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ABSTRACT: Superconformal ‘type B’ quantum mechanical sigma models arise in a variety of
interesting contexts, such as the description of D-brane bound states in an AdSs decoupling
limit. Focusing on N = 2B models, we study superconformal indices which count short
multiplets and provide an alternative to the standard Witten index, as the latter suffers
from infrared issues. We show that the basic index receives contributions from lowest
Landau level states in an effective magnetic field and that, due to the noncompactness of
the target space, it is typically divergent. Fortunately, the models of interest possess an
additional target space isometry which allows for the definition of a well-behaved refined
index. We compute this index using localization of the functional integral and find that
the result agrees with a naive application of the Atiyah-Bott fixed point formula outside
of it’s starting assumptions. In the simplest examples, this formula can also be directly
verified by explicitly computing the short multiplet spectrum.
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1 Introduction

Conformally invariant quantum mechanical theories, and their supersymmetric extensions,

govern a variety of physically interesting systems, from instanton moduli spaces to the

microscopic structure of extremal black holes. The study of such models goes back to [1],

and we refer to [2, 3] for reviews and a guide to the literature. For superconformal systems



with extended supersymmetry, it is possible to define a superconformal index [4] which is
a generalized Witten index [5] of the form

Qrlh] = tr(—1)7 e P19 ], (1.1)

Here, G is a combination of Poincaré and conformal supercharges, and the operator F
can be a fermion number operator or a suitable R-charge. We allow also for a possible
refinement by an additional element h which commutes with these operators. The index
Qr[h] captures crucial information on the short multiplet spectrum of the theory and has
the usual properties of an index, in that it is independent of 8 and should be computable
using localization methods. Furthermore, (1.1) provides a natural definition of tr(—1)%h
in such theories, since if G were taken to be one of the Poincaré supercharges the index
would suffer from subtle infrared issues due to the gapless continuous spectrum of the
Hamiltonian in scale-invariant theories.

In an inspiring recent series of papers [6-8], Dorey and collaborators computed su-
perconformal indices in a class of quantum mechanical sigma models. They focused on
N-extended ‘type A’ sigma models, which are sometimes referred to as (N/2,N/2) su-
persymmetric as they can be obtained by dimensional reduction from 1+1 dimensional
sigma models of this type. For N = 4 these models are characterized by a target space'
which is Kéahler, and for higher N it possesses additional geometric structure, for example
hyperKéahler when N = 8. Since in most physical applications the target space is in fact
singular, the authors proposed a definition of the index using a resolution of the target
space, in the cases when it can be described as an symplectic complex variety, and used
localization theorems to compute it.

Localization methods have so far not been applied to the computation of the super-
conformal index in N-extended ‘type B’ sigma models?>. These are sometimes referred
to as (0, N) models after their 2-dimensional parent theories. The target spaces possess
somewhat less familiar geometric structures such as ‘Kéhler with torsion’ for N = 2 and
‘hyperKahler with torsion’ for N = 4.

Type B sigma models are nevertheless of significant interest as they arise in the de-
scription of D-brane systems and black holes in string theory [11-13]. In this context, they
are expected to play a role in a top-down understanding of AdSy/CFT; duality [14, 15].
One example which motivates the present study is that of the Coulomb branch of the quiver
mechanics governing bound states of D-branes [16], which can be described as an N = 4
type B sigma model [17, 18]. It develops an enhanced D(2,1;0) superconformal symmetry
in the deep scaling regime in which an AdSy black hole throat forms [17, 19]. Here, it is
hoped that the superconformal index could serve as a regularized version of the standard
BPS index (see e.g. [20-23]) and shed light on the fate of ‘pure Higgs’ states [24, 25] in
this subtle regime. Another motivation comes from the description of asymptotically AdS,
black holes in M-theory which also possess an AdSs near-horizon region. Microscopic as-
pects are expected [10] to be captured by an N = 2B superconformal sigma model, albeit

'For an overview of supersymmetric quantum mechanical sigma models, see [9].
2See however Appendix B of [10] for a direct computation of the index in a simple example.



in the presence of additional multiplets of a different (Fermi) type (see also [26-28]). The
geometry of N' = 2B superconformal mechanics with additional Fermi multiplets is known
[29], and can be used [30] to compute (1.1) as a first step towards understanding AdS;
black hole entropy, and thereby obtaining a relation to giant graviton expansions [31, 32],
from a CFT; perspective.

In this work we initiate the study of superconformal indices in type B sigma models
with at least NV = 2 supersymmetry, which as we shall explain is the minimum for which a
sensible superconformal index can be defined. The models of interest possess an su(1,1|1)
superconformal symmetry and the index counts the short multiplets weighted by their
(—=1)7h parity. The computation of the superconformal index presents two difficulties
compared to that of the standard Witten index for compact sigma models: firstly, the
target space is necessarily non-compact and, secondly, that the geometry in many physically
interesting models takes the form of a singular cone. In this work, we will focus on the
first issue, studying first explicitly the subclass of models with regular target spaces (which
are necessarily flat). For singular target spaces we will proceed under the assumption that
the target space can be resolved in a way that preserves the N = 2 subalgebra appearing
in the definition of the index (1.1). That is, we will consider the computation of (1.1) in
more general N = 2B supersymmetric sigma models with regular but non-compact target
spaces, leaving the details of the resolution mechanism? for future study [34].

We find that, similar to what happens for the type 4A models [6], the sigma model that
appears in the computation of (1.1) involves an effective background magnetic field, and the
index receives contributions from its lowest Landau levels*. The number of lowest Landau
level states in our non-compact target space is typically infinite, so that the unrefined index
with h = 1 is either divergent or an indeterminate alternating infinite sum, depending
on how one chooses the operator F. Fortunately, we will show that this issue can be
remedied, as our models always possess an additional charge J coming from an additional
Reeb-like isometry of the target space. We will argue that the refined index (1.1) with
h = ¢’ is well-behaved since the number of states with fixed J-charge is finite in our
models. The refined index can formally be interpreted as the character-valued index of an
appropriate elliptic complex, which on a compact manifold would be given by the Atiyah-
Bott fixed point formula [38]. One of our main points is that this formula can still be applied
in the current non-compact situation, and follows from a path integral derivation using
supersymmetric localization. For this purpose we need a slight generalization of Alvarez-
Gaumé’s proof [39] (see [40] for a pedagogical introduction) of the character-valued index
theorem which includes the effective background magnetic field and relaxes the assumption
of Kahlerity. For regular target spaces, we can compare our localization results against the
direct computation of the index from the construction of the contributing BPS states, as
in Appendix 2 of [10].

This work is structured as follows. In Section 2 we discuss some generalities of super-

3In the subclass of models where the target space is Ricci-flat and Kéhler, resolutions of the singularity
were studied in detail in [33].

4The relation between superconformal chiral primaries and lowest Landau levels also played a crucial
role in the older works [35-37].



conformal quantum mechanical theories. We focus on the minimal setup with N = 2B
symmetry, for which we define various superconformal indices and their representation-
theoretic content. In Section 3 we discuss superconformal indices in general superconformal
N = 2B sigma models and propose a tentative index theorem to compute them. In Section
4 we verify this proposal in the simplest examples with regular target spaces, both using
explicit computation as well as using a localization argument. In Section 5 we generalize
this localization computation to general (resolved) superconformal sigma models.

2 The N = 2 superconformal algebra and indices

In this section we collect some general remarks on the superconformal index in quantum
mechanics. We will see that a sensible superconformal index needs at least N = 2 extended
supersymmetry, and we focus on this minimal case. We discuss superconformal indices
and the information about the short multiplet spectrum they capture, as well as a useful
criterion under which a refined index exists.

2.1 Superconformal index in quantum mechanics

Our interest in this work is in conformally invariant quantum mechanical models, whose
study goes back to [1], see e.g. [2, 3] for reviews. These models possess, besides a Hamil-
tonian H, also a dilatation operator D and special conformal generator K, which are self-
adjoint operators on the Hilbert space, and whose commutation relations form the s/(2, R)
algebra

[D,H] = —iH [D,K] =iK [H, K] = 2iD. (2.1)

We should note that this implies that the spectrum of H is continuous since acting with

AD rescales energies with a factor e™*. We will focus on theories that include fermions and

ol
in which the symmetry is enhanced to a superconformal algebra. Models with N-extended
superconformal symmetry possess additional odd generators: the supersymmetry charges

@Q“ and superconformal charges S a =1,..., N, satisfying
{Q*,Q°} =26%H,  {8% 8°} =20°°K . (2.2)

A classification of the superconformal algebras at various values of N can be found e.g. in
[41].

We are interested in computing generalizations of the supersymmetric Witten index
[5], which contain information on the spectrum of short superconformal multiplets in the
theory. For this purpose we need to specify the following ingredients:

e A subalgebra of the superconformal algebra (2.1,2.2) based on a fermionic generator
g,
{G6.6"V=H, [g,H=0. (2.3)

Here, H is the Hamiltonian of an auxiliary supersymmetric quantum mechanical
system and will typically be different from H in (2.1,2.2)



e A grading operator (—1)7, where F is a selfadjoint bosonic operator with an integer
spectrum under which G has odd charge. In practice, F will be either a fermion
number operator or, similar to the BPS index [42], an appropriate R-charge.

e Optionally, in order to refine the index, we may specify an additional operator h with
even F-charge and which commutes with G and Gt

We then consider a general index of the form
Qrlh] = tr(=1)"e . (2.4)

In order for this object to have the usual nice properties of an index, we will impose the
standard [43] additional requirement that the Hamiltonian H has a gapped spectrum. This
avoids infrared issues and ensures that Qx[h] is independent of 8. Naive computations of
the index for a non-gapped H can lead to inconsistent results [43, 44] and properly defining
the index is in this case a highly subtle problem [45] which we will sidestep in this work.

Returning now to superconformal theories (2.2), we see that the naive supersymmet-
ric Witten index, where G is taken to be one of the supercharges Q¢ and H to be the
Hamiltonian H, fails the criterion of being gapless, since as we remarked above it has a
continuous spectrum extending down to zero. To remedy the situation, one can try to
obtain a well-defined index by taking G to be a combination of supercharges and super-
conformal charges; in that case we call Qz[h] a superconformal index. As emphasized in
[13], the superconformal index can be viewed as a physical definition of the infrared-subtle
Witten index with H = H in such theories.

2.2 The algebra su(1,1[1)

As we discuss in Appendix A, superconformal indices satisfying the above criteria can exist
only for theories with N > 1, and we will restrict attention to the simplest case N = 2 in
this work. The unique N = 2 superconformal algebra [41] is su(1,1|1) = osp(2|2) = si(2]1),
with bosonic subalgebra sl(2,R) @ u(1). Denoting the u(1) generator as® R, the (anti-)
commutation relations supplementing (2.1) and (2.2) are

D,Q7) = -5Q% (DS =38"  [H5Y=—iQ"  [K.QY=is" (25)
[R,Q% = ie*’Q”  [R,S%] = ie*’S? (2.6)
{Q%, 8%} = —26°°D + ¢*’R (2.7)

Defining the complex combinations

0= (@ +iQ),  S=(s"+is), (2.8)

2

5Note that the generator R is differently normalized from the one in [18]: R = —2Rihere.



it will be useful to make a change of basis, depending on a continuous ans positive parameter
w which (in units where i = 1) has the dimension of a frequency:

1
Lo = 5(w—lH + wkK) (2.9)
1
Ly = 5(w—lH —wK) +iD (2.10)
G,1 =w 2QF iw?S. (2.11)

The algebra becomes, in the new basis,

[Lim, Ln] = (m — 1) Lypin (2.12)
1

[L0,G41] = F5921, [Lx1,Gs1] = +G21, (R, G 1] =01 (2.13)

{G:1.61,} =2Lo+ R, {G41.60, ) =2Lu,  {Ga,Gs}=0.  (214)

An important identity for what follows relates G; j, and G_; /2 to Q through simple similarity
transformations:
1
G.1=w 2eTK Qe K, (2.15)
2

The operator Ly is related to the dilatation operator by the similarity transformation
Lo=iM;'DM,, M, =e 2:eK. (2.16)

Therefore, working in the new basis can roughly be thought of as organizing the Hilbert
space in eigenspaces of the dilatation generator whose spectrum is discrete [1]. One can
also show that

; w2—1
Lo = Ul (Lo) iU, U, = ™oz, (2.17)

In other words, the Ly operators at different values of w are in fact unitarily equivalent,
except in the limits w — 0 and w — oo, where the operator U, ceases to be well-defined.
We will therefore set w = 1 in what follows.

2.3 Lowest weight representations

Let us also comment on the representations of this algebra relevant for our purposes. These
are of ‘lowest weight’ type with respect to Lo. Starting from a primary |h, ), where h and r
are Lo respectively R eigenvalues, which is annihilated by the lowering operators Gy /o, gil /2
and Ly, the multiplet is built using the raising operators G_j s, 91/2 and L_;. From (2.14)
one derives the unitarity bound

oh > |r| (2.18)

which, when saturated, leads to a short multiplet. When r = 2h the short multiplet is
called chiral. Tt is built on a chiral primary state |x) which is annihilated by G_; 5 and

Qil /2 This requirement is sufficient, since such a state is automatically annihilated by the

remaining lowering operators QI /2 and Li. Indeed, if QI /2| X) were nonzero, then it would

have a negative eigenvalue under H_, in conflict with this operator’s positivity. Invariance



under L; then follows from the algebra (2.12). Similarly, for » = —2h we speak of an
antichiral multiplet, which is built on an antichiral primary state |y) annihilated by G /5
and gj/z. Summarizing:

chiral primary : G aalx) = gT_l/Q|X> =0

anti — chiral primary : Gij2lX) = QI/Q\X) =0 (2.19)

The corresponding short multiplets have the following representation content under the
bosonic subgroup:

1
chiral : (h)r + <h + 2) , r = 2h,
r—1
. . 1
anti — chiral : (h)r + (h + 2) , r = —2h, (2.20)
r+1

where (h), denotes the sl(2,R) representation built on the primary |h,r) by repeated
application of L_;. When 2h > |r|, we get a long multiplet whose bosonic content is the
combination of a chiral and an antichiral multiplet:

1 1
long : (h)r + <h + > + <h + > +(h+1),, |r| < 2h. (2.21)
2 r—1 2 r+1

2.4 Superconformal indices

We now identify the ingredients necessary for defining a superconformal index of the form
(2.4). The two natural choices for the fermionic generator G are G = 91/2 and G = g_1/2
and lead to an index receiving contributions from antichiral resp. chiral primaries. The
corresponding dimensionless ‘Hamiltonians’ are

Hie={0.1,01,} =2Lo £ I (2.22)

The operator H will always have a discrete spectrum in models that, as an su(1,1|1)
representation, decompose as a discrete sum of lowest weight representations. As we will
see below these include a large class of superconformal sigma models. We therefore expect
H to satisfy our requirement of being gapped. Leaving the possibility of refining the index
aside for the moment, we will consider the superconformal indices

OF = tr(—1)T e =, (2.23)

For the grading operator F, there will also be two natural choices: we could take it to
be a fermion number operator F' or the R-charge operator R, if the latter has an integer
spectrum®. By construction these indices count (anti-) chiral multiplets weighted by the
(—1)7 parity of their ground states as follows:

O = 3 (VR () = N i), 05 = 3 (NG () — NEzedd ()
h h
(2.24)

5The choice F = R is the one considered in [13], while [6] considered F = F.



As a consistency check, it is straightforward to evaluate Q} on the different types of
multiplet, using the decompositions (2.20,2.21) and expressions for the bosonic characters,
and show that chiral and long multiplets do not contribute to Q% , while the anti-chiral
multiplet contributions lead to (2.24) (and similarly for 27).

Let us move to the possibility of defining refined superconformal indices which will
play an important role in what follows. A refined index contains more information about
the spectrum by keeping track of an additional quantum number J, and depends on the
corresponding chemical potential. This will be especially relevant for our the sigma models
we are about to consider, as we shall see that due to noncompactness of the target space
an infinite number of states contribute, leading to unrefined indices which are infinite or
ill-defined alternating sums of 1’s and -1’s. The refined index on the other hand will be
well-behaved as long as the number of states at fixed J-charge is finite. To obtain such a
refinement the selfadjoint operator .J should commute with (—1)7 and with G, 2 (or G_1/2)
and not be proportional to H4 (or H_). To define the refined index, we set h = ¢t in
(2.4)

QE[¢] = tr(—1)T e PHECE (2.25)
The signs in the exponent of ¢ are chosen for later convenience (to ensure, in our conven-
tions, convergence for |¢] < 1).

It is clear from (2.14) that no suitable operator J exists within the su(1,1|1) algebra
itself. However, most models allow in addition for the definition of a fermion number
operator F' which is independent of the R-charge R. If F' can be chosen to assign fermion
number one to both G5 and G_; /5, namely

[F,gi%]:gi%, (2.26)
then it is straightforward to see that the difference F' — R can be used to refine the index.
If (2.26) holds, the operator

J=F—-R+c, (2.27)
with ¢ a c-number setting the zero point, commutes with all su(1,1|1) generators and

extends the symmetry to su(1,1|1) & u(1). We can then use J to define the refined indices
(2.25), which have the following interpretation in terms of the short multiplet spectrum:

QFIC = D (N hnar () = N i () €7,
h7j
OF(C) = 3 (NS ) — N, ) ¢ (2.28)
h,j
Let us also remark that the refined indices defined with F = F' and with 7 = R are

not independent; indeed from (2.27) we have
OF[—(] = ™05 (C). (2.29)

We can therefore restrict our attention to F = F' when computing the refined index. The
property (2.29) bears an interesting relation to Z-extremization [10]: provided one can
show that QF[(] is extremized at ¢ = —1, it follows that the extremal value of QF[(] yields
(up to a phase) the R-weighted index sz.



3 General N = 2B superconformal sigma models

In this Section we consider the superconformal index (2.25) in general su(1,1|1) invariant
type B sigma models. After reviewing the geometric structures a the target spaces of
such models possess, we formally identify the superconformal index with the mathematical
index of an elliptic complex. We argue that a powerful index theorem, whose validity in
this context will be justified in the subsequent sections, can be used to compute it.

3.1 The sigma models

We will consider general N = 2 supersymmetric sigma models, in which supersymmetry
is realized on so-called type B multiplets, each containing 2 real bosons, 2 real fermions
and no auxiliary fields” . We will label the bosonic fields as #* and the fermions as %,
A =1,...2dc, where d¢ stands for the complex dimension of the target space. As shown
in [29], the general Lagrangian can contain, besides the standard sigma model part which
is second order in time derivatives, an additional first order part describing motion in a
background magnetic field Fap (not to be confused with the auxiliary magnetic fields FAiB
which will appear in the superconformal charges) and is of the form

L =1W4r1® (3.1)
LW = Ayt — %FABXAXB (3.2)
L® = %GABO'CACI'JB + %’GABXAV:XB - %a[ACBCD]XAXBXCXD (3.3)

Vix? = x + (FABC + ;Cf)gc> ixC. (3.4)

Without going into full detail (for which we refer to [18]) let us summarize the target
space geometry of these sigma models. The presence of N = 2 Poincaré supersymmetry in
the model requires the existence of an integrable complex structure J. The metric G and
field strength F' should be Hermitean with respect to J:

FA0JCB+FCBJCA:0, GAcJCB—i-GCBJCA:O. (3.5)

The 3-form C'4pc plays the role of a fully antisymmetric torsion tensor, and the Kéhler two-
form Q45 = Jap should® be covariantly constant with respect to the torsionful connection
v,

VaQpc = 0. (3.6)

For a given complex structure and Hermitean metric, the connection satisfying (3.6) is
unique and is called the Bismut connection (see e.g [46] for a pedagogical discussion). The
explicit expression for the Bismut torsion C'xpc is

Capc = —3JP AT gJ" <V pIpR. (3.7)

"For comparison, type 2A supersymmetry is realized on multiplets containing 2 real bosons, 4 real
fermions and no auxiliary fields.

8 A slightly weaker condition would in fact suffice [18], but we will only consider the restricted class of
models satisfying (3.6) here.



The existence of an R-symmetry rotating the supercharges furthermore requires the
existence of a vector field p# satisfying

L,G=L,]=L,C=0, i,F=0. (3.8)

In particular, the first two identities imply that p is a real-holomorphic Killing vector field.
As shown in [11, 29], superconformal invariance requires in addition the existence of a
conformal Killing vector £ which leaves the complex structure invariant and satisfies

LeGap = 2G B, LeJA5 =0 (3.9)
LeCape = 2CxBc, ieC' = 0. (3.10)

Furthermore, the conformal Killing vector £ should be related to p as
pt=—J"pe", (3.11)
and to the special conformal generator K through

oK = €2, ¢ =dK. (3.12)

Introducing complex coordinates (2™,2™) adapted to the complex structure .J, meaning

that
Jr =i, Jar = —idl (3.13)

the properties of the Bismut connection lead to the following identities

1
Winnp = Cmnp = 0, Wmnp = icmﬁﬁ- (3.14)

The first identity is in fact crucial for (2.26) to hold and for a commuting u(1) charge J to
exist in these models. One also shows that

P =i(0— K. (3.15)

3.2 Differential geometry of the target space

Let us clarify what the above conditions imply for the differential geometric properties
of the sigma model target space, making contact with known structures in differential
geometry. Due to the integrable complex structure J the target space has the structure
of a complex manifold with Hermitian metric G. Furthermore, it has a conformal Killing
vector £ which is holomorphic and closed. The vector p is a holomorphic Killing vector
constructed out of J and &. In addition, the U(1) gauge field A, if present, should have a
field strength which is of type (1,1) and satisfy i,F' = 0.

While the target space is always a complex manifold, it is in general not Kéahler. The
metric G is Kéhler if and only if in addition we have

i,C = 0. (3.16)

~10 -



To show this, note that from (3.6) one obtains the useful identity i¢dQ2 = —i,C. Using this
and (3.11,3.10) we obtain an expression for the Kéhler form:

20 = dp’ —i,C. (3.17)

From this relation we see that G is Kahler if ¢,C is closed. But then i,C has to actually
vanish, since combining the above identities we have 2i,C = i¢di,C.

A useful observation is that the target space metrics of this kind have the structure of
a metric cone [47]. Indeed, defining a radial coordinate as

r? = 2K, (3.18)
one can show that the metric takes the form
ds® = dr? + r2ds?, (3.19)
with ds2 the metric on the base of the cone. The conformal Killing vector is given by
&E=10,. (3.20)

This coordinate system makes it clear that, as a direct consequence of the dilatation sym-
metry, the target spaces of interest are always noncompact. Furthermore, metric cones of
the form (3.19) over a regular base  space are typically singular at the tip of the cone. The
only regular examples occur when ds? is the round metric on the sphere S2¢c~1_ Therefore,
in most models of physical interest one will have to deal with the additional complication
of defining the model and the superconformal index on singular target spaces. We will
comment on this issue in Section 3.5 below.

The restrictions on the target space can also be viewed as specifying geometric struc-
tures on the odd-dimensional base of the cone. Generically the base of the cone is said to
possess a normal almost contact structure for which ds? is an adapted metric [48]. In the
special case (3.16) where the target space is Kéhler, the base is called a Sasakian manifold,
and the definition (3.11) implies that p coincides with the Reeb vector field. Using (3.15)
we write the Kéahler form as

Q = i00K. (3.21)

In other words we recover the familiar property [33] that the radius squared r? = 2K plays
the role of the Kahler potential.
3.3 Quantization

The first step in quantizing N = 2B sigma models is to represent the canonical commuta-
tion relations
@t pp] =idp, (X" X7} =GA" (3.22)

in terms of self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space H. One way to represent the algebra
(another one, in terms of differential forms on M, will be discussed shortly) is to take H

- 11 -



to be a spinor bundle over the target space equipped with the standard inner product. We
represent the momentum operators and fermions as

pa = —iG V9,6, A= (3.23)

where ¥4 are the curved-index gamma matrices. To simplify formulas below, we will also
introduce the non-Hermitean derivative operator

N . )
Pa=—i04 =pa+ §F§B. (3.24)

In an su(1,1|1) superconformal sigma model, the R-charge operator and the fermionic
generators take the form® [11]

. 5 ) 1
R=—p"Is+iVappx*x®, g =pa—Aa— 3 <WABC - 20A30> xZx¢
1
Q' ==X g + 5" Cropxx"XE, 8" =x"pa (3.25)
1
Q% =x"T4 — ECABCXAXBXC, 52 =xA¢4 (3.26)

The superconformal charges G/, are given by the complex combinations (2.11), where
we set w = 1. Due to the property (2.15), they take the same form as the combination
Q = Q' 4 iQ? albeit with a shift of the background gauge field by an effective gauge
potential A¥,

A— A4 AF (3.27)

where
AT = Fi(0 - 9K = £’ (3.28)

The field strength corresponding to A% is
FE = +2i00K. (3.29)

In other words, K is a potential for F*, and in the special case that the target space is
Kéhler (i.e. i,C = 0), F *+ is proportional to the Kéhler form. The explicit form of the
superconformal charges is simplest in adapted complex coordinates (3.13). One shows from
(3.25 - 3.26) and (3.14) (see [18] for more details) that they reduce to

_ . 1

Let us now comment on the definition of the fermion number operator and the u(1)
charge J appearing in the refined indices. The fermion number operator F' is defined to
assign charge 1 to a fermionic creation operator and charge -1 to an annihilation operator
and therefore depends on how we choose to split the fermions in creation and annihilation

We mostly follow the conventions of [18], with (R,Q"2%,8%% ¢ p) corresponding to
(—2R,Q**, 8%, —2¢, —2w) in that work.
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operators. There are in general many choices which all lead to the same Witten parity
(—=1)¥, up to an overall sign ambiguity. However in our sigma models the complex structure
provides a canonical way of splitting the fermionic operators, and we will choose to view
the Y™ as creation operators and the Y™ as annihilation operators. The corresponding
fermion number operator is

F=x"xm = %JABXAXB + d§ (3.31)
and satisfies, as required,
B =32, R = —xm (3.32)
One checks that the Witten parity (—1)" is represented as the chirality operator

(—1)F =yt (3.33)

3.4 Reeb-like vector and extended algebra

From (3.30) we find that both G, /5 and G_; /2 carry fermion number one as anticipated in
(2.26). Following the discussion below that equation, we introduce the operator

J=-R+ %JABXAXB (3.34)
- l i
= PA <10A — Ay — 2wABcXBXC> - §VAPBXAXB, (3.35)

where in the last line we used (3.17). This operator generates an additional u(1) symme-
try which commutes with all su(1,1|1) generators and can be used to define the refined
indices (2.25). We should also remark that J has a clear physical meaning as the charge
corresponding to the symmetry of the sigma model induced by the Reeb-like Killing vector
p, under which the fields transform as

dpat = ep?, Sax? = edppXP. (3.36)
For a derivation we refer to [18], see eq. (3.53). The c-number or zero-point term in (2.27)
was chosen in (3.34) to be —N/2, so that the fermionic ground states have symmetric
J-eigenvalues ranging from —N/2 to N/2.

3.5 Auxiliary supersymmetric system and resolved target spaces

The superconformal indices only make use of the N = 2 Poincaré subalgebra of the full
symmetry which is generated by G /Q,QL /Q,Hi and, in the case of the refined index,
of the additional central u(1l) generator J. We recall our observation (3.27) that the
superconformal charges G4/, and Hamiltonians Hy are obtainable from the Poincaré
supercharge Q resp. Hamiltonian H of the original system (3.3) by a shift of the background
gauge field

Ag — Ag+ A = AT (3.37)
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The Lagrangians £4 obtained from the Legendre transform of H. describe an auxiliary
system, and are related to the original sigma model Lagrangian (3.1) by the same shift
(3.37) of the gauge field. This auxiliary action is invariant under N = 2B Poincaré super-
symmetry and under the u(1) generated by J (cfr. (3.36)). Such sigma models are required
to satisfy the following set of conditions [18], namely

GacJp +GepJCa=0,  VaQpc =0, Fi,Jp+FZ,J%4 =0 (3.38)
L,G=L,J] =L,C =0, i, F* =dvt,  (3.39)

To verify that these are satisfied in the auxiliary models with Lagrangians £y, only the
conditions involving F* are not automatic. The last identity in (3.38) holds because
ffCJ%+f§BJC:4 = 0 due to (3.29), and the last identity in (3.39) holds with v* = —i, A*.
However, as expected since H 1 do not commute with R, the auxiliary system is no longer R-
symmetric and therefore also no longer su(1, 1/1) invariant. Concretely this follows because
F* fails the requirement i,F* = 0 (cfr. (3.8)), since i,F+ = F1& # 0.

To summarize, we can view the superconformal index as the standard Witten index
of an N = 2 supersymmetric system whose Lagrangian is obtained from (3.3) by the
substitution (3.37). Let us now return to the issue of defining the superconformal index for
target spaces which are singular cones. Suppose we can find a continuous family of sigma
models in which the target geometry is deformed near the tip of the cone so as to resolve the
singularity, while preserving the geometric structure (3.38,3.5). The Witten index of the
resolved models is then a natural candidate for the superconformal index on the singular
space. For the subclass of models where the cone is actually Kéahler, resolutions of the
singularity were discussed in [33], though in the most general case this issue deserves further
study and is left for future work (see [34] and the Discussion). We will proceed under the
assumption that a sensible resolution does indeed exist. In what follows we will therefore
study the refined Witten index on general smooth (but not necessarily compact) sigma
models satisfying (3.38,3.39) and argue that it is given by a simple fixed-point formula.

3.6 Index and elliptic complex

In supersymmetric quantum mechanical sigma models with compact target, it is typically
possible to represent the supercharges as elliptic differential operators acting on some bun-
dle over the target manifold. This allows for the identification of a Witten-type index of
the quantum mechanical model with an index (in the mathematical sense) of an elliptic
complex. In this section we will see how the superconformal index QI{E can, at least formally,
be interpreted as the index of an elliptic complex in two equivalent ways. Similarly, the
refined index Qf[(] can formally be identified with a character-valued index of the same
complex. These identifications hold at the formal level only due to the non-compactness
of the target spaces of interest, and we will say more on this issue in the next subsection.

Let us first discuss the most straightforward connection to mathematical index theory,
which identifies the superconformal index Q? with the index of a generalized Dirac opera-
tor. We recall that anti-chiral primary states are annihilated by G /2, (G; /2)7, while chiral
primaries states are annihilated by G_; /2, (G_4 /Q)T. An equivalent statement is that they
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are annihilated by the Laplacians Ay given by

Ay = <—i (gi; - glé>>2. (3.40)

From our previous discussion we know that the combination —i(G /s — Qll /2) takes the
form of the Poincaré supercharge Q? (see (3.26)), where the background gauge field is
shifted as A — A* = A+ A*. Using (3.23) we find that this operator is represented on
the spinorial Hilbert space as

_ _atf _ _L A } _1 B.C .7+
i (gi; gi;) = ﬂ7 <3A+ 1 (wABc 6CABC’) YoyT —iA )
=___pwr (3.41)

V2

As the notation indicates, we recognize in this operator the Dirac operator with respect to
a torsionful connection (the torsion being given by C4pc) and twisted by a gauge field A*.

2det1 we can formally

Using the fact that (—1)F is represented as the chirality operator
identify the superconformal index as an analytic Dirac index counting chirality-weighted

harmonic spinors,
QI{E = dim Harm™ (zlﬁfﬁs> — dim Harm™ (zlﬁfﬁs> (3.42)
= ind (mfff) : (3.43)

where the plus (minus) superscript refers to positive (negative) chirality spinors respec-
tively.

Similarly it is possible to identify the refined superconformal index QI{E[C] with a
character-valued index (see [49] for a review) of the same Dirac operator. Indeed, taking
the chemical potential to be a pure phase, ¢ = e’*, the index (2.25) contains an insertion
of the U(1) group element

gt = eI, (3.44)

where J is the charge associated to the Killing vector p of the target space satisfying (3.39).
This symmetry generator J acts on the spinors as [18]

J=—i [PA (3A + iwABC'YB'YC - igi) + EVAPBVAWB —iv*|. (3.45)
Note that this reduces to (3.35) in the undeformed superconformal case. In the combination
in the square brackets we recognize the (gauge-covariantized) spinorial Lie derivative. Since,
as one can check explicitly, the operator J commutes with lfof, the group element g1 =
e/ has a well-defined action on the space of harmonic spinors. It is straightforward to
see that the refined index Qf[e"“] becomes equal to the character-valued index

QF[e™] = charg, Harm™ (z]thf) — char,, Harm™ (zlﬁi%rf) (3.46)
= ind,, (uz)}’f) : (3.47)
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Here, the notation char,V denotes the trace of the matrix representing the action of g on
the vector space V.
The above representation of the index involved a Dirac operator defined with respect
to a torsionful connection. We will now work out a simpler representation in terms of a
twisted Dolbeault operator. This is possible thanks to the special properties (3.14) of the
Bismut torsion tensor C'4pc, which are in fact instrumental in the representation of the
Dolbeault index in terms of supersymmetric quantum mechanics on non-Kéhler manifolds
[50]. To make the connection explicit we introduce an equivalent description of the Hilbert
space as the space of (0, ®) polyforms (i.e. linear combinations of (0, ¢) forms for various q)
with the standard sesquilinear inner product. The fermionic operators are now represented
as 5
m o __ =m m o __ mn
X" =dzZMA, X"=yg 57" (3.48)
One then shows [18] that the superconformal charges (3.30) are represented by the following

differential operators
gi% =0—i (ﬁél + %éln G> A (3.49)
=dys, VE=AT + éélnG (3.50)

where G = det G 45 and 0y denotes the Dolbeault operator twisted by the gauge field V.
Since the fermion number F' acts as the form degree in the representation (3.48), it follows
that the superconformal index Qfﬂ can be written as

dc

OF = > (~1)"dim Harm") (Jy =) (3.51)
r=0

= ind (Jy=+) . (3.52)

In this representation we can also relate the refined index Qfﬂ[ei“] to a character-valued
index for the differential operator dy+. Using the identities (3.14) and (3.17) one shows
that the operator J (cfr. (3.35)) acts as

J=—i (cp —ii, <Zi - %(a —d)In G) - wi> +de. (3.53)

This gives a well-defined action on the sections of the appropriate bundle which commutes
with dy+. The refined index can be written as a character valued index

dc

Qe = z:(—l)q"chaurgi Harm(") (Oy+) (3.54)
r=0

= indg, (Oy=). (3.55)

Summarized, we have argued that a superconformal index can be viewed as an analytic
index associated to an elliptic operator in two equivalent ways, namely as associated to
a torsionful Dirac operator or to a twisted Dolbeault operator. This generalizes the well-
known relation between the Dirac and the twisted Dolbault complex, see e.g. [51], [50].
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3.7 Superconformal index theorems

In the previous subsection we have formally identified the superconformal index with an
analytic index of a certain elliptic operator. Index theorems, which relate an analytic in-
dex with a topological index, can be a powerful tool for their computation. Such theorems
are classically derived for complexes associated to differential operators which possess the
‘Fredholm’ property that the spaces of harmonic forms are finite dimensional. This is in
particular the case for elliptic operators defined on compact manifolds. In the cases that
interest us, the target spaces are non-compact and, as we will see below, the relevant differ-
ential operators are not Fredholm. Nevertheless, we will argue from a physical perspective
that a version of the index theorem is still applicable to compute the refined superconfor-
mal index. Mathematical work on the generalization of the relevant index theorem to the
non-compact setting appears in [52] (see also [53] for a review).

Let us first examine the unrefined indices and focus on QJFr for definiteness. It gets

.I.
1/2°

Let us use the representation (3.48) on (0, e) forms. Since 611?5 1) = 0, we can locally write

contributions from anti-chiral primaries, which need to be annihilated by G,/ and g

At

b1y = O\ (3.56)

We then observe that the differential equations G ow = QI JoW = 0 for anti-chiral pri-
maries are solved by zero-form lowest Landau level wavefunctions in the effective magnetic

background g(+0 y+ i/80InG, i.e.

wp = f(z)e_/\_élna (3.57)

where f(z) is an arbitrary holomorphic function. From (3.28) we see that the exponen-

tial factor behaves for large r as e X = e~/

and therefore provides a damping factor
rendering these states normalizeable. This heuristic argument (which we will verify in ex-
amples in Section 4) shows that Q; is expected to be divergent due to an infinite number
of anti-chiral primaries contributing with the same parity'?. Let us compare this to a naive
application of the Atiyah-Singer index theorem, which would predict the result (see e.g.

[49]) L
Qlﬂg:/ e 5=+ 09O (T M), (3.58)
M

Since F'* behaves at large 7 like the Kihler form of the metric (3.19), there is a divergent
contribution going like the volume of the target space. Therefore the divergent topological
index does seem to accurately capture the divergent analytical index in this case.

Now let us consider the refined index Qf[{] On physical grounds this is expected to
be better behaved since the number of lowest Landau level wavefunctions (3.57) at fixed
J-charge is typically finite, and, under reasonable assumptions on growth of the number
states at large J-charge, should yield a convergent power series for small |(|. This leads
one to speculate that the relevant index theorem might be applicable in this situation.

10Als0 in Section 4, we will see that the index Qﬁ assigns different parities to the anti-chiral primaries
and yields an indefinite alternating sum.
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This theorem is the so-called Atiyah-Bott fixed-point formula [38] and expresses the index
in terms of the U(1) group action generated by p near its fixed points. In the unresolved
target space of the superconformal sigma model, the vector p has a single isolated fixed
point at » = 0, since
2 202
pr =& =1 (3.59)

Assuming for simplicity!! that the action of p on the resolved target space still has a single
isolated fixed point, the Atiyah-Bott fixed point formula predicts (see [49] for a detailed
derivation)

chary, £ — chary, F_ B ld—C[ 7

det(1 — g1 (TM)) 2sin (£E52)

QF[e™] = = (3.60)
p=0  pn=1
The ‘exponents’ w, in the last line are essentially the (integer) charges of the U(1) rep-
resentation on the tangent space at the fixed point. In practice they are determined as
follows. Due to the fact that p is a Killing vector, it is straightforward to see that the matrix
oap?| p—0 generates an orthogonal transformation (with respect to the metric at the fixed
point) and can therefore be brought into a canonical form which defines the exponents wy,
in (3.60):
0 w1 ...

aApB‘pZO ~| —w 0 . (3.61)

In what follows we will provide evidence for the validity of the fixed-point formula (3.60)
for the superconformal index, both by explicit verification in tractable examples and by
giving a path-integral argument using supersymmetric localization, which does not assume
compactness.

4 Supersymmetric localization: regular target spaces

In this section we will justify the fixed point formula (3.60) in the simplest examples where
the superconformal sigma model has a regular target space. We will do so both by explicitly
constructing the (anti-)chiral primary states contributing to the index, as well as by using
supersymmetric localization of the path integral. The latter computation will pave the way
for the computation in more general (resolved) target spaces in the next section.

As already mentioned in Section 3.2, the only superconformally invariant N = 2B

models with regular target space metrics are in fact flat, Gap = dap. The complex
structure is the standard one on C% and the torsion tensor C4pc vanishes. In adapted
complex coordinates 2", m =1,...,dc we have

ds* = dz™dz"™, €=2"0m + 2" 0m, p=1(2"0m—2"0m). (4.1)

In principle, we should also allow for a background gauge field A4 satisfying (3.5,3.8), but
these conditions in fact restrict to a trivial gauge field in this case. The gauge field should

1¥While this is the expected situation, this assumption is not essential, since the result (3.60) can be
generalized to the situation with several isolated fixed points or even fixed submanifolds, see e.g. [40].
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be of the form
A=A, (2)d2" + Ay (2)dz™ (4.2)

The condition ipF = 0 can be seen to require A,,(Z) to be linear,
Am(2) = Bmnz", (4.3)

with B a Hermitean matrix, B = Bf. But such gauge fields are easily seen to be pure
gauge and lead to F' = 0.

Having established this, it is straightforward to see that the most general regular
superconformal model factorizes into dc decoupled sigma models, each defined on a single
complex plane, with the geometric structures in (4.1) restricted to a single term in the sum.
Each of these factors allows for its own refinement associated to the rotation generator in
that plane, and the total index will depend on d¢ chemical potentials and is simply given
by the product of the indices of the decoupled systems.

4.1 Superconformal charges

With the above motivation we consider the free sigma model on the complex plane with
bosonic coordinate z, Z and associated complex fermion , Y. The Hilbert space is L?(R?)®
C?, on which the canonical (anti-)commutation relations,

[Z7pz] = [vaf] = ia {X)X} = 27 (44)
are realized by the operators

p. = —i0;, ps = —i0z (4.5)
_ 1

It is straightforward to show that the expressions (3.26) for the su(1,1|1) @ u(1); charges
reduce to

(o' +ic?), (! —io?) (4.6)

H =2p.p:, K= %’2 D= _%(sz + Zpz) + % (4.7)

Lo = p:pz + Zf (4.8)
R=—iGp:—p2)— 3honl,  F=X (19)

J = i(eps —7pe) + 11X (410)

Q = ixpz, S = %)Zz (4.11)

The superconformal charges G/, and operators H then take the form

Gu1 = ix (ps — A2) (4.12)

He = ((p: — AL) (pz — A) + hc) +iFE[x 1. (4.13)
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Here, A% is the potential of an effective magnetic field and is given by (cfr. (3.28)):
+ i s =

A+ = i§ (zdz — zdz) . (4.14)
We see from (4.12,4.13) that the N = 2 subalgebra generated by supercharges Gi1/2, (g:l:l/2)T
and the Hamiltonian H. takes the form of the well-known supersymmetric Pauli system
describing planar motion of a charged fermion in a perpendicular magnetic field (see e.g.
[43]). The subalgebras labelled by opposite signs are related by flipping the orientation of
the magnetic field. We should also note that in the case of interest the auxiliary magnetic
field is constant and proportional to the Kéhler form,

FE = 4idz A dz. (4.15)

From these observations we conclude that the superconformal index of the 2d free particle
is the Witten index of an auxiliary Pauli system with constant magnetic field strength.
Thanks to this magnetic field the gapless continuous spectrum of the original Hamiltonian
H . which would lead to aforementioned infrared problems when computing the supersym-
metric index based on the supercharge Q, is replaced by a discrete spectrum of Landau
levels. We note that the idea of lifting the continuous spectrum of the original Hamiltonian
H by introducing a magnetic field already appears in [44].

4.2 Short multiplet spectrum and indices

In this simple model we can explicitly work out the wavefunctions for the short multiplets
and directly compute the various superconformal indices (see also Appendix B of [10]). We
note that the R-charge operator R in (4.9) has integer eigenvalues, so that we can consider
indices weighted by R-parity (—1)f as well as fermion parity (—1)". From (4.12) it is
straightforward to find an orthogonal basis of (anti-)chiral primary wavefunctions y, (Yn)
for n € N which are annihilated by G_; /5, gil/z (resp. G2, QI/Q):

2z 0 zZZ 1
et (8). neset(3). "

As a consistency check, one sees that these indeed saturate the bound (2.18):
2Loxn = Rxn = (n+ 1)xn, 2LoXn = —Rxn = (n + 1)Xn- (4.17)

From these results we find the spectrum of short multiplets with fixed ((—1)% or (—1)%)
parity in this model to be

¢ anti—chiral ¢ anti—chiral

Nisat (1) = Non Ghirat () = D 8 ns1, Neiar™(h) = N epirar () =0 (4.18)
n=0

00 0o
R odd R odd R R
Nchil(")al (h) = ant(i)—chiral(h) = Z 5h,n+%7 Nchil?zlllen(h) = ant(iazec%iral(h) = Z 5h,n+1'
n=0 n=0

(4.19)
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Consequently, we find that the unrefined indices Q% are infinite while Qf are indefinite
alternating sums:

Of =400, , QE=1-1+1-1+.... (4.20)

In view of these divergences, which are due to the infinite number of contributing short
multiplets, it is useful to consider the refined indices introduced in (2.25) which keep track
of the J-charge of the (anti-)chiral primaries. These are well-defined because the number
of (anti-)chiral primary states at fixed .J is finite (and does not grow with J). Indeed, from
(4.10) we compute the J-eigenvalues of the (anti-) chiral primary states,

1 1
JXn = — (n + 2) Xns IXn = <n + 2) Xn- (4.21)

From these we compute the refined indices, which for |(| < 1 can be resummed as
3
1-¢

As a check we see that, as ( — 1, these tend to (4.20) for QJ{E Furthermore, we observe
that the above result agrees with the fixed point formula (3.60), where one checks from

OF[C] =+ (4.22)

(4.1) that in this case the exponent w; = 1, even though the target space is non-compact
and the relevant operators fail to be Fredholm.

To obtain the refined index weighted by F = R instead, we should continue { — —(
and use (2.29) with ¢ = —1/2. In particular, this gives a particular regularization for the
alternating sum in (4.20):

OF = FiE[-1] = (4.23)

N |

The F-indices Qf are regularizations of the quantity tr(—1)¥, and similarly Qﬁ give a
meaning to tr(—1)%. We note that, while Qf differ by a phase, the Qﬁ agree. This reflects
the fact that the fermion number F' cannot be defined unambiguously (it depends on an
arbitrary split in fermionic creation and annihilation operators), while the R-charge R
is defined unambiguously. The ambiguity in the fermion number is related to a global
anomaly, as explained in [23].

4.3 Path integral computation of the indices

We now proceed to compute the superconformal indices in this simple model using the
path integral representation and standard localization techniques, and check the results
against our formulas (4.20, 4.22) obtained by direct computation.

4.3.1 Unrefined index

Let us first consider the unrefined index Qf, which we found to be infinite as it receives
contributions from an infinite number of lowest Landau level states in a noncompact space
with constant magnetic field. As we shall presently see, in the path integral computation
the infinities arise from a bosonic zero mode living on the noncompact the target space.
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Anticipating this, we consider a regularized system where we take the target space to be a
torus z ~ z 4+ L, and take L — oo in the end. Applying the Atiyah-Singer index theorem
(3.58) to this compactified system gives the index as the first Chern class

1
O = a1 F) = /Fi. (4.24)

The result (4.24) for the Witten index of the Pauli system can also be derived from the
functional integral representation of the index using supersymmetric localization [39, 54].
For what follows it is instructive to repeat this derivation in this simple setting, essentially
following [40]. Let us therefore consider a generic Pauli system of the form (4.12,4.13),
where the background gauge field A is arbitrary. Performing the Legendre transform we
obtain the canonical Lagrangian

1.. .
L= 52‘:2 + A2+ Azz + %XX + i F.zXX (4.25)

This Lagrangian is invariant, up to total derivatives, under the N = 2 supersymmetry
variations'? generated by a supercharge G of the form (4.12), defined as 6. F = {F, Gy, 2}
for any phase-space function F, namely

0+z =0, 0+Z =i
dorx =2, 0+x =0 (4.26)

Note that these transformations are identical to the ones generated by the original complex
supercharge Q. This is because, in the Hamiltonian formalism, only the combination
Pz — .Azj—[ = %, which is independent of A%, appears on the right hand side of the variation.
One checks that the action is indeed invariant and leads to a Noether charge which agrees
with the phase-space expression (4.12).

We can now write a path-integral expression for the Witten index Qp = tr(—1)"e 5.

Qp = / [DzZDzDxDx]ppce . (4.27)

Here, SE is the Euclidean action obtained from £ upon continuing ¢t — —i7,
A L. ... T
Sg = dr 347~ i(A2+ Azz) + XX~ 1F2zXX (4.28)
0

The path integral measure in (4.27) integrates over fields periodic in 7 with period (3, which
for the fermions amounts to inserting (—1)¥. With these boundary conditions, the action is
invariant under the Euclidean continuation of the supersymmetry transformations (4.26).

We know from the Hilbert space interpretation or, alternatively, from expressing the
action as a supersymmetric variation, that the index (4.27) is actually independent of j.
To make the S-dependence explicit, we work with a rescaled time coordinate 7 = 7/, so
that the action takes the form

1 -1
0

12We follow the conventions of [17] for variations and Poisson brackets in systems with fermions.
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where the dot now stands for the derivative with respect to 7. In the g — 0 limit, the
path integral localizes on constant bosonic configurations. In accordance with general
expectations for supersymmetric localization, these are also precisely the configurations
for which the supersymmetric variation of the fermions in (4.26) vanishes. Expanding the
bosonic integral in fluctuations around constant configurations,

2(7) = 2o + \/B02(7) (4.30)

the path integral simplifies further as f — 0. The second term in (4.29) is subleading,
and the last term is subleading for the nonconstant modes of the fermion fields, though for
the constant fermionic mode it is the leading contribution and should be kept. To leading
order in 8 we therefore find'?

Op = det’(—ﬁlaf)lfﬂ/}", (4.31)

Here, the prime on the determinant means that we omit the constant mode, and the (-
dependence in the determinant comes from the Jacobian of the transformation (4.30). It
remains to evaluate the functional determinant, which we zeta-regularize to find

detgno-a00 = ] (-*7") =11 (?)2 = 8. (132)

nez\{0} n>1

Substituting in (4.31) we reproduce (4.24). We note that the path integral expression has
a sign ambiguity from the ordering in the fermionic measure, which corresponds to the
ambiguity in the definition of the fermion number operator in the operator formalism (and
which was chosen to match the conventions there). To obtain the superconformal indices
Qf for the particle on the complex plane, the field strength should be taken to be constant
(see (4.15)), and the constant mode zj is a bosonic zero mode. As we let the size L of the
system tend to infinity, the zero-mode integration leads to the infinite result (4.20) for Qf

4.3.2 Refined index

Now we turn to the path integral computation of the refined index. Thanks to the relation
(2.29) we can restrict our attention to the index graded by the fermion number QE[¢]. We
will compute it in the regime where ( is a phase and is related to a chemical potential y as

¢ =et. (4.33)

To read off the spectrum of (anti-) chiral multiplets (2.28) we should analytically continue
the result and determine the coefficients in a power series expansion around ¢ = 0.
To proceed, we seek a path-integral representation for

QE[e™] = tr(—1)Fetine=FHE, (4.34)

1
T T 3
'30ur path integral measure is normalized such that f[D;er]e_%” Opw=3X Orx — (gi gg ) *, for a

symmetric operator Op and antisymmetric operator Op.
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There are in fact two natural ways to translate this into path-integral language, both of
which we will discuss here. The first way comes from observing that the insertion of the
U(1) group element g+ = e*/ can be implemented in the path integral by imposing g..-
twisted boundary conditions on the fields. Since both z and x carry unit charge under J

(see (4.10)), these boundary conditions read
At B) = E(r), (7t B) = (7). (435)

The path integral formula for the index is

+

QF[e] = / [DzDzDxDX]4ue °F, (4.36)

where the integral is taken over fields obeying the twisted boundary conditions (4.35),
and the Euclidean action is given by (4.29) with A replaced by A*. We again use S-
independence of the index to compute it for 5 — 0. The calculation proceeds as in the
previous section, the main difference being that the twisted boundary conditions (4.35) do
not allow for constant modes of the fields. Following the same steps as in the previous
subsection leads as in (4.31) to the functional determinant

QF[e™] = det s, (—0-) 7. (4.37)

Here, the subscript +p on the determinants indicates that the operator acts on functions
satisfying the boundary conditions (4.35). Under these boundary conditions the eigenvalues

of the operator —3d;, are
2mnt
-

/8 bl

=S I-G5)) o

The first, p-independent infinite product diverges and can be zeta regularized as in (4.32)

(4.38)

and we find

to give a factor of 3. The second infinite product converges and is equal to 2sin & /.
Putting this together we find

. i % —1
Qufe] = + (6—7“ - e%‘) , (4.40)

in perfect agreement with our direct computation (4.22) and with the fixed point formula
(3.60). As already remarked at the end of the previous subsection, both calculations involve
an overall sign choice, related to the ambiguity in the fermion number F', which cannot be
fixed unambiguously.

We now discuss a second way of computing the index which is similar to the proof
of the Atiyah-Bott fixed point formula (3.60) using supersymmetric localization [39] (see
[40] for a review). This method makes it clear that the path integral localizes on the fixed
point of the Killing vector p, namely the origin z = 0, and depends only on the p action
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near this fixed point. In this way of computing the index we treat the chemical potential
term as a deformation of the Hamiltonian

L
B

We are therefore led to a path integral with periodic, untwisted boundary conditions but

He = HY =He F —pd. (4.41)

with a modified action:

+

Q%[ = /[DzDszDx]che_SE»#. (4.42)

From Legendre transforming H/ and continuing to Euclidean time we find this deformed
action to be

1 -1 .
1 )

St = / dr ( |2 + i,uz|2 + XX+ —uxx
En ), 2 2 2

—i(AT2 + AFZ) — iBFEXX) (4.43)

where we have rescaled 7 = 7 to make the 5-dependence explicit. As a consistency check,
one can verify that this modified action is still invariant under the Lagrangian version of
the supersymmetry variations generated by G, /5, which read

0+2z =0, 0+Z =ix

Six :% (3 +ipz), 515 =0. (4.44)
For 8 — 0, the bosonic integral localizes on configurations satisfying
Z = Fipz, (4.45)

which are again those for which the fermionic variations vanish. The only such configuration
compatible with the periodic boundary conditions is in fact z(7) = 0, i.e. the fixed point
of the rotational Killing vector p. Expanding in bosonic fluctuations

2(7) = 0+ /Bo2(7), (4.46)

we see that only the terms in the first line of (4.43) contribute in the § — 0 limit. Per-
forming the Gaussian integrals, taking into account the Jacobian from (4.46), we obtain

O[] = det ppe (— (aT + zZ))l (4.47)

= det 4, (—0;)" " (4.48)

Hence we find agreement with the previous computation method (4.37), leading again to
the result (4.40).
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5 Supersymmetric localization: general N = 25 models

We now turn to the path-integral computation of the refined Witten index for general
N = 2B sigma models possessing a U(1); symmetry commuting with the superalgebra.
The target space satisfies the conditions (3.38,3.39). As argued in Section 3.5, such an index
is expected to capture the superconformal index on general singular cones upon resolving
the singularity at the tip. The computation requires a slight generalization of Alvarez-
Gaumé’s proof of the Atiyah-Bott fixed point formula [39], and provides a justification for
it’s validity for the non-compact target spaces under consideration.

5.1 TUnrefined index

Let us first briefly comment on the unrefined index Q;f:, which is formally given by the

Atiyah-Singer index theorem (3.58). This result can also be justified using supersymmetric
localization following the same philosophy as in the simple example above, and involves
localizing the path integral as § — 0. This computation involves a generalization of the
original works [39, 54] where the target space was assumed to be Kéhler, and the terms in
(3.1) involving the torsion tensor C'4pc were absent. This generalization was performed in
detail in [50]. As discussed in that work, since the fermionic constant modes are strongly
coupled, the four fermion term contributes and could in principle combine with higher loop
contributions from the bosons at the leading order in 5. An additional supersymmetric
deformation argument is needed to show that the torsion terms do not contribute to the
index and that the end result is given by (3.58).

5.2 Refined index

We now turn to the path-integral representation of the refined index. Following our dis-
cussion in Section 4.3.2 we again compute the refined indices Qfﬂ[g‘] in the case that ( is a
pure phase ¢ = e":

OFle] = tr(—1)Fe PHs (5.1)
where .
i
B

We will follow the second method of computation explained in Section 4.3.2 and treat the

HYE =Hie F —pd. (5.2)

p-dependence as a deformation of the Hamiltonian. This method again emphasizes the
localization of the path integral on the fixed point of the Killing vector p and the fact that
it is fully determined by the corresponding U(1); action in the vicinity of the fixed point.
We are therefore led to a path integral with periodic boundary conditions on the fields but
with a p-dependent action:

+

QF[e™] = / [DzDzDxDyx|ppce "B, (5.3)

~ 96 —



From Legendre transforming H/{ and continuing to Euclidean time we find the deformed
action to be

1 —1 ~
Sp. = /0 d7 [BQGAB (@ £ up?) (7 + pp®) —iAza?

1 A 1
+§GABXAVTXB F % (VAPB + 2PCCCAB> X

iB B
+?F;TLBXAXB + ma[ACBCD]XAXBXCXD] : (5.4)

From the first term we see that, in the 8 — 0 limit, the path integral localizes on configu-
rations with

#4(7) = Fupd (7). (5.5)

The only such configurations compatible with the periodic boundary conditions are con-
stant scalars taking values at the fixed points of the Killing vector p. As motivated below
(3.59), we assume'# that the Killing vector p has a single, isolated, fixed point at x = z.
We expand the bosons in fluctuations around the fixed point

ot = aft + /Box. (5.6)

We find that only a few quadratic terms survive in the 5 — 0 limit. Using the fact that p is
Killing and that, at the fixed point, partial derivatives of p# can be replaced by covariant
ones we can write the contributing terms as

1
1
5;“ = /0 d7 [25# (—Gapd2 £2uV app0: — quApoVCpB)\xo oz (5.7)

45X (Casds F 4V aps)loy X + O(VF) (53)
At this point we observe that the terms in the sigma model action (5.4) involving the gauge
field flj and the torsion tensor Cspc do not contribute to the index. The computation
therefore proceeds completely as in [39, 54], which considered Ké&hler sigma models in
which those terms were absent to begin with. Let us nevertheless spell out the rest of the
computation for completeness.

Performing the Gaussian path integral (keeping the Jacobian from the change of vari-
ables in (5.6)), we find a partial cancellation between bosonic and fermionic determinants
and end up with

_1
Q% [e™] = detppc (—6@& + 2ﬁ“vaA(0)> ’ (5.9)

14 A derivation for the case of non-isolated fixed points will appear in [55].
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Diagonalizing the matrix Vgp? using (3.61) the result can be written as a product of
determinants of the type computed in Section 4:

dc i 2 %
Q}E[em} = (H detppc (672_ — <3F Mﬁn> )) (5.10)

n=1

de ;

H _— (5.11)
: o

ot 2sin (:I:T)

Note that, in accordance with our remarks on the ambiguity in choosing the fermion number

operator, we have made a convenient choice for the branch of the square root. This result

constitutes a justification of the index formula (3.60) from supersymmetric localization.

6 Outlook

In this work we have initiated the study of superconformal indices for type N = 2B sigma
models, whose target spaces are noncompact complex manifolds with a conformal Killing
vector. We have in particular constructed a refined index which on physical grounds is
expected to be finite and well-behaved. A powerful tool for its computation is the Atiyah-
Bott fixed point formula (3.60), which we have justified in this non-compact setting by use
of a supersymmetric localization argument.

One point which we didn’t address in detail is the proper definition and computation
of the superconformal index on target spaces which are singular cones. A plausible con-
struction would be to resolve the singularity at the tip of the cone while preserving the
geometric structures needed to define the refined index. The details of such a resolution
and consistency checks on this procedure deserve further study. For type 4A supercon-
formal models (which are Kéahler), such a resolution was proposed in [8] for target spaces
which can be realized as complex symplectic varieties. For our N = 2B models, whose
target spaces possess less structure, it would be good to have a more differential geometric
approach to resolving the singularity. We plan to address this issue in a future publication
[34].

One of the motivations for this work was to pave the way for the computation of
superconformal indices for quiver quantum mechanics in the Coulomb branch [16] and in
an AdSs scaling limit. These can be formulated as N = 4B sigma models in which a U(1)
symmetry is gauged [18], and possess D(2,1;0) superconformal invariance [17, 19]. Study
of these models is hoped to shed light on the stringy origin of AdS,/CFT; duality.

Acknowledgements

It is a pleasure to thank Heng-Yu Chen, Nick Dorey, Tomas Prochézka, Paolo Rossi and
Andy Zhao for useful discussions. The work of CS was supported by the European Union’s
Horizon Europe programme under grant agreement No. 101109743, project Quivers. He
would like to thank DAMTP and Center for Theoretical Physics, National Taiwan Uni-
versity for their hospitality where part of this work was done. The research of J.R. was

_ 98 —



supported by European Structural and Investment Funds and the Czech Ministry of Edu-
cation, Youth and Sports (Project FORTE CZ.02.01.01,/00/22_.008/0004632). DVdB was
supported by the Bilim Akademisi through a BAGEP award. He would like to take this
occasion to thank all the members of the theoretical physics community that he had the
chance to interact with over the years, in particular all his coauthors and collaborators.

A No superconformal index for N =1

In this Appendix we argue that no well-defined superconformal index exists in N = 1
superconformal models. More precisely, we will show that any candidate superconformal
index is in fact equivalent to the naive supersymmetric index and therefore suffer from the
same problem related to the continuity of the spectrum of H.

The N = 1 superconformal algebra is osp(1]2) with the following (anti-)commutation
relations in addition to (2.1)

[Q.Q}=2H {S,S}=2K  {S,Q}=—-2D (A1)
To define a Witten-type index, we start by picking a fermionic generator G which can a
priori be an arbitrary complex combination of ) and S. However, a short calculation shows
that, in order for a bosonic combination H = aH +bD + cH to exist which commutes with

it, G must be a real combination of @ and S and H must be proportional to G2. Hence,
without loss of generality we can take

H =cosha @ + sinha S, H =G acR. (A.3)
The main observation is that G and H are unitarily equivalent to ) and H respectively:
G=UQU™Y, H=UHU!, (A.4)
where
U = eioH=K), (A.5)

Therefore our auxiliary Hamiltonian H suffers from the same problem of having a contin-
uous spectrum extending down to zero as the original Hamiltonian H and cannot be used
to obtain a wel-defined superconformal index.
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