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ABSTRACT: We propose a family of IR dualities for 3d N' =4 U(N) SQCD with Ny fun-
damental flavors and P Abelian hypermultiplets i.e. P hypermultiplets in the determinant
representation of the gauge group. These theories are good in the Gaiotto-Witten sense if
the number of fundamental flavors obeys the constraint Ny > 2N — 1 with generic P > 1,
and in contrast to the standard U(N) SQCD, they do not admit an ugly regime. The IR
dualities in question arise in the window N; = 2N + 1,2N,2N — 1, with P = 1 in the
first case and generic P > 1 for the others. The dualities involving Ny = 2N £ 1 are char-
acterized by an IR enhancement of the Coulomb branch global symmetry on one side of
the duality, such that the rank of the emergent global symmetry group is greater than the
rank of the UV global symmetry. The dual description makes the rank of this emergent
global symmetry manifest in the UV. In addition, one can read off the emergent global
symmetry itself from the dual quiver. We show that these dualities are related by certain
field theory operations and assemble themselves into a duality web. Finally, we show that
the U(IN) SQCDs with Ny > 2N — 1 and P Abelian hypers have Lagrangian 3d mirrors,
and this allows one to explicitly write down the 3d mirror associated with a given IR dual
pair. This paper is the first in a series of four papers on 3d N’ = 4 Seiberg-like dualities.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Supersymmetric gauge theories in d < 6 space-time dimensions provide a theoretical labo-
ratory for studying non-perturbative phenomena in quantum field theories. In particular,
theories in d = 3 space-time dimensions are important because they include the holo-
graphic duals of quantum gravity in four dimensions on the one hand, and they turn out
to be interesting toy models for a large class of condensed matter systems on the other.

A significant tool for probing non-perturbative/strongly-coupled physics in quantum
field theories is an IR duality, where two theories which are manifestly different in the UV
flow to the same physical theory in the IR. Supersymmetric gauge theories in three dimen-
sions have an extremely rich structure of these IR dualities. A very well-known class is the
N = 4 mirror symmetry [1] — an IR duality that exchanges the Coulomb and the Higgs
branches in the deep IR. An N = 2 version of the duality can be obtained by deforming
the N' = 4 duality with an appropriate superpotential.

There exists another broad class of IR dualities in three dimensions for A > 2 theories
where the dual gauge group depends on the number of flavors in the original theory in a
fashion similar to the 4d N' = 1 Seiberg duality [2]. These include the Aharony duality
[3] for N' = 2 theories as well as Giveon-Kutasov duality [4] for N = 2,3 Chern Simons-
Yang Mills-matter theories. Both types of dualities may be realized by appropriate Type
IIB brane systems. The Aharony duality in particular can be a realized by a Type IIB
brane system that closely mimics that [5] for the 4d Seiberg duality. These 3d dualities are
therefore collectively referred to as Seiberg-like dualities.

In contrast to mirror symmetry, the 3d N' = 4 avatar of the Seiberg-like duality maps
a Coulomb branch to a Coulomb branch across the duality and a Higgs branch to a Higgs
branch. This duality has not been studied in much detail, partly because very few exam-
ples are known in the literature. One can attempt to modify the Elitzur-Giveon-Kutasov
brane system [5] such that it preserves eight supercharges, as was done in [6], and try to
read off an IR duality. However, as is now well-known, the naive dualities read off from
the set-up are generically incorrect, and there is no obvious way to correct them from the
brane picture. The simplest example of such a naive duality involves a U(N) SQCD with
Ny fundamental flavors and a U(Ny — N.) SQCD with the same number of flavors. The
duality demonstrably fails for generic N and Ny. In the special case of Ny = 2N — 1, a
modified version of the duality can be shown to hold [7]. In this case, the dual involves a
U(N — 1) gauge theory with Ny = 2N — 1 and a decoupled free twisted hypermultiplet.
The U(N) theory with Ny = 2N — 1 is an ugly theory in the Gaiotto -Witten sense [8] for
which the IR SCFT is expected to factorize into a free sector and an interacting SCFT.
In the dual description, this interacting SCFT can be identified as the IR SCFT of the
U(N — 1) gauge theory with Ny = 2N — 1 fundamental flavors, which is a good theory in
the Gaiotto -Witten sense. Similar dualities were also proposed for the bad theories with
Ny < 2N —1 [9], where the putative dual should be understood as the low energy effective
field theory associated with a certain singular locus on the moduli space of the original
theory [10].



Ny

Figure 1: U(N) SQCD with Ny fundamental flavors and P abelian hypermultiplets.

In this paper, we propose a family of 3d N/ = 4 Seiberg-like IR dualities where one
has a good theory on either side of a given duality. On one side of the duality, we always
have a U(N) SQCD with Ny fundamental hypermultiplets and P hypermultiplets in the
determinant representation of U(N). We will call the latter Abelian hypermultiplets since
they are only charged under the central U(1) subgroup of the U(N) gauge group, with the
U(1) charge being N. We will denote these gauge theories as T]\],\; _p and represent them
by the quiver in Fig. 1. A detailed description of the quiver notation involving Abelian
hypermultiplets can be found in Section 2.1. In this notation, T]\J,\; (o denotes the standard
U(N) SQCD with Ny flavors . We will denote the IR duality involving the theory T]\J,\; P
on one side as D%,P' In this notation, the duality associated with the ugly SQCD — U(N)
theory with 2N — 1 fundamental flavors — will be denoted as DéVN_LO. We will explicitly
determine the dualities D%ﬁ p for a certain range of Ny and P for any given IV, and study
various aspects of these dualities.

In the rest of this section, we summarize the main results of this work followed by
a brief description of the upcoming papers which build on the results of this paper. In
Section 2, we discuss different aspects of the theories TK,\;’ p — their classification in terms of
the good-bad-ugly criterion of Gaiotto -Witten, their global symmetries including emergent
IR symmetries, and their three-dimensional mirrors. We discuss the proposed dualities
D]J\\,fh p and perform various checks on them in Section 3. In Section 4, we discuss how these
dualities are related to each other by certain QFT operations and form a duality web. The
appendices contain various computational details of the results that appear in the main
text.

1.1 Summary of the main results

IR dualities for U(N) SQCDs with Abelian hypermultiplets

The main result of this work is to show that there exists a Seiberg-like IR duality for the
theory 7-]\1[\/ p if the parameters Ny and P are in the following regimes for a given N :
(Nfy =2N+1,P=1), (Nf =2N,P > 1) and (Ny = 2N —1,P > 1). The dual pairs

!"'We will denote an Abelian theory with N; hypers of charge 1 as Tr £,05 although there is no distinction
between a fundamental hyper and an Abelian hyper in this case.



associated with the duality D]]\\;ﬁ p for the different ranges of Ny and P are listed in Table
1, where we have used the quiver notation discussed in Section 2.1.

Duality Theory T IR dual 7V
N N+1
1
DN AN +1 AN +1
2N+1,1
N N
e —Oovr P
N
DQN,P mPhY 2N
¥
®e—Oovr
N 2N — 1
Don_ip | ©

Table 1: Summary of the IR dualities for the TJ\%V p theories.

The gauge group and matter content of the dual pairs in each case can be summarized
as follows?:

e Duality DéVNHJ: The dual pair (7,7") involves the theory T = 7'2]]\[\,+1,1 —aU(N)
SQCD with Ny = 2N + 1 fundamental hypers plus a single Abelian hypermultiplet,
and the theory 7V — an SU(N + 1) theory with Ny = 2N + 1 fundamental flavors.

e Duality DéVM p+ This is the self-duality of the theory T = 7'2]]\(, p —aU(N) SQCD
with Ny = 2N fundamental hypers plus P Abelian hypermultiplets.

e Duality DéVN_LP: The dual pair (7, 7") involves the theory T = 7—2]]\[\,_1713 -aU(N)
SQCD with Ny = 2N — 1 fundamental hypers plus P Abelian hypermultiplets, and
the theory 7V — a U(1) x U(N — 1) gauge theory with 1 and 2N — 1 fundamental
hypers respectively, and P Abelian hypermultiplet with charges (1, —(N — 1)) under
the U(1) x U(N — 1) gauge group.

The details of these dualities, including various checks, are discussed in Section 3.1,
Section 3.2 and Section 3.3 respectively. As a straightforward consequence of the D§VN7 P
duality, we obtain another interesting duality — the self-duality of the SU(N) gauge theory
with Ny = 2N fundamental hypers which we will denote as fof]g}v The details of this

duality is discussed in Section 3.2.

2The DQIN_HJ has already appeared in an earlier work of the author [11]. We discuss this duality in
more detail in this paper and also show how it is connected to the other dualities presented here.



Matching of Coulomb branch global symmetries and hidden FI parameters

The matching of Coulomb branch global symmetries across the dualities DéVN +1,1 and
DéVNfL p is non-trivial. The Coulomb branch symmetry on one side of the duality is
partially or completely emergent in the IR. The IR enhancement in question is distinct
from that of the more familiar case of a standard U(N) SQCD with Ny = 2N (or more
generally a linear quiver with balanced unitary gauge nodes), where the rank of the UV
global symmetry always matches the rank of the emergent symmetry in the IR. In contrast,
the emergent IR symmetry in our case will have a higher rank compared to the rank man-
ifest in the UV. This is reminiscent of the hidden FI parameters in orthosymplectic quiver
gauge theories [8]. On the other side of the duality, however, the rank of the IR global
symmetry is manifest from the UV Lagrangian. For cases where the associated Coulomb
branch global symmetry is non-Abelian, one can correctly predict the enhanced IR global
symmetry from the UV Lagrangian using the standard notion of balanced/overbalanced
gauge nodes in linear quivers [§].

For the duality DéVN 41,1, the SU(N + 1) gauge theory does not have any topological
symmetry in the UV. However, the Coulomb branch has an emergent u(1) symmetry al-
gebra, which is mapped across the duality to the topological symmetry algebra associated
with the U (V) gauge node.

For the duality DéVN_L p with P > 1, the theory 7’2]]\(,_17 p has a UV-manifest u(1)
topological symmetry which is enhanced to u(1) @ u(1) in the IR. On the dual side, the
latter symmetry is manifest in the UV as topological symmetries of two unitary gauge
nodes — U(1) and U(N — 1). For the special case of P = 1, the theory 7;]]\\[,7171 has an
enhanced su(2) @ u(1) symmetry. On the dual side, the rank of the enhanced symmetry
is visible in the UV as before. In addition, one observes that the dual quiver 7V has
two gauge nodes — a U(1) gauge node which is balanced and a U(N — 1) node which is
overbalanced. Using the standard intuition that k& balanced unitary nodes in a linear quiver
give an enhanced su(k + 1) Coulomb branch global symmetry [8], one might expect that
the u(1) @ u(1) symmetry in 7 is enhanced to su(2) & u(1) in the IR. This expectation
indeed turns out to be correct, and can be checked explicitly by computing the Coulomb
branch Hilbert Series of the dual theory.

The Duality Web

The Seiberg-like dualities proposed in this paper are related among themselves and to the
Seiberg-like duality of an ugly U(N) SQCD by various QFT operations. These dualities
assemble themselves into a duality web, the explicit form of which is given in Fig. 2.

A good starting point for reading this diagram is the duality Dé\[]\f _&1,0 shown in the
bottom left corner and then moving clock-wise. Note that the duality DéVN* J}LO is the
Seiberg-like duality of an ugly U(N + 1) theory with 2N + 1 fundamental hypers. There
are three types of QFT operations in the diagram. Firstly, for a dual pair involving unitary

gauge nodes on both sides, one can implement a gauging operation of the topological U(1)
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Figure 2: The duality web.

symmetry which is referred to as “U(1) gauging” in the diagram. For example, the duality
DéVN 41,1 can be obtained from the duality Dévj\f il,O by such an operation. The second
operation involves adding a decoupled SQED theory on both sides of a given duality and
gauging a diagonal subgroup of the U(1) x U(1) topological symmetry. This is shown
in the diagram by specifying the coupled SQED above the arrow and the text “U(1)giag
gauging” below. For example, the duality DéVN’ p can be obtained from the duality DéVNJ
by adding a U (1) theory with P —1 hypers of charge 1 (denoted by 7'137170 in our notation)
on both sides and performing the aforementioned gauging operation. The third operation
involves RG flows triggered by 3d N = 4-preserving mass terms in the UV theory for
the fundamental hypers as well as for the Abelian hypers. These are represented in the
diagram by arrows with the text “RG” above them. Moving clock-wise from Dé\f]\}F J}LO in
the bottom left corner, the chain of dualities ends at DéVN—l,o — the duality of an ugly U (V)
theory. Further details of the duality web are summarized in Section 4.4. Discussions on
the gauging operations can be found in Section 3.1-Section 3.3, while the RG flows are
discussed in Section 4.1-Section 4.3.

Analogous to the 4d N' = 1 Seiberg duality, these IR dualities allow one to construct
RG flows between families of 3d N' =4 SCFTs and therefore lead to exact dualities. This
is briefly discussed in Section 4.5.

3d mirrors of U(N) SQCD with Abelian hypermultiplets

The theories T]\]]\; P have Lagrangian 3d mirrors for Ny > 2N — 1 and P > 1, and are
summarized in Table 2. The quivers are qualitatively different in the three regimes Ny >
2N, Ny = 2N and Ny = 2N — 1 as shown. The construction of these 3d mirrors are
discussed in Section 2.4. Given these 3d mirrors, one can readily write down the 3d mirrors
associated with the IR dual pairs listed in Table 1. These are summarized in Table 8 of
Section 3.4. We discussed earlier that some of the dualities D%f’ p are characterized by an
emergent Coulomb branch symmetry on one side of the duality. The 3d mirror associated
with such a duality D]JQf[f, p realizes this emergent Coulomb branch symmetry as a Higgs
branch global symmetry which is manifest in the UV Lagrangian.



T]\]f\; _p theory 3d mirror

T 1 1
1 0—@- 1
o o o o eo-e
Ny >2N and P > 1 o2 3 N N 3.2 1
1 1 1

Nf=2N and P> 1

Ny=2N —1land P>1

Ny=2N—-1land P=1

Table 2: Summary of the 3d mirrors for the 7'1\1,\;,}; theories, with Ny > 2N —1 and P > 1. The
chain of U(1) gauge nodes contains P > 1 nodes.

1.2 Preview of the upcoming papers

This paper is the first in a series of papers on 3d N = 4 Seiberg-like IR dualities. Below,
we present a brief outline of the contents of these papers.

e 3d N =4 IR N-ality: In the second paper [12], we show that a large class of 3d
N = 4 quiver gauge theories consisting of unitary and special unitary gauge nodes
with fundamental /bifundamental matter can have multiple Seiberg-like IR duals. We
will refer to this phenomenon as N-ality. The dualities discussed in this paper play a
crucial role in the construction of these N-alities. A quiver from the aforementioned
class will generically have a large emergent Coulomb branch symmetry in the IR.
Similar to what we discussed above, the rank of the IR symmetry is greater than
that of the UV symmetry and the former becomes UV-manifest in one or more of the
dual theories. For certain special families of quivers, one can read off the emergent
symmetry algebra itself from one or more of the dual quivers.

e 3d Lagrangians of Argyres-Douglas theories: The phenomenon of IR N-ality
has interesting consequences for 4d Argyres-Douglas theories of a very large class.
In the third paper [13], we show that the 3d SCFT, obtained by circle-reducing a
given Argyres-Douglas theory of this type, can be associated to multiple 3d N = 4



quiver gauge theories which are related by IR N-ality. This allows one to realize the
4d Higgs branch of the Argyres-Douglas theory in terms of a hyperkahler quotient
construction in more than one way. This construction also gives a way of arriving
at the 3d mirror associated with the 4d SCF'T, which is different from the standard
class S construction of these mirrors.

e Mapping extended and local operators: For the IR dualities studied in this
paper as well as for the N-alities discussed in upcoming papers, mapping the extended
BPS operators as well as the local BPS operators across a given duality provide a
much more refined understanding of the IR equivalence. In particular, these are
closely related to understanding the map of higher-form symmetries across a duality
(or N-ality) for cases where the dual pair does have such a symmetry. This is the
subject of the fourth paper [14].

2 U(N) SQCD with abelian hypermultiplets

In this section, we will study aspects of the IR physics of the theories 7']\1,\;7 p, 1.e. U(N)
SQCD with P > 1 abelian hypermultiplets of charge N, as shown in Fig. 1. We will
begin by discussing the classification of these theories into good, bad and ugly theories,
following the analysis of Gaiotto-Witten [8]. We will then study the Coulomb branch and
the Higgs branch Hilbert Series (HS) of the theories and discuss the global symmetries of
the respective branches of moduli spaces. Finally, we will discuss the construction of 3d
mirrors for these theories.

2.1 Quiver notation

In this work, we will be concerned with 3d N' = 4 quivers with U(N) and SU(N) gauge
nodes, fundamental /bifundamental matter and a given number of Abelian hypermultiplets
i.e. hypermultiplets charged under the determinant/anti-determinant representations of
the unitary gauge nodes. A representative quiver diagram that will be of interest to us is
given as follows:

F
Q°
A'ja a+1
o No+1 a2
]‘/[a ]\/[(H»Z

The different constituents of the quiver may be summarized as follows:

1. A black node @ with label N represents a U (V) gauge node.

2. A yellow node O with label N represents an SU(N) gauge node.



3. A black square box O with label F' represents F' hypermultiplets in the fundamental
representation of the gauge node it is attached to.

4. A thin black line connecting two gauge nodes is a bifundamental hypermultiplet, while
a thick black line with a label M denotes M such bifundamental hypermultiplets.

5. A blue square box O with label F' represents F' hypermultiplets in the determinant
representation of the unitary gauge node it is attached to.

6. A thin blue line connecting two or more unitary gauge nodes is an Abelian hyper-
multiplet associated with those gauge nodes. We show the respective charges {Q'}
explicitly to show whether the hypermultiplet transforms in the determinant or the
anti-determinant representation of the unitary gauge node i, i.e. Q' = £N; where
N; is the label of the unitary gauge node i. In the quiver diagram above, one has a
single Abelian hypermultiplet charged under the U(Ny), the U(N2) and the U(N,)
gauge nodes with charges (Q', Q% Q%) respectively. A thick blue line with a label
P denotes a collection of P such Abelian hypermultiplets. In the quiver diagram,
we have P Abelian hypermultiplets charged under the U(N;) and the U(N2) gauge
nodes with respective charges (@1, @2)

2.2 Monopole operators: The good, the bad and the ugly

A monopole operator in a 3d N = 4 gauge theory can be defined by introducing a Dirac
monopole singularity (labelled by a cocharacter a) for the gauge field and a singular con-
figuration for a single real adjoint scalar field in the vector multiplet at a given point on the
space-time manifold, while the other two real scalars remain regular. This configuration
preserves an N = 2 subalgebra of the full N' = 4 supersymmetry algebra. The choice of
the real adjoint scalar picks a subalgebra u(1)c = s0(2)c C $0(3)c = su(2)c, where su(2)c
is the Lie algebra of the R-symmetry group SU(2)c acting on the Coulomb branch. The
Lie algebra of the R-symmetry group U(1)g for the preserved N' = 2 subalgebra is then
given by u(1)r — a Cartan subalgebra of su(2)c @ su(2)n, where su(2)y is the Lie algebra
of the R-symmetry group SU(2)y acting on the Higgs branch. A standard choice of u(1)g
corresponds to the assignment of R-charge 1/2 to the complex scalars of the hypermultiplet
and 1 to the regular complex adjoint scalar in the vector multiplet. This will also be our
choice for the rest of this paper.

A given monopole operator breaks the gauge group G to a subgroup H(a). One can
turn on a constant background for the regular adjoint scalars in the Lie algebra h(a) of
the subgroup H(a) without breaking the N' = 2 subalgebra. The resultant configuration
is referred to as a “dressed monopole operator” while the configuration where the adjoint
scalar background is turned off is referred to as a “bare monopole operator”. The bare
monopole operator is uncharged under the standard U(1)g classically, but its R-charge
receives quantum-mechanical corrections of the following form:

an(a) = Aa) =~ Y Jafa)l+ 5 > Y Inila)l, (21)

aEAL i=1 p,ER;



where the first term is a contribution of the vector multiplets, and the second term is a
contribution of n hypermultiplets with the i-th hypermultiplet transforming in the repre-
sentation R; of the gauge group. In the deep IR, the 3d N' = 4 gauge theory generically
flows to an interacting SCF'T. The monopole operators are chiral operators with conformal
dimensions determined by the charges under a U(1) superconformal R-symmetry. If the
U(1)g defined above is the same as the superconformal U (1) symmetry, then the charge qr
in (2.1) gives the correct conformal dimension of the chiral operator in the IR SCFT. Such
a theory is referred to as a good theory. If the U(1)p is not the same as the superconformal
U(1), i.e. the U(1)r mixes with flavor symmetries in the IR, then the charge ¢r does not
give the correct IR conformal dimension. Such a theory is referred to as a bad theory.
Finally, a non-bad theory in the IR can be a product of a good theory and decoupled free
hypermultiplets whose complex scalar components have conformal dimension 1/2- such a
theory is referred to as an ugly theory.

Gaiotto-Witten gave a diagnostic for classifying 3d N/ = 4 gauge theories into good,
bad and ugly categories using the quantum-corrected U(1)g charges for the bare monopole
operators. If gp < % for one or more monopole operators, the identification of U (1) with
the superconformal U (1) will imply the existence of unitarity-violating chiral operators in
the SCFT. This can only be avoided if U(1)r mixes with flavor symmetries in the IR,
which implies that we have a bad theory. If gg > % for all monopole operators, with one
or more saturating the bound, then we have an ugly theory. If qgp > % for all monopole
operators, the theory in question is good. For a good theory, this analysis also allows us
to determine the enhanced global symmetry of the Coulomb branch if it exists. For uni-
tary gauge groups, a subgroup of the global symmetry is classically visible as topological
U(1) symmetries. However, in the IR, additional conserved currents may appear leading
to an enhancement of the global symmetry. In the SCFT, conserved currents appear in a
superconformal multiplet whose lowest component is a chiral operator with R-charge 1. If
the UV and the IR R-symmetries are identical, which is indeed the case for good theories,
a global symmetry generator will be present in the IR SCFT for every monopole operator
with gz = 1. Finding the complete set of gz = 1 monopole operators, therefore, allows one
to compute the Lie algebra of the enhanced global symmetry group of the Coulomb branch.

Let us now consider the classification of the ij,\;’ p theories into good, bad and ugly
theories, following our discussion above. The R-charge and the conformal dimension of a
monopole operator labelled by a cocharacter a in the theory T]\J,\; p is given as :

N N
an(@) = A@) =L Sl + DI wl— Y lai—ag (22)
% =1

1<i<j<N

N N

Ny —2N +2 P

= > il + S 1wl D (il + gl — lai — a),
i i=1 1<i<j<N

(2.3)

where in the second step, we have written the RHS as a sum of three terms, the last two
of which are positive semi-definite. To begin with, note that for Ny > 2N, A(a)|min > 1.

~10 -



This implies that there are no unitarity-violating operators with A < %, or operators with
A= % which decouple as free sectors in the IR, i.e. these theories are good in the Gaiotto-
Witten sense. In addition, there are no monopole operators with A = 1, which implies that
the Coulomb branch global symmetry algebra is simply u(1) associated with the topological
U(1) symmetry.

For Ny = 2N, the monopole operators (+1,0,...,0) have conformal dimension A =
1+ g, while the operator (1,—1,0,...,0) has conformal dimension A = 2. The monopole
operator with the minimal dimension is therefore determined by P. In any case, there are
no operators with A = 1, which implies that the Coulomb branch global symmetry is again
u(l).

For Ny = 2N —1, the conformal dimensions of the monopole operators satisfy A(a)|min >
%. The conformal dimension of the operators (+1,0,...,0) is A = % + g, while that of
(1,-1,0,...,0) is A = 1. In contrast to the standard U(N) SQCD with Ny = 2N — 1,
this is a good theory for all P > 1. For P = 1, there are three generators (in addition to
the generator of the topological U(1) symmetry) with A = 1 which lead to an enhanced
su(2) @ u(1l) algebra in the IR. For P > 1, there is only one additional generator with
A =1, resulting in an u(1) @ u(1l) global symmetry in the IR. Note that this symmetry
enhancement is different from the more familiar global symmetry enhancements in U(N)
SQCD with Ny = 2N flavors (or a linear quiver with a set of balanced unitary gauge
nodes), where the Cartan subalgebra of the full global symmetry is visible classically, and
the IR enhancement gives a larger symmetry group with the same rank as visible in the
UV. In our case, only a subalgebra of the full Cartan is manifest in the UV. Symmetry
enhancements of this type are common in orthosymplectic quiver gauge theories and are
associated with the so-called hidden FI parameters. Here, we encounter a case where hid-
den FT parameters are present in a theory with a unitary gauge group, albeit with these
Abelian hypermultiplets.

For Ny = 2N — 2, the operators (£1,0,...,0) have dimension A = g, while the op-
erator (1,—1,0,...,0) has A = 0. For Ny < 2N — 2, one has operators with A < 0. The

theories with Ny < 2N — 2 are therefore bad theories in the Gaiotto-Witten sense.

To summarize, the TJ\J,\; p theories can be classified in terms of their IR properties as
follows:

1. For Ny > 2N — 1, the theories T]\J,\;P are good for all P > 1.

2. For Ny > 2N — 1, the Coulomb branch global symmetry algebra in the IR coincides
with the u(1) algebra associated with the topological U(1) symmetry visible in the
UV.

3. For Ny = 2N —1, the Coulomb branch global symmetry algebra in the IR is enhanced
to su(2) @ u(1) and u(1) @ u(1) for the cases P =1 and P > 1 respectively. We will
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discuss the global structure of the symmetry in the next section and show that the
correct global symmetry for P =1 is in fact SO(3) x U(1).

4. There are no ugly theories for any range of Ny and P, i.e. there are no A = %

operators in theories which do not have unitary-violating operators as well.

5. For Ny < 2N — 1, the ijf\]’c’P theories are bad, for any P.

In the rest of the paper, we will only focus on the good theories, i.e. Ny > 2N —1
with different choices of the integer P.

2.3 Hilbert Series: Coulomb/Higgs branch global symmetries

In this section, we will compute the Coulomb branch and the Higgs branch Hilbert Series
(HS) of the T]\J[\; _p theories (see App. C for a brief review of these observables), and discuss
the global symmetries of the respective branches including global structures. In particular,
we will check our predictions on Coulomb branch global symmetries in Section 2.2.

Let us first consider the Coulomb branch HS for the theory T]\],\; p» given as

%y (tw) = 3 w? Xt @ (@) Pt a), (2.4)

TN
Ny, P
aj>a2>...2anN>—00

Ny & p
A(a):TfZ|ai\+5|2ai|—2|ai—aj|, (2.5)
=1 =1

1<j

where the factor Py, explicitly given by the formula in (C.3), accounts for the dressing
of the bare monopole operator by gauge invariant combinations of the adjoint scalar for
the residual gauge group H(a) left unbroken by the flux a. In addition, we have turned on
a fugacity w for the topological U(1) symmetry. For concreteness, let us focus on the case
of N =2and P =1: the unrefined HS (i.e. setting the fugacity w = 1) and the associated
plethystic logarithms are summarized in Table 3 for Ny = 2N + 2,2N + 1,2N,2N — 1, i.e
Ny =6,5,4,3.

| Theory | 7°%) \ PL[ZC ()] |
76271 T4t 426 +26%2 4 26° 4 4t/ 4 at* + O(t%%) | t+ 12+ 2672 4+ 207/2 4% — 265 — 17 — 2'%/2 4 O(4*/?)
7}31 1+t + 482 + 783 +13t* + 20t° + 33t° + O(t") t+3t2 +3t3 — 265 — 3t5 + O(¢%)
i 14t 42632 + 362 + 4t°/% 4+ 6t + 8t7/% + O(t*) 2632 4 202 4 2652 — 2t — 2192 — 1> + O(19)
75271 1+ 4t + 13t% 4 28t + 55t* 4+ 92t° + 147t° + O(t") 4t + 3t2 — 483 4+ 48° — 6t° + O(t®)

Table 3: Coulomb branch HS and the associated plethystic logarithm for 7_1\21f,1 for Ny = 6,5,4,3.

Note that for the cases Ny = 6,5, 4, the HS has a O(t) term with coefficient 1, which
corresponds to the classically manifest U(1) global symmetry of the Coulomb branch. Also
note that, in contrast to the U(NN) SQCD, the Coulomb branch of the theory Tf\jf\;f is
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generically not a complete intersection — the plethystic logarithm of the Hilbert Series does
not terminate after a finite number of terms unless N = 1.

Let us now focus on the case Ny = 3 for which we expect an enhancement in the
global symmetry. The HS in this case, refined by the UV-manifest U(1) fugacity, has the
following form :

I (tw) = 1+t ([2]w + 1) + 2 ([4]w 42020y + 2) 43 ([8]w 4 2[6]w + 4[]y + 3[2]w + 3)
(2.6)

where we have written down the coefficients of the series in terms of characters of repre-
sentations of su(2) @ u(1). Note that we denote the character of a spin-s representation
of su(2) as [2s],. The appearance of integer spins only implies that the correct global
symmetry is SU(2)/Zy x U(1) = SO(3) x U(1). The coefficient of the O(t) term shows
how the 4 conserved currents are assembled as representations of SO(3) x U(1).

Next, consider the Higgs branch HS for the theory T]\],\; _p» which can be written in the
following form [15]:

N Ny

].— dz (]
I%\;’ (z,m,y) = ?) 7|§z|1H Z; 1;[1— 1—952 l_Ilkl_IlHi 1/2»?7# 5)
1F] 7 S
1
: 2.7
Xll_{sl_[i x1/2 Hf\il Zi)syl_s) &1)

with z is the U(1)g fugacity and p,y are the flavor fugacities for the fundamental hypers
and the abelian hypers respectively. We would like to emphasize that the refined HS is a
function of Ny + P — 1 flavor symmetry fugacities only, corresponding to an overall U(1)
being factored out. The integration is performed over a contour given by the union of the
unit circles |z;| = 1, Vi. For concreteness, let us focus on N = 2 — the unrefined Higgs
branch HS (i.e. setting the fugacities p,y = 1) for Ny =5,4,3 and P = 1,2 are shown in
Table 4. In particular, note that the coefficient of the O(z) term gives the dimension of
the adjoint representation of the Lie algebra gg = su(Ny) ® su(P) @ u(1) associated with
the Higgs branch global symmetry group Gy.

2.4 Three dimensional mirrors

In this section, we will construct the three dimensional mirror of a given theory T]\],\; P for
Ny >2N —1 and P > 1. The 3d mirror can be constructed by implementing an Abelian
S-type operation [16] on a pair (X,Y") of linear quivers with unitary gauge groups where
the theory Y is a U (V) theory with Ny flavors. The details of the mirror quiver X changes
with Ny, and one should consider the three cases Ny > 2N, Ny = 2N, and Ny = 2N — 1
separately. Consider the case Ny > 2N — the pair (X,Y") are shown in the first row of
Fig. 3. The quiver X has a gauge group G = [[* U (i) x U(N)Nr—2N+1 x Hévz_ll U(N —j)
with bifundamental hypermultiplets and a single fundamental hypermultiplet each for the
gauge nodes U(N); and U(N)Nf,gNH.
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’ Theory ‘ TH () PL[ZH ()]
7'5?1 1+ 25z + 20232 4+ 30022 4 3702%/2 + O(2®) | 25z + 20232 — 2522 — 1302%/2 — 862° + O(27/?)
7}32 14 28z + 402%/2 + 38022 4 8202°/2 + O(2®) | 28z + 402>/? — 262% — 300z°/2 — 4962° 4+ O(z7/?)
7}31 14 162 + 12232 + 12022 4 1402°/2 + O(2®) | 16z + 122°%/2 — 1622 — 522°/% — 32° + O(z"/?)
722 1419z 4 242/% + 17322 4 3282°/2 + O(2®) | 19z + 242%/% — 172% — 1282°/2 — 1452° + O(z7/?)
75271 1+ 9z + 6232 4 3622 + 362°/2 4+ O(z®) 9z 4 6232 — 922 — 182%/2 + O(z®)
75%2 14 12z 4 122%/2 + 6822 + 962°/% + O(z®) 122 + 122%/2 — 102% — 482°/% — 262° + O(27/?)

Table 4: Higgs branch HS and the associated plethystic logarithm for 72 ;.p for Ny =5,4,3 and

P=1,2.

1 01 1
1D—00—1 1
1 2 3 N N 3 2 1

(TP

=

(Y)

S}

Ny
(T3P

Figure 3: The construction of the 3d mirror for TI\J;\;YP for Ny > 2N and P > 1. The number of
gauge nodes in the chain of U(1) nodes is P. The S-type operation O is a composition of P flavoring-
gauging operations. The dual operation O amounts to attaching P hypermultiplets charged in the

determinant representation of the gauge group U(N).

Given the quiver X, one implements an S-type operation of the flavoring-gauging type
at the U(1) flavor node (marked in red) of X which gives the quiver TK,\]{ 1 (see the quiver

diagram 7~']\],\; _p on the bottom left-hand corner of Fig. 3). On the dual side, this operation
involves attaching a single abelian hypermultiplet to the U(N) gauge node of the theory Y,

which gives the quiver T]{[\J[c 1- In the next step, one implements another flavoring-gauging

operation at the U(1) flavor node attached to the U(1) gauge node in 7~‘]\J,\;1 for which the
dual operation involves attaching another abelian hypermultiplet to the U(N) gauge node

of T]\]X‘ 1 giving the quiver 7']\],\; - Repeating the procedure P times, one obtains the mirror

pairs on the bottom row of Fig. 3.
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The basic data of the 3d mirror symmetry can be checked as follows. Firstly, one can
check that the moduli space dimensions agree:

(7%),p)

(T8 p)
dim M N

(T (T8,.p)
== dlm MH Nf7P Nf’P

=NN;+P—N?  dimMy = dim M, = N.
(2.8)
The theory T]\J,\; p has a u(1) Coulomb branch global symmetry algebra which is realized
in the theory 73@; p as the u(1) Higgs branch global symmetry algebra associated with
the two fundamental hypers on different gauge nodes. The su(Ny) @ su(P) @ u(1) algebra

of the Higgs branch for 7']\],\; p arises as the Coulomb branch global symmetry algebra of

71]\],\;713. The latter can be read off as follows. The tail of U(1) gauge nodes has P — 1
balanced nodes and a single unbalanced node giving a factor su(P) @ u(1). In addition, an
su(Ny) factor arises from the subquiver with Ny — 1 balanced nodes. Finally, as discussed
in [16], one can implement the aforementioned S-type operations using sphere partition
function and superconformal index, thereby checking the 3d mirror symmetry in terms of
these observables. The partition function computation is summarized in App. D, while the
superconformal index computation works out in an analogous fashion.

For Ny = 2N, the 3d mirror X of Y is a quiver gauge theory with gauge group
G = [1X'UG) x UN) x Hj\;l U(N — j) with bifundamentals and two fundamental
hypermultiplets for the U(N) gauge node. Following the same construction as above, one
can engineer the 3d mirror of T]\J,\; _p» which is shown in Fig. 4. The matching of moduli
space dimensions and global symmetries work out in a similar fashion as above.

(TN.p)

Figure 4: The 3d mirror of the theory 75\ p.

Finally, for Ny = 2N — 1, the theory Y is ugly and has a Seiberg-like dual involving
the theory 7'2]]\]\,:1170 —a U(N —1) theory with 2N — 1 fundamental hypers, and a decoupled
twisted hyper. The theory X, which is the 3d mirror of Y, is therefore given by the 3d
mirror of 7’2]]\\7,:11’0 and a decoupled 7’11,0 theory. Using an appropriate S-type operation, one
can again construct the 3d mirror of 7'2%111 p — the resultant quiver is given in Fig. 5. For
the P > 1 case, the number of U(1) gauge nodes in the quiver tail attached to one of the
U(N — 1) gauge nodes is P.
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Figure 5: The 3d mirror of the theort ’7'2%,1,}3 for P > 1 is shown on top. The mirror for P =1
is given on the bottom.

In this case, it is particularly interesting to check how the Coulomb branch global
symmetry of 7;%111 p is realized as the Higgs branch global symmetry of the 3d mirror,
since we know thafj the former is enhanced in the IR. From the quiver in Fig. 5, one
can check that this enhanced symmetry is realized as UV-manifest global symmetry. For
P > 1, the Higgs branch global symmetry is u(1) @ u(1), as expected. For P = 1, the global
symmetry is su(2) @ u(1), which is precisely what we found in Section 2.2 and Section 2.3.
The Higgs branch global symmetry of 7'2%111 p matches with the Coulomb branch of the
3d mirror in a fashion similar to the cases studied above.

3 Dualities for U(N) SQCD with abelian hypermultiplets

In this section, we state the dualities for the T]\],\; _p quiver gauge theories and perform
various checks on the proposed dualities, which includes matching the sphere partition
functions and the Coulomb/Higgs branch Hilbert Series. In addition, for a given IR dual,
we will determine the associated 3d mirror.

3.1 Duality DéVNHJ : Ny=2N+1land P=1

The proposed IR duality DéVN 411 (the subscript indicating that we have a one-parameter
family of dualities for generic N and P = 1), shown in Fig. 6, involves the following theories:

e Theory 7: U(N) gauge theory with Ny = 2N + 1 fundamental hypers and a single
Abelian hypermultiplet of charge N. In the notation of the previous section, this
corresponds to the theory 7'2]]\[\[ 411

e Theory 7V: SU(N + 1) gauge theory with Ny = 2N + 1 fundamental hypers.
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N N+1
1
2N +1 2N +1
(T) (TY)

Figure 6: IR duality involving a 73\, 1 theory and an SU(N + 1) theory with 2N + 1 flavors.

Moduli space data ‘ Theory T ‘ Theory TV ‘
dim My N2+ N+1 N2+ N+1
dim Mg N N

on su(2N + 1)@ u(l) | su(2N +1) @ u(l)
gc u(l) u(l)

Table 5: The matching of moduli space data for the proposed dual pair.

To begin with, note that both theories are good in the Gaiotto-Witten sense. For the
theory 7, since Ny > 2N, this follows from the discussion in Section 2.2, while we will
show below that this is true for the 7V theory. The dimensions of the Coulomb and the
Higgs branches as well as the respective global symmetry algebras have been summarized
in Table 5. Let us first discuss the matching of global symmetries. The matching of the
Higgs branch global symmetry can be readily checked from the quivers. The theory TV
has a su(2N + 1) @ u(1) algebra arising from the fundamental hypermultiplets, since the
gauge group is special unitary. The theory 7 has a global symmetry su(2N + 1) @ u(1),
where the su(2N + 1) factor and the u(1) factor arise from the fundamental hypers and the
single Abelian hyper respectively for a unitary gauge group. The matching of the Coulomb
branch global symmetry, however, is non-trivial. The theory T does have a topological
u(1) symmetry manifest in the UV Lagrangian, while the theory 7 does not. For TV, the
u(1l) symmetry arises as an emergent symmetry in the IR. Recall that the R-charge of a
bare monopole operator for the SU(N + 1) theory, labelled by a GNO charge p, are given
as:

N+1
ON +1
Alp) =——5— > _Inil -

> lpi =y,

1<j

Z pi =0,
N+1 Z

:% Z |pil +
(2

> (il + Ipsl = |pi — ps))- (3.1)

1<j

1
27
theory. The spectrum has a single A = 1 operator labelled by p = (1,0,...,0,—1) — this

The spectrum has no monopole operators with R-charge A < 5, and is therefore a good

monopole operator is therefore associated with the generator of the u(1) global symmetry
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algebra in the IR.

The duality DL 41,1 can be derived from the following 3d Seiberg-like duality [7] by a
well-defined QFT operation. A U(N,) gauge theory with Ny = 2N.—1 fundamental hypers,
being an ugly theory in the Gaiotto-Witten sense, factorizes in the IR into an interacting
SCFT and a single twisted hypermultiplet. The SCFT has a good UV description as a
U(N.—1) gauge theory with Ny = 2N, — 1 fundamental hypers. An SU(N.) gauge theory
with Ny = 2N.—1 flavors can be obtained from the corresponding U (N.) theory by gauging
the U(1) topological symmetry. On the dual side, the gauging operation leads to a U(N.—1)
gauge theory with Ny = 2N, — 1 fundamental hypers and a single Abelian hypermultiplet.
For N. = N + 1, this reproduces the duality in Fig. 6. Let us demonstrate this operation
using the round three-sphere partition function®. The 3d Seiberg-like duality translates to
the following identity [7] in terms of the sphere partition function (for a slightly different
derivation see Appendix B):

627rz77Trm

Ne Ne—1
Z,TQchl,O(m?T,) :( ) .Z7’2NC71,0(m7 _7])

cosh

/ d 627”'770 ZT2]1\<76711 0( )
= g . c—4, m. —
coshm(oc — Trm) .

— 270 (Trm, ) - ZTNe-10 (m, —1), (3.2)

where Trm = Zfiv f_l m;. The partition function of the SU(N,) theory can be obtained
from the partition function of the unitary theory on the LHS by integrating over the FI

parameter 7, i.e.
[Tk sinh? 7(s; — sg)

[T T2 coshim(s; —my)
(3.3)

ZSUNe) 2Ne=1 () — / dn Z7~2]1\<70671,0(m’ n) :/[ds]5(TrS)

Integrating both sides of the identity (3.2) over n, we get

minTrm 2 L
ZSU(Ne), 2N () :/ dn (62 T ) /[da] o—2rinTro ;< sinh® 7(o; — o)
cosh Hchl Hchfl

oy coshm(oj —my)
:/ [do] dn (GQWiW(TYm—TrU)) [Tk sinh? 7(0; — o)
cosh 7 HNC_1 H?i\ff_l coshm(oj —my)

=1

j=1
_/ do] 1 [Tk sinh? 7(a; — o) (3.4)
coshm(Tro — Trm) HjV:fl_l H?ivf_l coshm(oj — mi) '

where the final form of the matrix integral on the RHS can be identified as the partition
function of a U(N, — 1) theory with 2N, — 1 fundamental hypers and a single Abelian
hypermultiplet. Finally, setting N. = N + 1, we obtain the following relation between the
partition functions of the theories (7,7 ") in Fig. 6:

z(T) (m, mup = Trm,n =0) = Z(TV)(m), (3.5)

3The operation can be performed in terms of the superconformal index in an analogous fashion.
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where m,y, is the real mass for the Abelian hypermultiplet. Note that the equality of the
partition functions holds only when the FI parameter of the U(/N) vector multiplet is tuned
to zero. This is expected since the SU(NN + 1) theory does not have a U(1) topological
symmetry for which one can turn on a chemical potential in the UV.

In the expression on the RHS of (3.4), note that all the masses in the U(V) theory
can be shifted by a real parameter without changing the partition function relation. The
2N + 1 masses for the SU(N + 1) gauge theory and the 2N + 1 independent masses for
the U(N) gauge theory live in the Cartan subalgebra of the respective Higgs branch global
symmetry algebra su(2N + 1) & u(1).

The SU(N + 1) theory has a U(1)p baryonic symmetry, under which the fundamental
hypermultiplets are charged. To see how this symmetry maps across the duality, we need to
rewrite partition function identity in a slightly different fashion. Let us first reparametrize
the real masses of the SU(N) theory in a way that makes the Higgs branch global symmetry

algebra su(2N + 1) @ u(1)p manifest, i.e. m; 1= p; + ﬁu’,w such that Trpe = 0. The
N+1
2N+1

This normalization ensures that the baryons and anti-baryons of the SU (N +1) theory have

parameter ' = Trm can then be identified as the real mass for the u(1)p algebra.

u(1)p charges +1 respectively. The partition function identity (3.5) can then be written as

‘12
ZSU(N+1),2N+1(M’ i) :/[da] 1 Hj<k sinh® 7(0; — oy) ,
cosh 7(

2N+1 N 2N 1
Tro — (le ),u/) [[=, [Ti=i" coshm(oj — pi — §57)

=77 (' = 0), (3.6)

from which the u(1)p charges of the fundamental hypers and the Abelian hypers in the
theory 7'2]]\[\, +1,1 can be read off. Using the property that the matrix integral is invariant
under uniform translations of o, one can check that the u(1)p charges can be shifted in
the following fashion:

Qf?md — Qf]ind —dq, Qﬁ) — Qﬁ) —Ng, (37)

where Qfmd, QaBb are the u(1)p charges for the fundamental hypers and the Abelian hyper
respectively, and ¢ is a rational number. Gauging this baryonic symmetry leads us back to
the original Seiberg-like duality that we started with, as one might expect.

A second check of the duality DéVN +1,1 can be performed by comparing the Coulomb
branch and Higgs branch Hilbert Series of the two dual theories. In particular, the matching
of the Coulomb branch Hilbert Series is non-trivial given the emergent global symmetry
for the SU(N + 1) theory. Following the general procedure in [17] (reviewed in App. C.1),
the agreement between the Hilbert Series for the theories 7 and 7 can be checked for any
N — the specific cases of N = 1,2,3 are worked out in App. C.1. Consider, for example,
the case of N = 2, where one can check that

I%l(t) = TGy 5(t) = 1+ 1+ 487 + 765 + 1361 + 2067 + 33t + 451" + O (1), (3.8)
PL[I%%l(t)] = PL[Z§y(3)5(t)] = t +3¢° + 3% — 2° — 3t° + O(t%), (3.9)
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The existence of the emergent u(1) algebra can be read off from the O(t) term of the HS
for the SU(3) theory, while the O(t) term in the plethystic logarithm corresponds to the
associated monopole operator with conformal dimension 1. It is instructive to compare this
with the HS and the associated plethystic logarithm for an SU(3) theory with 6 flavors
(i.e. Ny >2N,—1):

PLIZG () 6(t)] = 207 4 3t% 4+ 2t* + 47 — 10 — 27 — 3¢° — 2 +- O ("), (3.10)

where the absence of an O(t) term indicates that the Coulomb branch global symmetry of
the theory is trivial.

In contrast to the U(NN) theory with 2N + 1 flavors (or any Ny > 2N), the Coulomb
branch of the theory 7 is not a complete intersection (except for the case N = 1), since
the PL of the Hilbert Series gives an infinite series. The Coulomb branch of the theory 7
is also not a complete intersection unless N = 1.

Similarly, the agreement of the Higgs branch Hilbert Series (reviewed in App. C.2) for

the dual theories (7, 7") can be checked for any N. For example, for the case of N = 2,
one gets:

I%l (x) = I8 5 5(x) = 1+ 252 + 2022 4 3002® + 3702°> + O(a%), (3.11)

PL[I%l(x)] = PLIZ{) ) 5(2)] = 252 + 2022 — 252% — 1302°/% — 862® + O(27/?), (3.12)

where the O(x) term gives the dimension of the adjoint representation of the Lie algebra
gu = su(b) ®u(l).

3.2 Duality D§VN7P : Ny=2Nand P>1

The proposed IR duality DéVN’ p (the subscript indicating that we have a two-parameter
family of dualities for generic N and P) is the self-duality of the theory ’7'2]]\(, p —aU(N)
gauge theory with Ny = 2N and P Abelian hypermultiplets, as shown in Fig. 7. The
Higgs branch global symmetry algebra gy = su(2N) @ su(P) @ u(1) can be read off from
the quiver. The Coulomb branch global symmetry algebra is gc = u(1) arises from the
topological symmetry of the unitary gauge group. In contrast to the case of a U(N) SQCD
with 2N fundamental flavors, the global symmetry is not enhanced to an su(2) for any
P > 1, as we discussed in Section 2.2.

The self-duality of the theory 7'211\7\,1 can be derived from the dual pair in Fig. 6 by giving
a large real mass to one of the fundamental hypers in the theory 7-2]1VV 41,1 and reading off
the correct low energy effective theory on the dual side. We will perform this exercise
in Section 4.1. For now, we simply check this duality using the three-sphere partition
function. The starting point is the following identity for a U(N) gauge theory with 2N
fundamental flavors (reviewed in App. A) :

270 (m, ) = 2730 (m, —), (3.13)

where m are the fundamental masses satisfying ZZZI mg = 0, and 7 is the FI parameter.
The theory 7,3, ; can be obtained from TQJJVVO by identifying the U(1) gauge group of a 7’11,0
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2N

(7)

Figure 7: A self-dual theory 75\ p.

theory (i.e. U(1) with a single flavor) with the central U(1) subgroup of the U(N) gauge
group in TQJJVV’O. This amounts to gauging a diagonal combination of the two topological
U(1) symmetries in 7’1170 and TQJJVV’O respectively. At the level of the partition function, the
operation can be implemented as follows. Let n = % (n+ +n—), and one can readily check
that

278 ) = [ g 20t P T8, (22,

2 2
(n4—n_)

27 u

e 2 g (14 H12) .
:/ dn_ / dUm /[do’] e<™ 2 ro Zlijlvogp((f?m)

d e27ri77+Trcr 7,2%0
) “1-10 3.14
/ [ 0] cosh 7r(Tra' — m/) 1—loop (07 m), ( )

where m/’ is the real mass associated with the Abelian hypermultiplet. Using the identity
(3.13), one can then show that:

Z7'21X],l (m, m,’ 7’]) = Z7'21X1,l (m, _m/, —’r])’ (315)

confirming the self-duality of the theory. Written in this form, it is evident that imple-
menting the duality twice gives back the original theory. By a simple change of variables
on both sides, the above equation can be rewritten in the following form:

275 (1, map, = Tep, ) = / [do] e A (o, 1) = ZTiNa (! gy, = Tepd!, —n)
’ ’ cosh (Tro — Trp/) ~1-leopt™” ’ T

(3.16)
where the masses p are unconstrained, i.e. in particular Trp # 0, and the masses p' are
related to u as follows:

1
,ufl:,ua—NTru, a=1,...,2N. (3.17)

In the next step, the theory 7'2]]\(,2 can be obtained by gauging a diagonal combination of the
two topological U (1) symmetries in ’7‘2]]\7\771 and another copy of 711’0. Repeating the operation
P times (or simply introducing a ’T]%_LO theory on both sides of (3.15) and gauging the
diagonal U(1)), we have the partition function identity

ZTNp (m, mi® ) = ZTNe (m, —mi®, —), (3.18)

- 21 —



where {m?b}lzlw., p are the masses of the Abelian hypermultiplets. The above equation
implies that the theory 7'2]]\\7, p is self-dual. Alternatively, one could have constructed ’7'2]]\[\, P
by gauging a diagonal combination of the topological U(1) symmetries in TQJ]VV,O and in TFI’,O
(a U(1) gauge theory with P fundamental hypers). Starting from the identity (3.13), the
operation leads to the same result as above.

One can obtain another interesting duality from the P = 1 duality in Fig. 7 by gauging
the topological U(1) symmetry. It is convenient for this purpose to rewrite the partition
function identity (3.15) after a simple change of variables in the following form:

1 1
ZEIIVVJ(m N m'1,0,n) = ZTZ]JVVJ(m + N m'1,0,—n). (3.19)

Gauging the topological U(1) now amounts to integrating over the FI parameter 7 on both
sides of the identity. This leads to the new identity:

1 1
ZSU(N),zN(m -5 m'1) = ZSU(N)QN(m + v m'1), (3.20)

which we interpret as the self-duality of an SU(N) gauge theory with Ny = 2N. From
the above expression, m’ can be identified as the real mass of the baryonic symmetry. The
duality acts by changing the sign of the baryonic charge of the fundamental hypermultiplet.
This duality was proposed in [18] by a dimensional reduction argument from the 4d SU(N)
theory with Ny = 2N which is known to be self-dual. From our perspective, this duality
is a straightforward consequence of the duality in Fig. 7.

3.3 Duality Dy _; p: Ny=2N —1and P> 1

The proposed IR duality DéVN_l p (the subscript indicating that we have a two-parameter
family of dualities for generic N and P), shown in Fig. 8, involves the following theories:

e Theory 7: U(N) gauge theory with 2N — 1 fundamental hypers and P > 1 Abelian
hypermultiplets, i.e. the theory TQJJVV_LP.

e Theory 7V: U(1) x U(N — 1) gauge theory with 1 and 2N — 1 fundamental hypers
respectively, and P Abelian hypermultiplet with charge (1,—(N — 1)) under the
U(1) x U(N — 1) gauge group *.

Let us first discuss the duality for P = 1. Note that both theories are good in the
Gaiotto-Witten sense. For the theory T = TQ]]VV_LI, we have already discussed this fact in
the previous section. We will show below that this is true for the 7 theory. The dimensions
of the Coulomb and the Higgs branches as well as the respective global symmetries have
been summarized in Table 6. The matching of the Higgs branch global symmetry can be
readily checked from the quivers. The matching of the Coulomb branch global symmetry,

“The Abelian hypermultiplet is constituted of a chiral multiplet with charges (1, —(N — 1)) and a chiral
multiplet in the complex conjugate representation, i.e. with charges (—1, N —1).
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N 1 N-—-1
» (L-(V 1))
P
2N -1 1 2N -1
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Figure 8: IR duality involving the 75%_; p theory and the quiver gauge theory 7.

however, is non-trivial. The theory 7 has a topological u(1) symmetry manifest in the UV
Lagrangian, but the global symmetry algebra in the IR is enhanced to su(2) @ u(1) as we
have seen in Section 2.2. The theory 7V has a manifest u(1) @ u(1) symmetry algebra,
which corresponds to the correct Cartan subalgebra of su(2) @ u(1). In addition, since the
U(1) gauge node is balanced and the U(N
that the symmetry is enhanced to su(2) @ u(1) in the IR. One can check that this intuition

— 1) node is overbalanced, one might expect

is indeed correct from the spectrum of monopole operators in the 7 theory:

N-1

2N
A(m,p) = !m|+ m =" pil + lez\—ZIpz pil, (3.21)
=1 1<J
!m\+ szH Z\MHZM%HI% pil),  (3:22)

1<j

where m and p are GNO fluxes for the U(1) and U(N —

The spectrum has no monopole operators with conformal dimensions A < %, and is there-

1) gauge groups respectively.

fore a good theory. The spectrum has two operators with A = 1 labelled by the fluxes
m = £1,p = 0 which together with the generator of the topological symmetry associated
with the U(1) gauge node gives an su(2) algebra in the IR. Together with the generator of
the topological symmetry associated with the U(N — 1) gauge group, these generate the
su(2) ®u(1) global symmetry algebra. The fact that the global symmetry group is actually
SO(3) xU(1) can be read off from the refined Coulomb branch Hilbert Series of the theory

TY.

’ Moduli space data ‘ Theory T ‘ Theory T ‘
dim My N?—-N+1 N?—-N+1
dim M¢ N N
08 su(2N —1) @ u(l) | su(2N —1) @ u(l)
gc su(2) ®u(1) su(2) e u(1)
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Table 6: The matching of moduli space data for the proposed dual pair in Fig. 8 for P = 1.



For P > 1, the dual theories are again good in the Gaiotto-Witten sense. We already
discussed this in Section 2.2 for the theory T = 75%_1’ p, while for the 7V one can check this
directly from the R-charges of monopole operators. The moduli space data for the duality,
including the global symmetries are summarized in Table 7. As before, the matching of the
Higgs branch global symmetry can be readily checked from the quivers. For the Coulomb
branch, the theory 7 has a topological u(1) symmetry manifest in the UV Lagrangian,
but the global symmetry algebra in the IR is enhanced to u(1) @ u(1). For the theory 7,
this global symmetry is manifest in the UV as the u(1) @ u(1) algebra associated with the
topological symmetry of the two unitary gauge nodes.

Moduli space data ‘ Theory T ‘ Theory TV ‘
dim Mg N2—-N+P N?2—-N+P
dim Mg N N
gH su(2N — 1) @ su(P)du(l) | su(2N — 1) & su(P) ¢ u(l)
gc u(l) ®u(1) u(l) ®u(l)

Table 7: The matching of moduli space data for the proposed dual pair in Fig. 8 for generic
P>1

The duality in Fig. 8 for P = 1 can be derived by an RG flow argument starting from
the duality DéVN 41,1 in Fig. 6, which we discuss in Section 4. In this section, we show that
this duality (for generic P > 1) can be obtained from the Seiberg-like duality of the ugly
U(N) theory discussed earlier by a simple QFT operation. Recall that the ugly U(N)
theory (i.e. the theory 7'2]]\7\,7170) is dual to the theory 7'2]]\\[,__1170 and a decoupled 7'1170 theory.
The theory T = 7'21}\7,71, p can be constructed by gauging a diagonal U(1) subgroup of the
U(1) topological symmetries of the theory 7'21]\\7,7170 and the theory 7}70. In terms of the
three-sphere partition function, this can be explicitly written as

2T (m i) = / . ZT;,o(mAb,M) Zn%_l,o(m’w)

2 2
M ( + ) .
nyt+n—
/dn /dul_[ Coshﬂ-(u ml ) /[ds] 2mi—5—=Trs ZIQII\E)O;()(.S?m)
=1 — My
27rm7+Trs TN
= dS Z 2N—1,0 S,m . 323
/[ ] Hlpzl COShT((TrS _ mgb) 1—loop ( ) ( )

The dual theory can be read off by using the identity (3.2) to substitute ZTiN-10 in the
first line of the above equation, which gives:

2T (m, i) = / dn 2T (man, Y)Y 7T o g, (2D

2 2
- / dn ZTho (man, W;ﬁ—)) 270 (Tem, <77+-2H7—>) 2T o (m, _<77+-2H7—>),
(3.24)
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Integrating over n_ and implementing the resultant delta function, the partition function
of 7'2]]\\7,_1 p can be written as:

N—1

— T;
2miny (o' =Tro) 7 '2N-1,0
e o,m
ZBJJV\’—LP(m,mAb;n+) :/ do’ [do] 5 1-loop ( )
coshm(o/ — Trm) [[,_; coshm(o’ — Tro — m4,)

Vv
=z7 (mz/l) = Trm,mé) =M, MmX, = MAb; ey —Nt), (3.25)

where in the final step we have identified the matrix integral on the RHS as the sphere
partition function of the theory 7V as given in Fig. 8. We therefore have the following
relation of the two partition functions:

%

ZT(m,map;n) = 27

(m{hy, My, Mip; 1 =) (3.26)

Note that a linear combination of the FI parameters of the theory 7 has to be set to
zero for the two partition functions to agree. This is expected since the theory 7V has a
manifest u(1) @ u(1) topological symmetry in the UV, while the theory 7 has only a u(1).
The number of mass parameters in the theory 7V is (2N — 1) + 1+ P = 2N + P by naive
counting. The independent mass parameters can be obtained by shifting the integration
variables u' and o — one can check that there are (2N + P — 2) of them which live in the
Cartan subalgebra of the global symmetry algebra gy = su(2N — 1) @ su(P) @ u(1). This
matches the number of independent mass parameters in the theory 7.

A second check of the duality can be performed by comparing the Coulomb branch
and Higgs branch Hilbert Series of the two dual theories. As before, the matching of the
Coulomb branch Hilbert Series is non-trivial given the emergent global symmetry for the
T theory. Following the general procedure reviewed in App. C, the agreement between the
Hilbert Series for the theories 7 and 7V can be checked for any N. Consider, for example,
the case of N = 2 and P = 1, where one can check that

c _ +C _ 2 3 4 5 6 7
I () =T () =1+4t+13 + 286 + 551 +- 9267 + 1470 + O(F7), (327
PL[I%l (t)] = PL[I%:ZH (t)] = 4t + 3t> — 4> + 415 — 61° + O(1%). (3.28)
The existence of the emergent su(2) @ u(1) global symmetry can be read off from the
coefficient of the O(t) term of the HS for the T, theory, while the O(t) term in the

plethystic logarithm corresponds to the associated monopole operators with conformal
dimension 1. Similarly, the Higgs branch Hilbert Series for the dual theories also match:

T (@) =Tf (@) =149+ 627 + 360% + 3627/ + O(a?), (3.29)
PL[Iggl(x)] =PLIZ},  (2)] =92+ 62%/2 — 922 — 182°/% + O(a?), (3.30)

where the O(z) term gives the dimension of the adjoint representation of the Lie algebra
g = su(3) @ u(l) as expected.
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3.4 Three dimensional mirrors for the dual pairs

In this section, we comment on the 3d mirror associated with each pair of IR dual theories
discussed above. Since one of the theories in the IR dual pair is always a TJ\J,\; p quiver, the
3d mirrors can be read off from our analysis in Section 2.4 — we summarize the answers in

Table K.

Duality 3d mirror

N
D2N+1 1

N
Dyn.p

N
DZN—l P

Table 8: Summary of the 3d mirrors associated with the dual IR pairs.

To begin with, consider the duality DéVN—f—l,l in Fig. 6, where the theory 7 = 75%+1,1'
The 3d mirror in this case can be read off from the quiver gauge theory 7~']\],\; p in Fig. 3 for
Ny =2N +1 and P = 1. The 3d mirrors for the self-duality in Fig. 7 and the duality in
Fig. 8 can be read off from Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 respectively. Note that the Coulomb branch
symmetry which is emergent in the IR for one (or both) of the dual theories is manifest in
the 3d mirror as a Higgs branch symmetry.

4 Relating the dualities via RG flows and the duality web

In this section, we discuss how the dualities proposed in Section 3 are related to one an-
other by various QFT operations. In Section 4.1, we show that the duality DéVNJ discussed
in Section 3.2 can be realized by an appropriate mass deformation of the duality DéVN 411
Given the duality DéVN +1,1» one can turn on a real mass for a single fundamental hyper-
multiplet in the theory T = 7-211\7\7 +1,1 and take the large mass limit, thereby flowing to
the theory ’7'2]]\7\,1 On the dual side, this turns on a large non-trivial vev for one of the
real adjoint scalars, which leads to a partial Higgsing of the gauge group and it turns
out that the low energy effective theory around the new vacuum is described by another
(dual) 7~211VV1 theory. This realizes the duality DéVNJ. In the next step, one can turn on a
real mass for a single fundamental hypermultiplet in the theory T = TQJIVVI and repeat the
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above procedure, which leads to the duality DéVme discussed in Section 3.3. We perform
this exercise in Section 4.2. Following the procedure in Section 4.2, one can show that the
duality DéVN_L p arises from the duality D§VN7 p in an analogous fashion. In Section 4.3, we
demonstrate how the duality DéVN_L p_ arises from the duality DéVN_L p by turning on a
real mass for a single Abelian hypermultiplet and taking the large mass limit. In P steps,
this allows one to flow to the duality DéVN—l,o which is the well-known Seiberg-like duality
for an ugly theory. In Section 4.4, we use our findings from this section and the previous
one to show how the dualities assemble themselves into a duality web. Finally, we briefly
comment how the IR dualities proposed in this paper lead to exact dualities in Section 4.5.

We will perform the aforementioned RG flow analysis using the sphere partition func-
tion [9, 19]. Let us briefly review the basic principle underlying the procedure. Recall that
given a good theory with generic real masses, the dominant saddle point of the matrix
integral comes from the region o ~ 0 of the o-space. The Lagrangian associated with the
matrix model can be thought of as the effective field theory in the neighborhood of the
Coulomb branch vacuum o ~ 0. One can, however, evaluate subdominant contributions
to the matrix integral as well, by implementing a transformation:

oc—o+A Ay, (4.1)

where A, is a diagonal matrix, and taking A, — co. For a finite Ay, the above transforma-
tion is simply a change of variables, but in the large A, limit it picks out a subdominant
contribution to the matrix integral coming from a vacuum in the neighborhood of the re-
gion o ~ Ay A,. Equivalently, one can think of (4.1) as implementing an RG flow along the
Coulomb branch from the o ~ 0 vacuum to the o ~ Ay A, vacuum. The original theory
will generically be partially Higgsed at the latter vacuum with the pattern of the symmetry
breaking being encoded in the matrix A4. At the level of the matrix integral, the low en-
ergy effective theory at this new vacuum can be read off from the hypermultiplets and the
vector multiplets whose contributions remain finite, while the remaining (A,-dependent)
terms contribute to the FI parameters and a prefactor depending exponentially on A,. The
latter gives a measure of the sub-dominance of the aforementioned vacuum with respect to
the o ~ 0 vacuum in the original matrix model.

Now, given a good theory, one can make certain real masses large — this can be done
by a reparametrization of the masses in the matrix integral:

m = m+ Ay A, (4.2)

with A,, being a diagonal matrix with at least a single non-zero entry, and taking the limit
A, = 00. The dominant contribution to the resultant matrix integral will not generically
arise from the o ~ 0 vacuum. To determine the dominant saddle point, one combines
the reparametrization (4.2) with the transformation (4.1) setting A,, = A; = A — oc.
For a given choice of the matrix A, this operation again picks out the vacuum in the
neighborhood of & ~ A A,. The low energy effective theory for this vacuum can be read
off as described above, along with a A-dependent prefactor of the matrix integral which
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measures the relative dominance of the vacuum. In this fashion, one can determine the
dominant vacuum as well as the various sub-dominant vacua for the massive theory and
their respective contributions to the matrix integral.

Let us now apply this procedure to our specific goal i.e. to generate a new IR duality
by deforming a given IR duality with large real masses. Let (7,7 ") be a pair of IR dual
theories, where T is of the form T]\J,\; p- We want to introduce large real masses for the
fundamental hypers and /or the Abelian hypers such that we flow to a theory 7’ of the form
T]\J,\; pr with NV J'c < Ny and/or P’ < P. As discussed above, this can be implemented at the

level of the matrix model by the reparametrization (4.2) combined with the transformation
(4.1) of the integration variables. The form of the theory 7’ fixes the matrices A,, and
A,. In particular, since we demand that the gauge group remains unbroken, the matrix
A, must be proportional to a unit matrix of N, and not a generic diagonal matrix. The
A-dependent exponential prefactor can be read off from the matrix integral as discussed
above.

Now, consider what happens to the dual theory 7. The masses are reparametrized
as in (4.2), and one should combine this with the transformation of the form (4.1) : s —
s + AA;’ where o is the integration variable of the dual matrix model, and A;/ is a
diagonal matrix (but not necessarily proportional to the unit matrix), before taking the
limit A — oo. A priori there many choices for A;/ each corresponding to a certain vacuum.
For each such vacua one can read off the low energy effective theory as well as the A-
dependent expontential prefactors. We are, however, interested in the flow of 7V to the
theory 77V such that the latter is IR dual to the theory 7’. This will correspond to the
choice of A;/ for which A-dependent prefactor is the same as that obtained for the theory
T’ above. In this fashion, one arrives at a new IR dual pair (77,7"V) by deforming the
dual pair (7,7T") by large real masses.

4.1 Flowing from the duality DéVNH , to the duality DéVN 1
Consider the IR duality DéVN 411 given in Fig. 6. The sphere partition function of the

theory T = TQJJVV 41,1 With a vanishing FI parameter and generic real masses is given as:

1 [licjcren sinh? 7(0; — o)
cosh7(Tro — Trm) H;V:1 H?ivfrl coshm(o; — my)

Z7-2]1\<r+1,1 (m’n — ()) — / [dO'] ) (4.3)

where Trm = Z?ivlﬂ m;. Following the discussion above, let us reparametrize the masses
along with a shift in the integration variables in the following fashion:

mons1 = —NA, Mg = pg + A (a=1,...,2N), (4.4)
JZ'—>O'Z'—|—A(Z':1,...,N).

Note that this shift in the integration variables keeps the vector multiplet contribution
to the matrix integral invariant and therefore preserves the gauge group. With the above
parametrization of the masses and the change of integration variables, the partition function
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assumes the form:
H1§j<k§N sinh? m(oj — o)
T132 TI2Y, cosh (o — pia) coshm(oj + (N + 1)A)
1
X SN .
coshm(Tre — > 27 fia)

In the limit A — oo, the fundamental hyper associated with the real mass mon11 only

27%11(m,0) = | (do]

(4.6)

contributes to the FI term and a A-dependent prefactor. The partition function can then
be written as:

ZITQJXJ+1’1(m,O) A—o0 e~ TAN(N+1) ZTJX’J(H,U - %)' (4.7)

Let us now consider what happens on the dual side. The partition function of the dual
theory TV —an SU(N + 1) theory with 2N + 1 fundamental hypers — is given as

' sinh? 7r(s; — s
ZSU(N+1),2N+1(m) _ / [ds] 6(Trs) Hjlv%fkszjyv:i ( J k:)' (4.8)
i1 ITazq coshm(s; —my)

Given the parametrization of masses in (4.4), the appropriate change of the integration
variables is given as

si—si+A@E=1,...,N+1,i#j), Sj-)Sj—NA, (4.9)

for any of the N 4 1 choices of j, which are related by Weyl symmetry. In the limit
A — oo, for j = N + 1, the vector multiplet and the hypermultiplet contributions in the
matrix model integrand of (4.8) are respectively given as

N
H sinh? 7(s; — sg) — H sinh? 7(s; — s) 2T AN(N+1) o2m(3jmy 55— Non1)

1<j<k<N+1 1<j<k<N

(4.10)
N+12N+1 N 2N
H H coshm(sj —mg) — H H cosh7(s; — pa) coshmsy 1
j=1 a=1 j=la=1
w @STAN(N+1) o SN ta eW(Zévﬁ sj=2Nsnt1) (4.11)

The matrix integral (4.8) then assumes the following form in the A — oo limit :

Hévzl szzvl cosh7(sj — i) coshmsy 1 e™ANN+L) 7 SN e’
(4.12)

25000 ) 225 (v 1) [ (ds

where (N + 1) is a combinatorial factor that arises from the fact that there are (N + 1)
possible choices of j in (4.9). Integrating over syi; and shifting integration variables
sj — s; + % Trp (with j = 1,..., N), we have

Z8UN 2N () 225, / [ds] [licjenen sinh? m(s; — s¢) €™t
Hé\[ﬂ H?L coshm(sj — pa + % Trp) cosh7r(Trs + Tru) em™AN(N+1)
— o TAN(N+1) ZT;,VV’1 (W', = _%), (4.13)
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where the masses p’ are related to the masses p in the following fashion:

1
= g — N Tru. (4.14)

Comparing (4.7) and (4.13), we note that the A-dependent exponential scaling factor does
match on both sides as expected. Therefore, analytically continuing to real values of 7, we
obtain

7N () = 27N (!, —), (4.15)

where the masses p and p' are related as above. This precisely reproduces the duality
DéVNJ i.e. self-duality of the theory 7'2]]\(]1 found in Section 3.2.

4.2 Flowing from the duality DéVNl to the duality DéVN_ll

In the next step, let us introduce a large mass for a fundamental hyper in the theory
7’211\7\,71 to flow to the theory 7’2]]\7\,_171. Starting from the sphere partition function of TQJJVVI as
obtained earlier:

i —mlro . sinh?7(0; — o
1 /[d e H1§]<k,‘SN (0 k), (4.16)
coshm

Z7~2]]\<7,1 n,n=—-)=
( 2) (Tro — Trp) H;V::l H2£1 COShT‘-(Uj — Ha)

where Tru = Ziﬁ 1 Ma, let us consider a parametrization of masses along with a shift in
the integration variables:

pon = —(N = 1) A, po =Mg+A(a=1,...,2N —1), (4.17)
Uj—>0j—|-A<j:1,...,N). (4.18)

The partition function then assumes the form:

Y TR S S UL R
' 2 cosh(Tra — S 2N M) vazl 128! coshn(oj — M,) coshn(aj + NA)
(4.19)

In the limit A — oo, the fundamental hyper associated with the real mass poy is integrated
out, and one observes that
ZB%’I(“, 77 — %) m e_ﬂ-AN(NJ'_l) Z7—2]1\<7—1,1(M, ”7 = Z)' (4.20)
The theory dual to ’7;]]\\[,_171 can be worked out in the following fashion. Given the
partition function of the theory on the RHS of the self-duality relation (4.15):

, S B T
e gy T st
2 vazl 12N, coshm(sj — i + % Trp) coshm(Trs + Trp)
(4.21)

and the reparametrization of masses in (4.17), the appropriate shift in the integration

variables is
s — S — NA, sj—+s; for j=1,...,N—-1#k. (4.22)
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for any of the N choices of k, which are related by Weyl symmetry. In terms of the
reparametrized masses and shifted integration variables, the partition function can be cast

in the form in the limit A — oo:

; - Notsi+

2T (o = =) 5N /[ds] [y <jcken—y sinh® m(s; — sp) €72 S Hmew
’ 2 H;V:_ll 2% coshm(s; — M, + + TrM) cosh(sy + + TrM)

a=1
1 { Hj\;l sinh? 7(s; — sy + NA)
X
coshw(Z?Sl sj+ sy +TrM) ]‘[Zﬁfl coshm(sy — NA — M, + + TrM)

e—7rNA

Sp— . | (4.23)
[[;=; coshm(s; + NA + 5 TrM)J A—eo

where only the terms inside the square brackets are A-dependent. Note that the matrix

integral has been written corresponding to the choice & = N, while the prefactor N is a

combinatorial factor that arises from the IN possible choices of k as mentioned above. In

the limit A — oo, the A-dependent terms in the square brackets simplify as

[. ) } Ao mYN" i gmeN g TAN(NAL), (4.24)

Finally, redefining the integration variables as variables for an U(N — 1) x U(1) matrix
integral, i.e.

s;j—=s; (j=1,...,2N = 1), SN — —u, (4.25)

we get
7_2% o i Ao H1§j<k§N—1 sinh2 7T(8j _ Sk) e27rTrs 6727ru
Zn(pln = _5) —— [ dulds] N—1192N—1 1 1
[I;5 [Ia=; coshm(s; — My +  TrM) coshm(u — « TrM)
1
X N-1
coshm(} ;21 sj —u+TrM)
= TANWNED ZTH (M iy =i,y = —i). (4.26)

In the last line we have identified the matrix integral as the partition function of the
U(1) x U(N — 1) quiver gauge theory 7" in Fig. 8. The masses M’ are related to the
masses M in the following fashion:

1 1
MM = ~ M, M® =M, - —TctM (a=1,...,2N-1), M2 =TrM,

N
(4.27)

where M’ M’2) denote the masses for the hypers charged under the U(1) and the

U(N — 1) gauge groups respectively, while 1//(12)

is the mass for the hyper charged under
both the gauge groups. Comparing (4.20) and (4.26), and analytically continuing to real

values of 7, we obtain

N
Z7x11 (M) = 27 (M = m,me = —). (4.28)
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This precisely reproduces the duality DéVNle found in Fig. 8 of Section 3.3. It was noted in
Section 3.2 that the duality DéVN’ p can be obtained from the duality DéVN’l by introducing
a decoupled TI%—I,O theory (U(1) SQED with a P hypers with charge 1) on both sides and
then gauging the diagonal U(1) subgroup of the U(1) x U(1) topological symmetry. This
Proceeding in an analogous fashion as above, one can also flow from the duality DéVM p to
the duality DéVN_LP for P > 1.

4.3 Flowing from the duality D)}, p to the duality D)\, p_,

Let us now study the RG flow between dualities triggered by large mass deformations for
the Abelian hypers. Consider the IR duality DéVN_l p with P > 1 given in Fig. 8 as the
starting point. The sphere partition function of the theory 7 = 7;%_1 p with generic real

masses 1is given as:

ZTN ( ) [d ] 627rinTrs ZTQI}’V 10( ) ( )
o :/ ’ V10 (g ). 4.29
Hf;l cosh ﬂ(ﬂs — mfAb) 1—loop

Let us now parametrize the real mass of the P-th abelian hypermultiplet as mfb = A and
take the limit A — oo, keeping all the other masses finite. In this limit, the partition

function can be written as:

ZTN 1 (my mp; ) 22 e ™ ZTN e (my m; ) — %)’ (4:30)

Now let us consider what happens on the dual side. The dual theory 7V which has the
following partition function:

. TN
e2min (o'—Tro) 7 2N-1,0

o,m
coshm(o/ — Trm) [],_; coshm(o’ — Tra —m/, )
(4.31)
which in the limit mib = A — oo assumes the following form:
2772'(7]71) (o'—Tro) ZEJJ\ifill,O
ZTV A—oo G,ﬂ—A / dO'/ [dO’] € 2 1—loop (Uv m)
cosh (o’ — Trm) Hfz_ll coshm(o/ — Tro — ml,)
:e—TrA Z’TZIXIZI,P—l (m7mAb777_ %’—(’r]— %))’ (432)

where 7'2]]\[\,!171371 is the quiver gauge theory on the RHS of Fig. 8 with P - P — 1.
Comparing (4.30) and (4.32), and analytically continuing to real 7, we have

ZTZZ}]V*Lpfl(m,mAb; n) = ZT;X’ZLP*(m, MAR; 7, —1), (4.33)

which is precisely the IR duality DéVN_l p_1 in terms of the sphere partition function. One
can implement this procedure sequentially to flow to the dualities with fixed N and de-
creasing values of P, i.e. the dualities DéVN—l,P—w DéVN_LP_?, and so on, down to DéVN_Ll.
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Finally, for the duality DéVNq,p repeating the procedure for the single Abelian hypermul-
tiplet in the T = 7'2]]\\7,_171 theory leads to the Seiberg-like duality for an ugly U(N) SQCD,
ie.

27810 (ms ) = 2700 (Tems ) - 272510 (m; ). (4.34)

Therefore, turning on large masses for the Abelian hypermultiplets allows one to flow from
the duality D2 N_1.p tO D2 N—1,0 With decreasing P and fixed N.

4.4 Summarizing the duality web

In this section, we discuss how the different dualities discussed in this paper are connected
by various QFT operations. The duality web is summarized in Fig. 9. Let us pick the
duality Dé\f]\f_&l o — the Seiberg-like duality for an ugly U(/N+1) SQCD — shown in the bottom
left corner of the figure as our starting point. A U(1) gauging operation on both sides of
the duality D2 N +1 o gives rise to the duality DQ N+1,1- In the next step, one introduces a
large mass for one of the fundamental hypermultiplets and flows to the self-duality DévN,y

DSUWN)
Dy, =on

/ gauglng\

OTP 1,0 RG

DN,
2N,1 2N P
dlag gauglng

RG

N
DyNt1a

U(1) gauging RG

(1)diag gauging

RG RG

N RG
Dyn_10 ——

N N
D21\#1,}972 — D2N71,P71

PN~ N+1+ N
2N+1,0

Figure 9: The duality web.

Given the self-duality DéVNJ, gauging the U(1) topological symmetry on both sides
of the duality D, w1 leads to the self-duality of an SU(N) gauge theory with Ny = 2N
fundamental hypers (denoted as DSU(_];[])V). Next, one can introduce a decoupled 7-1%71,0
theory — a U(1) SQED with P — 1 hypers with charge 1 — on both sides of the duality
DéVNJ and gauge a diagonal subgroup of the U(1) x U(1) topological symmetry. This
leads to the duality DéVN’ p- One can also obtain the duality Dif[j{(:]gj)v by gauging the U(1)
topological symmetry on both sides of the duality DéVN’ p- A mass deformation for a single
fundamental hypermultiplet in DQ ~.p leads to the duality DéVN_L p- Any further mass
deformation for a fundamental hyper will take us into the bad regime of the T]\],\; _p theories,
which we will not explore in this paper. However, given the duality DéVNfl’ p» one can
introduce large masses for the Abelian hypers and flow sequentially to dualities where N
is held fixed and P decreases by 1 in every step. The sequence ends at the duality DéVN_LO

— the IR duality for an ugly U(N) SQCD. The duality DéVN_L p can also be obtained by
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introducing a decoupled 7'1%,0 theory on both sides of the duality Déval,O and gauging a
diagonal subgroup of the U(1) x U(1) topological symmetry.

We would like to emphasize that there are many additional RG flows relating dualities
shown in Fig. 9. For example, one can flow from the duality D§VN7 p to the duality DéVN_L p_1
by turning on a large mass for a fundamental hyper and a large mass for an Abelian hyper
simultaneously.

4.5 Comments on exact dualities from IR dualities

Let us briefly comment on how the above analysis leads to RG flows between various
families of 3d N’ =4 SCFTs. A more detailed treatment of the issue will be covered in a
future paper. In Section 4.1, we showed that one can flow from the duality DéVN 41,1 to the
duality DéVNyl by introducing a large real mass for one of fundamental hypers, as discussed
above. Let CFT[D%VNHJ] and C’FT[D%VN’I] denote the 3d N/ = 4 interacting IR SCFTs
associated with the dualities DéVN 411 and DéVNJ respectively. If the mass scale A is much
larger compared to the strong coupling scale Ag, i.e. A > A, then the theory 7 = 7‘2]]\\[,“71
and its dual 7V will flow as

7—:75]]\\[#1,1 - 7-2]1Vv,1 — CFT[DéVN,ﬂ: (4.35)
TV = Ton1 — CFT[D)y 4] (4.36)

Now consider the opposite limit A < A,. In this case, the theory 7 and its dual 7
will flow as :

T= 7_2]1Vv+1,1 - CFT[DévNH,ﬂ - CFT[DQINJ]; (4.37)
TV = CFT[Djy 1] = CFT[Djy,]- (4.38)

We therefore have two different descriptions of a single RG flow from CFT DY} 411] to
CF T[DéVN’l]. This is an example of an “exact duality” arising out of an IR duality [20]. In
fact, we have a one-parameter family of such flows labelled by the integer V.

Similarly, the flow from the duality DéVN’ p to the duality DéVN_L p studied in Sec-
tion 4.2 also leads to a two-parameter family of exact dualities associated with the flow
C’FT[D%VMP] — CFT[DéVN_LP]. For the special case of P = 1, the conclusions from
Section 4.1 and Section 4.2 can be combined to construct the exact duality sequence:

CFT[DéVN-i-l,l] — CFT[DéVN,l] - CFT[DéVN—l,l]' (4.39)

In Section 4.3, we studied a sequence of flows between dualities: DéVN_L p— DéVN_L p_1—
DéVN_LP_Q - ... DéVN_Ll — DéVN_LO, where DéVN—l,O is the known Seiberg-like duality
of an ugly U(N) SQCD. This leads to a one-parameter family of exact duality sequences
associated with the flow:

CFT[DévN—l,P] - CFT[DévN—LP—ﬂ - CFT[DéVN—l,P—Z] .. CFT[DéVN—l,l] - CFT[DéVN—Lo]-
(4.40)

Obviously, one can construct additional RG flows from a given duality by choosing to

introduce large masses for both fundamental and Abelian hypermultiplets. These can be

readily worked out using the technology of Section 4.1-Section 4.3.
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A Partition function identity for U(N) theory with 2N flavors

In this section, we derive the identity (3.13) for a U(N) gauge theory with 2N fundamental
flavors. The partition function of the theory can be written in terms of the real masses m
and a real FI parameter 7, where we parametrize the latter as n = t; — ts, in the following
fashion:

[k sinh? 7(0; — o)

Hévzl H?i\g cosh (o —m;) ‘
(A1)

7T (m;n) = ZTiN0 (m;ty,to) = / [do] e?milti—t2) Tro

Note that the sign of the FI parameter is flipped if we interchange t; and to, i.e.
ZT%0 (m; —n) = 2750 (myta, ). (A.2)

To obtain the desired identity, the above matrix integral should be manipulated in the
following fashion. Recall the Cauchy determinant identity:

[[ic;sinhm(z; —z;) sinhm(y;

[1;; coshm(z; —y;)

- Yj) :;(_1)pn 1 , (A.3)

i coshm(z; — Y,(y)

where the indices i, = 1,..., N, and p is an element of the permutation group of N objects
Sn. First, we use the Cauchy determinant identity twice to reduce the matrix integral on
the RHS of (A.1) to the following form:

F(m) 62Tr7;(t17t2) Tro
[1; cosh m(o; — m,)) coshm(oy —myypn)’

(A.4)

2o (mitr, 1) = Y (-1 [ fdo]

p.p’

1
[1ic;sinhw(m; —my;) sinh7w(mipn —mjyn)

F(m) = (A.5)

Note that we have reduced to the matrix integral to a finite sum where the matrix integral
in each summand can be treated as a product of N Abelian integrals. A generic Abelian
integral in this product can then be performed in the following fashion:

e2mi(ti—t2) o ‘ e2milti—ta)my(y _ 2mi(ti—t2)m, )N

/ doi cosh (o — mp;)) coshm(o; —myi4n) = (=9) sinh 7(t) — to) sinhw(myq) — My 4n)
(A.6)
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Collecting all the terms and after some straightforward manipulation, we have

ZTQJX{’O B Z (_1)p+p' (_2'>N F(m) o—2mit2Trm 627ri(t1mp<i)+t2mp/(i)+N) . e2ﬂi(t2mp(i)+t1mp/(i)+N)
p N! sinh® 7(t; — to) sinh (M) — M i) +N)
(A7)

Written in this form, and imposing the condition Trm = 0, one can readily check that

PP (

770 (m; b, ta) = ZTN0 (m b, 1), (A.8)
which reproduces the identity (3.13).

B Partition function identity for the ugly theory

In this section, we present a derivation of the identity (3.2) which is different from the
one discussed in [7]. Consider the partition function of the 7;]]\’\,0 theory with generic real
masses and the real FI parameter set to zero:
‘1.2
H1§j<k§N sinh® (0 — oy,)
N 112N :
[T5=1 [Ti=, coshm(oj —ma)

Now, let us set moy = A and study the RG flow as A — oo with other masses being finite.

27N (m,n = 0) = / do] (B.1)

In the neighborhood of the o ~ 0 vacuum, the partition function takes the following form:
ZT%0(m,n = 0) 222 ¢TAN ZTN 10 (m,p = _f) (B.2)
) ) 9 . .

Now, suppose we want to flow to a different vacuum where the gauge group is partially
Higgsed to U(N —1). This is achieved by combining the mass reparametrization moy = A
with the transformation:

Ui—>0i(i:1,...,N,i7éj), O'j—>0'j+A, (B3)

and then taking the limit A — oco. The vector multiplet and the hypermultiplet contribu-
tions to the partition function assume the following form:

— N71 . —
H sinh?2 77(0']‘ . Uk) N H sinh?2 7T(O'j . Uk) eQﬂ’A (N-1) e 2 (3255 o5+ (N=1)on)
1<j<k<N 1<j<k<N—1

)

(B.4)
N 2N N-12N-1
H H coshm(oj —mg) — H H cosh (o —mg) coshmoy
j=la=1 j=1 a=1
« eTABN=2) S e o >ty eT@2N-1)on (B.5)

Using the above expressions, the sphere partition function in the neighborhood of the
second vacuum assumes the form:

270 (m, = 0) 2% =AY 2T 0 (mun = 2) - 270 (Tmyn = =), (B.G)
where Trm = Zgﬁ; '1nq. Comparing (B.2) and (B.6), we arrive at the identity:
2T o(my = =) = 27 o(my = 5) - 270 (Bmey = =), (B)

which on analytic continuation to real 1 reproduces the identity (3.2).

— 36 —



C Hilbert Series and emergent global symmetries

In this section, we briefly review the Coulomb branch and the Higgs branch Hilbert Series
for the quiver gauge theories discussed in the main text.

C.1 Coulomb branch Hilbert Series
The Coulomb branch HS of the U(N) theory with Ny flavors [17] is given as

I%g,v )= Z t2®) Py (t:p), (C.1)
r P1Zp2>...>pN>—00
N-1
N
Ap) =5 D Ipil =D Ipi—pil (C2)
7 1<j

where the term t2(®) counts the bare monopole operators while the factor Py vy (t;p)
accounts for the dressing of the bare monopole operator by gauge invariant combinations
of the adjoint scalar for the residual gauge group left unbroken by the flux p. The explicit
form of Py is given as follows. Associate with every magnetic flux p a partition of N:
(Aj (p));?:l, where \;(p) counts how many times a distinct flux p; appears, with the total
number of distinct fluxes being k& and taking the convention A;(p) > \i+1(p). Obviously,
Z?:l Aj(p) = N. To this partition, we can associate a Young diagram A(p) where the
number of boxes in the j-th row is given by (\;(p))k Then the factor Py(n)(t;p) is

Jj=r
given as

N

Py (t;p) = H Zg(p)y (C.3)
i=1

G
7ZY = : k>1
k J (1 I tl)v 9
=1
z¥ =1,

where we also set A\;(p) = 0, for all i > k. The Coulomb branch HS of the SU(N) theory
with Ny flavors was also discussed in [17] and we state the result here:

IgU(N),Nf (t) = > t2®) Poyy oy (8 p), (C4)
P12p22...2PpN>—00
Zipizo
N, X
A(p) = 7f > il = Ipi = pyls (C.5)
i i<j
Psyvy(t,p) = (1 —t) Py (¢ p)Is, pi=0s (C.6)

where Py is given by the formula (C.3). After performing the sum over fluxes, the final
form of the result is

Fy N (t)
c _ Ny
Ty, () = T (1 ) (1= (s N1y’ (C.7)

i=1
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where Fi n,(t) is a palindromic polynomial of degree (N — 1)(Ny — N + 1) and for small
N:

By () = 144714, ©s)
Fy N (t) =1+ f8ENf 4 op=2ENy 4y LENy | pdb2Ny (C9)
Fypn, (t) = 1475V op45Ns 4 3473+ Nr 4 =24 Ny 4= 140y

4 BNy | 9p—THANy | g4—6+2Ny | op—5+2N; | y—442N; | 4—9+3Ny (€10

For the theory T, we have Ny = 2N —1, and for small N, the Coulomb branch Hilbert
Series is given as

TSuaya(t) = 1+t + 362+ 363 4+ 5¢% 4+ 5¢° + 710 + 767 + 9% + 9° + 11410 + O (¢1')

(C.11)
TSy s(t) = 1+t +4t> + 76% +13t* + 206° 4 33t° 4 45¢7 + 661° + 87¢° + 117t + O (+)
(C.12)
TSy r(t) = 1+t + 46> + 863 + 171 +29¢° 4 541° 4 8617 + 141¢° + 213t” 4 322¢'° + O (¢'')
(C.13)

Note that in each case there exits a term at the order t with coefficient 1. This indicates
that the Coulomb branch has a U(1) global symmetry, which is not visible in the UV
Lagrangian. Contrast this with the index for SU(3) with N; = 6:

TGy e(t) = 14267 +36° + 5" + 767 +-13¢° 4 15¢7 +241° +-30¢° +41¢'° + O (') , (C.14)

where the O(t) term is absent, implying there is no emergent U (1) global symmetry in the
IR in this case.

The generators of the Coulomb branch chiral ring and the relations governing them
can be read off from the plethystic logarithm of the Hilbert Series. For the theory 7, we
have Ny = 2N — 1, and for small N, the plethystic logarithms of the Coulomb branch
Hilbert Series are given as follows:

PL[Z§ () 5(t)] = t + 267 — 1%, (C.15)
PLIZG 5 5(1)] = t + 37 + 3% — 267 — 3t° + O(¢*), (C.16)
PLIZG 4y 7(1)] = t + 317 + 4t% 4+ 3t* — 4t° — 44" — 263+ O () , (C.17)

To contrast this with a case where Ny > 2N — 1, consider
PLIZG 5 6(1)] = 207 4 3t + 2t* 4+ 1% — 10 — 267 — 3% — 2t7 + O (). (C.18)

For Ny = 2N —1, there exists an O(t) term on the RHS with coefficient 1 - this generator of
conformal dimension 1 corresponds to the monopole operator associated with the emergent
U(1) global symmetry. Also, note that the CB is a complete intersection for the N = 2
theory, but not for N > 2.
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Let us now consider the Coulomb branch HS for the theory T]\I,\;’ p» given as

ISy (t) = > t2@ Py (ta), (C.19)

Ng. P
a1>a2>...>2aN>—00

N
f Z‘az|+*‘z az‘_2|az '7 (C.20)
1<j

where Py () is given by the formula in (C.3). The second term in the R-charge formula
gives the contribution of the P Abelian multiplets.

First consider the case of Ny = 2N + 1 and P = 1. For N = 1, this is a U(1) gauge
theory with four flavors. The unrefined Coulomb branch HS is given as [17]:
(1—t"7) ] _ (-t
(1—t)(1 — 2tN1/2)(1 — 21 Ne/2) o= Ny=a (1 — 1) (1 — 12)?
=1+t + 3t + 3> + 5" + 5¢° + 7t + 7t + 9% + 97 + 11410 + O (')
=T§1712)5(t). (C.21)

For N = 2,3, the unrefined Coulomb branch HS are given as

15(1),4(75) =

T gy 52 (1) =1+ + 407 + Tt 4+ 13t + 20¢° + 33t° + 45" + 66t + 87t + 1170 + O (¢'')

=T§1(3),5(1); (C.22)
Tii iy 71 (8) =1+t + 487 + 8% + 176" + 20¢° + 54¢° + 86¢7 + 141¢% 4 213¢° + 322¢'° + O (t")
=TS0y (1) (C.23)

The plethystic logarithms for the CB Hilbert Series of these theories are given by (C.15)-

(C.17). In contrast to the U(N) SQCD, the CB of the theory TJ%’P is not a complete
intersection.

C.2 Higgs branch Hilbert Series
The Higgs branch HS for a U(N) gauge theory with N flavors is given as [15]:

=TT T 20 T
TJVNf,O(x7H) N l2|=1 ;27 % ; ( 2 1—561/2 )

i= 1#£] i=1k=1s==%
(C.24)

N
(1—3:)N?{ dzi _int

= e C.25
NI /=1 ZE[l 2 7’]\1[\;’0('27377“)? ( )

where x is the U(1)g fugacity, p are the flavor fugacities associated with the fundamental
hypers, and the integration is performed over a contour given by a union of unit circles.
For an SU(N) gauge theory with Ny flavors, the corresponding formula is given as

171‘ d’zl 1n
IgU(N),Nf(x7u) fl X H . & z x,u)’ZN 1—[5\7112—1, (026)
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where I;E‘}V is the integrand defined above.
Nf 0

Finally, the HS for the theory T]\J,\;’ p — a U(N) gauge theory with Ny fundamental
hypers and P Abelian hypers, is given as

(1—xz)N N dz; pz. LN
IH (.’L',[J',y):% — (1_7 1_ 'L
1
X — (C.27)
ll_Il sl_!: — xl/2 va 2;)* Y; )

where y are the flavor fugacities associated with the Abelian hypers.

D Construction of the 3d mirror by S-type operation

In this section, we will discuss the construction of the 3d mirror of the theory 7']6\; p by
an S-type operation as shown in Fig. 3 in terms of the sphere partition function. For
Ny > 2N, the starting point is the pair of linear quivers (X,Y’) given in the first row of
Fig. 3, i.e.

1 2 3 N N 3 2 1 Ny

(X) )

where the number of U(IN) gauge nodes in X is Ny — 2N + 1. 3d mirror symmetry for
linear quivers implies that the partition functions of X and Y are related in the following
fashion:

Z) (my,ma;t) = Cxy(m,t) - Z0) (£ —my, —my), (D.1)

where Cxy(m,t) = 2™ it with b;j being an integer-valued matrix. An S-type oper-
ation O of the flavoring-gauging type, where one first attaches a single hypermultiplet to
the flavor node in X marked in red and then gauges the flavor node, is implemented as:

e27ri171u

AR )(mf7m27t7771) /du T ZX) (u, mas t). (D.2)
coshm(u —my)

On the dual side, the resultant operation on the theory Y can be read off from the dual

partition function:

6—27riTr0'(m} —m32)

7() :
coshm(Tro —m — -, buty) 1—100p(0-7 )

(D.3)

Z@l(Y) — 627Ti Zl(bglmg—i-bum},)tl 6271'7;77'7,}7]1 / |:do_:|

which is obtained by using the identity (D.1) on the RHS of (D.2) to substitute Z(X),
exchanging the order of integration, and integrating over u. The dual partition function
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can then be identified as the partition function of the theory TJ\% 1 up to an overall phase
factor:

~1 TN

Z9 ) = C(mag, my,t,m) Z N0 (k,map, = 1 + Z buti; —my, —ms), (D.4)

l

which implies that T]\J,\; 1 is the 3d mirror of the quiver gauge theory OY(X). In the next
step, we implement another flavoring-gauging operation O? of the same type as above at the
U(1) flavor node of the theory O'(X) associated with the mass parameter m}. Proceeding
as above, one can show that the 3d mirror of the quiver 0?0 O!(X) is 7'1\],\}[(,2. Repeating the
procedure P times, we arrive at the conclusion that T]\J,\; p is the 3d mirror of the theory
7~']\1[\;7P =0P0...00%00(X), where 7~'J\J,\;7P is the quiver shown in the bottom left corner of
Fig. 3. For Ny = 2N and Ny = 2N — 1, the exercise can be performed in a similar fashion.
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