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ABSTRACT: Any four-dimensional Supersymmetric Quantum Field Theory with eight
supercharges can be associated to a monoidal category of BPS line defects. Any
Coulomb vacuum of such a theory can be conjecturally associated to an “algebra of
BPS particles”, exemplified by certain Cohomological Hall Algebras. We conjecture the
existence of a monoidal functor from the category of line defects to a certain category of
bimodules for the BPS Algebra in any Coulomb vacuum. We describe images of simple
objects under the conjectural functor and study their monoidal structure in examples.
As we vary the choice of vacuum, we expect the collection of functors associated to any
given theory to capture the full information of the original monoidal category of lines.
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1 Introduction

Four-dimensional N' = 2 Supersymmetric Quantum Field Theories typically admit
Coulomb vacua whose massless spectrum consists of a free supersymmetric Abelian
gauge theory [1-11]. The Coulomb vacua form a complex manifold B, with singular loci
where extra light degrees of freedom emerge. The gauge couplings of the IR gauge fields
vary holomorphically on B, up to electric-magnetic dualities. The non-perturbative
physical insights encoded in the structure of the Coulomb vacua are crucial for many
mathematical applications of 4D N =2 SQFTs [12-17].

The spectrum of massive particles in a Coulomb vacuum includes special “half-
BPS” particles which saturate a BPS bound linking their mass |Z, (u)| and their gauge
and flavour charge . The “central charge” Z,(u) is a complex linear function of the
charge ~, which is an element of the lattice I' of gauge and flavour charges of the theory.
The BPS bound protects BPS particle from decay away from specific co-dimension one
walls in B where the phases of two central charges align. The theory of wall-crossing
in V' = 2 SQFTs studies how the spectrum of BPS particles jump across such walls of
marginal stability.

In the physics literature, the BPS spectrum was initially known only in a few
examples, collating information about singular loci in B where BPS particles become
massless and the free Abelian low energy description is incomplete. The Kontsevich-
Soibelman wall-crossing formula [18] greatly improved our understanding by providing
a precise recipe for the u dependence of the BPS spectrum.

The KS wall-crossing formula was originally designed to study the properties of
D-branes in Calabi-Yau compactifications of string theory via a quiver description. It
sharpens pioneering work on quiver descriptions of BPS states [19-22]. As many SQFTs
can be engineered from string theory, it was found to apply to BPS particles as well. It
can be interpreted as describing the behaviour of weakly bound configurations of BPS
particles near a wall of marginal stability [23-33].

The formula was also re-derived in the context of SQFTs [17, 34] by looking at the
effect of BPS particles on two quantities:

e The Seiberg-Witten geometry, a.k.a. the Coulomb branch of 3d vacua for a su-
persymmetric circle compactification of the theory.

e The IR behaviour of half-BPS line defects in the SQFT.

The latter perspective can be integrated with the quiver perspective by considering
“framed” quivers [35-38]. This will be an important tool for us.



The KS wall-crossing formula was derived as an equality between different presen-
tations of the character of an “algebra of BPS states”, defined concretely as the Coho-
mological Hall Algebra (CoHA) of a quiver encoding the BPS spectrum [18, 39, 40].

There are strong indications [41] that framed quivers may provide a link between
the IR behaviour of half-BPS line defects and the representation theory of CoHA'’s.
The main objective of this paper is to propose and sharpen the following conjecture:

e Every Coulomb vacuum u gives a monoidal functor RG, from a category of half-
BPS line defects to a category of “bimodules of framed BPS states” for the algebra
of BPS states.

In order to formulate the conjecture more explicitly, we need to recall some definitions.

1.1 Half-BPS lines and the Holomorphic-Topological twist

In physical applications [34, 42-44], the following properties of half-BPS line defects
play an important role:

e Parallel half-BPS line defects can be fused to obtain new half-BPS line defects:
the preserved SUSY prevents singularities from arising in the fusion process.

e Half-BPS lines wrapping the KK circle are BPS order parameters for a supersym-
metric circle compactification of the theory. They give functions on the Coulomb
branch of 3d vacua which are holomorphic in a specific complex structure. We

will denote the affine complex manifold M parameterized by vevs of wrapped
half-BPS line defects as the “K-theoretic Coulomb branch”.

e The fusion of half-BPS line defects map to the product of the associated functions.

e The IR description of half-BPS lines in a Coulomb vacuum u consist of a specific
direct sum of Abelian 't Hooft-Wilson lines. The IR description is compatible
with fusion.

e Upon compactification on a circle, wrapped half-BPS lines map to linear combi-
nations of wrapped Abelian 't Hooft-Wilson lines. This map endows M with the
structure of a cluster variety.

Following [42], we will sharpen these statements with the help of the “Holomorphic-
Topological” (HT) twist of N/ = 2 SQFTs. The HT twist is an operation that maps
an SQFT to a simpler QFT by taking the cohomology with respect to a specific super-
charge. The choice of supercharge presents space-time locally as R? x C and makes



translations in the R? directions and anti-holomorphic translations in the C direction
trivial in cohomology. Many couplings of the original theory become trivial as well.

The half-BPS line defects in the physical theory survive in the twisted theory as
topological lines, say wrapping an R factor in R%2. They can be freely translated in the
second R factor but their position in the C direction matters. We will typically place
all the lines at the origin of C unless otherwise stated, and keep track of the quantum
numbers for rotations of the complex plane around the origin.

By general considerations, such topological line defects in the HT twist form a (dg
or A ) monoidal, Z-graded category. More precisely, topological line defects are objects
in the category and local operators supported on line defects provide the morphisms.
Fusion along the transversal R direction provides the monoidal structure, and C* rota-
tions of C provide the Z grading. The derived nature of this structure is unavoidable
in the context of twisted theories, where everything is defined as the cohomology of the
twisting supercharge.

We expect half-BPS line defects to map to special topological line defects. Indeed,
they preserve twice the amount of supersymmetry that is needed for a line defect to
survive the twist. Although we do not know how to make this expectation concrete
from first principles, we can take inspiration from a rigorous mathematical definition
[45] of a monoidal category KP¢ n, which conjecturally describes the image of half-BPS
line defects in the HT twist of Lagrangian SQFTs whose gauge group is the compact
form of a reductive group G and which has matter fields (hypermultiplets) valued in
T*N for some representation N of G.

This category sits in a bigger dg (triangulated) category as the heart of a t-structure.
Roughly, this means that the Chan-Paton factors one encounters in the monoidal struc-
ture are vector spaces rather than complexes.!

We expect this type of phenomenon to generalize to any NV = 2 SQFT T and thus
denote the conjectural Abelian monoidal category of half-BPS lines as Line[T]. If a
Lagrangian description (G, N) of T is available, we expect Line[T] = KPg n. See [46]
for a comparison at the level of characters of morphism spaces. It is often the case
that the same SQFT admits multiple distinct Lagrangian descriptions (G;, V;). An

"When a calculation is done in the physical theory and involves half-BPS configurations, it will
involve Hilbert spaces which are representations of the physical spin and of the R-charge SU(2)g
symmetry algebra, as well as four super-charges. The twisted description only keeps track of the
Cartan generator of spin, denoted as n, and the Cartan generator of SU(2) g, which defines the ghost
number. A no-exotics conjecture claims that the ground states which contribute to Chan-Paton factors,
etc. carry trivial representations of SU(2)g, in agreement with the mathematical perspective. The
no-exotics conjecture is compatible with other conjectures present in this paper, but is still rather
mysterious. It would be interesting to know how the mathematical formalism could be adjusted to
deal with situations where the no-exotics conjecture might be false.



immediate consequence of this expectation is that KPg¢, n, for different descriptions of
the same SQFT coincide. It would be interesting to test this statement.

Essentially by definition, the K-theory classes of objects in Line, i.e. the elements
of K[Line], represent the KK-compactified line defects. Accordingly, we expect the
mathematically precise version of the second bullet-point above to be that the K-
theoretic Coulomb branch is the spectrum of the K-theory ring:

M = mSpec K[Line] . (1.1)

This expectation holds for the Lagrangian theories: K[KPg | reproduces the BFN
construction of the K-theoretic Coulomb branch, essentially by construction.

It is also useful to consider the K-theory classes that are equivariant under the rota-
tions of C, i.e. Kc+[Line]. Physically, these should represent the half-BPS lines inserted
in Melvin space M, and give a non-commutative deformation of the commutative ring
K[Line]. This “non-commutative K-theoretic Coulomb branch algebra”, which we will
denote as Ay, is an important ingredient of the story. The structure constants contain
the spin quantum numbers of Chan-Paton factors.

This mathematical formalization of UV physics does not include information about
the RG flow or the notion of a Coulomb branch vacuum. This is similar to what happens
to the B-twist of 2D (2,2) SQFTs: the category of D-branes is known to coincide with
the derived category of coherent sheaves, but the effect of RG flows on the category
of branes is poorly understood and challenging to compute mathematically unless a
mirror dual is available.

The bare-bone formalization of the IR behaviour of line defects would be a monoidal
functor (of Abelian categories)

RG, : Line — Linel®, (1.2)

landing in the category LineiR of half-BPS lines in the free Abelian gauge theory that
describes the IR physics in a vacuum u.

The category Linel is easily described. After all, it is just KPg, o, where T, is
the IR gauge group. This is a very simple category, with simple objects LIVR labelled
by an IR electric-magnetic charge v valued in some lattice I',. No IR local operators
can change the gauge charge of the line, and so all morphisms are trivial except for
the endomorphisms, which in turn are independent of v and consist of polynomials in
some fermionic ghosts and their derivatives.



Accordingly, the image RG, (L) is essentially given by the Chan-Paton coefficients?
VL] in
RGu(L) = ®yer, Vyn(Liu) @ q" LI, (1.3)

where we denote as q”LIVR an elementary line assigned spin n. These are denoted as
framed BPS states in physics context.?

This monoidal “fiber functor” RG,, : L — Vi.o(L; u) forgets much about the original
category. Indeed, we do not lose much information by passing to the K-theoretic version
of the map

RGY([L]) = ) dimVy(Liw)q" (LYY (1.4)
v€lY
which only remembers the framed BPS degeneracies dimV.,.,(L;w). This generating
function of framed BPS degeneracies is often denoted as

F. (L)) = Z dimV, (L u) 4" X, (1.5)

where the K-theory classes X, satisfy the quantum torus algebra
Xy Xy = Cl<7’7/>X7+~/ (1.6)

and (v,7') is the anti-symmetric Dirac pairing of charges. The monoidal property
means that
Fy([L - L) = Fu([L) Fu([L]) (1.7)

where - represents the monoidal structure of the category.

We should stress that the original category Line definitely has more information
than its K-theory. For example, the tensor product of simple objects is typically not a
direct sum of simple objects but rather some kind of extension.

This paper explores a possible answer to the question:

e Can we find a “better” family of IR categories and RG functors which captures
all the information of Line?

2To be precise, the Chan-Paton coefficients should carry a representation of some kind of Yangian
algebra for the Abelian HT theory [47], Koszul dual to the fermionic ghosts. We briefly discuss a
related symmetry in Section 2.8 but do not attempt a systematic treatment.

3These Chan-Paton factors are a twist of vector spaces of framed BPS states which have a sharp
physical definition. The discussion about the no-exotics conjecture from the previous footnote applies
here as well.



An answer to this question would in particular give an avenue to compute the category
Line for theories which do not admit a Lagrangian description, as well as verifying
dualities.

We are inspired by the setting of gapped 2D TFTs, where the “Algebra of the
Infrared” formalism [48] builds IR categories that are conjecturally isomorphic to the
categories of boundary conditions or interfaces of the microscopic theory. BPS particles
play a crucial role in the 2D story and we expect them to play a crucial role here as
well.

Accordingly, we introduce an “algebra of BPS states” A,, perhaps in the sense
of [49], exemplified by the Cohomological Hall Algebra [18] H(Q, W) of a quiver @
with superpotential W.* This is the algebra of BPS states for a SQFT which arises
from String Theory, where BPS particles are D-branes whose dynamics is encoded in
H(Q,W). In Appendix B we will attempt to give a more direct physical definition of
Ay

We then define a collection of A,-bimodules By, and conjecture that the map
RG, : L — Br., (1.8)
is actually the object-level part of a monoidal functor into the category of A,-bimodules.
We present two pieces of evidence for our proposal:

1. The proposal “works” at the level of K-theory. Namely, we argue that the By,
can be written as

BL;u == VL;u & Au (19)

as right A, modules, and all our vector spaces are graded by the gauge and spin
charges in such a manner that

Vi = By V(L u) . (1.10)

Then
Brw®a, Brraw = Vi @ Vi, @ Ay, (1.11)

compatible with eq. (1.7).°

4The positive subalgebra of the quiver Yangian defined in [50] can be viewed as the equivariant
version of the spherical CoHA, see [51, Sec. 5.2]. For general quiver and potential, the relation between
the ordinary CoHA and the equivariant version is subtle; however, as we will see later, for the 2-acyclic
quivers that are the focus of the current paper, one can simply set all the equivariant parameters in
the equivariant spherical CoHA to zero to obtain the ordinary one, see Appendix A.

5Here we are glossing over an important “Heisenberg grading” that will be discussed in the main
text.



2. We verify in simple non-Lagrangian examples that the tensor product of By, bi-
modules indeed can be written as an extension of By,,,’s, and that the structure of
the extensions is compatible with the existence of functors from an u-independent
category.

In the process, we will propose a sequence of refinements of the conjecture by constrain-
ing the types of bimodules and morphisms which can appear as images of RG,.

1.2 Future directions and missing links

A companion paper will test the existence of monoidal functors from KP¢ y for simple
G and N.

A traditional way to “improve” a fiber functor is to include information about the
action of the algebra of endomorphisms of the fiber functor itself [52]. This is the idea
of Koszul duality [53], which was used to great effect in other twisted theories [47, 54].
Despite tantalizing hints that the algebra of endomorphisms should be a “double” [55]
of the CoHA A,, we haven’t been able to bring this strategy to fruition yet.

Another related, incomplete circle of ideas that was an important motivation for
this work concerns the “Schur index” of the 4D theory and its IR presentation. The
Schur index can be understood as a graded Witten index for the space of local operators
of the HT twisted theory. The Schur index can be modified by line operator insertions to
compute what is essentially a graded Witten index for the space of morphisms between
two line defects.

The Schur index of any theory which admits a Coulomb vacuum can be recon-
structed from the spectrum of BPS particles in that vacuum and from the framed BPS
indices of the line defects [56, 57]. The formula has a form familiar from 2D: it appears
to combine the naive morphisms in Line!® with a count of “fans” of BPS particles
emanating from a point with slopes controlled by the phases of their “central charges”.

Accordingly, one may hope to build an “IR description” of Line by formalizing the
notion of fans of BPS particles and a way to compose them. A previous work [58]
suggested that spaces of “half fans” comprised of BPS particles emanating out in an
half-plane could be recovered from A, via Koszul duality. Again, a consistent procedure
to double the space of half-fans to a space of fans eluded us.

In 2D, half-fans give the endomorphism algebra of a generating object in the cate-
gory of boundary conditions. Interfaces can be described alternatively as bimodules for
the algebra of half-fans or its Koszul dual, if available. This somewhat contrived path
may lead one to study A,-bimodules, as we do. We hope that the correct formulation
of the category of CoHA bimodules we study in this paper will make contact with IR
formulae for the Schur index.



2 The Cohomological Hall Algebra as a model BPS algebra

The relation between the Cohomological Hall Algebra of [59] and 4D N = 2 SQFTs is
surprisingly subtle. To the best of our knowledge, the connection can only be justified
if the 4D theory T can be engineered as the low energy description of a string theory
“compactification” on a non-compact Calabi-Yau manifold Y that is a fibration of
ADE singularities. Then the BPS particles in a given vacuum u are associated to the
cohomology classes on moduli spaces of compact stable D-branes in Y and a “BPS
algebra” A, can be tentatively defined from cohomology classes of semi-stable objects.

We will now describe the BPS algebra in this context and formulate properties
which we expect to hold in general.

2.1 Quivers and Superpotentials

The definition is formalized by encoding D-branes as representations of an auxiliary
quiver @), with superpotential W,. We will drop the u subscript for now.

The underlying vector space of the CoHA H(Q, W) is defined as an equivariant
cohomology of semi-stable quiver representations. In physical terms, this should be the
space of supersymmetric ground states for a generic collection of D-branes described
by the quiver. The product is defined via pull-backs and push-forwards of cohomology
classes along certain correspondences, defined as moduli spaces of extensions of quiver
representations. In Appendix B we elaborate on the potential physical interpretation
of the product.

The superpotential W plays an important and difficult role in the story. Fortu-
nately, the detailed construction of the CoHA with superpotential will not be needed
in the following, as long as the following conjecture holds true:

o If (Q,W) is infinitely mutable in the sense of [18, 60] reviewed below, H(Q, W)
is actually independent of the choice of W. Furthermore, it coincides with the
“spherical part” sH(Q) of H(Q,0), which has a simple algebraic description.

Accordingly, whenever we refer to the “CoHA” in the rest of the paper, we are actually
referring to sH(Q) as a conjectural stand-in for H(Q,W) for an infinitely mutable

(@ W).

2.2  Quivers and Mutations

As we have now mentioned the notion of quiver mutation, it is a good time to discuss the
role of quiver mutations in the physics of BPS particles. First, an important conjectural
constraint:



e The “BPS quiver” that appears in the description of the algebra of BPS states
in any 4D N = 2 SQFT has no loop of length 1 or 2, namely, it is an 2-acyclic
quiver.

With this constraint, a mutation u; of a quiver ) with superpotential W at a node 1 is

an operation which produces a new quiver obtained from @ by a sequence of moves:°

e Flip all arrows ending or starting at the node 1.

e Add a new arrow from node j # i to node k # ¢ for each pair of arrows from j to
7 and from 7 to k.

e Remove any pair of arrows producing a loop of length 2, so that the constraint
that there is no loop of length 2 remains true.

e Modify the superpotential accordingly, in a manner we do not need to describe
here.

The mutations may be obstructed if the superpotential W misses certain terms. Ref-
erence [60] proves that there exist sufficiently generic superpotentials W such that any
arbitrary sequence of mutations can be executed, as long as () has no loops of length 1
and 2. We call such a pair (@), W) infinitely mutable. Whenever W is not mentioned,
we assume that it is generic and thus infinitely mutable.

In the infinitely mutable setting, mutating twice at a node i returns the original
quiver. Mutations at adjacent nodes do not commute. Starting from a quiver @), we
can generate a whole groupoid [@] of quivers related by mutations.

The role of the quiver mutations in the physical setting is that the BPS quiver @,
precisely jumps by mutations as we move around the space of vacua and cross certain
walls of marginal stability. Accordingly, we will get a family of distinct BPS algebras
sH(Q.,) associated to the same SQFT.

2.3 Stability conditions and walls

In order to describe wall-crossing phenomena, we need to introduce the notions of the
charge lattice and stability conditions.

At every Coulomb vacuum u of a SQFT, we have a lattice I', of flavour and gauge
charges, equipped with an anti-symmetric integral Dirac pairing:

(0.0) : T, > 7Z. (2.1)

6See [61] for an online tool to perform quiver mutations.

— 10 —



The lattice T', is locally constant, but undergoes monodromies as u is transported
around the singularities in the 4D Coulomb branch B.

The stability conditions are controlled by the central charges Z,(u), which define a
linear map I', — C. The central charges are locally holomorphic and non-vanishing on
the non-singular part of B. In the rest of the paper we will never really need to refer
directly to u: only I' and Z, enter our considerations. We will thus drop any reference
to u in the following.”

A “chamber” in the space of stability conditions is a connected region in which

e arg Z, are all distinct for non-collinear charges populated by BPS particles and

e Im Z, is non-zero for charges populated by BPS particles.

We will denote the co-dimension one loci where either condition fails as walls of marginal
stability of the first or second kind, respectively [18]:

e The spectrum of BPS particles can jump across walls of the first kind, but the
BPS quiver (@, W) and thus the BPS algebra A remains unchanged.

e The BPS quiver (Q, W) undergoes specific mutations across walls of the second
kind, but the spectrum of BPS particles remains unchanged. On the other hand,
the framed BPS degeneracies for line defects can jump.

The jumps in the two types of BPS spectra are governed by specific wall-crossing
formulae [17, 18, 34]. We will review below and in Section 4 the interpretation of
wall-crossing formulae in the context of CoHA’s.

In general, we expect the BPS spectrum to be encoded in a BPS quiver (Q, W)
when all of the BPS particles with Im Z., > 0 can be described as bound states of a finite
collection of “elementary” hypermultiplet particles. Denote the individual charges of
such particles as 7; € I' and collectively as a vector 4 of charges. In particular, all
populated charges with Im Z, > 0 are non-negative linear combinations of the ;.

The nodes of the BPS quiver correspond to the elementary particles and are thus
labelled by the ; charges. The number of arrows between nodes is uniquely determined
by the Dirac pairing:®

Vi, vi) =i = jl— 17 =1 (2.2)
if we assume the absence of cycles of length 1 and 2. Equivalently, i — j| = (y4,7;)
when the latter is positive, or 0 otherwise. The collection of ; in I" thus gives us directly

"In general, not all values of the central charges occur in B. Accordingly, not all possible quiver
mutations will occur along B [62]. The implications of this fact are unclear.
8Note that the sign convention here is the opposite to that in [27].

- 11 -



the BPS quiver (), and we equip it with a generic infinitely-mutable superpotential.
We will denote a BPS quiver ) with specific v; labels as a labelled quiver.

Next, we can describe how the BPS quiver mutates across a wall of marginal
stability of the second kind. The only way a populated central charge can hit the
real axis is if it is the central charge Z,, of an elementary particle. Across the wall,
the anti-particle with charge —v; becomes an “elementary” particle, and the roles of
elementary particles and bound states get re-shuffled.

The new quiver across the wall is obtained from (Q, W) by a mutation at i. The
specific reorganization of the elementary particles depends on whether Z,, is along the
positive or negative real axis. Accordingly, the new labels 7’ are related to the old ones
by a “tropical cluster transformation”, and depending on the sign of Z,, at the wall,
we have two distinct versions u?/ ™ of the mutations of a labelled quiver:

pis o vi=—v and yy=vy+li—gly (2, <0),
po o v=—m o and Y=+l =iy (2, >0). (2.3)

These transformations are compatible with the arrow mutation rules: namely

Vi) = — Vi)
Vv = (o) + 13 = illi = k[ = |k = illi — 4],

for both ,u?/ ". For the same i, the two mutations p? and uF are inverses of each other,
and the square of a mutation only changes the labelling of a quiver, by the Lefshetz

monodromy:
1 g Y =5+ Vo)
pes s v = — e ) (2.6)

2.4 Heisenberg grading and Kontsevich-Soibelman spectrum generator

The CoHA H(Q, W) and many other vector spaces which we will encounter are equipped
with an Heisenberg grading. This is a grading by '@ Z such that under tensor products,
the gradings (v, r), (7/,r’) of the factors combine into a grading

Y+ 1+ () (2.7)

for the tensor product. Equivalently,

(V ® W)’y,’l” = @’Y/GF,T’IEZV'Y/,T/ ® W7*7/7T*T,+<'Y,'Y/> . (28)

- 12 —



The Heisenberg-graded vector-spaces with finite-dimensional graded components form

a monoidal category Vect?ei.9

Then the CoHA H(Q, W)
e is an algebra in Vectp® and

e is supported on non-negative linear combinations of the 7; and non-negative spin.

An element of Vecti® has an equivariant character

XV)=>"> dimV,,q X, . (2.9)

vel' rez

As long as the X, multiply as quantum torus generators (1.6), we have
X(V@W) =x(V)x(W). (2.10)

We define the Kontsevich-Soibelman spectrum generator S as the character of the
CoHA:1°
S=x(H(Q,W)), (2.11)

which is a formal power series in the quantum torus algebra and in q. We expect that
8 = \(sH(Q, W) (2.12)

for BPS quivers. This is indeed the case in the examples we checked.
The component H, , of the CoHA with charge

y=a-7=) nmv (2.13)

consists of the cohomology classes of quiver representations with rank n; at node 7.

9There is a subtlety which we have ignored in this paper but may become important in future
work. We are actually working with super-vectorspaces and the Grassmann parity of a twisted tensor
product may involve a Grassmann parity shift by (y,+’) modulo 2. Accordingly, we should perhaps
define a monoidal category sVect3® which includes the Grassmann shift and work with algebras over
sVecthe

Tmportant notation warning: in other papers on this topic we usually refer to this expression
as S1, reserving the symbol S for the expression which enters directly in the Schur index. We
apologize for possible confusion, but including an inverse power in every formula grows tedious and is
notationally heavy.
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2.5 Harder-Narasimhan filtrations and factorization

The reason for the name “stability condition” for Z is that the phase
arg Zs.5 (2.14)

can be used to assign a “slope” to a quiver representation with rank n; at node 7, and
define a notion of stable and semi-stable quiver representation.

The general theory of Harder-Narasimhan (HN) filtrations of the category of D-
branes has crucial implications for the structure of the CoHA A away from the walls
of marginal stability:

e Consider a primitive non-negative linear combination ~ of the v; and its non-
negative multiples kv. The cohomology classes of stable objects with these ranks
give a sub-algebra S, of the CoHA H. If there are no stable objects, the sub-
algebra consists of the identity only.

e There is a (non-canonical) PBW-like basis of H of the form

H=]]s. (2.15)
ol
where the product is taken over all populated primitive charges 7 in the clockwise
order of the slopes of Z, (i.e. in the decreasing order of arg Z,), namely S, is to
the left of S., in (2.15) if arg(Z,,) > arg(Z,,). We also denote this as a “PBW
factorization” of the algebra.

Accordingly, we also obtain a “PBW factorization” of the spectrum generator:
S=T1]x(s,) (2.16)
7

The Wall Crossing Formula simply states that S remains invariant across the first kind
of walls of marginal stability, even though the order of the primitive charges and the
form of the individual x(5,) factors jump across these walls.

Now, suppose we approach a wall of marginal stability of the second kind, where
Z., becomes real for a node i. Then the factor S,, appears either leftmost (when
Z,, < 0) or rightmost (when Z,, > 0) in the CoHA factorization. The form of this
factor is independent of the quiver: it essentially involves representations of a quiver
with a single node and no arrow. It is an infinite exterior algebra with generators el!
of spin 2n + 1 and charge ~;:
S, = A'[e(()i), egi), egi), e (2.17)

(3
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The character of S,, is the (fermionic) quantum dilogarithm

oo " 0o qnz
m=0 n=0 ’ n

Accordingly, before the wall, we have

p

(X,,) [ﬁ X(Sv)] Zy, <0
S=< . (2.19)
[H X(55) | ©(X5,) Zy, >0,

where v > 7; means that argZ, < argZ,,. Then the main claim about quiver mutations
is that after the wall we have

[H x(Sy)

Y>i

(X)) Z, <0

S = (2.20)

(X5, [ﬁ X(S“/)] Zy > 0.

\ Y<Yi

The reader might object to having two different formulae, as the CoHA is deter-
mined by the quiver, which mutates in the same manner independently of the sign of
Z,,. The sign, though, affects the choice of the tropical cluster transformation that
gives the labels 7/ of the nodes in the new quiver, see (2.3). Fortunately, the two final
expressions are formally related by conjugation by a theta function ®(X.,)®(X_,,),
which precisely shifts

X, = X (2.21)

Vi) Vi )
compensating for the difference in the two tropical cluster transformations.
We will see explicit examples at the end of this Section.

2.6 Spherical CoHA and Spherical Shuffle Algebra
The collection of generators el associated to single-node sub-algebras S, of the CoHA
H plays an outsized role in our analysis. Following [59], we define the Spherical CoHA
sH(Q) as the sub-algebra of H(Q,0) generated by the el

Notice the absence of the superpotential W from the definition! As a consequence,
sH(Q) only depends on the data of the 7; charges in the charge lattice I' and ignores
all the intricacies of some potential string theory construction realizing the 4D theory

of interest. It is ready-for-use for any theory for which we can identify the collection
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of elementary particles in some vacuum. In the rest of the paper we will assume a
non-trivial conjecture:

e The Spherical CoHa sH(Q) coincides with H(Q, W) for infinitely mutable .

Reassuringly, in all the examples we look at, the sH(Q) algebra enjoys the factorization
and wall-crossing properties expected for H(Q, W).

The CoHA H(Q,0) has a straightforward combinatorial presentation as a Shuf-
fle Algebra Sh(Q), which we will describe momentarily. Thus sH(Q) can be simply
presented as the spherical part of Sh(Q).

The Shuffle Algebra description generalizes the familiar description of an infinite
exterior algebra as an algebra of anti-symmetric polynomials in any number of variables
and coincides with it for a one-node quiver.!

The shuffle algebra Sh(Q) is an algebra in Vectlgei, supported on non-negative
integer combinations 77 - 7 of the v; charges labelling the nodes of the quiver ). As
vector spaces, the graded components Sh((Q).5, are defined as spaces of polynomials
in a collection of auxiliary variables s; ,: the index ¢ runs over the nodes of the quiver
and the second index is valued in @ = 1,---n;. The polynomials are anti-symmetric
under exchange of any pair of variables s; 4, s;; associated to the same node.'?

We denote the shuffle algebra element associated to a polynomial p(s) in n; variables
as

[Pl - (2.22)

Physically, each node of the quiver represents a type of D-branes/BPS particle of charge
7i, and the s; , variables can be reasonably interpreted as the positions of n; indistin-
guishable particles in the C direction of the HT twist. The polynomial is an holomorphic
analogue of a wavefunction. See Appendix B for details.

The spin grading of [p]z receives three contributions:

2degp+ Y n?—> nanli — j|. (2.23)
% 2,7

Equivalently, Sh(Q);.5,» consists of polynomials of degree

1 . .
5 (r—Zn?—i—anﬂz%ﬂ) . (2.24)
i 1,5

UThis is no coincidence: the GL(n)-equivariant cohomology setting used to define the CoHA is
equivalent to the singlet sector of a Matrix Quantum Mechanics, which is well-known to match a
fermionic Fock space.

12The standard definition uses symmetric polynomials, related to ours by a product of Vandermonde
factors for each node.
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We also assign a Grassmann parity y . n; to [pls, consistent with our physical interpre-
tation.

The product in Sh(Q) is defined as follows. Consider two shuffle algebra elements
described by polynomials p;(s™)) and py(s) of (1) and 7® variables respectively.
First define an auxiliary factor

fac(s), s) = (=1)Ze T T (00, = st (2.25)

1,j a1,a2

Then the shuffle product of p;(s™M) and py(s?) is defined as

1 (5™ - [2(s®)]zen = | D () (Fac x py x p2)(3(s)) : (2.26)

—

G 7D 4 7(2)

where the sum runs over a collection & of shuffles
€ (Sn(}) X Sn(z))\sn(1)+n(2) , (2-27)

() (1)

ic» On which

which partition each sequence of variables s;, into two sets S;. and s;

fac(s™M, s@)p; (sM)py(5?) is evaluated. The overall sign

e(@) =[] e(ov) (2.28)
i
ensures that the final answer is anti-symmetric under permutations of the s;, for each
node ¢. The definition of this shuffie product is of course compatible with the Heisenberg
grading.

We have included the overall sign (—1)%i>i %Vn” in our definition of fac, see (2.25),
to be consistent with our Grassmann parity conventions, so that in the absence of an
arrow between two nodes the corresponding el generators anti-commute. The sign
requires a choice of ordering on the nodes of the quiver; different choices can be related
by a sign redefinition of p(s) and give the same Shuffle algebra Sh(Q). We can readily
compute the character of the shuffie algebra:

mn]\zﬁj\

qZZ Z
Z Xis. (2.29)
(4% 0%)n,

We are actually interested in the Spherical Shuffle algebra A = sH(Q), i.e. the
sub-algebra of Sh(Q)) generated by the single-node fermionic elements

e ) = [Sﬁl]ﬁ with n; = (51'73' . (230)
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(Recall that we denoted the fermionic sub-algebra generated by the e,(f) for some i as
S,,.) More generally,

L {C}zebt sgnb:| ) with n; = k?(sm‘ . (2-31)

Finally, it is also useful to introduce generating functions

e(i)(z)z{ ! L 0 =i (2.32)

2= 81

We can compute the products of generators for different nodes. If (v;, ;) > 0, then

) . 1 1
e’ (w)e™ (z) [ P— _SﬂL Mg = Oik + Ojk (2.33)

and on the other hand
1 1

2= 8,1W— 551

e(i)(z)e(j)(w) = { (si1 — sj,l)“_’j} ne =0k + 05 (2.34)

i
This allows us to express el as a linear combination of efi}eif,) with n’ +m’ =

n+m+ |i — j|: explicitly,

li—Jl
eDeld) =3 (=1l e (,7%) > 0. (2.35)
k=0

This exchange relation is often written as
e (2)eD (w) + (2 — ) (w)e®(2) ~ 0, (Vi,75) >0, (2.36)

where ~ means up to regular terms. This is the h; — 0 limit of the e — e relations
from the corresponding quiver Yangians, see (A.5).

According to our conjectures, the spectrum generator should be reproduced by the
character of the spherical shuffle algebra:

S = x(sH(Q)), (2.37)

and should behave correctly under the mutations of ¢). This statement is generically
far from obvious, with a class of exceptions we discuss momentarily.
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2.7 Ordered spectra

A particularly simple situation is one where the nodes of the quiver can be totally
ordered so that |¢ — j| = 0 if ¢ < j. This condition prevents loops in the quiver, so
W = 0 necessarily and H(Q,W) = H(Q,0) = Sh(Q). We expect sH(Q) = Sh(Q) from
consistency with our general picture.

This is indeed the case: any shuffle algebra element can be written as a product of

e,(:) such that no non-trivial fac factors appear:

Sh(Q) = ][ S (2.38)

where the product is taken along the order of the nodes, so that egj ) comes before e,(f)

This is also the PBW factorization of sH(Q) = Sh(Q) = H(Q,0), associated to a
matching total order of arg Z,,. Accordingly,

§=x(sh(@) = ][ o(x5). (2.39)

Intuitively, the total order condition on the quiver prevents the formation of bound
states between the elementary particles when the phases of Z,, are ordered appropri-
ately.

It is important to observe that this PBW basis consists of products of el)’s only
and thus the pairwise exchange relations (2.35) are sufficient to characterize the whole
algebra and do computations without referring to the underlying shuffle algebra de-
scription. This will not be the case when loops are present: extra relations will appear
beyond the quadratic exchange relations.

However, we emphasize that the knowledge of S for an ordered quiver () is sufficient
to reconstruct S for all quivers in the mutation class [@], some of which may well have
loops. This provides a candidate & for many quivers, which can be tested against
X(Sh(Q)). We will do so in several examples.

2.8 Extra symmetries

We have discussed Sh(Q) as an algebra in Vecty®.

extended symmetry algebra which is present in the problem.

We will now briefly discuss an

Formally, the shuffle product is compatible with a transformation:

[pla — [pH H fi(si,ai)] (2.40)

i a;=1
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for some power series
f(s) =14 fis+ fas® + - (2.41)

Infinitesimally, we can define derivations d, ;, acting as

(lizl

dig = [pls — [p > sﬁai] (2.42)

These shift the spin charge by k.

We can denote the combination of the usual Heisemberg grading and these extra

symmetry transformations as T'};(0).'3

3 Examples of spherical CoHA sH(Q)

In this Section we discuss quivers associated to the two simplest rank 1 Argyres-Douglas
theories [6], which are the main example employed throughout the paper.

3.1 The A; quiver

This example was the main test case in [58]. It describes the BPS spectrum of the
simplest Argyres Douglas theory. The quiver has two nodes and a single arrow between

them:
@—’—@ (3.1)

The nodes of the quiver are totally ordered, leading to a PBW factorization in an
appropriate chamber

In particular, (y;,7v2) = 1.

A = H(Ag,0) = sH(A,) = Sh(4y) = 8., 5., . (3.2)

3.1.1 Decorated mutation orbits

The A, quiver is mapped back to itself by a mutation at either node, up to a permu-
tation of the nodes. If we include the effect of mutations (and the permutation) on
charge labels, we have:

B N =m+%, Yo =M,

m: =, V==,

1 M=, Vo =M,

py: =, Yo =N+ (3.3)

131f the ~y; do not generate I', we are adding some extra symmetry generators which act trivially on
the algebra.
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3.1.2 Spectrum generator and chambers
The above PBW factorization gives an explicit expression for the spectrum generator

S =0(X,,) B(X,,). (3.4)

The famous pentagon relation for the quantum dilogarithm gives an alternative expres-
sion

S= (I)(X%)(D(X%-&-w)q)(sz) . (3~5)

which is known to describe the BPS spectrum in a different chamber in the space of
vacua, where the relative order of argZ.. is permuted.

We will discuss momentarily the candidate PBW factorizations of A associated to
this chamber. First, we can discuss the behaviour of the spectrum generator under
mutations:

e Recall that uJ should remove a ®(v;) factor from S from the left. We should
thus compare

S = (I)(XM) CI)(X71+V2) (I)(X”/z) )
S = (I)(X“/H-’m) (I)(X’h) q)(X—’Yl> (36)

which indeed agrees with the action of 7 on the node labels.

e Recall that p? should remove a ®(v;) factor from S from the right. We should
thus compare

§ = B(X,,) B(X,,).
8= (X)) B(X,,) (3.7)

which indeed agrees with the action of 49 on the node labels.

e Analogously, for uJ

S'= CI)(X%) CI)<X—W2) : (38)

e Finally, for p9

S = (I)(X“ﬂ) (I)(X’Yl+'72> CI)(X’YQ) )
S = (I)(X—’YQ) (I)(X’Yl) (I)(X’YH-’YQ) (39)

which indeed agrees with the action of p; on the node labels.
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Concretely, the algebra A is generated by the modes e and el?) associated to the
two nodes of the quiver. The exchange relations take the form

VD) = o) — el (3.10)

In the shuffle algebra language, that follows from

n m n m 1
[51,1](170) : [32,1](0,1) = [(51,1 - 52,1)31,132,1](1, 1) — egnzrle(l) 7(71)61(1+)1 (3'11)

The PBW basis which arises from the total order takes the form

H e . H e = [+ det Sy all det S az](km) (3.12)

all

A candidate “three factor” PBW basis

A=8,5 115, (3.13)

exists but, curiously, is not unique. The product e(() ) e(()) cannot be re-written in the

opposite order and is thus a candidate for the first generator e(()w) in Sy, 4, It can be

completed to a fermionic sub-algebra S, 1, in two distinct ways:

(12) _ (2) (1)

€ =€ € >
e,(cm = e,(f)eél) . (3.14)
For example,
2 1 1
(e ei)(erer)) = e el el (3.15)

which is anti-symmetric in k£ and . e with the first definition can be rewritten into

12 2
67(1+7)n - 6 + Z n+m kel(€ )1 ’ (316)

and satisfies the exchange relations with e

Zenl-an kek 1>
ell (2 Z) . (3.17)
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(12)

Similarly, e;, ™ with the second definition can be rewritten into

67(7}03-)71 = 61(12)6%) - Z el(ﬁl—)legl-n—k ’ (318)
k=1

and satisfies

12 2
67(12)65712) = - (Z - ) 61(71+)n7k61(€7)1a

k=1 k=1
Pl = =3 eV el (3.19)
k=1

H el(i) el TTe?. (3.20)

To check the equivalence between (3.12) and (3.20), one applies iteratively the original

exchange relations (3.10), (3.16) (or (3.18)), and the exchange relations between e~
(1,2)
and ey, .

3.2 The Az quiver and its relatives

This three-node quiver and its mutation orbit [As] describes the BPS spectrum of the
next simplest AD theory and illustrates nicely the difference between Sh and sH in the
presence of loops.

The Az quiver

O—C0—® (3.21)

encodes charges ; whose non-zero Dirac pairings are

(11,72) = (72,73) = 1. (3.22)

This pairing has an obvious kernel vy = v; + v3: a flavour charge in the underlying
physical theory. This charge is actually the Cartan generator of an SU(2) symmetry
of the theory, which is somewhat hidden in this chamber.

Since the quiver is ordered, we have a simple canonical PBW basis

sH(A3) = 55,50, (3.23)
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with the corresponding spectrum generator

5(As) = B(X,,)(X,,)B(X,,) (3.24)

An application of the pentagon identity gives two other useful expressions for the
spectrum generator:

S(A3) = CI)(X’YS)(I)(X’H)(I)(X%-&-Vz)(I)(X’m) = (I)(XW)(I)(XW-&-%)(I)(X%)q)(X’Yl) ) (325)
corresponding to the PBW bases
SH<A3) = 5“135%5714-"125% = 872872-&-%873871 : (3'26)

Here S, 1, is generated by

e(12) = @l (3.27)
which satisfies (3.18), (3.19), and
e(eld) = el — e el!?). (3.28)
Similarly S,,1,, is generated by
el®) = 683)67(12) , (3.29)
which satisfies (3.16) and (3.17) with the relabelling 1 — 2 and 2 — 3, and
eQe) = eVel) — el (3.30)

Since ®(71) and ®(v3) commute, these three expressions are enough for us to follow
the spectrum generator across the six possible mutations of the labelled A3 quiver:

e A mutation of Az at the first node, followed by 1 <+ 2 relabelling of the nodes,
gives the A:(f) quiver

(3.31)
with
(1,72) = (n,73) = 1. (3.32)

The flavour charge is now 75 = 73 — 72 and the second and third nodes play a
symmetric role. This agrees with the underlying SU(2) symmetry of the theory.

This quiver is also ordered. The resulting expression for the spectrum generator
S(A57) = B(X,)P(X,,)0(X,,) (3:33)

matches the mutation image of the A3 spectrum generator (3.24).
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e A mutation of A3 at the third node, followed by 2 <+ 3 relabelling of the nodes,
gives the A§3) quiver

(3.34)

with
(7:73) = (v2,78) = 1. (3.35)
Similar to the previous case, this quiver is also ordered, with the spectrum gen-

erator

S(AY) = B(X,,)B(X,)8(X,,), (3.36)

again matching the mutation image of the Aj spectrum generator (3.24). The
first and second nodes play a symmetric role, corresponding to the underlying
SU(2) symmetry of the theory and v = v — 2.

e A mutation of Az at the second node gives the A, quiver

(3.37)
with
(11:72) = (2, 13) = (13m1) =1, (3.38)
which has a loop and an associated corresponding cubic superpotential.

Because of the loop, this quiver is not ordered. However, the spectrum generator

can be computed via mutation:'*

S("Zl?) = CI)(X’YQ)CI)(X%)(I)(X%-F%)(D(X%) : (340)

14Tt may seem surprising that the obvious Zsz symmetry of the quiver is not manifest in the spectrum
generator, but some pentagon identities can fix that. E.g.

S(AQ) = (I)(X’Yl)(I)(X71+72)q)(X’Yz)(b(X’hﬁL’m)q)(X’Ys) = CI)(XM)q)(X’th’Yz)(b(X’YS)(I)(X"/z) : (339)
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We do not know how to prove directly that this is indeed the character of
SH(Ag), but we have computed by hand the dimensions of the graded compo-
nents SH%k(AQ) for small values of the charges and found agreement with the
above expression. We have also identified two candidates for the fermionic gen-
erators in Sy, {,:

s3]0y and  [s5,]010) (3.41)

and tested the first few entries of the expected PBW basis

sH(Az) = 5,,5, 5554+35s - (3.42)
We can also compute
6(()3)682)681) = 553) - sgl) : (3.43)

and thus find an extra cubic relation beyond the quadratic exchange relations

683)6(()2)6(()1) + 6((]2)681)683) + 6(()1)6(()3)682) =0. (3.44)

The collection of mutations relating the quivers can be depicted schematically as

&) o

Framed BPS states and CoHA bimodules from framed quiv-
ers

A potential physical strategy to describe the IR behaviour of line defects is to mimic the

quiver description of BPS particles and represent framed BPS states as bound states of
an “elementary” IR 't Hooft-Wilson line defect with the “elementary” BPS particles.

It is often the case that a line defect can be identified, at least formally, with a very

massive particle in a larger theory that reduces to the original theory below that mass

scale. The elementary 't Hooft-Wilson line defect can be identified as a very massive
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elementary BPS particle in the IR description of such an ambient theory. This suggests
that the same mathematical technology which describes the BPS spectrum in terms
of bound states between elementary BPS particles should apply to the framed BPS
spectrum as well [35-38].

This strategy will give candidate framed BPS degeneracies for any charge ~, of the
elementary IR line defect. It is generally believed, but not proven, that for each vacuum
u, there will be a one-to-one correspondence between half-BPS UV line defects L and
the “tropical charges” 7, (L; u), which mutates by tropical cluster transformations across
walls of marginal stability. Our goal is to promote this correspondence to a monoidal
functor RG,,.

It was proposed that a BPS quiver description of the framed BPS spectrum will
involve a “framed” version () P of the BPS quiver (): we add an extra non-dynamical
“framing” node % of rank 1 representing the extra very massive BPS particle and specify
the numbers of arrows

fi= (i = I il = i — # (4.1

that are connected to the new node *. We also include a new superpotential W, which
we assume to be infinitely-mutable and can treat it as before.

If we treat (Q 2 Wf) as a standard quiver with potential, we can build a CoHA
H(Qp, Wy), conjecturally equal to sH(Qf)."” This algebra is graded by an extended
charge lattice I' @ Z>o..

The n, = 0 subspace H(Qz Wp)r is expected to coincide with H(Q,W). It is
certainly the case that

SH(Q) = sH(Q)r - (4.2)

We immediately learn a remarkable fact: the n, = 1 subspace

H(Qp W)yt (4.3)

should be equipped with the structure of an H(Q, W)-bimodule!

The extended CoHA H(Q B Wf)p encodes properties of BPS particles of the formal
ambient theory. The H(Q 7 Wf)%&p subspace encodes properties of BPS particles which
contain a single copy of the very massive elementary BPS particle. If we remove the
contribution from the position s, ; of that particle, we should obtain a reduced space

15The standard conjectural route to the framed BPS spectrum in a CoHA context is to give a
separate notion of stable framed representations of (Q, W) [63-65]. We will follow a slightly different
route with a greater algebraic payoff. As a comparison, we will review in App. A how to reproduce the
(unrefined) framed BPS degeneracies using the so-called quiver Yangian algorithm [41, 50, 66], which
produces modules (instead of bimodule) from the data of framed quivers.
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H(Q, W; f) that is still a H(Q, W)-bimodule and encodes properties of framed BPS
states for some half-BPS line defect.

We will momentarily describe explicitly this reduced version

sH(Q; f) = sH(Q )y r (4.4)

as an sH(Q)-bimodule. We will also adjust some signs in the definition for later conve-
nience.
We will also illustrate how the Harder-Narasimhan filtrations of H(Q, W)r allow

one to define vector spaces V(Q, f(L)) such that

VAQ, (a(L;u), 7)) (4.5)

can be identified directly with the framed BPS degeneracies V(L;u) of an half-BPS
line defect L. Then

Br., = sH(Q; (v:(Ls u), 7)) (4.6)

will be our candidate image RG, (L) of L in a monoidal category of CoHA bimodules.

4.1 Shuffle bimodules

In order to define the collection of Sh(Q)-bimodules Sh(Q; f), we simply restrict the
formulae for Sh(Q)7) to the sector n, =1 and set to zero the corresponding variable in
the shuffle algebra description, i.e. s,; = 0.

The bimodule is defined in terms of polynomials in s; , as for the algebra and we use
the standard formulae for the shuffie product to define the left and right multiplication,
say in Koszul conventions where the framing node is last. The factors which appear in
the left and right actions are

facy (s HH |1—>*|fac (1) (2))’
facg(s HH ‘*_”‘fac( M 52y (4.7)

respectively.'6

16There are several possible choices of signs which could be included in this expression. Typically,
they can be understood as twisting the left- or right- actions by some automorphisms of the algebra
inherited from its grading. For example, one may want to have (—8;’232>‘*_>j |'in the second line,
which twists the right action by (—1){=?). These choices affect some details of the tensor product

calculations. We discuss this in examples and leave a full analysis to future work.

— 928 —



We need to define a Heisenberg grading of Sh(Q); f) This follows the usual rules
but is valued in a torsor I' + 7, with formal inner product

Yoo 7 = fi = = (Vi 1) - (4.8)

We will sometimes denote v, as f, especially if we do not yet want to choose a specific
image v, in I".
A generic element of the bimodule is denoted as [p]z, with spin grading

2degp+ Y ni = mngli = j| = > m(li = |+ [x — ). (4.9)
i @] %

We also assign a Grassmann parity » ., n; to [p]z. Finally, we also use the notation
b= [1], € Sh(Q; f). (4.10)

Incidentally, simply by adding two separate framing nodes to a quiver (), we obtain
a map of bimodules:

— —

wrp o Sh(Q:f) ®sn Sh(Q; ) — Sh(Q: f + ). (4.11)

defined by the shuffle product with factor
facg (s H H |Z—>*| H H \* “ilfac(sM), s . (4.12)

This map is natural in a convention where (v.,~.) = 0. Otherwise, we may want to
shift the grading of the tensor product and the map will hold up to this degree shift.

The character of Sh(Q; f) is readily computed as

5 2in
\(sh@: ) =3

7204, nangli—d] =30, na(Ji—x]+x—il)

IT;(a% a?)n,

4.2 Spherical shuffle bimodules

—

We can define analogously the collection of sH(Q)-bimodules sH(Q; f) generated by
b € Sh(Q; f) by acting with e,(;)’s from the left and from the right.

(4)5

The interaction between the e, ’’s and b involves straightforward exchange relations:

bey) = el ;b fi>0,
bep) , =elb £ <0. (4.14)
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As usual, extra relations will appear in the presence of loops in the framed quiver.
Observe that the map 77 7 defined above may fail to map

sH(Q; f) @anio) sH(Q; 1) — sH(Q; f+ f), (4.15)

as it might land outside the spherical part of the Sh(Q); f + f?’ ) bimodule. Instead, we
can only say that sH(Q; f—i— f7) is a subspace of the image of Tyl a subspace of
a quotient of the tensor product sH(Q; f) Rst() sH(Q; 7). We will do better with the
help of PBW bases momentarily.

The tensor products of the spherical bimodules have a rich tensor structure, which

is the main topic of this paper. We now detail the conjectural properties of sH(Q; f)
which follow from analogous conjectural properties of sH(Q f).

4.3 Mutations of framed quivers

As we mutate the quiver (Q at the node i, we can also mutate () 7 at the same node.
The framing arrows will be manipulated accordingly to give a new framing Q/f/ of the
new quiver Q'

fi=~1,
fi=fi+ =il = gl =i —illi =« (4.16)

A sequence of mutations of () and vertex relabeling that gives back @ will typically
act non-trivially on f. We give three illustrative examples here.

e For () = Ay, the 1-node quiver with no loop, a mutation at the unique node acts
as a reflection f; — —f;.

e For () = A,, the 2-node quiver with one arrow from the first node to the second

one, a mutation at the first node followed by relabelling of the nodes gives back
@ with
fi = fo + max(f1,0), fo=—/. (4.17)

This transformation, famously, has period 5 and organizes the lattice of f charges
into Zs orbits.

e Starting from (f1, f2, f3) in the A3 quiver, a mutation at the first and last node
together with relabelling gives

f{ = —f3 s fé = fg + max(fl, 0) + min(fg, 0) s f:g = —f1 y (418)
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which is a Z, transformation. On the other hand, a mutation at the middle node
followed by a mutation at the last node together with relabelling gives

fi = —fa + max(fs + max(fy,0),0),
fo = —f3 —max(f,,0),
f5 = f1 + min(f2,0) + min(f3 + max(fs,0),0), (4.19)

which is a Zs transformation. This Zg symmetry group generates the orbits of
framed quivers.

4.4 PBW bases, factorizations, and mutations

The Harder-Narasimhan filtrations of the semi-stable representations of () 7 and the
factorization of the associated CoHA imply a factorization of the associated bimodules.
If we choose the stability condition on the framed node appropriately, we can obtain
the factorizations in which the bound states with the framing node are at one end or
the other:

H(Q; ) = V(Q; f)sH(Q),
H(Q; f) = sH(Q) V°(Q; f). (4.20)

In other words: sH(Q; f) is freely generated as a right- or a left- sH(Q) module. The
graded components V’r SH(Q) and VO LSH(Q) “at the origin” of the torsor consist of b
only. More generally, for every phase 19 in the upper half plane that is distinct from
the phases of populated central charges, we have the factorization

fis|vien|fls] o

<9 >0

V(@ f)

where v < 6 means argZ,, > 6 and vice versa. Again, the graded component V?(Q; f) Fo
consists of b only. We expect V?(Q; f ) 7, to also admit a definition in terms of “stable
framed representations of (Q, W)” [65] but we will not explore this idea here.

As all of these expected factorizations come from the same structure in sH(Q f~),
the factors S, that appear in the sH(Q, f) bimodules should coincide with those that
appear in the corresponding factorization of sH(Q): although the latter is not canonical,
it should at least be possible to make the same non-canonical choice for all the bimodules
simultaneously.
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The factorizations in (4.20) and (4.21) lead to the corresponding factorizations of
v (sH@: ) = Fr@: )
¥ (sH(Q: 3) = SF(Q: ).
(@; f

(@) = [T ves

<9
where F7™(Q; f), etc. are “monic” power series in the quantum torus algebra with

the characters:

\_/l

f) [H X(Sv)] : (4.22)

y>9

non-negative coefficients.
Finally, if we mutate (), we get a prediction for how the characters y (SH(Q; ﬂ) and

X <sH(Q’ ; f’ )) are related: in the same manner as S and S’ More precisely, whatever
quantum dilogarithm factors are removed from the left and added to the right of S,
or vice versa, will be stripped from the left and added to the right of x (sH(Q; f)),

or vice versa. From now on, we will often only give the expressions for V7™ (Q); f) and

F™(Q; f), and define

—

VQ:H=VQ ), F@f)=F(Qf). (4.23)

— — — —

The expressions for VO(Q; f) (or V9(Q; f)) and F°(Q; f) (or F?(Q; f)) can be derived

similarly.

Chasing definitions, we reach the final statement:

—

e Depending on the sign of Z,,, a mutation relates F'(Q); f) and F(Q'; f’) via con-
jugation by ®(X,,) or ®(X_,,)~".

Concretely, we have
O(X,) Xy = Xy @(*07 X)), (4.24)

which can be rewritten as

O(X,) Xy (—a9Xy; q2)<%7’> = X, (X)) (v,7") =0,

(X)) Xy = (04X 9%) (yry X (X)) (4.25)

)
\2\
AN
=)

which can then be used to mutate F(Q; f).

The transformation rules of the F(Q); f) across the walls of marginal stability are
the same as the wall-crossing formulae for the characters Fp of framed BPS states

— 32 —



—

of half-BPS line defects. Indeed, in a slightly different guise, the V(Q; f) have been
proposed as the quiver description of framed BPS degeneracies for a line defect of
tropical charge ..

We should comment briefly on the meaning of ¢ as well. The phase ¢ is the phase
of the central charge of the very massive BPS particle we added to the system. When
this BPS particle is identified with a line defect, 1 determines which half of the SUSY
charges is preserved by the line defect. It is generally expected, but not proven, that
half-BPS line defects defined for some value of 9 can be continuously deformed to define
line defects for other values of ¥, so that one may discuss framed BPS degeneracies as
a function of . These would coincide with V?(Q; f).

4.5 Tensor products and factorization

We can add an extra layer of structure by looking at the tensor product of bimodules:
thanks to the factorization, we have

SH(Q; f1) @i SH(Q: fo) = VI(Q; 1) @ V(Q; f2) sH(Q) (4.26)

so that
X(SH(Q; f1) ®sng) SH(Q; f2)) = F(Q: L)F(Q: f2) S (4.27)
This implies the analogous expressions for all 4.
On the other hand, we know that at the level of K-theory

FrFyo=Frg. (4.28)
That means that the identification

Fr = F(Q, (%(L),7)) (4.29)

is compatible with the product in K-theory. This motivates a basic form of our main
conjecture:

e There is a monoidal functor

RG, : Lines — sH(Q) — Bimod, (4.30)

—

mapping simple objects L to sH(Q; (7.(L),7)).

If we take into account the actual common PBW factorization of the bimodules,
we can do a bit better. The tensor product of two factorized expressions

acvas ® a_v'al, (4.31)
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can be recursively simplified by bringing a- factors to the right and a_ factors to the
left. Ultimately, this allows one to always write it as a.v ® v'a’,. Effectively, this gives
a PBW factorization of sH(Q; f1) ®Rsu() sH(Q; f2) for all .

We can thus refine our conjecture. We expect that it should be possible to define a
monoidal category sH(Q) — Bimod"®W of “PBW-bimodules”, which admit compatible
PBW factorizations for each ¥ and only include morphisms which are induced from
morphisms of the V'’s.

We refine our conjecture to:

e There is a monoidal functor

RG, : Lines — sH(Q) — Bimod™®" (4.32)

—'

mapping simple objects L to sH(Q; (7.(L),7)).

The PBW factorization of the tensor product simplifies the analysis of 7 P Indeed,

TV @VAL) = dcry 5 (VO V)AL (4.33)
so we would only land outside sH(Q; f + f') if 777 (0 ® ') lands outside.

Concretely, the framed BPS degeneracies are readily computable if the framed

quiver can be ordered: then
Fﬁ(Q; f) = Xv* (434)

for ¥ corresponding to that ordering, and there is a canonical PBW basis involving
ordered products of e,(;)’s and b. Then mutations allow one to compute F(Q; f) for
other quivers and framings in the same orbit as an ordered one.

The bimodules that we have defined in this section also enjoy the obvious action of
the I'};(O) symmetry algebra, which commutes with the bimodule action. Our tensor
product decompositions are also compatible with the I'yj;(O) action.

We are thus led to the final form of our conjecture:

e There is a monoidal functor
RG, : Lines — sH(Q) — Bimodﬁg\?‘(]o) : (4.35)

mapping simple objects L to sH(Q; (7«(L),7)), and involving a category of bimod-
ules that is both T'}j;(O)-equivariant and compatible with PBW factorizations.
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5 Framed BPS degeneracies, factorizations, and tensor prod-
ucts for the A; quiver

The example of a BPS quiver with a single node is already rather interesting. The
minimal option for a theory described by such a quiver is the theory of a single free
hypermultiplet, with no gauge fields. This option has the disadvantage of not allowing
any interesting half-BPS line defects. In order to allow for interesting defects, we can
instead consider SQED;: a U(1) gauge theory coupled to a single hypermultiplet. This
allows us to consider non-trivial 't Hooft-Wilson line defects.!”

The 4D Coulomb branch of the theory has two chambers. If we pick one of the two
as a reference, denoting by v; the gauge charge of the hypermultiplet with Im Z,, > 0
in that chamber, the second chamber is reached by a mutation of the node and the
elementary charge is —v;. The full charge lattice can be identified as I' = Z2, with only
the second factor being populated by BPS particles: ~; = (0,1). We define a pairing
((a,b), (c,d)) = ad — be.

The 't Hooft-Wilson line defects L,,. of the theory are labelled by a magnetic
charge m and an electric charge e. The specification of an electric charge for the line
defect is a bit ambiguous. The choice we make has the property that v, = (m,e) is the
tropical charge of the line defect in the reference chamber. If we move to the second
chamber via the mutation uJ or u, the tropical charge will change accordingly.

Notice that the original free hypermultiplet theory has a Zy symmetry v — —7;1.
The lift of this symmetry to the gauge theory is a bit subtle: we can define the lift either
as uT or u, but neither choice squares to 1. Instead, it squares to a shift e — ¢ + m,
for 9 and uT, respectively.

The algebra of equivariant K-theory classes [Ly, | is generated by the Wilson lines
[Lon] = [Loa]™ for integer n and the 't Hooft lines [L; o] and [L_; ], which satisfy

[Li10][Loa) = q72[Loa][L10]
[L1,0][L1,0) = [Loo] +a™[Loa] - (5.1)

In Lines, the sum of two terms on the right hand side is lifted to a short exact sequence:

0— qL(),l — Ll,O . L,LQ — L070 — 0,
0— L070 — L—l,O . LI,O — q_lLOJ — O, (52)

17A potential issue is that the theory is not UV free, so it should be understood as an effective
description of a more complicated theory. This does not appear to obstruct the mathematical defi-
nition of the corresponding category KPc+ ¢ and thus of the candidate Line category, nor the CoHA
calculations.
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where we have used powers of q to denote shifts in the equivariant spin grading. We
have obtained these formulae from KPc« ¢, but we use opposite conventions for the
order of the composition with respect to the reference [45] and include the equivariant
spin grading. Finally, these relations are compatible with the lifted Zy symmetry

Lig— L1, L_ 10— Lip, Loy — Lo,—1. (5.3)

5.1 Framed quivers and BPS degeneracies

We have a single node, with the exchange relation

{en ) em} =0. (54)
The framing is captured by either |« — 1| = f; > 0 or |1l — %| = —f; > 0. Both types
of framed quivers are ordered.
e In the latter case,
qu)(X’Yl) :qu)<X71)' (55)

Dropping some unnecessary signs, we can describe the bimodules as the span of

b [H eka] : (5.6)

vectors of the form

with the exchange relation
(% b= bek_fl y (57)

following from (4.14).

e In the former case,

qu)(X%) CI)(X’Yl)Xfa (58)
le.
fi—1
Fr=Xp [J (04 X5,a® 720 = (—qX,,;9%)p X (5.9)
m=0

Dropping some unnecessary signs, we can describe the bimodules as the span of

[H eka] b, (5.10)

a

vectors of the form

with the exchange relation
6k+f1b:b€k, (511)
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following from (4.14). The exchange relation does not allow one to bring the
generators e, with & < f; to the right of b. The best we can do is the PBW basis

corresponding to
1T eka] b, (5.12)

0<ka< f1

Vi =

which indeed has character F7 (5.9).

The known framed BPS degeneracies of L,,. agree with F, _(,, ), in agreement with
the tropical charge. In particular, F1g = X0+ Xy, and F_; o = X_; satisfy the
correct K-theoretic relations

FiioFpo=1+q"Fy;. (5.13)

We are led to conjecture the existence of a monoidal functor RG mapping L, . to
the bimodule with ~, = (m,e) and thus f; = m. In order to test this conjecture, we
compute tensor products of By, corresponding to v, = (£1,0).

The tensor products are easily computed:

e By ®4 B_; is the most interesting. Let us denote the b’s in the two modules as
b1 and b_; to avoid confusion. b; ® b_; commutes with all the e;’s except for e,
which cannot be brought across it. On the other hand

eobl & b_1 - bl X b_16() (514)

anti-commutes with all the e, generators. We can denote the sub-bimodule of
By ®4 B_; generated by this element as qX,, A, as it differs from A by one unit
of spin and Grassmann parity as well as one unit of v; charge. If we quotient
By ®4 B_; by qX,, A, then we can allow ey to go across b; ® b_; and we get
another copy of A:

0—=9gX,, A= B ®4B1—>A—-0. (5.15)

This is a neat categorification of the F}F_; product. Crucially, the extension is
non-trivial.

e B | ®4 By is a bit less interesting. b_; ® by commutes with all the e, generators
whereas b_; ®egb; anti-commutes with all the e, generators. Therefore they define
sub-modules isomorphic to A and q~* X, A, respectively. The tensor product is
a direct sum:

Bi®@sB=A®q'X, A. (5.16)
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The analysis generalizes easily:
[ ] If f and f, have the same sign, FfFf/ = Ff+f/ and Bf ®A Bf/ = Bf+f/.
e If not and f is negative, we get a direct sum of shifted copies of By, .

e If not and f is positive, we get an extension of the same collection of shifted
copies of By .

We conclude that the functor RG remembers the extension in Ly - L1 but not the
extension in L_y9 - L.

We could repeat the analysis in the second chamber, but it is easier to employ the
Zs symmetry (5.3), which permutes the two chambers. Then we see that in the second
chamber, the functor RG remembers the extension in L_; - Ly but not the extension
in Lig-L_yp.

In conclusion, the monoidal structure we found is compatible with the existence
of two monoidal functors Lines — sH(A;) — Bimod, one per chamber: each functor
“detects” one of the two non-trivial extensions and forgets the other. Together, they

detect the whole extension structure.'®

6 Framed BPS degeneracies, factorizations, and tensor prod-
ucts for the A, quiver

The AD theory associated to the As BPS quiver has a Zs global symmetry which is
spontaneously broken on the Coulomb branch. The line defects accordingly belong to
Zs orbits. As Zs acts on the Coulomb branch, the tropical charges of line defects in
each Zs orbit are related by a judicious sequence of mutations and so are the framed
BPS degeneracies.

We expect Zs to be a symmetry of the monoidal category Line for the theory and
in particular to respect tensor products. As we lack a gauge-theory description of Line,
we cannot directly predict the structure of tensor products. We can, though, compare
RG images of Zs orbits of tensor products.

18 Amusingly, this match has the shape of a Koszul duality: the Lines calculations roughly employ
interfaces in a B-model on the product of infinitely many copies of C, which can be described as co-
herent sheaves but also, via Koszul duality, as bimodules for an infinite-dimensional fermionic algebra.
It would be interesting to develop this point further.
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6.1 Zs Orbits of Framed Quivers

Concretely, we can generate a Zs orbit by the combination of a mutation at the first
node and permutation of the two nodes of the Ay quiver. We start the mutation
sequence from an ordered framing with both framing charges negative:

f=1[ma, —m1 —ma], (6.1)

where m; 5 > 0, and each mutation is w.r.t. node 1 and followed by an interchange
of 1 <» 2. The first three framings are ordered, while the last two have a closed loop.
Here and below we write f in square brackets to avoid confusion with the corresponding
charge

Ye = fon1 — five = (fo, = f1) (6.2)
inl' = Z’}/l + Z’}/Q.

Note that the collection of tropical charges populates the whole I' as we vary m;y
and my, except for v, = 0. They are expected to be in one-to-one correspondence with
the simple UV line defects L%,m, with @ = 1,---5. We can denote the identity line
defect as Lg .

We can write directly the framed BPS degeneracies for these tropical charges for
the ordered cases and then obtain the remaining two via mutations:

Flomy—ma) P (X2 ) R(X5,) = Xiopmy,—ma) P(X5,) R(X,)
F[_m%ml}@(XW)@(X%) = (p(X’YQ)X[ m27m1]q>(X )
Flny ma) P(Xap) P(X, ) = P(X0p) P(Xo0 ) Xy o)
Flimny+mo, mﬂq)(sz)q)(Xm) = (I)(X ) 71+72)X[m1+m2,7m1]q>(X72)a
F[m%—ml—mz}@(sz)@(XM) = @(X%)X[mz» mi— mz]q)(Xw-I—w)q)(Xw) . (6.3)

We should stress that each row can be reproduced from the previous one via either uf
mutations, as the two transformations have the same effect on Fz In practice, we find
it useful to use the bulk wall-crossing identity and choose mutations so that we never
have to transport ®(X,,) across X,,. This gives compact expressions for the (expected)
characters of sH(Q; f)

The first three characters are easily understood in the language of exchange rela-
tions, as the quivers are ordered. The latter two are much more subtle and require
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a careful analysis of the spherical shuffle bimodules. We did some numerical test for
small values of m;.
The corresponding framed BPS degeneracies are:

X[*Mmmﬂq)(XWz)_l 5

o X71)X[mlvmz]q)(Xm)_l(I)(Xw>_1 ’
Xvﬁvz)X[m1+m27—m1}q)(Xm+vz)Aq)(Xm)71 g
X[mzﬁml*mz]q)(Xw)_l : (6.4)

fo=10,-1] = -,

fl = [—170] =72,

=101 =m,

fs=11,0] =-m,

ﬁ; =[1,-1] =-7—7. (6.5)

The charges on the right hand side represent the corresponding v.. We extend the
definition to f, = f,15 and denote the corresponding Zs orbit of UV line defects as L,.
The first four framed quivers are actually ordered and only the last has a loop. We

—

refer to the corresponding bimodules sH(Q; f) simply as B,, with characters

X(Bo) = X_,, ®(X,,)P(X,,) = O(X,, )X, P(X 11,)P(X,)

X(B1) = ©(X,,) X, 2(X,) = X, ®(X,,)2(X,,),

X(Bz) = @(X,,)P(X5,) X5, = P(X,,) X, (X)),

X(B3) = ©(X,, ) P( Xy 49,) Xy O(X,) = P(X,) (X)X sy

X(Ba) = @(X5,) Xy P(Xoy 1) R(X ) = P(X5,)P( Xy 170) Xy, B(X,) 4 (6.6)

where the second expressions are from the general one (6.4) with (my,ms) = (1,0).
We gave two equivalent forms for each of these bimodules to highlight the structure
of auxiliary PBW bases, which will be helpful in tensor product computations. We have
verified experimentally that the characters are correct and the expected PBW bases
work out, with both sets of candidate 6,92) generators proposed for the S, 4., sub-

algebras in the previous Section.
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The corresponding framed BPS degeneracies are

F(By) = Xy,

F(By) = X, ,

F(By) = Xy, + X5 440

F(Bs) = Xy, + Xy + X5 5

F(By)=X_ 1+ X_,. (6.7)

The pairs of expressions for the x(B,) make manifest that the framed BPS degeneracies
LY ., can be written as qm™2F (Ba—1)"™F(B,)™. We have also reproduced these
degeneracies via a quiver Yangian computation in Appendix A.

The framed BPS indices satisfy the Zs-symmetric algebra:

F(Ba>F<Ba+l) = q72F(Ba+1)F(Ba)7
F(Ba—l)F(Ba-‘rl) =1 + q_lF(Ba)a
F(Boyi1)F(Ba_1) = 14 qF(B,). (6.8)

This theory is not Lagrangian, so there are no clear expectations about the monoidal
structure of lines except for these K-theory statements.

A decoupling argument can provide some heuristics. If we make Z,, large, the low
energy effective description of the theory is a U(1) gauge theory coupled to a single
hypermultiplet. We can then treat, say, Ly and Ly as 't Hooft lines with opposite
charges. This suggests that Lo ® Ly and Ly ® Ly should be non-trivial extensions
involving the identity line and a shifted copy of L;:

0— LO,O — LO'L2 — q_lLl —>0,

O—)qL1—>L2'L0—)L070—>O. (69)
On the other hand, L; behaves as a Wilson line, so Ly - Ly and Ly - Ly should give the
same simple object, up to spin shifts.

If we assume that these statements in the low-energy effective theory lift to the full
theory, we can apply the Zs action to get a collection of predictions:

0— LO,O — La—l . La+1 — qilLa — 0,

0— qLa — La+1 . La,1 — L[)}O — O,

Lo Lat1 =9 *Lot1 - La. (6.10)
We will find that the B,’s have the same monoidal structure. In particular, the

monoidal structure is Zs symmetric even though the bimodules themselves are very
different from each other.

— 41 —



6.2 Simple products

First, we can verify that the tensor products of the consecutive B, = sH(Q); f;) and
B,y1 = sH(Q; f;H) give precisely sH(Q; 1 +ﬁ+1) up to the g*! shift. The shift comes
automatically from our Heisenberg grading conventions once we embed the f in I, as
long as the isomorphism maps b ® b — b in the relevant bimodules.

The auxiliary bimodule map 7 FoFoi that we defined above indeed maps b® b — b.
Then we still need to show that 7 FoFou actually lands in sH(Q); ﬁl + ﬁlﬂ) rather than

Sh(Q; f; + f;ﬂ), i.e. that we do not encounter images of the form bab where a is a
non-trivial algebra element that cannot be brought to the left and/or to the right of
the b’s.

If we can show this, then we are essentially done: by associativity of the auxiliary
shuffle operations, 7 FoFory ADS a1b ® bas — aibas and is surjective. As the characters
match, this is enough to prove m FoFoi is an isomorphism.

Of the target charges

fT) +f1 -1, -

]?1 +f2 [-1,1],
f2+f3 [1,1],
fo+ fi=2,-1],
fit fo= [1,-2], (6.11)

=1,

the first three are ordered in the same manner as the summands and thus the proof is
trivial: the same sets of e,&i) generators can be brought to the left and to the right of
the b’s in b ® b and none gets “stuck” in between. Once we set b ® b — b, everything
follows from exchange relations.

This leaves us with the last two cases. These are easily dealt with as we can write
auxiliary PBW bases with the same relative order and algebra generators. Then, again,
the PBW generators can be brought to the correct locations after tensor product and
thus the tensor product lands surjectively on sH( ﬁl + ﬁ;ﬂ).

Inspection of the characters above fixed the desired forms:

S’YIS'Yl+’YQbS’Y2 fi; + .ﬁl )
S’Yle’th’YQS'Yz ﬁ; + f_(; . (6.12)

We already have candidates 6,(:2) generators for the S, 4, sub-algebras, so we only

need to check that these bases are surjective in each bimodules.
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6.3 Interesting tensor products

We expect tensor products B,i1 ®4 B,+1 to give some extensions of A and a shifted
copy of B,. The sum of charges are now

,—1], (6.13)

so b ® b is sometimes a candidate to generate A and sometimes to generate the shifted
copy of B,.

Assuming the existence of compatible PBW bases, the image in the tensor product
of VI(f) @ V?(f') can give us a lot of information, especially if we minimize its size.
For each pair of examples, we can find at least two ©’s such that one V' is 1-dimensional
and the other is 2-dimensional. Furthermore, 7wy 7 either has a kernel, giving us the
surjection in the desired short exact sequence, or it lands in Sh as an isomorphism,
presenting the injection of sH in the desired short exact sequence.

For the computations below, we will need the exchange relations between b’s and

e given in (4.14). For the five line defects at hand, they are:
L4 b:i:'yl:
2
[61(11) ) bi’h] =0 and 622) bi’h = bi’h 67(14):1 : (6'14)
° biny:
1
eV bayy = biy il and (e by = 0. (6.15)
® by
1 2
ei-i)—l borimre = by, e and e? byime = by, e’fﬁ)-l : (6.16)

6.3.1 BO and BQ

We have compatible canonical PBW bases

BO - b,,ylA,
By = b, A,
By = (by, @ efby, ) A, (6.17)
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where we have added some subscripts to b’s for mnemonic purposes.
To compute By ® 4 Bs, we can focus on

(2)[)

Vo2 = b_y, ® by, and U2 = b_ry, ®eg (6.18)

"
First of all, b_,, ® b, commutes with all the e,(j) generators, namely any e,(f) generator
can be brought from the left to the right of b_,, ®b,,. Therefore b_,, ® b,, A generates
a copy of A as a sub-bimodule By ® 4 Bs.

On the other hand, wugy satisfies

1) (2

et ugy + s e£l+1 = Up2€; )eg) and {e? up} =0. (6.19)

Compare theses with the equations obeyed by (a Grassmann-shifted version of) b.,
from (6.15), we see that b_,, ® b,, A precisely contains the obstruction to extend

upz — by, to a bimodule map to q~'B;. Here ' denotes the spin shift together with
the Grassmann parity shift II. There is no way to remove the obstruction and we get

0—+A—=By®yBy —q B, —0. (6.20)

Now consider the opposite product By ® 4 By. Now v9y = b, ® b_,, commutes with

all the e,(f) generators except e(()z). The offending commutator

Uop = [8(()2) , ’U20] , (621)

on the other hand, satisfies

6(1) U9 + U0 egllJ)rl =0 and {6%2) y u20} = 0, (622)

n

which are again the same as those obeyed by the Grassmann-shifted version of b,,, see
(6.15). This leads to the short exact sequence

0—qB; = By®4 By —A—0. (6.23)

6.3.2 B1 and Bg

We have compatible canonical PBW bases
By = A(b'yz ©® bvze(()l)) )
By, = Ab,,,

By=Ab_ (6.24)

Y2

and the calculations work exactly in the same way as the previous example.
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To compute By ® 4 Bs, we consider
v13 = by, @ b_y, and  wujz = bwe(()l) ®b_y, . (6.25)

First of all, b, ® b_,, commutes with all the e,(:) generators, and therefore b, ® b_., A
generates a copy of A as a sub-bimodule By ® 4 By. On the other hand,

{eD w5} =0 and eﬁfjl Uy — Uz el?) = ’1}1367(12)6(()1) : (6.26)

Compare this with the equation obeyed by the Grassmann-shifted version of b,, from
(6.14), we get the short exact sequences

0= A— B ®4Bs—q'By,—0, (6.27)

where the prime here indicates that the definition of g* B, has been twisted by (—1)17,

For the opposite tensor product Bs ®4 By, v31 = b_,, ® by, commutes with all the

e,(j) generators except 681). The offending commutator

Uzl = [e((Jl) , Vi3], (6.28)
satisfies
{6511) ,uzr} =0 and 6521 Uzl — Us1 6512) =0, (6.29)

which lead to the short exact sequence
0—qB),— B3®4 B —A—0, (6.30)
where again the prime indicates a twist by (—1)017),

6.3.3 B2 and B4
We expect compatible PBW bases

By, = Ab, ,
By =Ab_,,,
By = A(b,71,72 D b*'yvvzeg)) . (6.31)

The last statement, of course, concerns a non-trivial spherical bimodule and at this
point we can only check it by hand for small charges. From the exchange relation
perspective, there is a set of non-trivial cubic shuffle relation

2 1 1 2 2 1
Co = b—%—"fze((J )e(() ) + 68 )b—%—“/ze((J )~ e(() )68 )b—71—72 =0. (6'32)
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In the tensor product By ®4 Ba, v24 = by, ® b_,,_,, satisfies the same relations
as b_,, (given by (6.16)), except for 6(()2), which cannot be commuted through. A non-
trivial shuffle calculation shows that the commutator

Ugs = [, vau] (6.33)
anti-commutes with all generators in A.!Y Therefore we get the expected
0 A= By®4By—q !By —=0. (6.34)

In the tensor product By ®4 Ba, v42 = b_,_,, ® by, satisfies the same relations as
b_,. On the other hand,
Uiy = by el ® by, (6.35)

)

anti-commutes with all the e'2’s and only fails to anti-commute with el by a descen-

dant of b_,,_, ® b,,, so that we get the exact sequence

6.3.4 Bg and B(]

Good simplifications happen in the non-canonical, compatible PBW bases:

B; = S’YIS'YI+’Y2 b*’YQS’YQ )
By = 55,5549 0y —72 55 5
2) (1
By = 55, Sy1400 (b, & b_%e(() )6(() ))Sw : (6.37)

This is a particularly interesting example, as we are tensoring bimodules defined by
exchange relations but the output contains By, which satisfies extra shuffle relationships
beyond the exchange relations.

In Bs ®4 By, the bare combination vsy = b_,, ® b_,, satisfies the same exchange
relations as b_.,_.,, but not the cubic shuffle relations such as (6.32) that holds in B,.
Instead, the cubic combination

Ugo = by @by, 682)681) + eél)bfw ® by, 682) - 682)681)(7*72 ®b_y (6.38)

(1) )

commutes with all the el)’s and anti-commutes with all the e\?’s and hence (almost)

generates a copy of A. This gives the expected extension

0= A = B3®4By—q 'By—0 (6.39)

19Tf we had done this computation directly in terms of modes using only the exchange relations,
we would have {653>)1a Ugq} = {eg),u%} =0, and {e(()l),uM} = —by, ® cp, which vanishes only upon
invoking the cubic relation (6.32).
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in a very neat way: B3® 4 By is the same as an “exchange module” which is a non-trivial
extension of sH(Q; f4). Here again the prime denotes a twist by (—1)7),

For the opposite product By ®4 Bs, vo3 = b_,, ® b_,, satisfies the same exchange
relations as b_.,_,,. But remarkably it also satisfies the relations expected in B,. On
the other hand,

Uz = b_, e((f)e(()l) ® b_r, (6.40)

(2),

)’s and anti-commutes with all the e{?’s up to elements in the

commutes with all the eg
image of By. Accordingly,

0—qBy — By®aBs - A —0. (6.41)

6.3.5 B4 and B1
We expect compatible PBW bases

By = (b—71—72 D 6((]1)b—71—72)"47
By=b_.,A,
B, = b,YQA. (6.42)

The analysis is completely analogous to the case of By and Bjy.

In the tensor product By ®4 Bi, va1 = b_,,_, ® b,, satisfies the same relations
as b_,, except for e(()l), which cannot be commuted through. The shuffle calculation
shows that the commutator

Uy = [e((]l), V1] (6.43)

anti-commutes with all e%l)’s and commutes with all 6512)78.20 Therefore we get the exact

sequences
0= A" - By®4sB, —q'By—0. (6.44)

where the double prime indicates a twist by (—1)0"2).

For By ®4 Ba, by, ® b_, _, satisfies the same relations as b_.,. On the other hand,
Uig = b’Yz ® 6(()1)6—71—72 (645)

anti-commutes with all the el’s but fails to commute with e by a descendant of
by, @ b_y,_,, where we have used ¢y = 0 from (6.32). This finally gives

0—)CIBQ—)Bl ®AB4—)AH—>0. (646)

20Gimilar to the By ® 4 By case, if we had done this computation directly in terms of modes using
only the exchange relations, we would have {6511),U41} = [egl,um] =0, and [6(()2),”&41] = —co @ by,,
which vanishes only upon invoking the cubic relation (6.32).
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7 Framed BPS degeneracies, factorizations, and tensor prod-
ucts for quivers in the the A3 family

In order to study the full collection of line defects, it is useful to discuss a richer version
of the AD theory associated to the Az quiver: we add a U(1) gauge field coupled to
the 71 + 3 “flavour” charge of the AD theory. This is completely analogous to what
we did for the case of the A; quiver.

The resulting theory has a four-dimensional, non-degenerate charge lattice I'. We
can give a basis of I" by adjoining to the node charges a new charge v4 with (y;, 74) = ;3.

The framing data f associated to a tropical charge 7, only depends on v, up to
shifts by v; + 73. For notational convenience, we will abuse notation and also denote
as f an actual choice of lift v, € T'.

The enlargement of the AD theory to the gauged AD theory has a price: the
generators of the Zy x Zz symmetry of the AD theory lift to the gauged theory but
may involve extra shifts of the 4 charge by ~v; + 73.

7.1 Mutation orbits

At first, we can ignore this subtlety and work out interesting mutation orbits of f

The Zs symmetry is obviously manifest in the A, frame, shown in (3.37). In the A,
frame, we can implement the Zs action by applying the mutation sequence with respect
to the nodes 7,7 + 1,7 + 2,4, mod 3, and followed by relabeling nodes ¢ + 1 <> i+ 2. A
simple mutation orbit consists of Z, pairs:

i=1: [1,0,0] < [0,0,—1],
i=2: 0,1,00 + [~1,0,0],
i=3: 0,0,1 <+ [0,—1,0], (7.1)

related by Zs in the obvious way. Another important Zs mutation orbit consists of
three Zs-invariant charges with a loop:

[-1,0,1] — [1,-1,0] — [0,1,—1]. (7.2)

In summary, in the Ay frame, we have a Zy X Zs orbit

f())—i_ = [1’070] s f_(g) = [_1707 1} ) ﬁ)_ = [0707 _1] )
A =10,1,0], f=11,-1,0, fr =[-1,0,0],
£ =10,0,1], R =10,1,-1], fy =10,—1,0], (7.3)
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with Z3 acting on the subscript and Zs acting on the superscript.

The subsequent computations are easier to do in the the Aj frame, therefore we
go back to the A3 frame by mutating w.r.t. node 3 and then relabeling 2 <> 3. The
charges in (7.3) are mapped to

fE=11,0,0], fo=10,-1,0], fr=10,1,-1],
fir=10,0,1], =110, -1], i =[-1,0,0],
fiF=,-1,0], 2 =10,1,0], fi=1[0,0,—1]. (7.4)

The characters of the corresponding bimodules are

XE)F = CI)(X%)CI)(X%)CD(X%)X[LO»O] )

X = P(Xo,) P(X0,) P(X5,) X001

X;_ = (I)(X’n)X[l -1 O]q)(X'y:s)(I)(X%-i-'yz)q)(sz) )
0

= X0,-1,0P(X4,) (X, P(X,, ),
[1) q)(Xw)q)(Xm)X[LO,—I](I)(X%Jrszr%)(I)(szJrvs)(I)(Xvs)a
Xg = (I)(X’Y:;)(D(X’Yz)q)(X 1)X[0,1,0] 5
0=

=

X (I)(XW)X[O 1 —1](1)(X’Y2+’Y3>(D(X71)CD<X’YB)7
Xi = X[1,0,0P(X55) P(X,) (X)),
Xz = X0,0,-1] (X)) 2(Xo,)R(X5,) (7.5)

and thus

F = X100 + X100+ + X11,0049149 T X[1,0,01471 472473 -

FI" = X001 + X[0,0,147s »

Ff = X210+ Xi,-1,0149 »

Fy = Xpo-1,

F = X(1,0,-1) + X[1,0,- 1491 T X[1,0,- 1] 4791472 5

F3 = X010 + X10,1,047 + X[0,1,0]412495 -

Fo = Xp1,-1 + Xjo,1,-1] 492 5

Fr =X 100

Fy = Xj0,-1)- (7.6)
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7.2 Ring relations

At this point, we pick an embedding in I". We define a collection of lifts

fo == -, £ =1, Jo = =3+,
i =—mn, =, fi =7+,
f;:_71_72_74a f_g:,)/l) f2_:’y47

and extend the labeling by a modified Z3 periodicity

z+3 fJr — 73
fls =17,
JE;+3 =fi +m+7,
so that
Fo+ =X oy + Xyt + X + X3
F = X+ X s
FzJr =X gy X o
F(? =Xy,
Flo = X—vz + X—72+v1 + Xw )
F) =X, + Xy + X ttos »
Fy = Xy + Xyibatre
Fio =Xt
Fy =X,
and

F+3 - qF+X—’Yl —73
FzOJrS = FO
szrB qF X71+'y3

Powers of X, ., here and below are framed BPS indices for U(1) Wilson lines.
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We then have

FF, =14 qF;

i+2 5
Fo Fr=14+q7"F,,
FiFr =1+ q_lX—%—sz&z ;
FrFL =14+aX, ,FPy,

Fr'F = F" +aFt,,
FFf =Ff +q ' FL,,
FF = Fiq+ qile‘jrz )

FYF, = F, +aF, (7.11)

7

while other products define new degeneracies and satisfy simple commutation relations:

We also have

F;+P;il = E11E+ )
F;+F1£|*1 = FiOHFz‘Jrv
FYE) = a*F) F,
EYF; = F F',
FrF), =q F) L F,
FrF) = F) F],
FrF = F F (7.12)

00 + —
FiFi = Xy 10X Fl o F o,

F;(Llﬂo = X’Yl+’ys + q71X’71+’Y3F;’J—r&-2F1i:-2 (713>

Finally, we can mutate at the middle node and conjugate by ®(X.,) to produce the

framed degeneracies in the A, chamber (we also map v3 = v3+71, 72 = —71, Y1 — Yo):

FOJr =X o + Xy o + Xy

F1+ = X’h—’m + X’yz—'m-i—m + X—’y4+’y1+’y2+73 )
Ff = Xy + Xty + Xvats

F(g) = X’YS + XW1+73 )

F10 - Xw + X’yﬁ-ﬂ/z )

FQO - X“/2 + X’Yz+”/3 )

F(; = Ayatya
Fl_ = X—’Y1+’Y4 )
Fy =X, (7.14)
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with periodicity involving v; +7v2+73. The Z3 symmetry is manifest. Notice that y4+7»
and y4 — 71 have a nice pairing with v; and 7, respectively, so they are Zj; images of
v4. We have also reproduced these degeneracies via a quiver Yangian computation in
Appendix A.1.3.

The physical theory is expected to have half-BPS lines L], LY and L; with framed
BPS degeneracies and K-theoretic algebra relations as above, as well as the U(1) Wilson
lines L,,.

Simple products such as [L{]2[LF°[Li]¢, [L1¢[La1°[L3)¢, [LT]2[LY)P[LT]¢, ete. also
give linearly-independent candidates framed BPS degeneracies of half-BPS line defects
with general tropical charge.

7.3 Bimodules

To the collection of charges (7.7) we associate bimodules B Fi= sH(As, f) Note that
conventions (7.10) amount to simple grading shifts

By =B @4(a ' X_y,,)"A, (7.15)

where a € {+,0, —}.
To make the relation x(B¢) = F;*S between bimodules and degeneracies (7.9)
more apparent, we provide explicit PBW bases.

= (b @ ebg @ eVt @ elPelPeVbi) @ A = A®c b

= (bt @ el ) ®c A= A®c b,

= (b5 @ ef'b}) @c A = A®c (b ®bfef),

B0 W @c A=Axc @ e’ @ el

BY =0 @ efb @6960 W) @c A= Aoc (1)@ el @blelPe?)

BY = (1) @ elPb) @ elPeP1)) ®c A = A®c 1Y,

By = (b7 ® b)) 9c A = Aoc (b ® byel?),

By =b] ®c A=A®¢ (b ® b*eg”) :

By =b; @c A=A®c (b; ®byel) ®byele?) @ byelPelPel). (7.16)

[y

As usual, each bimodule is generated by a single cyclic vector b 7 satisfying exchange
relations (4.14). While By, By, B, BY, B and B; correspond to framed quivers
without loops and as such have no additional relations, By, BY and B, each has one
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additional relation

@My 4 oWyt e® 4t e@ el g
683)6(() € bo—i-eé ey bOeO —I—eo boeo e(() —boeo eé)e(()l) =0,

—eo eo)b +e(2)b 6(3 + by 60 6(2) = 0. (7.17)
7.4 Tensor products

Based on explicit calculations of several examples, we propose that the algebra relations
should be promoted to the following statements about tensor products of bimodules.
The relations (7.12) are conjecturally lifted to:

Bjf @4 B, = Bf;, ®a B}t
B;r ®a B +1 — Bz+1 ®a B'Jr
Bf @4 BY |, =q’B) ,®4 B;
B ®4 B = B ®4 B},
By ®a By =q B}y, ®a B,
B @4 B} | =B}, ®4B;,
By ®a B =B, ®aB; . (7.18)

The products (7.11) and (7.13) are conjecturally lifted to exact sequences

0 — qB}, — Bl @4 B, — A — 0,
0— A — Bi,, ®4 B — q'B, —0,
0— A — B, ®a B — q ' X_,,_,Bl, —0,
0 — qX_ s Bl — B @4 B, — A — 0,
0 — qB;, — B @4 B} — B, — 0,
0 — B, — B ®4 B — q'B}, — 0,
0— B, — By ®4 B} — q7'B;,, — 0,
0 — qB., — B} @4 B — B, —0,
0 — X, 1Bt ®a By — B) ®4 B, — X, 1,4 — 0,
0— X, 1A — B, ®aB) — ' X, 1, B, ®a B, —0
(7.19)

We have checked explicitly each entry for a convenient choice of ¢ and + and filled
in the remaining choices by using the expected Zs X Zs symmetry. Here we do not
attempt to predict the sign twists, except for the first two, which may be required in
the definition of the bimodules.
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Below we present an explicit check that Zs is indeed a symmetry of the problem,
i.e. the monoidal structure of the bimodules is invariant under the corresponding se-
quence of mutations. We leave further checks, such as a full discussion of twists and a
comparison with calculations for A, and Aél) quivers, to future work.

7.4.1 Checking Z3; symmetry

To give an example, let’s check the first two equations for all values of 7.

e Case i = 0: First we check Bf ®4 By . Moving algebra generators to the left
gives a PBW basis

B @4 By =A@ (biby @ bibrel)). (7.20)

There’s a more convenient choice that differs from the above by a triangular
redefinition: define

v=bl®b; and  u=[e{),bf ®b7], (7.21)
then we have
Bf @4 By =A® (v®u). (7.22)
(4)

Straightforward calculation using (4.14) shows that v commutes with all e;’’s
except e(l), whereas u satisfies

{6511), U} =0, U€(2) = 6224)-1“’7 {6513)’ U} =0. (723)

Comparing with with the exchange relations satisfied by 09 (with f= [0,1,0]):

e 0] =0, el =iy, e, 1] =0, (7.24)

n

and noting that u has a spin %, we see that u generates a submodule isomorphic to
qBY after twisted by (—1)©17).21 Once we quotient out the sub-module generated
by u, v is cyclic and generates A.22 This can be summed up in the short exact
sequence

0—qBY - Bf 4By - A—0, (7.25)

where prime stands for twisting by (—1)017.

21Recall that q by itself caries a twist of every generator by —1.
220r more precisely, the image of v.
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For the opposite product By ® By, we can choose a left basis as
By @4 Bf =A® (0@ a). (7.26)

where
f=b; @b and  a=brel) @b, (7.27)

& commutes with all e{’s while @ satisfies the same exchange relations (7.23) as

u. The vector v generates a submodule isomorphic to A while, in the quotient, @

generates BY. Finally, noting that the spin of u is —2

3, we conclude

0—+A— By ®aBf -q'By —0. (7.28)

Case i = 1: For B] ® B, , the right basis can be chosen as
Bf @4 By =(v®u)® A, (7.29)

where
v=bl®b; and  u=l[el? bF @b;]. (7.30)

The vector v commutes with all ¢, except e3. The vector u is of charges (g, s)[u] =
(73, 3) and obeys

{67(11)7 u} =0, U@gi)rl = —€£L2)U, {67(13)7 U} =0. (731)
Comparing with with the exchange relations satisfied by b) (with f= [0,—1,0]):
[67(11)7 bg] =0 ) bg 6512—&)-1 = 67(12) bg ) [67(13)7 bg] =0 ) (732)

we see that u generating a submodule B) = BY up to a shift by q. The class of v
generates A in the quotient.

0—qB) = B ®4B; - A—0. (7.33)

The right basis for B, ® By is
By, 4B =(0®a)® A, (7.34)

where

f=b, ®bf and a=be) @b}, (7.35)
 commutes with all ! whereas @ satisfies the same relation as u in (7.31).
Therefore we have

0—A— By 3B = q By —0. (7.36)

Note that in (7.33) and (7.36), BY is not twisted, unlike BY in (7.25) and (7.28).
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e Case i = 2: First, recall that By = B, ® CqX_,,_,,, which comes with a
Grassmann sign twist, and B} = BY. In B ® By, a right basis can be chosen as

Bf@aB; =(vavev" du) A, (7.37)
where we define®
v=bi by, v=elv, v =ePeMv, u=beP @05 . (7.38)

Note that b5 has a Grassmann shift relative to b, . One can check that v has spin

% and satisfies

W Dy — —pel®

€y i1V = —veg) , ef)v = —veg) , e; —ve, L,
683)682)6(()1)1) — eéQ)Gél)UG(()g) + eél)ve(()g)eéQ) + veég)eéQ)eél) =0, (7.39)

which are precisely the relations satisfied by 09, which has a Grassmann shift
and shift by X_., ., relative to 0 (with f =11,0,—1]). Therefore v gencrates
a submodule isomorphic to BY, which as a free right module is embedded as
(v ev")® A.

(1) (1)

On the other hand, u commutes with all the ey, '’s except that [u, ey '] = v", com-
mutes with all 6%2)787 and anti-commutes with all the e{>’s except that {u, 6(()3)} =
veé3)eé2). Therefore after modding out this submodule generated by v, the class

of u generates A up to a sign twist, producing
0—qB) = Bf ®4B; - A" =0, (7.40)
where the prime before A stands for a twist of signs by (—1)7),

For By ® By, the right basis is

By @4 By =(vd v ®v" ®u) A, (7.41)
where
v=b; @65, v =c v, v =ePev, u={e? v}. (7.42)
One can check that
eMu = uell) ePu = ue? ey = —ue® (7.43)

23Note that there exists an alternative basis element 9 = e{" b1 (b3 which satisfies 3" = v —uel".
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implying that u generates submodule isomorphic to twisted A. What’s left to
prove is that in the quotient, the class of v behaves as b} and that its spin is
—%. One can check that modulo u ® A, v satisfies the same equation for the

v = by ® by for the opposite product (7.39):

1 3
entaft] = —[plel?, ePle] = b 1e$3>, e o] = —[oles’h
ePeDelVv] — ePelVw]eld) + eV u]ePel? + w]ePelPel) = 0. (7.44)

Finally, we get

0—+A — By @1 Bf —q 'B) = 0. (7.45)

8 Exploring the complex plane.

In this Section we will explore another aspects of line defects in an HT theory: they
can be moved or fused along the holomorphic direction as well, equipping the category
with a structure we call a meromorphic R-matriz. This should be closely related to the
notion of the renormalized R-matrix employed in [67].

First of all, observe that the CoHA is equipped with a translation map:

A Al (8.1)

which acts in the shuffle algebra description as a translation:

[P(se.0)li = [P(50.0 = 2)]i- (8:2)

Here we treat z as a formal variable of spin 2 rather than as a number, to preserve
the spin grading. Accordingly, the map lands on the algebra A[z] of polynomials in z
valued in A. Notice that the translation maps e,({) to a linear combination of e,(g)Tz’".
This definition works because the algebra’s fac only contains differences of variables.
On the other hand, the bimodule action contains factors of s;,. We can define new
Sh(Q®) modules She¢(Q; f) whose elements are polynomials in s;, and z, by shifting
the factors in facy g to (s;, — z). Intuitively, this represents bound states to a heavy

particle at position z. Then sHc¢(Q; f) is defined in the same manner.

We can also define bimodules Sho¢(Q; £, f/) as a modification of She(Q; f + f7)
where we use s;, for f factors and (s;, — z) for f’ factors in the shuffle product.
Intuitively, this represents bound states to two heavy particles, placed at 0 and z in C.
Then sHo ¢ (Q; ff ) is defined in the same manner. It is the natural IR description of
two line defects separated in the holomorphic direction.

The structure of the HT twist then suggests the following conjecture:
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e There are isomorphisms of A-bimodules

SH(Q; f) @ sHe(Q; 1) = sHoe(Q; f, 1) =~ sHe(Q; ) @4 sH(Q; f),  (8.3)

as long as we allow inverse powers of z in building the isomorphism. These are
the left- and right- halves of the meromorphic R-matrix and are compatible with
the analogous structure expected in Line.

Concretely, this seems to work because once we invert z we can bring every element
in the new modules to the left or to the right of b, trivializing the calculation of the
tensor product. Accordingly, b ® b — b can be naturally extended to an isomorphism.
A simple example should suffice to illustrate the idea.

8.1 The A; quiver.

Consider for example sH¢(1). We have the relation
be, = (€nt1 — zepn)b. (8.4)

Compare sH(—1) ® 4 sH¢(1) with sHo ¢ (1, —1) by mapping b®b to b and extending
the map by acting with A on both sides. Can we find a suitable image for elements
beg ® b? We can write that as

2 Hegb @ b — egh ® b) (8.5)

and map it to 27 [eg, b] in sHoc(1, —1). This was the only dangerous case, so we have
an isomorphism of bi-modules

SH(—l) Xa SH@(l) ~ SHQ@(L —1) (86)

linear in 271,

Conversely, we can immediately compare sH¢(1) ®4 sH(—1) with sHy (1, —1) by
mapping b ® b to b and extending the map by acting with A on both sides.

Combining the two isomorphisms, we get an isomorphism between sH(—1) ®4
sHe(1) and sHe(1) ®4 sH(—1) mapping b ® b to b ® b and beg @ b to 27 [eg, b ® b].

We see a residual structure of the exact sequences we have at z = 0.
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A Line defects as modules of quiver Yangian

One of the main results of the current paper is the description of the line defects as the
CoHA-binomule from the corresponding framed quiver, see Section. 4. In this appendix,
we compare this with an alternative description of the line defects as modules of the
so-called quiver Yangian, in terms of the ideals of the Jacobian algebra of the framed
quiver [41].

A.1 Framed BPS degeneracies via quiver Yangian algorithm

Let us first briefly review the definition of the quiver Yangian. It was first introduced
in [50] as a formulation of the BPS algebra that describes the half-BPS D-brane bound
states of ITA string theory on a toric Calabi-Yau threefold X, and was defined in
terms of the quiver with potential associated to X; it was later generalized to more
general quivers (with potential) [41]. The algebra is defined in terms of three families
of operators

N I A
6(1)(2) - Z sn+tl w(l (Z) - Z an+l f(Z)(Z) - Z an+l ’ (Al)
n=0 neL n=0
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The quadratic relations have a universal form for all quivers

~ G — w) D (w) 99 ()
e (_1)Ii|\j\ O (2 —w) e(j)(w) e
F9 () = ¢z — w) 1 F ) g9 (2)
; () 1O(z)

()£ (w) = (= 1) £ (10)ed (2) o g, L) = VW) (A2)

Z—Ww

D(2),

where “~” means equality up to z"w™=? terms, while “~” means equality up to z"=%w™

and z"w™=0 terms; |i| = |i — 4| + 1 mod 2. The “bonding factor” ©*/(u) in (A.2) is
defined as
[j—] Hle{i%j}(u + hl)

HJe{j—m‘} (u—nhy)’

where {h;} are the “equivariant” weights assigned to each arrow in the quiver () and

P (u) = (-1)

(A.3)

they satisfy the “loop constraint” ), h; = 0 for each corresponding term in the super-
potential W. The quadratic relations of the algebra were “bootstrapped” by first fixing
its action on the class of representations that describe the BPS sector, see below. One
can then obtain the higher order relations by matching the character of the represen-
tation computed as graded dimension of ideals of the Jacobian algebra; in general the
higher order relations do not have a closed form but need to be listed order by order.?*

To compare with the exchange relations of the CoHA (2.36) that we used in the
main text, we need to translate the quadratic relations in terms of the generating fields
(A.2) into quadratic relations in terms of modes. The rule is the following: first move
the denominator of "</ (u) to the Lh.s. of the equations, then plug the mode expansion
(A.1) into (A.2), and finally take only singular terms. For the class of 2-acyclic quivers,
which are the type of quivers that we are considering in this paper, for any pair of
nodes (i, 7), either (y;,7v;) = |t = j| > 0 or (y;,7;) = —|j — i| < 0. For the first case,
the bonding factor defined in (A.3) is

Gy = [ (u+ho), (i) = li = §| 0. (A4)

Ie{i—j}

24When the quiver is the triple quiver of the (affine) Dynkin diagram, the quadratic relations repro-
duces the ordinary Yangian in the Chevalley basis, and the higher order relations obtained this way
reproduce the corresponding Serre relations.
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These e’s are fermionic since |i| = 1. The e — e mode relations from (A.2) is then

@)D w) + [ T[] G-wrh) ]| ePw)e?(z) ~0, () =i =i =0,

Ie{i—j}
(A.5)
reproducing the exchange relations of the CoHA (2.36) upon setting all the equivariant
weights h; = 0.2> (The other situation (v;,v;) = —[j — 4| < 0 can be treated in the

same way.) Therefore, the subalgebra of the quiver Yangian that is generated by the
e’s can be viewed as the equivariant version of the spherical CoHA.26

For the class of quivers considered in this paper, the Cartan elements w,(f) can have
negative modes, which make it hard to interpret them physically. Nevertheless, the
quiver Yangian provides an algorithm to compute the framed BPS degeneracies that
has a somewhat different flavor from the method used in the main text. To explain
this, we first need to describe the action of the quiver Yangian. (Note that we only
need the subalgebra generated by the e’s and ’s to apply this algorithm.)

The representations of the quiver Yangian can be described by the ideals of the
Jacobian algebra, with action

Y@ (2)|I0) = Uiy (2)[0)
e(i)(z)IH) _ Z |1‘[+> ,

€ Add(I1) ¢ = h(@)
O () = =00, g (A.6)
e%n(n) ¢ = h(@)

In this notation, each [i] is a path from the framing node * to a vertex i € )y, and its
equivariant weight is the sum of the weights of all arrows along the corresponding path
h(T@) = >_repe—i hi. The eigenvalues of the Cartans are

W (2) =) I T & - h@)), (A7)

JE€Qo [{len

25Note that in general it is important to turn off ; only at the last step, in particular, after moving
the denominator of '/ (u) to the other side of the equation; however, for the 2-acyclic quivers, which
are the focus of this paper, this subtlety is absent since there the bonding factors ¢*</ have either
only numerators or only denominators.

26Conversely, for quivers (with potentials) that arise from IIA on certain toric Calabi-Yau threefolds
without compact four cycles — not the type that we are considering in this paper — the Drinfeld double
of the equivariant spherical CoHA (after quotienting out certain relations on the Cartan generators)
was shown to be isomorphic to the corresponding quiver Yangian [68].

— 061 —



with the framing captured by the rational function [41, 66]:

ey +A(0)

g (2) (A.8)
0 ~ . .
er{wai}(z — h(J))
The coefficients for the e/ f generators are
[ — 11+ @] ~ (Resu:h()qzﬁ>(u)) ’ (A.9)

where “~” denotes signs that will not be relevant in the current discussion. One can
check that the action (A.6) respects the quadratic relations (A.2).

The action (A.6) provides a simple algorithm to compute the (unrefined) framed
BPS degeneracies. One simply computes the eigenvalue function \Ifg)(z) iteratively
and counts the number of poles that correspond to the action of e. To restore g, one
can either match the degeneracies with the Heq(f) acting on the vacuum or use the
prescription of [41]. We now apply this algorithm on a few examples that appeared in
the main text.

A.1.1 Example: A; quiver

To apply the algorithm on a given framed quiver, we only need two pieces of information:
the bonding factors ¢/ (u) defined in (A.3), and the factor ﬁzb(()i)(z) that characterizes
the framing (A.8).

For the A; quiver considered in Section. 5.1, the bonding factor is trivial:

e u) =1. (A.10)

As for the ti1/1((;)(,2) factor, recall that there are two types of framed quivers, depending
on the sign of |* — 1| = f;. When f; <0,

-f1
() =]z -5 (A.11)
i=1
where 3; is the weight of the i*" arrow from 1 to *. Since it has no pole, the character
is Z = 1, reproducing the frame BPS degeneracies Fz = X see (5.5). On the other
hand, when f; > 0,
fi

W) = [ — (A12)

)
s

where p; is the weight of the i*" arrow from * to 1. Now ﬁw(()i)(z) has f; poles, and
applying the algorithm gives
Z-(1+x,)", (A.13)
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reproducing the ¢ — 1 limit of (5.9). The 2/ terms in (A.13) correspond to all possible
combinations e,, e,, , - --€o acting on the vacuum, with f; —1>n; > n,;_; > 0, given
the refined version

Z = (_qX'Yl; qz)fl : (A'14>

A.1.2 Example: A, quiver

For the Ay quiver considered in Section. 6.1, the bonding factors are

') =2 and O (2) = —l. (A.15)
z

Let us first focus on the simplest Zs orbit, given in (6.5). We list their corresponding
g (
0

z) and the resulting characters.
L fo=[0,-1] = —n:

((]1)(2) =1 and ((]2)(7:) =z—3, (A.16)
giving
Z(X)=1. (A.17)
2. fi=[-1,01=7:
W) =25 and () =1, (A.18)
giving
Z(X)=1. (A.19)
3. fz = [071] =M
PE=1 e = (A.20)
giving
Z(X)=1+X, — 1+qX,. (A.21)

where we have restored q by noting that the second term corresponds to e(()z)

acting on the vacuum.

—

4. f3 = [1,0] = —72:
1
)=y ad ) =1, (A.22)
giving
Z<X) =1 + X’Yl =+ X71+'Yz — 1 + qX“ﬂ + qX’71+’Yz ) <A23)

where we have restored q by noting that the second and third term correspond

to e((]l) and 6(()2)6(()1) acting on the vacuum, respectively.
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D=1 and @)=z —p, (A.24)

giving
Z(X)=1+X,, — 1+qX,, (A.25)

with the second term corresponding to egl) acting on vacuum.

After multiplied by their respective X P from the right, they reproduce the framed
degeneracies (6.7). The generalization to more complicated framings is straightforward.

A.1.3 Example: A, quiver
For the A, quiver considered in (3.37), the bonding factors are

1
S01<:1(Z):17 301<:2(Z):Z+h1, S01<:3(Z):—’
Z — h3
1
(,02¢1(Z):—, (,02¢2(Z):1, ¢2¢3(Z):Z+h2,
Z — hl
1
PN =2ths, P =— P =1, (A.26)
— Nog
with the constraint
hi+hy+hs=0. (A.27)

Let’s consider the simplest Zs X Zs orbit, given in (7.3). We list their corresponding
2{7(2) and the resulting characters.

e f*. First consider fif = [1,0,0], we have

1 1 2 3
W= wE=1 WE =1, (A.28)
giving
fi=11,0,0] : Z(X)=14+X, + X011 — 140X, 49X, 1, (A.29)
where the representation terminates before X, 4,4, because the zero from
©3=1(2) = 2 + hz cancels the required pole, and the second and third terms
correspond to egl) and 6((]2)661) acting on the vacuum. After multiplied by X_,,_.,
from the right, it reproduces the corresponding result in (7.14). Similarly for the

other two cases in this Zs3 orbit:

ﬁ+ =10,1,0] : Z(X) =14 Xy + Xypiyy = 149X, + X000,
f2+ = [07 0, 1] : Z(X) =1+ X73 + X73+71 - 1+ qX'ys + qX‘r3+v1 .
(A.30)
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After multiplied by X,,_,, and X_,,, respectively, from the right, they reproduce
the corresponding results in (7.14).

fb. First consider f_g = [1,—1,0], we have

We =2, @@=k, WE=1, (A3

where the zero at z = hy in wéz)(z) = ©*%*(2) is due to the loop * — 1 — 2 — *.
This gives

=[-10: ZX)=1+X, — 1+gX,. (A.32)

where the representation terminates before X, -, because the zero from w((f) (2) =

2z — hy cancels the required pole, and the q is restored by noting that the second

term corresponds to e(()l) acting on the vacuum. After multiplied by X, from the

right, it reproduces the corresponding result in (7.14). Similarly for the other two
cases in this Zs orbit:

A =10,1,-1]: Z(X)=1+X, — 1+qX,,, (A.33)
R=[-1,01: ZX)=1+X, — 1+gX,. (A.34)

After multiplied by X,, and X, respectively, from the right, they reproduce the
corresponding results in (7.14).

f~. First consider f; = [0,0,—1], we have

vl =1, W) =1, )=z, (A.35)
giving
fr=100,0-1: Z(X)=1, (A.36)

since there is no pole in the factors in (A.35). Similarly for the other two cases
in this Zs orbit:

fy =[-1,0,0]: Z(X)
fo =10,—1,0] : Z(X)

)

1
1. (A.37)

These reproduces the framed degeneracies in (7.14).
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A.2 Higher order relations from quiver Yangian arguments

A.2.1 Three-loop quiver

In the definition of the quiver Yangian, although the quadratic relations are easy to
write down explicitly in terms of the quiver and superpotential (Q, W), it takes more
work to obtain the higher order relations.

It was conjectured that one way to obtain all the higher order relations of these
algebras is to demand that the character of the vacuum representation of the algebra
computed by applying the el’s on the ground states should agree with the counting of
the ideals of the Jacobian algebra J(Q,W). For example, one can reproduce the Serre

relations of the affine Yangian of gl .. this way, order by order.

nlm
Let’s now apply this argument on the three-loop quiver. The generators are

o ()

eW(z) = Z % , a=1,2,3. (A.38)
n=0
We assign the weights to the arrow
hiyn = ha, (A.39)
with the constraint
hi+hy+ hs =0, (A.40)

due to the superpotential.
The bonding factor was defined in (A.3). For the case at hand, they are

PN u) =1 P ) = u+ by P ) = o
M u) = p*P(u) =1 P* P (u) = u+ h (A.41)
3 (u) = u + hy G2 (y) = u—lhg 33 (u) = 1.

Now consider the framing [+ — 1|=1. Let’s compute the state and its eigenvalue
of ) (z) order by order. By construction, these eigenvalues are

POWK) =0 W)K) , T w) = v @) [] ] ¢ @w-n@). (A42)

J€Qo [flek
1. Ground state. The charge functions of the ground state are
VD) ==, W) =1, W) =1, (A.43)

Y

which means that we can add one “atom” of “color” 1 at z = 0.
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2. Level-1. After adding the this atom, the state has charge function
1

T (y) = =, T (y) = —— UO (u) = u + hy, (A.44)

n u — h1 ’
which means that we can add an atom of color 2 at z = h;.

3. Level-2. After adding the this atom, the state has charge function
1

VD) =1, @) = O (u) =1, (A.45)

u — hl ’
which means that the representation terminates at this level.

The character is then

Z(X) =1+ X1+ X1 X, (A.46)

Now let’s try to reproduce this character by applying the el on |0)1.

1. Ground state:

0)1 - (A.47)

. At level-1, we need to impose
en2il0)1 = e]0)1 = e?|0), =0, (A48)

in order to have the one state
es”|0) (A.49)

at this level.

. Level-2. Applying el on e(()l)|0)1, after imposing the quadratic relations and
(A.48), we have

eses |0 (A.50)
reproducing the xyx5 term in the character.
. Level-3. Now apply e on 682)681)|0>1. After imposing the quadratic relations
and (A.48), but before imposing any higher order relations, we would have

eBelPelM|0Y, . (A.51)

Since the character terminates at level-2, there must be an cubic relations such
that
6(()3)6(()2)6(()1)|0>1 =0. (A.52)
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Now repeat this argument for the other two framings of this kind, i.e. |x — 2| =1
or |« — 3| = 1, we obtain

ey ey ey 1001 = €5 ey e [0)2 = eg”ey e [0)5 = 0. (A.53)
This is compatible with the cubic relations that is Zz symmetric
6(()3)6(()2)6(()1) + e(()l)e(() )6(() )+ e(() )e(() )6(3) =0. (A.54)
B BPS particles and (2,2) Supersymmetric Quantum Mechan-
ics

Recall the 4D N = 2 SUSY algebra with central charges:

{Q4,QF) = Pyye”, (B.1)
{Q, Qg} = ieqseP 7, (B.2)
{Q4,QF) = —ieg3eP 7. (B.3)

Here the capital Latin indices denote the doublets of the SU(2)r R-symmetry, the
dotted and undotted lowercase Greek indices denote the spinor indices of the two
chiralities. The Z term is a central charge which can appear in a sector with charged
particles.

The HT twist of the theory breaks both symmetry groups to the Cartan sub-
algebra. The twisting super-charge can be taken to be

Q=Q-+Q, (B.4)
which obeys
{Q.Q1}=—{Q.Q7}=P_-, (B.5)
{Q,Q1y =P +iZ, (B.6)
{Q O} =-P-—iZ. (B.7)

We identify P_- with the anti-holomorphic derivative 0; in the holomorphic plane. On
the other hand, P_; and P, - are holomorphic and anti-holomorphic momenta in the
topological plane. We see that the world-lines of particles of central charge Z align
with the phase of the central charge in the topological plane.
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A BPS particle such as an hypermultiplet breaks half of the supersymmetries. We
will now focus on stationary or slow-moving objects. We break the Lorentz symmetry
to the SU(2), rotation group by identifying dotted and undotted indices:

{Q4, Q5} = Poeage? + Poge” | (B.8)
{Q2,QF} =icape™PZ, (B.9)
{Qéa Qg} = _ieaﬁﬁABzy (BlO)

where now P,g = P3, denotes the momentum and F, the energy.
A stationary BPS particle with positive imaginary central charge preserves

ga = Qo +Qx (B.11)

which satisfy
{q, g5} =2(Py—Im Z)eape™® = 2Heqp5e™? (B.12)

giving a supersymmetric quantum mechanical system with four super-charges with
energy H above the BPS bound.
The broken supercharges

i =5 (4 - Q) (B.13)

satisfy
{32,495} = Page™® (B.14)

and are thus super-partners of the broken translations. They also satisfy
1
{q, %B} = (ImZ + §H) eaﬁeAB, (B.15)

which is approximately constant in a non-relativistic limit.

We can recognize the non-relativistic hypermultiplet as being closely related to the
dimensional reduction of a 4D N = 1 vectormultiplet, i.e. the (2,2) SQM with gauge
group U(1) and no matter: the position X%’ arise from the three space components
of the 4D gauge connection, the time-like component can be gauge-fixed away in a
time-like gauge and the gauginos map to the Goldstinos 2 such that

s S S Sy A (B.16)
* VImz 7’ * o7
giving the conventional non-relativistic Hamiltonian.
The Clifford algebra

{0d 5} = eape™” (B.17)
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acts on four states, organized into two doublets |a) and |A). The former are fermionic
and represent the hypermultiplet fermions. The latter are bosonic and represent the
hypermultiplet bosons.

Every momentum mode comes with four polarization states. The zero-momentum
(distributional) states are annihilated by all four ¢Z?. States of momentum P’ are
annihilated by ¢4 — P? cjg‘.

If we apply the HT twist, we take a cohomology with respect to

Q=q_=

1
Imzpﬁwg . (B.18)
The presence of a continuum of slow-moving particles, though, makes the cohomology
problem somewhat poorly defined.
Notice that time is one of the topological coordinates. Denoting by z the space
topological coordinate and by z the holomorphic space coordinate, the HT super-charge
() can be written as

Q) =dx 0, + dz 0z, (B.19)

i.e. we identify do = ¢~ and dz = . The w; are canonically conjugate variables to
these. The states |a) are 1-forms, while |A) are 0- and 2-forms.

We are thus looking at the de Rham cohomology on R and Dolbeault cohomology
on C.

B.1 SUSY traps

We will now deform the problem in a manner which “traps” the particle at some
location and thus gives a better notion of SUSY ground states and ()-cohomology. We
are looking for deformations which are as “canonical” as possible, in the sense that
they arise from some universal type of deformation in the original 4D theory.

In the context of the free BPS particle, there are some well-known ways to regularize
the de Rham and Dolbeault differentials. We will describe them in detail and then
recognize them as examples of a more general construction.

B.1.1 The Morse trap

A natural deformation of the de Rham differential involves a Morse function h(z) on

R:

Q = —id — idhA = (P — idh)y (B.20)
Q= (P +idh)y, (B.21)

with {1, )} = 1.
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We can take a Morse function which is either positive at infinity or negative at
infinity. Both choices result in a one-dimensional space of states. In the first case, the
wavefunction is e~ and is bosonic. In the latter, it is e"dx and is fermionic.

If h(zx) is slowly varying, there are approximate ground states at each zero of Oh.
The instanton effects lift pairs of approximate ground states to give a one-dimensional
answer.

The supersymmetric quantum mechanics with

P P

v, Q= (8 (B.22)

=Tz Tm Z

describes a non-relativistic BPS chiral multiplet in a (2,2) 2D theory, with 1 and v
Goldstinos.
B.1.2 The equivariant trap

A natural deformation of the Dolbeault differential employs the rotational symmetry
of C:

Q = —i0 — izdzN\ = (P —i2)1 (B.23)
Q= (P+iz)y, (B.24)

which gives
{Q,Q) = |P|*+i(2P — 2P) + |z|* + 2y H — J (B.25)

where J generates rotations of C. The cohomology consists of bosonic wavefunc-
tions z"e 17", The opposite deformations would have given fermionic wave-functions
2"~ 1?7 dz. We will use the former option below.

B.1.3 Combining the traps

An () deformation in the holomorphic plane is a well-understood way to trap the 4D
dynamics near the origin of C. The () deformation in a plane effectively preserves a
(2,2) 2D sub-algebra of the 4D SUSY algebra. The 2D (2, 2) super-algebra has central
charges which receive contributions both from the 4D central charge and from the
angular momentum J in the holomorphic plane. The angular momentum contribution
will appear as a shift of H: the Hamiltonian is not QQ-exact but H—J still is. Conversely,
we can define the € deformation by presenting the 4D system as a 2D system with (2, 2)
SUSY and turning on a “twisted mass” for the rotational symmetry in the holomorphic
plane.

We expect the 2 deformation of the bulk theory to give the above equivariant
deformation of the Dolbeault differential for the BPS hypermultiplet.
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Based on a comparison to a similar 2d calculation in [48], we expect that the
deformation of the de Rham differential can be implemented universally by a small
position-dependent rotation of the phase of the central charge of the particle.

We can now consider a generic theory and assume we can find a locus in parameter
space where all central charges are approximately aligned with the imaginary axis. If
we turn on both the €2 deformation and some slowly-varying non-trivial profile for the
phases 1, BPS particles of charge v will get trapped at locations where 9, passes
through /2.

This will trap particles near the origin in the complex plane, with a tower of angular
momentum modes, and near the loci where the central charges are purely imaginary.
There will be “fermionic” traps which would trap fermion modes for a hypermultiplet
and “bosonic” traps which would trap bosonic modes.

B.1.4 Algebras of (trapped) BPS particles

We will now sketch how one may be able to employ intricate configurations of traps in
order to define an algebra of BPS states. Our proposal has some flaws, but we hope
they can be addressed in future work.

Consider a situation where the central charges are constant and slightly away from
the imaginary axis at large positive and negative x, but vary in between and possibly
cross the imaginary axis at various locations.

The system will thus have approximate ground states consisting of collections of
trapped BPS particles. Due to the angular momentum contribution from electric and
magnetic fields, the quantum numbers of the resulting ground states are given by the
twisted tensor product. True ground states will be described as the cohomology of
some differential acting on approximate ground states.

If we deform the ¥, profile in a compact region, the approximate ground states
may change but the true ground states will not. Accordingly, we must have families
of quasi-isomorphisms relating the complexes of approximate ground states before and
after the deformation. See [48] for a discussion of such Janus-like configurations and
their deformations in a closely related 2d setup.

We first consider the case where all phases are equal. Then we denote the states
trapped at “fermionic” or “bosonic” traps as A and A' respectively. As the notation
indicates, we hope that these coincide with the algebra of BPS states and its Koszul
dual. The “empty trap” configurations where no particles are trapped provide candi-
date units for A and A'.*7

27 As discussed in the next footnote, it is more likely that the space of states are A and (A')Y and
that empty configurations should give an unit and a co-unit. The matter requires a more careful
analysis.
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In order to motivate the identification, observe first that if the phase profile has both
a bosonic and a fermionic trap, it corresponds to a Morse function that is positive on
one direction and negative on the other, and hence can be deformed to a configuration
with no traps. We thus learn that there are compatible quasi-isomorphisms

CoAQA ~AQA~AQAQAQRA ~ ... (B.26)
Other trap configurations predict
A ARAQA~ARARARA @A~ - (B.27)

and
AcARARA A RARAQAQA ~ .. (B.28)

In particular, if some no-exotic statement implies that A is supported in ghost
number 0, we can place an empty trap in the middle of A ® A' ® A, we get a map
A® A — A which should be associative, making A into an algebra. Then the remaining

relations do resemble axioms satisfied by A'.2

If we use different profiles for the 9., so that different particles are trapped at
different locations, we obtain algebras S, associated to each BPS ray. Deforming back
to a single fermionic trap, we obtain an isomorphism between the ordered twisted tensor
product of the S, and A and derive a PBW factorization of A. We conclude that the
candidate algebra of BPS states admits a PBW factorization for any possible order of
the BPS rays, which is one of the main properties of the CoHA which we employ in
the main text.

The analysis can be extended to configurations involving BPS line defects as well.
In the presence of a single defect L and in the absence of traps, the space of states
coincides with the framed BPS degeneracies of the defect. If we add a fermionic trap
we get an A-bimodule B[L] equipped with all the PBW factorizations we employ in
the main text. This map should be a functor, as local operators on the line defect will
act on the space of ground states for the system.

In the presence of two line defects, comparing the various trap configurations and
various separations between the defects will relate the fusion of line defects and the
tensor product of the associated bimodules over A.

In conclusion, we expect a study of trapped configurations together with a series of
no-exotic conjectures to imply the full collection of algebraic and categorical structures
discussed in the main text.

28In examples of Koszul duality, A ® A' equipped with a canonical differential is quasi-isomorphic
to C only up to a degree shift. A ® (A')" would be a better candidate.
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B.2 Quiver quantum mechanics, equivariant cohomology and CoHA

The conventional route to the CoHA is to consider the SQM associated to a quiver [20].
This is a dimensional reduction of a 4d non-Abelian SUSY gauge theory: the fermions
which used to be chiral or anti-chiral before the dimensional reduction now couple
differently to the electric field P, and the magnetic field [X*7, X’]e,s. Physically,
this is due to the fact that the quiver arises from a D-brane description of the BPS
particles and string theory/supergravity does not have the SU(2)r symmetry. The
discussion above will have to be adjusted accordingly.

It should be possible to to turn on trapping deformations in the SQM as discussed
above. We expect that the resulting algebra A of BPS states trapped at a fermionic
trap will coincide with the CoHA for the quiver. We leave the analysis to future work.
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