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We consider half-BPS Wilson loops in N = 2 long circular quiver gauge theories at large-N with
continuous limit shape of 't Hooft couplings. In the limit of an infinite number of nodes L, the
solution to the localisation matrix model is given by Wigner semicircles for any profile of couplings.
Higher-order corrections in 1/L can be calculated iteratively. Combining large L with a strong
coupling regime we identify a double scaling limit that describes dynamics along a fifth dimension
which emerges dynamically from the quiver diagram. We solve the resulting integro-differential

equation exactly for a certain range of parameters.

INTRODUCTION

Physicists have been acquainted with quiver gauge the-
ories since the 1980s, initially employing them as compos-
ite models [1]. Later, quivers garnered increased atten-
tion, naturally arising in geometrical engineering from
D-branes [2], discretised versions of space-time [3] and as
holographic duals.

The chrestomathic example of holographic duality is
N =4 SYM dual to IIB string theory on AdSs x S° [4].
This duality has passed various nonperturbative checks,
particularly matching the highly nontrivial calculations
of the Wilson loop expectation value from both gauge
and string theory sides. In gauge theory, the exact cal-
culation of the BPS Wilson loop can be achieved using
localization techniques [5], which reduce the problem to a
finite dimensional matrix integral. In the case of N' =4
SYM, this matrix integral is Gaussian and the Wilson
loop can be calculated exactly even at finite N. Another
class of theories enabling exact localisation computation
is four-dimensional A/ = 2 circular quiver gauge theo-
ries which are dual to IIB string theory on the orbifold
AdSs % (S°/ZF)[6], where L is the number of nodes in the
quiver. The matrix model in this case is interacting even
for equal couplings but decouples into Gaussian integrals
at large-N. In the case of general 't Hooft coupling con-
stants, the saddle point approximation results in a system
of L coupled integral equations for L densities of eigenval-
ues of scalar fields. These densities have finite supports
and they are equal in the case of equal couplings. For
arbitrary couplings, all supports are different, and there
is no general method to solve these integral equations ex-
actly. In the strong coupling limit, the sizes of supports
go to infinity and one can use the Wiener-Hopf method
to calculate the first few terms [7, 8].

Surprisingly, a similar system of integral equations ap-
pears in a completely different area of physics, - two-
dimensional integrable quantum field theories. Integrable
models can be solved using the Bethe Ansatz technique
and the resulting equations in the thermodynamic limit
turn into a system of coupled integral equations written
on the densities of Bethe roots or quasienergies. In the
presence of general external fields all supports vary, ren-
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FIG. 1. The left picture schematically represents the circular
quiver, with the set of 't Hooft couplings depicted by blue and
black dots, respectively. The right picture illustrates their
continuous large-L limit shapes.

dering the system of equations unsolvable analytically,
which is analogous to the scenario of saddle point equa-
tions for quivers with general couplings discussed earlier.
In a recent paper [9] we considered the SU(N) Prin-
cipal Chiral Model (PCM) in arbitrary external fields
with continuous limit shape at large-N. The condition
of smoothness of the limit shape turned out to be so
constrained that it allowed us to find an exact solution.
Being inspired by this observation, in this paper, we will
consider the case of long quivers with a continuous limit
shape of coupling constants, as schematically illustrated
in FIG . 1, and once again it will enable us to find an exact
solution. In this case the analogy with PCM goes even
further: the Ay_; Dynkin diagram at large-N trans-
forms into a new third dimension, while in the case of 4D
quiver gauge theory, the Ay _1 quiver diagram efficiently
turnes into the fifth dimension [3]. The double-scaled
PCM has been conjectured to be dual to a noncritical
string theory [10], although its formulation remains un-
known. Conversely, circular quiver gauge theory already
possesses a known dual string description at finite L, and
this provides a good starting point for understanding a
dual picture of the DS limit explored in this paper.

We will calculate the expectation value of the half-BPS
Wilson loop at large-L for an arbitrary continuous pro-
file of couplings. Then, in strong coupling we will identify
the DS limit sending L and the couplings to infinity in a
synchronised way. For a certain range of parameters we
will solve the resulting integro-differential equation ex-
actly and conclude with a discussion of future directions.



CIRCULAR QUIVERS AT LARGE L

The field content of the SU(N) circular quiver con-
sists of L vector multiplets in the adjoint representation,
and L bi-fundamental matter hypermultiplets. In what
follows we will be interested in the expectation value of
the Wilson loop :

1
Wi = (5-Pexp 75 ds(id" Ay, + |2]0)) (1)
C

for the circular contour C.

Once the theory is compactified on the four-
dimensional sphere, the expectation value of half-BPS
Wilson loop can be written in the form of the matrix in-
tegral using localisation technique [5]. The large-N sad-
dle point approximation results into the system of inte-
gral equations for the densities p;(x) of eigenvalues of the
scalar fields ®; [7, 8]
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where {)\;} is the set of 't Hooft couplings, the kernel

K(z) =z (1 +ix) + (1 —ix) 4+ 27) (3)

is regular, index [ numerates quiver’s nodes I € {1, ..., L}
and periodicity | ~ [+ L is assumed. Densities vanish at
the boundaries p;(£4;) = 0 and are normalised to unity:

[ dzpia) =1, (4)

Once the densities are known, the expectaion value of the
Wilson loop can be easily calculated :
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In what follows, there will be useful to introduce another

parametrization of 't Hooft couplings through the effec-
tive coupling constant A and the set of angle variables
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Except trivial case of equal couplings, the system of
integral equations (2) can’t be solved exactly at finite
L. Being inspired by [9], in this paper we introduce

the continuous circular quivers such that the number
of nodes L goes to infinity and A, = A(2%), where
Ag) € C>=(8') is a smooth strictly positive function
on the circle parametrised by the continuous coordinate

¢ = lim 2%1
L—oo
In the leading large-L limit terms with K kernel vanish:

L (@) + I (z) — 20(x) "2 (20/0)%021(, 2), (7)
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and we end up with a Gaussian matrix model :
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The solution is given by Wigner semicircles with the radii
fixed by the normalisation (4) :

M0(¢>)2 -2, po(p) = M)

po(¢,x) = W o

(9)
We stress again that the existence of this solution cru-
cially relies on the smoothness of the limit shape.
In order to get the next terms in 1/L expansion we
use inverse formula for Cauchy kernel and rewrite the
original equations in the following form :
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The leading L~2 correction to the density arises from the
second term, where it suffices to substitute the leading
semicircle for the exact density:
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The size of support is fixed by the normalization (4):
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where T} (z) is the first Chebyshev polynomial of the first
kind.

In principle, one can go further and generate next cor-
rections for the density and support

p(¢7 l’) = Z p2k(¢7 x)L_zka
(@) = par(¢) L2
iteratively solving integro-differential equation:
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Finally one can plug (11) and (12) into the (5) and get
the expectation value of the Wilson loop, however for the
general profile of coupling constants the answer can be
written only in the form of multiple integrals or infinite
sums. At the same time, it’s straightforward to expand
the kernel (3) at small arguments and generate weak cou-
pling u(¢) — 0 expansion :
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while from the expansion at large arguments we get the
strong coupling p(¢$) — oo asymptotics :
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where for sake of brevity we omitted explicit ¢ depen-
dence on the rhs. Also we didn’t expand the exact size
1(¢) of support in the power, keeping in mind the next
section where we will introduce the double-scaling limit.

DOUBLE-SCALING LIMIT

The leading terms in the strong coupling expansion
(17)-(18) are proportional to A?/L? where A is a scale of
support p ~ A. Inspecting further the iterative solution
of (15) at strong coupling one can see that the whole ex-
pansion for the densities and supports goes over the pow-
ers of (A/L)? and subleading terms : >, cx(A/L)?*(1 +
O(L~2,A~2)). This pattern suggests resummation of the
leading subsequence in the double-scaling limit L, A — oo
with the finite ratio A/L. Namely, let’s perform the fol-
lowing rescaling in the original equations (2):

w0) = A, u(¢) =Av(¢), == Aa,
No) = A*v(0), p(d,x) = A""e(¢,2)

(19)
(20)

sending L and A to infinity such that the ratio x? =
2m2A%/L? is fixed and y(¢) € C*°(S1), we will call it DS
continuous circular quiver . It is straightfoward to take
this limit and the resulting integro-differential equation
has the simple form
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with the following boundary and normalisation condi-
tions :

v(0) =v(2r) =1, V(0)=1'(27), (22)
v(¢)

(6 4v(6) =0, [ dac(do)=1.  (23)
—v(9)

Formally, the limit of small x can be again solved iter-
atively and the expansion matches the strong coupling
expansion at large-L (18) :
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where vg(¢) = \/7(¢)/2m. However, in order to get the
exact solution one has to perform the resummation of

infinite number of iterations what potentially can lead to
the asymptotic expansion. We leave this analysis for the
future and instead turn to another regime of sufficiently
large x where we can find exact solution. In the case of
large x it is natural to expect the similarity with ordinary
strong coupling at finite L and indeed beeing inspired by
[7, 8] we write the following ansatz

e(¢,a) = A (im e 7 e %Z)(fz a2> (25)

which as we will see in a moment goes through the lhs
of (21) even at finite x. Formally, the second term
(v()? — a?)~1/2 diverges at the boundary, however one
should understand it as a pointwise limit (12 —a?)~1/2 =

2k
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rect boundary conditions. For the resolution of the true
boundary behaviour one should go to the o(1) scale in-
visible in the DS approximation.

Using normalisation condition (23) we get the relation
between v(¢) and ¢(¢):

1

c(p) = W—

Let’s mention that the coefficient ¢(¢) should be non-
negative due to the positivity of the density (¢) > 0,
what translates into the following restriction :

v(¢) < 1/VA.

(26)

(27)



Evaluating integrals
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and taking derivative 8; we see that the result on the lhs

of (21) is proportional to a and thus equation reduces to
matching the prefactors on both sides :

Kpo(a—B)=2alog > (29)
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Integrating this equation over ¢ from 0 to 27 and using
periodicity (22) we find the constant A :

A+ x* ((logv(9))” = A(v(e)V'(¢))) = (30)
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where 7 = limy_, oo A72) is DS effective coupling.

The differential equation (30) can be easily solved in
quadratures and the integration constants are fixed by
the boundary conditions (22):
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where we introduced continuous in L — oo limit mono-
tonic function ©(¢) : St — S*

l
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The equation (32) defines the support v(¢) for the given
DS parameter x and the profile of coupling constants
v(#). Let’s mention that this equation has solution only
in the case when the rhs is less or equal than the maxi-
mum of the lhs. The function logv — Av?/2 reaches its
maximum at v = 1/ VA what leads to the same restric-
tion (27) which guarantees the positivity of the density.
We expect that more general profiles vy(¢) correspond to
multi-cut solutions.

The equation (32) is transcendental and in general case
can be solved just numerically, see FIG. 2. In the limit of
large x? ~ A/L? > 1 the profile of supports v(¢) frozes
around unity :

v(g) T~ 14 (34)
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FIG. 2. 2D surface represents the density (¢, a) for x? = 2
and v~ '(¢) = 0.01(1 + 0.8sin(4)) drawn in the cylindric
coordinates (e(¢, ) cos(¢), (¢, a)sin(¢), ), such that ¢ €
(0,27), and a € (—=0.97v(¢),0.97v(¢)). We cut out the vicin-
ity near the boundary at +0.97v for sake of better visual rep-
resentation. The black curve on the left side illustrates (scale
is changed) the profile of the inverse DS coupling v~ *(¢).

and the same asymptotics is valid for the limit of equal
DS couplings ©(¢) — ¢ at finite 4x2. In order to repro-
duce the v(¢) = 1 limit one has to send (¢) — 472 such
that ©(¢) goes to ¢ faster than A goes to 1 so the second
term in (34) is small. In this regime ¢(¢) — 0 and (¢, «)
turnes into the Wigner semicircle. However let’s mention
that in DS regime even for small but finite difference
v(¢) — 472 both terms in (25) are present. In order to re-
produce the limit of equal original supports p(¢) = const
one has to leave DS regime where the difference of sup-
ports is u(¢1) — p(d2) = O(A) and go through the com-
pletely different regime of p(¢1) —pu(¢p2) = O(1). The last
one is potentially accessible to Wiener-Hopf method and
the corresponding solution will be continuosly connected
to the Wigner semicircles at equal couplings [7, 8]. Let’s
stress that the Wiener-Hopf method can’t be matched
directly with DS limit due to its inapplicability to the
configurations with supports pu(¢) = O(A). It would be
very interesting to find more general solution interpolat-
ing between DS and WH regimes.

The leading assymptotics coming from the Wiener-
Hopf method [7, 8] functionally looks similar to (25) how-
ever the terms have different scales, indeed in the ordi-
nary strong coupling at finite L the second term is 1/A
suppresed in the bulk wrt the first one, and they both are
of the same order in the O(1) vicinity of the boundary.
Conversely, in the DS regime both terms in the density
(25) are of the same order in the bulk and the first one is
1/A suppressed near the boundary. The last means that
the leading contribution to the expectation value of the
Wilson loop in DS limit comes from the second term and
we get :
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DISCUSSION

In this paper, we considered continuous circular quiv-
ers and demonstrated that the smoothness along the
quiver diagram allows for the calculation of the expec-
taion value of the Wilson loop at finite couplings. In the
strong coupling regime we identified the double scaling
limit (21) and solved the corresponding equation exactly
for a certain range of parameters (27). We expect that
the more general profiles correspond to the multi-cut so-
lutions. The regimes with /L <« 1 and /L > 1 demon-
strate qualitatively different behaviour. In the first case
the solution has a local dependence on the quiver vari-
able ¢ (17), (18) while in the second case the density (25)
is expressed through the functions integrated along the
whole quiver (32).

It would be interesting to understand this picture at
the microscopic level of QFT, by taking the large L
limit directly at the level of the Lagrangian/lattice and
analysing the emerging 5D theory [3].

Effectively one can think about smoothness as an ex-
tra constraint leading to a drastic simplification which we
observed in this paper. It would be natural to go beyond
Wilson loops and study continuous limits for other quan-
tities accessible through localisation such as integrated
correlation functions of local operators , correlators be-
tween local operators and a Wilson loop, Wilson loops
in higher representations etc. Also, it would be inter-
esting to relax the strict limit of large-N and calculate
1/N corrections [11]. Even further, one could examine
the original matrix model to check for the existence of
other nontrivial regimes by synchronizing the rank of the
gauge groups, representations, coupling constants, num-
ber of quiver nodes, etc.

Finally, it would be very intriguing to understand the
dual string description. The strongly coupled circular
quiver at finite L is dual to a IIB string theory on the
orbifold AdSs x (S°/Z%) [6]. The large L limit would
take ZL to U(1) which naively reduces dimensionality
of the string theory by one to a noncritical value. On
the other hand, in the continuous limit, another cir-
cle parametrized by ©(¢) emerges from the quiver dia-
gram. The parameters ; are proportional to the B-fluxes
through the collapsing cycles of the orbifold [12, 13] and

in the DS limit they condense into a new S' parametrized
by O(¢) which can signal a nontrivial transformation of
geometry. In the T-dual picture [14] angle variables 6;
are coordinates of L NS5 branes placed along S* and the
function ©(¢) describes their continuous distribution in
the DS limit.

We will return to these questions in future publica-
tions.
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