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Abstract: We consider the insertion of a Gukov-Witten surface defect in SU(N)

N = 4 SYM corresponding to a probe D3-brane in the holographic dual setup. The
defect gives rise to a 4d-2d coupled system encoding the entropy of the dual perturbed
black hole, which can be extracted from the corresponding Superconformal Index.
Elaborating on previous studies, we refine the results using both a saddle-point and a
Bethe-Ansatz approach. The consistency of our computation is corroborated by the
complete agreement between the two results in the appropriate regime of fugacities.
Eventually, the sub-leading structure, emerging from our analysis, provides a sug-
gestive EFT interpretation for the addition of the defect to the 4d system, mirroring
the behavior of the probe D3-brane in the gravity dual.
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1 Introduction

In the recent past important progress in the microstates counting of 5d rotating
charged supersymmetric black hole has been possible thanks to the role played by
the Superconformal Index (SCI) of [1, 2]. Such a proliferation of results spread after
the seminal work of [3] where an entropy function, counting microstates of the dual
black hole, was proposed. The microscopic origin of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy
of the holographic dual supersymmetric black hole was provided in [4].

Motivated by these results it became crucial to extract the entropy function of
[3] from a pure field theory calculation. The SCI, even if expected to be the natural
candidate for this computation, initially failed to provide the O(N2) scaling of the
microscopic degrees of freedom [1] due to large cancellations among states with op-
posite statistics. The resolution of the puzzle was found for SU(N) N = 4 SYM in
[5, 6] by using two different methodologies. Based on these, one can then distinguish
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two broad classes of computations of the index for supersymmetric theories in 4d.
Either one first compute the integral exactly and then evaluate the leading contri-
bution to the entropy [6–16] or one evaluates the integrand and then extract the
entropy from a saddle point analysis [17–33]. The first approach, originally discussed
in [6, 7], provides, in principle, an exact answer in any regime of charges. However,
the formal exact evaluation turns out to be rather complicated and it boils down to
solve a set of algebraic equation, referred in the literature as Bethe Ansatz Equations
(BAEs). Despite such difficulties in the case of SU(N) N = 4 SYM the solutions
are known at large N and it has allowed to extract the black hole entropy, matching
it with the gravitational expectations [34, 35]. A simpler calculation, valid only in a
restricted regime of charges, corresponds to the so called Cardy-like limit [5]. In this
case one estimates the integral from a saddle point analysis and then the entropy can
be obtained also at finite N . Furthermore, a third method consists of a direct saddle
point evaluation of the matrix integral at large N in [24]. Observe that the saddle
point evaluations of the index can be generalized to other 4d models with different
matter content and supersymmetry and such results inspired the EFT calculations
of [36, 37] on the high temperature limit on the second sheet of the index.

Despite the power of the results discussed so far it is desirable to go beyond,
by perturbing the black hole, and as a consequence the superconformal index in a
controlled way. For example, perturbing the system with the addition of a Polyakov
loop provides an order parameter to detect the confinement/deconfinement transi-
tion, expected to correspond to the dual mechanism of the (first order) Hawking-Page
transition from the thermal AdS to the large black hole [38–40] (see [41–45] for recent
progresses in the understanding of the Hawking-Page transition from the field theory
side).

Recently another (supersymmetry preserving) order parameter for the decon-
finement phase transition has been proposed in [46] by adding a surface defect corre-
sponding on the gravitational side to a probe D3-brane, extended across the time and
a radial direction, and wrapped on one compact direction in AdS5 and one compact
direction in S5. Such a probe D3 is interpreted in the dual field theory as a half
BPS Gukov-Witten surface defect placed on R2 at x2 = x3 = 0 in R1,3. The defect
corresponds to a codimension-2 singularity in N = 4 SYM. A class of Gukov-Witten
defects in N = 4 SYM is classified by specifying its Levi subgroup embedding. The
defect studied in [46] corresponds to the maximal Levi subgroup embedding. From
the 2d SCFT point of view the theory living on the defect is then an N = (4, 4) U(1)

gauge theory with N fundamental hypermultiplets1. The surface operator defined in
this way probes a 1/16 BPS black hole in the generalized thermal ensemble given by
the superconformal index. At technical level the effect of the surface defect on the
index is obtained by coupling the 4d-2d system along the lines of the discussion of

1See also [47] for a similar setup where the actual defect corresponds to the one studied in [48]
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[49]. This coupling is done by gauging the global symmetry of the 2d theory, identi-
fying it to the SU(N) gauge symmetry of 4d N = 4 SYM. The final expression for
the superconformal index of the 4d-2d coupled system is then given by the original
index and in addition to the integrand the contribution of opportune insertions of
Jacobi θ0 functions carrying the charges of the 2d fields once expressed in terms of
the 4d ones.

From the gravitational side the leading contribution of the probe D3 to the free
energy of the Black Hole has been computed in [46] in the case of equal charges and
different angular momenta. The final result correspond to a sum of the unperturbed
result and to the perturbative contribution from the DBI action. Translating the
result to the entropy in turns put that the charge and the entropy of the D3 are
complex in this case. The result is apparently contradictory with respect with the
one obtained from the field theory side using the superconformal index, where such
quantities are real. The way out of the apparent contradiction has been subsequently
discussed in [50], where it has been shown that by borrwing the field theory result,
where the entropy is obtaind from the laplace transform of the superconformal index,
also the gravitational entropy can be shown to be real.

Furthermore while in [46] the evaluation of the defect superconformal index has
been pursued using a direct saddle point evaluation at 1/N order in a fixed regime
of charges, in [50] the evaluation of the superconformal index has been done through
a systematic Cardy-like expansion with more generic regimes of charges allowed.

While the two result match in the regime of small angular momenta at fixed
charges, this second approach is intriguing because it tells us more informations
about the backreaction of the probe D3, predicting a fully backreacted answer at
leading order in the Cardy like limit. The result furthermore suggests the structure
of the subleading correction in the Cardy-like limit in terms of the angular fugacities.
Namely a series expansion in the angular momenta could be derived, going beyond
the leading order approximation.

In this paper we discuss such backreaction effect from the SCI perspective, eval-
uating the SCI in the Cardy-like limit and with the Bethe Ansatz (BA) approach. To
this end we compute such backreaction in the Cardy-like limit around the holonomy
saddles giving rise to the black hole. The result is compatible with [50] and it allows
to estimate the 3d partition function with the addition of the effect of the defect.
Surprisingly we find that the two regions corresponding to the second and the third
sheet from the EFT approach give rise to the same result, symmetrizing the seeming
asymmetry of [50].
Then we confirm our result following the Bethe Ansatz approach. We first verify
its feasibility in presence of the defect and then we compute the contribution of the
basic solution of the BAEs. The computation is done for equal, not necessarily large,
angular momenta and for arbitrary flavor charges. Thus, we generalize the result
obtained for equal and fixed flavor charges in [46]. The resulting index, once evalu-
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ated on the basic solution, recovers its symmetry in agreement with the Cardy-like
analysis.

2 Gukov-Witten Surface Operators

2.1 Field Theory Construction

In this section we give a brief review of the construction of two-dimensional operators
by Gukov and Witten (GW) [51, 52]. We then discuss their field theory interpretation
as a coupled 4d-2d system and the computation of the SCI in the presence of such
defects [49].

Extended operators in a QFT can be broadly divided into two sub-categories:
either defined by functionals of local operators on some higher co-dimension man-
ifold or as singularities in the gauge field. From this classification one recognizes
Wilson and ’t Hooft line operators of four-dimensional pure Yang-Mills theory. The
former are classified by representations of the gauge group G, while the latter are,
generically, classified by integers labelling the amount of magnetic charge.
Gukov and Witten gave a prescription to generalize this construction to two dimen-
sional surface operators as singularities for the vector field on a surface Σ. Surface
defects, in contrast to line defects, are classified not only by the singularity of the
vector field along Σ, but also by the subgroup of G under which they are invariant. In
this section we will consider such defects in 4d N = 4 SYM even if the construction
is more general.
We regard the field content of N = 4 SYM in N = 1 language where we the field
content is given by a vector multiplet V and chiral multiplets Φi=1,2,3. A half-BPS
GW surface operator oriented along the (x0, x1) direction, is defined as a singularity
on the vector field and the scalar component of the chiral multiplets

A = a(r) dθ + · · · , ϕ = b(r)
dr

r
− c(r) dθ + · · · , (2.1)

where A = Aµ dx
µ , ϕ = ϕµ dx

µ with µ = 2, 3 and z ≡ reiθ = x2 + ix3 is the normal
direction to Σ. The BPS condition can be casted in the form of Hitchin equations{

FA − ϕ ∧ ϕ = 0,

dAϕ = 0, dA ⋆ ϕ = 0
(2.2)

and conformal invariance requires a, b, c in (2.1) to be independent on r. Hitchin
equations also require a, b, c to be mutually commuting. The easiest solution to (2.1)
is obtained by conjugating the algebra-valued parameters a, b, c to parameters α, β, γ
valued in the Lie algebra t of the maximal torus T of the gauge group G. Therefore,
the singularity is described by

A = α dθ + · · · , ϕ = β
dr

r
− γ dθ + · · · . (2.3)
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Furthermore, it turns out that one can add a 2d θ-term labelling topologically distinct
restrictions of the G-bundle to the defect. The parameter η labelling this choice
generically takes value in a subgroup of LT, the maximal torus of the Langlands
dual of G. This fully defines the insertion of a GW surface defect in the path
integral. However, when summing over gauge configurations in the path integral,
one divides by the subgroup of G commuting with the parameters α, β, γ, η. This
condition defines the subgroup that preserves the singularity which is denoted as Levi
subgroup L. The choice of L is regarded as the definition of the defect. Therefore,
the insertion of the defect amounts to a choice of

(α, β, γ, η) ∈ (T× t× t× LT)/Weyl(L). (2.4)

In the rest of the paper we focus on G = SU(N). The Levi subgroups in this
case are classified by partitions of N = λ1 + · · · + λs. A partition λ = [λ1, . . . , λs],
with 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λn < N , is associated to the Levi subgroup

L = S

(
n⊗

i=1

U(ki)

)
, N =

n∑
i=1

ki , (2.5)

where ki are the number of boxes in the i-th column Young tableaux associated to
λ. For example, let us consider G = SU(5) and λ = [4, 1]. Here the Young tableaux
is

4

1

2 1 1 1

(2.6)

and the associated Levi subgroup is

L = S(U(2)× U(1)× U(1)× U(1)) ≃ SU(2)× U(1)3. (2.7)

For SU(N), the Levi subgroup associated to the partition λ = [N − 1, 1] is dubbed
"maximal Levi sub-group". This is going to be the relevant sub-group for our anal-
ysis.

The 2d defect is coupled to the 4d theory by imposing the singular behavior on
the 4d gauge fields in the path integral. In practice this is quite cumbersome and
usually one can add a 2d theory acting as a Lagrange multiplier such to impose the
singular behavior on Σ. This 2d gauge theory is built so that, when integrating out
the excitation on the defect, one recovers the original 4d theory with the constrained
fields.
The 2d theory must satisfy certain properties [49, 51, 52] to prescribe the singularity
as described above. Let us consider the scenario where the 2d theory is a Gauge
Linear Sigma Model (GLSM) with some target space Mα,β,γ. A half-BPS defect must
preserve N = (4, 4) supersymmetry, implying that the target space of the GLSM
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must be hyper-Kähler. Additionally, it must possess a G action, suggesting that the
2d theory must have a G flavor symmetry that is used to couple it to the 4d bulk.
Furthermore, it must be dependent on the choice of L. The simplest target space is
the cotangent space of G/L, denoted as T ∗(G/L). It is worth noting that T ∗(G/L) =
GC/LC is also as the moduli space of solutions with the prescribed singularity of the
form (2.3). The action of the 2d system can be obtained straightforwardly: the
coupling to the 2d theory induces a singularity in the BPS equations (2.2)

F23 +
[
ϕ2, ϕ

†
2

]
= 2πδ(2)(x⃗)qq†, Dz̄ϕ2 = πδ(2)(x⃗)qq̃ , (2.8)

where qq† and qq̃ are moment maps for the G action on Mα,β,γ. By virtue of the
BPS equations of the 2d theory, the moment maps are integrated out in favour of the
Kähler moduli α + iη and β + iγ respectively. This, together with the δ-functions,
induces the singular behavior of the solution (2.3).

In order to describe the gauge group G2d of the 2d theory, one further needs
to describe Mα,β,γ as an hyper-Kähler quotient of some vector space by the group
G2d. For the case at hand, where the 4d gauge theory is N = 4 SU(N) SYM,
this quotient can always be constructed [53] and the resulting gauge theory is a 2d

N = (4, 4) theory with flavor symmetry G = SU(N) and gauge group

G2d =
n−1⊗
i=1

U(pi), where pi =
i∑

j=1

kj. (2.9)

The matter content is given by bi-fundamental hypermultiplets in the (pi,pi+1) rep-
resentation and N fundamental hypermultiplets for U(pn−1). In N = (2, 2) language
the theory is given by the quiver diagram in figure 1. The theory also carries a Weyl
anomaly [54, 55] c2d which for a defect of the form (2.5) is given by

c2d = 3

(
N2 −

n∑
i=1

k2
i

)
. (2.10)

The construction just described is necessary in order to define the SCI of the
4d-2d coupled system.

2.2 The 2d Elliptic Genus

Here we briefly discuss how the SCI computation changes in the presence of the GW
defect. Firstly, to preserve the right supercharges on S3 × S1 the GW defect has
to be wrapped appropriately on this geometry. This corresponds to wrapping once
the defect around the thermal circle and once around the great circle of S3. By the
state-operator correspondence, the Hilbert space of the theory is now twisted by the
presence of the defect. Therefore, the SCI must be computed on the Hilbert space
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SU(N) U(pn−1) U(pn−2) U(p1)

4d N = 4 SYM 2d theory

Figure 1. Quiver diagram of the 4d-2d coupled system in the N = (2, 2) language in 2d

and N = 2 language in 4d. Notice that the ranks of the gauge groups of the 2d theory go
from right to left.

HGW(S3). However, this approach is quite involved and one usually exploits the fact
that the index of the 4d-2d coupled system can be casted in the following form

I(p, q, vi) =
∫
SU(N)

du I4d(p, q, vi;u)I2d(p, q, vi;u) , (2.11)

where I2d is the index of the 2d theory living on the defect, which is wrapped along
a temporal T 2 in S1 × S2.

To fully compute the SCI (2.11) one needs to understand how the superconformal
algebra of the 2dN = (4, 4) theory is embedded in the one of 4dN = 4. The insertion
of an half-BPS GW operator in 4d breaks the superconformal algebra in

u(1)A ⋉ (psu(1, 1|2)× psu(1, 1|2))⋉ u(1)C ⊂ psu(2, 2|4) (2.12)

which is the usual 2d N = (4, 4) superVirasoro algebra, centrally extended by u(1)C .
The abelian factor u(1)A acts as the outer-automorphism of the algebra and need
not be a realized symmetry on the defect.

The 2d contribution to (2.11) can be found by the following 2d index

INSNS = TrNSNS(−1)F e2πiτ2dL0e−2πiτ̄2d(L̄0− 1
2
J̄0)e2πizNSJ0e2πiχJAe2πiuC , (2.13)

where τ2d is the complex structure of the temporal T 2 and the trace is taken over
the NSNS-sector. The various bosonic generators of the embedding (2.12) that enter
in the definition of this index are the right- and left-moving Hamiltonians L̄0, L0,
the Cartan of su(2)R J0 and the flavor symmetry JA of the GLSM. To ease the
computation of such index, we will use the fact that the NSNS-sector and RR-sector
indices are related, and that the latter is the elliptic genus of the GLSM. In fact, as
discussed in Appendix C of [46], the following relation holds

INSNS(τ2d, zNS, χ, u) = e2πiτ2d(−
c2d
24 )e−

πic2d
3 (zNS−

τ2d
2 )IRR(τ2d, zNS −

τ2d
2
, χ, u) , (2.14)
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where IRR is the RR-sector index (or fully-refined elliptic genus) and one identifies
zR ≡ zNS − τ2d

2
. The 2d contribution in (2.11) is then given by

I2d(τ2d, zNS, χ, u) = e−
πic2d

3
zRIRR(τ2d, zR, χ, u). (2.15)

Following the discussion of [46, 49, 56], the elliptic genus of a general N = (2, 2)

gauge theory is given by

ZT 2 =
1

|W |
∑

u∗∈M∗
sing

JK-Res
u=u∗

(Q(u∗), η)Z1-loop , (2.16)

where the residues are evaluated following the Jeffrey-Kirwan prescription and Q(u∗)

are the chemical potentials for the fields constrained by the poles at u∗. The one-loop
contributions for the multiplets are

Zchiral
R (τ, ζ, u) =

∏
ρ∈R

θ1(y
R
2
−1xρ; q)

θ1(y
R
2 xρ; q)

,

ZVector
G (τ, ζ, u) =

(
2πη(q)3

θ1(y−1; q)

)rankG ∏
α∈G

θ1(x
α; q)

θ1(y−1xα; q)

rankG∏
a=1

dµa ,

ZTwisted(τ, ζ) =
θ1(y

−RA
2

+1; q)

θ1(y
−RA

2 ; q)
,

(2.17)

where η(q) is the Dedekind eta function and θ1(z; q) is the Jacobi theta function.
These functions depend on fugacities related to the gauge and global symmetries,
which are defined by q = e2πiτ2d , y = e2πiζ , xa = e2πiµa and xρ = e2πiρ(µ).
For the case of interest, the 2d theory associated to the maximal SU(N) GW operator
λ = [N − 1, 1] is a U(1) gauge theory with a N = (4, 4) hypermultiplet which is just
a pair of N = (2, 2) chiral multiplets in the bi-fundamental of SU(N). Moreover, we
have a N = (4, 4) U(1) vector multiplet, corresponding in the N = (2, 2) language
to a chiral multiplet and a vector multiplet2. The one-loop determinant is given by

Z1-loop =
2πη(q)3

θ1(−ζ; τ)

θ1(−2χ; τ)

θ1(2χ− ζ; τ)

N∏
i=1

θ1(µ− ui + χ− ζ; τ)

θ1(µ− ui + χ; τ)

θ1(−µ+ ui + χ− ζ; τ)

θ1(−µ+ ui + χ; τ)
dµ ,

(2.18)

where χ is a fugacity associated to the U(1)A symmetry in (2.12). Here the arguments
of the Jacobi theta function are the chemical potentials rather than the fugacities to
avoid clutter. The elliptic genus is computed by integrating over the gauge holonomy

2In the abelian case, this is equivalent to a twisted chiral multiplet.
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µ. Computing the residue around µ = uj−χ one gets cancellations between the vector
multiplet determinant and fundamentals with β = α ending with the following result

ZT 2(τ, ζ, χ) =
N∑
i=1

∏
j ̸=i

θ1(uij + ζ − 2χ; τ)θ1(uij − ζ; τ)

θ1(uij; τ)θ1(uij − 2χ; τ)
, uij = ui − uj. (2.19)

The last step is to use this result in (2.15) to get the 2d contribution. The phase
factor in (2.15) depends on the 2d central charge, which for the maximal defect is
given by c2d = 6(N − 1) by using formula (2.10). Here, the phase can be reabsorbed
into the Jacobi θ1-function, using (A.7), to get

I2d =
N∑
i=1

N∏
j ̸=i

θ0(uij + ζ − 2χ; τ)θ0(uij − ζ; τ)

θ0(uij; τ)θ0(uij − 2χ; τ)
, ζ ≡ zNS. (2.20)

3 Cardy-like approach

3.1 The 4d Superconformal Index

In this section we compute the Cardy-like limit of the index of the 4d-2d coupled
system, describing the insertion of a GW defect in N = 4 SU(N) SYM.

The SCI, originally constructed in [1] for 4d N = 4 SYM, can be defined for a
generic 4d N = 1 SCFT [2], choosing one supercharge Q, as refined Witten index of
the theory in radial quantization. The index counts the difference between bosonic
and fermionic states annihilated by Q in the Hilbert space of the theory on S3.
Explicitly, the SCI, in the notation of Dolan and Osborn [57], is

I4d = Tr(−1)F e−β{Q,Q̄}pJ1qJ2(pq)R/2
∏
k

vQk

k , (3.1)

where the refinement is obtained by including charges in the commutant of {Q, Q̄}.
In (3.1) J1 and J2 correspond to the angular momenta of the S3, R is the U(1) R-
charge and the fugacities vk parametrize the Cartan subalgebra, with charges Qk, of
other generic symmetries the theory may have.

We are interested in the case of N = 4 SYM with SU(N) gauge group, for which
the index (3.1) takes the form

I4d = Trgauge(−1)F e−β{Q,Q̄}pJ1qJ2(pq)R/2vQ1

1 vQ2

2 , (3.2)

where the trace is taken over gauge singlets and Q1, Q2 parametrize the Cartan of
the su(3) ⊂ su(4)R commuting with {Q, Q̄}. In order to discuss the Cardy-like limit
of the index we define

p = e2πiτ , q = e2πiσ, v = e2πiξ (3.3)
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and introduce the chemical potentials ∆a associated to the matter fields, given by

∆a = ρa(ξ) +
τ + σ

2
Ra, (3.4)

together with the constraint

3∑
a=1

∆a = σ + τ mod 1. (3.5)

The trace over gauge-invariant states can be achieved by integrating over the holonomies
of the gauge group. Defining the elliptic gamma functions

Γ(z; p, q) :=
∞∏

m=0

∞∏
n=0

1− pm+1qn+1/z

1− pmqnz
, Γ̃(u) := Γ(e2πiu; e2πiτ , e2πiσ) (3.6)

and the q-Pochhammer symbol

(z; q)∞ :=
∞∏
k=0

(
1− zqk

)
, (3.7)

the index can be expressed as an elliptic hypergeometric integral [57]

I(∆, τ, σ) =
(p; p)N−1

∞ (q; q)N−1
∞

N !

3∏
a=1

Γ̃(∆a)
N−1

∫ N−1∏
i=1

dui

∏3
a=1

∏N
i ̸=j Γ̃(uij +∆a)∏N
i ̸=j Γ̃(uij)

,

(3.8)
where uij := ui − uj. The integral is taken over the gauge holonomies, subjected to
the SU(N) constraint

N∑
i=1

ui ∈ Z. (3.9)

Expression (3.8), although originally defined for purely imaginary modular parame-
ters τ and σ, can be extended to the upper-half complex plane τ, σ ∈ H, and complex
∆.

Analytic continuation of chemical potentials introduces phases in (3.1), which in
principle allow for obstructions to Bose/Fermi cancellations. The Cardy-like limit
is defined as a generalization of the standard hyperbolic limit of the index [58, 59],
or high-temperature Cardy limit, where an appropriate scaling behavior is assigned
to the analytically continued chemical potentials of the theory, so to preserve the
aforementioned cancellations [5, 28]. Typically, one defines a complexified inverse
temperature parameter β, such that

τ =
iβb

2π
, σ =

iβb−1

2π
, (3.10)

where b can be identified with the squashing parameter of the S3 in the underlying
S1 × S3 geometry. While usually b is a real positive number, also complex values
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are allowed. The non-collinearity of τ and σ in this last case is understood as a
twisting of the S3 on the S1 as discussed in [36, 43, 60]. Then, the Cardy-like limit is
defined first by choosing a scaling behavior for the flavor chemical potentials. Such
scaling is constituted of a constant fixed term, crucial for preventing Bose/Fermi
cancellations, and a linear part in β. Then, the limit sends the complexified inverse
temperature β to zero. Within this framework the index (3.1) can be interpreted as
the supersymmetric partition function of the theory3 on S1 × S3 background, with
appropriate twisted boundary conditions for the fields, corresponding to the fugacities
refinements. We make the connection with the underlying geometry explicit by
parametrizing the fugacities as

τ := rω1, σ := rω2, r ∈ R, ω1, ω2 ∈ H. (3.11)

The definition (3.11) explicitly singles out the r parameter, identified with the radius
of the S1 in the S1 × S3 background on which the theory is defined, and the ω1, ω2

squashing parameters for the (possibly squashed) S3. Then, the Cardy-like limit is
understood geometrically as a dimensional reduction of the Euclidean theory along
the thermal circle.

3.2 The Cardy-like Limit of the 4d Index

In order to compute Cardy-like limit of the 4d N = 4 SYM index we parametrize
the flavor chemical potentials as

∆a = ∆̃a + r(∆̂aω1 + ∆̌aω2) ≡ ∆̃a + r∆̄a ∆̃a ∈ R/Z, ∆̂a, ∆̌a ∈ R. (3.12)

Then, the index can be expanded asymptotically as r is sent to zero and expres-
sion (3.8) can be evaluated through a saddle point approach at fixed N . In doing
so, the large N limit behavior can be easily inferred extracting a dominant saddle
configuration, associated to the black hole solution in the dual gravitational theory
[5].

In order to evaluate (3.8) in the Cardy-like limit, we rewrite the index in terms
of an effective action for the matrix model

I =
1

N !

∫ N−1∏
i=1

dui e
S4d(u,∆,τ,σ), (3.13)

where

S4d(u,∆, τ, σ) = (N − 1)
3∑

a=1

log Γ̃(∆a) +
3∑

a=1

N∑
i ̸=j

log Γ̃(uij +∆a) +

3The difference between the two corresponds to a supersymmetric Casimir energy term [61–63].
Being proportional to the radius of the S1, such contribution can be neglected in a Cardy-like limit
evaluation, where a small radius limit is taken from a geometric perspective, dimensionally reducing
the theory on the three-sphere.
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+
N∑
i<j

log θ0(uij) +
N∑
i<j

log θ0(−uij) +

+ (N − 1)

(
log(p; p)∞ + log(q; q)∞

)
, (3.14)

where the special function θ0 is given by

θ0(u;ω) := (e2πiu; e2πiω)∞ (e2πiωe−2πiu; e2πiω)∞ . (3.15)

and we employed (A.11) in appendix A. The index reduces to a sum of contributions
from multiple saddles

I =
∑
u∗

Ilead(u
∗,∆, τ, σ)Zsub, Zsub :=

1

N !

∫ N−1∏
i=1

dδuiIsub(δu) (3.16)

in which we can isolate a leading part, at O(r−2), dependent only on ∆ and the details
of the holonomy saddle u∗, and a subleading term, ∼ O(r0), Isub(δu) emerging as an
effective potential for the matrix model perturbed near u∗. As discussed above, the
Cardy-like limit reproduces the dimensional reduction of the theory as the thermal
S1 is sent to zero. For generic non-zero ∆̃ the whole KK tower of modes for the
matter fields becomes massive and gets lifted as r → 0, while a zero-mode survives
in the vector multiplet and a gapped 3d pure CS gauge theory emerges. When the
size of the S3 is much larger than the size of the S1, correlators at two different
points on S3 are exponentially suppressed and in the limit r → 0 the leading order
description of the theory is captured only by CS contact terms [36]. In the language
of localization the contribution from such contact terms are encoded in Ilead in (3.16).
The sub-leading contribution Zsub encodes the three-sphere partition function for the
topological SU(N)±N theory emerging in the reduction.

The saddle points configurations satisfy the saddle point equations

∂S4d

∂ui

!
= 0 i = 1, . . . , N − 1. (3.17)

While in principle one needs to solve the saddle point equations derived from (3.14),
it is more convenient to compute the leading order saddle-point equations from the
leading-order effective action, as for r → 0 the saddles will converge to the leading
order ones as discussed in [31].

Employing modular properties of the elliptic gamma functions, Jacobi functions
and q-Pochhammer symbols presented in appendix A, we can derive the complete
expansion of the effective action in r from (3.14) up to exponentially suppressed
terms. The leading order term ∼ O(r−2) receives contributions only from matter
fields

Slead = − πi

3τσ

(
(N − 1)

3∑
a=1

B3 ({∆a}) +
3∑

a=1

N∑
i ̸=j

B3 ({uij +∆a})

)
, (3.18)
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where we define {x} = {x̃} + rx̄ ≡ x̃ − ⌊x̃⌋ + rx̄ for any x with x̃ ̸= 0. A set of
solutions to the saddle point equations

∂S4d

∂ui

=
3∑

a=1

N∑
j=1

(
B2({uij +∆a}) − B2({−uij +∆a})

+B2({−uNj +∆a}) − B2({uNj +∆a})
)
= 0 (3.19)

is the so-called family of C-center solutions [64, 65], organized accordingly to the
presence of a discrete one-form symmetry, namely the center symmetry ZN , and its
subgroups [36, 64]

uj =
m

N
+

⌊
j−1
N/C

⌋
− C−1

2

C
j = 1, . . . , N, (3.20)

where m = 0, . . . N
C
− 1 and C a divisor of N .

In the following we will be interested only in the C = 1 case, corresponding to
the saddle point reproducing the black hole entropy. For C = 1, we have N holonomy
configurations with all the holonomies packed at ui =

m
N

for fixed m = 0, . . . , N − 1,
contributing the same to the index in (3.8). The logN degeneracy arising from these
saddles in the entropy function (∼ log I) is due to the index being insensitive to
the presence of global properties of the gauge group, namely it is unable to detect
the action of the ZN center symmetry, mapping different saddles into each other.
Expanding the effective action near vanishing holonomies with ansatz

ui = rλi, ui ∈
[
−1

2
,
1

2

)
(3.21)

the gauge terms and Pochhammer symbols combines to produce the measure for a
three-sphere partition function in the reduction

I =
(p; p)N−1

∞ (q; q)N−1
∞

N !

∫ N−1∏
i=1

dui

∏
i<j

θ0(uij)θ0(−uij) . . . ∼
r→0

∼ e
−πi(ω1+ω2)(N

2−1)
12rω1ω2

N !

∫ N−1∏
i=1

dλi√
−ω1ω2

1∏
i<j Γh(λij)Γh(−λij)

. . . (3.22)

where the dots stand for the matter content, whose contribution depends on the
details of the reduction. Parameterizing the complex chemical potentials ∆a as in
equation (3.12) the matter terms contribute as

exp

(
2πi

(
(N − 1)

3∑
a=1

Q ({∆a}) +
3∑

a=1

N∑
i ̸=j

Q ({rλij +∆a})

)
+O

(
e−

1
r

))
(3.23)
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which can be expanded for small r, generating a leading term ∼ r−2 related to central
charges a, c of the theory and a quadratic Chern-Simons term in the holonomies of
order O(1) in r

exp

(
2πi

(
(N2 − 1)

3∑
a=1

Q ({∆a}) + r2

(
3∑

a=1

Q′′ ({∆a})

)
N∑
i<j

(λi − λj)
2

)
+ . . .

)
,

(3.24)
where Q′′(x) denotes the second derivative of Q(x) with respects to its argument and
the dots stands for negligible terms in the Cardy-like limit at most of linear order
in r. By virtue of the reality of the adjoint representation, the generation of an FI
term linear in the gauge holonomies is prevented.

Upon employing the constraint

3∑
a=1

{∆a} = τ + σ +
3 + n0

2
, n0 = ±1, (3.25)

which follows from the constraint (3.5), and the definition of Q({∆a})

Q({∆a}) = −B3({∆a})
6στ

+ B2({∆a})
(σ + τ)

4στ
− B1({∆a})

((σ + τ)2 + στ)

12στ

+
σ

24
+

τ

24
, (3.26)

we get

exp

(
−πi(N2 − 1)

r2ω1ω2

3∏
a=1

(
{∆a} −

n0 + 1

2

)
− πin0N

ω1ω2

N∑
i=1

λ2
i

+
πi(ω1 + ω2)(N

2 − 1)

12rω1ω2

− πin0(N
2 − 1)(ω2

1 + ω2
2 + 3ω1ω2)

12ω1ω2

. . .

)
, (3.27)

All in all, the index becomes

I = exp

(
−πi(N2 − 1)

στ

3∏
a=1

(
{∆a} −

n0 + 1

2

)
− πin0(N

2 − 1)(ω2
1 + ω2

2 + 3ω1ω2)

12ω1ω2

)
·

· 1
N !

∫ N−1∏
i=1

dλi√
−ω1ω2

e
−πin0N

ω1ω2

∑N
i=1 λ

2
i∏

i<j Γh(λij)Γh(−λij)
, (3.28)

consistently with [21], where the domain of integration of each λi = ui

r
runs over

(−∞,+∞) as S1 shrinks to 0.
The partition function for a pure CS theory on a squashed three-sphere back-

ground can be evaluated exactly in terms of the constrained U(N) CS partition
function

1

N !

∫
dΛ

∫ N∏
i=1

dλi√
−ω1ω2

e
−πin0N

ω1ω2

∑N
i=1 λ

2
i+2πiΛ

∑N
j=1 λj∏

i<j Γh(λij)Γh(−λij)
(3.29)
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giving

ZS3

SU(N)n0N
= ZS3

U(N)n0N

√
−in0 = e

πin0(N2−1)(ω2
1+ω2

2+3ω1ω2)
12ω1ω2 . (3.30)

Therefore, taking into account the N degeneracy of the 1-center saddles due to the
action of the ZN -center symmetry, the final contribution to the index is

I = N exp

(
−πi(N2 − 1)

στ

3∏
a=1

(
{∆a} −

n0 + 1

2

)
+O(r)

)
. (3.31)

3.3 Adding the Defect

The insertion of a maximal Gukov-Witten defect amounts, in the SCI, to couple the
4d theory with the 2d model (2.20) as described in Section 2. The Cartan generators
of the half-BPS algebra can be identified with the ones in 4d and by comparing (2.13)
with (3.1). The dictionary between the fugacities is the following [46]

σ = τ2d, τ =
τ2d
2

− uC , ∆1 =
τ2d
2

+ 2χ− uC , ∆2 =
τ2d
2

+ z − 2χ, (3.32)

where σ, τ,∆1,∆2 are the usual fugacities for N = 4. In a Cardy-like limit approach
for the evaluation of the index we notice that the insertion of such a defect modifies
the original effective action with an order O

(
1
r

)
term

I =
1

N !

N∑
i=1

∫ N−1∏
j=1

duje
S4d(u,∆,τ,σ)+S2d,i(u,∆,τ,σ), (3.33)

where

S2d,i(u,∆, τ, σ) =
N∑
j ̸=i

log θ0(−uij −∆2 + σ;σ)

log θ0(−uij +∆1 − τ ;σ)
+

log θ0(uij +∆3;σ)

log θ0(uij;σ)
, (3.34)

giving rise to subleading corrections to the contribution of the 4d theory and crucially
leaving the saddle-point equations (3.19) unaffected. Therefore, we can still identify
the combined black hole/probe D3-brane system in the gravitational theory with the
holonomy saddle, associated to the sole black hole solution in the unperturbed 4d
theory. This is perfectly consistent with the holographic dual picture, in which a
probe regime for the backreaction of the D3-brane on the black hole background is
considered. In this regime, the backreaction effects are negligible and the insertion of
a probe D3-brane does not spoil the underlying black hole geometry. More generally,
this can be extended to regime of charges beyond the black hole one, where other
gravitational saddles are expected to provide a dominant contribution to the grav-
itational path integral. When the unperturbed dual 4d theory is considered, their
behavior is described by the other C−center solutions to the saddle points equa-
tions or equivalently, in a Bethe-Ansatz approach for the evaluation of the index, by
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the contributions arising from the Hong-Liu solutions to the Bethe-Ansatz equations
[66, 67]. The insertion of a probe D3-brane to such gravitational solutions does not
spoil the background geometry and the identification between C-center saddle points,
in the dual theory, and the combined gravitational system still holds. In section 4
we will discuss how the probe regime manifests in the Bethe-Ansatz approach.

Let us evaluate the effective action (3.34) in the Cardy-like limit near the van-
ishing holonomies configuration defined in (3.21). By employing the asymptotic
expansion for θ0(u;σ), listed in Appendix A, we get

S2d,i ∼ +
πi(N − 1)

(
−2(τ + σ){∆1}+ σ

∑3
a=1{∆a}+ τ

)
σ

+
πi(N − 1)

(
2{∆1}({∆1} − 1)−

∑3
a=1{∆a}({∆a} − 1)

)
σ

+
πi(N − 1)τ(τ + σ)

σ
−

2πi(N − 1)
(∑3

a=1{∆a} − 1− τ − σ
)

σ

N∑
j ̸=i

uij

N − 1

−
∑
j ̸=i

(
log
(
1− e−

2πi
σ

uij

)(
1− e−

2πi
σ

(1−uij)
)

+ log
(
1− e−

2πi
σ

(σ−uij+1−{∆2})
)(

1− e−
2πi
σ

(σ−uij+{∆2})
)

− log
(
1− e−

2πi
σ

({∆1}−uij−τ)
)(

1− e−
2πi
σ

(1−{∆1}−uij−τ)
)

+ log
(
1− e−

2πi
σ

(uij{∆3})
)(

1− e−
2πi
σ

(1−uij−{∆3})
))

. (3.35)

For general values of ∆a = ∆̃a+r∆̄a all the logarithmic terms but one are suppressed
in the Cardy-like limit, assuming ∆̃a ̸= 0. Upon constraining the chemical potentials
according to eq. (3.5) and employing the SU(N) constraint (3.9) we can rewrite the
effective action as

S2d,i =
2πi(N − 1)

σ

3∏
a=2

({∆a} − n) + πin(N − 1)− 2πinN
λi

ω2

−
∑
j ̸=i

log

(
1− e

−2πi
λij
ω2

)
, (3.36)

where we defined n = 1+n0

2
.

Before moving on, we would like to compare our result with the one in the
recent paper [50]. In that paper the authors derived the Cardy-like expansion of the
2d system by introducing a regulator in the asymptotic expansion of θ0(uij;σ) in
terms of polylogarithms

log θ0(uij;σ) =
1

2πiσ

∞∑
r=0

(−1)r
(2πiσ)r

r!

(
Br(1− zij)Li2−r(e

2πiε) +Br(zij)Li2−r(e
−2πiε)

)
,

(3.37)
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so to have a well-defined expression during the manipulations. As far as the leading
behavior of the 2d system is concerned, this is a perfectly fine choice, as the regulator
does not spoil the leading O

(
1
r

)
terms in the effective action and indeed we find

perfect agreement between their and our result, up to this order. The effect of the
regulator only shows up at finite order in r, altering subleading corrections arising
from the 2d model and thus, possibly preventing a clear understanding of corrections
to the large N limit and an EFT interpretation of the Cardy-like limit approach. The
net effect of the regulator is to suppress the logarithmic finite contribution arising
from the asymptotic expansion of log θ0(uij;σ). To properly retrieve subleading
effects in this approach, one would need to properly implement the regulator also in
the 4d theory and include extra O(σ0) effects arising from the vector multiplet of the
4d matrix model, before sending it to zero.

As long as a probe regime for the backreaction of the D3-brane is considered
in the dual theory, we expect the contribution arising from the reduction of the 2d

defect not being able to alter the effective 3d theory arising from the reduction of the
sole 4d N = 4 SYM. In the language of localization this translates into obtaining a
matrix model for the gauge holonomies, expanded near the saddle point, associated
to a pure CS partition function as in (3.28). As a consequence, subleading corrections
to the index in the probe limit from the 2d system can arise only from the expansion
∆ = ∆̃ + r∆̄ in

2πi(N − 1)

σ

3∏
a=2

({∆a} − n), (3.38)

as we will explicitly show below. Plugging (3.36) into (3.33) we get

I =N exp

(
− πi(N2 − 1)

στ

3∏
a=1

({∆a} − n) +
2πi(N − 1)

σ

3∏
a=2

({∆a} − n)

− πin0(N
2 − 1)(ω2

1 + ω2
2 + 3ω1ω2)

12ω1ω2

)
·

· 1

N !

∫
dΛ

∫ N∏
i=1

dλi√
−ω1ω2

e
−πin0N

ω1ω2

∑N
i=1 λ

2
i+2πiΛ

∑N
j=1 λj∏

i<j Γh(λij)Γh(−λij)

N∑
i=1

e
−2πinN

λi
ω2

+πin(N−1)∏N
j ̸=i

(
1− e

−2πi
λij
ω2

) .

(3.39)

We see that the defect deforms the original CS partition function with an extra term.
However, this deformation is only apparent. In fact, let us consider

N∑
i=1

e
−2πinN

λi
ω2

+πin(N−1)∏N
j ̸=i

(
1− e

−2πi
λij
ω2

) (3.40)
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and define zj = e
−2πi

λj
ω2 . Focusing first on the case n = 0, eq. (3.40) can be rewritten

as

N∑
i=1

N∏
j ̸=i

zj
(zj − zi)

=

 N∑
i=1

(−1)N−i

N∏
j ̸=i

zj
∏

1≤k<l≤N
k,l ̸=i

(zk − zl)


( ∏

1≤i<j≤N

(zi − zj)

)−1

.

(3.41)
The last product is simply the Vandermonde determinant up to a sign due to the
reordering of all the columns, while the first parenthesis can be rewritten in terms of
a sum of monomials of degree N(N − 1)/2 of the form

N∑
i=1

(−1)N−i

N∏
j ̸=i

zj
∏

1≤k<l≤N
k,l ̸=i

(zk − zl) =
N∑
i=1

(−1)N−i
∑

σ∈SN−1

sign(σ)
N−1∏
k=1

zN−i
σ(Iik)

, (3.42)

where Ii = {1, 2, . . . , i−1, i+1, . . . , N} and Ii
k is the k-th element of such set. Written

in this way, expression (3.42) is simply the Laplace expansion of the Vandermonde
determinant with an extra sign due to the very same reordering of columns already
mentioned in the denominator. Similarly, for n = 1 eq. (3.40) can be rewritten as,
constraining

∏N
j=1 zj = 1,

eπi(N−1)

N∑
i=1

zN−1
i∏N

j ̸=i (zj − zi)
= 1. (3.43)

where we used the SU(N) constraint
∏N

j=1 zj = 1. Then, the final expression for the
index of the 4d-2d combined system in the Cardy-like limit is

I = N exp

(
−πi(N2 − 1)

στ

3∏
a=1

({∆a} − n) +
2πi(N − 1)

σ

3∏
a=2

({∆a} − n)

)
. (3.44)

In section 4 we will see that this result perfectly agrees with the Bethe-Ansatz eval-
uation of the index in the case of collinear angular momenta τ = σ.

3.4 EFT Interpretation

In [46] an EFT interpretation, along the lines of [36, 37], was given for the case of
equal charges at leading order in N . Such an interpretation uses the U(1) gauge
theory formulation of the defect to reconstruct its contribution to the entropy func-
tion in terms of 2d anomalies. At sub-leading order, in the absence of the defect, a
purely topological gapped CS gauge theory emerges for the massless modes in the
Kaluza-Klein reduction [36, 37]. This contirbution arises in the Cardy-like limit as
a 4d supersymmetric partition function on the squashed S3 [31–33]. In order to
complete this EFT interpretation in presence of the surface defect, it is necessary
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to include its effect in the 3d topological theory. Here we have proved that the CS
partition function (3.29) is left unchanged by the addition of the surface defect. In
the following we will give an EFT interpratiotion of this result.

The reduction of a GW defect wrapping the temporal S1 produces a line defect in
the effective 3d pure CS theory. In absence of the denominator

∏N
j ̸=i(zj−zi) in (3.43),

we see that, when n = 1, the index receives the following sub-leading contribution

eπi(N−1)

N !

∫
dΛ

∫ N∏
i=1

dλi√
−ω1ω2

e
−πin0N

ω1ω2

∑N
i=1 λ

2
i+2πiΛ

∑N
j=1 λj∏

i<j Γh(λij)Γh(−λij)

(
N∑
i=1

e
−2πiN

λi
ω2

)
(3.45)

which defines an N -wounded anti-fundamental Wilson loop insertion in the partition
function of a pure CS theory on a squashed three-sphere with (analytically-continued)
squashing parameters ω1, ω2. More precisely, for purely imaginary squashing param-
eters ω1 = ib and ω2 = ib−1, we have(

N∑
i=1

e−2πNb−1λi

)
, (3.46)

which defines the insertion of a the Wilson loop

Wγ(λ) = TrR exp

(
λ

∮
|ẋ|ds

)
, (3.47)

with lenght ∮
ds = 2πNb−1. (3.48)

Defining the ellipsoid metric on S3 as

ds2 = b2(dx2
0 + dx2

1) + b̃−2(dx2
2 + dx2

3), (3.49)

with

x0 = cos θ cosϕ, x1 = cos θ sinϕ, x2 = sin θ cosχ, x3 = sin θ sinχ, (3.50)

equation (3.46) describes a 1/2 BPS N -wounded Wilson loop wrapping the 1-cycle at
fixed χ on the T 2 in S3, parametrized by χ, ϕ coordinates at θ = π/2, as discussed in
[68]. The appearance of an exactly N -wounded Wilson loop from the reduction of a
Gukov-Witten surface is crucial for a couple of reasons. Firstly, in a pure CS theory
at level-N only the expectation values of pN -wounded (anti-)fundamental Wilson
loops, with p ∈ Z, are non-vanishing. This can be seen more easily in the case of
collinear angular momenta, for which τ = σ and b = 1. In this case the insertion of
a pN -wounded Wilson loop in the partition function of a pure CS theory gives

eiπ(N−1)Z
SU(N)±N

W−N
= NZ

SU(N)±N

CS . (3.51)
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A derivation of this result is presented in Appendix B. Secondly, we expect a symme-
try between the n = 0 case, where the Wilson loop is not present, and the n = 1 case.
In fact, the 4d index cannot detect global properties of the gauge groups and thus it
is insensitive with respect to the action of the ZN center symmetry. In addition, the
insertion of a maximal Gukov-Witten defect introduces sub-leading corrections and
thus it cannot alter this property, as discussed before for the saddle-point equations.
Therefore, only an N−wounded Wilson loop is consistent with the case n = 0, being
uncharged under the ZN symmetry. Let us now reintroduce and discuss the term∏

j ̸=i(zj−zi). As discussed before, the holographic counterpart of a maximal Gukov-
Witten defect is described by a D3-brane in the probe limit. For this reason we
expect the contribution of the defect not being able to alter the EFT emerging from
the reduction of the theory along the thermal S1. This manifests in the presence of

− log θ0(uij;σ) (3.52)

in the 2d model describing the defect, which can be interpreted as a counter-term
suppressing the effects of the Wilson loop emerging in the effective 3d pure CS theory.
It would be interesting to study the fate of the counter-term for other GW defects
in regimes where backreaction effects of the probe D3-brane are not necessarily neg-
ligible.

4 Bethe Ansatz Approach

Motivated by the results just obtained, in this section we provide a derivation of the
index in presence of the maximal GW defect using the BA approach. This technique
was originally used in [6], following the derivation of [69], in order to provide a
derivation of the black-hole entropy at large N beyond the Cardy-like regime. The
result has been shown to be in perfect agreement with the one found by saddle-point
approximation in the Cardy-like limit [31, 64]. We show that the agreement survives
also in the presence of the maximal GW surface defect.

4.1 The Bethe-Ansatz Formula

Here we review the BA formula [7] in the context of 4d N = 4 SYM theory [6], for
equal angular momenta

τ = σ ≡ ω. (4.1)

We start by rewriting the SCI (3.8) in a more convenient way for the forthcoming
discussion

I = κN

∮
R
dN−1uZ4d(u;ω,∆) , (4.2)

where the integral is taken over the region

R =
{
(u1, . . . , uN−1) ∈ CN−1 | Reui ∈ [0, 1] , Imui = 0 ,∀ i = 1, . . . , N − 1

}
(4.3)
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and the gauge holonomies are constrained by (3.9). Then the prefactor κN is given
by

κN =
1

N !

(
(e2πiω; e2πiω)2∞ Γ̃(∆1;ω, ω) Γ̃(∆2;ω, ω)

Γ̃(∆1 +∆2;ω, ω)

)N−1

, (4.4)

with the usual definitions of the q-Pochhammer symbol (3.7) and of the elliptic
gamma function (A.8). The integrand in (4.2)

Z4d(u;ω,∆) =
N∏
i=1

N∏
i ̸=j=1

Γ̃(uij +∆1;ω, ω) Γ̃(uij +∆2;ω, ω)

Γ̃(uij +∆1 +∆2;ω, ω) Γ̃(uij;ω, ω)
. (4.5)

It is important to stress that, in order to have a plethystic expansion of the elliptic
functions, we need to restrict to a certain region of chemical potentials [7]

B = {ω,∆ ∈ C | 0 < Im∆ < 2 Imω} , (4.6)

with ∆ = ∆1, ∆2, ∆1 + ∆2. Then, once we have computed the index, we can
eventually analytically continue the result outside B.
The BA operators Qi are defined as

Qi(u;ω,∆) := e2πi(λ+3
∑

j uij)

N∏
j=1

θ0(uji +∆1;ω) θ0(uji +∆2;ω) θ0(uji −∆1 −∆2;ω)

θ0(uij +∆1;ω) θ0(uij +∆2;ω) θ0(uij −∆1 −∆2;ω)
,

(4.7)
where i = 1, . . . , N and the function θ0 is defined in (3.15). These operators, written
for U(N) gauge symmetry, are restricted to the case of SU(N) by the action of the
"Lagrange multiplier" λ. A crucial property of Qi is that they shift the integrand in
(4.2) as

Z4d(u− δiω) =
Qi

QN

Z4d(u) , ∀ i = 1, . . . , N − 1 , (4.8)

where
u− δiω = (u1, . . . , ui − ω, . . . , uN−1, uN + ω) . (4.9)

Moreover, these operators are doubly periodic, i.e. they are invariant under the shifts

ui 7→ ui +m+ nω , ∀m,n ∈ Z , ∀ i = 1, . . . , N − 1 . (4.10)

As we mentioned above, we can use (4.8) to rewrite the integral representation (4.2)
as

I = κN

∮
C
dN−1u

Z4d(u;ω,∆)∏N
i=1 (1−Qi(u;ω,∆))

, (4.11)

where now we are integrating over the contour C encircling the region

A =
{
u ∈ CN−1|Reui ∈ [0, 1] ,−Imω < Imui < 0,∀ i=1, . . . , N−1

}
. (4.12)
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At this point we can apply the residue theorem and recognize in the zeros of the
denominator the only poles that really contribute. In fact, a priori we should also
consider those poles that come from Z4d. However, it turns out that, for each pole
coming from the gamma functions inside Z4d, either there is a zero of the denominator
of some Qi with higher multiplicity (thus canceling the pole), or such pole is outside
A in (4.12) and thus cannot contribute. Then the poles are obtained by the solutions
of the set of trascendental equations

Qi(u;ω,∆) = 1 , ∀ i = 1, . . . , N , (4.13)

the so called Bethe Ansatz Equations (BAEs).
We are almost ready to write the BA formula but first we need to clarify two

aspects. Firstly, due to the double periodicity of the operators Qi, we can solve the
BAEs on N − 1 copies of the complex torus with modular parameter ω. This means
that the solutions can be grouped into a finite number of equivalence classes [ûi] such
that

ûi ∼ ûi + 1 ∼ ûi + ω , ∀ i = 1, . . . , N ,
N∑
i=1

ûi = 0 mod (Z+ ωZ ) . (4.14)

Secondly, as discussed in the Appendix C of [7], among all the solutions of the BAEs,
there is the subset of all those solutions that are fixed by a non-trivial element of the
Weyl group of SU(N). It turns out that the integrand function Z4d is such that the
contributions from this subset sum up to zero and thus can be discarded. These two
clarifications bring us to define the set

MBAE := {[û] ∈ A | Qi([û];ω,∆) = 1 , w · [û] ̸= [û] , ∀ i = 1, . . . , N , ∀w ∈ SN}
(4.15)

and finally the BA formula is given by

I = κN

∑
û∈MBAE

Z4d(û;ω,∆)H(û;ω,∆)−1 , (4.16)

where H−1 is the inverse of a Jacobian due to the change of variables in the integral

H(û;ω,∆) = det

(
1

2πi

∂(Q1, . . . , QN)

∂(u1, . . . , uN−1, λ)

∣∣∣∣
û

)
. (4.17)

Unfortunately the full set of solutions of the BAEs (4.13) has not been found yet.
However, a subset of solutions is known [6, 66, 67]. Within this subset, one solution,
also known as basic solution,

ûi = ū− ω

N
i , with ū such that

N∑
i=1

ûi = 0 mod (Z+ ωZ) , (4.18)
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reproduces the leading contribution to the index whose logarithm matches with the
entropy function of the dual 5d rotating black hole solution in holography. This
result was first obtained in [6] and then improved in [31]

I
∣∣
basic = NN !κN Z4d H

−1
∣∣
basic =

= exp

(
− πi

ω2
N2

3∏
a=1

( {∆a}ω − n ) + logN +O(N0)

)
,

(4.19)

where n = 1+n0

2
, n0 = ±1, the function { · }ω is defined as

{∆}ω := ∆ +m such that m ∈ Z and 0 > Im
∆ +m

ω
> Im

1

ω
(4.20)

and the auxiliary chemical potential ∆3 in (4.19) such that

{∆1}ω + {∆2}ω + {∆3}ω = 2ω +
3 + n0

2
. (4.21)

We added an extra pre-factor N ·N ! representing the multiplicity of the basic solution,
that can be justified as follows. As we mentioned, we consider only those solutions
that are not fixed by any non-trivial element of SN , but this implies that there is a
multiplicity factor N ! related to the Weyl group action on each solution. Moreover
we observe that, since the BAEs and the index depend only on the differences uij,
we can shift ū 7→ ū + i/N into (4.18), with i = 0, . . . , N − 1, to obtain a set of N
inequivalent solutions giving the same contribution to the index. The shift is chosen
in such a way that the constraint (4.14) always holds. However, this implies that
there is another multiplicity factor N related to these shifts. This is the reason why
the total multiplicity for the basic solution is N ·N !.
Finally we can analytically continue (4.19) outside the region (4.6), so to extend the
result to any ∆∈C such that

Im
∆

ω
/∈ Z× Im

1

ω
, (4.22)

because { · }ω is not defined on these lines, denoted as Stokes lines in [6].
Before continuing to the next sub-section, we make a further comment on the

matching between the entropy function obtained from the Cardy-like limit of the 4d

SCI and the BA approach. Such matching extends beyond the functional agreement
and it relates the saddle holonomies of (3.20) with the Hong-Liu solutions [67]. A
complete discussion of such matching has been done in [64]. We have seen from
the saddle-point analysis in sub-section 3.3, that the holonomy saddles giving rise to
the 5d black hole are not modified in presence of the defect. Here we wonder if a
counterpart of this behavior is realized in the BA approach. In the next sub-section
we will give an affirmative answer to this question by studying the pole of the BA
formula in presence of the defect.
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4.2 The Bethe-Ansatz Formula in Presence of the Defect

The addition of the GW defect modifies the SCI as follows

I =

∫
R
dN−1u Z4d(u;ω,∆)Z2d(u;ω,∆) , (4.23)

where the 2d contribution is given by

Z2d =
N∑
i=1

exp

(
N∑

i ̸=j=1

(
log

θ0(−uij−∆2+ω;ω)

θ0(−uij+∆1−ω;ω)
+ log

θ0(uij−(∆1+∆2)+2ω;ω)

θ0(uij;ω)

))
.

(4.24)
In light of the discussion at the end of sub-section 4.1, we study the feasibility of the
BA approach in this new situation by inserting Z2d in (4.16) as

I ?
= κN

∑
û∈MBAE

Z4d(û;ω,∆)Z2d(û;ω,∆)H(û;ω,∆)−1 . (4.25)

The answer will turn out to be affirmative even if one has to be cautious. The proof
of the BA formula guarantees that there is no contributing pole from Z4d but a priori
we cannot be sure that this still holds when we have Z4dZ2d. In fact, the presence of
poles in Z2d within the region A previously defined in (4.12), could potentially spoil
the result. We rewrite the region in (4.12) as

A =
{
u ∈ CN−1|Reui ∈ [0, 1] ,−Imω < Imuij < Imω,∀ i, j=1, . . . , N−1

}
,

(4.26)
in order to make the next discussion more intuitive.

Recall that, according to [70], the zeros of the θ0 functions are given by

θ0(u;ω) = 0 ⇐⇒ u = m+ nω , ∀m,n ∈ Z . (4.27)

Therefore, from the definition (4.25), there is a pole whenever

(A) θ0(uij;ω) = 0

(B) θ0(−uij +∆1;ω) = 0
⇐⇒

uij = mω ,

uij = ∆1 +mω
∀m ∈ Z . (4.28)

By rewriting
N∏
i=1

N∏
i ̸=j=1

1

Γ̃(uij;ω, ω)
=

N∏
i=1

N∏
i ̸=j=1

θ0(uij;ω) (4.29)

in Z4d, we see that each pole of type (A) is cancelled by the corresponding zero in
Z4d. For poles of type (B), we start by noticing that, since ∆1 ∈ B (4.6), only those
poles with m = 0,−1,−2 can lie inside the region A. Secondly, we recall that inside
Qj there is a term of the form

1

θ0(uji +∆1;ω)
, (4.30)
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hence its denominator is zero whenever

uij = ∆1 + nω , ∀n ∈ Z . (4.31)

However, some of these zeros were formerly used to take care of the corresponding
poles coming from the gamma function in Z4d. In fact,

Γ̃(uji +∆1;ω, ω) =
∞∏
ℓ=0

(
1− e2πi(ℓ+2)ωe2πi(uij−∆1)

1− e2πiℓωe−2πi(uij−∆1)

)ℓ+1

(4.32)

has a pole of multiplicity ℓ+ 1 whenever

uij = ∆1 + ℓω , ∀ ℓ ∈ N . (4.33)

Poles with ℓ ̸= 0 are outside A because ∆1 ∈ B of (4.6). On the other hand, the
pole uij = ∆1 lies inside A, thus we need the corresponding zero of the denominator
of (4.30) with n = 0 to cancel it. Therefore, on one hand we can use the zeros of the
denominator of Qj with n = −1,−2 to cancel the corresponding poles in Z2d with
m = −1,−2. On the other, we lack a further zero to cancel the pole with m = 0.

This is not the end of the story yet. In the proof of the BA formula in absence
of the defect, we chose to restrict the integral to the domain B in order to have a
plethystic expansion of the elliptic functions, and only at the end of computation we
extended the resulting index outside this domain by analytic continuation. In the
same fashion, here we can first restrict the integration on a smaller domain for ∆1,

B ′ = {∆1 ∈ C | Imω < Im∆1 < 2 Imω} , (4.34)

such that the pole of Z2d with m = 0 pops out of A. This allow us to apply the BA
formula because Z2d will not bring new poles contributing to the integral. Finally,
we will extend the result outside B ′ by analytic continuation, when possible.

4.3 Contribution of the Basic Solution

We are now ready to evaluate the index (4.24) on the basic solution of the BAEs
(4.18) in presence of the GW defect. Such computation aims to generalize the result
of [46] which is restricted to the case of equal chemical potentials

∆1 = ∆2 = ∆3 =
2ω − 1

3
. (4.35)

Here we will consider the case of arbitrary ω and ∆1,2,3, with the constraint (4.21).
As a starting point, we compute the following sum

N∑
i ̸=j=1

log θ0(±ûij + v;ω) (4.36)
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Firstly, by using the modular transformations

θ0(u;ω) = eπiB(u;ω)θ0

(
u

ω
;− 1

ω

)
, B(u;ω) = −u2

ω
− u

ω
+ u− ω

6
− 1

6ω
+

1

2
(4.37)

we obtain

(4.36) = πi
N∑

i ̸=j=1

B (±ûij+v;ω) +
N∑

i ̸=j=1

log θ0

(
±ûij+v

ω
;− 1

ω

)
≡ ϕ (v, ω) + φ (v, ω) .

(4.38)
Secondly, focusing on φ(v, ω) of the sum above and recalling the definitions (3.7),
(3.15), we get the following expression

φ(v, ω) =
N∑

i ̸=j=1

∞∑
m=0

log

(
1− w̃ h̃m

(
z̃i
z̃j

)±1
)(

1− w̃−1 hm+1

(
z̃j
z̃i

)±1
)

, (4.39)

where, for compactness, we have defined

z̃j ≡ e
2πi
ω

ûj , w̃a ≡ e
2πi
ω

v , h̃ ≡ e−
2πi
ω . (4.40)

By the Taylor expansion of the logarithm, we obtain

φ(v, ω) = −
N∑

i ̸=j=1

∞∑
m=0

∞∑
n=1

1

n

(
w̃n h̃mn

(
z̃i
z̃j

)±n

+ w̃−n h̃(m+1)n

(
z̃j
z̃i

)±n
)

. (4.41)

Now we evaluate explicitly the following sums on the basic solution (4.18)

An ≡
N∑

i ̸=j=1

(
z̃i
z̃j

)n

, Bn ≡
N∑

i ̸=j=1

(
z̃j
z̃i

)n

, (4.42)

which amount to

An = Bn =

{
−1 n ̸= 0 modN

N − 1 n = 0 modN .
(4.43)

By summing over m, we can reorganize φ(v, ω) in a simpler form

φ(v, ω) =
∞∑
n=1

1

n

w̃n + w̃−n h̃n

1− h̃n
−

∞∑
n=1

1

n

w̃Nn + w̃−Nn h̃Nn

1− h̃Nn
(4.44)

where the first term is convergent if we take

|h̃| < |w̃| < 1 ⇐⇒ Im− 1

ω
> Im

v

ω
> 0 , (4.45)

while the second term, within the region (4.45), vanishes for large N .
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•ω

Re∆

Im∆

Figure 2. The colored region represents the portion of the ∆-complex plane where
∆1,∆2,∆1 +∆2 live in order to have a convergent plethystic expansion. The dashed lines
are defined in (4.22).

The first three terms of Z2d, depending on ∆1,∆2,∆1 + ∆2 respectively, have
the same form of (4.36) and thus we use the result (4.44) to compute them. More
precisely, we first apply the modular transformations (4.37) and then, by the quasi-
periodicity,

θ0

(
u

ω
;− 1

ω

)
= eπiS(u;ω)θ0

(
u

ω
− 1

ω
;− 1

ω

)
, S(u;ω) = 1 +

2u

ω
, (4.46)

we shift by −1/ω the arguments of the two θ0 in the numerator of Z2d, that de-
pend on ∆2,∆1 +∆2 respectively. This further step guarantees the same domain of
convergence for each of these three terms. Hence these terms of Z2d become

1st : +πi
N∑

i ̸=j=1

(B(−ûij −∆2 + ω;ω) + S(−ûij −∆2;ω)) +O
(
N0
)
,

2nd : +πi
N∑

i ̸=j=1

(B(ûij − (∆1 +∆2) + 2ω;ω) + S(ûij − (∆1 +∆2);ω)) +O
(
N0
)
,

3rd : −πi
N∑

i ̸=j=1

B(−ûij +∆1 − ω;ω) +O
(
N0
)
, (4.47)

provided that the chemical potentials are taken in the domain of convergence

∆1, ∆2, ∆1 +∆2 ∈ D ≡
{
∆ ∈ C : Im− 1

ω
> Im

∆

ω
> 0

}
, (4.48)

which is shown in Figure 2. However, because of the quasi-periodicity of θ0, the 2d

defect integrand is invariant under the shifts ∆a 7→ ∆a + n, for any integer n. This
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means that, if we introduce the function [ · ]ω, defined as

[∆]ω := ∆ + n such that n ∈ Z and Im− 1

ω
> Im

∆ + n

ω
> 0 , (4.49)

for any ∆∈C such that

Im
∆

ω
/∈ Z× Im

1

ω
, (4.50)

we can extend the result to the whole complex plane by analytic continuation, with
the exception of the lines (4.50), and get

1st : +πi
N∑

i ̸=j=1

(B(−ûij − [∆2]ω + ω;ω) + S(−ûij − [∆2]ω;ω)) +O
(
N0
)
,

2nd : +πi
N∑

i ̸=j=1

(B(ûij − [∆1 +∆2]ω + 2ω;ω) + S(ûij − [∆1 +∆2]ω;ω)) +O
(
N0
)
,

3rd : −πi
N∑

i ̸=j=1

B(−ûij + [∆1]ω − ω;ω) +O
(
N0
)
, (4.51)

We still have to compute the fourth term of Z2d which requires a different approach

4th : −
N∑

i ̸=j=1

∞∑
m=0

log

(
1− h̃m

(
z̃i
z̃j

))(
1− h̃m+1

(
z̃j
z̃i

))
=

=−
N∑

i ̸=j=1

log

(
1−

(
z̃i
z̃j

))
+ 2

N∑
i ̸=j=1

∞∑
m=1

log

(
1− h̃m

(
z̃i
z̃j

))
.

(4.52)

The second term in (4.52), in analogy with the previous computation, once evaluated
on the basic solution, is given by

2
N∑

i ̸=j=1

∞∑
m=1

log

(
1− h̃m

(
z̃i
z̃j

))
=

∞∑
n=1

1

n

h̃n

1− h̃n
−

∞∑
n=1

1

n

h̃Nn

1− h̃Nn
= O

(
N0
)
, (4.53)

at large N and |h̃| < 1. For the first term in (4.52), notice that, since

xN − 1 =
N∏
k=1

(
x− e2πi

k
N

)
, (4.54)

by factorizing x− 1, we have

xN−1 + · · ·+ x+ 1 =
N−1∏
k=1

(
x− e2πi

k
N

)
, (4.55)

that, for x = 1, becomes

N =
N−1∏
k=1

(
1− e2πi

k
N

)
(4.56)
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and finally we conclude that the contribution we are looking for amounts to

4th : − logN +O(N0) . (4.57)

Collecting our results (4.51) and (4.57), we obtain

Z2d|basic =
N∑
i=1

exp
(
Ψi([∆1]ω, [∆2]ω, [∆1 +∆2]ω)− logN +O

(
N0
))

, (4.58)

where we introduced the function

Ψi([∆1]ω, [∆2]ω, [∆1 +∆2]ω) =

= πiN (−3[∆1]ω+[∆2]ω+3[∆1+∆2]ω)−
2πi

ω
N ([∆1]ω+[∆2]ω−[∆1+∆2]ω)

N∑
i ̸=j=1

ûij+

+
πi

ω
N ([∆1]ω−[∆2]ω−[∆1+∆2]ω) +

πi

ω
N
(
[∆1]

2
ω−[∆2]

2
ω−[∆1+∆2]

2
ω

)
.

(4.59)
Here we can distinguish two cases:

[∆1 +∆2]ω =

{
[∆1]ω + [∆2]ω for Im− 1

ω
> Im

[∆1]ω+[∆2]ω
ω

> 0

[∆1]ω + [∆2]ω + 1 for Im− 2
ω
> Im

[∆1]ω+[∆2]ω
ω

> Im− 1
ω

(4.60)

or equivalently, in a more compact form,

[∆1 +∆2]ω = [∆1]ω + [∆2]ω +
1− n0

2
where n0 :=

{
+1 I

−1 II .
(4.61)

We introduce the auxiliary chemical potential ∆3 constrained as in (3.5) with the
further assumption (4.1) and, because of the properties of [ · ]ω,

[∆ + n]ω = [∆]ω , [∆ + ω]ω = [∆]ω + ω , [−∆]ω = −[∆]ω − 1 , (4.62)

the constraint becomes

[∆1]ω + [∆2]ω + [∆3]ω = 2ω − 3− n0

2
. (4.63)

In terms of these new chemical potentials the function Ψi becomes

Ψi =
2πi

ω
N ([∆2]ω +m) ([∆3]ω +m) +

2πi

ω
Nm

(
N∑

i ̸=j=1

ûij

N − 1
− ω

2

)
, m =

1− n0

2
.

(4.64)
Here one could think that, in case II there is an extra term, suggesting a different
behavior of the D3-brane backreaction. However, once we evaluate such extra term
on the basic solution (4.18), and we sum over j, it is irrelevant. This makes the
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symmetry between the two cases become manifest. This result is the BA counterpart
of what we obtained by computing the subleading term in the Cardy-like limit.

We conclude that

Z2d|basic = exp

(
2πi

ω
N

3∏
a=2

( [∆a]ω +m ) +O
(
N0
))

. (4.65)

In order to compare the result with the 4d term (4.19), we rewrite [ · ]ω in terms of
{ · }ω as

[∆]ω = {∆}ω − 1 , (4.66)

the constraint (4.64) reduces again to (4.21) and the 2d index contribution becomes

Z2d|basic = exp

(
2πi

ω
N

3∏
a=2

( {∆a}ω − n ) +O
(
N0
))

, n =
1 + n0

2
. (4.67)

By combining this result with the 4d term (4.19), we write our final result for the
defect superconformal index

log I|basic = − πi

ω2
N2

3∏
a=1

( {∆a}ω − n ) +
2πi

ω
N

3∏
a=2

( {∆a}ω − n ) + logN +O
(
N0
)
.

(4.68)
This result is in agreement with the one obtained in (3.44) in the limit of small ω.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have studied a setup corresponding to a 5d rotating BH in presence of
surface defects with maximal supersymmetry. From the holographic perspective the
system corresponds to a stack of D3-branes in AdS5×S5 type IIB supergravity with
the addition of a probe D3, extending across both time and the radial direction, while
being wrapped around one compact direction in AdS5 and another on the five-sphere.
We have evaluated the SCI of the corresponding dual field theory, consisting in a 4d-
2d system, namely SU(N) N = 4 SYM coupled to a maximal Gukov-Witten surface
defect. We have used two distinct methodologies to evaluated the index: firstly, by
considering the Cardy-like limit, and secondly by applying the BA approach matching
the two results at large-N for equal angualar momenta. Such regimes correspond
to the large N limit for equal and small angular velocities. In this case we have
extracted the sub-leading logarithmic corrections to the index, that are expected to
capture the leading order effect of the backreaction of the probe D3-brane in the
dual gravitational picture. Furthermore, a three-dimensional EFT emerges from the
calculation: the effective picture corresponds to a sum over the anomalies of the 4d

and 2d system in addition to a pure SU(N)±N topological theory.
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There are many open questions and lines of research left. It would be interesting
to study the coupling with other GW operators. So far only the coupling of the
four-dimensional theory with a maximal GW operator has been extensively studied.
Nevertheless, the possibility of coupling SU(N) N = 4 SYM to GW surface defects
corresponding to other Levi sub-gropus has been discussed in [46]. It would be
interesting to have an explicit analysis of such Levi subgroups for the GW defects
and to understand how this is realized at the level of the SCI by working out the
localization procedure of the coupled 4d-2d system along the lines of what we have
done here.

Another possible extension consists in working out the maximally supersymmet-
ric case for real gauge groups and their connection with the S-duality orbits of SYM.
Although the defect is generally defined by prescribing boundary conditions for the
vector field, a useful approach to include such in the SCI is to consider it as a coupling
of a 2d theory to the four-dimensional one. The standard prescription used here for
the SU(N) case could be extended by considering other Lie algebras corresponding to
USp(2N) and SO(N) gauge groups. From the Cardy-like limit of the 4d/2d system
SCI it would require to study then the saddles, similarly to what was done in [19]
for the pure 4d system. It would also be interesting to study the fate of S-duality for
the USp(2N) and SO(2N + 1) gauge groups in the coupled system.

Another generalization of the analysis consists in understanding the behavior of
the coupled system around different holonomy saddles than the one treated here.
Such saddles admit a holographic interpretation in terms of wrapped D3-brane solu-
tions [11]. Futhermore, an EFT interpretation in terms of orbifold partition functions
has been discussed in [37]. One may wonder the fate of the 4d-2d coupled system
and the role played by the circle reduction of the defect in this case.

While on the Cardy side we have obtained the result for different angular mo-
menta, on the Bethe side we restricted to the case of σ = τ . It would be important
to extend the BA analysis to the case of σ ̸= τ . Indeed, the BA approach is well-
defined also in this more general setup [7] and, when we add a defect, the analysis of
sub-section 4.2 can be generalized, providing a BA formula for the defect SCI. How-
ever, the case of different angular momenta is still an open problem even in absence
of defects [8, 16]. In fact, the contribution of the basic solution itself requires the
evaluation of extra terms that are quite hard to compute. In [16] some of these terms
are obtained, and they do not alter the result at leading order. The recent analysis
of [8] has revealed that some other terms are O(N2), thus they cannot be discarded
in a large-N limit. Moreover, the cancellation among the extra terms is argued by
focusing on the SU(2) case. However, even if these quantities become relevant for
large N , they are always negligible for large angular momenta. Therefore, restricting
to the comparison with the Cardy-like approach, one could estimate these terms in
a double limit of large N and large angular momenta, instead of computing them
explicitly. Such terms are then discarded, upon ensuring that their recombination is
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negligible at leading order in the evaluation of the index. Following this strategy one
could generalize, at least in this double limit, the result obtained here for the defect
SCI to the case of different angular momenta.

A last line of research consists in expanding on the three-dimensional EFT in-
terpretation arising from the circle reduction of the parent four-dimensional theory.
Our analysis suggests the emergence of an N -wound anti-fundamental Wilson loop
from the defect. We expect that a complete analysis of the backreaction of the probe
D3 will require also an explicit construction of an effective 3d-1d system.
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A Special functions and asymptotics expansions

In this appendix we list general properties and the asymptotic expansions of the
special functions used in this work.
The q-Pochhammer symbol is defined for complex z, q with |q| < 1 by

(z; q)∞ :=
∞∏
j=0

(
1− zqj

)
. (A.1)

We can derive an asymptotic expansion for the q-Pochhammer symbol (q; q)∞ by
rewriting it in terms of the Dedekind Eta function

η(τ) := e
πiτ
12

∞∏
n=1

(1− e2niπτ ), (A.2)

and employing its modular properties

(q; q)∞ = e−
πiτ
12 η(τ) ∼

r→0
−πi

12

(
τ +

1

τ

)
− 1

2
log(−iτ). (A.3)

Similarly θ0(u; τ) is defined as

θ0(u; τ) := (e2πiu; e2πiτ )∞ (e2πiτe−2πiu; e2πiω)∞. (A.4)

It satisfies the quasi-double periodicity property

θ0(u+m+ nτ ; τ) = (−1)ne−2πinue−πin(n−1)τθ0(u; τ), m, n ∈ Z (A.5)
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and the inversion formula

θ0(−u; τ) = −e2πiuθ0(u; τ). (A.6)

In addition, we remind the relation between θ0(u; τ) and the Jacobi theta function
θ1(u; τ):

θ1(u; τ) = ieπiτ/4−πiu(q; q)∞θ0(u; τ). (A.7)

The elliptic gamma function is defined as

Γ(z; p, q) :=
∞∏

m=0

∞∏
n=0

1− pm+1qn+1/z

1− pmqnz
, Γ̃(u) := Γ(e2πiu; e2πiτ , e2πiσ). (A.8)

Similarly to θ0(u, τ), also elliptic gamma function satisfies an inversion formula

Γ̃(u; τ, σ) = Γ̃(σ + τ − u; τ, σ)−1, (A.9)

and a quasi double-periodicity relation

Γ̃(u; τ, σ) = θ0(u; τ)
−1Γ̃(u+ σ; τ, σ) = θ0(u;σ)

−1Γ̃(u+ τ ; τ, σ). (A.10)

Using (A.9) and (A.10) together with (A.5) and (A.6) one obtains∑
i ̸=j

log Γ̃(uij; τ, σ) = −
∑
i<j

(log θ0(uij; τ) + log θ0(−uij;σ)) . (A.11)

Exploiting the modular properties of θ0(u; τ) one derives the asymptotic expansion
for small τ

log θ0(u; τ) =
iπ

τ
{u}τ (1− {u}τ ) + iπ{u}τ −

iπ

6τ

(
1 + 3τ + τ 2

)
+

+ log
((

1− e−
2πi
τ

{u}τ
)(

1− e−
2πi
τ

(1−{u}τ )
))

+O
(
e−

2π sin arg(τ)
|τ |

)
,

(A.12)

where
{u}τ ≡ {ũ}+ τ ū, u ≡ ũ+ τ ū, ũ, ū ∈ R (A.13)

and {ũ} = ũ− ⌊u⌋. For small τ ̸= σ, such definition is generalized to

{x} = {x̃}+ rx̄ ≡ x̃− ⌊x̃⌋+ rx̄ (A.14)

for any x with x̃ ̸= 0. To recover an asymptotic expansion for the elliptic gamma
function one can start from the infinite product formula

Γ̃(u; τ, σ) = e2πiQ(u;τ,σ)

∞∏
n=−∞

e
−sign(n) πi

2τσ

(
(u+n

r
− τ+σ

2 )
2
− τ2+σ2

12

)
Γh

(
u+ n

r
;ω1, ω2

)
,

(A.15)
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where Γh(u;ω1, ω2) is the hyperbolic gamma function. As r approaches zero the
infinite tower of KK modes associated with the hyperbolic gamma functions gets
lifted, when u ̸∈ Z, and we get

log Γ̃(u; τ, σ) = 2πiQ({u}) +O(e−1/r) (A.16)

with

Q({u}) = −B3({u})
6στ

+ B2({u})
(σ + τ)

4στ
− B1({u})

((σ + τ)2 + στ)

12στ

+
σ

24
+

τ

24
, (A.17)

and the Bernoulli polynomials

B3(u) = u3 − 3

2
u2 +

u

2
, B2(u) = u2 − u+

1

6
, B1(u) = u− 1

2
. (A.18)

B Wilson loop in pure CS

In this appendix we want to evaluate the partition function of a SU(N)n0N pure CS
theory with an (anti-)fundamental N -wounded Wilson loop insertion, where n0 = ±1.
We start by first recalling the result for the three-sphere partition function of a pure
3d CS theory. The squashed three-sphere partition function of a pure U(N)n0N CS
theory is

1

N !

∫ N∏
i=1

dλi√
−ω1ω2

e
−πin0N

ω1ω2

∑N
i=1 λ

2
i∏

i<j Γh(λij)Γh(−λij)
. (B.1)

We can constrain the holonomies with a Lagrange multiplier to derive the partition
function for the case of SU(N) gauge group:

1

N !

∫
dΛ

∫ N∏
i=1

dλi√
−ω1ω2

e
−πin0N

ω1ω2

∑N
i=1 λ

2
i+2πiΛ

∑N
j=1 λj∏

i<j Γh(λij)Γh(−λij)
. (B.2)

Employing the identity

1

Γh(x)Γh(−x)
= −4 sin

(
πx

ω1

)
sin

(
πx

ω2

)
(B.3)

and specializing to the case ω1 = ω2 we get

ZS3

SU(N)n0N
= e

5πin0(N
2−1)

12 . (B.4)

Let us introduce a Wilson loop operator in the CS theory. The supersymmetric
Wilson loop is defined as

Wγ(σ) = TrR P exp

{∮
γ

iAµẋ
µ + σ|ẋ|dτ

}
. (B.5)
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The localization locus for a gauge theory on S3 is defined by the equations{
Fµν = 0

D = −σ ≡ −σ0.
(B.6)

Thus, an n-wounded Wilson loop insertion in the functional integral modifies the
matrix model arising from localization with a term

Wγ(σ0) = TrR exp

{
σ0

∮
ds

}
= TrR exp{2πnσ0}. (B.7)

Let us compute the partition function of a k-level CS-theory with an n-wounded
Wilson loop in the (anti-)fundamental representation of U(N). Starting from (B.1)
and using the Weyl denominator formula∏

1≤i<j≤N

2 sinh

(
xi − xj

2

)
=
∑
σ

(−1)σ
∏
j

e((N+1)/2−σ(j))xj , (B.8)

where the sum runs over the permutations SN , we get

ZW =
1

N !

∫ N∏
j=1

dλje
−iπkλ2

j

∑
σ1,σ2

(−1)ε(σ1)+ε(σ2)

N∏
j=1

e2π(N+1−j−σ1(j)−σ2(j))λj

(
N∑
i=1

e2πnλi

) (B.9)

Since
(∑N

i=1 e
2πnλi

)
is symmetric under exchange of λi with λj we can freely

relabel variables as before to get rid of one sum over permutations, without spoiling
the result.

We get

Z
U(N)
W =

N∑
i=1

∑
σ∈SN

(−1)ε(σ)
∫ (

dλi e
−ikπλ2

i e2π(N+1−i−σ(i))λi

)
∫ ( N∏

j ̸=i

dλj e
−ikπλ2

j e2π(N+1−j−σ(j))λj

)
=

=(ik)−N/2

N∑
i=1

∑
σ∈SN

(−1)ε(σ)
N∏
j=1

e−
iπ
k
(N+1+nδi,j−j−σ(j))2

(B.10)

Expanding the square

N∑
j=1

(N + 1− j + nδi, j − σ(j))2 =
∑

(x2
j − 2xjσ(j) + j2), (B.11)
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where xj = N+1−j+nδi,j, we isolate a term independent on σ(j) and a term xjσ(j),
which can be rearranged with the Weyl denominator formula after being combined
with the sum over σ.

We get

Z
U(N)
W =(ik)−N/2

N∑
i=1

e−
iπ
k

∑
j(x

2
j+j2)

∑
σ∈SN

(−1)ε(σ)e
2πi
k

∑
j xjσ(j) =

=(ik)−N/2

N∑
i=1

e−
πi
k

∑
j(x

2
j+j2)−(N+1)xj

∏
i<j

2 sinh

(
xi − xj

2

)
=

=(ik)−N/2e−
πi
6k(N(N2−1)+6n(N+1+n))(−i)N(N−1)/2

N∑
j=1

e
2πi
k

jn
∏
m<l

2 sin
(π
k
(l −m+ n(δj,m − δj,l))

)
(B.12)

∏
m<l

2 sin
(π
k
(l −m+ n(δj,m − δj,l))

)
=

=
∏

m<l,m,l ̸=j

2 sin
(π
k
(l −m)

) j−1∏
m=1

2 sin
(π
k
(j −m− n)

) N∏
l=j+1

2 sin
(π
k
(l − j + n)

)
=

=
∏
m<l

2 sin
(π
k
(l −m)

) j−1∏
m=1

sin
(
π
k
(j −m− n)

)
sin
(
π
k
(j −m)

) N∏
m=j+1

sin
(
π
k
(m− j + n)

)
sin
(
π
k
(m− j)

) =

=
∏
m<l

2 sin
(π
k
(l −m)

) N∏
m ̸=j

sin
(
π
k
(m− j + n)

)
sin
(
π
k
(m− j)

)
(B.13)

Then, the final result is

Z
U(N)k
Wn

=(ik)−N/2e−
πi
6k(N(N2−1)+6n(N+1+n))(−i)N(N−1)/2

∏
m<l

2 sin
(π
k
(l −m)

) N∑
j=1

e
2πi
k

jn

N∏
m ̸=j

sin
(
π
k
(m− j + n)

)
sin
(
π
k
(m− j)

) (B.14)

Let us consider the gapped case for the pure CS theory k = N (the case k = −N

goes along the same line). Then, (B.14) is zero unless the wounding of the Wilson
loop is n = pN ,

Z
U(N)N
WpN

=(N)−N/2e−
πi
6 ((N2−1)+6p(N(p+1)+1))e−iπN2/4

(−1)N−1N
∏
m<l

2 sin
( π

N
(l −m)

) (B.15)

Notice that
∏

m<l 2 sin
(
π
N
(l −m)

)
= NN/2 and we get

Z
U(N)N
WpN

= (−1)N−1+p(N(p+1)+1)NZ
U(N)
CS . (B.16)
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When p = ±1 we have
Z

U(N)N
W±N

= (−1)NNZ
U(N)N
CS . (B.17)

Ultimately we specialize to SU(N) by introducing the Lagrange multiplier Λ as in
(B.2), and we obtain

Z
SU(N)k
Wn

= Z
U(N)k
Wn

e−
iπn2

kN

√
ik

N
. (B.18)

We are interested in the case n = −N and k = N :

Z
SU(N)N
W−N

= (−1)N+1NZ
SU(N)N
CS . (B.19)
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