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Abstract

In this work we establish that the Inozemtsev system is the Seiberg-Witten inte-
grable system encoding the Coulomb branch physics of 4d N' = 2 USp(2N) gauge
theory with four fundamental and (for N > 2) one antisymmetric tensor hypermulti-
plets. We describe the transformation from the spectral curves and canonical one-forms
of the Inozemtsev system in the N =1 and N = 2 cases to the Seiberg-Witten curves
and differentials explicitly, along with the explicit matching of the modulus of the el-
liptic curve of spectral parameters to the gauge coupling of the field theory, and of the
couplings of the Inozemtsev system to the field theory mass parameters. This result
is a particular instance of a more general correspondence between crystallographic el-
liptic Calogero-Moser systems with Seiberg-Witten integrable systems, which will be

explored in future work.
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1 Introduction and summary

Since the dawn of Seiberg-Witten era [1I, 2], it has been recognized [3] that there is close
connection between 4d N = 2 systems and completely integrable Hamiltonian systems.
In particular, Donagi and Witten [4] explained that for each 4d N' = 2 supersymmetric
field theory there exists a complex integrable systems encoding its Coulomb branch physics.
Following [5] we will call such a complex integrable system a Seiberg-Witten integrable

system.



There are no known systematic ways to identify the Seiberg-Witten integrable system for a
given 4d N = 2 theory. Nevertheless, there have been two main effective approaches in this
regard. In the first approach, one tries to match known many-body or spin chain integrable
systems with particular 4d N' = 2 theories. There are several notable examples along this
line. For instance, 4d N' = 2 pure YM theory with simple gauge algebra G corresponds [0]
to the twisted affine Toda chain of type ((A}(l))v, where ((A?r(l))v is the Langlands dual of the
untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra G®. Another example [7, 8] is the elliptic Calogero
Moser system of Ay_; type which describes the Seiberg-Witten solution of 4d N = 2*
theories with gauge group SU(N) or U(N); this type of matching has been generalized to
arbitrary simple gauge groups (with G9 as a potential exception) [9]. It is also proposed
[10, 11] that the inhomogeneous sly XXX spin chain provides solutions to 4d N' = 2 SU(N,)
gauge theories with Ny < 2N, fundamental hypermultiplets. See the survey [12] for these
and further connections.

A second approach identifies Seiberg-Witten integrable systems for a large class of 4d N =
2 supersymmetric field theories as Hitchin systems on Riemann surfaces with tame/wild
ramified punctures. This class of 4d N = 2 supersymmetric field theories are known as
class-S theories [I3]. A precursor to this approach is the M-theory solution to certain 4d

N = 2 quiver gauge theories engineered with D4-NS5-D6 brane systems [14].

These two approaches — matching to known integrable systems or to Hitchin systems —
have some overlap. For instance, it is known that the elliptic Calogero Moser system of
type Ay_1 can be interpreted as the SU(N) Hitchin system on a torus with a puncture [15].
However, for a majority of Hitchin systems there are no explicitly known many-body or spin

chain integrable systems.

In this and upcoming work [16], we will follow the line of the first approach to identify the
Seiberg-Witten systems for several series of 4d N = 2 superconformal field theories which
all admit F-theory constructions. A common feature shared by those theories is that their
Coulomb branch chiral rings are given by the rings of symmetric polynomials with respect
to certain complex reflection groups [I7]f] On general grounds all the relevant complex
reflection groups also need to satisfy various physical constraints including Dirac quantization
and electric-magnetic duality which implies the relevant complex reflection groups must be
crystallographic — which means that there exists an invariant full-rank lattice preserved by

the complex reflection group. All such crystallographic groups have been classified [19, 20].

Generalizations of elliptic Calogero-Moser systems — known as crystallographic elliptic

Calogero-Moser systems — have been constructed for all crystallographic complex reflec-

'We refer the reader to the appendix in [I8] for a nice account of complex reflection groups aimed at

physicists.



tion groups [21]. Our proposal is that these are candidates for Seiberg-Witten geometries. A
nice feature of these integrable systems is that their full set of parameters matches the mass
deformations of classes of 4d N = 2 quantum field theories. For instance, we identify the
elliptic Calogero-Moser systems attached to the crystallographic complex reflection groups
of type G(m,1, N) with m = 2,3,4,6 as Seiberg-Witten integrable systems for 4d N = 2
rank N Dy and Eg, Er, Eg theories [22] 23] 24]. Those theories belong to the the category
of class-S theories, therefore their Seiberg-Witten integrable systems admit Hitchin system
construction [25] 26], 27].

In this paper we will focus on the G(2,1, N) case, which are also known as the Inozemtsev
system [28], which corresponds to 4d N' = 2 USp(2N) gauge theory with one antisymmet-
ric and four fundamental hypermultiplets. Since G(2,1, N) is the complexification of the
Weyl group W(By) = W(Cy) and depends on an elliptic modulus, it is natural to guess
that it describes the Coulomb branch of a superconformal gauge theory with USp(2N) or
Spin(2N+1) gauge group. What is surprising is that, on the one hand, the Inozemtsev
system has no direct Lie-algebraic interpretation, and on the other hand the Inozemtsev
systems has the right pattern of couplings to match exactly with a single class of 4d N = 2
gauge theories, namely, the USp(2/V) superconformal theories with one antisymmetric and

Ny = 4 fundamental hypermultiplets.

Since the USp(2N) Ny = 4 theory admits class-S description, the Inozemtsev system should
be equivalent to an SU(2N) Hitchin system on the orbicurve T7?/Z,, and we offer such an
interpretation. Furthermore, the Seiberg-Witten solutions for the particular USp(2/N) gauge
theories are given in explicit form via an M5 brane construction in [29]. The equivalence of
the Seiberg-Witten solutions with the Inozemtsev system is not at all obvious. In this work
we check their equivalence for the rank N = 1,2 cases. We find that we need to modify some
choices made in [29] in the M5 brane construction of the Seiberg-Witten curve in order to

achieve an algebraically transparent matching to the integrable system.

Our recognition of the Inozemtsev system as a Seiberg-Witten integrable system has some
independent interest. Specifically, one may be able to utilize the gauge theory description to
extract exactly solvable observables by various powerful techniques including semi-classical
methods, supersymmetric localization, the gauge-Bethe correspondence, and the AGT cor-

respondence, and relate them to the Inozemtsev system.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we discuss various aspects of Inozemtsev
system, and introduce the Lax representation following [30, B1]. Among other things, we
give an interpretation of the Inozemtsev system as a Hitchin system on the four-punctured
sphere. In section [3] after recalling some general properties of the series of USp(2N) Ny =4

theories, we describe the realization of their Coulomb branch physics in terms of M5 brane



curves. In section M we describe the transformation from the spectral curves and canonical
one-form of the Inozemtsev system in the N = 1 and N = 2 cases to the Seiberg-Witten
curves and differentials explicitly, along with the variable and parameter matching. We
include an appendix which summarizes some relevant elliptic functions and identities and

outlines the derivation of the N = 2 spectral curve of the Inozemtsev system.

2 Inozemtsev system

2.1 Hamiltonian description

The Inozemtsev system, also known as the Calogero-Moser—Sutherland system of BCy-type,
is described by the Hamiltonian [28§]:

N

h2:Z( —qu _29 Z i — gk ‘|‘@(%+Qk))a (2.1)
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where p(q) is the Weierstrass p-function with periods 1, 7 and
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Here (p;,q;), 7 =1,..., N represent the momenta and positions of N interacting particles on

the line, subject to an external field with potential —u(q). Note that we have four coupling
constants go 1,23 in the N = 1 case and one additional coupling constant g in the N > 2
cases. It is customary to assume, in the repulsive regime, that the couplings ¢ and g2 are
real negative. For our purposes, however, this is not important, as we consider this system
on the complexified phase space C*V with the standard (holomorphic) symplectic structure.
As such, it has the underlying symmetry associated with the complex crystallographic group
generated by the translations ¢; — ¢; + 1, ¢; = ¢; + 7 together with the arbitrary permuta-
tions and sign changes of ¢;. This corresponds to the group [G(2,1, N)]] in the classification
[19].

The Inozemtsev system is known to be completely integrable in Liouville’s sense, which
means that it admits N independent Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians hs, hy, ..., hon. The
higher Hamiltonians are of the form hy = ZK] plp] . he = ZKKk pfpfpz +..., etc., up
to lower degree terms. Explicit expressions for hg are avallable for the quantum case [32]

from which the classical Hamiltonians are easily obtained. For instance, in the N = 2 case



the quartic Hamiltonian can be taken as

2
hy = (P1p2 + 92P(Q1 — (o) — 92@(611 + Q2))

— u(q1)p; — u(g2)p; + ulqr)u(ge)
+ (u(q) +ulg)) (9ple — @) + ¢ o(ar + @)

3
—29*> gio(q + wi)p(qe + wi) - (2.3)
=0

2.2 Lax matrix

As another manifestation of the integrability of the model (21]), it admits a Lax repre-
sentation, i.e., a pair of matrix-valued functions L, A : C* — Mat(2N, C) such that the
Hamiltonian dynamics takes the form 4L = [L, A]. An immediate corollary is that the
quantities tr(L*), as well as the eigenvalues of L, are constants of motion, which means that
L remains isospectral for all t. Originally, Inozemtsev constructed in [28] a Lax pair of size
3N x 3N (see also [33]); other Lax pairs of smaller size have since been found [9, 30]. We
will use the Lax matrix of size 2N x 2N from [30]. To write it down, we need the functions
oq(x) and v, (x) = Zi:o g-05, () whose definition and basic properties are given in the

Appendix. We have:

N
L= Z (PiEii — PiLivnitn + Va(@) Eiiv N + Va(—=G) Eipn,i) (2.4)
i=1
N
9 Z (0a(@ij)Eij + 0a(q) B jan + 0a(—45) EBiyn g + 0a(—ij) Bisnjen)
i#j

where F; ; are the elementary matrices, and g, q;; are the shorthand notation for ¢; — ¢;
and ¢; + ¢;, respectively. This Lax matrix L contains an auxiliary parameter «, usually
referred to as the spectral parameter, so we may write L(a) to emphasize this dependence.
We remark that the above expression for L follows closely [31), (5.15)]. It corresponds, in a
different notation, to (3.37) and (3.39) in [30].

As a function of «, the Lax matrix L has the following important properties.

1. Periodicity:
Lla+1)=Lla), Lla+7)=CLa)C™, (2.5)

D 0

where C' =

1] with D = diag(e%rith’ . 627'('in)‘



2. Symmetry:
L(—a) = —ML(a)M™",  where M =

0 Iy
. 0] . (2.6)

3. L has simple poles at the half-periods: L ~ L;(a—w;)™'+0O(1) near a = w;. The residues

L; are
0 1
L;=—g’ M (i=1,2,3), (2.7)
In O
0 I
Lo=(9-95) M —gT, (2.8)
Iy O

where T is the 2N x 2N matrix with 0’s along the main diagonal and 1’s elsewhere, and g

are the dual parameters,

90 L1 1 1 90
gl_1lt 111 a 25
9y 211 -1 1 -1 o '
93 I -1 -1 1 g3
Note that the residues L; are semi-simple (diagonalizable), with
Li ~ diag(—g;/, =gt Y ,gly> fori=1,2,3, (2.10)
Nt\irmos Nt\irmos

' g

N—1 times N times

In [30], the Lax pair L, A was constructed by an ad hoc method, and only for the Hamiltonian
flow corresponding to the quadratic Hamiltonian hs. A more general conceptual method
for calculating L, A was suggested in [3I]. It uses elliptic Dunkl operators [34, 21] and,
apart from reproducing the above L, it allows to construct a Lax partner A for each of the
commuting Hamiltonian flows. This means that L remains isospectral under each of the
flows governed by ha, hy, ..., hon, cf. [31, Prop. 5.6]. As a result, the quantities f; = tr(L?)
Poisson-commute with each of hog, hence f; is a function of hs, ..., hoy. Taking into account
([Z3), we conclude that each of the functions f; = tr(L') is a polynomial in ho, ..., hoyx
whose coefficients are elliptic functions of a. Hence, the characteristic polynomial of L can
be written as

det(L — kI) = k*N + a kN1 + -+ agy (2.12)

where a; are polynomials in hs, ..., hoy, elliptic in the spectral parameter.



2.3 Spectral curve

This puts us in the familiar setting of complex completely integrable systems. Namely, the
level sets of N Poisson-commuting Hamiltonians ho, ..., hoy define a Lagrangian fibration

7 : C? — CV. In addition to that, we have a family of spectral curves
f(k,a) :==det(L(a) — kI) = 0. (2.13)

parametrized by the coordinates hs, ..., hony on the base of the fibration 7. Each spectral
curve (2ZI3) is a 2N-sheeted branched covering of the base elliptic curve I' = C/(Z + 7Z),
with (k, ) viewed as coordinates on the cotangent bundle T*I". The curve (ZI3) comes with
a meromorphic differential, obtained by restriction from the canonical 1-form kda on T"T,
and a line bundle £ (eigen-bundle of L).

So far this looks parallel to the case of the usual Calogero—Moser system [35]. Motivated by
[36), [15] 137], one should think of the matrix-valued 1-form ® := L(«)da as a Higgs field of
some kind, so let us sketch such an interpretation. First, instead of considering ® over the

elliptic curve I, it is more natural to take into account the symmetry (2.6]). It implies that

f(=k, —a) = f(k, ) (2.14)

and so the spectral curve can be viewed as a branched covering of the Riemann sphere I"/Z,,
with the Z, acting by a — —a. Indeed, if we multiply f(k, ) by (¢'(a))*N, we get

fi= (¢ ()N f(k, @) = det(¢/(a) L(cr) — kg/(a)]) = det(L — y1), (2.15)

where L = ¢/(a)L and y = kg/(a). A quick check confirms that L is regular at a = w,,
r=1,2,3, and that Z(—a) = ME(a)M‘l. Therefore, the expression (2.15)) is a polynomial
in y, whose coefficients are even elliptic functions with the only singularity at o = 0. As a

result, the spectral curve (ZI3]) acquires polynomial form

flz,y) =0, where z = p(a), y=ke'(a). (2.16)

Using z = p(«) as the coordinate on I'/Zy, we also obtain ® = Lda = (¢/(a))"'Ldz. The
properties of L tell us that such ® should be viewed as a Higgs field on the Riemann sphere
with four marked points, more precisely, on an orbicurve CP! of type (2,2,2,2). Recall
[38] that Hitchin systems on orbicurves can also be viewed as parabolic Hitchin systems,
with (conjugacy classes of) the residues of ® at the marked points being associated with the
values of the moment map, cf. [37,[5]. Therefore, the formula (Z4]) should be interpreted as a
parametrization, by p;, g;, of the corresponding 2 N-dimensional symplectic leaf of a parabolic

SL(2N,C) Hitchin system on the Riemann sphere with four marked points ¢; = p(w;),

8



1 =0,1,2,3. This provides an interpretation of the Inozemtsev system as a Hitchin system.
Note that this is different from the approach of [39]. Note also that the pattern (2.10)—(2.11))
of the residues of ® at the marked points is in good agreement with the SCFT picture (see
Sec. below). Also, as is explained below in Sec. [ZH] the genus of the spectral curve
equals IV, which is as expected from both the Hitchin-system and the M5-brane perspectives.

Let us also recall that starting from a moduli space M of Higgs bundles, the nonabelian
Hodge correspondence and Riemann—Hilbert map associate to M two other moduli spaces,
of local systems and of monodromy data (known as de Rahm and Betti models, see [40] for
a nice overview). For our case, these two other incarnations can be found in [41] [42], see
also [43], 44} 33, [45], [46] for further links between the Inozemtsev system and isomonodromic
deformations.

2.4 Spectral curves for N =1 and N =2

Here we present explicit equations for the spectral curves (ZI3) in the cases of N = 1 and
N = 2. We write equations in terms of the variables k, a. They will be matched to M5 brane

curves in Section [l

2.4.1 N =1 curve

For N = 1, the Lax matrix is (cf. [33])
I — p Va(q) ‘ (2.17)
Va(—q) —p
Using [A.8 we find:
det L = —p* — va(q)va(—q) = —p* +u(q) — u" (), (2.18)

where u" (o) is the dual version of (2.2), defined above in ([2.28). Hence, the spectral curve
(213) takes the form

f(k,2) =k*—hy —u"(a) =0, (2.19)
with hy = p? — u(q) viewed as a complex parameter. Multiplying this by (p'())? and using
r = p(a), y = kp'(a) we obtain y* = p?(a) (hy +u" (). Using [@2) it is easy to see that
the right-hand side is a quartic polynomial in z = p(a) (it reduces to a cubic if gj = 0). For

generic hs, the curves are smooth of genus 1.

The Lagrangian fibration 7 : C? — C is by the level sets p? — u(q) = hy. Singular fibers

correspond to the stationary values of the Hamiltonian, i.e. to the equilibria (p,q) = (0, qo)

9



with u'(gp) = 0. Then we can find that for a number of [ > 1 generic couplings g;, the number
of stationary values of hs is {42, in agreement with the Seiberg-Witten geometry [2]. Indeed,
the function u'(q) = 30, g7¢/(¢+w;) is odd elliptic of order 31, therefore it has 31 zeros; the
genericity assumption ensures that the multiplicity of each zero is always one. Then 4 — [
zeros are given by the half-periods, for which the values of hy are distinct. Furthermore,
the other 41 — 4 zeros come in pairs (¢, —q) so give the same stationary value of hy. Thus,
the number of singular fibers (or stationary values of hy) is (4 — 1) + (4l —4)/2 =1+ 2, as
claimed.

2.4.2 N =2 curve

For N = 2, the Lax matrix is

P1 gaa(ﬁhz) Ua(fh) gaa(erz)

I goa(—q12) D2 . 90a(q%)  valg2) (2.20)
Ua(_(h) gaa(—qlg) —D1 gaa(_QI2)
QUa(—QE) Ua(—Q2) gUa(Q12) —P2

P1 Ua(‘]l) gaa(Qw) QUQ(QE)

_ p Ua(—Ch) —P1 gga(_q;rz) gaa(_Q12) p-1
90a(—q12)  9oa(ads) P2 Va(q2) ’
90a(—q5) 90a(qi2)  Va(—¢2) —P2

where
1 000
1
0100
0 001

The N = 2 case is the first case with non-zero “antisymmetric mass” (related to the coupling
g). If welet g = 0, we find that the Lax matrix reduces to two 2 x 2 blocks, each having
the form of a N = 1 Lax matrix. Similarly, the general 2N x 2N Lax matrix in the g — 0
limit reduces to N diagonal 2 x 2 blocks. Subsequently, in this limit the spectral curve is

reducible, as it becomes a product of N copies of the N = 1 curve.

The N = 2 spectral curve is given by

0 =(k* —u")? — hy(k* —u") + hy (2.22)

—4g* (pla) (K = u¥) + gy (@) + 2(g520(0)* + p(a) 3 (9 *0(wr) )

r=1

10



where u" := u"(«) and hs, hy represent the values of two commuting Hamiltonians.

The derivation of (2:22) is outlined in appendix [A2]

2.5 Behaviour near marked points

In order to make a connection with the analysis of the Seiberg—Witten curve in Sec. B.2] it
will be useful to look more closely at the singularities of the Lax matrix (Z4]). This will also

allow us to confirm that the genus of the spectral curves equals N, as expected.

Expanding L at half-periods gives

L=Y 19 -w), i=01.23, (2.23)

j>—1
for some ng ) € Mat(2N, C) independent of «, with LZ(._l) being the residue matrices (2.71)—
(2.8). The property (2.6) implies that

| - I
MLD ¢ (c1yr9 =0, = |0 ] (2.24)
Z 2 Iy 0

Now consider the 2N sheets of the spectral curve det(L — kI) = 0 near one of the half-

period a = wy 3. From (2.I0), we know that locally we can label these sheets so the roots

k1, ..., kon near a = w; behave as follows:
1
(ki,. .., kon) ~ (—giv,...,—giv, giv,...,giv) + regular terms . (2.25)
N times N times

Series expansions for each k.(a) can be worked out recursively, as a perturbation series,
together with the eigenvectors v, () such that

La)vr(@) = k(a)v,(a),  v(a) =) v (a—w), (2.26)

=0

for a chosen “initial” eigenbasis v\") of the residue matrix Lg_l). Since the residue matrix

LZ(._l) commutes with M for all i« = 0,1,2,3 (for ¢ # 0 it is simply proportional to M), the
chosen eigenvectors are also eigenvectors of M, and so half of them satisfy M 0 = v,(«o),
with Mol = —0!” for the other half. The additional symmetry [224) of the Lax matrix

imposes extra constraints, which result in the following:
1. Near a = w;, each eigenvalue k,.(«) is odd, i.e. it changes sign under o — 2w; — .

2. The terms of the series for the eigenvector v,(«) satisfy M o9 = i—(—l)jv,(«j )| with the

sign + determined by the initial eigenvector o).

11



An important corollary of the first property is that the regular terms in (2.28) are in fact of
order O(av — w;). Then by squaring the spectral variable k£ and shifting it appropriately, all

the poles can be cancelled. In particular,

1
Z~ 7(0,...,0) + regular terms (i = 1,2,3), (2.27)
(Oé — wz')2 N——
2N times
where we have defined
1 3
2= (k* — u" + constant) , u’ = E (g7 ) (o + w;) . (2.28)

i=0
The factor of 1/4 and the constant in (2.28)) are for later convenience.

The same analysis for a ~ 0 gives that

1

N—1 times N times

and so by squaring and shifting it appropriately all but one of the 2N poles there can be

cancelled. In particular,

~ 1 1
=t ? (y + —ggx2) ~ —2<Ng(gov + (N —-1)g), 0,...,0 ) + regular terms, (2.30)
T o N——

2
2N —1 times
where we have defined
1 1.,
= ~ — = — . 2.31
r=pla)~ g y= ho0) (231)

(2.30) indicates that the coefficients of the spectral curve written in the (x,y,z) variables
(as an N-fold cover of the sphere parametrized by ) can only have simple poles at = = oo,
while ([2.27)) indicates that if they are written in the (z,y, z) variables they will be regular
away from x = oo. In fact this observation will play an important role in finding the change
of variables needed to match the spectral curve to the Seiberg-Witten curve, discussed in
section

We can now calculate the genus of the spectral curve (ZI6). We follow the same method as
in [35]. First, consider the curve I'y (2.13)) and denote its genus by ¢g. Then 29 —2 = v,where
v is the number of the branch points of I'y viewed as a covering of the elliptic curve I'. This
is the number of zeros of df/0k on I'y; it also equals the number of poles of df/0k. The
poles occur precisely at 2N points of I'y above each of the half-periods o = w;. Locally, we

can factorize f(k,«) into a product of factors k — k,(«). For example, near v = wy 93 we

f(k,a) = liv[l (k: + % + br(a)) ﬁ (k - % + br(a)) , (2.32)

r=N+1

have

12



where the b.(a) are of order O(a — w;). By differentiating this equation with respect to
k, we find that df/0k has a simple pole on each of the 2N sheets above w;. A similar
analysis near & = 0 shows that 0f/0k has there a pole of order 2N — 1 on one sheet,
poles of order 3 on N — 1 sheets, and simple poles on the remaining N sheets. This gives
20—2=3%x2N+ (2N —-1)+3x(N—-1)+ N=12N —4,s0 g =6N — 1.

The curve I"y (2.I6]) is obtained from I'y by taking a quotient by the involution (k,«a) —
(—k,—a). Thus, I'y can be viewed as a 2-sheeted covering of I"y, branched at the fixed
points of the involution. These are precisely the points above the half-periods, so there are
8N of them. Denoting by ¢’ the genus of Iy, we get 12N —4 = 29 — 2 = 2(2¢' — 2) + 8N,

from which ¢’ = N, as claimed.

2.6 Modular property

The Lax matrix and the spectral curve exhibit a modular behaviour under SL(2, Z)-action.
To state the result, recall that the Lax matrix L depends on the modular parameter 7, the
spectral parameter «, 2n variables p;, ¢, and the coupling constants g and go;23. Take
v =(9%) € SL(2,Z) and define L’ to be the Lax matrix with the variables changed to 7/,

o/, etc., in the following way:

b
T = % . o =(cr+d)a, (2.33)
pi= (et +d)pi, ¢ =(ct+d) g, (2.34)
9=9, 99=60, 9 =0grm forr=123. (2.35)

Here in the last formula we denote by 7, the permutation of {1,2,3} determined by the
group homomorphism (A.I0). With this notation, we have:

L'=(ct+d)QLQ ™", (2.36)

R 0
R—l

2mic 2mic

where ) = and R = diag (exp(—CTeroqu), o ,exp(—CT+dan)).

The formula (2.30]) is obtained in a straightforward way from the modular properties of the
functions o,(z) and v, (x) given in the Appendix. If we introduce k' = (c¢7 + d)k, then we

also have
det(L' — K'T) = (cr + d)* det(L — kI). (2.37)

The physical interpretation of these properties on the QFT side is the SL(2,7Z) S-duality
mixed with the Spin(8) triality (see Sec. Bl below).

13



3 USp(2N) N; =4 superconformal field theory

We consider the family of 4d N' = 2 superconformal field theories consisting of USp(2N)
gauge theories with Ny = 4 hypermultiplets in the fundamental representation and (for N >

2) N, = 1 hypermultiplets in the traceless antisymmetric two-index tensor representation.

3.1 Field theory properties

We list some long-established properties of these theories.

e They are a family of interacting 4d N/ = 2 SCFTs labelled by a positive integer IV,
which we call the rank of the Ny = 4 theory. As SCFTs, they are invariant under the
4d N = 2 superconformal group SU(2,2|2).

e The Ny =4 SCFTs have an exact SL(2,Z) S-duality. This means that each theory has
a one-complex-dimensional conformal manifold given by the upper half complex plane
modulo SL(2,Z) Mé&bius transformations. Though the center of SL(2,7Z) acts trivially
on the conformal manifold, it acts non-trivially as charge conjugation in the field theory.
Around a special point on the conformal manifold the theory admits a weakly-coupled
Lagrangian description in terms of USp(2N) gauge theory with 4 fundamental and 1
antisymmetric hypermultiplets. The weak coupling limit of the complex gauge coupling

constant 7 parameterizing the conformal manifold is Im(7) — oc.

e The internal global “flavor” symmetry is Spin(8) for N = 1 and Spin(8) xSU(2) for N >
2, under which the four fundamental hypermultiplets (the same as eight fundamental
half-hypermultiplets) transform in the (8,,1) representation, and the antisymmetric
hypermultiplet in the (1,2) representation. Correspondingly, there is a space of N = 2-
preserving mass deformations given by the complexified weight space of Spin(8)xSU(2).
Introduce mass (or deformation) parameters (my, ..., my) for Spin(8) and M for SU(2)
as linear coordinates on this parameter space such that m; is the complex mass of the i-
th fundamental hypermultiplet, and M the mass of the antisymmetric hypermultiplet
The principal congruence subgroup I'(2) C SL(2, Z) of the S-duality group acts trivially
on the Spin(8) masses, while the quotient SL(2,7Z)/I'(2) ~ S; transforms the mass
parameters by the Spin(8) “triality” outer automorphism [2, [47]. The antisymmetric

mass is invariant under S-duality transformations.

2We use an unconventional normalization for the mass such that our masses m are related to the canon-

ically normalized masses m by m = v/2m.
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e The operator content of an Ny = 4 theory can be organized in terms of the unitary
representations of its global symmetry SU(2,2|2) x Spin(8) x SU(2). In particular,
with respect to SU(2,2|2) there are various sectors of supersymmetry-protected BPS
operators, for instance, Coulomb branch operators and Higgs branch operators. The
condensate of the scalar components in the N/ = 2 multiplets of BPS operators param-

eterize moduli spaces of N' = 2 invariant vacuum states.

e The moduli space of vacua consists of various branches each of which is locally a
metric product of a Coulomb factor and a Higgs factor, with complex dimension n¢
and quaternionic dimension ny, respectively. Conventionally, the branch with maximal
ne is called the Coulomb branch and the branch with maximal ny the Higgs branch.
The rank N Ny = 4 theory has a Coulomb branch with (n¢,ny) = (N, N — 1) and
a Higgs branch with (ng,nyg) = (0,6 N — 1). The N — 1 quaternionic dimensional
Higgs factor of the Coulomb branch comes from the components of the antisymmetric

hypermultiplet carrying zero weight with respect to the USp(2/N) gauge algebra.

e The vector multiplet of the Lagrangian theory contains a scalar field ® in the adjoint
representation. The Coulomb branch coordinate ring is freely generated by w; :=
tr(A%®) with i = 1,2,..., N, corresponding to the primitive Casimir elements of
USp(2N). The Coulomb branch coordinate ring is graded by the scaling dimension, so
the weight of u; is 2i. Since the Coulomb branch chiral operators are BPS operators,
this description of the Coulomb branch chiral ring is true at all points of the conformal

manifold, not just at the weak coupling point.

We are interested in the geometry of the Coulomb branch. The low energy effective U(1)V
gauge theory on the Coulomb branch is encoded in the special Kéhler geometry [48] of
the Coulomb branch. The N — 1 massless neutral hypermultiplets on the Coulomb branch

decouple in the low energy limit, so will be ignored.

On general grounds [4] a Coulomb branch special Ké&hler geometry is equivalent to a classical
complex completely integrable Hamiltonian system. In particular, the Coulomb branch is
the N-complex-dimensional manifold of the action variables of the integrable system. The
matrix of low energy U(1)" complex gauge couplings gives the period matrix of a complex
torus of dimension NV, so the Coulomb branch parameterizes a family of complex tori, giving
the angle variables of the integrable system. The complex tori are also endowed with principle
polarization coming from the Dirac pairing on the U(1)Y electric-magnetic charge lattice, and
hence are abelian varieties. The total space of this family of abelian varieties is a complex
symplectic variety, the complex phase space of the integrable system, with holomorphic

symplectic form w.
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The next subsection describes the total space geometry by way of a holomorphic family ¥ of
genus-N Riemann surfaces over the Coulomb branch, along with a meromorphic one-form A
on the fibers whose poles have constant residues. (3, \) are called the Seiberg-Witten curve
and one-form in the physics literature. The abelian variety fibers of the integrable system
are the Jacobian tori of the Riemann surfaces, and the symplectic form is w = dX. Thus we
will match the field theory Coulomb branch geometry to the Inozemtsev system by matching
the Seiberg-Witten curve and one-form to the spectral curve and canonical one-form of the

integrable system.

3.2 Seiberg-Witten curve

The USp(2N) Ny =4 SCFTs can be constructed as the low energy effective theory of type
ITA superstrings in the presence D4, NS5, D6, and O6~ branes generalizing the construction
of [T4]. The M-theory lift of the D6 and O6~ IIA brane configuration [49] is a specific choice
of complex structure of a (T2 x C) /Z, hyperkihler orbifold background. The M-theory lift of
the D4 and NS5 branes is a single M5 brane intersecting the background except over points
of T? corresponding to NS5 branes. This intersection is the Seiberg-Witten curve, and the
restriction of the holomorphic hyperkahler form to the curve is the Seiberg-Witten one-form.

This is the spectral curve of a Hitchin system on the orbifolded torus with punctures [49].

The deformations of this orbifold background and M5 brane curve corresponding to turning
on the Spin(8) fundamental masses and the SU(2) antisymmetric mass was worked out in
[29]. The connection to a Hitchin system is no longer apparent in this description. We will
describe this solution for the USp(2N) N; = 4 Coulomb branch in more detail shortly in
preparation for showing its equivalence to the spectral curve of the Inozemtsev system. But
first, we make a few comments on two other string constructions of the USp(2N) Ny =4

theories.

These theories naturally arise as the world volume theories on a stack of N parallel D3 branes
probing an F-theory singularity of (I, D4) type — i.e., an O7~ plane coinciding with four
D7 branes [50, 51], 52, 53]. But it is not known how to turn on the antisymmetric mass M

deformation in the F-theory construction.

These theories also admit a class-S construction via a 6d (2,0) Ayy_1 SCFT compactified
on a sphere C' with four punctures all of type [V, N]. This construction only makes manifest
an SU(2)* subgroup of the Spin(8) flavor group, and does not make the antisymmetric
SU(2) flavor factor or its associated mass deformation apparent [25]. C' is identified with
T?/Z, with the four punctures corresponding to the four Z, orbifold fixed points. The

antisymmetric hypermultiplet appears upon taking an appropriate zero-area limit of C' [54],
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and [27] showed that by modifying the type of one puncture to be [N, N — 1,1], the theory
manifests the antisymmetric SU(2) flavor symmetry. The class-S construction realizes the

integrable system underlying the Coulomb branch geometry as a Hitchin system [55].

The matching to the M5 brane curve, presented below, gives strong evidence that the Hitchin
system associated with the above class-S construction can be identified with the Inozemtsev

system.

In the rest of this section we review the M5 brane construction [29] of the SW curve for the

USp(2N) Ny = 4 theory. The main ingredients in this construction are:

e The USp(2N) theory with the Spin(8) mass deformation is realized by embedding
one complex dimension of the M5 brane world volume in a complex surface, Qy. Qo
carries a hyperkahler structure — from which the SW 1-form is derived — and is a
deformation of a (7 x C)/Z, orbifold. This surface can be thought of (we will be more
precise below) as fibered over T?/Z,.

e The intersection with the M5 brane then gives a curve which projects to an N-fold
cover of T?/Z, minus one of the orbifold points. At the missing orbifold point the M5

brane is not transverse to (Jy; we will call this point the “pole” of the M5 brane.

e The SU(2) mass deformation, M, is realized by further deforming the background
surface to @Qy;. Following the discussion of the analogous deformation of the elliptic
model in [I4], describe Q) by two charts to (g, one including the fibers above a
neighborhood of a chosen point p € T?/Z,, and the other encompassing the rest of the
surface. The two coordinate patches are isomorphic to the corresponding patches of
(o, and the M deformation is realized by requiring that the transition map is a shift
of the fiber coordinate which has a pole with residue proportional to M at p. We call
this transition map the “M shift”. Changing p and the form of the transition map but
keeping M fixed does not change the complex structure of Q).

e The M5 brane curve for the mass-deformed USp(2N) Ny = 4 SCFT is then locally a
degree- N polynomial in the fiber coordinate on @);; whose coefficients have at most a

simple pole over a chosen orbifold point of T?/Z,.

The form of the SW curve for the USp(2N) Ny = 4 (and many other closely related) SCFTs
found in [29] followed this procedure with the M shift at a point p not equal to one of the
orbifold points of T?/Z,. Both the form of the spectral curve of the Inozemtsev system as
well as the above-mentioned S-class construction (where one of the four punctures is modified

to capture the M deformation) suggest that they will most easily match the form of the SW
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curve if the point p of the M shift should be taken to coincide with one of the orbifold points.

This involves a slight modification of the construction of [29] which we now explain.

3.2.1 Background surface

We start with the orbifold (72 x C)/Zy. Think of T? x C as an affine bundle over 72 and let
v € C be the fiber coordinate. Write the complex torus 7?2 as a curve > = [ [, (z — e;w) in
weighted projective space, [w: z : 7] € P%l,lz)' Note that SL(2, C) transformations of (w, x)
do not change the complex structure of 72, but change the e; by Mébius transformations. The
Zs identification on C x T? is (v, w,z,n) ~ (—v,w,x, —n). Using the invariant coordinates
on the orbifold, y = vy, 2 = v* (w and x unchanged), the orbifolded background space is

given by the surface y? = 2 [[, (z — esw).

The (T? x C)/Z; orbifold has a four-parameter deformation into a complex surface Qo with
the same asymptotic structure. The mass-deformed orbifold surface ()9 and SW 1-form are
[29]

_ y(wdr — zdw) .
A= 2 ; P = H(:E—eiw),

v =2P+Q, Q= iww] ]l - exw)(e; —ex)], (3.1)
J k#j

where i, 7,k € {0,1,2,3}. Note that we still have [w : = : y] € P%l,lz)' The deformation

parameters, j;, turn out to be related to the fundamental masses by [29]
Mo = %(”’h +ms), 1= %(ml —my), Hp = %(ms +my), pz = %(ms —my). (3.2)

The topology of Qg can be pictured by noting that the z = constant “sections” are tori, and
the z = {w (£ = constant) “fibers” are generically 2-sheeted covers of the z-plane branched
over the point z = —Q/P. But when = = e;w the fiber becomes two disconnected copies of
the z-plane, SjF = {x =ejw, Yy = :I:,ujwzl_[k#(ej—ek), vz } The existence of these “double
fibers” over the Weierstrass points in the deformed orbifold will play a central role in what
follows. From the point of view of the ITA string theory D4/NS5/0O6~ brane construction,
the generic x = w fibers correspond to possible loci of (the M theory lift of) an NS5 brane,
while the S;—L curves correspond the possible loci of “half” NS5 branes “stuck” at an O6~

orientifold plane.

To get closer to the form of the integrable system spectral curve, we will specialize (3] to

Weierstrass form where the Weierstrass points are placed at ey = co and Z;’:l e; = 0. Then
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the Qo surface and 1-form become

wdr — xdw ~
A= u o ), P = H(m —eaw) = 2° + sow?x — s3w?,
y? = (2w + p2x) P + wQ, Q= Z u?ej H(x — epw). (3.3)
J k#j

where now indices only take the three values i,j, k € {1,2,3}, and we have defined the

useful combinations

Sg 1= Z e;ék, S3 1= Hej, € 1= H(ej —e). (3.4)
J

J<k k#j

Note that the equations for the disjoint fibers over the Weierstrass points become

SE = {w =0,y = +pez? vz}, and S;E = {r=c;w, y= * pje;w?, Vz}. (3.5)

Now we discuss the M deformation with the shift put at a branch point. To motivate the
construction, we first review, following [14], the corresponding deformation of the unorb-
ifolded T2 x C background, n* = P. Put the M shift at the Weierstrass point w = 0 (which
is x = 0o in the w = 1 patch) by defining the transition map,

T=v+ ML (3.6)
wxr

where ¥ is the fiber coordinate of a chart over a neighborhood of the w = 0 point of the T2
This transition map has a pole with residue M over w = 0, so describes a one-parameter
complex deformation of T2 x C with parameter M. This is because the deformations of the
affine bundle T2 x C are classified by H'(T? Or2) which is 1-dimensional, so there is just a
single deformation parameter, and furthermore this cohomology group vanishes if a point is
deleted from 772

In our case @)y is not an affine bundle, but is a deformation of a Zs orbifold of the this affine
bundle. This leads to the expectation (for which we do not have a rigorous justification) that
there is still only a single complex deformation preserving the asymptotic structure. We can
find a description of this deformation simply by orbifolding the M shift given in (B.0)), or
more generally, by defining the transition map to be any shift of the “fiber” (z) coordinate

with a pole over the Weierstrass point w = 0 with residue proportional to M.

The Z5 orbifold action identifies v <> —v, so we define invariant coordinates z = v, y = vm.
Then (B.6) gives the transition map

- P _ P
y:y+M;, z:z+2M%—l—M2@, (3.7)
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in a neighborhood of the w = 0 fiber of (C x T?)/Z,. Thus y is shifted by a term regular
at w = 0 (in the = = 1 patch), while z is shifted by a double pole at w = 0 plus single pole
and regular terms. (Recall that in local coordinates around w = 0 — i.e., y/w in the x =1

patch — y has a simple zero and w™! a double pole.)

So far this has all been in the undeformed orbifold. To go to the )y surface where the
orbifold is deformed by turning on the u; masses, it was argued in [29] that (8.7) does not

change, since one simply shifts z — z + % and the same for z. In Weierstrass form this
Q

applies without change; just rewrite 3 = ug% + -5
But (37) has a qualitatively different pole structure at w = 0 in (g than in the undeformed
orbifold. In the undeformed orbifold y ~ y/w was the local coordinate vanishing at w = 0, but
in the deformed orbifold w = 0 is no longer a branch point for y; instead y has two solutions,
giving two disjoint curves over w = 0, denoted by S% in (3.5). In the neighborhood of S
the transition map (3.7)) has a pair of distinct simple poles along ST rather than a single

double pole.
Although the form of the M shift given in ([B.7)) is perfectly valid, the form of the resulting

M5 brane curves do not match to those of the Inozemtsev system in an algebraically simple
way. Confident that there is only a single complex deformation QQy — @Qas, we can modify

B70) to any other convenient transition map which has a simple pole in Z at w = 0.

The property (2.30) of the spectral curve indicates that z should be chosen to have only a

single pole at w = 0 (x = 00). A simple transition map which does this is

2
Ty > oyt e (3.8)
wr

since (B.8) behaves near w = 0 as

(1+ 2Dz +2p0M % at SE

y B (3.9)
(1—20)z at S,

z =

so has a simple pole only along the ST fiber over w = 0, and is regular along the S fiber.

We will see below that this transition map gives an M5 brane curve which is easily matched
to the Inozemtsev system spectral curve. Indeed, comparing (2.28)), (2.30) and (23] to
(B.8) already indicates how most of the variables and parameters of the integrable system
will have to be matched to those of the SW curve.

3.2.2 M5 brane curve

We now have a choice of placing of a stuck NS5 brane at w = 0 at either the ST or the S

fiber. This choice gives two different forms of the curve upon turning on the M deformation
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since it gives different regularity conditions in the shifted z coordinates depending on whether
the stuck brane coincides with the shift pole or not. However, once again the property (2.30)
of the spectral curve indicating that there should be only a single pole dictates that the
stuck NS5 brane should be placed at the ST fiber to coincide with the position of the M
shift pole.

Before turning on the M deformation, the M5 brane curve of [29] in the @y background
specialized to the case of the USp(2N) N; = 4 theory has the form 0 = 2V + A(w, z,y, 2)
where A is a polynomial in z of order N — 1, homogeneous of weight 0 in (w,z,y), and can
have a simple pole along either the ST or the S fiber over w = 0. This comes from the ITA
brane construction where N is the number of D4 branes (after orbifolding) corresponding to
the rank of the gauge group and the pole at w = 0 is a single stuck NS5 brane. A linear
basis of functions of (w, z,y) homogeneous of weight 0 with at most a simple pole at w =0

is {1,2/w}. Thus A can be written more explicitly as
0=z + Ag(2) + %41(@ (3.10)

where Aj; are arbitrary polynomials of order N — 1 in z. Since the curve is allowed to
have a pole only along either ST, or S3,, but not along both, and since £ has a pole along
both, we must, in fact, have that A;(z) = 0. Thus, when M = 0 the USp(2N) Ny =4
curve is generically N disjoint sections of )y corresponding to the N roots of the polynomial
2N 4+ Ag(2). This reflect the well-known fact — reviewed at the beginning of the next section
— that when M = 0 the Coulomb branch of the theory is the N-fold symmetric product of
the rank-1 Coulomb branch.

We now turn on the antisymmetric mass deformation parameter M by using the transition
map (B.8). Concretely, the curve for the shifted model is like the curve for the non-shifted
model ([BI0) except that we should now allow singularities only SI in a coordinate patch

covering w = 0 with coordinates (w, z,y, z) related to (w,z,y, z) by ([B.8).

Since we are only adding poles at w = 0, and the only functions of weight zero in (w,z,y)
with poles only there are (z/w)® and (y/w?)(x/w)® for non-negative «, the general form of

the curve in the z patch will be

o 2
N WA, + yE, 1\
0=F :=z"V+ agzo — <_w) (3.11)

where the A, and FE, are arbitrary polynomials of order N — 1 in z.

Though (B.I1)) is a correct general form for the curve, the infinite sum of pole terms is
intimidating. It is not too hard to bound the number of pole terms that can contribute by

using the condition that there is only at most a first-order pole at w = 0 in the shifted z
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variable. Under the transition map (B.8), z = z + yP; + P, where P, refers to a generic
rational function of w with poles of up to order a at w = 0 (work in the x = 1 patch).
Using the fact that y*> ~ 2Py + Py, one can recursively eliminate all higher powers of y in
2t ~ 2t + .- to find that

{—1
S AT Poa+ yPaas). (3.12)

a=1

™

The < sign means that we have pole orders bounded by the terms on the right. In the
z coordinate the curve is to have at most a simple pole at w = 0, so will have the form
2N+ Zévz_ol 2P, Substituting (3.I2) into this then shows that in the z coordinate the
highest-order poles are of the form

N

U Poast +yPs) ~ 2N+ NPy +y Py ), (3.13)
=0 a=0 /=1

where by P! we mean the usual ath-order pole for a # 0, but F; = 0. Comparing to (B.11)

then implies that the curve is

A
N
=2
_|_
Mc\

F

20—-1

0=2" +Z N Z(ZAGE——FZEM a+2> (3.14)

Note that (3.12)) and thus (3.14]) does not give the optimal bound on the order of the poles
appearing in the curve, but instead just gives a reasonable upper bound. This is not a big
deal since any “extra” terms will be set to zero upon demanding only a simple pole appear
in the z patch.

The coefficients in ([B.14]) are determined by demanding the correct pole behavior after shift-
ing to the z variable. Concretely, make the inverse change of coordinates (B.8)) in the curve
by substituting z — z — 2M (y + poz?)/(wz) in BI4). The 5 brane curve ([3.14) in the z = 1
patch becomes in terms of the GZB) shifted variables
Y+ Ho Y+ po\ Nt ~ Y B

0=(3-2m ) ( — oM ) ( ). 3.15
Expand this around w = 0 keeping only pole terms Z‘w~? and Z*yw=? for a > 0. We do this
by using iteratively that y? = (3w — 2M (y + 1) + p2) P + w?Q, with P = 1+ syuw? — ssw?,

a

and Q = Zj u?ej Hk#(l — exw) to reduce all terms to either Zw ™ or Zyw™

Motivated by the form of the spectral curve of the integrable system, as discussed above, we
choose the to put the stuck 5 brane at ST. This means that the A, and E,, coefficients are
determined by requiring that all second- and higher-order poles along ST and the simple poles
along S_ cancel in the Z variables. Only a simple pole along ST is allowed, corresponding
to the stuck brane.
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3.2.3 The rank-1 SW curve

Specializing to rank N = 1, there is no M deformation, and the M5 brane curve (B.I0)

becomes simply

We can use this to eliminate z in the ([3.3) to give the an elliptic curve in Weierstrass form
for the SW curve. We recall here for later convenience the expressions for the )y surface

and 1-form written in the w = 1 patch coordinates,

_ yde

y* = (z+ pgz) P+ Q, A=

, (3.17)

where

P .= H(SL’ —e;), Q= Zu?ej H(SL’ —ep). (3.18)

j=1 k£j
3.2.4 The rank-2 SW curve

At rank N = 2 the coefficients in the general M5 brane curve (3.14]) are determined by the
procedure described below equation ([B.I5). For N = 2 the highest power of y appearing in
(BI3) is 2, and only a single iteration of using the )y surface equation to reduce the power
of y is needed. As a result the constraints on the coefficients are not overly complicated,
though it is still useful to use a computer algebra system to solve the constraints. The result

is that the M5 brane curve is (written in the w = 1 patch coordinates)
0= 22 + A()lZ + A20 — 4M22.§L’ — 8M2,U/0(y + M(]LU2). (319)

The intersection of ([B.I9) with the Qo surface (BI7) and the restriction of the one-form to

this intersection then give a genus-2 SW curve and associated meromorphic 1-form.

4 Matching spectral curve to M5 brane curve

The Coulomb branch of the USp(2N) Ny = 4 theory is isomorphic as a complex space
(though not as a metric space) to CV with coordinates given by the gauge invariant vacuum
expectation values u; := tr(A%®), i = 1,2,..., N which have scaling dimensions 2,4, ...,2N
at the conformal point. The Coulomb branch of the massless theory has the same complex

structure as the classical moduli space. At a generic point on the Coulomb branch of the
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massless theory, the adjoint vev can be diagonalized, ® = diag(d¢1, ¢, -+, Ldn), in
which case u; = e;(¢?, 93, -, ¢%), 1 =1,2,..., N, where ¢; is the i-th elementary symmetric
polynomial. As long as the antisymmetric mass vanishes, the matrix of U(1)" complex gauge

couplings is diagonal, 7;; = §;;7(¢7).

In the case when all the masses vanish, 7(¢?) = 7, i.e., has the same constant value. We
thus have the same abelian variety with period matrix 7,; = J;;7 at all points on the
Coulomb branch except the origin. The singular fiber above the origin is given by the
orbifold T2V /G (2,1, N) ~ CY/([Z + 7Z)N x G(2,1, N)]. Then the total space of Coulomb

branch is identical to the phase space of the Inozemtsev system with zero couplings.

Thus for vanishing masses the field theory Coulomb branch geometry is correctly described
by the Inozemtsev system. In the remainder of this section we present parameter and variable
identifications for the rank N = 1 and N = 2 cases, showing that the M5 brane SW curve
and 1-form and the spectral curve and 1-form of the Inozemtsev system coincide for non-
vanishing masses (deformation parameters). We stop at N = 2 because the matching of

parameters becomes increasingly complicated for larger values of N.

4.1 The N =1 case

Recall that the N = 1 spectral curve is given by (2.I9]), and the one-form by A\ = kda.

Introduce coordinates (x,y) related to (k,«) by
1

z = p(a), y = 1@’(@&)1@ (4.1)

where the prime means derivative with respect to a. These definitions were motivated in
(231)) by the pole structure of the spectral curve. We then find, using the Weierstrass

p-function identities

3
5 Hj;éz‘(ei - ej)

(/) = 4] [(9(e) = €0), lotw) =e+ LD 4

where
€ = p(wi), 7, = 1, 2, 3, (43)

that the spectral curve and one-form become

3 3 3
y2:i(h2+7)H(;p—ei)+i(gov)2a:H(x—ez)+iZg, 2Hl’—€z e — €5),
=1 1=1

i=1 j#
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where v := Zle(g;/ )2e;. These are easily seen to coincide with the SW curve and 1-form
given in (B.10) and (3I7) with the parameter identifications

1 1
=700 Apy = =7 (k2 +7). (4.5)

4.2 The N = 2 case
Recall that the BCy spectral curve is given by (2.22)). With the same change of variables
(1) as in the BC} case, which matched the 1-forms, the BCy curve becomes

(k> = u")? = ho(K* = u”) + hy — 4¢° (2(k* — u”) + 4ggy + 2(g¢)*2* + 27) =0. (4.6

Recall that u" := 32°_ (9¥)?p(a + w,) and v := 3°_ (g¥)%,. Then with the parameter

identifications

Ho = 590 py = 5(g)? for i€ {1,2,3}, M? =22,
1 1
Ap = _Z(hQ +27), Age = E(}M + yho + 72)>
1
z= Z<k2 —u' +7), (4.7)

and using the Weierstrass identities (4.2]), we find the spectral curve becomes the pair of

equations

y* = (2 + pgz) P+ Q,
0=2"+z (Aoy — 4M?z) + (Aoz — 8M?pga®) — 8M? oy, (4.8)

which coincides with the M5 brane curve [3.19 and background surface B. 171 Note that the
definition of z (up to a constant shift) was already motivated in (2.28]) by the pole structure

of the spectral curve.
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A Appendix

A.1 Elliptic functions and identities

We use the following functions

Ury1 (@ — a)01(0)
Vrp1 ()01 (—a)

where 01 53 4(2|7) are the Jacobi theta functions. A summary of their main properties can

o) =

r=0,1,2,3, (A.1)

be found in [56]; in particular, we have
ol (x4 w) = ¥ oT (1) for w € Z 4 TZ. (A.2)

(Here we use the shorthand notation 8, (a+b7) = b.) We also denote 02 (z) simply by o, (z),
that is,

oalr) = =5 ()91 (—a)

(A.3)

The functions ([A.I]) are related to each other by translations by the half-periods (wq, w1, wa, w3) =

(Ol 147 )

727 2 72

"(z) = 20 (1 — w,). (A.4)

For given coupling parameters g 123, we further define

Va(x) = va(T; G0, 91,5 92, 93) = Zgraga(x). (A.5)
Note the properties
0_o(—2) = —04(x), v_o(—2x) = —v4(x), (A.6)
and the following identities:
0a(—1)0a(r) = p(a) — p(), (A7)

) =
Ve i ( 9!V pla+w) = (9) @(I+wr)), (A.8)

=0

<3

where g are the dual parameters (2.9). Using the notation (2.2), [2.28), the last relation

can be written as v,(—)v, () = u¥(a) — u(x).

Another useful property of v, (x) is the following duality:
Va3 9o, 915 92, 93) = V—o(~1 99+ 91, 95, 93) = —va(ai g, 91+ 93+ 95) - (A.9)

26



This can be checked by comparing translation properties and residues in the z-variable.

Finally, let us state how o,(z) and v,(z) behave under action of v € SL(2,Z). We will
use the group homomorphism 7 from SL(2,C) to the permutation group S3 defined on the

generators as follows:
7w :SL(2,C) = S3, y—=m, (§1)—sws, (%§)—sis. (A.10)

Note that the kernel of 7 is the principal congruence subgroup I'(2) C SL(2,C).
Take v = (%) € SL(2,Z) and define 7/, o/, 2/, g/ in the following way:

b
T = % , o =(cr+d) o, 2=(cr+d) 'z, (A.11)

With this notation, we have:

o
oo (2'|7') = (c7 + d) exp <_CT7T—|Z—Cdax> oo(z|T), (A.13)
Ty (T) o ay 2mi
0a7( )(93 |7") = (e + d) exp (— e aa:) or(zlt), r=1,2,3. (A.14)
ct +d

These transformations can be deduced easily using the modular transformations of Jacobi

theta functions. As a corollary,

4mic
v (25 96, 1, G5y G5|T') = (T + d) exp | —
(75 90, 91, 99, 93 7") = ( ) exp or+d

Oé!lﬁ') Ua(x;g()aglag2>g3|7)' (A15)

A.2 Calculating the N = 2 spectral curve

The N = 2 spectral curve is defined by the characteristic polynomial

det(L — kId) = k* + a1 k® + axk® + azk + a4 (A.16)
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of the Lax matrix (2.20). By direct calculation,
ap =0
as = = (3 = 13 + 20% (0~ 012)0a(012) + 0a(~a)oala))
+ 0= 0)0a(@) + va(~2)va(a2))
a3 = ~29% (va(02)0a(412)7a(~ ) + va(@1)0a(~012)00(~ k)
+ Va(—q1)0a(q12)0a(q3) + Ua(—Q2)Ua(—Q12)Ua(Qf2)>
= P15 + Va(—2)Va(02)P} + va(—q1)va(q1)P)
+ 20 (0a(=05)0a(415) = 0a(~012)0a(@12) ) P12
(=q1)va(q1)va(—42)va(g2)
— 0 (Va(01)Pa(02)7a (= 015)" + va(—a1)va(02) e (412)”
val( =)0 (= 12)? + va (1) V()0 (012)°)
+ 4 (oa(-m)7am2) — 00(~a)owlal)) (A17)
where we have used the abbreviations ¢;; = ¢ — ¢; and ¢; = ¢; + ¢;.

Using (A.7)) and (A.8]), we easily find that

as <h2 +4g%p(a) + 2 Z (9.)) (a0 + wr)> = —(hs + 49°p(a) + 2u"(a)),  (A.18)

where
ho = pi +p3 — u(q) — u(qe) — 2¢° (p(q12) + p(g)) - (A.19)

To calculate a3, we first note that it is elliptic in ¢; » with possible first order poles along the
mirrors ¢; = 0 for ¢ = 1,2 and ¢; + ¢ = 0. However, it is symmetric under interchanging
q1,q2 and changing their signs arbitrarily. Hence, a3 cannot have a first order pole along
any mirror, thus it is regular elliptic, i.e. constant independent of ¢y, g. After than we can
evaluate ao at convenient values of ¢, qa. The result is

3

as = =29* (D" 0:) /(@) = ~4gai¢/ (@), (A.20)

1=0

28



It remains to deal with ay. By using (A.7) and (A.§)) repeatedly, we rearrange it into

ay = (Z(gy)%(a + wr)> ha + (Z(gy)%(a + wr))

r=0 r=0
+ (pip2 + 9 0(q12) — 92@(QE))2
— u(q)p; — w(g2)pt + w(g)u(gz) — g°b (A.21)

where we have introduced

b= Ua(q1>va(Q2)‘7a(_qf—2)2 + Ua(_QI)Ua(Q2)Ua(Q12)2
+ Ua(Q1)Ua(_Q2)Ua(_Q12)2 + Ua(_Q1)Ua(_Q2)Ua(QE)2 . (A.22)

Calculating b is more involved, so we just give a sketch. As the first step, we analyse the
2nd order poles in ¢, ¢o and find that the following expression agrees with b up to an extra

term ¢ having first order poles only:

3

b= (2u"(e) — u(qr) — u(g))(p(q2) + p(ah) + > 2070(aq1 + wr)p(g2 + w,) + . (A.23)
r=1

Using the symmetry arguments once more, we conclude that ¢ must be regular, i.e. it is just

a function of «. In addition, we know that ¢ = ¢(«) is even elliptic. It is also easy to check

that c(«) has a 4th order pole at @ = 0 and 2nd order poles at o = wy 53. To determine (o)

from that, we analyse the Laurent expansion of b in o near = 0 and o = wy 2 3. We skip

the details and just give the answer:

¢ =2 |4(g)Po(0)? — 20(a) (a%a)—Z(g,Y)%r) +d, (A.24)

1=1

up to a possible constant d which may depend on g¢; and e; = p(w;), but not on «.

Backward substitution of (A24]) and (A23) into (A2])) gives the answer for a4, after which
all that remains is to rearrange the terms based on the form of the quartic Hamiltonian hy
(23]). The constant d in (A.24)) can always be absorbed into hy, so can be ignored.
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