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Abstract

In this paper we conclude the program of [1,2] about perturbative approaches for A/ = 2
superconformal quiver theories in 4D. We consider several classes of observables that involve
multitrace local operators and Wilson loops scattered in all the possible ways among the
quiver. We evaluate them exploiting the multi-matrix model arising from supersymmet-
ric localisation and we generalise the solution to both SU(N) and U(N) cases. Moreover,
we provide QUICK (QUIver Correlator Kit) a Wolfram Mathematica package designed to au-
tomatise the perturbative solution of the A,_; multi-matrix model for all the observables
mentioned above. Given the interpolating nature of the superconformal quiver theories A,_1,
the package is an efficient tool to compute correlators also in SCQCD, N/ = 4 SYM and its

Z, orbifolds. This manuscript includes a user guide and some pedagogical examples.
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1 Introduction

The maximally supersymmetric theory in 4D (N = 4 SYM) plays a central role in the study of
gauge theories. It provides one of the most successful realisation of the AdS/CFT correspondence
and it is the most favourable playground for obtaining exact results. Supersymmetric localisation
is certainly one of the most effective technique to generate such results exploiting the BPS nature
of the related observables. Those observables are, for instance, the 1/2 BPS circular Wilson loop
and the 1/2 BPS chiral local operators. The expectation value of the circular Wilson loop was
proven to localise to a Gaussian matrix model on a four sphere [3-5], providing also the first
non trivial test of the AdS/CFT correspondence. Moreover, supersymmetric localisation gives
access to a richer class of observables such as general correlation functions that include local
operators and Wilson loops [(—14], the Bremsstrahlung function [15, 16], multiple insertions of
Wilson loops and Wilson loops in higher dimensional representations [17-21]. This technique
was successfully applied to different frameworks as in 2D [22] and in the analogue of N’ = 4 in 3D,

namely ABJM theory [23-27] where several observables have been computed exactly [28-32].

Sticking to the 4D case, the natural extension of the N’ = 4 features is the less supersymmetric
N = 2 case. Despite the amount of supersymmetries is halved, localisation is powerful enough to
reduce correlation function that includes chiral operators and Wilson loops to a matrix model.
Unlike the N/ = 4 SYM case, the resulting matrix model is no longer Gaussian. Among all
the A/ = 2 theories, superconformal QCD (SCQCD) is the most studied. It is described by
an SU(N) gauge group with matter content given by 2N hypermultiplets. In the last few
years, several observables were computed in N' = 2 theories such as the Wilson loop [33-33],
its correlation function with chiral operators [39—11], the Bremsstrahlung function [12—15] and,

recently, correlators at strong coupling [16—19].

In this paper, we study a class of N' = 2 theories with gauge structure given by a circular quiver
with ¢ nodes and known as A,_1. Those theories possess some peculiar properties. Indeed, under
special conditions, they admit a holographic dual [50,51] defined as a type IIB string theory
on AdS; x (S°/Z,) orbifold, and they have been studied also from an integrability perspective
[52-62]. Moreover, they are known as ”interpolating theories” since they are positioned between
N =4 SYM and the conventional N' = 2 SCQCD. Supersymmetric localisation is very effective
also in this context reducing BPS observables to a non-Gaussian multi-matrix model. Using
this technique, recently several interesting results were obtained for Wilson loop vevs [63-(0],
chiral /antichiral two- and three-point correlators [1,67—(9] and correlators of Wilson loops and
local operators [2]. Another interesting reason to study those theories in the perturbative regime

is that they have a string realisation in the tensionless limit [70].

In [1,2] a complete weak coupling analysis of A,_; multi-matrix model has been developed. It
was applied to the SU(N) vev of Wilson loops, two-point correlators of chiral/anti-chiral multi-
trace operators and general correlators of Wilson loops and a local operator. In this manuscript,
we exploit the technical achievements obtained so far generalising the perturbative solution of
the multi-matrix model also to the U(N) case. Moreover, we provide the Mathematica package

QUICK (QUIver Correlator Kit) designed to automatise the perturbative solution of the Agy—1 multi-



matrix model for all the observables mentioned above both for SU(N) and U(N) gauge groups.
The package is built on 3 algorithms (one for any class of observables we consider) and it is also
equipped by several options to explore all the possible configurations of the A,_; theories. Once
the number of nodes of the quiver ¢ is chosen, it generates the perturbative expansion up to the
desired order in the couplings (or transcendental functions) of the selected observable. The only
inputs needed are the dimension of the multi trace-operators and the vector multiplets in which
operators and Wilson loops” belong. Given the features of the interpolating theory Ay, the
QUICK package is extremely efficient to study those observables also in SCQCD, N = 4 SYM and
its Z, orbifolds. Attached to this manuscript, we provide an ancillary Mathematica notebook

(QUICKExample.nb) with several examples and tutorials to use the package.

This paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we introduce the A,_; theories and their
properties. We also define the observables of interest both in the field theory and in the multi-
matrix model picture providing a precise map between them. Moreover, we review the solution
of the mixing problem in moving from the flat space to S* and we generalise the recursive
solution of the multi-matrix model both for SU(N) and U(N). In section 3 we define the 3
algorithms needed to solve the multi-matrix model together with examples. Finally, in section
4 we show how the algorithms are implemented in the Mathematica package. We provide a

detailed manual and several usage examples. Additional material is stored in the appendices.

2 Setup

Figure 1: A, theories as circular quivers with ¢ gauge nodes. Any node is labelled by an index I =
1,2,...,q. N is the rank of the gauge group SU(N) or U(N).

2.1 N =2 superconformal quiver theories

In this paper we consider the family of N' = 2 Lagrangian superconformal quiver theories known
as Ag—1 recently studied in [1,2]. Their gauge structure can be represented through the circular

quiver diagram in figure 1, where ¢ is the total number of nodes. Each node labelled by I

2Multiple coincident Wilson loops belonging to several vector multiplets can be considered.



corresponds to a vector multiplet while each line going from the node I to the node I + 1 stands

for a matter hypermultiplet so that the total action of the A,_; theory is given by
Sq—l - Svector + Shyper ) (21)

where the gauge and matter actions are given in appendix A. The field content of the theory

can be written in a compact way using the A/ = 1 formalism such that

I—th Vector(y—g) = (V,®), adjof SUN); or U(N);
Hyper(y—g) = (@, Q)  (3,0) of SUN) xSUN)41 or UN)rxUN)1, (2:2)

where V is a N = 1 vector superfield and ®, @, Q are N' = 1 chiral superfields. Notice that
unlike [1, 2], here we consider both the SU(N) and U(N) cases. Finally, each vector multiplet
action (A.1) brings a non-running coupling constant g, that can be rewritten in the usual 't

Hooft combination as follows
A\ =giN | (2.3)

where I = 1,2,...,q is the label of the node of the quiver. We want to stress that in our
investigation it is convenient to use the 't Hooft combination (2.3) even if we will always keep
N finite.

One of the most interesting features of the A,_; theories is their role as interpolating theories
between N/ = 2 SCQCD and N' = 4 SYM. The first is obtained setting all the coupling constants
to zero except one (Arx; = 0) for ¢ = 2, the second in the limit in which all the couplings are
equal Ai,...,\; = A. The latter is also known as orbifold point since reduces the A,_; theory
to ¢ copies of N' = 4 SYM, namely its Z, orbifold. This has interesting consequences from a
holographic perspective. Indeed, at the orbifold point A,_; theories do admit a dual geometry
of the type AdSs x (S°/Z,).

2.1.1 1/2 BPS operators
In this context, we introduce the 1/2 BPS multi-trace chiral local operators

0D (x) = OV tro™(a) tr " (x) ... trol(a) (2.4)

m i

belonging to the I-th node of the quiver and labelled by the vector 77 = {ny, no, ..., ny} with ¢ the

number of traces. C’T(TI) is a normalisation constant. The scalar field ¢y is the one appearing in

the vector multiplet (2.2) and it corresponds to the first component of the ®; chiral superfield

or(x) = @I(I’eaé)‘gzézo . (2.5)

The total R-charge of the operator (2.4) is given by n = Z';f:l n;. Moreover, it is normal-ordered

by construction. Depending on the choice of the gauge group, the powers n; can take different

values. Indeed, considering SU(N), since trp; = 0, one has n; > 2, while choosing U(NN) also



the value n; = 1 is allowed.

Another operator one can introduce in A,_; theories is the 1/2 BPS circular Wilson loop [33,
, 71] which measures the holonomy of the gauge connection around a circular path C. Due
to the presence of ¢ vector multiplets and then equivalently of ¢ gauge fields, in A,_1 one can

define ¢ Wilson loop operators, one for each node of the quiver as follows

1 R
o A0+ 1)+ )] .
Wi NtrPexp {gjjidT[l H(af;)x (1) + \/i(apj(x)+g01(x)) }, (2.6)
where {A{L, ©r} are the gauge and scalar fields belonging to the I-th vector multiplet. The trace
is taken over the fundamental of SU(N) or U(N) and z#(7) parameterizes the circular path C
of radius R.

In this manuscript, we will consider observables built from the local and non-local operators
defined above in (2.4) and (2.6), that are captured by localisation. This technique, based on
supersymmetry, yields exact results for the following class of observables invariant with respect

to a subset of the supersymmetry charges.

The first observabel we consider is the vacuum expectation value of multiple coincident Wilson
loops?®

(W), = (Wi Wi, W), = w}q)(Al, A N) | (2.7)
where I = [I1, I, ..., I,] and ( >q represents the average computed in a theory with ¢ vector
multiplets. Each Wilson loop appearing in the left-hand side of (2.7) can belong to any node
of the quiver. When n = 1, the vector I has only one entry I = [I;], then the observable (2.7)
reduces to the expectation value of one Wilson loop belonging to the vector multiplet labelled
by Il.

The theory has enough supersymmetry to allows the localisation of some two-point functions.
In particular we have the two-point function between chiral and anti-chiral operators defined as

follows

(1,J)
(0@ 0 ), = I e ) 28)

n q x2n

where the anti-chiral operator O;LI) (x) is constructed as in (2.4) but with the conjugate field
@7(x). The form of the correlator (2.8) is fixed by (super-)conformal symmetry but, unlike the
N =4 SYM case, the coefficient Qg"]) is a non-trivial function of the couplings {A1, A2, ..., Aq}
and . Furthermore, we have the two-point function between Wilson loops and a chiral local
operator defined by .

AT A, N)

q - (27TR)”

<Wf 0<J>(0)>

hN
n

(2.9)

Since the circular Wilson loop can be interpreted as a superconformal defect, we can also refer
(J)

to the correlation function (2.9) as the one-point function of the operator O’ in presence of

the Wilson loops.

3The circular loops have to be coincident to preserve enough supersymmetry to allow a localisation approach.



2.2 The multi-matrix model

The partition function of A/ = 2 Lagrangian theories localises to a finite dimensional integral
on S* [5]. In the present case of superconformal quiver theories Ag—1, it reduces to a multi-
matrix model. The observables introduced in the previous section are invariant respect to
the same supercharges that localises the partition function, then they are captured by taking
suitable derivatives of the sphere partition function on the sphere, or equivalently by computing
correlators in the associated matrix model. In this section we review the localised partition
function and the method to compute correlation functions in this framework as described in
full details in [1,2]. The main feature of this procedure compared to the one of the eigenvalue
distribution is its algorithmic structure. In section 4 we present the package QUICK in which this

method is implemented.

2.2.1 From the localised partition function to correlators

The partition function of the A,_; theories is given by the following multi-matrix model

q
Z = / H day eftraﬁ ‘Zinst|2 ‘Zl,loop(aj)}z s (2.10)
I=1

where to any node of the quiver labelled by I it is associated a matrix a; that can be decomposed
over the generators of SU(N) or U(N). Unlike the original proposal of [5], here we rescaled the
matrices a; = 4/g?/(872) a; to obtain a matrix model with normalised Gaussian factors and

with a flat integration measure for each matrix defined as follows

dar =] da (2.11)
7= . .
; V2T

Since in this paper we consider the perturbative sector of the matrix model (2.10), the instanton
partition function is set to Zi,st = 1. Besides, in the case in which one is interested only to the
planar limit of the theory, the instantons contributions are exponentially suppressed anyway.
The interaction terms of the matrix model originates from the 1-loop partition function Zj_joep
that reads

. .H2 al —al. 0 -1 n
|Z1—100p|2 = HI HK] ( : ]) with  log H(x) = _Z( )

Con122" (2.12)
N S )
I, Hu H(af - %I‘H) o

where (2,1 are the Riemann zeta functions ((2n — 1).

The perturbative approach to the matrix model (2.10) is based on the idea that the 1-loop

determinant can be recast in the following exponential form

q
‘Zl_loop‘Q = He*Sint(ahaHl) ’ (2.13)
I=1



where the exponent is interpreted as the interaction action given by

oo 2m £/2
1 m+£ )\m 2, A[ :
Sint = ZZ mmN2m< i )sz 1[“@/” “traj /\[[2 tra?™tral | . (2.14)
=2 /(= I

In (2.13), the product over I takes into account the geometry of the quiver such that ag+1 = a1.

Thus, the partition function (2.10) takes the following form
q
Z = / H (da[ e~ tr a%_Sint(aIaaIJrl))
I=1
q
_ H <e*3int(alval+1)>
0 )
I=1

where ( ), is the vev computed in the Gaussian model. Due to the rescaling of the matrices

(2.15)

described above, the coupling constants are appearing only in Siy. Then, computing (2.15)
in perturbation theory at weak coupling corresponds to systematically expand e=nt in A; and
treat the resulting terms as correlators in ¢ copies of the free Gaussian model. It is important
to stress that the free Gaussian model, namely the theory with Siyt = 0, it corresponds precisely
to =4 SYM theory!

Let’s consider a simple example for the theory with 2 vector multiplets, namely A;. Expanding

Sint at the first perturbative order, if one chooses SU(N) as gauge group, (2.15) becomes

Za= daldagexp[ tra1 tra2 64<34 {g (tr al) +92(tra2) —2g%g§tra%tra§]+...
4 (2.16)
3C3
=(Lo(Lo—514 |93 ((trad)?)(20g + g3 (L) (br a3)2)— 20303 (trad )y (trad), | + ..
while for U(N) it reads
3C3
Za, = (1)g(1)— i [g1[<(tr a%)2>0 3<tra1tral>0]<1)0 — 2g%gQ<tr a1> <tra2>0 (217

+ ga(D)o[((tra3)?), — 3(tr agtr a%>0]} + ...,

where 1 is the identity matrix and <1>0 = 1. In the following, we will provide a recursive

algorithm to compute all the correlators in the Gaussian model both for SU(N) and U(N).

This property can be extended from the partition function to any gauge invariant observable.

Indeed, given an operator generically represented by the function f (a{“,), we have

1 1 2 1
k _ —traj—Sins(ar,ar41) ky _ —Sint(ar,ar41) k
(£t Z/I|:|1da1 emtrad fay) = I|:|1 (e fla)) o (218)

where the expectation value of f in the interacting matrix model is reduced to the computation
of e=Simt f in the free Gaussian model, namely A" =4 SYM.



Recursion relations

In order to compute the partition function (2.15) or the expectation value of an arbitrary opera-
tor f (2.18), one needs to study the multi-trace correlators in the Gaussian model (tr a}* traj? .. '>0

as explicitly shown in (2.16). Then it is convenient to introduce the following notation

t(I) = tg) = <tr a}“ tr a?z .. .>0 . (2.19)

[n1,m2,...]
The matrices ay can be written on a basis of SU(N) or U(N) generators Tp, withb=1,..., N2—1
or b=1,...,N? respectively, normalised as

1
tr Tb TC = 5 6bc ; (220)

writing each matrix as a = a® T}, with the ” propagator” for the components given by <ab ac> 0= ste.

Setting the following initial conditions

=N, ¢0)

i

=0 for » n; odd, (2.21)

7

any tg) defined in (2.19) can be evaluated solving the recursion relation originally derived in [72].
In the case of SU(NN) matrices, it reads

ni—2
() 1 () L
t[n1,n27~--,nt} _5 Z (t[m,m—m—?,nzw-,nt] o Nt[m—lnz,m:nt])
m=0 (2.22)

t
N ((1) L
+ ; 9 (t[nl-i-nk—2,n27--~7%,-~,nt] N t[nl_17"27”-77749_17---7"15}) ’

while for U(N) is reduced to

ny—2 t
(1) I () Mk (1)
t[m,nzy-n,nt] D) Z t[m,nl—m—ln%m,nt] + Z 2 t[nl-l-nk—2,n2,-~~,77/k7--~7m] : (2.23)
m=0 k=2
The notation [ny,...,nk,...,n indicates the vector [ny,...,n:] where the k-th indices is re-

moved. One important difference between the two cases is the following. Since tra; = 0 if
ar € SU(N), any tg) with at least an index n; = 1 is vanishing. On the other hand, if
ar € U(N), tg) is non-vanishing even if some indices are set to 1 as long as the sum of them is
even (see (2.21)).

The recursive formulas (2.22) and (2.23) originates from the fusion/fission identities satisfied by
the SU(N) and U(N) generators respectively. The first is given by

tr (TbATbB) = 1 trAtrB — 1 tr (AB) ,
2N (2.24)

=N

tr (T, A) tr (T, B) = tr (AB) — o trA B,

[\



and the second reads

tr(TbATbB):ftrAtrB, ( )
2.25

— N =

tr (T, A) tr (T, B) = 5 tr (AB) ,

\)

where A and B are two arbitrary N x N matrices. In other words, the identities (2.24) and
)

(2.25) allows to relate any correlator t%[ to a combination of other correlators obtained after a

single Wick contraction.

Let’s consider for instance the correlators appearing at the first order in the partition function
(2.16) and (2.17). In the SU(N) case we have

2 4
m_ @ _ N -1 W e  Nt—1
b =l = 2 o) = oo = 4 (2.26)
while in the U(N)
M _ e N 1) _,@ _ NAN'+2) 1) _ @ _ 3N
bof =ty = 9 b =tpg = 1 ) s =t = 1 (2.27)

Notice that, since any node of the superconformal quiver is associated to the same gauge group,
(1)
n

t-functions in (2.16) and (2.17) we obtain

for a given vector 77, the correlators ¢’ are all the same for any I. Plugging the values of the

Zp=1- %[(N‘* — 1A+ 22 —2(N? - 1)%&] +...  for SU(N)
25674 N (2.28)
3C3 2 2 . \2 2 '
24 =1- 25W[(N —2)(A2+\2) — 2N mg} ¥ for U(N).

2.2.2 Wilson loops and chiral operators in the multi-matrix model

The aim of this section is to define the matrix model counterpart of the local and non-local
operators already introduced in section 2.1.1 and to identify the gauge theory observables with
the matrix model ones. First of all, the matrix model relative of the Wilson loop (2.6) defined

on a circle of radius R = 1 is defined as follows [7]

4
1 [ar | L1 (A \?,
Wr = Ntr exp[ oN a[] = N;E! <2N> tray , (2.29)

then the operator corresponding to multiple coincident circular Wilson loops is given by

?;

1 SO VANE] 0t ¢
Wr= Wi Wy, Wy, = N Z H o <2N> traj trag...trap” , (2.30)
V4 i=1

£17€27"~7 n

The expectation value of one or several coincident Wilson loops in the matrix model coincides

to the gauge theory one (2.7)

WD (A, ey Mgy N) = (W), (2.31)



where the right-hand side is expressed in terms of the ¢-functions (2.19) that can be computed

using the recursion relations (2.22) or (2.23) depending on the choice of the gauge group.

The identification of the matrix model version of the multi-trace chiral operator introduced in
(2.4) is a non-trivial task. The most natural choice seems to be the replacement of the scalar

fields in Og) with the matrices a; as follows
Og) = C( ) tray' tray® ... traj’ . (2.32)

However, a fundamental property of the gauge theory operator is missing in (2.32). Indeed,
since the gauge theory propagator involves a scalar field and its complex conjugate, the operator
(2.4) has no self-contraction by construction unlike (2.32). Therefore, we need to impose the

(1)

cancellation of all the self-contraction from O~ making it normal-ordered [39,40,72-74]. In the

following we review this procedure for A,_; theories described in depth in [1,2].

(1)

Let’s consider an operator O’ with scaling dimension n. Its normal-ordered counterpart is
given by the operator itself plus the linear combination of all the operators with dimensions
{p} = {n —2,n —4,...}. The dimensions appearing in {p} differ by 2 since we trade two
matrices with a self-contraction. Unlike the case in which n is odd, when it is even the last
scaling dimension appearing in the set {p} is 0 corresponding with the identity operator. For
this reason, in order to threat alike the even and odd n cases, one can define a slightly modified
version of (2.32) as follows

oD = o) _ <O(j)> (2.33)
n n n q )
where we subtract the identity operator contribution.

Then, the normal-ordered operator of scaling dimension n is given by

oW = (57(7[) + Z Z alld @1(7 ) , (2.34)

n7
p=partitions J=nodes of
of dim. {p} Qquiver Ag_;

with the coefficients o = (A1,..., Ay, N). Notice that, given the definition (2.33), the basis of
operators {@](3‘])} starts to contribute for n > 3 since in the other cases {p} = @. The sum
over J is required to include all the operators belonging to any node of the quiver and the sum
over p takes into account all the possible multi-trace operators with a given scaling dimension
appearing in the set {p}. We want to stress that the former sum is highly dependent on the

choice of the gauge group. Indeed, while the partitions 7 and the set {p} can contain 1 if the
gauge group is U(N), they cannot in the SU(N) case (see table 1).

The coefficients appearing in (2.34) can be determined imposing the orthogonality of the op-

erators of the basis, namely through the Gram-Schmidt procedure. Let’s consider {@;‘])} and
() .

{@QK)} two copies of the basis appearing in the linear combination of : O’ :. The matrix of

their mixed correlators reads
M = (08 oWy, (2.35)

S7p



dimension n Operators € {@1(3])}
SU(N) U(N)
3 o {0}
1 {07} {050}
5 {03} 103 Oy Ol O}
6 {O[zi?’o[g 21’0(J} {0 Oy O Oy ~[(i])ml Oy Ofin)

Table 1: The basis of operators appearing in the normal ordering of the first few operators of dimension
n both for SU(N) and U(N) gauge groups.

with K,J =1,2,...,q. Then the Gram-Schmidt coefficients « are given by

1,0 ~(I) A(K K,J)\ !
ol —— 3 o o, (M) (2.36)

nodes K
partitions § of {s}

where M~ is the inverse of the matrix (2.35).

Finally, similarly to its gauge theory relative, the matrix model normal-ordered operator (2.34)
with coefficients given by (2.36) is orthogonal to all the lower-dimensional operators and con-
sequently it doesn’t present any self-contractions. In particular its one-point function vanishes

-0y, =o. (2.37)

Since the equivalence between the gauge theory and the matrix model operators is established,

the two-point function (2.8) in terms of the matrix-model operators becomes

G0 (s Ags V) = (00 1084, (2:33)
and equivalently the one-point function in presence of Wilson loops (2.9) reads
ATD (N, Ay, N) = <Wf Yol :>q (2.39)

To make the this map consistent, we have to choose the normalisation of the local operator
following the definition (2.32). Normal ordered operators appearing in the (2.38) have normali-

I a2 . o L (I) n—2t
sation C 72 while the one appearing in (2.39) has normalisation C;’ = (A;/N)™ 2

~ (872N)
with n = ) n; and ¢ the number of traces of the operator.

3 Algorithms for correlators

In this section we provide 3 algorithms to compute the observables G, w and A defined in the
previous section in (2.38), (2.31) and (2.39).

Algorithm 1: Correlators of two local operators

10



. . ~(J) o : I .
1. Identify the basis of operators {(’)ﬁ } appearing in the normal-ordering of O’ as in (2.34).

2. Expand < : Og) 2 (’);LJ) : >q in terms of the matrix model correlators and Gram-Schmidt

coefficients.

3. Re-write the Gram-Schmidt coefficients appearing in the expansion above in terms of

matrix model correlators as in (2.36).

4. Express all the matrix model correlators on the sphere in terms of the t-functions (2.19)

by expanding Siy¢ in (2.18) to the relevant order in the couplings.

5. Compute the resulting t-functions by means of the recursion relation (2.22) or (2.23)

depending on the choice of the gauge group.

For example, let’s consider the correlator g(lﬁ) =(: (’)[(41}) - (’)[(i) : ), in SU(N). As shown in

Table 1, the normal-ordered operator : (9[(4]) contains only operators of dimension 2 namely

W, AL L 1) AL L (12 A
O = Oy + o9 Of T g Oy 3.1)
@ . A2, @) AL, (22 A :

O = Oy + o9 O + g Opy -

Substituting (3.1) into the g[ 1 deﬁmtlon one can express the field theory correlator in terms

of the matrix model two-point functions and the Gram-Schmidt coefficients as follows

2
g1 @) (LK) / A(K) 5(2) (2.5) / 4(1) A(K)
= (04} 0)), + Z[ 12 (O Ol )5 + 312 (Ol Oy >2}
(3.2)
(1K), (2.1) 13K) 5(L)
+ D D @O O s

The next step is to write the Gram-Schmidt coefficients in terms of combinations of the mixed
correlators as in (2.36). In this simple example, M defined in (2.35) is a 2x2 matrix and its

inverse is given by

(2],[2] A 1 ~(2) A(2 ~(1) A(2)\2 A1) A ~(1) A(1 . .
<O[( })O[(z])> <O[(2})O[(2])>2 - <O[(2])O[(2})>2 _< 2] 0[2] >2 <O[2} 0[2] >2

Then the o’s appearing in the normal ordered operator : (’)[(4]) in (3.1) are the following

o = %% 1>< 1)O[Q]<2>>2 < 41}@%sz<~(<7)£(2;2})2@[(22])>2’
A < ]O~<1>> (OO ><1) ﬁm O[%]<1>>2~<1> (34)
fi12[%1_< /% >§1) 0[2]<2>>2 <§ }0[31(3)4((92%2}20[2] >2’
(040,05 05)), = (0L O,

while the coefficients appearing in : (9[( ]) : are the same exchanging the node indices 1 <> 2.

Plugging them into (3.2), one obtains g[ 4] ) written in terms of matrix model correlators only.
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According to the point 4. of the algorithm, they can be expressed in terms of the t-functions,
for instance
ADH@Y _ 3 (D) (1) ) (2),2) (2)

(O O] )2 = 37N Aa gty — Ho) (o] — o) + -5 (3:5)
where ... stand for higher orders in the coupling constants. Finally solving the recursion relation
(2.22) for all the t’s appearing in the expansion, as for instance in (2.26), one obtains

3(N%2 —1)2C3 1 ha 5(N? —1)2(2N2 = 3)(5 M A2(A\1 + )\2)

WA@Y _ _
<O[ 2 O[ 2 )2 = 12874 N? 102476 N4 o (3.6)

(1,2)

Repeating the same procedure for all the matrix model two-point functions appearing in g[ 4]
and plugging all together we have
(12)  16(NZ —1)2A1\5 (T2(2N? — 3N)2(3 + 35(N* — 6N? + 18)2(7)

G~ = (167r2)8N12 T (3.7)

Algorithm 2: Expectation value of Wilson loops w(Q)

1. Use the definition of Wilson loop (2.29) or (2.30) in terms of the matrices a;.

2. Expand the action Siy in (2.18) and re-write the result in terms of the t-functions (2.19).

(9)

Option a: w' as a series in the couplings Ay

3. Evaluate the sums appearing in (2.29) or (2.30) up to suitable cutoffs and expand to the

relevant order in the couplings.

4. Compute the resulting t-functions by means of the recursion relation (2.22) or (2.23)

depending on the choice of the gauge group.

(9)

Option b: wr' as a series in transcendental functions (,

3. Use the recursion relations (2.22) or (2.23) until the resulting t-functions tg) have all the

elements of the vector 77 depending on combinations of the indices of the sums #;.

4. Perform a suitable shift on the indices ¢; to reduce the result to a combination of the
t-functions appearing in the definitions (2.29) and (2.30) multiplied by some polynomial
in Ez‘.

5. Solve the sums in ¢; using the definitions (2.29) and (2.30) and the archetypal formula

O F. .+l

(¢ + A+, A 2
I S g,) <2N> ot = 2P0, (38)

1=0 £,=0

where 0;X = dX/d\; and k is the number of nested applications of the differential

operator to wy = (Wy)o. The latter is the expectation value of the Wilson loops in the

12



pure Gaussian model namely ¢ copies of N' = 4 SYM. For instance, for a single Wilson

loop in the node I of the quiver we have [3-7]

wi(Ar, N) :% Ly, ( - 4%) exp [;}(f (1 - Jb)} for SU(N)

. N ) (3.9)
1 I
wr(Ar, N) =N L}V_l(— m) exp [SN} for U(N)
or for two coincident Wilson loops lying on the same node of the quiver we have [41,17,75]
A (1-%) Y\
e I
I = TN L}V*(T)
MEGAIE o G Y e T Y BV e T
N AN AN ) T aan) VN o
B (3.10)

ek [ (AN, (AN G AN =2
5 o2 |nly)u(a) -5 () 50 () for U(N)
and so on. In (3.9) and (3.10), L¥ is the generalised Laguerre polynomial with L; = LY.

As an example, let’s consider the expectation value w[(f]) of a Wilson loop in the theory with two

SU(N) vector multiplets. Using the definition (2.29) and expanding Si,t we have
IR RVOVRN:
2 _ * 2 (AL 14
wny = N%E! <2N> (trai)z

4
I NNy 3MGs L)L) L) (1),(1) (1) ,(2)
N <) {tm +aminz (o — feha)h =20yt — i)+ -

(3.11)

where we used the definition (2.19).

Option a: Let’s consider for instance the perturbative expansion of (3.11) up to order A3. We
have to evaluate the first 7 elements of the sum in ¢ obtaining a combination of simple t-functions
at any order in A. Computing the t-functions using the recursion relation (2.22), we obtain
W@ 14 (N2—1)\  (2N* —5N2%+3) A2
(1] N2 384N+ (3.12)
N (N2 = 1) A} (7 (N* = BNZ 4 3) Ay — BANZ(5 (N2 + 1) Ar — (N2 = 1))2)) N
92167 N6 o

where dots stand for higher orders in the couplings.

Option b: In this case, interpreting the expansion (3.11) as a sum of terms at some fixed
transcendentality, we reverse the logic used in Option a. Indeed, first we use the recursion

relation (2.22) to reduce the t-functions dependence on ¢ only as follows

tog= 1((L+ N?)? = 1ty (3.13)
2
troga= CED 00— 1) (04+ N243)ty_g+2N (20— 5) N2~ (£—1)(£+3) +2N ")t + 20Nty .
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Then, where it is needed as the second line of (3.13), we shift £ in order to end up with t[g only.

Now, using (3.8), one can rewrite the sum in £ as a combination of derivatives of the N' = 4

(1)

02,2 I (3.11) becomes

SYM Wilson loop. For instance, the term proportional to ¢

£

11 /A \? N -1
53 () st

w1 , (314)

where w; is given by the first line of (3.9) and the derivatives act directly on it since we used
the chain rule. Repeating the same procedure for the other t-function and plugging everything
in (3.11) we obtain

) 3(3A

Whp =W T g [)\%3%“11 + (N? + DA — (N? = D)Ag)dvwr | + ..., (3.15)

where dots stand for higher transcendentality terms.
Algorithm 3: Correlators of a local operator and Wilson loops Ag"])

The computation of Ag"]) can be summarized as the combination of the two previous algorithms

Algorithm 3 = Algorithm 1 + Algorithm 2. (3.16)

Let’s consider, for example, Aﬁ]’m namely the correlator of a Wilson loop belonging to the first

node of the quiver and the operator : (’)[(f]) : in the theory A; with gauge group SU(N). Given

the definition of the normal-ordered operator in the second line of (3.1), we have

(1,2) _ 0@ L\ »(2) (2,1) AH(1) (2,2) »(2)
where the Gram-Schmidt coefficients « are the ones computed in (3.4) exchanging the nodes

indices 1 < 2.

Correlation functions of Wilson loops and local operators on the sphere appearing in (3.17) can
be computed following the same logic of Algorithm 2. Depending on the choice of Option a
or b for the algorithm, one can have the observables expanded in terms of the coupling or the

transcendental functions. Choosing Option b, for instance we have

3C3\%

ALy _
WnOpy )2 = MOrwy — GAINZ

)\?8%11)1 + ((N2 + 5) A — (N2 — 1))\2) )\18%’[01
(3.18)

+ (3(N?+ 1) Ap —2(N? = 1) Ag) Orwy | +-....
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Computing the remaining correlators on the sphere and plugging all together, we obtain

6
(1,2) _ AT 4 (76 4 2 3 2 2
x (420¢7 N+ (72¢5A1 —35¢7 (A +72)) N*4+-6 (35¢7 (A1 +36) —18(3\1 ) N> —630(7 A1) Ofwy (3.19)

+35(N?—1)* (N*=6N2418) Crw; —70 (N —7TN*4+24N?—18) ¢7 (SN*—8N2—\,) 1wy | +...

where, since the output is cumbersome, we have considered the correlator at the orbifold point
where all the couplings are equal. In (3.18) and (3.19), ... stand for higher transcendental terms.

For completeness, the same quantity as an expansion on the couplings (Option a) reads

o _ A -1y

4 2 2 3 2 9
0 = ey (3547 (N* = 6N? +18)° + 72 (2N3 — 3N) 43) ¥ (3.20)

where this time ... represents higher orders in A;.

4 QUICK manual

The main purpose of the QUICK package is to provide tools to automatise the computation
of the observables w, G and A defined in (2.31), (2.38) and (2.39) by means of the matrix
model techniques introduced in section 2.2. The package is included in the ancillary files of this

manuscript and it can also be downloaded from the GitHub repository at the following address
https://github.com/miciosca/QUICK

where, in case of updates, the latest version will be loaded. In order to load the package in a
Mathematica session, one has to save the file QUICK.wl in the same directory of the notebook

and run the command

<< QUICK.wl

More detailed instructions, such as making the package loadable from any directory path, can
be found in [76-78].

4.1 The new functions

Once QUICK.wl is loaded, the list of all the new functions included in the package can be shown

running®

2 QUICK *

and it reads

e Compute00[Quiver,PerturbativeOrder] [{Nodel,diml},{Node2,dim2}]: it computes the

4Every function is equipped with a brief usage manual that can be shown running the name of the function
preceded by 7.
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correlator Qg;‘iel’NOdeZ)(Al, <o Aquiver, V) defined in (2.38) up to order \PerturbativeOrder/2

In this case dim2 = dim1 since normal-ordered operators are orthogonal.

e ComputeW[Quiver,PerturbativeOrder] [NodesWL]: it computes the expectation value of

Wilson loops wb(&;:‘;:,i) (A1, -os Aquiver » V) defined in (2.31) up to order \PerturbativeOrder/2

e ComputeWO[Quiver,PerturbativeOrder] [NodesWL,{Node,dim}]: it computes the corre-
(NodesWL,Node)

lator Agjp, (AL, oy Aquiver; V) defined in (2.39) up to order \Perturbativelrder/2
e NormalOrderedOP [Quiver] [Node,dim]: it gives the normal ordered operator : (’)g;de) :

in terms of the basis of operators O by means of (2.34) in the theory Aguiver—1-

e SphereCorrelator00[Quiver,PerturbativeOrder] [{Nodel,diml},{Node2,dim2}]: it com-

~(Node1) @(Node2)

putes the multi matrix model correlator (Ogiog" " Oging)quiver Up to APerturbativeOrder/2

e SphereCorrelatorW0[Quiver,PerturbativeOrder] [NodesWL, {Node,dim}]: it computes

~(Node)

: - PerturbativeOrder/2
the multi matrix model correlator (MWhodeswt.Ogip ) quiver UP to AFerturbativelr er/2

e GramSchmidtCoeff [Quiver,PerturbativeOrder] [Node,dim]: it computes the Gram-

. O(Node)

Schmidt coefficients appearing in the expansion of the operator : Og;,
(2.34) and (2.36) in the theory Aguiver—1 up to \Perturbativelrder/2

: by means of

e QUICKsaveData["filename.mx"]: it generates a file filename.mx containing the list of
the internal functions already computed in the current Mathematica session as t-functions
(2.19), matrix model correlators on the sphere and Gram-Schmidt coefficients. This file

can be loaded and then updated at any new session to speed-up the computational time.

e QUICKsaveResults["filename.mx"]: it generates a file filename.mx containing the list
of the perturbative expansions of w, G and A computed in the current Mathematica session.
This file can be loaded and then updated at any new session to speed-up the computational

time.

The functions listed above depends on few inputs with the following syntax. Quiver is a non-
negative integer that specifies the number of nodes ¢ of the considered quiver theory A,_;.
PerturbativeOrder is the maximum order in the perturbative expansion of the observable.
It is a non-negative integer and, depending on the case, it corresponds either to the maximal
power of gy = v/A/N or the order of expansion of the matrix model action rearranged as a
transcendental expansion. It ignores the normalisation of the operators (2.4) even if this is
included in the final results. For a selected local operator, Node and dim stand for the label I of
the vector multiplet in which it belongs and its dimension 7 respectively. It is understood that
when they appear followed by a number, they refer to different local operators. Notice that, since
operators (2.4) in general are multi-trace, dim is a List of all the powers {nj, no, ...} appearing
in the operator, while Node is an integer number in the interval [1,Quiver]. In presence of
Wilson loops, NodesWL represents the vector I of nodes of the quiver in which the Wilson loops
belong. Its syntax is a List of labels {11, I3, ...} that reduces to a single element {I}, in case of

only one Wilson loop considered. Finally, "filename.mx" is a String.
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Besides the functions listed above, the package offers four additional options. Those options
admits two possible values: True or False and they can be modified at any time in the Math-
ematica session. Their purpose is to provide more freedom of choice of the main parameters of

the theory and they reads

$UNgroup: it specifies the gauge group of the considered theory. It is False for SU(N)
gauge group and True for U(N) gauge group. It is initialised as False.

e $LargeN: it specifies if the theory is considered in the planar limit or not. If False, the
rank N of the gauge group is kept finite, if True, the limit N — oo is turned on’. It is

initialised as False.

e $0rbifoldPoint: it specifies if the theory is considered at the orbifold point or not. It is
False if all the coupling constants Ay, ..., \; are kept independent, while it is True at the

orbifold point. It is initialised as False.

e $TranscendentalExp: In case of correlators that include Wilson loops, it switches between
Option a and Option b of Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 3 (see section 3). If it is False,
correlators are expanded in the coupling constants (Option a), if it is True, correlators are

expanded in transcendental functions (Option b). It is initialised as True.

Any of the function listed above strongly depends on the computation of auxiliary objects such
as the Gram-Schmidt coefficients, two-point functions on the S* sphere but above all the -
functions (2.19). Indeed, the recursion relations (2.22) and (2.23) generate several t-functions
depending on the length of the starting ones. In order to increase the package efficiency, all the
pre-computed ¢-functions as well as the Gram-Schmidt coefficients and the sphere correlators are
stored in memory and their value is automatically used in case they will appear in subsequent
computations. Similarly, if some of the pre-computed data are needed at a higher order in
perturbation theory, to improve the computation time only the missing orders are computed
and then updated in memory. In case in which it is necessary to close the Mathematica session,
it is convenient to export the whole set of pre-compute data using the function QUICKsaveData
and then re-load the database in a new session. Finally, the code is highly parallelised, then the
efficiency of the package is directly proportional to the number of available parallel kernels in

the Mathematica session.

4.2 Examples

In this section we present some examples of usage of the package reproducing the results ap-
pearing in the previous sections. This is a very limited set of examples that show only partially
the possible use of the package. A more detailed set of applications is presented in the ancillary

notebook ”QUICKExample.nb” attached to this manuscript.

5Not all the functions are affected by this option. Indeed, in some intermediate steps, N needs to be finite and
then set to infinity at the very end of the computation of correlators).
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Let’s start computing the correlator Q[(A}]’Q) with the Algorithm 1 presented in section 3. The

) _

considered operator is a single-trace of length 4 defined by (2.32) with normalisation C[4]

2
(87271]\[)2. Its normal ordering, in case U(N) is the chosen gauge group, is given by the following
command
$UNgroup = True;

NormalOrderedOP[2][1, {4}]
Otilde(1, {2}) @(2, 1, 1)({4}, {2}) + Otilde(1, {1, 1}) (2, 1, ({4}, {1, 1}H +
Otilde(2, {2}) a(2, 1, 2)({4}, {2}) + Otilde(2, {1, 1}) a(2, 1, 2)({4}, {1, 1}) + Otilde(1, {4})

while in case of SU(N) gauge group, the $UNgroup option has to be changed accordingly, then
the normal ordered operator is given by

SUNgroup = False;

NormalOrderedOP[2][1, {4}]

Otilde(1, {2}) a(2, 1, 1)({4}, {2}) + Otilde(2, {2}) a(2, 1, 2)({4}, {2}) + Otilde(1, {4})

in agreement with (3.1) (the notation is self-explanatory). Since in section 3 we chose SU(N)
as gauge group, for the rest of this section we will keep $UNgroup=False. The next step of
the algorithm is to express the correlator Q[(41]’2) in terms of the Gram-Schmidt coefficients and
the matrix model two-point functions as in (3.2). The latter can be easily computed using the

function SphereCorrelator00, for instance we have

SphereCorrelator00[2, 8] [{1, {2}}, {2, {2}}] // FullSimplify
BN 1P Ll SE((N -1 2N =3) 54 4 (4 + 1))
+

128 7* N2 B 1024 (75 N4)
m(l\ﬂ 1 E 0 (<30 (36N (N2 + 1) 3 - 35 (N - 3N2 +3) ) +
7 N

200 (12N +35(3-2N) ) =33 (36 N2 (N2 + 1) 2 - 35 (N* - 3N2 +3) 7)) + O[¢)

as shown in (3.6). Notice that, in order to simplify the expansion in presence of several coupling
constants, we re-scale all the couplings as A\ — €2A; and then we expand for e — 0°. Finally, it

is also possible to compute the Gram-Schmidt coefficients using the following command

GramSchmidtCoeff[2, 6][1, {4}] // FullSimplify

3 32N2=3)G A (- N2+ (N2 +5)Q + 1) € 1
{a(z, 1, ({4}, 2) > [— -2 N] + +
N 64 7* N3 1024 7% N3

Sas 0 (~((17N0 + 43N =75 N7 £ 99) F) + 6 (N = YN+ 1) (2N* =8N+ 15) y 4y + (3 -2 N2 (N2 = 1) 3) ¢ + O(€),

5(N® —7N* +24N2 - 18) 45 A3 1, €°
a2, 1,2)(4}, 2) - +0(¢")}
1024 78 N°

that reproduces exactly (3.4) once the two-point functions on the sphere are substituted by their

expansions in terms of the couplings.

All the previous steps are implemented and optimised in the function Compute00. Then, the

correlator g[(j]f“) can be simply computed using the following syntax

SAll the outputs of the functions of QUICK that are written as perturbative expansions are written with this
re-scaled couplings and expanded in e.

18



ComputeO0[2, 10][{1, {4}}, {2, {4}}] // FullSimplify
(N2 =1 elff ad (72 (2N° 3N 3 + 35 (N* - 6 N2 + 18)” )

268435456 7' N'2
9el® ((N2 — 1P A (A + ) (40 (2N2 = 3) (2 N* -8 N2 + IS)N2 &5 45 + 7 (N* — 6 N2 + 18) (2 N° — 13 N* + 60 N? - 90) zg))

+ 0(619)
1073741824 ('8 N'¥)

in agreement with (3.7).

Let’s consider now the expectation value of the Wilson loop w[(f]) as presented in the Algorithm

2 in section 3. In order to compute it as an expansion in the couplings (Option a) and compare

it with (3.12), one has to use the following syntax

$TranscendentalExp = False;

ComputeW[2, 81 [{1}] // FullSimplify

1 (N-1)@ny N -5N2+3)eta] (N2 -1)ef A (x* (N* =3 N2 +3) Q) = 54N2 45 (N2 (—2p) + (N2 + 1) 4 +1y))
+ + + +
8 N2 384 N* 9216 7* N©

1 s 2 7360 (2N*=5N2+3)N2 550y (N2 (=2) + (N2 +2) 4y +4y) .

€ Ay
1474560 N8 P

QOO(Nz—l)N24’5(3(2N4+N2—1),\f—2(2N4—5N2+3]1\2/\] +(—2N4+5N2—3)Ag)

- +(2NF - 10N® +23N* - 30N2 + 15) 2 |+ O[¢)
T

while to compute it in terms of an expansion in transcendental functions (Option b), one has to

change the value of $TranscendentalExp to True and re-run the command

$TranscendentalExp = True;
ComputeW[2, 6] [{1}] // FullSimplify

3t (3 (1 (N2 (<o) + (N2 + 1) 4y +20) WCLY (4) + 48 W (1))
W) - 64 (* N?) "

ms 522 ((N2 -1y ((N2 +3) 0 =3 (N - 1) ) WD(h) +
T

2(—3(N2 - 1),\2 4 (Al +8(N2 —2)N2)— 12N2 (2N4 ~5N? +3)A§ +20 (N2 (A —6)+22, +24N° +22N4))W(1)’(A,)+
42 (64N4 B wOW()+ 8Ny (12 N* (4 = 2p) +4N% (8 1y +3A2)+A%)W(l)(3)(,\l)+

(144 N® (11 = 2a) + 4 N* (14 (721 +36) + 3 (1 + 12) o) + 12N2 4y (14 = 2a) + 43 ) WD) (1)) + Of€7)

in agreement with (3.15). In the output we use the following notation for the derivatives of the

N =4 SYM Wilson loops
dk

W(n) ™ (Ar) = DR )
I N~

(4.1)

n—times

where wy is given by (3.9), wy; 7 by (3.10) and so on.

However, there are some cases in which it is not possible to re-cast all the terms of the transcen-
dental expansion into derivatives of N’ =4 SYM Wilson loops. This is the case, for instance, of
expectation values containing coincident Wilson loops belonging to the same vector multiplet.

A simple example is the following observable

ComputeW[2, 6] [{1, 1}] // FullSimplify
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3t (3 (1 (N2 (<o) + (N2 + 1) 44+ 20) WY () + 4 W2y (1)) 1
W2)(Ay) -

64 (n* N2) " 6144 7 N6
Se€ s (4N (3(N2 = 1) 2 (4 + 6N+ (N2 (\ +2)-32 - 18 N4)) s(ja? W(2))(/11) +
20 (-16N* z(j(l)“ W(2))(A|) +AN2 ) (—(N2 (N +32, - 8)) +A, 43 )Lz) (i) WY () +
4N? (9 N* (4 = A9) + N2 (92 - 210)) + A%) z(j(1)2 W(Z))'(Al) "
21 (32N z(j(1)3 W(2))'(/1|) +4N? (Al (-7 N2 Z(j(1)2 W(Z))”()Ll) +2N2 0 (2 L W)W () - 261 W(2))(3)(/\,)) +
(/11 (/\1 +6N +16N2) - 6 N2 (N? = 1) ) WP (1)) = (ON* (14 = 2a) = N2 (1 =9 0p) + F)
G WY (4)) + (Al ((8 N +5)N2 Ay + A7 + 36 (N6 + N4)) - 6N? (N2 - 1) A (6 N2 - Al)) W) (A )) +
(2Af (N2 (/\, +6(N4 +N2)—2)+2A,)—3(N2 - 1),12 A (,\1 +2 N —51\12)—3N2 (2N4 - 5N?+3) ) Wy (n)) +
(N> = 1) (N2 +3) 0 =3 (N2 = 1) ) W)(11)) + O(€)

Those quantities can be expressed in terms of derivatives of certain infinite sums and they
appears in the output with the following notation

014 Al

. my : _ Mp—1 (k) —Ldik
GO 3m - W@ P ) = o D

m1 Mnp—1
A (A,
I ogy,00,. 0,

O, 2N> et (4:2)

Considering how involved are the sums above, in these cases it is convenient to turn off the

option $TranscendentalExp and compute the vev in terms of a series in the couplings.

The last examples concerns the correlator A&’Q) computed with the Algorithm 3. We again

consider a single-trace operator of length 4 defined by (2.32) with normalisation C’[(i]) = \/N.

The local operator belongs to the vector multiplet labelled by I = 2 while the Wilson loop
belongs to the first node. Their correlation function can be written as (3.17). The Gram-
Schmidt coefficients are already pre-computed in the previous examples, while the two-point
functions on the sphere can be computed by the following command

$TranscendentalExp = True;

SphereCorrelatorw0[2, 6] [{1}, {1, {2}}] // FullSimplify

3et (A3 (BN + 1) =2 (N2 = 1) ) WY (1) + A4 (N2 (=2a) + (N2 + 5) 44 + 2) WY (1) + 43 WD) (ay)))
A Wy () - N +

1
ms &5 ((N2 - 1) (4 (N2 +3))L| =9 (N2 = 1) ) WCh(ay) + (-3 (N2 - l)/\z/\] (N* (1 - 96) +7 2, +48 N4)—

48N (2N =5 N2+ 3)05 + A (N* (4 +352) + N2 (224 = 96) + 37 4y + 384 N°)) W(lY (1) +
20 ((—121\12 (2N4—5N2+3)A§—3(N2— 1)/12 (8N4 (A +36) - 48N 1, +A%)+
20 (24N0 (1) +24) + 18N (94 +32) + N2 0y (14 +54) + 8 4F)) W) (1) +
20 (64N 03 WHI(4y) + 8 N2y (12N% (4 = p) + 4 N2 (204 + 3 25) + A3 WD (1) +
(Al (4 N* (7 4 +356) + 60 N2 Ay + A} + 624 Nﬁ)— 12 N2 (N2 - 1))&2 (44 N - ) W(l)(3)(/\|))))+0(e7)

in agreement with (3.18). The package provides the function ComputeW0 that directly computes
the correlators A without any additional input. Then, the observables we are considering is
given by

$TranscendentalExp = True;

$0rbifoldPoint = True;
ComputeW0[2, 10] [{1}, {2, {4}}]

20



ﬁem A§ (35 (N2 - 1)2 (N4 ~6N? + 18){7 W(H(1,) - 70 (N6 —TN*+24N? - 18)g7 (—/\1 +8 N4 - SNZ) Wy (A) +
262144 718 N

16(N2 - 1N (N4 (72 AN =350 (0 +72)+ 6N (35 7 (M +36) = 1823 1) - 630 7 Ay +420 N° ¢7) W(lY" (1) +

1

4480 (N6 —7N*+24N% - 18) N* &7 0 W(l)m(hl)) 3€2)]

(-1024 (N2 - 1)N6 WP ) (N (2045 25 01 =7 do (01 +240)) + 6 N2 (7 2o (L) + 120) = 543 45 4y) = 126 Gy Ay + 280 N° zg) -
57344 (N® =7 N* + 24 N2 — 18) N 4 23 W) (1) -
128 (N2 = 1)N* WD) (1) (112 N8 g (241 +15) = 8N (7 4o (31 4y + 180) = 110 &3 &5 44) +
N* (7 % (A% +1128 2, + 4320) 20480 (M + 66)) S6NZ A (T4 (M +312) =545 45 4)) + 126 4 A%) - (N2 - 1)2
Ww(h(Ay) (N“ (7 & (A1 + 1440) = 720 &5 &5) - 42 N? &y (A +324) + 126 &y Ay + 336 N® &y + 12N (40 &5 £5 — 203 49)) -
16(N2 - 1)1\12 (4 N (160 &5 25 (A +9) = 63 ¢o (A4 +76)) = 12N° (20 23 &5 (13 A, +36) = 7 £ (23 4, + 1008)) + N*
(20 G5 M (W +252) =74 (8 + 12240 +18 144)) FON? A (T8 (M +324) =545 45 1) - 126 4o A7 + 2688 N' &)
WY (A) +2 (N2 - 1)(—16 N® (21 2o (A —261) +5 &3 &5 (A + 120)) — 8 N (28 &9 (756 — 11 A1) +5 23 &5 (11 4y — 144)) -
TN* (g (0 + 1464 0y — 14688) — 120 43 25 1y ) + 42N 4o 4y (1 +336) -
126 29 Af +2352N'2 ¢ + 48 N'° (80 ¢3 5 = 399 &) W(1Y (1)) + O[¢")

as an expansion in transcendental functions (Option b) and it is given by

$TranscendentalExp = False;

$0rbifoldPoint = True;

ComputeWO[2, 14][{1}, {2, {4}}] // FullSimplify

(N2 = 1) 4] (72(2N* = 3N)? 3 + 35 (N* - 6 N2 + 18)” ¢7) 1

6291456 7% N2 13317754060 800 (x'2 N'6)
(L 1)2 A} (-246967° (2N7 - 3)(2N® - 8 NC + ISN* 30N +45)N? 5 +

4762800 N* (N? (N? (144 (14 N* + 37 N? - 87) 43 - 25 (481 N* - 547 N* + 768) 22 -

210 (108 NS — 163 N* + 319 N? - 240)53 o+ 126()0[52) + 1155 (17 N8 + 8 N® — 69 N* + 123 N2 —72)4,) +
132300 7° (54 N'0 - 294 N® + 775 N® — 1377 N* + 1550 N = 750) N? {5 + 264600 7 N*

(12 N2 (2 N2 - 3) (5 N2 + 19) (N4 ~3N%+ 3)(§ -7 (152 N0 — 795 N® + 2073 N® — 3585 N* + 4170 N? —2610) (7)+
1587600 x> N2 (21 (144 N'0 =730 N® + 1723 N® - 2913 N* + 4230 N? — 3510) lo -
10N? (2N - 3) (40N - 82 N* + 123 N? = 360) ¢5 45 ) +

7' (2 N2 = 3) (N2 N1 - 41 N® + 189 N° - 420 N* + 315 N? + 315)) + O[¢")

as an expansion in the coupling constants. In both cases, we considered the theory at the orbifold
point to compare with (3.19) and (3.20).

We want to stress that all the algorithms of section 3 and their dedicated functions are very
efficient to compute also correlators in SCQCD, ' =4 SYM and its Z, orbifolds. In particular,
in order to obtain observables in N' =4 SYM, we have to decouple the Siyt action from (2.18)
and this is equivalent to set all the Riemann zetas to zero (; — 0. Consider, for instance, the
simplest SU(N) correlator between a Wilson loop and a local operator belonging to the same

vector multiplet. This is equivalent to the following expression

ComputeWO[1, 6][{1}, {1, {2}}] // FullSimplify
3t (G ] (BN + 1) WAy () + 44 (N2 + 5) W () + 4 wDP(y)) 1

A W' (Ay) = +
F W) 64 (* N?) 2457625 NS

5€0 g5 A (4 (N + 2N = 3 WD) + (N* (44 +352) + N2 (222 = 96) + 37 4, + 384 N°) W(lY (1) +
4((24N (4 +24) + 18N* (9 0y +32) + N2 2y (44 +54) + 823 WY (1) + 4y (8N 2y (N2 0y WD) +

(1 + 12N* + 80N W) (1))) + (4 N* (7 2, + 356) + 60N 4y + A + 624 N¢) W) (1)) + O(€)
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The N = 4 SYM equivalent of this observable is given by the only terms that doesn’t contain
transcendental functions, namely the leading order. In the present case, it is straightforward to
test this statement. Indeed, since in N' =4 SYM the operator Ojg) is the highest weight of the

stress-tensor multiplet, we expect that its expectation value in presence of the 1/2 BPS Wilson

loop (1d defect) to be proportional to the Bremsstrahlung function” [15,52]. In our notation®
we have ) )
1) _ (1,1) _
<W[1] 0[2} >N:4 = RA[Q} = 53(9)101 ) (4.3)

with the Bremsstrahlung function defined as B(g) = ﬁ)\% in agreement with our result for

(1,1)
A[2] .
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A The action of N/ = 2 theories

The action of A,_; theories can be written in the N' = 1 superspace formalism. The N = 2
vector field in the node I is decomposed into a N/ = 1 vector multiplet V; and a N’ = 1 chiral
multiplet ®;. The V' = 2 matter hypermultiplet is given by two A = 1 chiral multiplets (Q, @)

For a generic A,_; theory, the action can be written as (2.1) with the gauge term given by

Svector = g

q (A.1)
I=1

1
32 ( / d*z d?0 tr(WﬁW;)Jrh.c.) 42 / d*z d*0 tr<e—291qu>}6291V1<1>1)
91

and the matter term given by
q
Shyper = Z [/d4x 46 <t1“ (QTEQQIVIQG—QQIHVIH) +tr (@e_QQIVI@T6291+1VI+1> )
I=1
+ <1\f2g1 / d*z d?0 QP;Q + h.c.) + (i\/igm / Az d*0QP;1Q + h.c.> ] (A.2)
where g7 the Yang-Mills couplings and W/ the super field strength of V7 defined as follows

1.
WI _ _ZDQ (6*291V1Da€291VI) ) <A3)

[0}

"The same result was later reproduced and further generalised from integrability in [79,80] and checked at
strong and weak coupling in [14,81].

8The constant of proportionality between the N’ = 4 SYM correlator and the N' = 2 one depend on the choice
of the normalisation in (2.4) and (2.32).
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