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Abstract

We study mathematical structures on the moduli spaces of BPS structures of N = 2 theories.

Guided by the realization of BPS structures within type IIB string theory on non-compact

Calabi–Yau threefolds, we develop a notion of BPS variation of Hodge structure which gives

rise to special Kähler geometry as well as to Picard-Fuchs equations governing the central

charges of the BPS structure. We focus our study on cases with complex one dimensional

moduli spaces and charge lattices of rank two including Argyres–Douglas A2 as well as Seiberg–

Witten SU(2) theories. In these cases the moduli spaces are identified with modular curves

and we determine the expressions of the central charges in terms of quasi-modular forms of the

corresponding duality groups. We furthermore determine the curves of marginal stability and

study the attractor flow in these examples, showing that it provides another way of determining

the complete BPS spectrum in these cases.
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1 Introduction

The study of BPS states within supersymmetric field and string theories has been a fruitful

source of insights and interactions between mathematics and physics. This is due to the fact that

BPS spectra carry rich mathematical structure and can be realized in different mathematical

incarnations, see e. g. [1]. The spectrum of BPS states is locally constant in the moduli space of

the underlying theory but jumping phenomena can occur at walls of marginal stability, where

BPS states can decay or form bound states. These phenomena were studied by Cecotti and Vafa

in the context of two-dimensional Landau-Ginzburg theories [2] and were crucial in obtaining

the exact low energy effective action in the work of Seiberg and Witten [3]. See the reviews

[4, 5, 6].

The BPS states of Seiberg–Witten theory were realized in type IIB string theory compact-

ified on a non-compact Calabi–Yau threefold in [7]. The Seiberg–Witten curve becomes the

degeneration locus of the underlying threefold and the Seiberg–Witten differential is obtained

from the holomorphic three-form of the threefold geometry. The BPS states correspond in this

context to D3 branes wrapping special Lagrangian submanifolds of the threefold. On the curve

these special Lagrangians correspond to geodesics of a quadratic differential. An analogous

study of BPS states in type IIB string theory for ADE type Argyres–Douglas theories was re-

alized by Shapere and Vafa in [8], where the existence of geodesics of the quadratic differential

was analyzed locally near branching points of the underlying curve and global consistency con-

ditions for the corresponding flows led to solutions of the BPS problem. The Argyres-Douglas

theories refer to four-dimensional N = 2 superconformal field theories which were found at

special slices in higher dimensional moduli spaces of higher rank gauge theories [9] as well as

within the moduli spaces of SU(2) theories coupled to matter [10].

In the context of string theory, BPS states correspond to special objects which exist in

the theory. Most notably in type IIA (IIB) string theories, the BPS states originate from

supersymmetric D-branes supported on even (odd) dimensional submanifolds of the spatial

part of 10 dimensional space-time. Type IIA and IIB string theories can be considered on ten-

dimensional space-times which are of the product form R1,3×X, where X denotes a Calabi–Yau

(CY) threefold. These compactifications give, generically, effective four dimensional N = 2

theories. Mirror symmetry in this setup refers to the fact that there exist mirror families of

CY threefolds, such that the effective four dimensional theories originating from type IIA on

CY X or type IIB on CY Y are indistinguishable. This process identifies objects supported on

even dimensional submanifolds of X with objects supported on odd dimensional submanifolds
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of Y . Mathematically, this can be formulated precisely using the homological mirror symmetry

conjecture [11], see also [1] and references therein.

The stability of the physical BPS states is governed by the N = 2 central charge, which

associates to every charged state in the theory a complex number which varies over the moduli

space of the family. A formulation of the central charge as the relevant notion of stability of

objects in the CY compactification setting was given by Douglas, Fiol and Römelsberger in [12]

in terms of the notion of π-stability, see also [13] for a mathematical account. This stability

condition inspired the mathematical notion of stability in triangulated categories put forward

by Bridgeland in [14], which gives the notion of spaces of stability conditions. While π-stability

is naturally associated to a problem of variation of Hodge structure of the underlying family of

CY threefolds, Bridgeland’s stability condition doesn’t require such a constraint.

The existence of BPS states in the context of supergravity was studied by Denef [15], mapping

the problem of determining the existence of BPS states within regions in moduli space to the

problem of determining solutions to the attractor flow equations. The attractor mechanism

was first described in the context of extremal black hole solutions in the context of N = 2

supergravity [16]. The attractor flow equations were then described in detail in [17, 18] and

were formulated in terms of a time derivative in [19] such that the BPS mass is minimized in

the limit of infinite time. BPS existence conditions were given in terms of the value of the

central charge at the end point of the attractor flow lines [20]. The reviews [21, 22] describe

in detail the literature on attractor flow in the context of black hole solutions in supergravity,

for example the radial flow of scalars with initial values at infinity to a fixed point at the

horizon, the connection to the Bekenstein Hawking entropy, and the OSV conjecture. A wall-

crossing formula was developed in this context by Denef and Moore [23] giving a quantitative

handle on the problem of determining the decay and recombination of BPS solutions. This was

then further developed by [24] where the BPS index is explicitly determined from the attractor

indices.

The method of using split attractor flows to determine the existence of BPS states was

used in [15], for example including type IIB string theory on the mirror quintic and Seiberg-

Witten theory in the low energy N = 2 supergravity limit of type II string theory and only

weakly coupled to gravity as described in [25]. The interpretation of the existence conditions was

further developed by finding the explicit black hole and empty hole solutions to the supergravity

equations at the end point of the flow. Importantly, the existence conditions for Seiberg-Witten

theory were determined in the context of monodromies around the singular points and the

known spectrum of BPS states reproduced by splitting the attractor flow of composite states at

the wall of marginal stability and by allowing the flow to pass through the appropriate branch

cuts.

In [26] the attractor flow method is extended to a detailed analysis of BPS type IIA D-

branes on the quintic. Here, the attractor equations were written in terms of gradient flow of

the central charges. The equations were solved approximately by minimizing the central charge
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using iterative methods and then plotting the attractor flow lines. The existence conditions on

the endpoint of the flow were then considered as before. More recently in [27] this attractor flow

analysis was applied on the type IIA side to local P2, which has its BPS spectrum represented

on a 3 node quiver.

The goal of our work is to further develop the mathematical structures which encode the

existence and stability data of BPS structures on the moduli space of a given theory itself.

Guided by the realization of simple BPS structures within compactifications of string theory

on Calabi–Yau threefolds we put forward a notion of BPS variation of Hodge structure (BPS-

VHS) 1 which gives rise to a special Kähler geometry structure on the moduli space associated

to a given BPS structure. In the context of Calabi–Yau threefolds this is just the usual special

Kähler geometry [29], our goal is however to formulate the ingredients of this additional geomet-

ric structure constraining the space of stability in terms of the language of variation of Hodge

structure. The BPS-VHS allows us to put forward Picard-Fuchs differential equations for the

central charges associated to a BPS structure, we use techniques due to Griffiths to derive the

corresponding Picard-Fuchs equations explicitly for the examples which we study, complement-

ing known results in the literature. We focus our study on simple examples with a complex

one-dimensional moduli space and a rank two lattice of charges, in these cases the moduli space

can be further identified with a modular curve and the central charges have expressions in terms

of quasi-modular forms which we provide. We revisit the attractor flow equations in the context

of our examples and re-derive the results of [15] for Seiberg–Witten theory by explicitly produc-

ing plots of iterative solutions to the attractor flow equations, finding all possible flows between

covers of the moduli space, and using the existence conditions on these flows to determine the

spectrum. We then extend this method to two parameterizations of the Argyres–Douglas A2

theory to determine the spectrum in a novel example. The A1 model is also briefly discussed.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. 2 we introduce the notion of BPS structures

following [30, 14]. We proceed in Sec. 3 by introducing the notion of BPS variation of Hodge

structure and show how this leads to Picard-Fuchs differential equations governing the central

charge of the BPS structure. We introduce the geometric realizations of the BPS structures

which we study in detail in this work originating from Calabi–Yau threefolds. We proceed

in Sec. 4 by reviewing quasi-modular forms for subgrougps of SL(2,Z) as well as the Fricke

involution acting both on the moduli space as well as on the quasi-modular forms. In Sec. 5 we

study the attractor flow for our examples showing that in these cases this provides a complete

answer to the problem of determining the BPS spectrum in all chambers of the moduli space.

Relation to other work

The BPS content of Seiberg–Witten theory was already part of the original paper [3]. The

modular structure as well as the Picard-Fuchs equations governing the central charges of SW

1A more mathematical account of this structure will appear in [28]
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theory were studied in [31, 32] as well as in the context of topological string theory in [33, 34].

The realization of SW theory in the context of type IIB string theory was put forward in [7]

where it was also realized that BPS states of the SW physical theory correspond to special

Lagrangians of the non-compact CY threefold and to geodesics of a quadratic differential on

the Seiberg-Witten curve which appeared as a degeneration locus of the CY threefold, see also

[35] and references therein. This method of studying BPS spectra was applied in [8] to study

the BPS spectrum of Argyres-Douglas A2 theory which features prominently in our work, this

reference also contains two different realizations of the curve associated to the theory which we

study in detail in our work. The study of the geometric realization of BPS states as geodesics

of quadratic differentials also a cornerstone of the works of Gaiotto, Moore and Neitzke (GMN)

[30, 36] as well as of Bridgeland and Smith [37]. The attractor flow as a method of studying

the BPS spectrum of theories decoupled from gravity and hence from the Black Hole context

was considered by Denef in [25]. The BPS spectrum of SW theory using quiver representation

theory was also studied by Denef in [38], BPS quivers were also subject of [39, 40] where the

notion of π−stability was put forward. Quiver representation theory as a tool to study BPS

spectra of N = 2 theories was furthermore used in [41, 42, 43] which also include the study

of the A2 quiver, the latter was also studied in [44] in the context of stability conditions. The

curve of marginal stability for SU(2) SW theory was studied in [45, 46, 47], parts of the curve

of marginal stability for the Argyres-Douglas theory in one geometric realization of our work

appears in [8], for another realization the curve appears in [48]. Recently, curves of marginal

stability of SU(3) SW theory were also studied in [49].

We remark that the wall-crossing and BPS structures have a related but different incarnation

in terms of the study of the exact WKB analysis within quantum mechanics which deals with

the asymptotic nature the WKB method using Borel resummation. The WKB setup which

corresponds to the A2 theory studied in our work is the one of the cubic oscillator, studied in

detail by Delabaere, Dillinger and Pham in [50], the relation to the BPS context of quadratic

differentials was given in [51]. This exact WKB setup is in turn related to topological string

theory in the Nekrasov-Shatashvili limit. This was studied for the cubic oscillator in [52] and

for Seiberg–Witten theory in [53]. In [52], the exact WKB of the cubic oscillator was studied

using quasi modular forms by first mapping the cubic curve to a SW form and using the quasi-

modular structure of the latter giving rise to a different quasi-modular structure from the ones

in our work which are based on two different realizations of the cubic curve and the Picard-Fuchs

equations which we derive for these. The WKB analysis of the cubic oscillator further admits

connections to Painlevé equations, this is subject of various works including [54, 55, 56]. The

walls of marginal stability which we analyze in our work appear as Stokes lines in the exact

WKB context as well as in the direct analysis of Borel resummation in connection with Painlevé

transcendents, see [57] and references therein as well as [58] for a recent treatment.
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2 BPS structures and wall-crossing

In this section we introduce the relevant notions characterizing the set of BPS states of a given

physical theory, their geometric realizations, as well as the data determining their wall-crossing

structures.

2.1 BPS structures

We follow [30, 14] in introducing the necessary data for studying the BPS problem.

Let B be a complex manifold, the moduli space, of dimension r. We will denote any local

coordinate on B by (u1, . . . , ur). In physical realizations of N = 2 gauge theory, B corresponds

to the Coulomb branch and r to the rank of the gauge group. We assume that B carries a local

system Γ with fiber Γu ∼= Z2r at each u ∈ B. In physical realizations, Γu is the lattice of electric

and magnetic charges of the corresponding theory. (Local) sections of Γ are often informally

denoted by γ ∈ Γ.

We further assume that Γ carries a symplectic pairing2

⟨−,−⟩ : Γ× Γ → Z. (2.1)

Locally on B we can split Γ = Γe ⊕ Γm into Lagrangian sub-lattices. These are the electric and

magnetic charge lattices respectively. Concretely, we may find bases {α1, . . . , αr} for Γm and

{β1, . . . , βr} for Γe such that

⟨αI , βJ⟩ = δJI , ⟨αI , αJ⟩ = 0 = ⟨βI , βJ⟩ (2.2)

for I, J = 1, . . . , r. Such a basis of Γ is called an electric-magnetic basis. Then every γ ∈ Γ is

expressed as

γ =

r∑
I=1

pIαI + qIβ
I , (2.3)

with (q, p) denoting the electric and magnetic charges respectively. The pairing between γi ∈ Γ

(i = 1, 2) is the Dirac pairing of the corresponding charges (qi, pi):

⟨γi, γj⟩ =
∑
a

(pi)a(qj)a − (pj)a(qi)a , i, j ∈ {1, 2} . (2.4)

We also assume that Γ comes with a holomorphic map

Z : B → Hom(Γ,C) , (2.5)

subject to the following two conditions3

⟨dZ ∧ dZ⟩ = 0,

⟨dZ ∧ dZ̄⟩ is positive 2-form.
(2.6)

2Here Z is the constant sheaf with fiber Z.
3Technically, here the brackets stand for the dual pairing on Hom(Γ,C).
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The last condition means that for any non-zero tangent vector V ∈ T 1,0
u B, u ∈ B, we have

−i ⟨dZ ∧ dZ̄⟩(V, V̄ ) > 0. (2.7)

The holomorphic function Zγ(u) := Z(u)·γ is the central charge of γ since in physical realizations

it corresponds to the central charge of the N = 2 supersymmetry. Finally, the mass function is

a map

M : B → Map(Γ,R) , (2.8)

such that for each γ and u ∈ B the BPS bound is satisfied

Mγ(u) :=M(u) · γ ≥ |Zγ(u)| . (2.9)

The BPS states are states in the theory labeled by their charge γ ∈ Γ such that (2.9) is saturated.

We will denote by Su the BPS spectrum at u ∈ B, i.e. all BPS states in Γu.

More generally, we consider triples ((Γ̂, ⟨−,−⟩), Ẑ) where

• Γ̂ is a finite rank lattice over B with a skew-symmetric pairing ⟨−,−⟩. Its radical, often

called the flavour lattice, is denoted by Γfl so that we obtain the extension

0 Γfl Γ̂ Γ 0. (2.10)

• Ẑ is a holomorphic map Ẑ : B → Hom(Γ̂,C) such that Ẑγ(−) is locally constant for each

γ ∈ Γfl. Thus dẐ gives a well-defined 1-form on Γ which we denote by dZ.

Then the symplectic lattice (Γ, ⟨−,−⟩) together with dZ is required to satisfy the above prop-

erties.

2.2 Induced special geometry and attractor flow

The previous structures define an affine special Kähler geometry on B which we briefly recall

(for example, see [59], [29]). We first consider the case where Γfl = 0. The second condition in

(2.6) implies that for an electro-magnetic frame (αI , β
J) of Γ the central charges

aJ := ZβJ , bI := ZαI (2.11)

form a pair of local coordinates on B. Let (AI , BJ) be the dual basis of (αI , β
J) so that

Z = ZαI A
I + ZβJ BJ = bI A

I + aJ BJ ,

dZ = dbI A
I + daJ BJ .

Using ⟨AI , BJ⟩ = δJI and the first condition in (2.6), we have

0 = ⟨dZ
(
∂
∂aI

)
, dZ

(
∂
∂aJ

)
⟩ (2.12)
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= ∂bJ
∂aI

− ∂bI
∂aJ

. (2.13)

Hence there is a local prepotential F(aJ) such that

bI =
∂F
∂aI

. (2.14)

In particular, (aJ) and (bI) is a pair of local special coordinates on B. Moreover, ω := ⟨dZ∧dZ̄⟩
is the Kähler form of this special Kähler structure. In the previous coordinates, it is given by

ω = ωIJ̄ da
I ∧ dāJ = 2i Im

(
∂2F

∂aI∂aJ

)
daI ∧ dāJ . (2.15)

In particular, K := 2 Im
(
bI ā

I
)
is a Kähler potential, i.e. ω = i∂∂̄K. We denote by g the

corresponding Kähler metric. Its coefficients with respect to the local coordinates aI are

gIJ̄ = −i ωIJ̄ . (2.16)

For each γ ∈ Γ we define its attractor flow as the flow of the vector field

−gradg |Zγ |, (2.17)

i.e. the gradient flow of |Zγ | with respect to g.

If Γfl ̸= 0, then then special geometry is determined by Γ = Γ̂/Γfl and dZ in the same way

as before. For the attractor flows, we work with Ẑ.

2.3 One-dimensional case

In our examples, we focus on the case dimC B = 1, in particular Γ is of rank 2 (but Γ̂ might

have higher rank). We next give explicit formulas for the attractor flow in this case.

Let (α, β) be an electro-magnetic frame of Γ and (a, b) the corresponding pair of special

coordinates. Then F = 2 Im(bā) is a Kähler potential so that we write

ω = ωaā da ∧ dā (2.18)

and similarly for the Kähler metric g. A (local) flow line u(τ) for the attractor flow (2.17)

satisfies the local equation

u̇(τ) = −gaā ∂̄ā|Zγ | ◦ u(τ) (2.19)

= − i

ωaā
∂̄ā|Zγ | ◦ u(τ). (2.20)

The reparameterization τ → −(ωab̄/i)τ of u(τ) solves the gradient flow of |Zγ | for the flat metric.

In particular, the flow lines do not qualitatively differ between these two metrics. This is useful
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for plotting the flow lines in our examples. For that purpose we write |Zγ(u)| as a function on

R2 as |Zγ(x, y)|. Hence the standard gradient gives

∇|Zγ(x, y)| =
∂|Zγ(x, y)|

∂x
êx +

∂|Zγ(x, y)|
∂y

êy . (2.21)

Therefore the required differential equation reads

dy

dx
=

(
∂|Zγ(x,y)|

∂y

)
(
∂|Zγ(x,y)|

∂x

) . (2.22)

When the expression for |Zγ(x, y)| is written on in terms of x and y this equation should be

integrated to find the attractor flow lines. Where this is not possible we compute the gradient

flow iteratively and plot the attractor flow lines, e.g. with Mathematica, from this.

If Γ ̸= Γ̂ the same formulas hold with Z replaced by Ẑ.

2.4 Wall crossing

A BPS particle of charge γ can only decay into two BPS particles (at some u ∈ B) if both

its mass and charge can split into the masses and charges of its decay constituents, i.e. the

following has to be satisfied

γ = γ1 + γ2 , (2.23)

Mγ(u) =Mγ1(u) +Mγ2(u) . (2.24)

Since Ẑ(u) is a homomorphism from Γ̂ to C we have:

Ẑγ(u) = Ẑγ1(u) + Ẑγ2(u).

For BPS states we have furthermore that Mγ(u) = |Ẑγ(u)|, but in general,

|Ẑγ(u)| ≤ |Ẑγ1(u)|+ |Ẑγ2(u)|,

hence a decay can only happen when the phases of the central charges of the particles are

aligned. This only happens at co-dimension one loci in the moduli space called the walls of

marginal stability. We denote by4

Wγ1,γ2 :=
{
u ∈ B | Ẑγ1(u)/Ẑγ2(u) ∈ R

}
(2.25)

the wall of marginal stability for a decay into constituent BPS particles of charges γ1 and γ2.

4Of course, we implicitly require Ẑγ2(u) ̸= 0 here.
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2.5 Existence conditions

One can determine which BPS states exist in the spectrum in each part of the moduli space

and the corresponding wall crossing phenomena. Existence conditions of BPS states have been

studied using several methods including spectral networks, quiver representation theory or wall

crossing formulae, see [1, 60, 43]. The method of attractor flow has been developed and used

by Denef [15] and Denef, Green and Raugas [26] to determine BPS spectra for the quintic and

re-derive it for Seiberg–Witten theory. We briefly recall this method for Γfl = 0. Note that

this case includes the situation for Ẑγ = 0 for all γ ∈ Γfl (which does occur in examples). The

general case works similarly.

Once the basis BPS states, in our case α and β, are fixed one can derive the full spectrum

by considering all possible linear combinations of the basis states of the form nα + mβ and

determining which states exist and which can be excluded. To distinguish the existing BPS

spectrum from the excluded states existence conditions used by Moore and Denef can be applied.

These are based on the solutions of the attractor flow equations for each individual central charge

Zγ(u) where γ = nα+mβ.

The attractor flow can then be worked out for the BPS central charges in the theory. The

existence conditions state that that if a solution to the supergravity equations, in our case the

gradient flow lines, exists the BPS state exists. Whether the solution exists depends on the end

point of the flow. There are 3 possibilities: [15, 26].

1. If the flow terminates at a point and |Zγ(u)| > 0 it forms black hole. Here τ → ∞ and

the metric becomes near horizon around a massive state.

2. If the flow terminates at a regular point and |Zγ(u)| = 0 no solution exists. This is because

the periods can vanish only at a singular point as the cycles pinch here.

3. If the flow terminates at a singular point and |Zγ(u)| = 0 the solution forms an empty

hole.

As non compact theories are decoupled from gravity the existing states in our examples

correspond to the empty hole case. For such a solution the potential vanishes at the radius

within that of vanishing central charge whereas the moduli stays constant [15, 61].

3 BPS Variation of Hodge structure

In this section we introduce the notion of BPS variation of Hodge structure (BPS-VHS) which

will be treated in more mathematical detail in [28]. The VHS setup allows up to put forward

Picard-Fuchs equations for the examples which are discussed in our paper.
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3.1 BPS-VHS and Picard–Fuchs equations

In our examples, the central charges are of a special form. Assume first that the symplectic

lattice (Γ, ⟨−,−⟩) over B admits a holomorphic section λ ∈ H0(B,Γ∨ ⊗OB) such that

TB → Γ∨ ⊗OB, V 7→ ∇V λ (3.1)

is an isomorphism onto a Lagrangian subbundle F λ ⊂ Γ∨ ⊗ OB. Here ∇ is the canonical flat

connection on Γ∨ ⊗ OB. Then the tuple ((Γ, ⟨−,−⟩), λ) is called a BPS-variation of Hodge

structures (BPS-VHS). In the forthcoming [28] it is shown that

Z(u)(−) := λu(−) (3.2)

satisfies (2.6). Moreover, (Γ∨, F λ) is a variation of Hodge structure of weight 1, in particular

Γ∨
u ⊗ C = F λu ⊕ F̄ λu , u ∈ B. (3.3)

In this case, we can explicitly determine the special geometry (introduced in Subsection 2.2) as

follows. For simplicity, we assume dimC B = 1 which is the relevant case in our examples. Let

(α, β) be a local electro-magnetic frame of Γ so that the dual special coordinates are given by

a = Zβ = λ(β), b = Zα = λ(α). (3.4)

Since Γ is of rank 2, there are (at worst) meromorphic functions c1, c2 such that

∇2
V λ+ c1∇V λ+ c2 λ = 0. (3.5)

Here V = ∂u is the local frame of TB induced by a local coordinate u. Since α, β and the

symplectic pairing are flat with respect to ∇, we deduce that a and b satisfy the second order

differential equation

∂2uf + c1 ∂uf + c2 f = 0. (3.6)

We call it the Picard–Fuchs equation of the BPS-VHS, in analogy to Picard–Fuchs equations of

usual variations of Hodge structures. Note that ∂ua and ∂ub are periods of the VHS (Γ∨, F λ).

As before, we also consider a generalization with degenerate pairings. In this context, a

BPS-VHS is a triple ((Γ̂, ⟨−,−⟩), λ) consisting of

• a finite rank lattice Γ̂ with a (degenerate) skew-symmetric pairing ⟨−,−⟩

• a holomorphic section λ ∈ H0(B, Γ̂∨ ⊗OB) such that5

TB → Γ̂∨ ⊗OB, V 7→ ∇V λ, (3.7)

is an isomorphism onto a Lagrangian subbundle F λ of Γ̂⊥
fl ⊗OB. Note that Γ̂⊥

fl
∼= Γ∨ (for

Γ = Γ̂/Γ̂fl) is a symplectic lattice.

5We informally denote the image of λ in Γ⊗OB by the same symbol.
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We further define

Ẑ : B → Hom(Γ̂,C), u 7→ Ẑ(u)(−) = λu(−) (3.8)

as before. By identifying Γ∨ = Γ̂⊥
fl for Γ = Γ̂/Γ̂fl, we get the relation to the non-degenerate

case. In particular, we obtain a special geometry on B as well as Picard–Fuchs equations as

above.

Using Griffiths’ pole order reduction, we explicitly determine the Picard–Fuchs equations of

the BPS-VHS in our examples and hence their special geometry. Before doing so, we motivate

BPS-VHS geometrically and give a large class of concrete examples.

3.2 Geometric realization of BPS structures

We will consider the following geometric realization of the previous structures in type IIB string

theory on R1,3 × X for certain non-compact Calabi–Yau threefolds X. These fiber over CP1

and are constructed as follows: consider a polynomial

f(z) =

3∏
i=1

(z − ai), ai ̸= aj for i ̸= j, (3.9)

of degree 3 with pairwise distinct roots. For simplicity, we assume ai ̸= 0 for i = 1, 2, 3. Then

we obtain the affine and smooth threefold

X0 := {(y, z, v1, v2) ∈ C4 | z4(v21 + v22) + y2 = f(z)}. (3.10)

Now let z′ := 1/z for z ∈ C∗ and set

g(z′) :=
3∏
i=1

(1− aiz
′). (3.11)

Then we define

X∞ := {(y′, z′, v′1, v′2) ∈ C4 | v′21 + v′22 + y′2 = z′g(z′)}. (3.12)

Now we may glue X0 and X∞ via

(y, z, v1, v2) 7→ (y′ = y/z2, z′ = 1/z, v′1 = v1, v
′
2 = v2). (3.13)

The result is a threefold X with a natural map π : X → CP1 (induced by the projection to z

and z′). Its fiber over z ∈ CP1 is given as follows:

• z = 0: a disjoint union of two copies of C2;

• z = ai: a degenerate quadric isomorphic to v21 + v22 + y2 = 0;

• z ̸= ai or 0: a smooth quadric isomorphic to v21 + v22 + y2 = w for some w ̸= 0.
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The gluing data show that there is a natural inclusion X ↪→ tot(V) for the rank three vector

bundle

V := O(2)⊕O ⊕O (3.14)

over CP1. Here each summand corresponds to y, v1, v2 and y′, v′1, v
′
2 respectively. Moreover,

we consider the equalities in (3.10) and (3.12) as equalities in tot(O(4)).

We next show that X is a Calabi–Yau threefold, i.e. that it has trivial canonical class. First,

let p : tot(V) → CP1 be the projection. Then the canonical class of tot(V) is given by

Ktot(V) = p∗ detV∗ ⊗ p∗KCP1
∼= p∗O(−4). (3.15)

Since X ↪→ tot(V), the adjunction formula gives

KX = (Ktot(V) ⊗ π∗O(4))|X (3.16)

= (π∗O(−4)⊗ π∗O(4))|X (3.17)

= OX . (3.18)

More concretely, define W 0(y, z, v1, v2) := z4(v21+v
2
2)+y

2−f(z) so that X0 is the vanishing

locus of W 0. Then

ω0 := 1
2πiResX0

(
1
W dy ∧ dz ∧ dv1 ∧ dv2

)
(3.19)

is a holomorphic volume form on X0. For the open subset on X0 where ∂yW
0 = 2y ̸= 0 (so

that (z, v1, v2) are coordinates), we have

ω0 = 1
2πi

1
2y dz ∧ dv1 ∧ dv2. (3.20)

Analogously, we define W∞(y′, z′, v′1, v
′
2) = v′21 + v′22 + y′2 − z′g(z′) and the holomorphic volume

form ω∞. On the locus of X∞ where ∂y′W
∞ = 2y′ ̸= 0 this form is given by

ω∞ = 1
2πi

1
2y′ dz

′ ∧ dv′1 ∧ dv′2 (3.21)

= − 1
2πi

z2

2y
1
z2
dz ∧ dv1 ∧ dv2 (3.22)

= −ω0. (3.23)

Here we used the gluing (3.13) in the second equation. Hence ω0 and −ω∞ glue to a holomorphic

volume form ω on X.

The compactificaton of type IIB string theory on X gives rise to a 4d theory with N = 2

supersymmetry. The BPS states correspond to D3 branes wrapping special Lagrangian sub-

manifolds of X. The theory and its objects give rise to a structure as above: As moduli space

B we take a subspace of the moduli of complex structures on X. More precisely, we take the

space of polynomials (3.9) (an open subset of C3).

Let Xu, u ∈ B, be the corresponding deformation of X and denote by ωu the holomorphic

volume form on Xu as constructed above. The charge lattice is specified by the integral middle

dimensional compactly supported cohomology (or equivalently homology)

Γ̂u = H3
c (Xu,Z) ∼= H3(Xu,Z) (3.24)
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with pairing

⟨γ, γ′⟩ =
∫
Xu

γ ∧ γ′ . (3.25)

We will see shortly that this pairing is degenerate. Then ((Γ̂, ⟨−,−⟩), ω) is a BPS-VHS over B
where we consider ω as a section of Γ̂⊗O via integration. The central charge is then

Ẑγ(u) =

∫
Xu

γ ∧ ωu =

∫
γ
ωu , (3.26)

for γ ∈ Γ̂u and the holomorphic volume form ωu of the CY3 Xu. The mass function is given by

Mu(γ) =

∫
γ
|ωu|. (3.27)

The BPS inequality is then simply ∫
γ
|ωu| ≥ |

∫
γ
ωu| . (3.28)

BPS states correspond to γ ∈ H3
c (Xu,Z) whose Poincaré dual in H3(Xu,Z) is represented by a

special Lagrangian Lγ , i.e. ωu|Lγ = eiθ|ωu| for some θ ∈ [0, 2π).

3.3 Reduction to curves

We next recall how the previous structures are encoded in a curve (also compare [62, §3],
[63]). Let X be a non-compact smooth Calabi–Yau threefold as constructed above. The loci

v1 = v2 = 0 and v′1 = v′2 = 0 in X0 and X∞ respectively glue to an elliptic curve Σ. It is the

compactification of the affine curve

{(y, z) ∈ C2 | y2 = f(z)}. (3.29)

It comes with the natural embedding Σ ↪→ X and the double branched covering σ : Σ → CP1.

The latter is just the restriction of π : X → CP1.

Using the description of the fibers of π together with Lemma 3.13 and 3.14 of [63], we see

that there is an isomorphism

ψ : Γ̂ = H3(X,Z) ∼= H1(Σ
◦,Z)− (3.30)

which preserves the natural pairings. Here Σ◦ = Σ − σ−1(0) and the superindex − stands for

the anti-invariants with respect to the involution on Σ◦ induced by y 7→ −y. Since f(0) ̸= 0

by assumption, we see that Σ◦ is an elliptic curve with two punctures so that Γ̂ ∼= Z4. Now let

δ1, δ2 be cycles around each puncture and A, B be cycles which give free generators of H1(Σ,Z)
under ι∗ : Γ̂ → H1(Σ,Z) for the inclusion ι : Σ◦ ↪→ Σ. Then δ1 − δ2, A, B are free generators of
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Γ̂. Moreover, δ1 − δ2 is a generator for the radical Γfl of the intersection form ⟨−,−⟩ on Γ̂ so

that

Γ = Γ̂/Γfl ∼= H1(Σ,Z). (3.31)

To complete the reduction to the curve Σ◦, we need a more explicit form of the isomorphism

ψ (see (3.30)). Let γA, γB branch cuts in CP1 giving the cycles A, B on Σ. Moreover, let δ

be a small loop around 0 ∈ CP1 (encircling no zeros of f). Then it can be shown (see [63, §3])
that there are Lagrangian spheres LA and LB in X which fiber of γA and ΓB respectively. The

fibers away from the zeros of f are vanishing spheres in the corresponding fiber of π : X → CP1

which shrink at the zeros of f . Similarly, there is a Lagrangian cyclinder Lδ in X fibering over

δ in two-spheres. Then we isomorphism in (3.30) is given by

ψ : (LA, LB, Lδ) 7→ (A,B, δ1 − δ2) (3.32)

(in homology). Using these explicit generators, a computation shows that∫
L
ω =

∫
ψ(L)

λ ∀L ∈ H3(X,Z) (3.33)

for the meromorphic differential λ := y dz on Σ◦ (after a suitable normalization of ω). It follows

that the BPS-VHS associated to the above non-compact CY3s over B is isomorphic to the

BPS-VHS (fiberwise) defined by

• (Γ̂u = H1(Σ
◦
u,Z)−, ⟨−,−⟩) is H1(Σ

◦
u,Z) with its intersection product for u ∈ B;

• λu = y dz =
√
fu(z) dz is the natural meromorphic differential on the double cover

σu : Σ
◦
u → CP1 − {0} considered as a section of Γ̂∨ ⊗O via integration.

Finally, we record the central charge for this BPS-VHS, namely

Ẑγ(u) =

∫
γ
λu. (3.34)

If λu is holomorphic at the punctures σ−1
u (0), then Ẑγ = 0 for all γ ∈ Γfl. In particular, Ẑ

descends to Γ = Γ̂/Γfl in this case.

Examples

In this work we will consider the following examples of BPS structures with complex one-

dimensional moduli spaces B. These are associated to certain physical theories. Their geometric

realization, as outlined above, are given by the following curves. We give the compactified curves

Σ, the open curve Σ◦ are then constructed similarly as before.

1. Argyres–Douglas A1 theory, realized geometrically by the curve

ΣA1 := {y2 = z2 − 4u ∈ C2} , u ∈ B = C∗ (3.35)
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2. Argyres–Douglas A2 realized by:

ΣIA2
:= {y2 = 4z3 − 3Λ2 z + u ∈ C2} , u ∈ B = P1 \ {±Λ3,∞} (3.36)

3. Argyres–Douglas A2 realized by:

ΣIIA2
:= {y2 = (z − Λ2)(z + Λ2)(z − u) ∈ C2} , u ∈ B = P1 \ {±Λ2,∞} (3.37)

4. Seiberg–Witten SU(2) realized by:

ΣSW := {y2 = Λ2

z3
+

2u

z2
+

Λ2

z
∈ C× C∗} , u ∈ B = P1 \ {±Λ2,∞} (3.38)

As in the previous subsection, we consider in all cases the meromorphic differential

λ = y dz .

3.4 Picard–Fuchs equations

To determine the special geometry of BPS structures in the geometric realizations previously

discussed, we will need to derive Picard–Fuchs equations governing the periods of the meromor-

phic differentials λ obtained from the threefolds. We will therefore review the techniques due

to Griffiths for finding relations in cohomology [64], we will follow the adaptation in [65], see

also [66] for more details. We will furthermore determine the relation between the meromorphic

differentials which govern the BPS-VHS and the holomorphic differentials which lead to the

ordinary VHS.

We review Griffiths’ pole order reduction technique for determining the Picard-Fuchs equa-

tions of the holomorphic differentials on the curves. We therefore start by realizing the curves

Σ as hypersurfaces defined by the vanishing of a homogeneous polynomial W of degree 3 in

CP2. We will denote the homogeneous coordinates on CP2 by xA, A = 1, . . . , 3, we will fur-

thermore consider W to be a function of the moduli u. Since the first Chern class of Σ in this

realization vanishes, there is a globally defined, holomorphic one-form ω0 on Σ. This form can

be represented by:

ω0 =

∫
γ

1

W
Ξ , Ξ =

3∑
A=1

(−1)AxAdx1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xA ∧ dx3 , (3.39)

where γ is a small, one-dimensional curve winding around the hypersurface Σ. More generally,

the integral

ωα =

∫
γ

pα
W k+1

Ξ , (3.40)
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where pα(x
A) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 3k, represents a rational differential one-

form. ωα represents a non-trivial cohomology element in H1(Σ,C) if and only if pα is a non-

trivial element of the local ring R of W . We can thus find a basis for the cohomology H1 by

taking ω0, previously defined as well as ω1 := ωα with pα homogeneous of degree 3.

For the derivation of Picard–Fuchs equations it is useful to consider the following integration

by parts which results in a pole order reduction for forms. We therefore consider the following

functions:

ϕ =

∫
γ

1

W l

(∑
B<C

(−1)B+C
(
xBYC(x

A)− xCYB(x
A)
)
dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xB ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xC ∧ · · · ∧ dx3

)
,

(3.41)

where YB(x
A) are homogeneous of degree 3l − 2. We obtain:

dϕ =

∫
γ

1

W l+1

(
l

3∑
A=1

YA
∂W

∂xa
−W

3∑
A=1

∂YA
∂xA

)
Ξ . (3.42)

Since dϕ is an exact form, its expression can be used for integration by parts. To derive the

Picard–Fuchs differential equation one considers the following equation in cohomology:

∇ ∂
∂u
ωα =

(
∂upα
W k+1

− (k + 1)
pα∂uW
W k+2

)
Ξ , (3.43)

where ∇ is the Gauss-Manin connection and then use partial integration until all elements can

be expressed in terms of the local ring of W . In the following we apply this method for deriving

the Picard-Fuchs equations to our examples

3.4.1 Argyres–Douglas A2, first realization

We proceed by studying the realization of Argyres–Douglas theory given by the following affine

plane curve

ΣIA2
:= {y2 = 4z3 − 3Λ2 z + u ∈ C2} , u ∈ B = P1 \ {±Λ3,∞} . (3.44)

To obtain the corresponding projective curve we consider a homogeneous equation for ΣI in

the projective plane P2, we introduce a homogenizing coordinate x:

y2x = 4z3 − 3Λ2x2z + ux3 , (3.45)

i.e. the curve is given by the vanishing locus of

W = −y2x+ 4z3 − 3Λ2x2z + ux3
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in P2 with homogeneous coordinates x, y, z. A holomorphic form ω0 on ΣI is given via the

residue construction:

ω0 = Res
1

W
Ξ

where

Ξ = −x dy dz + y dx dz − z dx dy.

We set

ω1 := ∇ ∂
∂u
ω0 = Res− x3

W 2
Ξ

and the goal is now to determine the linear dependence of ∇ ∂
∂u
ω1 in terms of ω0 and ω1. We

use the pole order reduction method to achieve this.

We have

∇ ∂
∂u
ω1 = Res

2x6

W 3
ξ . (3.46)

We now want to express 2x6 as a linear combination:

2x6 = p1∂xW + p2∂yW + p3∂zW ,

with pi , i = 1, 2, 3 homogeneous polynomials of degree 4 in x, y, z. We can then use the inte-

gration by parts (3.42), in order to reduce the order of the pole, using:

p1∂xW + p2∂yW + p3∂zW =
W

2
(∂xp1 + ∂yp2 + ∂zp3) ,

We find the following:

p1 =
2x3(2Λ2z − ux)

3 (Λ6 − u2)
, p2 =

x2y(ux− 2Λ2z)

3 (Λ6 − u2)
, p3 =

2Λ4x4

3 (Λ6 − u2)
,

and obtain after integration by parts:

(Λ6 − u2)∇ ∂
∂u
ω1 =

7

6
uω1 − Res

10

6

Λ2zx2

W 2
Ξ , (3.47)

for the second term on the r. h. s. we repeat the pole order reduction and find:

Λ2zx2 =
u

2
x3 + (a1∂xW + a2∂yW + a3∂zW ) ,

with a1 = −x
6 , a2 =

y
12 , a3 = 0 . After integrating by parts, we obtain

Λ2zx2

W 2
=
u

2

x3

W 2
+

1

W
(∂xa1 + ∂ya2 + ∂za3) =

u

2

x3

W 2
− 1

12

1

W
.

Putting everything together, we obtain the following relation in cohomology

(Λ6 − u2)(∇ ∂
∂u
)2ω0 − 2u∇ ∂

∂u
ω0 −

5

36
ω0 = 0 , (3.48)
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which becomes the following Picard–Fuchs operator:

Lh = (Λ6 − u2)∂2u − 2u∂u −
5

36
, (3.49)

annihilating the periods of ω0.

To obtain the Picard-Fuchs operator for the periods of the meromorphic differential:

λ = ydz ,

we note the relation in cohomology:

∇ ∂
∂u
λ = ω0 , (3.50)

and hence a third order operator which annihilates the periods of λ is given by:

L′
m =

(
(Λ6 − u2)∂2u − 2u∂u −

5

36

)
◦ ∂u , (3.51)

this operator can be furthermore factorized as:

∂u ◦ Lm = ∂u ◦
(
(Λ6 − u2)∂2u −

5

36

)
,

the latter allows us furthermore to deduce the following relation in cohomology:

λ =
36

5
(Λ6 − u2)∇ ∂

∂u
ω0 . (3.52)

3.4.2 Argyres–Douglas A2, second realization

We proceed the discussion of the examples by the Argyres-Douglas A2 theory, realized by the

affine plane curve:

ΣIIA2
:= {y2 = (z − Λ2)(z + Λ2)(z − u) ∈ C2} , u ∈ B = P1 \ {±Λ2,∞} (3.53)

We consider the corresponding projective curve by considering the curve as the vanishing locus

of:

W = −y2x+ (z2 − Λ4x2)(z − ux) ,

in P2. The holomorphic form ω0 is given by:

ω0 = Res
1

W
Ξ ,

and we set:

ω1 := ∇ ∂
∂u
ω0 = Res

(xz2 − x3Λ4)

W 2
Ξ ,
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obtaining:

∇ ∂
∂u
ω1 =

2
(
Λ4x3 − xz2

)2
W 3

(3.54)

We express:

2
(
Λ4x3 − xz2

)2
= p1∂xW + p2∂yW + p3∂zW ,

with pi , i = 1, 2, 3 homogeneous polynomials of degree 4 in x, y, z. We can then use the inte-

gration by parts (3.42), in order to reduce the order of the pole, using:

p1∂xW + p2∂yW + p3∂zW =
W

2
(∂xp1 + ∂yp2 + ∂zp3) ,

We find the following:

p1 = −4x3z

3
, p2 =

2

3
x2yz , p3 =

2x2z2

3
− 2Λ4x4 ,

and obtain after integration by parts:

∇ ∂
∂u
ω1 = Res− x2z

W 2
Ξ . (3.55)

We repeat the pole order reduction and find:

−x2z = − 2u

(u2 − Λ4)
(xz2 − Λ4x3) + (a1∂xW + a2∂yW + a3∂zW ) ,

with a1 =
x

2(Λ4−u2) , a2 = − y
4(Λ4−u2) , a3 =

ux
2(u2−Λ4)

. After integrating by parts, we obtain

−x2z
W 2

= − 2u

(u2 − Λ4)

xz2 − Λ4x3)

W 2
+

1

W
(∂xa1+∂ya2+∂za3) = − 2u

(u2 − Λ4)

xz2 − Λ4x3)

W 2
− 1

4(u2 − Λ4)

1

W
.

Putting everything together, we obtain the following relation in cohomology

(u2 − Λ4)(∇ ∂
∂u
)2ω0 + 2u∇ ∂

∂u
ω0 +

1

4
ω0 = 0 , (3.56)

which becomes the following Picard–Fuchs operator:

Lh = (Λ4 − u2)∂2u − 2u∂u −
1

4
, (3.57)

annihilating the periods of ω0.

We now want to obtain the Picard-Fuchs operator for the periods of the meromorphic dif-

ferential:

λ = ydz .

We note that the simple relation obtained in the first realization 3.50 does not hold in this

case. To obtain a differential operator annihilating the periods of the meromorphic differential
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we proceed by rederiving a Picard-Fuchs operator, adapting techniques reviewed e. g. in [67].

We work with the affine plane curve:

y2 = (z2 − Λ4)(z − u) ,

we have

∇ ∂
∂u
λ = −1

2
(z2 − Λ4)1/2(z − u)−1/2dz , (3.58)

(∇ ∂
∂u
)2λ = −1

4
(z2 − Λ4)1/2(z − u)−3/2dz , (3.59)

which implies the relations:

(z − u)∇ ∂
∂u
λ = −1

2
λ , (z − u)(∇ ∂

∂u
)2λ =

1

2
∇ ∂

∂u
λ , (3.60)

We now consider

f = (z2 − Λ4)3/2(z − u)−1/2 ,

which gives:

df = 3(z2 − Λ4)1/2(z − u)−1/2dz − 1

2
(z − u)−3/2(z2 − Λ4)3/2dz

= −6z∇uλ+ 2(z2 − Λ4)(∇u)
2λ

= (−6(z − u)− 6u)∇uλ+ 2((z − u)2 + 2(z − u) + u2 − Λ4)(∇u)
2λ

= (u2 − Λ4)(∇ ∂
∂u
)2λ− 2u∇ ∂

∂u
λ+

5

4
λ .

(3.61)

Since df is trivial in cohomology, this gives the desired relation between the meromorphic

differential and its derivatives using the Gauss-Manin connection. For the periods of λ this

gives the following Picard–Fuchs equation:

Lm =

(
(u2 − Λ4)∂2u − 2u∂u +

5

4

)
. (3.62)

Comparing 3.57 and 3.62 we can express the meromorphic differential λ in terms of ω0,∇ ∂
∂u
ω0

and we can also express ω0 in terms of λ and ∇ ∂
∂u
λ. We find

ω0 =
2
(
u2 + 3

)
∇ ∂

∂u
λ− 5uλ

4 (u2 − 1)
, (3.63)

λ =
4

15

(
u2 − 1

) (
2
(
u2 + 3

)
∇ ∂

∂u
ω0 + uω0

)
, (3.64)

which gives in particular

∇ ∂
∂u
λ =

2

3

(
u2 − 1

) (
2u∇ ∂

∂u
ω0 + ω0

)
. (3.65)
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3.4.3 Seiberg–Witten SU(2)

In the following we revisit the derivation of the Picard-Fuchs equation for the Seiberg-Witten

SU(2) theory which is well known, see e. g. [35] and references therein. The slight difference

in our derivation is that it starts from the representation of the Seiberg-Witten curve which

is more commonly used in the study of BPS structures, following the works of GMN [30, 36],

see [68] for a review of this presentation of the curve. In the following we repeat the previous

steps for the derivation of the Picard-Fuchs equation of the A2 theory. We thus introduce a

homogenizing coordinate x and write the curve as:

y2z = Λ2x3 + 2uzx2 + Λ2z2x (3.66)

i.e. the curve is given by the vanishing locus of

W = −y2z + Λ2x3 + 2uzx2 + Λ2z2x

in P2 with homogeneous coordinates x, y, z. A holomorphic form ω0 on ΣSW is given via the

residue construction:

ω0 = Res
1

W
Ξ

where

Ξ = −x dy dz + y dx dz − z dx dy.

We set

ω1 := ∇ ∂
∂u
ω0 = Res− 2zx2

W 2
Ξ

and the goal is now to determine the linear dependencies of ∇ ∂
∂u
ω1 in terms of ω0 and ω1. We

use the pole order reduction method to this end.

We have

∇ ∂
∂u
ω1 =

8x4z2

W 3
(3.67)

We now want to express 8x4z2 as a linear combination:

8x4z2 = p1∂xW + p2∂yW + p3∂zW ,

with pi , i = 1, 2, 3 homogeneous polynomials of degree 4 in x, y, z. We find the following:

p1 =
8ux3z

3 (u2 − Λ4)
, p2 = −2x2y(3Λ2x+ uz)

3 (Λ4 − u2)
, p3 =

4x2z(3Λ2x+ uz)

3 (Λ4 − u2)
.

Now we compute:
1

2
(Λ4 − u2) (∂xp1 + ∂yp2 + ∂zp3) = Λ2x3 − 3uzx2 ,

and hence after integration by parts we have:

(Λ4 − u2)∇ ∂
∂u
ω1 =

1

W 2

(
Λ2x3 − 3uzx2

)
, (3.68)
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we can furthermore express the R. H. S as:

Λ2x3 − 3uzx2 = 2uW 2 ω1 + (a1∂xW + a2∂yW + a3∂zW ) ,

with a1 =
x
3 , a2 =

y
12 , a3 = − z

6 . After integrating by parts and putting everything together we

obtain the Picard–Fuchs operator:

Lh = (Λ4 − u2)∂2u − 2u∂u −
1

4
. (3.69)

To obtain the Picard-Fuchs operator for the periods of the meromorphic differential:

λ = ydz ,

we note the relation:

∇∂uλ = ω0 ,

and hence a third order operator which annihilates the periods of λ is given by:

L′
m =

(
(Λ4 − u2)∂2u − 2u∂u −

1

4

)
◦ ∂u , (3.70)

this operator can be furthermore factorized as:

∂u ◦ Lm = ∂u ◦
(
(Λ4 − u2)∂2u −

1

4

)
,

the latter allows us furthermore to deduce the following relation in cohomology:

λ = 4(Λ4 − u2)∇ ∂
∂u
ω0 .

4 Quasi-modularity of BPS structures

In this section we discuss the quasi-modular structure of the central charges of the BPS struc-

tures which we consider in this paper. Expressions in terms of quasi-modular forms for the

periods of SW theory have been obtained before, see e. g. [31, 32, 35, 33], for A2 Argyres-

Douglas theory the modular structure of the periods was considered in [52] by mapping the

curve to a SW form, the expressions thus obtained are for a different duality group than the

ones considered in our work.

4.1 Quasi modular form

We start by summarizing some basic concepts about modular forms and quasi modular forms,

following the exposition of [69], and we refer to [70, 71] and the references therein for more

details on the basic theory.
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4.1.1 Modular groups and modular curves

The generators for the group SL(2,Z) are given by:

T =

(
1 1

0 1

)
, S =

(
0 −1

1 0

)
, S2 = −I , (ST )3 = −I . (4.1)

We consider the genus zero congruence subgroups called Hecke subgroups of Γ(1) = PSL(2,Z) =
SL(2,Z)/{±I} given by:

Γ0(N) =

{(
a b

c d

)∣∣∣∣∣ c ≡ 0 mod N

}
< Γ(1) (4.2)

with N = 2, 3, 4. A further subgroup which will be important in the sequel is the unique normal

subgroup in Γ(1) of index 2 which is often denoted Γ0(1)
∗. We write N = 1∗ when listing it

together with the groups Γ0(N).

The group SL(2,Z) acts on the upper half plane H = {τ ∈ C| Imτ > 0} by fractional linear

transformations:

τ 7→ γτ =
aτ + b

cτ + d
for γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z) .

The quotient space Y0(N) = Γ0(N)\H is a non-compact orbifold with certain punctures cor-

responding to the cusps and orbifold points corresponding to the elliptic points of the group

Γ0(N). By filling the punctures, one then gets a compact orbifold X0(N) = Y0(N) = Γ0(N)\H∗

where H∗ = H ∪ {i∞} ∪ Q. The orbifold X0(N) can be equipped with the structure of a Rie-

mann surface. The space X0(N) is called a modular curve and is the moduli space of pairs

(E,C), where E is an elliptic curve and C is a cyclic subgroup of order N of the torsion sub-

group EN ∼= Z2
N . It classifies each cyclic N -isogeny ϕ : E → E/C up to isomorphism, see for

example [70, 72] for more details. In the following, we will denote by Γ a general subgroup of

finite index in Γ(1).

The fundamental domains for these groups are depicted in Figure 1.

4.1.2 Modular functions

A (meromorphic) modular function with respect to the a subgroup Γ of finite index in Γ(1) is

a meromorphic function f : XΓ → P1. Consider the restriction of f to YΓ = Γ\H. Since the

restriction is meromorphic, we know f can be lifted to a function f on H. Then one gets a

function f : H → P1 such that

(i) f(γτ) = f(τ), ∀γ ∈ Γ .

(ii) f is meromorphic on H.
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(a) Γ0(1)
∗ (b) Γ0(2)

(c) Γ0(3) (d) Γ0(4)

Figure 1: Fundamental domains for Γ0(1)
∗, Γ0(N), N = 2, 3, 4.

The empty and full circles stand for cusps and elliptic points respectively.

(iii) f is “meromorphic at the cusps” in the sense that the function

f |γ : τ 7→ f(γτ) (4.3)

is meromorphic at τ = i∞ for any γ ∈ Γ(1).

The third condition requires more explanation. For any cusp class [σ] ∈ H∗/Γ6 with respect to

the modular group Γ, one chooses a representative σ ∈ Q∪{i∞}. Then it is easy to see that one

6We use the notation [τ ] to denote the equivalence class of τ ∈ H∗ under the group action of Γ on H∗.
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can find an element γ ∈ Γ(1) so that γ : i∞ 7→ σ. Then this condition means that the function

defined by τ 7→ f ◦ γ (τ) is meromorphic near τ = i∞ and that the function f is declared to be

“meromorphic at the cusp σ” if this condition is satisfied.

Therefore, equivalently, a (meromorphic) modular function with respect to the modular

group is a meromorphic function f : H → P1 satisfying the above properties on modularity,

meromorphicity, and growth condition at the cusps.

4.1.3 Modular forms

Similarly, we can define a (meromorphic) modular form of weight k with respect to the group

Γ to be a (meromorphic) function f : H → P1 satisfying the following conditions:

(i) f(γτ) = jγ(τ)
kf(τ), ∀γ ∈ Γ , where j is called the automorphy factor defined by

j : Γ×H → C,

(
γ =

(
a b

c d

)
, τ

)
7→ jγ(τ) := (cτ + d) .

(ii) f is meromorphic on H.

(iii) f is “meromorphic at the cusps” in the sense that the function

f |γ : τ 7→ jγ(τ)
−kf(γτ) (4.4)

is meromorphic at τ = i∞ for any γ ∈ Γ(1).

4.1.4 Quasi modular forms

A (meromorphic) quasi modular form of weight k with respect to the group Γ is a (meromorphic)

function f : H → P1 satisfying the following conditions:

(i) There exist meromorphic functions fi, i = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . , k − 1 such that

f(γτ) = jγ(τ)
kf(τ) +

k−1∑
i=0

ck−i jγ(τ)
ifi(τ) , ∀γ =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ Γ . (4.5)

(ii) f is meromorphic on H.

(iii) f is “meromorphic at the cusps” in the sense that the function

f |γ : τ 7→ jγ(τ)
−kf(γτ) (4.6)

is meromorphic at τ = i∞ for any γ ∈ Γ(1).
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We proceed by introducing the modular forms which are used in our paper, starting with

the Jacobi theta functions with characteristics (a, b) defined by:

ϑ

[
a

b

]
(z, τ) =

∑
n∈Z

q
1
2
(n+a)2e2πi(n+a)(z+b) . (4.7)

for special (a, b) these are denoted by:

θ1(z, τ) = ϑ

[
1/2

1/2

]
(u, τ) =

∑
n∈Z+ 1

2

(−1)nq
1
2
n2
e2πinz , (4.8)

θ2(z, τ) = ϑ

[
1/2

0

]
(u, τ) =

∑
n∈Z+ 1

2

q
1
2
n2
e2πinz , (4.9)

θ3(z, τ) = ϑ

[
0

0

]
(u, τ) =

∑
n∈Z

q
1
2
n2
e2πinz , (4.10)

θ4(z, τ) = ϑ

[
0

1/2

]
(u, τ) =

∑
n∈Z

(−1)nq
1
2
n2
e2πinz . (4.11)

We further define the following θ–constants:

θ2(τ) = θ2(0, τ), θ3(τ) = θ3(0, τ), θ4(τ) = θ2(0, τ) . (4.12)

The η–function is defined by

η(τ) = q
1
24

∞∏
n=1

(1− qn) . (4.13)

It transforms according to

η(τ + 1) = e
iπ
12 η(τ), η

(
−1

τ

)
=

√
τ

i
η(τ) . (4.14)

The Eisenstein series are defined by

Ek(τ) = 1− 2k

Bk

∞∑
n=1

nk−1qn

1− qn
, (4.15)

where Bk denotes the k-th Bernoulli number. Ek is a modular form of weight k for k > 2 and

even. The discriminant form and the j invariant are given by

∆(τ) =
1

1728

(
E4(τ)

3 − E6(τ)
2
)
= η(τ)24, (4.16)

j(τ) = 1728
E4(τ)

3

E4(τ)3 − E6(τ)2
. (4.17)
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For the subgroups Γ0(N) we introduce three modular forms A,B,C of weight 1, which are

given by:

N A B C

1∗ E4(τ)
1
4 (E4(τ)

3
2+E6(τ)
2 )

1
6 (E4(τ)

3
2−E6(τ)
2 )

1
6

2 (26η(2τ)24+η(τ)24)
1
4

η(τ)2η(2τ)2
η(τ)4

η(2τ)2
2

3
2
η(2τ)4

η(τ)2

3 (33η(3τ)12+η(τ)12)
1
3

η(τ)η(3τ)
η(τ)3

η(3τ) 3η(3τ)
3

η(τ)

4 (24η(4τ)8+η(τ)8)
1
2

η(2τ)2
= η(2τ)10

η(τ)4η(4τ)4
η(τ)4

η(2τ)2
22 η(4τ)

4

η(2τ)2

(4.18)

These satisfy by definition

Ar = Br + Cr . (4.19)

with the following values of r:

N 1∗ 2 3 4

r 6 4 3 2

We introduce the analog of the Eisenstein series E2 as a quasi-modular form as follows:

E = ∂τ logB
rCr . (4.20)

4.1.5 Quasi modular forms and Picard-Fuchs equations

In the following we want to recall the association of the quasi-modular forms for the Γ0(N)

subgroups to hypergeometric differential equations which will appear later as the Picard-Fuchs

equations governing the central charges of our BPS structures, we will follow [69] in the expo-

sition which can be consulted for further references.

The relevant data giving the ring of the quasi modular forms as well as the modular parameter

τ are captured by the periods ω0 and ω1 of the corresponding families of elliptic curves. The

periods satisfy the following Picard-Fuchs differential equation:

Lc ωi = (θ2α − α(θα + 1/r)(θα + 1− 1/r))ωi = 0 , i = 0 , 1 . (4.21)

The parameter α is the Hauptmodul, and θα = α ∂
∂α . The solutions of this equation are given

in terms of the hypergeometric functions:

ω0(α) = 2F1 (1/r, 1− 1/r, 1;α) ,

ω1(α) =
i√
N

2F1 (1/r, 1− 1/r, 1; 1− α) .
(4.22)

The numbers r are give by the following:

N 1∗ 2 3 4

r 6 4 3 2
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They are related to the index µ of Γ0(N) by r = 12
µ . The modular parameter τ is then given

by:

τ =
ω1

ω0
. (4.23)

For the cases N = 1∗, 2, 3, 4, the relevant modular forms are given by

A = ω0 , B = (1− α)
1
r A , C = α

1
r A . (4.24)

Then by definition one has

Ar = Br + Cr . (4.25)

By analytic continuation, it is easy to show that as multi-valued functions on the modular curve

X0(N) as an orbifold, these modular forms (for a multiplier system) have divisors given by

DivA =
1

r
(α = ∞) , DivB =

1

r
(α = 1) , DivC =

1

r
(α = 0) . (4.26)

The differential ring structure of the quasi modular forms for N = 1∗, 2, 3, 4 is given by the

relations:

∂τA =
1

2r
A(E +

Cr −Br

Ar−2
) ,

∂τB =
1

2r
B(E −A2) ,

∂τC =
1

2r
C(E +A2) ,

∂τE =
1

2r
(E2 −A4) .

(4.27)

4.1.6 Fricke involution

For each of the modular curves X0(N) with N = 1∗, 2, 3, 4, as a covering of the j–plane Γ(1)\H∗,

there are three branch points. There are two distinguished cusps given by [i∞] = [1/N ] and

[0] = [1/1]. The third branch point is a cubic elliptic point, quadratic elliptic point, cubic

elliptic point and a cusp for N = 1∗, 2, 3, 4, respectively. The Fricke involution is defined by

WN : τ 7→ − 1

Nτ
. (4.28)

It exchanges these two cusps and fixes the third branch point, see Fig. 1.7

Recall that the modular curve X0(N) is the moduli space of enhanced elliptic curves (E,C),

where C is an order N subgroup of the torsion group EN ∼= ZN ⊕ZN . Using this interpretation,

the Fricke involution acts by sending (E,C) to (E/C,EN/C).

7We point out that for the Seiberg-Witten curve family given by y2 = (x2 − u)2 − Λ4 and with monodromy group

Γ0(4), the Fricke involution acts as 2τ 7→ − 1
2τ . In the literature, see for example [33], by redefining τ as the above 2τ ,

the Fricke involution is realized as the S-transformation.
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It turns out from e.g. [73] that the Fricke involution maps the Hauptmodul

α to β := 1− α . (4.29)

The Fricke involution acts on the ring of quasi modular forms according to

A 7→
√
N

i
τ A ,

B 7→
√
N

i
τ C ,

C 7→
√
N

i
τB ,

E 7→ Nτ2E +
12

2πi

2Nτ

N + 1
, N = 1∗, 2, 3 .

E 7→ Nτ2E +
12

2πi

2Nτ

6
, N = 4 .

(4.30)

For all cases N = 1∗, 2, 3, 4, the non-holomorphic completion Ê(τ, τ̄) transforms according to:

Ê 7→ Nτ2Ê . (4.31)

4.2 Special geometry and modularity

4.2.1 Argyres–Douglas A1

This theory is described by the curve:

ΣA1 := {y2 = z2 − 4u ∈ C2} , u ∈ M = C∗ (4.32)

which is given by a double cover of C = C, branched at ±2
√
u. The only compact cycle of Σ is

the lift of the cycle connecting the two branch points in C. We call this cycle γ1. We can define

a non-compact dual cycle γ2, by introducing a parameter Λ and consider the lift of the cycle

in C connecting 2
√
u and Λ. The periods of the meromorphic differential y dx can be obtained

directly:

a := Zγ1(u) =
1

2πi

∫
γ1

y dx = u , (4.33)

and the dual (Λ-)regularized period:

2πib := 2πiZγ2(u) =

∫
γ2

y dx = u(log u− 1) +
Λ2

2
− 2u log Λ +O(1/Λ2) , (4.34)

these periods also define the special geometry of the Gaussian matrix model, see e.g. [62].
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This gives the prepotential:

2πiF0(a) =
1

2
a2 log a− 3

4
a2 − a2 log Λ +

1

2
aΛ2 +O(1/Λ2) . (4.35)

The monodromy of the finite part of the periods around u = 0 is given by:(
a

b

)
→

(
1 0

1 1

)(
a

b

)
(4.36)

We furthermore introduce τ := ∂b
∂a = 1

2πi log u, keeping only the finite parts. The special

Kähler metric is now:

guū = 2Imτ .

The central charges Zγi(u) i = 1, 2 for the other examples are found by solving the Picard-

Fuchs equations for the periods of the corresponding meromorphic differential λ. From the

basis of solutions we identify linear combinations which have integral monodromy and identify

these with the central charges of a basis of BPS states. The bases are chosen such that these

correspond to BPS states whose masses vanish at singular points in the moduli space and which

correspond to stable BPS states everywhere in the moduli space.

We will denote the monodromy around the singular point u∗ by Mu∗ , i.e.:(
Zγ1(u)

Zγ2(u)

)
→Mu∗

(
Zγ1(u)

Zγ2(u)

)
. (4.37)

4.2.2 Argyres-Douglas A2 realised on ΣI
A2

The Picard-Fuchs operator derived in 3.4.1 is:

Lmϖ =

(
(Λ6 − u2)∂2u −

5

36

)
ϖ = 0 ,

we can absorb the Λ dependence into a redefinition of u→ u/Λ3 (equivalent to setting Λ to 1).

The operator has three regular singular points at ±1,∞ and a basis of solutions is given by:

ϖ1 = 2F1

(
− 5

12
,− 1

12
,
1

2
, u2
)
, ϖ2 = u 2F1

(
1

12
,
5

12
,
3

2
, u2
)
, (4.38)

where 2F1 denotes the hypergeometric function. We identify the following linear combinations

with the central charge:

Zγ1(u) =
1

1440π3/2

(
6Γ

(
7

12

)
Γ

(
11

12

)
ϖ1 − Γ

(
1

12

)
Γ

(
17

12

)
ϖ2

)
, (4.39)

Zγ2(u) = − i

1440π3/2

(
6Γ

(
7

12

)
Γ

(
11

12

)
ϖ1 + Γ

(
1

12

)
Γ

(
17

12

)
ϖ2

)
. (4.40)
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The combinations for the central charges are chosen such that Zγ1 corresponds to the central

charge of the BPS state vanishing at u = 1 and Zγ2 corresponds to the central charge of the BPS

state vanishing at u = −1. The central charges correspond to integrations of the meromorphic

one-form λ over a dual basis of cycles of the family of curves which degenerate at u = ±1.

We call a = Zγ1 and b = Zγ2 . In a local coordinate vanishing at u = 1, for instance

v = 1
864(1− u) we obtain the leading terms of the expansion of the exact solutions:8

a(v) = v + 30v2 +O
(
v3
)

2πib(v) =
(
v + 30v2 +O(v3)

)
log(v)− v +

1

60
+ 141v2 +O(v3)

(4.41)

We can invert the series a(v) to express the central charges as:

Zγ1(a) = a

Zγ2(a) = b(a) =
1

2πi

(
1

60
+ a(log(a)− 1) + 141a2 +O

(
a3
))

.
(4.42)

Identifying b(a) = ∂F0(a)
∂a gives the following expression for the prepotential F0(a):

2πi · F0(a) =
a

60
+

1

2
a2
(
log(a)− 3

2

)
+ 47a3 +O

(
a4
)

(4.43)

The coordinate τ which maps u to the upper half plane is obtained from the prepotential

as:

τ =
∂2F0(a)

∂a2

2πiτ(a) = log(a) + 282a+ 46302a2 +O(a3) , (4.44)

we introduce q := exp(2πiτ) and obtain:

q(a) = a+ 282a2 +O(a3) , (4.45)

The monodromies of the central charges around the singular points are given by

M+1 =

(
1 0

1 1

)
, M−1 =

(
1 −1

0 1

)
, M∞ = (M+1 ·M−1)

−1 =

(
0 1

−1 1

)
. (4.46)

These are identified with the generators of the Γ0(1)
∗ subgroup of SL(2,Z) which is reviewed

in 4.1.

We note the following involution acting on the periods as

u→ −u ,
8The numerical factor 1/864 was chosen such that integral series expansions are obtained, it is however meaningless,

the integral expansions in terms of the modular variables is however intrinsic.

33



the two singular points ±1 are interchanged and the action on the periods is:

Zγ1(−u) = −iZγ2(u) , Zγ2(−u) = iZγ1(u) ,

this involution is the Fricke involution acting on quasi modular forms of Γ0(1)
∗. We verify

this by obtaining the expressions in terms of quasi modular forms of the central charges.

We recall the relations between the holomorphic differential on the curve ω0 and the mero-

morphic differential λ derived using the Picard-Fuchs equations, we have on the one hand:

∇ ∂
∂u
λ = ω0 ,

and on the other:

λ =
36

5
(Λ6 − u2)∇ ∂

∂u
ω0 . (4.47)

The periods of the holomorphic differential are directly related to modular forms using the

relations between the Picard-Fuchs equation and modular forms 4.1.5, we find:

π0(τ) := − 1

864
A(τ) , π1(τ) = − 1

864
A(τ) · τ .

Using the relation of quasi modular forms to differential operators of Picard-Fuchs type as

well as the relation between the periods of the meromorphic differential λ and the holomorphic

one 3.52, we obtain:

u(τ) = −1 +
2B(τ)6

A(τ)6
, (4.48)

du(τ)

dτ
=

2B6(−A6 +B6)

A10
(4.49)

Zγ1(τ) =
A(τ)6 − 2B(τ)6 +A(τ)4E(τ)

720A(τ)5
(4.50)

Zγ2(τ) =
τ
(
A(τ)6 − 2B(τ)6 +A(τ)4E(τ)

)
720A(τ)5

− i

120πA(τ)
, (4.51)

where:

A(τ) = E4(τ)
1
4 B(τ) = (

E4(τ)
3
2 + E6(τ)

2
)
1
6 C(τ) = (

E4(τ)
3
2 − E6(τ)

2
)
1
6 . (4.52)

The Fricke involution acts as:

F(τ) = −1

τ
, (4.53)

F(A) = −iA · τ (4.54)

F(B) = −iC · τ (4.55)

F(C) = −iB · τ (4.56)
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F(E) = E · τ2 + 6

πi
τ , (4.57)

and we verify that indeed its action corresponds to:

F(u(τ)) = −u(τ) , (4.58)

F(Zγ1(τ)) = −iZγ2(τ) , (4.59)

F(Zγ2(τ)) = iZγ1(τ) . (4.60)

Figure 2: Wall of marginal stability

Having found the exact solutions we can plot the wall of marginal stability

Wγ1,γ2 :=
{
u ∈ B | Ẑγ1(u)/Ẑγ2(u) ∈ R

}
(4.61)

for this BPS structure is given in figure 2.

4.2.3 Argyres-Douglas A2 realised on ΣII
A2

This parametrization of the curve for Argyres-Douglas theory is discussed for instance in [8]:

ΣIIA2
:= {y2 = (z − Λ2)(z + λ2)(z − u) ∈ C2} , u ∈ B = P1 \ {±Λ2,∞} . (4.62)
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We note that the combination of parameterizing the moduli space by u and using the differential

λ does not yield the appropriate setting for the BPS-VHS introduced earlier. In particular the

Gauss-Manin connection acting on λ does not yield the holomorphic differential ω0 =
dz
y of the

curve but instead a combination of ω0 and ∇ ∂
∂u
ω0 as determined in 3.65.

∇ ∂
∂u
λ =

2

3

(
u2 − 1

) (
2u∇ ∂

∂u
ω0 + ω0

)
. (4.63)

We start by discussing the modularity of the periods of the holomorphic differential ω0,

guided by the discussion in 4.1.5. Recall the Picard-Fuchs operator annihilating the periods of

the holomorphic differential, 3.57:

Lh = (Λ4 − u2)∂2u − 2u∂u −
1

4
, (4.64)

we can redefine u→ u/Λ2 to obtain:

Lh = (1− u2)∂2u − 2u∂u −
1

4
, (4.65)

and we identify the solutions:

πγ1 = 2F1

(
1

2
,
1

2
; 1;

1− u

2

)
, πγ2 =

−2iQ− 1
2
(u)

π
, (4.66)

where 2F1 denotes the hypergeometric function and Q− 1
2
the Legendre function of the second

kind. The solutions are chosen such they correspond up to normalization to the periods of

the cycles γ1 and γ2 which vanish at u = 1,−1 respectively. In terms of a local coordinate

v = 1
32(1− u), the expansions of the periods read:

πγ1(v) = 1 + 4v + 36v2 +O(v3) , (4.67)

πγ2(v) =
i

π
πγ1(v) log v +

i

π

(
8v + 84v2 +O(v3)

)
, (4.68)

the monodromies of this basis of solutions around the singular points is given by:

M+1 =

(
1 0

−2 1

)
, M−1 =

(
1 2

0 1

)
, M∞ = (M+1 ·M−1)

−1 =

(
−3 −2

2 1

)
. (4.69)

The generate the subgroup Γ(2) of SL(2,Z) which is isomorphic to Γ0(4). The map from the

moduli space of the family of curves parameterized by u to the upper half plane near u = 1(v = 0)

is given by:

τ(v) = −πγ2(v)/πγ1(v) . (4.70)

Defining q := exp(2πiτ) and inverting the series we obtain:

v(q) =
√
q − 8q + 44q3/2 +O

(
q2
)
,
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to use the quasi-modular forms of Γ0(4) discussed earlier we use the isomorphism of Γ(2) and

Γ0(4) and redefine τ̃ = τ/2 and q̃ =
√
q, dropping the tilde we henceforth obtain:

v(q) = q − 8q2 + 44q3 +
(
q4
)
,

We use the generators A,B,C of quasi modular forms discussed in 4.1, for the subgroup

Γ(2) of SL(2,Z) which is isomorphic to Γ0(4) these generators are:

A(τ) = θ23(2τ) , B(τ) = θ24(2τ) ,C(τ) = θ22(2τ) .

πγ1(τ) := A(τ) , πγ2(τ) = −A(τ) · 2τ ,

We furthermore obtain:

u(τ) = −1 +
2B(τ)2

A(τ)2
, (4.71)

du(τ)

dτ
= −2B2 +

2B4

A2
. (4.72)

We now come to the periods of the meromorphic differential λ which are annihilated by the

Picard-Fuchs operators.

We choose as solutions:

Zγ1(u) =
1

480

(
u2 − 1

)
P 2

1
2

(u) , (4.73)

Zγ2(u) = −
i
(
u2 − 1

)
Q2

1
2

(u)

240π
, (4.74)

where P 2
1
2

(u) and Q2
1
2

(u) are associated Legendre polynomials. These correspond to the

central charges of the elements of the lattice which correspond to the vanishing cycles at u =

1,−1 respectively and they obey the same monodromies as πγ1 and πγ2 discussed earlier.

Using the normalizations chosen here as well as the relations between the mermorphic dif-

ferential and the holomorphic one determined earlier:

λ =
1

1920

(
u2 − 1

) (
2
(
u2 + 3

)
∇ ∂

∂u
ω0 + uω0

)
, (4.75)

we find the following expressions in terms of quasi-modular forms of the central charges:

Zγ1(τ) =
A(τ)6 +A(τ)4

(
E(τ)− 2B(τ)2

)
−A(τ)2B(τ)2E(τ) +B(τ)4E(τ)

480A(τ)5
, (4.76)

Zγ2(τ) =
τ
(
−A(τ)6 −A(τ)4

(
E(τ)− 2B(τ)2

)
+A(τ)2B(τ)2E(τ)−B(τ)4E(τ)

)
240A(τ)5
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Figure 3: Wall of marginal stability, for u→ 1
u .

+
i
(
A(τ)4 −A(τ)2B(τ)2 +B(τ)4

)
120πA(τ)5

. (4.77)

Having found the exact solutions we can plot the wall of marginal stability

Wγ1,γ2 :=
{
u ∈ B | Ẑγ1(u)/Ẑγ2(u) ∈ R

}
(4.78)

for this BPS structure, it is given in figure 3.

4.2.4 Seiberg-Witten SU(2) theory

The Picard-Fuchs operator derived in 3.4.3 is:

Lm =

(
(Λ4 − u2)∂2u −

1

4

)
,

we can absrob the Λ dependence into a redefinition of u→ u/Λ2 (equivalent to setting Λ to 1).

The operator has three regular singular points at ±1,∞ and a basis of solutions is given by:

ϖ1 = 2F1

(
−1

4
,−1

4
,
1

2
, u2
)
, ϖ2 = u 2F1

(
1

4
,
1

4
,
3

2
, u2
)
, (4.79)
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where 2F1 denotes the hypergeometric function. We identify the following linear combinations

with the central charge:

Zγ1(u) = −
Γ
(
−1

4

)
Γ
(
3
4

)
ϖ1 + 2ϖ2Γ

(
1
4

)
Γ
(
5
4

)
32π3/2

(4.80)

Zγ2(u) =
1

32

4i
√

2
πΓ
(
3
4

)
ϖ1

Γ
(
1
4

) +
iΓ
(
1
4

)
ϖ2√

2πΓ
(
3
4

)
 . (4.81)

The combinations for the central charges are chosen such that Zγ1 corresponds to the central

charge of the BPS state vanishing at u = 1 and Zγ2 corresponds to the central charge of the

BPS state vanshing at u = −1, these correspond to the magnetic monopole and the dyon of

Seiberg-Witten theory [3]. The central charges correspond to integrations of the meromorphic

one-form λ over a dual basis of cycles of the family of curves which degenerate at u = ±1.

We call t1 = Zγ1 and t2 = Zγ2 . In a local coordinate vanishing at u = 1, for instance

v = 1
32(1− u) we obtain the leading terms of the expansion of the exact solutions:

t1(v) = v + 2v2 +O
(
v3
)

πit2(v) =
(
−v − 2v2 +O(v3)

)
log(v)− 1

4
+ v − 3v2 +O(v3)

(4.82)

Inverting the series t1(v) and identifying t2(t1) =
∂F0(t1)
∂t1

gives the following expression for

the prepotential F0(a):

πi · F0(t1) = − t1
4
+

1

4
t21(3− 2 log(t1)) +O

(
t31
)

(4.83)

The coordinate τ which maps u to the upper half plane is obtained from the prepotential

as:

τ =
∂2F0(t1)

∂t21

πiτ(t1) = − log(t1)− 6t1 − 30t21 +O
(
t31
)

(4.84)

we introduce q := exp(−πiτ) .
The monodromies of the central charges around the singular points are given by

M+1 =

(
1 0

−2 1

)
, M−1 =

(
1 2

0 1

)
, M∞ = (M+1 ·M−1)

−1 =

(
−3 −2

2 1

)
. (4.85)

These are identified with the generators of the Γ(2) subgroup of SL(2,Z) which is isomorphic

to Γ0(4) which is reviewed in 4.1.
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We note the following involution acting on the periods as

u→ −u ,

the two singular points ±1 are interchanged and the action on the periods is:

Zγ1(−u) = iZγ2(u) , Zγ2(−u) = −iZγ1(u) ,

this involution is the Fricke involution acting on quasi modular forms of Γ(2). We verify

this by obtaining the expressions in terms of quasi modular forms of the central charges, for

the Seiberg-Witten geometry, quasi-modular expressions for the central charges have been pre-

viously obtained in [33], following modularity discussion in [32], see also [35]. and references

therein.

We recall the relations between the holomorphic differential on the curve ω0 and the mero-

morphic differential λ derived using the Picard-Fuchs equations, we have on the one hand:

∇ ∂
∂u
λ = ω0 ,

and on the other hand:

λ = 4(1− u2)∇ ∂
∂u
ω0 .

We use the generators A,B,C of quasi modular forms discussed in 4.1, for the subgroup

Γ(2) of SL(2,Z) which is isomorphic to Γ0(4) these generators are:

A(τ) = θ23(2τ) , B(τ) = θ24(2τ) ,C(τ) = θ22(2τ) .

The periods of the holomorphic differential are directly related to modular forms using the

relations between the Picard-Fuchs equation and modular forms 4.1.5, we find:

π0(τ) := A(τ) , π1(τ) = A(τ) · τ ,

where

∂uZγ1(u) = − 1

32
π0(u) , ∂uZγ2(u) =

1

32
π1(u)

Using the relation of quasi modular forms to differential operators of Picard-Fuchs type as

well as the relation between the periods of the meromorphic differential λ and the holomorphic

one, we obtain:

u(τ) = −1 +
2B(τ)2

A(τ)2
, (4.86)

du(τ)

dτ
= −2B2 +

2B4

A2
(4.87)

Zγ1(τ) =
A(τ)2 − 2B(τ)2 + E(τ)

16A(τ)
(4.88)
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Zγ2(τ) =
πA(τ)2τ − 2πB(τ)2τ + πE(τ)τ − 2i

16πA(τ)
. (4.89)

The Fricke involution acts as:

F(τ) = −1

τ
, (4.90)

F(A) = −iA · τ (4.91)

F(B) = −iC · τ (4.92)

F(C) = −iB · τ (4.93)

F(E) = E · τ2 + 6

πi
τ , (4.94)

and we verify that indeed its action corresponds to:

F(u(τ)) = −u(τ) , (4.95)

F(Zγ1(τ)) = −iZγ2(τ) , (4.96)

F(Zγ2(τ)) = iZγ1(τ) . (4.97)

Having found the exact solutions we can plot the wall of marginal stability

Wγ1,γ2 :=
{
u ∈ B | Ẑγ1(u)/Ẑγ2(u) ∈ R

}
(4.98)

for this BPS structure, it is given in figure 4.

5 BPS spectrum from attractor flow

Now the Picard-Fuchs equations are known and the solutions and their monodromies have been

found and matched with the moduli dependent central charges of BPS states in theories with

complex 1-dimensional moduli spaces. This now allows us to apply the method of steepest

decent from [26] described in subsections 2.2-2.3 and developed in [25] to theories described

in the literature [7, 74, 75, 76, 77] on type II effective field theories. We use this to find

and plot the attractor flow lines (for the spherically symmetric approximation 9) iteratively

(on Mathematica) for all the cases mentioned above including the Argyres-Douglas A1, A2

theories [9, 8] as well as Seiberg-Witten theory [3]. In the cases with a wall of marginal stability

(see subsection 2.4) between the weak and strong coupling regions, this is also plotted. The

existence conditions on the endpoint of the flow [20, 26, 15] from subsection 2.5 are used to

determine which BPS states exist in which chambers in the moduli space. Any split attractor

flow lines are plotted. The branch cuts are also plotted and when the flow lines enter or leave a

branch cut they are continued through the branch cut by taking a loop around a singular point

and acting on them with the appropriate monodromies from subsection 4.2 around this loop.

9This is the approximation for a supergravity solution of a spherically symmetric 4d metric [15] needed to derive

the equations of motion.
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Figure 4: Wall of marginal stability, for u→ 1
u .

5.1 Attractor flow for A1-theory

We proceed to derive the attractor flow for the A1-model. We are using the path of steepest

descent method described in subsection 2.3 to derive the flow lines. In this case the central

charge is simply Zγ1(u) = u.

a.) We let u := x+ iy such that |Zγi(u)| := |Zγi(x+ iy)| ∈ R+.

b.) For Zγ1(u) = u we have |Zγ1(u)| = |u| = |x+ iy| =
√
x2 + y2.

c.) We substitute this expression into the gradient flow equations to derive the attractor flow

lines

dy

dx
=

(
∂|Zγi (x,y)|

∂y

)
(
∂|Zγi (x,y)|

∂x

) =

y√
x2+y2

x√
x2+y2

=
y

x
. (5.1)

d.) The equation can be solved as

1

y
dy =

1

x
dx→ y = Ax. (5.2)
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Hence the equations y = Ax from(5.1-5.2) describe the set of all straight lines L passing through

the origin. The attractor flow lines then correspond to straight lines flowing to the origin. Now

we can also look at this in terms of the time parameter τ . In this form, the attractor flow

equation can be written as

dx

dτ
= −∂|Zγi(x, y)|

∂x
= − x√

x2 + y2
= − x√

(1 +A2)x2
= − 1√

(1 +A2)
= α. (5.3)

Therefore the x coordinate is linear in the time coordinate such that:

x = ατ + β. (5.4)

One can plot these attractor flow lines (see Fig. 5) on the moduli space as a radial flow flowing

into the origin.

Figure 5: This diagram shows the attractor flow lines of A1 flowing to its attractor point

at the origin.
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Final state in chamber

Hence we can see that in this theory there is only 1 BPS state flowing to the attractor point at

the origin. There are no walls of marginal stability or jumps in the number of BPS states.

Chamber Existing charges Count

1: All space γ1 1

Table 1: Single BPS state that exists everywhere in the moduli space.

5.2 Attractor flow for Argyres–Douglas A2 theory

We now repeat this process for A2 theory [9, 8]. We take the exact expressions for the all possible

linear combinations of the central charges for each realisation of the theory Zγi(u) and derive the

attractor flow lines from the gradient flow (see section 2.3) using Mathematica. We let u→ 1
u

to have the origin of the complex plane at infinity. We proceed in the following way; we first

let u := x+ iy ∈ P1 such that the modulus of the central charge |Zγi(u)| := |Zγi(x+ iy)| ∈ R+.

As before, we substitute this expression into the gradient flow equations to derive the attractor

flow lines

gradient flow:
dy

dx
=

(
∂|Zγi (x,y)|

∂y

)
(
∂|Zγi (x,y)|

∂x

) . (5.5)

5.2.1 Walls, branch cuts and flow lines

Wall of marginal stability and existence

We take into consideration the wall crossing phenomena in which a BPS exists (is stable) in one

region of the u-plane, but is excluded by the existence conditions from [20, 26, 15] in another

region (see section 2.5). Physically this corresponds to a region of the moduli space in which

the composite BPS particle is unstable and decays into a combination of its constituents. For

this we also plot the wall of marginal stability MSγ1,γ2 that bounds the stable and unstable

regions on the u-plane: for the meromorphic differential ỹdz from section 3.3 this is given by

the locus of real ratio of the periods

MSγ1,γ2 :
Zγ1(u)

Zγ2(u)
∈ R. (5.6)

The decay of a BPS state in a chamber is represented diagrammatically by split attractor flow

lines: a flow line enters a chamber and would end at a regular point in the moduli space.
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Therefore it is excluded in the chamber but still existed before it crossed the wall of marginal

stability MSγ1,γ2 . In this case the flow line hits the wall of marginal stability and splits into

constituent BPS flow lines corresponding to BPS states that are stable within the region.

Figure 6: BPS state only exists if flow terminates at singular point us.

Comment on branch cuts

We also consider the branch cuts of the Zγi(u) in the u-plane. We find the branch cuts and

plot the segments which affect the attractor flow lines. When an attractor flow line enters

a branch cut, we follow [26, 15] and find a path in the u-plane which connects the point at

which the attractor flow line enters the branch cut (shown from above in Fig. 7) and leaves it

(shown from below). We determine which singular points this path encloses and act on Zγi(u)

with the monodromies Mus associated to the corresponding singular points us ∈ B. We write

u = us + ϵe−iθ, ϵ ∈ R+, θ ∈ {0, 2π} and let θ : 0 7→ 2π. The monodromies from section 4.2

have been be read off from the expansions around the singular points provided there.

We then continue this modified central charge through the branch cut. The same existence

conditions then apply on the other side of the branch cut. If the state is excluded on the other

side of the branch cut by a regular termination point, then it also didn’t exist before it entered

the branch cut - up until the last point after it crossed the wall of marginal stability MSγ1,γ2
where it decayed into its constituent BPS states.

5.2.2 Attractor flow first realisation

We will start by using the curve ΣIA2
for the first realisation and consider flow lines of all

possible Zγi(u). In this section we use the basis Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u) → −Zγ2(u) to better visualise

and position the split flow lines and attractor points. We plot a diagram Fig. 8 with the existing

flow lines and the split attractor flow. When we compute the central charges and take the ratio

we just obtain a wall separating 2 chambers: an outer and inner region (see Fig. 8) labelled as
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Figure 7: Single flow line passing through branch cut after acting with monodromy around

singular point.

A and B respectively. This is the standard realisation of the wall used the literature e.g. [30]

and can be obtained by taking a slice in the complex 2d moduli space of SU(3) [9] containing

the Argyres-Douglas points [49]. In their parameterisation there are also 2 regions but with the

wall shifted along the y-axis.

Existing BPS states Non-existing BPS states

Flow line

Charges γ1 γ2 γ1 + γ2 γ1 continuation γ2 continuation γ1 + γ2 outside wall

Table 2: Flow lines in Fig. 8.

Description of flow lines

Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u) (4.39-4.40) are, for a particular cover, defined for u ∈ P1 \ [−1,∞) and

u ∈ P1 \ [1,∞) respectively. They have ub log u branch cuts [−1,∞) and (∞, 1] represented by

and on Fig. 8 respectively, separating the regions B1 and B2. This allows for the
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B2

B1

A

Figure 8: As before the black line is the wall of marginal stability.

a.) The purple line represents the Zγ1(u) branch cut and the orange line is that of Zγ2(u).

The blue and red flow lines represent Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u) respectively.

b.) The solid green line represents the sum of the basis states Zγ1(u)+Zγ2(u). The dashed

blue and red lines represent the analytic continuation of Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) through the

branch cuts of Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u) respectively.

In this case, when the sum is analytically continued through the branch cuts, it becomes

Zγ1(u) around the left cut and Zγ2(u) around the right cut. Again the gray lines

represents the unstable continuation of Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) flow in the outer region A where it

crashes at a regular point.

analytic continuation of the central charges onto new covers. Their flow lines are represented on

this diagram by blue and red lines, and flow to +1 and −1 respectively. Both are
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singular points, hence Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u) exist everywhere. This holds in both the inner region

B and outer region A.

Wall crossing of dyon

The sum, represented by , and written as Zγ1(u)+Zγ2(u), has a more complicated behav-

ior. Its source is at infinity. It exists within the inner region B. However, outside this region,

where it is represented by the gray line , it flows to a regular point on the wall, is hereby

excluded, and must therefore split into its constituent BPS states Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u), as shown on

the diagram above. The situation with the sum Zγ1(u)+Zγ2(u) in the inner chamber B is more

involved: it first appears that the attractor flow lines terminate at the same regular point in

the moduli space as they do from the outside. However, in this case we must take the branch

cuts of the basis charges into account.

We must now use the method introduced in 5.2.1. This means we analytically continue the

flow of Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) through the branch cuts between B1 and B2 by taking paths around

the singular points at ±1 and acting with the associated monodromy matrix, from (4.46), in

the right direction. We look at 2 cases:

(i) In the first case, represented by , the analytic continuation of the central charges

acts in a clockwise direction around −1 as 10

(M−1)
−1 : Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)− Zγ2(u), (5.7)

such that Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u).

This then leaves the branch cut in B2 as the dashed blue line.

(ii) In the second case, represented by , the continuation acts in a counter-clockwise

direction around +1:

M+1 : Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u)− Zγ1(u), (5.8)

such that Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u),

and leaves the branch cut in B2 as the dashed red line.

Hence, one can see from (5.7-5.8) when the sum in the upper half plane is continued

through the branch cuts, where it flows in, it subsequently flows out in the lower half

plane as one of the basis states. This then flows to the singular points ±1 and therefore

exists.

10We must remember here that the monodromies Mus are now acting on the basis Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u) → −Zγ2(u).
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One can use the analytic continuation of the central charges to find a region in which the

sum of a particle and an antiparticle, e.g. γ1 − γ2, can exist. In the region B2 on the diagram

Fig. 8, taken below the 2 branch cuts and above the outer lower arc 11, the central charge of the

basis states Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u) becomes either Zγ1(u)− Zγ2(u) or −Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u). This depends

on which branch cut the analytic continuation is done through, the sign of the basis state before

the continuation. There are now 2 possible covers one must consider for the central charges

with either γ1 − γ2 or −γ1 + γ2 existing on it. .

Exclusion of higher linear combinations nZγ1(u) +mZγ2(u)

After this we consider the general state nγ1 +mγ2. For this, one needs to consider termination

points corresponding to

nZγ1(u) +mZγ2(u) = 0, (5.9)

for all (n,m). If the point is a regular point on the wall, the state doesn’t exist. In the

discussion below we will show that all states other than (0, 1), (1, 0) and (1, 1) are excluded by

regular termination points on segments of the wall. This is done by considering the alignment

or anti-alignment of the central charges (described in Fig. 9) on the wall and the range of the

ratio on paths between singular points. If there is a change in sign along the path then equation

(5.9) has a solution and a combination is excluded.

Figure 9: Alignment and anti-alignment of central charges on different general segments of

a wall of marginal stability.

From this one can see that in the outer region A these higher linear combinations flow to

and are excluded by a regular point on the lower segment of the wall, like the sum, but this time

shifted according to the ratio n
m . This is because of the anti-alignment of the central charges on

11This is the lower part of the central chamber.
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this segment. We present a table (3) here representing the ratios of the central charges along a

path (5.10) on the wall from

1 −→ −1 −→ 1, (5.10)

along the lower segment then the upper segment respectively. Within the inner region B things

ratios along path

paths between singular points Zγ1(u) Zγ2(u) Zγ1(u)/Zγ2(u) Zγ2(u)/Zγ1(u)

1 0 0.0027i +∞ 0

−1 0.0027 0 0 ±∞
1 0 0.0027i −∞ 0

Table 3: Ratio of central charges at singular points along wall.

become more involved and one must consider the logarithmic branch cuts [±1,∞). In this case

we find that for nγ1+mγ2 within the inner chamber the flow line for nZγ1(u)+mZγ2(u), ∀n,m ≥
1 also ends at a regular point on the lower segment of the wall.

However, as with the case for Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u), it flows through the branch cuts before it can

reach the point. Again we must act with the corresponding monodromies from (4.46) around

the singular points to transform the central charges and then analytically continue through the

branch cut.

Excluding higher combinations using range of ratio

Unlike Zγ1(u)+Zγ2(u) the higher n,m > 1, n ̸= m do not become the basis states when flowing

through the branch cuts, instead they remain states with m,n > 1, n ̸= m, and the ratio
n
m keeps the same sign. This means the states will continue to flow and terminate at another

regular point on the lower segment of the wall. Therefore, as with the previous parameterisation

states of the form, nγ1 +mγ2 n,m ≥ 1, nm ,
m
n > 1 are excluded in the inner region B as well

and hence do not exist/ are unstable anywhere in the moduli space.

Example

An example flow in chamber B (the dotted black line) is given by 3Zγ1(u)+ 2Zγ2(u) and

is shown in the diagram Fig. 10 above. As it passes through the branch cut between B1 and
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Non - existing BPS states

Flow line

Charges 3γ1 + 2γ2 γ1 + 2γ2
Forked flow lines

Charges γ1 + γ2 2γ1 + γ2 γ2 γ1 + γ2

Table 4: Forked flow lines of non-existing BPS states on Fig. 10.

B1

B2

A

Figure 10: The black dotted line in B1 represents the flow of the charge 3Zγ1(u) + 2Zγ2(u).

Its flow through the branch cut along (∞, 1] is shown. In this case it becomes

Zγ1(u) + 2Zγ2(u) in B2, represented by the brown line, which can terminate at a regular

point on the wall. The black dotted line splits into the green and blue dashed lines,

representing the sum Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) and 2Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) respectively. Similarly the

diagram shows the splitting of the brown line into green and red lines, representing

Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) and Zγ2(u) on the first cover.

B2, we act with an M+1 (from (4.46)) in a counter-clockwise direction and transform

3Zγ1(u) + 2Zγ2(u) 7−→ 3Zγ1(u) + 2(Zγ2(u)− Zγ1(u)) 7−→ Zγ1(u) + 2Zγ2(u). (5.11)
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This leaves the branch cut in B2 as (the brown line). This terminates at a regular

point in the lower half plane and is therefore excluded. This then excludes the higher linear

combinations in the inner chamber B around infinity. 12

Final existing states in each chamber

The complete tabulation (5) for the existing states on the 2 covers discussed in section 5.2.2 in

this parameterisation is as follows:

Chamber Existing charges cover 1 Existing charges cover 2 Count

B1: Central region upper half γ1, γ2, γ1 + γ2 γ1, γ2, γ1 + γ2 3

B2: Central region lower half γ1, γ2, γ1 − γ2 γ1, γ2, −γ1 + γ2 3

A: Outer region γ1, γ2 γ1, γ2 2

Table 5: Existing BPS states on both covers, in all chambers.

12They are excluded outside in A as they simply flow to another regular point on the lower segment of the wall

without encountering a branch cut.
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5.2.3 Attractor flow second realisation

Now we repeat the attractor flow analysis for the second realisation which is described by the

curve ΣIIA2
. When one again computes the ratio of the central charges one finds a wall of marginal

stability with 5 chambers analogous to that in [8] ( see Fig. 11). This time this includes a center

right and center left inner chamber, an outer chamber as well as 2 chambers below the upper

arc and above the lower arc.

a.) We continue with the curve ΣIIA2
and consider flow lines of all possible Zγi(u).

b.) We normalise the central charges to Zγi(u) → 1
u2−1

Zγi(u) before plotting the attractor

flow lines. This is to produce symmetric results such that all attractor points are on equal

footing. This means that, for each existing BPS state, each flow line flows from an infinity

of the central charge at 2 singular starting points to a 0 at the third singular point.

The existing flow lines in the inner chambers are shown on the Figure 11 below:

Existing BPS states

Flow line

Charges γ1 γ2 γ1 + γ2 γ2 − γ1

Non-existing BPS states:

Chamber Charge

outer, lower half plane γ1 + γ2
center left, above cut γ1
center left, below cut γ1 − 2γ2
center right, above cut γ2
center right, below cut γ2 − 2γ1

Table 6: Flow lines on Fig. 11.

Description of each flow line in outer chambers

The central charges Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u) (4.73-4.74) are again defined on a particular cover for u ∈
P1 \ [−1,∞) and u ∈ P1 \ [1,∞) respectively. As with the first realisation there are logarithmic

branch cuts arising from the ua log u terms in the expansion around the singular points. These

can again be taken from [±1,∞) and are represented by the lines and respectively.

The flow lines can be continued through the branch cuts onto a new cover.
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C

B

A

D1

D2

E1

E2

Figure 11: Wall of marginal stability in black, the purple and orange lines correspond to

branch cuts of Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u) respectively. The red and blue lines correspond to

sample attractor flow lines of Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u) . The green line is a sample flow line for

the sum Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u). It appears as a dashed line on the other side of the branch cuts.

The grey lines represent the flow lines continued into unstable regions: Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u)

in the left and right central chambers respectively, and Zγ1(u) +Zγ2(u) in the outer region.

(i) The blue line corresponds to a sample flow of Zγ2(u): in the 2 chambers B,C within

the outer arc, this charge flows from the singular points at u = +1 and u = ∞ to the

termination point at u = −1. Therefore, because −1 is a singular point, Zγ2(u) exists

within these chambers. The blue line can also be taken in the outer region A just above

the outer arc and in this case will flow from +1 to −1. So, again, Zγ2(u) exists in this

outer region.

(ii) The red line corresponds to a sample flow of Zγ1(u): This follows the same flow
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pattern with the direction of flow reversed: in the regions B,C just below the outer arc,

Zγ1(u) flows from u = −1 and u = ∞ to u = +1. Again, +1 is a singular point and

therefore again Zγ1(u) exists in these chambers as well as the outer region.

(iii) Finally, the green line corresponds to a sample attractor flow line of the sum

Zγ3(u) = Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u): in the chamber B below the upper outer arc, as well as above

the branch cuts in the 2 central chambers, D1 and E1, this state flows from ±1 to its

termination point at u = ∞ and therefore exists, because u = ∞ is a singular point.

(iv) The gray line represents the sum Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) in chamber A outside the wall:

here it doesn’t exist and terminates at a regular point on the lower arc of the wall. This

means that the third state decays across the outer wall in the upper half plane. We have:

decay pathway outer chamber Zγ3(u) Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u), (5.12)

in terms of charges γ3 γ1 + γ2.

Analytic continuation of Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) dyon through the branch cuts

The sum Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) also wouldn’t exist when evaluated in the chamber C just above the

lower arc because it would flow to the same regular termination point. However, we apply the

same method as for the previous parameterisation ΣIA2
by taking into account the branch cuts

of the basis charges. The sum represented by the green line in B can be analytically

continued, using the monodromies in (4.69), into the lower half plane. Both Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u)

have logarithmic branch cuts in the intervals (∞,−1] and [+1,∞) respectively. In these cases

we took the paths around the singular points. The one around −1 is clockwise and we act with

(M−1)
−1 : Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u). (5.13)

For +1 we must consider M+1. However, this time we rotate in a anti-clockwise direction such

that

M+1 : Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u). (5.14)

Therefore the sum becomes

Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) 7−→ −Zγ2(u) + Zγ1(u) around −1 and (5.15)

Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u)− Zγ1(u) around +1.

These combinations are represented on Fig. 11 as dotted green lines . They also flow

from ±1 to ∞ in the chamber C just above the lower arc, and also in the 2 central chambers,

D2 and E2, below the branch cut. Therefore the analytic combination of the sum (5.15) can be

taken to exist there.
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We remember that the sum and its analytic continuation do not exist in the outer region A.

Here, on both sides of the branch cuts, the flow lines terminate at a regular point on the wall

bounding the outer region. This also means that as with the first realisation ΣIA2
in section

5.2.2, there are again 2 covers on which either γ1 − γ2 or −γ1 + γ2 and their antiparticles can

exist.

Split flow of Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u) in central two regions

We next consider existence of the basis charges Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u) (4.73-4.74) in the 2 central

regions D and E and their analytic continuation through the branch cuts. Each basis charge

has a chamber in the central region near its source point with its logarithmic branch cut passing

through it. In these chambers the attractor flow flows into the branch cut. We proceed as before

in (5.13-5.14), by analytically continuing the basis charge through the branch cut by taking a

path around the singular point and acting with the corresponding monodromy from (4.69). In

this case, depending on whether one considers the flow flowing into the branch cut from above

or below, the central charges get mapped to

Zγ1,2(u) 7−→ Zγ1,2(u)± 2Zγ1,2(u). (5.16)

This always leads to the flow terminating at a regular point on the wall just on the other side

of the branch cut, excluding the basis state from existing within the smaller chamber next to

its source point. In this case the central charges Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u) can no longer be considered

basis states. Instead, at the wall of marginal stability surrounding the 2 small central chambers

D, E these BPS states decay into the other (now constituent states) that are stable within the

chamber:

56



decay pathway center left chamber D Zγ1(u) − Zγ2(u) + Zγ3(u), (5.17)

in terms of charges γ1 − γ2 + γ3,

and

decay pathway center right chamber E Zγ2(u) − Zγ1(u) + Zγ3(u), (5.18)

γ2 − γ1 + γ3,

These split attractor flow processes (5.17-5.18) can be seen in the right and left central chambers,

D, E, of Fig. 11 above respectively. The Fig. 12 below shows a zoomed-in version of these

chambers:

Existing BPS states

Flow line

Charges γ1
Split flow lines

Charges −γ2 γ1 + γ2
Non-existing BPS states

Flow line

Charges γ1 above cut

γ1 − 2γ2 below cut

Table 7: Split flow lines of γ1 on Fig. 12.

Exclusion of general mγ1 + nγ2

Now we consider again, as in 5.2.2, the general states of the form

mγ1 + nγ2 for n > 1, m ̸= 0, 1 or m > 1, n ̸= 0, 1. (5.19)

Such states in (5.19) are again found not to exist. They flow to a regular point, analogous

to a solution of (5.9), but for this realisation of the curve. The equation for this point is again

mZγ1(u) + nZγ2(u) = 0. (5.20)
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C

B

D1

D2

Figure 12: Zoomed version of left central chamber D.

a.) This diagram showing split flow corresponding to Zγ1(u) splitting into −Zγ2(u) +
Zγ3(u), where Zγ2(u) in blue exists in the chamber and flows to u = −1. Similarly

Zγ3(u) in green exists by flowing to u→ ∞.

b.) The gray line shows the flow line of Zγ1(u) in D1 continued into its non-existing

chamber D2. This gray flow line is analytically continued through the branch cut by

mapping Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u), which is represented by the dashed line.

c.) This flow then crashes at a regular point on the lower wall, hence excluding the state.
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To proceed, we again consider the alignment of the central charges along all segments of the

wall and determine the sign of the ratio of the central charges, as well as its range of values

between the singular points. As with the first parameterisation we tabulate these data in a

table (8) below. We find that the alignment reverses discontinuously at the point at infinity. In

particular, the alignment of Zγ2(u) reverses as the wall passes through the point at infinity.

The final table (8) shows the ratios and the normalised central charges along the path on

the wall: 13

1 −→ −1 −→ ∞ −→ 1 −→ −1 −→ ∞. (5.21)

ratios along path

paths between singular points Zγ1(u) Zγ2(u) Zγ1(u)/Zγ2(u) Zγ2(u)/Zγ1(u)

1 0 ∞ 0 +∞
−1 ∞ 0 +∞ 0

∞ ∞ ∞ ±1 ±1

1 0 ∞ 0 −∞
−1 ∞ 0 −∞ 0

∞ ∞ ∞ ∓1 ∓1

Table 8: Central charges and their ratio at the singular points.

Exclusion of combinations with
m

n
> 1

From this table (8) above it can be seen that, for Zγ2(u)/Zγ1(u), the arc from [∞, 1] in the

u-plane gives a range of Zγ2(u)/Zγ1(u) from [−1,−∞]. Given that this ratio is a continuous

analytic function, it will take any value in this range. Hence the equation

mZγ1(u) + nZγ2(u) = 0 −→ Zγ2(u)

Zγ1(u)
= −m

n
, (5.22)

will have a solution along the [∞, 1] segment corresponding to an attractor point of vanishing

central charge at a regular point in the moduli space - meaning such a (m,n), mn > 1 BPS state

doesn’t exist.

Exclusion of combinations with
n

m
> 1

13The double tabulated singular points represent the different paths between the singular points along different arcs

on the wall to show the range of the ratios along these arcs.

59



Furthermore, we can see that also for Zγ2(u)/Zγ1(u), the arc from [−1,∞] in the u-plane gives

a range of Zγ1(u)/Zγ2(u) from [−∞,−1]. Again, because of the continuity and analyticity of

the ratio, the equation (5.22) must also have a solution in the range [−1,∞] by the same argu-

ment meaning BPS states of the form (m,n), nm > 1 also don’t exist. Hence ∀n,m ̸= 0, nm = 1. 14

Flow of higher linear combinations through the branch cuts

Continuation of Zγ1(u) flow

Flow line

Charge γ1 γ1 γ1 − 2γ2 −2γ2 + 5γ1 −2γ2 − 3γ1 γ1 − 4γ2
Cover number 1 1 2 3 4 5

Table 9: Continuation of Zγ1 flow through branch cut.

There are many possible ways that the attractor flow of a general linear combination nγ1 +

mγ2 can flow through a branch cut.

It can be shown that all these flows are excluded by regular termination points after they

are analytically continued through the cut, unless the states take the form ±γ1,±γ2,±γ1 ± γ2.

The states flow through the logarithmic branch cuts

ua log u [−1,∞) : and (5.23)

(∞, 1] : (5.24)

on Fig. 13 through the 2 central chambers D and E. In one chamber, the states flow into the

branch cut (5.23) from both sides. These are analytically continued to states on another cover

that terminate at a regular point on the segment of the wall just on the other side of the branch

cut - excluding this and the initial state. In the other chamber, the flow lines flow into the

branch cut (5.23) in one half of the chamber where they are again analytically continued to

states on a second cover that terminate at a regular point on the part of the wall bounding the

other half of the chamber. 15

14Note that
Zγ2

(u)

Zγ1 (u)
∈ [−∞, 0] along the lower [1,−1] segment. However, this doesn’t exclude any linear combination

of BPS states as they pass through the wall or a branch cut before flowing to a termination point on the lower segment.
15On the original cover in the lower half of this chamber the state has a flow out of the branch cut (from an analytic

continuation of a state on a third cover) which then also flows to a different regular point on the wall segment bounding

the lower half. This is the same attractor point that the lines in the lower large chamber flow to and are excluded by.
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C

B

A

D1

D2

E1

E2

Figure 13: This diagram shows the analytic continuation of the Zγ1(u), the dotted red line,

in its non-existing central left region D1 on the cover on the other side of the branch cut

D2. Here it becomes Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u), represented by the brown line.

a.) This line on this cover also flows again into the branch cut from the upper half of this

center left chamber D1 and becomes −4Zγ2(u) +Zγ1(u) in D2 before terminating at a

regular point. The Zγ1(u)−2Zγ2(u) line also terminates at regular points on the lower

[−1,∞] and upper [1,−1] segments.

b.) It can also flow into the branch cut in the central right region E: the flow in the

lower half E2 is analytically continued to −2Zγ2(u) − 3Zγ1(u) in black. Using the

continuation from the upper half E1, the flow becomes −2Zγ2(u) + 5Zγ1(u) below the

cut in gray. In all cases the flow terminates at regular points.
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Description of each flow line

In Fig. 13 above and Fig. 14 we give an example initially of Zγ1(u) represented by a dashed red

line and the gray line after it crosses the wall of D1: in this case we analytically

continue the flow of Zγ1(u), shown in the previous diagrams, and table (9), onto the cover it

flows to when passing through the branch cut (5.23) between D1 and D2. As mentioned before

in (5.13), when continuing through the branch cut we act with the monodromy (M−1)
−1 (from

(4.69)) in a clockwise direction and obtain

(M−1)
−1 : Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u). (5.25)

This flow then emerges from the branch cut (5.23) in D2 as the brown line and flows to

a regular point on the segment bounding the lower half of the center left chamber D2 between

[−1,∞]. The flow of Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u) is represented by the brown line in the rest of the figure.

One can see that in the large lower chamber C the state also flows to this attractor point on the

lower wall of the center left chamber and is thus excluded. In the outer region A and large upper

chamber B, the state flows to a regular point on the upper segment of chamber B between [1,−1].

We now consider the various ways the state Zγ1(u) − 2Zγ2(u) represented by can flow

through the logarithmic branch cuts between [−1,∞) and (∞, 1]:

(i) We have already described how the flow emerges from the branch cut in the lower half

of the central left chamber D2 from the Zγ1(u) state on a second cover. However, on the

same cover as the emerging flow in the lower half of the chamber, in the upper half of the

chamber D1, Zγ1(u)−2Zγ2(u) from (5.25) flows into the branch cut (5.23). Here we again

act with (M−1)
−1 in a clockwise direction, such that

(M−1)
−1 : Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u) 7−→ (Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u))− 2Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)− 4Zγ2(u).

(5.26)

This state, represented by the dotted dark gray line , then emerges from the cut in

the lower half of the chamber, D2 again but on a new cover, on which it also terminates

at a regular point (on the left of the previous attractor point) on the lower segment of the

wall bounding the half chamber D2, and is hereby excluded.

(ii) The state Zγ1(u) − 2Zγ2(u) from (5.25) also flows into the logarithmic branch cut in the

center right chamber E from (∞, 1] from both above and below on the same cover. When

it flows up into the branch cut (5.24) from the lower half of the chamber E2 one acts with

(M+1)
−1 and

(M+1)
−1 : Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)− 2(Zγ2(u) + 2Zγ1(u)) 7−→ −2Zγ2(u)− 3Zγ1(u),

(5.27)
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which emerges in E1 as the dashed black line on a new cover in the Figures 13, 14

below. This flow then terminates on a regular point on the upper segment bounding the

upper half of E1, and is excluded.

(iii) In the upper half of the center right chamber E1 on the initial cover, Zγ1(u)−2Zγ2(u) flows

downwards into the branch cut (5.24). This time we act with M+1 in a counterclockwise

direction and the state becomes:

M+1 : Zγ1(u)− 2(Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u)) 7−→ −2Zγ2(u) + 5Zγ1(u). (5.28)

This flow, represented by a dashed grey line , then emerges from the branch cut on

another cover in E2. Again, the line terminates at a regular point - this time on the lower

segment of the wall bounding the lower half of E2, and the state is once again excluded.

Summary

Hence we have determined that the state Zγ1(u)−2Zγ2(u) is always excluded because all possible

flows in all possible regions of the moduli space end at a regular point, including all possible flows

through branch cuts. This means this state can never exist as part of the BPS spectrum. As

shown in the diagram below (Fig. 14) this can be successively continued to other combinations,

such as −2Zγ2(u) − 3Zγ1(u) from (5.27), that are also excluded as BPS states (Fig. 14 below

shows that, like Zγ1(u)−2Zγ2(u), this state has a second regular termination point on the outer

arc). If one also considers analytic continuations of the non-existing Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) flow, this

process of flowing through the cuts can continue until all linear combinations except for the

charges ±γ1,±γ2,±γ1 ± γ2 are excluded.

Final existing states in each chamber

Therefore we now know the combination of states that exist in each region of the moduli space.

We find 3 BPS states existing in the 2 chambers below the outer arc and 2 BPS states existing

in the remaining 3 chambers. This is as we expect from the literature e.g. in Shapere and Vafa

[8]. Each cycle γ1, γ2, γ3 exists in 4 out of 5 regions in the moduli space. The exact description

of the BPS existence in the moduli space is given in the table (10) below.

Now we take into account the branch cuts on the diagram and remember that in the region

on the diagram below the 2 branch cuts (5.23, 5.24) but still above the outer lower arc 16 the

central charge of the sum Zγ1(u) +Zγ2(u) becomes either Zγ1(u)−Zγ2(u) or −Zγ1(u) +Zγ2(u)

depending on which branch cut the analytic continuation is done through (5.15) and hence

which of the two possible covers one considers for the central charge. The complete tabulation

is shown in the table (11).

16This contains the lower part of the central 2 chambers D2, E2 and the full lower chamber C above the lower arc.

63



C

B

A

D1

D2

E1

E2

Figure 14: This diagram shows the continuation of the higher combinations on the other

side of the branch cuts to their second termination points on that cover: −4Zγ1(u)+Zγ2(u)

is the light blue line, −2Zγ1(u)− 3Zγ2(u) in black, and −2Zγ1(u) + 5Zγ2(u) in grey. In all

cases the flow terminates at a regular point on a segment bounding one of the inner

chambers D,E as well as one on the segment bounding the large outer chamber A opposite

to the first regular point - hence such states are excluded.
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Chamber Existing charges Count

D: Central left γ2, γ3 2

E: Central right γ1, γ3 2

B: Upper arc γ1, γ2, γ3 3

C: Lower arc γ1, γ2, γ3 3

A: Outside wall γ1, γ2 2

Table 10: Existing BPS states in each chamber labelled by γ1, γ2 and γ3.

Chamber Existing charges cover 1 Existing charges cover 2 Count

D1: Central left upper half γ2, γ1 + γ2 γ2, γ1 + γ2 2

D2: Central left lower half γ2, −γ1 + γ2 γ2, γ1 − γ2 2

E1: Central right upper half γ1, γ1 + γ2 γ1, γ1 + γ2 2

E2: Central right lower half γ1, γ2 − γ1 γ1, γ1 − γ2 2

B: Upper arc γ1, γ2, γ1 + γ2 γ1, γ2, γ1 + γ2 3

C: Lower arc γ1, γ2, γ2 − γ1 γ1, γ2, γ1 − γ2 3

A: Outside wall γ1, γ2 γ1, γ2 2

Table 11: Existing BPS states, this time distinguishing γ3 = γ1 + γ2 from γ3 = γ2 − γ1.

5.3 Attractor flow in Seiberg-Witten SU(2)

We also carry out the analysis of deriving the Picard-Fuchs equation, the solutions and the BPS

central charges for Seiberg-Witten SU(2) [3]. As for the Argyres–Douglas theory, we determine

the attractor flow and use it to reproduce the spectrum of BPS states in each chamber. We

hereby reproduce the BPS spectrum of the quiver theory [43] with just 2 basis states γ1, γ2 in

one chamber, and infinitely many in the other chamber, with charges of the form nγ1+(n+1)γ2.

We use a similar set of steps as for the A2 theory.

The central charges (5.29-5.30) chosen from the solutions of the Picard-Fuchs in this section

are: 17

Zγ1(u) =−
−i

√
πΓ(−1

4)

8Γ(54)
F 1
2 (−

1

4
,−1

4
,
1

2
, u2) (5.29)

−
i
√
πΓ(54)

Γ(34)
uF 1

2 (
1

4
,
1

4
,
3

2
, u2), u ∈ P1 \ [−1,∞),

17This is modified up to normalisation from the central charges in (4.80-4.81).
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Zγ2(u) =− 2
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)2F 1

2 (−
1

4
,−1

4
,
1

2
, u2) (5.30)

− u
Γ(14)

2

4
√
2π
F 1
2 (

1

4
,
1

4
,
3

2
, u2), u ∈ P1 \ [1,∞),

on a particular cover. There are uc log u branch cuts at [−1,∞) and [1,∞) that are represented

by and on Fig. 15.

5.3.1 Spectrum from attractor flow

This behaves very similarly to the A2 case in the new parameterisation, looking at the plot

below (Fig. 15), the behavior is almost identical. However, (e.g. from the quiver theory) we

expect the spectrum to contain infinite BPS states at the chamber B around infinity. To verify

this, we first consider the monodromies from (4.85) and transformations of the central charges

around the singular points and branch cuts ending there.

We recall from (4.85) that at −1 the transformations are: 18

Monodromy transformations (5.31)

(
1 ±2

0 1

)(
Zγ1(u)

Zγ2(u)

)
,

such that Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u) and Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u) + 2Zγ2(u).

At +1 we have:(
1 0

∓2 1

)(
Zγ1(u)

Zγ2(u)

)
, (5.32)

such that the transformations can be written as:

Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u), and Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u).

Now consider the attractor flow: combinations of the form ±mZγ1(u)± nZγ2(u) always flow to

a point on the wall for n,m ≥ 1. For n
m ≥ 0 the flow terminates on the lower arc and for n

m ≤ 0

on the upper arc. To avoid all states being excluded from existence by flowing to the regular

point, we consider the flow entering the branch cuts [−1,∞) and (∞, 1] between B1 and B2.

At the branch cuts we can combine the flows by acting with the transformations (4.85). These

18The sign on the ±2 is determined by the direction of the loop taken around the singular point.
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must have flows continuous with that on the other side of the branch cut and cannot terminate

at a regular point if the original state exists. This can only happen if the ratio changes sign

from n
m ≥ 0 to n

m ≤ 0 or vice versa.

Infinite tower of existing BPS states

Hence we can use the monodromies in (4.85) to generate the set of all existing states not excluded

by the regular points by acting with the monodromy transformations that reverse this ratio.

Initially we act in a similar way to the A2 case when considering a rotation (starting in the upper

half plane) of the form u = −1+ϵe−iθ, θ : 0 → +2π around −1 and u = +1+ϵe−iθ, θ : −π → +π

around +1, where ϵ ∈ R+.

Therefore the transformations become +1: Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u) − 2Zγ1(u) and −1: Zγ1(u) 7−→
Zγ1(u) + 2Zγ2(u), a change of sign happening because we are considering a rotation from the

lower half plane. Knowing that the basis states Zγ1(u), Zγ2(u) exist in the chamber B around

infinity, we can consider the transformations that generate the full spectrum by acting with

these monodromies:

First examples from first basis state (5.33)

+1 : Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u),

−1 : Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u)− 2(Zγ1(u) + 2Zγ2(u)) 7−→ −3Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u),

+1 : − 3Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u) 7−→ −3(Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u))− 2Zγ1(u) 7−→ −3Zγ2(u) + 4Zγ1(u),

−1 : − 3Zγ2(u) + 4Zγ1(u) 7−→ −3Zγ2(u) + 4(Zγ1(u) + 2Zγ2(u)) 7−→ 5Zγ2(u) + 4Zγ1(u),

+1 : 5Zγ2(u) + 4Zγ1(u) 7−→ 5(Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u)) + 4Zγ1(u) 7−→ 5Zγ2(u)− 6Zγ1(u), ...

In general

(n+ 1)Zγ2(u) + nZγ1(u) 7−→ (n+ 1)(Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u)) + nZγ1(u) 7−→
(n+ 1)Zγ2(u)− (n+ 2)Zγ1(u) m = n+ 1 7−→ mZγ2(u)− (m+ 1)Zγ1(u), ...

First examples from second basis state (5.34)

−1 : Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u),

+1 : Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)− 2(Zγ2(u) + 2Zγ1(u)) 7−→ −3Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u),
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−1 : − 3Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u) 7−→ −3(Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u))− 2Zγ2(u) 7−→ −3Zγ1(u) + 4Zγ2(u),

+1 : − 3Zγ1(u) + 4Zγ2(u) 7−→ −3Zγ1(u) + 4(Zγ2(u) + 2Zγ1(u)) 7−→ 5Zγ1(u) + 4Zγ2(u),

−1 : 5Zγ1(u) + 4Zγ2(u) 7−→ 5(Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u)) + 4Zγ2(u) 7−→ 5Zγ1(u)− 6Zγ2(u), ...

In general

(n+ 1)Zγ1(u) + nZγ2(u) 7−→ (n+ 1)(Zγ1(u)− 2Zγ2(u)) + nZγ2(u) 7−→
(n+ 1)Zγ1(u)− (n+ 2)Zγ2(u), m = n+ 1 7−→ mZγ1(u)− (m+ 1)Zγ2(u) ...

These are the existing states in the model that are not excluded by termination at a regular

point. One obtains the same pattern starting with Zγ2(u)+2Zγ1(u). Hence all the combinations

are of the form: nZγ1(u) ± (n + 1)Zγ2(u) and nZγ2(u) ± (n + 1)Zγ1(u), which was previously

expected. We also expect another state to exist in chamber B around infinity. This corresponds

to a W-boson. In our basis its central charge is the sum of the central charges Zγ1(u) +Zγ2(u).

Some examples of sample attractor flow lines for some central charges are shown in the diagrams

(Figs. 15, 16) below:

Split flow lines for example existing BPS states

Flow line

Charges γ1 + γ2 γ2 − 2γ1 γ1 − 2γ2 γ2 − γ1
Split flow lines

Charges γ1 γ2 γ1 γ2 γ1 γ2 γ1 γ2
Non-existing BPS states

Flow line

Charges 3γ2 + γ1 γ1 + γ2
Forked flow lines

Charges γ1 γ2

Table 12: Split flow lines of BPS states on Fig. 15.

Analytic continuation for monopole and dyon

The diagram Fig. 15 shows the first example of the existing states generated by analytically

continuing the central charges of the basis states (the monopole and dyon) through the branch
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B1

B2

A

Figure 15: Sample attractor flow lines at infinity for Seiberg-Witten SU(2). The wall of

marginal stability is in black.

a.) The solid red and blue lines represent the flows of Zγ1(u) and Zγ2(u) respectively

flowing to ±1.

b.) The dashed blue and red lines correspond to Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u) and −2Zγ2(u) +Zγ1(u)

- they flow through the branch cut and become the respective basis charges.

c.) The green line corresponds to Zγ1(u)+Zγ2(u) this flows parallel to the branch cut and

its analytic continuation Zγ2(u)− Zγ1(u) is shown by the dashed green line.

d.) The brown line corresponds to 3Zγ2(u) + Zγ1(u) and flows through the branch cut to

become Zγ1(u) +Zγ2(u) on a new cover, where it flows to a regular point on the lower

wall.

All higher linear combinations split at the wall into the basis flows.
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cuts - the diagram shows

(M+1)
−1 : Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ2(u) and (5.35)

M−1 : −2Zγ2(u) + Zγ1(u) 7−→ Zγ1(u)

as dashed blue and red lines in B2, becoming the basis charges in B1 shown

by and that flow to singular points and exist everywhere. This process can be

continued indefinitely, generating the nZγ1(u) ± (n + 1)Zγ2(u) tower. However, these higher

combinations only exist in the central chamber B - all such states split at the wall into their

composite basis states and flow to ±1. If the linear combination were to be continued in the

outer chamber A around u = 0 it would flow to a regular point on the wall and be excluded.

Flow for W-boson

The combination Zγ1(u)+Zγ2(u) (the green line ) exists in chamber B1 and is interesting

because it flows in parallel to the branch cut rather than flowing through it. When analytically

continued through the cut to Zγ2(u)−Zγ1(u) in B2 (represented by the dashed green line ).

The flow is symmetric with that above the cut. Therefore this state exists within the central

chamber B on 2 covers, but again splits at the wall into the basis states for the same reason as

the other higher combinations. It therefore doesn’t exist in the outer region A. Physically this

should correspond to the W-boson in the spectrum.

Example of flow for non-existing state

Finally the state 3Zγ2(u) + Zγ1(u) (represented by the brown line in B1) flows into the

branch cut onto a new cover where it becomes Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) in B2 and terminates at

a regular point on the lower part of the wall. This means it is one of the states excluded by

the existence conditions and is not in the spectrum of BPS states. Other non existing higher

combinations follow a similar flow pattern.

Below we show a diagram, Fig. 16, showing more closely the central region B with the flow

lines passing through the branch cuts. This table describes the flow lines on this diagram:

Final existing states in each chamber

We now have all the required information to write down the spectrum of existing BPS states in

each chamber, which we present in table (14) below.
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Existing BPS states Non-existing BPS states

Cover 1 Flow line

Charges γ2 − γ1 γ2 − 2γ1 γ1 − 2γ2 γ1 + γ2
Cover 2 Split flow lines

Charges γ1 + γ2 γ1 γ2 3γ2 + γ1

Table 13: Flow lines through branch cuts on Fig. 16.

B1

B2

Figure 16: Zoom in around infinity of the attractor flow on the previous diagram: This

shows the flow of Zγ2(u)− 2Zγ1(u) → Zγ2(u), −2Zγ2(u) + Zγ1(u) → Zγ1(u),

Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) → Zγ2(u)− Zγ1(u) and 3Zγ2(u) + Zγ1(u) → Zγ1(u) + Zγ2(u) in blue, red,

green and brown respectively.
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All existing states in all chambers

Chamber Existing charges

cover 1

Existing charges

cover 2

Count

B1: Central region upper

half

−γ1,−γ2, −γ1−γ2
−(n+2)γ1−(n+3)γ2
−(n+2)γ2−(n+3)γ1

γ1, γ2, γ1 + γ2
nγ1 + (n+ 1)γ2
nγ2 + (n+ 1)γ1

Infinite

B2: Central region lower

half

−γ1, −γ2, γ2−γ1
(n+4)γ1−(n+3)γ2
(n+4)γ2−(n+3)γ1

γ1, γ2, γ1 − γ2
−(n+2)γ1+(n+1)γ2
−(n+2)γ2+(n+1)γ1

Infinite

A: Outer region ±γ1, ±γ2 ±γ1, ±γ2 2

Table 14: Existing states in Seiberg-Witten theory on 2 covers.

5.4 Summary and discussion of results on attractor flow

We have used the attractor flow equations of [16, 18] derived from the type IIB supergravity limit

to determine and reproduce the spectra of BPS states inN = 2 theories such as Argyres-Douglas

theories and Seiberg-Witten theory. We followed the methods developed in the literature [20,

25, 15, 26, 23] to count BPS states from existence conditions on the endpoint of the flow. This

was done by approximating the flow as that described by the spherically symmetric supergravity

equations. Given that we are working with theories with complex 1-dimensional moduli spaces

B we could reduce the attractor flow equations to gradient flow lines on this moduli space.

The gradient flow was found in |Zγi(u)|, where the central charges were derived by solving the

Picard-Fuchs equations for the periods of the elliptic curve Σ describing the theory. The linear

combinations of periods that correspond to a basis of BPS central charges were determined by

identifying the vanishing cycles at the singular points.

We found that these gradient flow lines encode the spectrum of BPS states in each region

of the moduli space with the wall crossing being described by split flow lines (as described

for example in [15] for Seiberg-Witten theory) at the wall of marginal stability. If a flow line

entered a branch cut we acted with a monodromy to analytically continue the central charge

through the cut. This then allowed us the determine the spectrum of BPS states on a new cover.

This method reproduced the known spectrum of BPS states at strong and weak coupling. For

Seiberg-Witten theory [3] at strong coupling there is just a monopole and dyon whereas at weak

coupling there are infinitely many additional dyons and a W-boson. For the Argyres-Douglas

A2 model [9] (see also [8]) there is a monopole and dyon at strong coupling that combine into

a dyon on the other side of the wall of marginal stability.

These wall crossing phenomena have also been described previously in the literature on
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quivers [40, 23, 78, 43], via quiver representations as well as the mutation method. A further

interpretation in terms of scattering diagrams into which the split attractor flow lines can be

embedded was developed by Bridgeland in [79] for the Argyres-Douglas and Seiberg-Witten

examples. These scattering diagrams are given again in the context of attractor flow in [27].

The Argyres-Douglas (AD) A2 models we are looking at are deformations of A2 singularities

at AD points in one complex variable u ∈ C. In general the Argyres-Douglas points exist within

the moduli space of SU(3) gauge theory [9]. This has a complex 2d moduli space which we can

call ũ, ṽ ∈ C. One can recover the Argyres-Douglas model by choosing slices in this moduli space

that pass through the AD points. These exist at (ũ, ṽ) = (0,±1). This extended moduli space

has been studied extensively in [49]. In this case as in our work the periods were computed,

initially in [32], using solutions to Picard-Fuchs equations. However, because in this case there

are 2 complex variables the hypergeormetric functions are generalised to Appell F4 functions.

In this case as in our example the periods are a linear combination of these functions and the

central charges of the BPS states are now given by charge multiples of these periods. In the full

SU(3) theory there are 6 BPS states in the strong coupling region. As with the BPS states in

our example these BPS states can become massless at Argyres-Douglas points. In fact 3 of these

states become massless at the point (ũ, ṽ) = (0,+1) and the other 3 at (ũ, ṽ) = (0,−1). As with

our examples the walls of marginal stability occur when the central charges align. However,

there are now 2 complex variables so one must take complex one dimensional slices on which

one can plot the walls.

In [49] the walls are plotted on the ũ = 0 and the ṽ = 0 planes. For the ũ = 0 slice the walls

look like those in our examples and pass through both AD points where the central charges of

the 2 particles vanish. However, in this case the walls are not symmetric about Im[ṽ] = 0. This

symmetry is restored when one overlays the walls (Fig. 8 of [49]) or if one plots the locus of

vanishing Kähler potential. For the ṽ = 0 slice the situation simplifies as all central charges can

be written in terms of one period and its dual. Therefore there is only one wall on this slice

given by the real ratio of the period with its dual. In the full SU(3) theory there are additional

3 points called multi-monopole points where 3 pairs of BPS states can become simultaneously

massless. These are found on this wall in the ṽ = 0 slice. However, these are not present in our

examples which are outside this slice.

It would be interesting to apply the attractor flow method to such theories with higher

dimensional moduli spaces. This should also be generalisable to other ADE type Argyres-

Douglas theories if the moduli dependent central charges can be found.

6 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper we investigated how the stability and existence data of a given BPS structure

is encoded in its moduli space. We introduced a notion of BPS variation of Hodge structure

guided by the variation of Hodge structure governing the periods of CY threefolds when the
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BPS structures are geometrically realized by type IIB string theory on CY threefolds. Our goal

is to give the data of the BPS-VHS as an abstract part of the BPS structure setting which is

independent of the specific geometric realization considered. We expect this to shed more light

on the additional structure required on Bridgeland’s spaces of stability conditions [80] which

are generically much larger than the ones considered in the physical context since the notion

of special geometry obeyed by the central charges is missing. We hope that our setup and the

concrete examples will guide the way towards developing this further. It would be interesting

in particular to investigate whether the admissibility of a BPS-VHS puts constraints on the

allowed combinations of BPS structure, lattices and pairings considered on these lattices. A

similar spirit of classification of allowed physical theories given topological data was undertaken

by Cecotti and Vafa in [2] and was also a motivation of distinguishing BPS quivers corresponding

to BPS structures which can be physically realized from the ones which cannot in [41, 42, 43].

Using the BPS VHS we derived Picard-Fuchs equations for two geometric realizations of

A2 Argyres-Douglas theory which allowed us to explore the exact duality groups as well as

the structure in terms of quasi-modular forms of the central charges of these theories. These

results can be used as the input data of study of both topological string theory at higher

genus on the corresponding non-compact threefold geometry along the lines of [33, 34, 69] as

well as topological string theory at higher orders of an ℏ deformation corresponding to the

quantum mechanical context given by the NS limit as has been addressed for instance in [52].

An interesting outcome of our analysis are the walls of marginal stability which were known in

the first realization of AD theory which we considered as well as in the SW case. The second

realization of AD theory led to an interesting picture dividing the moduli space into 5 chambers.

Using the attractor flow equations we subsequently studied in details the attractor flow in our

examples showing in particular that in these cases the analysis of the attractor flow gives access

to the complete information of the spectrum as well as the wall-crossing data. In more general

non-compact threefold geometry is a much more formidable task and has been recently revisited

for instance in [27].
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