,1(2—4]6272)—2’&‘272-%1 4]@%’24—]{:1,1(2—4]{32,2)—2]{32,2-1-1
2—4’&‘272 4]{31,2
—4k? ,—2k2 o4k1,1(dk2,20—2)+1 —4k? ,—2k2 2+k1,1(4k2,2—2)+1
T[(272) ° ’ 4]{31,2 ’ 2—4]4;171

74]{%72 72k2’2+k1’1 (4]’»‘2’2 72)+1 74]@‘%2 72k2,2+k171 (4]62’2 72)4»1

It is obvious that the equivalence relations (2.46) and (2.49) are satisfied, and parity
anomaly strongly constrains the possible values of k;; in (2.64).
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2.5 Quiver reduction

Given some specific values of bare CS levels k;;, the effective CS levels kfjf ! may be prob-

lematic in some cases: the effective CS levels have poles or vanishing determinant

*

kT = or detk;j =0. (2.65)

olole %
SOl ¥

*

We call this phenomenon quiver reduction. For instance, there are quiver reductions for
effective CS levels in (2.64), when k11 = £1/2, ka2 = £1/2, etc. Using formula (B.1),
one can see that for the CS levels in (2.65), the contour integral over gauge nodes is not
Gaussian, but takes the form of the Dirac delta function that reduces the dimension of the
full integral. Namely, quiver reductions imply some gauge nodes are redundant and can be
integrated out.

2.6 CS level decomposition and charge vectors

We can generalize the story to generic T4 y theories with chiral multiplets of other charges
except +1. It turns out that charge vectors and CS level matrices for these theories are
exchangeable.

Let us start with generic theories with gauge groups U(1); x U(1)2 x --- x U(1)x and
N chiral multiplets in arbitrary representations. These theories have partition functions of

the form
—inxT i T
ng(K,P):/dxe irxt K x+2imw€ H‘ﬂ?(?_P’LTX)’ (266)
i=1
where x = (x1;x2;...;2N) is a N x 1 matrix, and Pl-T are charge vectors for chiral multiples.
We define
P .= (p1>p2>"'7pN)7 (267)

where P; = p; and y := PT x. After this variable transformation, and ignoring the Jaco-
bian matrix, charge vectors can be absorbed into new mixed CS levels and FI parameters,
and (2.66) becomes

Zg(K', 1) = /d e—”yTK’y+2”5'TYﬁs (@ - ) (2.68)
S3 s = Yy 11 b 9 Yi |, .

K=P""H) . K- PHT, (2.69)

g=Ph-E. (2.70)

If K is symmetric, then K’ is also symmetric. Both K and K’ can be decomposed in the
orthogonal basis and have the same eigenvalues A

K=Q 'AQ )" =Q"AQ, (2.71)
K=P") K- PHY =Q'AQ™, (2.72)
Q =QP. (2.73)
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The partition function (2.68) is exactly the sphere partition function for 74 n theory.
Therefore, we can turn generic Abelian theories (2.66) into T4 n type (2.68). Moreover,
with the help of (2.71), the form (2.66) can also be transformed into theories with diagonal
CS levels but complicated charge vectors

ng(A,QP):/dz ~inaTAzt2in (QF) Hsb<—— QP)T. ) (2.74)

where x = QT z. We call it charge vector form.

Based on the above discussion, one can transform generic theories (2.66) into either
Ta.n type theories (2.68) with mixed CS level K’ and simple charge vectors 1 or charge
vector form (2.74) with diagonal CS level A and complicated charge vectors QP

(K,P) — (K',1) or (A,QP). (2.75)

The associated effective superpotentials for these three forms (2.66), (2.68), and (2.74) are
equivalent. Hence these three forms of partition functions are supposed to correspond to
the same mirror theory class Class(7). In this note we only consider the form (2.68)
and leave the charge vector form (2.74) for future work. In addition, if K is real positive
definite, then it has Cholesky decomposition K = LTL, and (2.66) can be turned into
another form

Zg(1,(L7H)TP) :/dx'e“”‘ K2 (LT Hsb( )TP)iT-x'),

where x’ = L x.

3.1 Brane webs

We denote by U(1)x + No C + Nac AC the theories that contain gauge group U(1) and
N¢ chiral multiplets of charge +1 and N4¢ chiral multiples of charge —1. These theories
can be engineered as surface defect theories by Higgsing 5d N' = 1 brane webs. See, e.g.,
[2, 34] for more details. The corresponding brane configuration in type IIB strings is shown
in figure 1. In this brane web, open strings connecting the D3-brane and D5-brane on the
left-hand side of the NS5-brane give rise to fundamental chiral multiplets denoted by C,
and the open strings connecting D3-brane and D5-branes on the right-hand side of the
NS5-brane give rise to antifundamental chiral multiplets denoted by AC. Note that in
this brane construction, there is the freedom of putting D3-brane on any D5-branes on the
left-hand side of the NS5-brane, which gives rise to the same 3d N = 2 theories. However,
if moving the D3-brane to D5-branes on the right-hand side of the NS5-brane, then C and
AC are switched; hence, the matter content of the theory is changed, so this movement
leads to different theories. In addition, the string located at the D3-Db5-brane intersection
is of length zero,and hence the corresponding chiral multiplet is massless [2].
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NS5
D5

Bi

671

Figure 1. This diagram is the IIB brane construction for theories U(1); + NocC + NacAC. The
blue line stands for D3-brane as a surface defect. The horizontal lines denote D5-branes, and the
vertical line denotes the NS5-brane. The wavy lines denote open strings between the D3-brane
and D5-branes. This IIB brane web is dual to toric Calabi-Yau threefold with a Lagrangian brane
through IIB/M-theory duality.

The duality between type IIB strings and M-theory can be represented in terms of a
brane construction and geometric engineering. From this viewpoint, brane webs correspond
to strip Calabi-Yau threefolds, and the associated vortex partition functions are interpreted
as open topological string partition functions. See [25, 35] for discussions on open topologi-
cal string amplitudes, Higgsing, and Hanany-Witten transitions for U(1)x+No C+Nyc AC
theories.

The U(1)k + NcC+ NacAC can be rewritten as Ty y theories by doing mirror trans-
formation (1,1,...,1) and integrating out the original gauge node U (1)

1,1,..,1
U(L)y + NoC + NacAC -t o (3.1)

This implies that performing mirror transformation on U(1);+NcC+N4cAC is equivalent
to performing mirror transformations on 74 N+~ ,. theories. We take U(1);, + NC theory
as an example, whose sphere partition functions can be transformed into 74 n theories

1).—[N] (1,1,...,1) T.
2y N S g (3.2)

More explicitly, by (2.5), the associated sphere partition functions for U(1); + NC take
the following form:

N .
Zb%)k—[N} _ /dx e—iwkx2+2i7r$x Hsb(g + x4+ %) , (3.3)
=1
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which in the semiclassical limit (3.3) gives the effective superpotential

eff Z L12 XY é‘eff logX + k;ff(log)()2 , (34)
Rl — kb N eetf = LN — e 410 ﬁYz-) , (3.5)

2 2 i=1
X — 62b71':r’ }/1 = 7\/{7657”%‘ . (36)

The above superpotential is consistent with the well-known fact that the one-loop contri-
bution of each fundamental chiral multiplet C to k°// is 1/2, and antifundamental AC to
keff is —1/2. Moreover, parity anomaly constrains effective CS levels k°// € Z. The mirror
transformation (1,1,...,1) replaces double sine function s(...) given by chiral multiplets
into contour integrals via (2.41). Hence we get the sphere partition functions for the dual
Ta,n theories on the right-hand side of (3.2),

N
—m ik yiy;+2mi iy N ;
TAN_/deem1 I H«Sb**yz (3.7)
i=1
~ 1 2
ko= 8. — _
Y2 2k 4+ N
. N .
~_ZQ U; 2 iQ |
&= 13 2k+N(£ 2(4 + 4))’

=1

where mass parameters u; can also be absorbed into new FI parameters g} When k =
—N/2, Eq. (3.7) is ill defined because there is a pole in &, and hence quiver reductions
appear in this case. We will show in examples in section 3.6 that when k& = —N/2, this
pole can be bypassed and it gives rise to the mirror pair discovered by Dorey and Tong
n [36, 37]. In addition, quiver reduction always reduces (1); — [IN] to a bunch of chiral
multiplets after the mirror transformation (2,2...,2) on (3.7). However, this involves
subtle issues that require taking into account superpotentials for chiral multiples.

Once we constructed some particular 74 ny theory with the mixed CS level in (3.7),
acting on it with mirror transformations could lead to many equivalent mirror dual theories.

After ruling out theories with parity anomaly, we can find many equivalent sets of mixed
CS levels.

3.2 Vortex partition functions

The correspondence (3.1) can be independently conjectured (rather than derived) from
vortex partition functions, by invoking mathematical identities. In this section we explain
this statement taking advantage of the quiver structure found in [19, 25].

Using the topological vertex formalism for the toric diagram shown in figure 1, the
vortex partition functions of U(1)x + NocC + NacAC theory can be written in the form

S n2/ —4&fL \n
vortex S VDT ()" o, 0)y (02,0)y - (e,

Ut NoC+NachC ™ 2 @ )n Brra), o), - Brorra),” D)
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where f is the framing number that can be put in by band, and the factor ¢~ (172 can be
absorbed into z (see [19, 25, 34] for more details). In open topological string theory, open
strings are given by M2-branes wrapping a chain of CP'’s connected to a disk. In terms of
refined GV formula (2.26), each open string has Kéhler parameter

Nac No—1

e ftle = »» H H a?iﬁjj, (3.9)

i=1 j=1

where (n, d;, d;) are degrees for (z, j, b;), 2 is the open Kahler parameter for the disk, and
«;, B are closed Kéahler parameters from AC and C, respectively, which correspond to the
distances between D5-branes as shown in figure 1. The computation reveals that closed
K#hler parameters correspond to mass parameters of chirals «;, 3; ~ e?™%.

The open topological string partition function (3.8) can be written in the quiver form

[19, 25]3

e Necinsoac = 2o Po(x, .. m) (3.10)
where
g0 = (01:0) (020 (@00 0) G
(B1y @)oo (B2, @) e - - (BNe—1, @) o,
and Po(...) is defined as
> 5 Cigdid; ghgde . pdm
Feten,oam) = dh%zo(_\@wl (a q)dltq, 621) o @D (3.12)

which is determined by matrices Cj;. In (3.12), n is denoted by d; for convenience. To
get the form (3.12) we use the following expansion formula to rewrite each Pochhammer
symbol in (3.8)

(@i g Z /) Coolailn®+2Co,ilailndi+ Cislauld? T (3.13)

where C..[a;] denotes the coefficients in front of the degrees n, d;. These C..[a;]’s encode
the presence of chiral multiplets. Interestingly, there are two equivalent ways to expand

3This quiver form comes from quiver representation theory.
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Pochhammer symbols, in either «; or \/aaz-_l, Bj or q Bj_l:

(i, q) = ol
iy {)oo 2nd 7
Qi Q)n = ————— = (u, q —t 3.14
(03 9) (g™, q) oo Z:: (¢ 0)d; (3:14)
00 —1\d,
Condira2 (VAo )%
= (v, Q) oo (i /\/Q)" P=2ndi+d7 WA ) , (3.15)
va) dz_:o (¢ @)a,
- 8 \%
1 _ (IBJq q) 1 Z 2nd7+d§ <\/%> (316)
Biid),  Bpde (B0 i (¢;0)d;
d;
o0 (qﬂ] !
_ ﬁ q —n2—2ndj 3.17
B VIl (V) (@ 10
Following this notation, we denote the expansion (3.13) by
Coplai] -+ Coila)
(i@ = (| 5 o], ) (3.18)
Cioloy] -+ Ciilag]
so that each antifundamental chiral AC leads to*
0--- 1 1 -1
(i@n— (|- i ), o (|5 0t |, Vaeyh), (3.19)
1---0 -1 1
and each fundamental chiral C leads to
: 0.1 5 1. —1 5
— , 7'7 , or . . , q 7‘7 s 320
(Bj:9) ( L \/EJ) ( PR f(ﬁ) ) (3.20)

7

where all the elements denoted by in the above matrices are 0. In total, the matrix

C;; has the structure

2]+ ZC..[ai] + ZC”W' (3.21)

Here we show one particular CS level matrices k:f]f T for (3.8): fixing the variables z; in
Pq(...) as follows:

b1 5NC—1> ’ (3.22)

VAR

4Where the number marked in blue stands for Co,0, which is the open Kéhler parameter z.

_ 1
PC($Oax17"'a:Em):PC<q 2 2,01, ;N4
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we find that the C;; matrix takes form

—_
—_
—_
—_

[f+1

Ci;((3.10)) = 1o oo ol (3.23)

1 ]0...0/0...1

The rank of Cjj is (Nac + N¢) x (Nac + N¢). By comparing superpotentials in explicit
examples, we find that the framing number is related to the bare CS level k,

No — N
f+1:k:+%. (3.24)
Note that there are several ways to write Zgﬁtﬁ’i NeCiNacAC i the form of Po(x;), since

there are two equivalent expansion parameters x; in (3.19) and (3.20). If flipping any
T; — qxi_l, then one gets another matrix ng. All x; can be flipped, and therefore one
gets a chain of {C;;}. There are in total 2Vac+Nc=1 equivalent matrices.

Invoking the mirror symmetry, we can provide a physical interpretation of (3.10) and
matrices Cjj. Recall that (3.10) implies that the vortex partition functions of U(1)y +
N¢C + NscAC theories can be rewritten in the quiver form Pc,;(7;). It can be noticed
that on the Higgs branch, Zj is actually related to the one-loop part Z!-1°oP = Zy 1 which
is given by the inverse of Pochhammer symbols in (3.14)-(3.16)

N,
Zl—loop Hj:cl (ﬁj?q)oo

== 3.25)
U(1)k+NcC+N N ) (
(Dx+NcC+Nac 14 (i, q).,
and then (3.10) reads
1-1 rtex

ZU((1))05+NCC+NACAC A NeC+Nacac (2 i, B5) = Poy (@) - (3.26)

Moreover, vortex partition functions (2.23) of T4 n theories also take a quiver form
ZE0 o K i) = Poy (@), (3.27)

hence we conjecture C;; = kie]ff and U(1)x + No C + Nac AC can be regarded as certain
Ta n theories. Then the vortex partition functions of U (1), + NcC + NacAC theories are
conjectured to be equal to vortex partition functions of the corresponding 74 y theories

1-1 rtex
ZU(;);):JrNcCJrNAcAC(ai’ 63) ' Z;}czl)ek'i‘NcC-f—NAcAC(Z’ Qi BJ) = ZTAvNc+NAc (). (3.28)

This is checked to be correct in various examples in the following sections. We stress
that the one-loop part of the 74 n theory on the Higgs branch is trivial, and hence
ZTaNgin g0 (Ti) 2 zxyortex . (z;). Note that the correspondence between U(1); + NcC +

ANGc+N 4
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NacAC and Ty n theories is a conjecture from the perspective of vortex partition func-
tions; however, this correspondence can be derived from the sphere partition functions
using mirror transformations. Furthermore, the vortex partition functions in (3.28) can be
refined, and then they satisfy refined open GV formula (2.26) that encodes positive integer
BPS numbers; for more details and explicit computations see [25].

There is one problem left: what are the relations between these equivalent Cj;’s? The
answer is that each Cj; is the & jf Fofa particular mirror dual theory, and mirror symmetry
relates them. More explicitly, mirror transformations relate dual theories

)] (il""7iNC+NAC)

T[(nly -+ -y NINg+Nac T[(Il]_ +1i1, ... yIING+Nac T iNc-i-NAC)] ) (329)

and give rise to mirror maps between effective CS levels

. . —1 . .
eff,(n1,..nNg 1N, ) flipping some z; — a; eff, (D141, DNC+Np o HNG+N A )
k. ctNac v LI S ctNac ctNac/ (3.30)

v 1)

We will show in examples in the following sections that these equivalent integer CS matrices

kfjf F can be obtained by performing mirror transformations on sphere partition functions.

In terms of vortex partition function of the corresponding 74 n.+n~, theories, mirror sym-
metry acts as flipping closed Kahler parameters «; — ozi_l or 3; — ,Bj_l(or in other words,

changing the sign of real mass parameters u; — —u;, since the closed Kéhler parameters

2b7r§)

equal to mass parameters and FI parameters by a;,; ~ €™% 2z ~ e . However, the

exchange symmetry ¢ — 1/¢ in open topological strings does not lead to new CS level
matrices k:f]f ! , as it only shifts bare CS level k — k + 1.

3.3 U(l)y+1C

Tea o (1) —[1] theory is an interesting basic example. Its sphere partition function is given
by (2.5). We shift  and absorb the mass parameter in £ and obtain

71 = /dx eQ’Ti’ff”—”’“”"’sb(g —1). (3.31)

The mirror transformation group #(7Ta1) in this case takes the form
H(Taa) = {(0),(1),(2)}, (3.32)
which leads to mirror dual theories
{Tlo)], TI(V], TI(2)] }- (3.33)
Mirror transformation (1) relates them as follows:
T10)] 2 7)) 2 TI(2)], (3.34)

namely,

O-0 2 O--m 2 @--@-n, (3.35)
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which are the following quivers after integrating out old gauge nodes:
(1) (1)
Wk =[] = O -] = @O —[1].
Their sphere partition functions are as follows:

ZT[O] —_ /dZL' e27ri§~x—k7riac28b(@ . IL‘) 7

Sy 2
Lz . 2 .
T m(Q—2kQ—8if)z+i(3—2k)wx ZQ
ng /d:ce 2+4k sb(7—$),
7 (Q+2kQ+8if)z+i(3+2k) mz? ]
ZT[2] — dme —2+4k Sb(@ _ l’) .
S 2

(3.36)

(3.37)

One can see mirror transformations change CS levels and FI parameters significantly. By

taking semi-classical limit and using formula (2.15), we read off these CS levels and FI

parameters

7o) (KO =2k, 1O Zopé (1 — b+ L),

i 2 5
eff 1) 2k=1 pra abré im(2k — 1+ bQ)
1: g - - (1)
o peff@ 2 eff(2) _ 1(=2m +brQ — 4ibm€)
T2]: (kK =g € (2) N ).

(3.38)

As we discussed before, mirror transformations permute mirror dual theories. The permu-

tation
T10)] = TI(W)], TI(V)] = TI(2)], TI(2)] = TI(0)]

is given by mirror transformation (1), and the corresponding mirror map is

- Can o, 342k o i(Q+ 2kQ + 8if)
(k, &) — (K',&) K=o €= Ry

The permutation given by mirror transformation (2) is
TI(0)] = TI(2)], TI(2)] = TI(W)], T[(1)] = TI(0)]
whose corresponding mirror map is the reverse of (3.40)

-3+ 2k

i(—1+2k)Q — 8¢
2 + 4k ‘

(k‘,f) N (k/lafﬁ) . k_// — 4+8k

&=

(3.39)

(3.40)

(3.41)

(3.42)

In this paper, we only consider mirror maps for 741 theories. In principle, one can find

mirror maps for generic 74 n theories too.
Parity anomaly constrains kfjf 50
tional effective CS levels, and find all possible values for bare CS level k

k=+3/2,0,+1/2.
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The associated effective CS levels and FI parameters can be obtained by inserting these

values in (3.38).
More explicitly, when k = £3/2, we get theories denoted by 7123456,

3
k=-2, T T,

2
k=0 T,
(

C T,

where
Ti: (kPO = 21, ¢80 = i %ibTrQ +2bré}
To: (WMD) 2o IO Zgir - %iwa +2bré}
To: (kP = -1, /10 = —in 4 ibrQ — 4bré},
To: (K@ =2, 1@ = 2in —ibnQ — 4bné}
To: (kPO =2, O =2ip - %iwa + 2bné},
To: (k[P =1, /1@ = _in ¢ %iwa +2br}

Some of them are equivalent

Ti=Ts=Ts: (1)_32—[1],
To=Ta="Ts: (1)32 —[1].

Therefore, we end up with a mirror dual pair
{ (W)zpp =[], (N)g2—1[1] }-
When k = £1/2, and inserting this value into (3.38), we find the theories

1

k= 5 TR,
1

F=—3 T T T,

where
T keff (0 gef10) — %z brQ + 2bw€ }
To: (KM g et ) %iwa —2bml }
To o {k{{P®) = oo},
T keff _ 0, e 1O _ %Z b @Q + 2bn }
L kP = o0y

{keff 1’§€ff7(2):Zﬂ—%zbﬂ'@—2bﬂ'5}
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(3.47)

(3.50)

(3.51)
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Figure 2. Calabi-Yau threefold C? with a Lagrangian brane marked in blue.

Here oo implies that there is a quiver reduction. Moreover, some of these theories are
equivalent

Tr ="z, Ts="To, To="Ti. (3.54)

More explicitly, when k = 1/2, sphere partition functions for 7789 take the form (where
we define £ 1= —p + %)

T - Z(1)1/2*[1] :/d$€2Wi(4_p)x_;7rix25b(i62—l‘), (3.55)
7-8 . Z(lf)fl/Z_[l] _ /d(]? 672wi(%fp)x+%ﬂix28b(§ o .Z') 7 (356)

o el _ i (9) Sb(g ). (3.57)
b

The mirror transformations relate these three theories, and hence

D1p2—1] M- [1]  S[l1ye—(1]
ng = ng = ng (3.58)

where 7121 _ S1-12=01]

5 =Zgs is the identity in (2.39). Similarly, when k = —1/2, partition

functions for T10,11,12 are of the following form (where we define é =p— %)
T Zs;_w—m _ /d:v 2 (g_p)x%m?%(? ), (3.59)
Tus 2 = #5002 ), (3.60)
Tio: Zg 1 = /daze%i(ifp)x;mesb(ig —1). (3.61)
The mirror transformation relates them as follows:
70 _ i _ et 66

Combining (3.58) and (3.62), we get another mirror pair

{ W=, Weapp = 0] [rp =1 [Heap -] (3.63)
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The toric diagram for the theory (1); — [1] is shown in figure 2. By (3.8), the open
Kihler parameter for the open topological brane on Calabi-Yau threefold C? is g th/2,
where f is the framing number. To match it with the FI parameter in vortex partition
functions in (2.23), we identify

GLIPO i (—1)kq 5 p2bm€ _ (_1)f+1q*%z (3.64)

which implies that the framing number f maps to the CS level k, and the open Kéhler
parameter maps to the FI parameter

f=k—-1/2, z:q1/462b”5. (3.65)

3.4 U(1),+2C

We turn this theory into a particular 74 n theory

De+2C L,1) Ta,
2 2 245 (3.66)
where Z;‘;  is given by (3.7) when N = 2. We perform mirror transformations (ny,ng) €
H(Ta,2) and take the semiclassical limit to read off effective superpotentials. For simplicity,
we denote the mirror dual theories and superpotentials by 7[(n1,ng)] : (k:fff’(nl’nz), ffff’(nl’m))
and find the following results
k 1 7(2i(k—1+bQ—2ib€) +(b+2bk)u1 —bus)
Tk 14k 2(1+k
T1(0,0)] : (( T ?k> ) <7r(2i(k1+bQ2(ibgr))bu1+(b+2bk)u2 )) )

2(1+k)

(2zk+4b§+b(2k 1ut +bus)
Tr(4§—uﬁ-(l+2k)uz) ’
2k

1 1 (22—2bQ+bU1—bUQ)
114+k) " \3m(=2i(bkQ — 2ibE +bQ — k — 2) — u(2bk +b) +buy) | |

wb((2k+1)u1+4€—u2)
: << (b(?k 1)uz+4b§+bu1+22k))) )
T[(1,1)]: ((1%@ 112) )

2k
7 (w1 (b—2bk)—4b€+2ibQ—bug —41)
w(b(2k— l)ug—l(-4b§ )szQ+bu1+4z)>> )
TI1.2)] 0 —1 7 (i1(bQ — 1) — buy + bus)
e —1 k) \Ar(=2i(k(bQ — 1) — b(Q + 2i&) + 1) + us(b — 2bk) —buy) ) |’
T1(2,0) : E+11 3 (—2i(bkQ — 2ib¢ + bQ — k — 2) — u1(20k + b) + buy)
’ ' 1 ’ s (—ibQ — buq + bus + 2i) ’

20T
2 —1> <§7r (=20 (k(bQ — 1) — b(Q + 2i€) + 1) + us (b — 2bk) — bu2)>> |

T(2,1)]: 7 (ibQ + buy — buy — i)

(3.67)
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Figure 3. The toric Calabi-Yau threefold with a Lagrangian brane for theory U(1); + 2C.

Because of the exchange equivalence n; <+ nj, there are only two independent theories. We
identify these theories with { 7[(2,0)], 7[(2,1)] }, which are related by the transformation
(0,1)
(0,1)
T(2,0)] — T[(2,1). (3.68)
The toric diagram for the theory (1), — [2] is shown in figure 3. It follows from (3.8) that
the vortex partition function takes the form
s o= 3o CV Py (3.69)
Vlit2C (4, 9)n (8 0), '

n=0

which, combined with the one-loop part, takes the form of the vortex partition function of
the T4 theory. However, there are several equivalent forms of (3.69), as we discussed in
section 3.2, and each form corresponds to the vortex partition function of a particular 74 o

theory
rtex 1-1 rtex
Z’Vri,;e = ZU(%);HC'Z(VJ(zlt)iHc (3.70)
20 eff2,0) , 5
dy,d2=0 (Q7 Q)dl (CL Q)dg
2
= kP ad; di (3-1yd
= 2 (v i U iy (3.72)
dy dy=0 (2, Dar (4, ) as

where we have absorbed the additional framing number and factors caused by flipping 3
into z. From (3.68), it can be noticed that (3.71) is the vortex partition function for theory
T1(2,0)], (3.72) is the vortex partition functions for theory 77(2,1)], and flipping mass
parameter 3/,/q — g8~ ! relates effective CS levels

eff,(2,0) _ flip 5 eff,(2,1)
ki — kj; . (3.73)
This flipping is interpreted as mirror transformation (0,1), as (2,0) + (0,1) = (2,1).
The relations between Kahler parameters z, a;, 5; and gauge theory parameters u;, §
can be obtained by comparing with (2.23) where the variables x; are defined to be z; :=
(—l)kfiffegf " For T1[(2,0)], the relations between Kéahler parameters and gauge theory
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parameters are given by

-k —EtL _prug (L U —2brr 7 (ug—u
(2 8/va) = ((_1)2k+1q B ombmun (3+h) brua /2, ~2bmE _ br(ua 1)/\/5) . (3.74)

while for 7[(2,1)] the relations are

f+1

(q_TZ ’ qﬂ_l) _ ((71)k+1q—%6bwu1(%—k)e—bwu2/2€—2b7r§ ’ 7\/§6b7r(u1—u2)> ) (375)
If u; = 0, the relations between z, 8 and u;, & simplify to z ~ e2*™¢ and 8 ~ eP™2,

3.5 U(l),+1C+1AC

The sphere partition function for this theory is

Zélg)k+1C+IAS _ /d:c 627r§x—z7rk3328b(?c2 T ?1)56(?62 — 4 ?2) (3.76)

which after the mirror transformation (1,1) becomes that of the theory 74 2

()p+1C+1AS (L1) Ty
ng - ZS3 , (3.77)
b b
where
 k—1(. 92, 92\ im(—ikQ—(2k+1)u] —4E—iQ—uo) im(—ikQ—(2k+1)ug+46—iQ—uq)
Z;E?‘z = /dy1dy2 e (vitu3) - 2T 1) “y1— ST Sy
b
iQ iQ
X Sb(f — yl)sb(— — yz) . (378)

2 2
After acting with mirror transformations from the group #(74,2), we obtain mirror dual
theories labeled as follows

7 (w1 (2bk+b)+4bé+bug+2ik+20)
k| o | m(2i(2ibE+k+1)+us(2bk+b)+bur) )

=
—
=
2
N
N
=
ES
=
3
B

k
I+k T+k 2(k+1)
k=1 1 m(2i(—2ibE+bQ+k—2)+b(2k—1)us —busg)
T1(0,1)] KRR | r{ua(2b-rb) — b —2ibQ-+buy 14i) ;
E Tk 2%k
1 -1 b (1Q + u1 + u2)
0,2
710,2)] <<—1 1+ k:) ’ <§7r (—2ibk@Q — ug(20k + b) + 4b§ — buy + 2ik)>> ’
11 7wy (2bk+b) +4b€ —2ibQ+bug+47)
T | {5 e | | ri@iversoib—3b@h—1)us—tur) | |
Ek 2k
11 _ mb((2k—1)u1+4€—u2)
11—k k—1 k—
T[(17 1)] : <<11k kll) ’ ( 7rb((17213)(uzjé)1£+u1) >> )
k—1 1-k 2(k—1)
TI1,2)] : 01 7 (—ibQ — buy — bug +17)
AN L K \ A (—200kQ + ug (b — 20k) + 4bE + buy + 2ik +2i) | )
E+1 -1 —Lim (2bkQ — iuy (2bk + b) — 4ib€ — ibuy — 2k
T((2,0)] (( e ) , < 7T (20RQ = fur (B0 + ) = e = b >)> ,
- b (1Q + u1 + ug)
k1 L7 (—2ibkQ + uy (b — 2bk) — 4bE + bug + 2ik + 24)
2,1)]: 2 . 3.79
Tz ((1 o)’ ( 7 (—ibQ — buy — bug + 9) (3.79)

— 96 —



Figure 4. The corresponding toric Calabi-Yau threefold for theory U(1); + 1C + 1AC.

Because of the exchange relation n; <+ nj, there are only two independent mirror theories
with integer effective CS level matrices. We identify these theories as { 7[(2,1)], T[(2,0)] },
and they are related by the transformation (0, 2)

(0,2)

T(2,1)] T1(2,0). (3.80)

The corresponding toric diagram for U(1); + 1 C + 1 AC is shown in figure 4. Following
(3.8), we get its vortex partition function

2
Zl\}o(rlt)ex-ﬁ-l C+1AC = - (_\/q)(f-l-l)n 2" (O{, Q)n
* = (4, Dn

(3.81)

which in combination with the one-loop part equals the vortex partition functions of
T1(2,1)] and T[(2,0)] theories,

11 ¢
ZTA,Q = ZU(T;)S—H C+1AC Z(‘}O(rl)ix-s-l C+1AC
2
© Z kfjff’(z’l)didj Zdl ad2
- (=va)»= e (3.82)
dl%;:() <q7 q)dl <q7 Q)d2
2
> kS50 g,q; d ~1yd
D DV L A L (359
dy,d2=0 (Q7 Q)dl (Q7 Q)dg

where the second line is for the 77[(2,1)] theory and the third line is for 77[(2,0)]. One can
see that flipping the expansion parameter o — \/aofl relates effective CS levels in (3.82)
and (3.83),

kfjffv(ll) flip « kfjffv(ZO) ) (384)

Therefore we interpret this flipping as the mirror transformation (0, 2).

3.6 U(1),+3C

This theory can be turned into a particular 74 3 theory,

Zélg)”?’c HCLDN Z;?’S . (3.85)
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Following (3.7), we get the sphere partition function of the corresponding 74 3 theory

3 .
Ta,3 2mély;—imki iy, iQ
ZSE — / H dyz e iy —imkijyiy; Sb(7 — yz) , (386)
1,5=1
_i(2k—1) 2im 2im _ m(2kQ—4i(k+1)u1 —8i£—3Q+2iuz+2iug)
6+4k 342k 3+2k 4k+6
b 2ir  i(2k—1) %in 1| m(2kQ—4i(k+1)up—8i—3Q+2iu1 +2iu3)
L 342k 6-+4k 342k ’ v 4k+6
Qm 2ir _i(2k-1)  m(2kQ—4i(k+1)us—8if —3Q+2iu1 +2iu3)
342k 3+2k 6-+4k 4k+6

(3.87)

By acting with mirror transformations on the sphere partition function, we get many mirror
eff,(n1,nz,n3)

dual theories with integer effective CS level matrices k; ; ,

10 1 10 1 1 1 0
71(0,0,2)]: 01 1 , T[(0,1,2)]: {0 0 -1 |, T71(0,2,0)]: |1 k+31],
11k+3 1-1k+1 0 1 1
1 1 0 k+311 k+31-1
T1(0,2,1)]: |1 k+4 -1, T[2,00)]:| 1 10/, T(2,0,1)]: | 1 10|,
0 -1 1 1 01 -1 00
00 —1 0 0 -1 0 -1 0
T11,0,2)]: 1 01 1 , Tn2):f 0o 0o -1 |, T[(1,2,0)]: [ -1k+11],
~11k+3 —1-1k—3 0o 1 1
0 -1 0 k+3-11 k-4 -1-1
TI(1,2,1)]: | -1k—3 -1, Tl(2,1,0]:| -1 00|, T[211]:[ -1 0 0
0 -1 0 1 01 -1 0 0
(3.88)

Because of the exchange relation nj <+ nj, there are only four independent theories. We
choose them to be {71(2,0,0)],7((2,0,1)],7((2,1,0)],7((2,1,1)]}, and their effective
CS level matrices and effective FI parameters are as follows:

7((2,0,0)] :

7((2,0,1)] :

7((2,1,0)] :

T[(2,1,1)]:

k+311
1 10
1 01
k+31 -1
1 10
-1.00

k+3-11
-1 00

Y

1 01

k—
-1

-1 -1
0 0

1
2

-1 0 O

7 (—2ibk@Q — 2b(k + 1)ug — 4b€ — 4ibQ + buy + bug + 2ik + 74)

$m (—2ibkQ — 2b(k — 1)ug — 4b€ + 4ibQ — buy — bug + 2ik — 50)
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™ (—ibQ — bui + bug + 2i)
m (—ibQ — buy + bus + 2i)

27 (—2ibkQ — 2bkuy — 4b€ + bug — bug + 2ik + 1)

7 (—ibQ — buy + bug + 21)
™ (ZbQ + bU1 - bU3 — ’L)

2 (—2ibkQ — 2bkuy — 4b€ — bug + bug + 2ik + 1)

™ (ZbQ + bU1 — bUQ — ’l)
7 (—ibQ — buy + bug + 21)

™ (’LbQ + bu1 — b’LL2 — Z)
s (’LbQ + bu1 - bU3 — Z)

(3.89)
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Figure 5. The corresponding toric Calabi-Yau threefold for theory U(1); 4+ 3 C. Note that putting
the open topological brane (marked in blue) on various horizontal lines gives rise to the same theory.

These four mirror dual theories are related by

(0,1,0)

T1((2,0,0)] T[(2,1,0)]
l(070,1) l(0,0,l) (3.90)
71(2,0,1)] 2%, 712,1,1)] .

The toric diagram for U(1); + 3 C is shown in figure 5. Using (3.8), its vortex partition
function is given by

2
Zvortex — i (_\/a)(f—i—l)n z" 1 (391)
which can be written in terms of vortex partitions of the above four dual theories:
1-1 Vi X
LTpy = ZU(T;?Jrsc ' ZU(%ﬁt)i+3c (3.92)
5 eff.(2,00), o
_ i (e 2R (B ) (B ) (3.93)
b0 (¢ @)a, (4, @)z (4, @)
3. effi(2,1,0), _
= i (_\/a)uzzlk” did; 2 (g By )% (Ba/ /2)*® (3.94)
dy do,dz=0 (q7 Q)dl (q7 Q)dg (Q7 Q)dg,
3. effi(2.01), _
Yot B el VAV U1 i (3.95)
dy da.ds=0 (qv Q)dl (q’ q)dg (q’ q)d3
5 eff2an, o _ _
_ i (_\/a)i,]ZZI k;; did; yd1 (q 61 1)d2 (q 52 1>d3 ‘ (396)
b o (4,01 (¢, 2> (2 @)

It is obvious that mixed CS level matrices for these mirror dual theories are related by
flipping closed Kéahler parameters 3;,

kf]ff’@’o’o) flip S kf]ff,(z,m)
[aiv 62 Jaio 52 (3.97)

eff,(2,0,1) flip B eff,(2,1,1)
kS — k;; :
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Therefore, to match with (3.90), the flipping 1 should correspond to mirror transformation
(0,1,0) and flipping S corresponds to (0,0, 1). This confirms the fact that mirror trans-
formations are interpreted as flipping Kéhler parameter x; of vortex partition functions of
Ta,n theories corresponding to strip Calabi-Yau threefolds.

Tong’s mirror pair

When k = —3/2, the dual 743 theory given by (3.7) is problematic because of poles in
l%ij. Nevertheless, it is possible to bypass this pole in l;:ij and still get a well-defined T4 3
theories. The procedure of addressing this problem is as follows: first we do not give
value to k£ and continue acting (2,0,0) on the partition function, and at the end we set
k = —3/2. This leads to a well defined partition function that can be viewed as the
original theory as well. This new original 7;"73 theory is given by mirror transformation
(1,1,1) + (2,0,0) = (0,1,1). More explicitly, its sphere partition function is obtained in
two steps

U
7’A.,S

U(1)_3/5+3C (1,1,1) (2,0,0)
Zg " . Zg; (3.98)
where
T i i i
ng’?’ = /dmld;cgdxg, eCS termsb(?Q — xl)sb(?Q — azg)sb(?Q — :1;3) , (3.99)

1
CS term = 5772' (23— a2 —22)—n <§ +iug — iuQ> Tog— T <C22 + iuy — iug)

-7 <Q + 2i§ — %(ul +ug + U3)> —2mi (g + x3)77 (3.100)

Furthermore, when acting with the mirror transformation (1,0,0) on this new original
theory T 5, one gets T} 5[(1,0,0)],

U(1)_3/2+3C (1,1,1) . (2,0,0) . (1,0,0) ZTA‘L”[(LO’O)}

Zsp 5

(3.101)

Here, we encounter quiver reduction for the theory 7, 5[(1,0,0)] that turns out to have a
reduced quiver. Its sphere partition function, after shifting parameters zo — —x9, us —
—3i @ + 4€ — uy — us, is the following:

Z;);,a[(l,O,O)] _ /d%dxs ,CS termSSb(g + $2)8b(§ - %3)85(? —zo+a3), (3.102)

CS terms = fiw(x% + x% — wox3) —im(uy — ug)xs — w(3Q + 41 & — 2iug — iuz)wy .

The integral dimension for this theory is two, and hence the gauge group is U(1) x U(1).
Since (2,0,0)+(1,0,0) = (0,0,0), (3.102) is equivalent to the problematic sphere partition
function given in (3.7) with & = —3/2. The associated bare CS level matrix for (3.102) is

1}
ki={ 1 ) (3.103)
2
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and the associated chiral multiplets have charges (—1,0), (1,—1), (0,1), respectively. It is
easy to draw its quiver

1] - @) -u@) —[]. (3.104)

Interestingly, we obtain the mirror pair found by Dorey and Tong in [36],

. 1 —3
U(1)_ss — 3], L @ -u) -] with %=(_1f>'
with k = —3/2, &b - 2
and k¢ff =0 and k7 = -
i -1 2

(3.105)

In this case the mirror transformation is (1,1,1). This example illustrates the fact that
mirror transformations can be used to verify and derive dualities with the help of T n
theories.

3.7 U1)y+2C+1AC

The sphere partition function for this theory is

U(1),+2C+1AC _ onér—inkz? (10 Uy iQ U iQ us
ng k = /daze ez —irkz sb(? —Hc—i—?)sb(? —J;+7)3b(7 —|—x+?).

(3.106)

Because of parity anomaly, the bare CS level k& € Z + 1/2. Mirror transformation (1,1,1)
turns this theory into type 7Ta s,

1,1,1
Z(13)k+2c+1AC (1,1,1) ZT’;’S ’ (3.107)
Sb Sb
where the open partition function of T4 3 in this case is
T, ’ iQ
A3 _ 2m&iy;—imkijyiy; .
i,j=1
_i(2k=1)  _ 2im 27 _ m((142k)Q—8i€ —4i(1+k)u1 —2iua+2ius)
6+4k 3+2k 3+2k 6+4k
ki — 2w i(2k—=1) 24x 1| im(=i(5+2k) Q488 —2u1 —4(1+k)uz —2u3)
ij = 312k 614k 3yok | 0 Si ,. 6+4k
2% 2w i(2k=1) _im(=i(14-2k) Q—=8£+2u1 —2ups —4(1+-k)us)
3+2k 3+2k 6+4k 6+4k
(3.109)
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Similarly as before, we list all integer effective CS level matrices obtained by mirror trans-

formations
10 1 10 1 1 -1 0
7[(0,0,2)]: {0 1 -1 |, T[0,1,2)]: |00 1 ,  T[0,2,0)]: [ -1k+3 -1,
1-1k+3 11k+3 0 -1 1
1 -1 0 0 0 -1 00 —1
TI(0,2,1)]: | =1 k+41 ], T[1,0,2)]:| 0 1 -1 |,7[112)]:| 00 1 :
0 1 0 -1 -1k+3 -11k-1
0 1 0 0 1 0 k+3 -11
TI(1,2,0]: | 1k+21 -1, T[(,2,1)]:|1k—-31], T[200]:| -1 10],
0 -1 1 0 1 0 1 01
k+3-1-1 k+311 k—41-1
Tl(2,0,1)]: | -1 1 0 |, 7[(21,0)]: 1 00|, 7T[21,1)]: L 00|,
-1 0 0 1 01 -1 00
(3.110)

which satisfy exchange equivalence n;j <+ nj, so there are only four independent theories
that we choose them to be

{T[(2,0,0)], T[(2,0,1)], T[(2,1,0)], T[(2,1,1)] }. (3.111)

The associated effective CS levels and effective FI parameters are as follows

T+k11 27 (—2ibkQ — 2bkuy — 4b¢ — 2ibQ + bus + bug + 2ik + 5i)
T[(2,1,0)] : 1 00|, 7 (—ibQ — buy — bug + 1) ,
1 01 7 (—ibQ — buy + bug + 21)
(3.112)
k+3-11 I (—2ibk@Q — 2b(k + 1)uy — 4b€ — 2ibQ — bus + bug + 2ik + 3i)
T1(2,0,0)] -1 10], 7b (iQ + uy + us)
1 01 ™ (—ibQ — buy + bus + 2i)
(3.113)
k+1-1-1 —Sim (20kQ — 2ibkuy — 4ib€ — 2bQ) — ibug — ibug — 2k + 3)
T1(2,0,1)] : -1 1 0 |, b (iQ + u1 + ug)
-1 0 0 m (ZbQ + bu1 — bU3 — 2)
(3.114)
k—11-1 37 (—2ibk@Q — 2b(k — 1)uy — 4b€ + 2ibQ + bug — bug + 2ik — 1)
T0(2,1,1)] 1 00 ) 7 (—ibQ — buy — bug + 1)
-1 0 0 7 (ibQ + buy — bug — 1)
(3.115)
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Bla

Figure 6. The corresponding toric Calabi-Yau threefold for theory U(1); +2C 4+ 1AC. Note that
the vortex partition function is invariant under the flop transition on closed Kéahler parameter «.

These four mirror dual theories are related by mirror transformations

T1(2,1,0)] — 2% 77(2,0,0)]
i(o,o,n l(0,0,l) (3.116)
71(2,1,1)] —22%, 77(2,0,1)].

The toric diagram for this example is shown in figure 6. The corresponding vortex partition

function is

= (=@ (ayq)
Zl\}o(rlt)eer2 Ci1AC = Z n (3117)
) = (¢ @)n (B,0),

which along with the one-loop part is equivalent to the vortex partition functions of four
mirror dual theories mentioned in (3.111),

1-1 vortex
Z1ys = ZU(T;)EJ,-Q Ci1AC’ ZUO(r1t)ek+2 C+1AC (3.118)
3 el (21,0,
_ i (_\/6)1,122:1 kij did; Zdl OédQ (B/\/a)dii (3119)
b o (¢, 0)a, (9,02 (2 @) s
00 5 ef (200, 0 g “1\d d
-y <_\/§)i,j2:1k“ 22 (Vaa ) BV (3.120)
dy da,d3=0 (Q7 Q)dl (Q7 Q)dg (Q7 Q)dg,
o0 5 eff(2.01), 0 g ~1yd ~1vd
= > (_\@i,]z:lk“ 22 (ga ) ) (3.121)
dy,da.dz=0 (Q7Q)d1 (qvc_I)dg(qv Q)d3
0 S RIEACEE dy d —1yd
= Z (_\/Z])i,]zilk” Wl 2Ma®(gf7)® . (3.122)
i (¢, @)ar (0, 9) 2 (2> @) as

It is obvious that flipping o — \/aofl and 8 — \/66*1 relates their effective CS level

matrices

eff.21,0) __flipa 4 eff,(200)
K P kS

lﬁip B iﬂip 8 (3.123)

eff.211) _fipa eff(201)
K P kS .
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Once again, this confirms that mirror symmetry can be interpreted as flipping closed Kéahler
parameters in vortex partition functions.

3.8 [ =UMk, = UMk, —[1]

This quiver theory has three chiral multiplets with charges (1,0), (p1,p2), (0,1), respec-
tively. The associated sphere partition function is given by

Z[l}i(l)kli(l)kgi[l] — /d.fldl’Q e—iklﬂ'z%—ikgﬁmg-l—Qﬂ'i(Elzl—‘rggmg)

Sy
X Sb(? + 1+ %)Sb(g + 19 + %)Sb(g + p1x1 + p2xo + %) .
(3.124)

After redefining parameters

_ log¥y
b

logV? log(—qP1 P2~ D/2 Yy — im(py + pa))
Ug ‘= —/——, U3 = 9
br b

uy : (3.125)

we get the associated effective superpotential in the semiclassical limit

WL ()~ 0, 1) = Li2(X1Y1) + Lia(X2Ya) + Lin(XT" X3°Y3)
1 1+ p? 1 1+ p3
+ 5k + —57)log X7 + 5 (ks + —52)logX3 + 2 log X log X

2
+ Z (1 + py)mi + logYy + pilogYs + 2mi ky — kilogg — 4bmw§;)logX; .

=1
(3.126)
The associated effective CS level matrix is
2
by 4+ P10 pip
e EA 2 o) (3.127)
B ket

Similarly as before, mirror transformation (1,1,1) turns this quiver theory into some par-
ticular T4 3 theories,

=Wk =iy~ AL1)

o 7743 (3.128)
b

Sy
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We list some effective CS level matrices given by mirror transformations

1 1 _p2
p p
. 1 2k +Il’%+1 . 2k1p21+p2
T[(07 25 2)] : p1 Zp% pr (3129)
_p2 _ 2kipotpy Kip3 1(p3
P1 2p? p%z + k2 + 3 (é +1
0 —L P2
P p
N 2k1+P%_1 p2—21k1p2
T[(17272)] . P1 Qp% , 217% , y (3130)
p2  p2—2kips kip D 1
2 (ki +pi+1) p B
T1(2,0,2)]: P2 1 P2 (3.131)
=N p2 5 (2k2 +p3 +1)
2
ki—% 45 -p —pi
T1(2,1,2)]: —p1 0 —p2 : (3.132)
2
—spip2 —p2 k2 — %+ 3
2kop?+p3+p3 2kap1+p1 P
12p%l 2 + k.l _ 22;2 1 _IT;
. _ 2kopi1+p1 2ko+ps+1 1 ]
T[(27 27 0)] * 2p§ 2p§2 D2 ) (3 133)
_p 1 1
p2 P2
2/€2P2_P2+P2 p1—2k2p1 P1
12p§1 2 4 ky 2p%2 £
2.2.1)]: p1—2kapi 2katpy—1 1 134
T1(2,2,1)] = i (3.134)
pPL _1
P2 P2

It is obvious that if charges p; and po for the bifundamental multiplet are chosen properly,
there could be many anomaly free mirror dual theories with integer effective CS levels.

4  Knot polynomials

Mirror symmetry is also important in knot theory, because many knot invariants can be
engineered by gauge theories. The theories U(1)y + NoC + NacAC discussed in sec-
tion 3 actually correspond to the unknot. However, in this work we expect that mirror
transformations could be applied to generic knots.

In [38, 39], it is found that the HOMFLY-PT polynomials of various knots can be lifted
to the form

N
i > S Cijdid; da dyn
lift 2. Cijdid; .
PX(a,2,q) = PO(x,q) = ) (=)= LN (4)
di,e.,dn=0 (@ Dy -+ (¢, Dy

which implies that different knots correspond to matrices C;;. This relation is called the
knots-quivers correspondence (KQ) in [39]. ® Moreover, some identifications need to be

5In [10, 39], C;; is called quiver following the notation in quiver representation theory.
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imposed on variables x;,

o 2—Cy Cii
x;=xza%q 2z (—t)2 (4.2)
in order to ensure that
2;i—Ci; Cii
2

PX(a,z,q) = PY% (z; =z a%q 2 (—t) 2 ,q) (4.3)

where parameter —t = 1 in the unrefined limit ¢ = ¢. On the other hand, 3d/3d cor-
respondence claims that colored HOMFLY-PT polynomials are equal to vortex partition
functions of certain 3d N = 2 theories [2, 3]. Inspired by this argument and the form (4.1),
it is conjectured in [10] that the lifted version P9k (x,t) also corresponds to certain 3d
N = 2 theories T[Qx] whose vortex partition functions in the semiclassical limit take form

dy;
P x,q) 2% [ Hiexp (Wrigw)(x.y) +0(). (4.4)
. ; Cij
WT[QK](X, y) = Z Lis(y;) + log ((—1)%2;) logy; + Z #log y; logy; . (4.5)
i i,J

By comparing (4.5) with (2.15), we note that the lifted HOMFLY-PT polynomials P9 (x, q)
are the same as vortex partition functions of 74 n theories, and the corresponding quiver

theories T'[Q k] are actually

Tan: (UQ) =[N .- (4.6)

)

Therefore Cj; play the role of effective Chern-Simons levels kfjf ! and log ((—1)Ciz;) play
the role of FI parameters & /. The mirror transformations of Ta,n theories enable us to

obtain a chain of equivalent integer matrices {Cj;} for knots.

Trefoil.

Trefoil 34 is one typical example in KQ correspondence [10, 39]. The associated KQ matrix
Cij is

+f

NN = =O O
NN =R s
W NN N~
W N W N~
W W NN N
=W W W N
e e i
e e e S Y
e e T e R
e i i i
[ e e T S Y
e i i e i

where f in the second term is the framing number for trefoil. Based on the above conjecture
that the 3d theory T[Qg]| from KQ correspondence is the 74 n theory, we assume the
original theory denoted by 77(0,0,0,0,0,0)] has effective CS levels

e 1
Cij = k 11,(0..-,0) _ kij + 5(5@‘, (4.8)
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Figure 7. The star shape quiver for the 3d /' = 2 theories corresponding to trefoil.

and mass parameters were absorbed into shifted FI parameters &. Then one can act with
mirror transformations from #H(746) on the sphere partition function given in (2.10) and
get many integer effective CS level matrices.

Quiver reductions appear in this context as well. By scanning the CS levels obtained by
mirror transformations, we find there is at least one gauge node that cannot be integrated
out. More explicitly, mirror transformation (0,1,1,1,1,1) leads to the sphere partition
function

ZT{e1111] _
b

/ di o= S OIS 452 mia? i o (— LD Q4 281+ £E+(14+ )+ (1+ NEs+2+NE+(2+£)Eo) )

x Sb@ - w)%(% +fo— é)sb@ + (L4 f)w - gS)%(% +(1+f)w—&)
(L @r pe-G)n(@ et ne-&). (4.9)

which implies that the corresponding theory has a star shape quiver in figure 7 with one
gauge node U (1) and six chiral multiplets with charges {—1, f, 1+ f, 14+ f,2+ f,2+ f}. The
FI parameters 52,37475,6 were turned into mass parameters while §~1 is still an FI parameter.
If f = 0,—1,—2, some double sine functions from chiral multiplets can be moved out
of the integral, so framing f plays a subtle role here. Moreover, mirror transformation
(1,1,1,1,0,1) also leads to a star shape quiver with one gauge node U(1) and six chiral
multiplets with charges {2 + f,2+ f,2+ f,2+ f,—1,3 + f}. The corresponding sphere
partition function is

ZT[(lzlzlvlvo’l)] —

Sp
/dm e—%(3o+24f+5f2)mx2+m'x(—%5fiQ+(2£1+2€2+2£3+2£4+2§5+3g6)+f(gl+gz+g3+g4+g6))
i ~ i ~ i -
X Sb(ZQ +2+ - fl)Sb(ZQ + 2+ flz— éz)sz,(ZQ + 2+ f)z—&)
X Sb(% +2+ - 54)31,(% — o= 55)51)(% + B3+ f)z—E). (4.10)

In this case, all FI parameters £123456 are turned into mass parameters.
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5 Conclusion

In this work we discussed the mirror symmetry for abelian 3d A/ = 2 gauge theories using
Ta,n theories, on which mirror symmetry acts as a functional Fourier transformation of
sphere partition functions. These transformations form a nice group H(74,n), so that each
element in (74 n) stands for a mirror transformation and corresponds to a mirror dual
theory. By reading off effective mixed Chern-Simons levels and effective FI parameters
from superpotentials, we can get many mirror dual theories with different mixed CS levels.
However, these mirror dual theories are equivalent and have equivalent partition functions.
This implies that effective CS levels are not sufficient to identify theories in this context.
Fortunately, these equivalent mixed CS levels can be tracked by mirror transformations and
are under control. As many theories are related to T4 ny theory, and the latter theory is easy
to analyze, we can use T4 n as a tool to analyze other types of quiver theories. We discussed
the 3d mirror symmetry of theories engineered by strip geometries, in particular U(1);—[N]
theories, by turning them into 74 n theories via mirror transformation (1,1,...,1). The
result is that for these theories there are several corresponding mirror dual 74 n theories
with different mixed CS level matrices. If considering their vortex partition functions, one
could find mirror symmetry only changes the sign of mass parameters. An interesting
discovery is that Tong’s mirror pairs can be verified with the help of 74 y theories. In
addition, we discussed the open BPS invariants encoded in vortex partition functions, and
the open Gopakumar-Vafa formula in various limits.

There are many open questions. First, it would be interesting to understand quiver
reductions, and the relations between mixed CS levels and charge vectors for chiral mul-
tiplets. Second, it is important to understand better mirror transformations and quiver
reductions for knot polynomials and their Higgsing and geometric realization. Third, find-
ing the relations between non-abelian 3d AV = 2 theories with mixed Chern-Simons levels,
3d/3d correspondence, three-manifolds, cluster algebra, superpotentials and monopole op-
erators, is an interesting direction for further studies [13, 40]. Last but not the least, it is
important to verify whether the local mirror symmetry discussed in [41] can be identified
with the mirror symmetry discussed in this work, and find the mirror symmetry for 3d
N = 2 theories obtained by compactifying 6d (2,0) SCFTs on three manifold Ms.
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A Double-sine function

The double-sine function is defined as

B mb+n/b+Q/2—ix B 1
so() = H mb+n/b+Q/2+ix’ @=0+y (A1)

m,n=0

and it satisfies the identity
sp(x) sp(—x) =1. (A.2)
The equivariant parameter ¢ in localization is defined as
q:eh:eZWib2:e2”ibQ, h=2mib?=21ibQ. (A.3)

The asymptotic limit b — 0 of the double-sine function is

() = 0T 2T 2 o (W > Lig(eQ”bz)> (A4)
where Lia(2) is the polylogarithm function defined by a power series
LM@:EZE. (A.5)
k=1

In the decompactification limit R — +oo, the effective superpotentials of 3d N' = 2 gauge
theories on spacetime R? x S}% involve

lim Li2(ein) = [[:CHQ , [[x]]2 =0(—x) -z = {

0 x>0,
zr x<0,

R—400 R? 2 (A-6)

where [z]? is defined in [29] and 6(z) is the Heaviside step function. The derivative of
Liz(y) in vacua equations is

d Liz(y) ) 1
= ) A.
e e R (A7)
There is one useful identity in reading off effective superpotentials
2
1
Lm@+mx55:—%—§bge@. (A.8)

In addition, the g-Pochhammers is defined by (x;¢q), := H?:_Ol(l — xq").

B Integration

When performing mirror transformations, we use the higher dimensional Gaussian integral
formula

1 2m)n 1
/dxexp<—2x-A-x+J'x> = (eﬂ) exp(§J-A*1-J>, only if detA #0,

(B.1)

to integrate out old gauge nodes. The Dirac delta function

o(k) ! /dw etke (B.2)

"o

reduces the dimension of integrals and hence plays an important role in quiver reduction.
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C Matrix decomposition

Real symmetric matrix S can be decomposed in the orthogonal basis
S =Q"AQ, (C.1)

where A is a real diagonal matrix and Q is an orthogonal matrix satisfying Q Q” = Q7' Q =
1,and QT = Q~!. If matrix A is symmetric, then BTAB and A~! are also symmetric.
In addition, Cholesky decomposition asserts that if matrix A is real positive and definite
symmetric, then it can be decomposed as A = LL”, or more specifically A;, = L;;Ly;.
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