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Introduction

Dynamical systems on homogeneous spaces are a classical subject in both differ-
ential geometry and mathematical physics. For example, the study of tops has been
foundational for the theory of integrable systems (cf. [BBT03]). The study of geodesic
flows on homogeneous spaces naturally leads to 1D sigma models. Leaving aside the
case of symmetric spaces, the complete description of geodesics on such spaces is far
from being fully understood1 [Thi81; PS94; BJ01]. The quantum mechanical counter-
part of this story is in diagonalizing Laplace operators on such homogeneous spaces
and is also of considerable interest (cf. [Gur92] for classic results).

0.0.1. 1D sigma models via ‘spin chains’. In the present paper we will consider
a special class of homogeneous spaces with particularly nice properties: these are the
(co)adjoint orbits of classical simple compact Lie groups2 (see [Kir99] for an introduc-
tion). We believe our methods are applicable to all classical groups, although below we
will exclusively deal with the case of SUpnq (see [BFR86] or [ABW22] for a review of
SUpnq orbits). In this case the orbits, in general, are the so-called flag manifolds: they
include the complex projective space CPn´1 as well as the Grassmannians Grpm,nq

and, in full generality, are defined below.
Our strategy in studying the corresponding quantum 1D sigma models is to con-

struct finite-dimensional approximations, which are rudimentary spin chains of a
kind [BK24]. Each site of the spin chain contains a single spin, i.e. a (finite-dimensional)
representation of SUpnq that may be described by its Young diagram. Throughout the
paper we will only need the representations corresponding to rectangular Young dia-
grams, of some height3 k and width p. The remarkable property of these spin chains
is that their spectra give the exact spectra of the Laplacians on the corresponding flag
manifolds, albeit truncated to a finite-dimensional subset of all harmonics. Increasing
the value of p, we enlarge the corresponding subspace and in the limit p Ñ 8 the full
Hilbert space and hence the full spectrum are recovered.

1As we shall see below in the example of flag manifolds, typically invariant metrics on homogeneous
spaces come in families.

2In this case there is no difference between adjoint and coadjoint orbits, since the adjoint and
codjoint representations may be identified by means of the Killing metric on the Lie algebra.

3For the most part we will have k “ 1; generalizations to partial flag manifolds will require k ą 1.
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0.0.2. Supersymmetric extensions of sigma models. Although this method is
applicable to purely bosonic models as well, the most interesting results are obtained
for their supersymmetric extensions.

We consider two large classes of supersymmetric sigma models in 1D. In short, these
are the models whose supercharges correspond to the differentials in the Dolbeault and
Kähler-de Rham complexes (cf. [IS12; Smi20] for a detailed treatment). Although the
former has N “ 2 supersymmetry, whereas the latter has N “ 4, both are most easily
explained in N “ 2 language. In 1D there are two fundamental types of N “ 2 sigma
models, which have been called 2a and 2b in [Hul99]. The 2a model may be obtained
by dimensional reduction from the N “ p1, 1q model in 2D and describes the de Rham
complex. In turn, the 2b model may be obtained from the (‘chiral’) N “ p0, 2q model in
2D and describes the Dolbeault complex. If, in addition, the metric of the target space
is Kähler, supersymmetry of the 2a model is automatically upgraded to N “ 4 and in
this case it can be called the 4a model4. On the other hand, supersymmetry of the 2b
model is not upgraded, but here a different coincidence occurs in the Kähler case: the
2b model then coincides with the minimally coupled N “ 1 model, whose supercharge
is the Dirac operator. This is one way of seeing the well-known relation between the
Dolbeault and Dirac operators on Kähler manifolds, which will be discussed in detail
below. In the 2b case one may as well couple the models to gauge fields of magnetic
monopole type (technically they are connections in non-trivial line bundles L over the
target space). We will widely use this additional freedom, assuming that all allowed
magnetic fluxes are turned on.

It is worth noting that all coadjoint orbits of simple compact Lie groups are Kähler
manifolds [BFR86] (this is one of their ‘nice’ properties referred to earlier). Neverthe-
less, unless we are dealing with a symmetric space, not all invariant metrics on these
orbits are Kähler. It turns out that our construction naturally works for 2b (either
Kähler or not) and 4a (Kähler) sigma models.

0.0.3. Nonlinear chiral multiplets and ‘spin chains’. So far we have reviewed
how supersymmetry is applied to 1D sigma models. What about the ‘spin chain’
truncations thereof? From the perspective of supersymmetry, these seem to be novel

4This is parallel to the way N “ p1, 1q supersymmetry of the 2D sigma model is upgraded to
N “ p2, 2q for Kähler metrics. We note also that there are interesting 1D N “ 4 models with
hyper-Kähler target spaces that cannot be obtained by dimensional reduction [DI12; FIS18].
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models, which are most conveniently described in N “ 2 superspace in terms of non-
linear chiral multiplets – a generalization of the multiplet considered in [IKT97]. The
nonlinear constraint is really a generalized chirality condition w.r.t. a connection A in
N “ 2 superspace (the trivial connection corresponds to the usual chirality condition).
Just as in the sigma model case, there are two types of models:

• D-model: superconnection A valued in upper-triangular n ˆ n matrices,

• K-model: superconnection A valued in general n ˆ n matrices.

It turns out that these are the natural spin chain truncations of the 2b and 4a sigma
models, respectively (D is an abbreviation for Dolbeault and K for Kähler-de Rham).
In particular, supersymmetry of the K-model is automatically upgraded to N “ 4, in
analogy with the 4a model. Sigma models are restored in the limit p Ñ 8, where p is
the truncation level discussed above (related to the number of allowed harmonics on
the sigma model side, or the value of ‘spin’ on the spin chain side).

Rather strikingly, for both types of models the Lagrangians can be taken as ‘free
Lagrangians’ for the nonlinear multiplets in N “ 2 superspace, and the interactions
are entirely encoded in the deformed chirality constraints5. Moreover, quantization of
such theories leads to oscillator representations for the Hamiltonian and supercharges
(supercharges are cubic in the oscillators, resembling the models6 of [Nic76; Nic77]).
The construction also naturally leads to constraints on the Hilbert space, which ensure
that it is a finite-dimensional truncation of the oscillator Fock space. The structure
of the Hilbert space may be encoded in the so-called framed quiver diagrams of a spe-
cial kind. Moreover, the classical phase spaces are the corresponding quiver varieties,
whereas the relevant Hilbert spaces are obtained by the geometric quantization thereof.

0.0.4. The Witten index for ‘spin chains’ and index theorems. Studying
the full spectral problem of the resulting Hamiltonians is an important goal which
might shed light on the integrability of these systems and could be addressed using our
methods. However, it is beyond the scope of the present paper. Here instead we will

5There are N “ 4 sigma models with hyper-Kähler target spaces, whose superspace formulation
also has this property [DI12].

6Related lattice models were constructed in [FSB03; FSN03]. Spin chain models with N “ 1
supersymmetry have as well appeared in the literature [SK19; MST24]. The crucial difference of our
models is that they involve bosonic oscillators together with fermionic ones. Finite-dimensionality of
the Hilbert space is achieved by imposing supersymmetry-invariant constraints.
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concentrate on the computation of the Witten index7 (see [Smi24] for a comprehensive
and pedagogical exposition)

W “ TrH p´1q
F e´βH (0.1)

as well as its refined version, the ‘equivariant’ Witten index ĂW , which takes into account
the SUpnq symmetry of the models. By standard arguments, the index is independent
of β, so letting β Ñ 8 amounts to projecting on the zero-energy eigenstates of the
Hamiltonian, i.e. the states annihilated by the supercharges. Thus, in fact these are
the only states contributing to the index. On the other hand, in our spin chain systems
the Hilbert space is finite-dimensional, so no harm is done by setting β “ 0, in which
case the index (0.1) simply becomes the superdimension SdimpH q of the Hilbert space
or its supercharacter in the equivariant case. We use this approach to calculate the
Witten index, finding that miraculously it is independent of the truncation p (although
changing the value of p means changing the Hilbert space, which is not a smooth defor-
mation of the system). It therefore coincides with the Witten index of the respective
sigma models that appear in the limit p Ñ 8, the latter being equal to the index of
the Dolbeault and de Rham operators (in the 2b and 4a cases, respectively). We are
thus able to reproduce the index theorems for coadjoint orbits in a novel way, using
finite-dimensional truncations, or spin chains.

0.0.5. Classical index theorems for coadjoint orbits. Finally, let us briefly
recall the developments around the index theorem, with emphasis on applications to
coadjoint orbits. An index theorem expresses the index of an elliptic operator on a
compact manifold M in terms of an integral of some top form (characteristic class)
over that manifold. First index formulas were obtained in [AS63]; more detailed proofs
were given in a subsequent series of papers (cf. [AS68], which contains the most explicit
expressions). For example, the index of the Dolbeault operator B acting on forms of
type p0, ‚q with values in some holomorphic vector bundle V reads:

Ind
`

B,V
˘

“

ż

M
chpVq ^ TdpMq . (0.2)

Here chpVq is the Chern character of the vector bundle V and TdpMq is the Todd
genus, which is a polynomial in the curvature tensor. In our applications V “ L will

7Here H is the Hilbert space, H the Hamiltonian, F the fermion number and β ě 0 a parameter.
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always be a line bundle corresponding to magnetic monopole fluxes referred to earlier,
in which case chpLq “ ec1pLq. There is also a similar formula for the index of the Dirac
operator, where TdpMq is replaced by the so-called Â-genus.

The proof of the index theorem was elucidated with the advent of supersymmetric
quantum mechanics [Wit82b]. It was shown in [AG83] [FW84] that index formulas
like the one in (0.2) could be obtained by a simple evaluation of the Witten index
for various 1D sigma models, whose target space is the relevant manifold M. The
path integral for the Witten index may, in these cases, be dimensionally reduced to a
finite-dimensional integral, which reproduces (0.2) (see, for example, [Alv91] or [IS12;
Smi20]). The literature on the index theorem, where one can find details, is vast; for a
brief account see [Gil00], or the lectures [Fre87] for a more informal discussion.

Either way, the above formula (0.2) is too general for our purposes. Throughout this
paper M is a very special manifold – the coadjoint orbit –, where drastic simplifications
occur. First of all, in case L is an ample line bundle over the coadjoint orbit, the Borel-
Weil-Bott theorem [Bot90], [FH91, §23.3] states that the vector space of its holomorphic
sections H0pM,Lq “ RL constitutes a representation RL of the symmetry group G.
Moreover, all higher cohomology groups vanish, and the equivariant index is simply
the character of the corresponding representation:

IndG

`

B,L
˘

“ χpRLq . (0.3)

This result can be obtained from an integral of the type (0.2) (its equivariant gen-
eralization was given in [BV85]; see also the book [BGV03]) in at least two ways:
either by recognizing that the integral is an instance of the Kirillov character formula
for RL [Kir68] (an integral over the orbit), or by reducing the integral to the fixed-point
set of a torus action (cf. [McS21] for a review of methods for calculating such integrals).
The torus in question is the Cartan subgroup of G, whose fixed point set is a finite
collection of points on M. The result is the Weyl formula for the character of RL, or
the character of a virtual representation in the non-ample setting.

It is formulas of the type (0.3) that are most relevant in our setup of finite-
dimensional supersymmetric quantum mechanics. For example, our calculation of the
Witten index for the D-model will result in the character χpRLq featuring in (0.3).
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0.1. Structure of the paper. Since the paper has become rather voluminous in
the process of writing, we have decided to split it into three chapters. This is meant
to help the reader follow the logic of the exposition more easily.

Chapter 1 is dedicated entirely to ‘spin chains’ describing truncations of the super-
symmetric CP1 sigma models. We start in Section 1 by introducing the D-system for
the CP1 sigma model, showing that its Hamiltonian reproduces the truncated spectrum
of the Laplacian on CP1. We also discuss the quiver formulation of this theory. We
then compute its (equivariant) Witten index, proving that it coincides with the index
of the Dolbeault operator on CP1 and is independent of the truncation. In Section 2
we introduce the second class of models that we study, the K-model. We prove that
its Witten index is the Euler characteristic.

In Chapter 2 we formulate the models of Chapter 1 in superspace and describe
the ‘large-spin’ (p Ñ 8) limit, which leads from spin chains to sigma models. In
Section 4 we describe our models in superspace: first using N “ 2 fields, then reducing
to N “ 1 superspace and, finally, to component form. Up to this point the models
that we consider are defined somewhat abstractly as oscillator-type models with finite-
dimensional Hilbert spaces. The goal of Section 6 is to provide a path integral-based
proof that in a certain limit, p Ñ 8, these systems reproduce 1D sigma models with
target space CP1.

Finally, Chapter 3 is dedicated to generalizations to other coadjoint orbits of SUpnq.
Starting from CP1, there are two natural generalizations, either to higher-dimensional
projective spaces CPn´1 or to complete flag manifolds Fn. The reason is that CP1 is
also the manifold of complete flags in C2 and hence could be thought of as being a
representative of both classes of models. This is summarized by the following diagram:

CP1

Ö Œ

Fn CPn´1

Œ Ö

Fn1,...,nk

The lower entry indicates that, subsequently, one can generalize all of these examples
to the (most general) class of partial flag manifolds. We also note that, from a gauge-
theoretic perspective, complete flag manifolds correspond to Abelian gauge theories,
whereas partial flag manifolds lead to non-Abelian extensions.
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In Section 7 we generalize the oscillator models to the case of complete flag man-
ifolds. We observe that the Kähler condition on the metric arises naturally from the
SUSY algebra in the case of K-models, which correspond to N “ 4 SUSY. We com-
pute the indices for both D- and K-models, reproducing the corresponding characters
and Euler characteristics. Sections 8 and 9 are dedicated to the non-Abelian gener-
alizations: first to the case of CPn´1 and then to generic partial flag manifolds, thus
exhausting all (co)adjoint orbits of SUpnq.

Finally, in Section 10 we recall the well-known isomorphism between the Dolbeault
and Dirac operators on Kähler manifolds. Via this isomorphism, our methods allow
computing the index of the Dirac operator. Diagonalization of the relevant spin chains
would lead to the determination of its spectrum as well.

0.2. Notation and abbreviations. For the reader’s convenience we insert the
following table of abbreviations and notations that we use throughout the paper:

QM Quantum Mechanics
SUSY Supersymmetry

D-model Spin chain Dolbeault model
K-model Spin chain Kähler – de Rham model
2b model N “ 2 sigma model in 1D
4a model N “ 4 Kähler sigma model in 1D
W and ĂW Ordinary and equivariant Witten indices
Z,Ψ,Φ, . . . N “ 2 superfields
Z,Ψ,Φ, . . . N “ 1 superfields
A,B,C, . . . Indices numerating sites of the spin chain
α, β, γ, . . . Indices numerating basis vectors of the global vertex of the quiver
a, b, c, . . . Indices numerating basis vectors of local vertices of the quiver

˝ Scalar product in ‘ambient space’ Cn: u ˝ v ”
řn

γ“1 u
γvγ

Tp pth symmetric power of the defining representation of sun

χp Character of Tp

1m Unit m ˆ m matrix

9



Chapter 1: Quantum CP1 models

1. Spin chain Dolbeault model (D-model)

In this section, we will explain the general idea using the example of the CP1

model. We wish to start from a simple supersymmetric ‘oscillator’-type model, which
is prototypical for the models studied throughout the paper. Their crucial feature is
that the corresponding Hilbert spaces are finite-dimensional. As we shall see, they are
truncations of 1D sigma models.

We introduce a set of bosonic creation/annihilation operators zα
1 , pz

:
1qα, zα

2 , pz
:
2qα

(where α “ 1, 2), as well as a pair of fermionic creation/annihilation operators ψ12, ψ
:
12,

satisfying canonical (anti)commutation relations
”

zα
A, pz

:

Bq
β

ı

“ δAB δ
αβ , A,B “ 1, 2 , α, β “ 1, 2 , (1.1)

!

ψ12, ψ
:
12

)

“ 1 .

All other (anti)commutators vanish. Throughout this paper we will interpret Fock
spaces of such oscillators as Hilbert spaces of certain rudimentary spin chains. These
spin chains will, in general, have SUpnq symmetry. In case of bosonic operators the
capital Latin indices will be numerating sites of the spin chain, whereas Greek indices
transform in the (n-dimensional) defining representation of SUpnq. The circle ˝ will
indicate contraction w.r.t. Greek indices, i.e. it stands for the scalar product in Cn.
In turn, fermions determine interactions between sites of the spin chain, so their in-
dices refer to pairs of sites they are connecting. For example, in this section we are
considering a spin chain with two sites and SUp2q symmetry.

The model may be defined by the supercharge8

Q “ α12 ψ12
`

z:
1 ˝ z2

˘

, (1.2)

where α12 is a real coupling parameter. Clearly, Q2 “ 0, and we define the Hamiltonian
8Notice that if one would replace the quadratic combination of the z-fields by a linear combination,

the corresponding system would be a version of the SUSY harmonic oscillator studied as early as
in [Nic76].
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by the standard formula
H “

!

Q,Q:
)

. (1.3)

This defines a QM system with N “ 2 SUSY. This nomenclature means that there are
two real supercharges, which we have packaged in a single complex one.

Classically, the above supercharges (and hence the Hamiltonian) are invariant
w.r.t. the Up1q ˆ Up1q symmetry

z1 ÞÑ eiφz1 , z2 ÞÑ eiφ1

z2 , ψ12 ÞÑ eipφ´φ1q ψ12 , φ, φ1
P R . (1.4)

We may readily write out the quantum operators generating these transformations9:

C1 “ z:
1 ˝ z1 ` ψ:

12ψ12 ´ p1 , (1.5)
C2 “ z:

2 ˝ z2 ´ ψ:
12ψ12 ´ p2 ,

where we have added the constants p1 :“ p and p2 :“ p` q. Since C1 and C2 commute
with Q, we may pick a subspace of the full Fock space

H pp1, p2q :“
!

C1 “ C2 “ 0
)

(1.6)

without breaking SUSY. These are constraints on the occupation numbers of the os-
cillators, so they only make sense if p, q P Z . We will always assume in the foregoing
that the values of these ‘charges’ is such that the constraints allow for a non-empty set
of states (concretely, p ą maxt0,´qu).

One easily sees that the space H pp1, p2q is a finite-dimensional subspace of the full
Fock space. For the reason that will be clear later we call this model the truncated CP1

Dolbeault model (or the D-model, in short).

1.0.1. Hamiltonian and harmonics. Let us now examine in more detail the
Hamiltonian arising from the SUSY system just described. In particular, we may di-
agonalize the Hamiltonian and explicitly see the spherical harmonics emerging, which
will elucidate the relation with the CP1 sigma model. Very explicitly, the Hamilto-

9Here we choose normal ordering for the oscillators. A change of ordering corresponds to a shift
of the values of p and q. We will discuss this in more detail in Section 10.
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nian (1.3) is
H “ α2

12

´

`

z:
1 ˝ z2

˘ `

z:
2 ˝ z1

˘

` pq ` 2qψ:
12ψ12

¯

, (1.7)

where we have made use of the constraints (1.6).
For simplicity, let us analyze the purely bosonic sector, i.e. we set ψ:

12ψ12 “ 0. The
constraints then imply that (F stands for fermion number)

z:
1 ˝ z1 “ p, z:

2 ˝ z2 “ p ` q , pF “ 0q , (1.8)

so that there are p z1-oscillators and pp` qq z2-oscillators. The most general state has
the form

|Φy “ Φα1¨¨¨αp|β1¨¨¨βp`q pz:
1q

α1 ¨ ¨ ¨ pz:
1q

αppz:
2q

β1 ¨ ¨ ¨ pz:
2q

βp`q |0y . (1.9)

To provide a representation-theoretic description of the wave function we introduce Tp

– the pth symmetric tensor power of the fundamental representation. In terms of Young
diagrams this corresponds to the diagram

Tp :“ . . .
loooooooooomoooooooooon

p

(1.10)

In the present section we are dealing with representation theory of su2, but we will
preserve this notation for Young diagrams of the form above in the case of sun as
well10. The wave function (1.9) belongs therefore to the tensor product Tp b Tp`q of
SUp2q representations. The Hamiltonian acting in this space may also be written in a
more familiar form:

Hbos “ α2
12 pS1, S2q ` const , pS1, S2q “

3
ÿ

a“1
Sa

1S
a
2 , (1.11)

where Sa
1 and Sb

2 are the su2 spin operators (which we assume orthonormal w.r.t. the
Killing metric) acting in the space just described. They can be written very explicitly
in terms of the oscillators:

Sa
1 “ z:

1 σ
a z1 , Sa

2 “ z:
2 σ

a z2 , (1.12)

with σa the Pauli matrices. This is the well-known Schwinger-Wigner oscillator repre-
10For a review of SUpnq representation theory in terms of bosonic oscillators see [ABW22].
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sentation [Sch15] (see [Byk13; ABW22] for sun generalizations).
Standard SUp2q representation theory (‘addition of spins’) tells that Tp

b Tp`q

may be decomposed as ‘
p
k“0T2k`q. Accordingly, |Φy is decomposed in components

|Φyk P T2k`q as follows:

|Φyk “ Φpkq

α1¨¨¨αkβ1¨¨¨βk`q
pz:

1q
α1 ¨ ¨ ¨ pz:

1q
αkpz:

2q
β1 ¨ ¨ ¨ pz:

2q
βk`q

´

ϵαβpz:
1q

α
pz:

2q
β
¯p´k

|0y , (1.13)

where Φpkq is now fully symmetric w.r.t. all indices. Using this fact, we may act with
H on the state |Φyk to find that it is an eigenfunction:

H |Φyk “ α2
12 kpk ` 1 ` qq |Φyk , k “ 0, . . . , p . (1.14)

Remarkably, for q “ 0 one recognizes in this expression the spectrum of the Laplacian
on the sphere CP1

» S2, truncated to first pp ` 1q spherical harmonics. If q ą 0,
the eigenfunctions are the well-known monopole harmonics (with monopole charge q)
described in [Tam91; WY76; Kuw88] (for a recent exposition see [BS23]).

The spectrum (1.14) has the following curious property: if one replaces p ÞÑ p ` 1
all that changes is that an additional state with k “ p ` 1 is added, whereas the rest
of the energy levels remain intact. This can be explained by observing that there is an
operator O2 that commutes with the Hamiltonian:

”

O2, H
ı

“ 0 , where O2 :“ ϵαβpz:
1q

α
pz:

2q
β . (1.15)

This operator does not commute with the constraints (1.5), though:
”

O2, C1

ı

“ O2

and
”

O2, C2

ı

“ O2. This means that acting with O2 effectively raises the value of p
by one: if |ψy P H pp1, p2q, then O2|ψy P H pp1 ` 1, p2 ` 1q. However, the energy of
both states is the same due to (1.15). As we shall see in Chapter 3, this phenomenon
generalizes to systems with SUpnq symmetry.

Summarizing the results so far, we have found that the oscillator system can be seen
as a truncation of the Laplace operator spectral problem to the first p harmonics. The
full spectrum of the Laplacian on CP1 is recovered in the limit p Ñ 8. Given the logic
of our present exposition, where we simply postulated the supercharge (1.2), this might
seem surprising. To shed light on this in Chapter 2 we will provide a direct derivation
of the one-dimensional CP1 sigma model from the supersymmetric spin chain in the
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limit p Ñ 8. Moreover, this phenomenon is inherited by analogous models with flag
manifold target spaces. We conjecture that our construction generalizes to coadjoint
orbits of other classical compact Lie groups.

1.0.2. Index of the D-model. In the previous section we concentrated on the
bosonic sector of the theory. Clearly, the sector with fermion number F “ 1 could be
studied quite analogously. Instead of repeating most of the analysis, we will concentrate
here on a slightly different problem: that of analyzing the zero-energy states and
computing the Witten index, which has a well-known topological meaning.

We found in the previous section that the sector with F “ 0 corresponds to the
representation Tp

b Tp`q. In the case of one fermion, we have

z:
1 ˝ z1 “ p ´ 1 , z:

2 ˝ z2 “ p ` q ` 1 , pF “ 1q (1.16)

so that this part of the Hilbert space is Tp´1
b Tp`q`1. The full Hilbert space of the

D-model is given by

H pp1, p2q “
`

Tp
b Tp`q

˘

‘
`

Tp´1
b Tp`q`1˘

. (1.17)

The Witten index is thus

W “ Sdim
`

H pp1, p2q
˘

:“ dim
`

Tp
b Tp`q

˘

´ dim
`

Tp´1
b Tp`q`1˘

“ (1.18)
“ pp ` 1qpp ` q ` 1q ´ ppp ` q ` 2q “ 1 ` q .

Notice that, rather amusingly, the answer is indepent of p! We can as well write out
the zero-energy states explicitly. These are the states (1.13) with k “ 0:

|Φy0 “
`

Φp0q
˘

β1...βq
pz:

2q
β1 ¨ ¨ ¨ pz:

2q
βq

´

ϵαβpz:
1q

α
pz:

2q
β
¯p

|0y . (1.19)

In fact, we can also compute the equivariant Witten index. To this end, one should
simply replace the dimensions of representation in (1.18) with their characters. Recall-
ing the expression for the SUp2q characters

χ
`

Tp
˘

:“ χp “
tp`1 ´ t´p´1

t ´ t´1
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we arrive at the following result for the equivariant index:

ĂW “ χpχp`q ´ χp´1χp`q`1 “ χq . (1.20)

Again, the answer is independent of p and correctly reproduces the character of Tq – the
representation of the zero modes (1.19). Moreover, ĂW coincides with the equivariant
index of the Dolbeault operator on CP1 twisted by the line bundle Opqq (cf. [Pes17,
Sec. 9]). These surprising facts will be explained later on.

2. Spin chain Kähler-de Rham model (K-model)

In the previous section we constructed a finite-dimensional QM model for the Dol-
beault complex on CP1. A natural question is whether one can construct an analogous
model for the Kähler-de Rham complex. As is well-known (cf. the book [Smi20]),
this implies N “ 4 SUSY. To this end, on top of ψ12 we will add an extra fermion,
called ϕ21, transforming in the dual representation. We assume that the fermion ϕ21

and its conjugate ϕ:
21 satisfy the same canonical commutation relations as ψ12 and ψ:

12,
i.e.

!

ϕ21, ϕ
:
21

)

“ 1. Next, we introduce the following two complex supercharges:

Q1 “ α12 ψ12
`

z:
1 ˝ z2

˘

, Q2 “ α12 ϕ
:
21

`

z:
1 ˝ z2

˘

, (2.1)

as well as suitable analogues of the constraints (1.5):

rC1 “ z:
1 ˝ z1 ` ψ:

12ψ12 ´ ϕ:
21ϕ21 ´ p1 ,

rC2 “ z:
2 ˝ z2 ´ ψ:

12ψ12 ` ϕ:
21ϕ21 ´ p2 . (2.2)

As in the previous sections the Hilbert space H pp1, p2q of the K-model is constructed
from the Fock space by imposing rC1 “ rC2 “ 0 on states.

Clearly, Q2
1 “ Q2

2 “

!

Q1,Q2

)

“ 0. Computing the anti-commutator of the two
supercharges and using the constraints, we get

!

Q1,Q:
2

)

“ α2
12 pp1 ´ p2qψ12 ϕ21 . (2.3)

15



Thus, a necessary condition for the N “ 4 SUSY algebra is to set11 p1 “ p2. Besides,
for the constraints to make sense one should at least require

p1 “ p2 :“ p P Z . (2.4)

The rest of the SUSY algebra is easily checked, so that it has the final form
!

Qρ,Q:
γ

)

“ δργ H , ρ,γ “ 1, 2 , where (2.5)

H “ α2
12

ˆ

1
2

!

z:
1 ˝ z2, z

:
2 ˝ z1

)

` ψ:
12ψ12 ` ϕ21ϕ

:
21 ´ 2ϕ:

21ϕ21ψ12ψ
:
12 ´ 1

˙

. (2.6)

We have written the Hamiltonian in a way, manifestly symmetric w.r.t. the Up2q rota-
tions

˜

ψ12

ϕ:
21

¸

ÞÑ g ¨

˜

ψ12

ϕ:
21

¸

, g P Up2q . (2.7)

The constraints (2.2) are also invariant w.r.t. this transformation. This symmetry is
the Up2q R-symmetry of the SUSY algebra (2.5) that rotates pQ1,Q2q as a doublet.

Let us explain why we have insisted on keeping the ‘non-holomorphic’ transforma-
tion (2.7) rather than relabeling the fermions ϕ:

21 ” ϕ12. The reason is that we wish to
adhere to the conventional definition of the Fock space vacuum:

zα
A|0y “ ψ12|0y “ ϕ21|0y “ 0 . (2.8)

In this case the fermion number operator F “ ψ:
12ψ12`ϕ:

21ϕ21 coincides with differential
form degree via the standard mapping of fermions to differential forms [Wit82b]. One
may thus view ψ:

12 as dz and ϕ:
21 as dz, where z is the complex coordinate on CP1.

The downside of this definition is that the vacuum state so defined is not invariant
w.r.t the Up2q rotations (2.7).

2.0.1. Index of the K-model. Just like in the N “ 2 system above, we may com-
pute the Witten index here. Depending on the fermion number, one has the following

11Notice that here, in contrast to the N “ 2 case, one could apriori choose an arbitrary ordering
in the constraints (2.2) – the corresponding values of p1, p2 would be determined from the algebra
relation

!

Q1, Q:
2

)

“ 0.
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SUp2q representations:

F “ 0 : Tp
b Tp , (2.9)

F “ 1 :
`

Tp´1
b Tp`1˘

‘
`

Tp`1
b Tp´1˘

, (2.10)
F “ 2 : Tp

b Tp . (2.11)

As a result, the equivariant Witten index takes the form

ĂW “ 2χ2
p ´ 2χp´1χp`1 “ 2 “ EupCP1

q , (2.12)

where Eu stands for the Euler characteristic. Rather remarkably, just like in the N “ 2
system above, the answer is independent of p and coincides with the Euler characteristic
of CP1. In fact, there are two SUSY ground states, which may be constructed explicitly
as follows:

|vac1y “

´

ϵαβpzα
1 q

:
pzβ

2 q
:
¯p

|0y , (2.13)

|vac2y “

´

ϵαβpzα
1 q

:
pzβ

2 q
:
¯p

ψ:
12ϕ

:
21|0y , (2.14)

where |0y is the Fock space vacuum defined in (2.8).
The two states form a doublet w.r.t. the SUp2q-part of (2.7). Identifying the

space of vacua with H˚pCP1
q, this SUp2q is easily seen to coincide with the Lefschetz

SUp2q acting in the cohomology ring of Kähler manifolds (see [GH14] for the defini-
tion or [CGP91] for a discussion in the context SUSY QM models). The remaining
Up1q Ă Up2q generated by F 1 “ ψ:

12ψ12 ´ ϕ:
21ϕ21 acts on forms of Hodge type pmL,mRq

as multiplication by mL ´ mR.
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3. Quiver formulation

It turns out that the content of both models discussed above may be succinctly
described in terms of framed colored quiver diagrams:

 

C

C2

z1

C

z2

ψ12

D-model

C

C2

z1

C

z2

ψ12

ϕ21

K-model
(3.1)

Diagrams of this type will be widely used in the generalizations below, so let us
describe the procedure of associating to such graphs the Hilbert spaces of our theories
as well as their classical counterparts (i.e. phase spaces).

The quivers that we will encounter will have two types of vertices and two types of
edges. The vertices will be represented either by circles or squares. Circular vertices
will be called ‘local’ – they correspond to the action of a gauge group, whereas square
vertices will be called ‘global’ and correspond to the action of a global symmetry group.
The red and blue edges will be associated with bosonic and fermionic fields respectively.

We start with the construction of phase spaces, which in this case are called quiver
varieties. To each vertex of the quiver we associate a vector space Cm (for some m)
and the group Upmq acting on it. To each oriented edge that goes from Cm to Ck we
associate the linear space of kˆm-matrices, denoted by Hom

`

Cm,Ck
˘

, equipped with
the symplectic form

iTr
`

dζ:
^ dζ

˘

, (3.2)

where ζ P Hom
`

Cm,Ck
˘

. If an edge is fermionic, then we additionally assume that the
matrix elements are Grassmann (i.e. anti-commuting) variables. These vector spaces
are subject to the Upmq and Upkq actions associated with the vertices. Concretely, the
Upkq ˆ Upmq-action on ζ P Hom

`

Cm,Ck
˘

is given by

ζ ÞÑ g1ζg
:
2 , g1 P Upkq , g2 P Upmq . (3.3)

To construct the quiver variety, one takes the direct sum of Hom’s over all oriented
edges, which is naturally a symplectic manifold with the symplectic structure of a
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direct product, and performs the symplectic quotient w.r.t. the action of all U-groups
associated to the local vertices. The resulting manifold is additionally equipped with
the action of the U-groups in the global vertices.

Hilbert spaces associated to the quivers are constructed via geometric quantization
of the quiver varieties. Technically this means that the matrix elements of all ζ’s be-
come quantum oscillators, whereas the moment maps corresponding to the symplectic
reduction are imposed as constraints on the Fock space of these oscillators.

In practice, we will encounter quivers of a very special type. All our quivers have
the combinatorial type of a simplex with one global vertex. The edges that include
the global vertex are bosonic and point into that vertex. All other edges are fermionic
and correspond to either one or two (pointed in opposite directions) fermionic lines
depending on the model. The simplest examples of such quivers describing the CP1

D- and K-models are shown in (3.1).
Sometimes, for the ease of visualization, we will hide the global vertex of the quiver,

simply indicating the red lines that are meant to flow into it.
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Chapter 2: Classical CP1 models in superspace

4. Classical D-model

The goal of the present section is to define a mechanical ‘classical spin model’, which
upon quantization leads to the spin chain Dolbeault model described in Section 1. The
classical analogue of the D-model has N “ 2 supersymmetry, just like its quantum
counterpart. This means that we can write the corresponding Lagrangians in three
different ways: either by using N “ 2 superfields, N “ 1 superfields or in component
form. We will choose the following strategy: first we postulate an abstract N “ 2
superfield system, subsequently studying its successive reductions to N “ 1 superfields
as well as to components, finally making sure that it actually reproduces the classical
version of the D-model.

4.1. N “ 2 superspace. We start by defining the free gauged N “ 2 superfield
system, subsequently adding interactions at the second step.

In N “ 2 superspace with coordinates
`

t, θc, θc

˘

the free system may be described
by two chiral bosonic doublet superfields Zα

1 ,Zα
2 , one chiral fermionic superfield Ψ12

and two real gauge superfields V1,V2 of general type. In order to fix notations we
recall that chiral fields satisfy the chirality conditions DcZα

1 “ DcZα
2 “ DcΨ12 “ 0

(together with the complex conjugate expressions), where the superderivatives are12

Dc “ ´
B

Bθc

` iθc
B

Bt
, Dc “

B

Bθc

´ iθc
B

Bt
, D2

c “ D2
c “ 0 . (4.1)

The free gauged Lagrangian may then be written as follows (see [Nic76; Nic77; HT90]):

L0 “
1
2

ż

d2θc

´

|Z1|
2eV1 ` |Z2|

2eV2 ` |Ψ12|
2eV1´V2 ` ξ1V1 ` ξ2V2

¯

, (4.2)

where ξ1, ξ2 are the (real) Fayet–Iliopoulos (FI) terms. Later on we will match the
values of these parameters with the pA’s of the D-model. By definition, |ZA|2 “ ZA ˝ZA

and |Ψ12|2 “ Ψ12Ψ12.
12Here Dc is Hermitian conjugate to Dc. The conjugation of DcB and DcF gives DcB and ´DcF

for B and F a bosonic and fermionic superfield, respectively.
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In order to introduce interactions we do not add extra terms to (4.2) but rather
modify the chirality conditions:

DcZ1 “ κ Ψ12Z2 , DcZ1 “ κ Ψ12Z2 , DcZ2 “ DcΨ12 “ 0 . (4.3)

Here κ is a coupling constant (again, it will be matched with the coupling of the D-
model in the next section). Supersymmetric systems with such constraints13 have been
studied in [IKT97]. Our claim is that the model described by (4.2)-(4.3) is the classical
counterpart of the D-model of Section 1. Before checking this statement in components
we reduce N “ 2 to N “ 1 superfields. The resulting form of the Lagrangian will be
useful for establishing a relation between the D-model and the supersymmetric CP1

sigma model.
If the reader is somewhat bewildered by the unusual form of the constraints (4.3),

one can as well pass to standard chiral fields, at the expense of making the Lagrangian
more complicated. Indeed, we may set Ψ12 “ Dc

rΨ12 and solve the nonlinear constraint
via Z1 “ rZ1 `κ rΨ12Z2, where rZ1 is a conventional chiral superfield satisfying Dc

rZ1 “ 0.
Substituing these values in the Lagrangian (4.2), one gets an expression in terms of
chiral fields rZ1,Z2 and superfields rΨ12,V1,V2 of general type.

4.2. Reduction to N “ 1 superspace. In this section we discuss the reduction of
the model (4.2) with the deformed chirality conditions (4.3) to N “ 1 superspace. To
this end one introduces the ‘real’ coordinates in N “ 2 superspace

θc “ θ ` iθ1 , θc “ θ ´ iθ1
ñ θ “

θc ` θc

2 , θ1
“
θc ´ θc

2i (4.4)

as well as the real superderivatives

D “ Dc ´ Dc “
B

Bθ
´ 2iθ B

Bt
, D1

“ i
`

Dc ` Dc

˘

“
B

Bθ1
´ 2iθ1 B

Bt
. (4.5)

The measure of integration in superspace may then be written as
ş

d2θc :“ i
ş

dθdθ1 .

Now we want to explicitly integrate over, say, θ1. The standard way of doing
this is the following. Since taking the integral over θ1 is the same as applying D1

up to a total derivative (see (4.1)), it means that upon applying D1 to the N “ 2
13We would like to thank E. Ivanov for pointing out this paper and explaining the possibility of

having such constraints.
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superfield Lagrangian, the dependence on θ1 will be a total derivative. Thus, upon
differentiating, we may safely put θ1 “ 0. The remaining Lagrangian gives the desired
N “ 1 formulation, since everything is expressed in terms of θ. Clearly, in the resulting
expression all superderivatives must be expressed in terms of D: for example,

D1Z1 “ iDZ1 ` 2iκ Ψ12Z2 , D1 Z1 “ ´iDZ1 ` 2i κ Ψ12Z2 . (4.6)

In the course of the reduction each chiral, or generalized chiral, superfield is reduced
to a single N “ 1 superfield, for example ZA ÞÑ ZA|θ1“0. However, a superfield of
general type is reduced to two N “ 1 superfields, VA ÞÑ pVA|θ1“0, D

1VA|θ1“0q. We will
introduce the following notation for these N “ 1 fields:

!

ZA

`

θ, θ1
˘

,VA

`

θ, θ1
˘

, D1VA

`

θ, θ1
˘

,Ψ12
`

θ, θ1
˘

)
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

θ1“0
:“

:“
!

ZApθq, VApθq, ´2iΛApθq, Ψ12pθq

)

. (4.7)

Using this approach, we obtain the following expression for the Lagrangian in N “ 1
superspace:

L “
i

2

ż

dθ
”

2iZA ˝ DZA ´ 2iΨ12DΨ12 ` 2i κ Ψ12Z2 ˝ Z1 ` 2iκ Ψ12Z1 ˝ Z2

¯

`

` Λ1

´

|Z1|
2

` |Ψ12|
2

` ξ1

¯

` Λ2

´

|Z2|
2

´ |Ψ12|
2

` ξ2

¯ı

. (4.8)

Here we have eliminated the exponents of the VA-fields by doing a ‘complexified gauge
transformation’

Z1 Ñ e´ 1
2 V1 Z1 , Z2 Ñ e´ 1

2 V2 Z2 , Ψ12 Ñ e´ 1
2 pV1´V2q Ψ12 (4.9)

together with a shift of the ΛA’s after differentiation. We see that the constraints
imposed by the Lagrange multipliers ΛA are a superfield incarnation of (1.5). Therefore
we identify ξ1 “ ´p1 and ξ2 “ ´p2. Once we pass to component fields in the next
section, it will be clear that, in order to match the D-model, we should additionally
set κ “ κ “ ´α12, where α12 is the parameter of the quantum D-model.

4.3. Component formulation and relation with quantum D-model. The fi-
nal step is to rewrite the theory (4.8) in components and check that it coincides with the
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classical version of the D-model. The component expansion of the superfields (4.7) is:

ZA :“ zA ` iθγA , Ψ12 :“ i
`

ψ12 ` θζ12
˘

, ΛA :“ ηA ` θλA , A “ 1, 2 . (4.10)

In terms of these component fields the Lagrangian (4.8) is rather complicated. It can
be significantly simplified by noting that the kinetic term has the following expansion:

ż

dθ
´

´ ZA ˝ DZA

¯

“ i zA ˝ 9zA ` γA ˝ γA , (4.11)
ż

dθ
´

Ψ12DΨ12

¯

“ iψ12 9ψ12 ` ζ12ζ12 . (4.12)

As a result, γA and ζ12 are non-dynamical degrees of freedom and thus can be eliminated
by using the equations of motion. Doing this, we get

S “

ż

dt
”

i zA˝ 9zA ` iψ12 ˝ 9ψ12 ´ α2
12

`

z1 ˝ z2
˘`

z2 ˝ z1
˘

´ α2
12ψ12ψ12

`

z2 ˝ z2 ´ z1 ˝ z1
˘

`

` λ1
`

z1 ˝ z1 ` ψ12ψ12 ´ p1
˘

` λ2
`

z2 ˝ z2 ´ ψ12ψ12 ´ p2
˘

ı

. (4.13)

Note that the Lagrange multipliers ηA fall out of this expression as well.
It is clear from the above action that the abstract N “ 2 theory (4.2) supplemented

with the modified chirality conditions (4.3) is exactly the classical analogue of the D-
model described in Section 1. Indeed, quantization of this theory reproduces14 the
commutation relations (1.1), the supercharge (1.2) and the Hamiltonian, as well as the
constraints (1.5). For details of this see Appendix A.

5. Classical K-model

In this section we discuss the classical analogue of the K-model constructed in
Section 2. We will be using the strategy from the previous section. Concretely, we
postulate an abstract model in N “ 2 superspace, then find its reduction to N “ 1
superspace and, finally, to component form that can be directly compared to the K-
model. The calculations are similar to the case of the D-model, so we will focus on the
necessary modifications.

14In order to distinguish the quantum and classical cases, we write z:

A for the Hermitian conjugate
operator in the quantum case, whereas in the classical case we write zA.
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5.1. N “ 2 superspace. To introduce the free system15 we consider the following
field content in N “ 2 superspace: two bosonic chiral doublets Zα

1 ,Zα
2 , two fermionic

chiral fields Ψ12,Φ21 and two additional chiral superfields Λ1,Λ2. We postulate the
free system of the form

L0 “
1
2

ż

d2θ
´

|Z1|
2

` |Z2|
2

` |Ψ12|
2

` |Φ21|
2
¯

`

`ξ

ż

dθc

´

Λ1 ` Λ2

¯

´ ξ

ż

dθc

´

Λ1 ` Λ2

¯

, (5.1)

where ξ is a (real) FI parameter. In order to add an interaction in this system we
deform the chirality conditions for our fields in the following way:

˜

DcZ1

DcZ2

¸

“

˜

Λ1 κ Ψ12

κ Φ21 Λ2

¸

:“ A

˜

Z1

Z2

¸

, (5.2)

which involves the definition of a superconnection Dc ´ A . Equation (5.2) is the
statement about the existence of a full basis of covariantly constant sections (in this

case corresponding to
˜

Zα
1

Zα
2

¸

with α “ 1, 2), which generically are linearly independent.

The superconnection thus has to be flat16, i.e.

Dc A ´ A 2
“ 0 , (5.3)

which in terms of matrix elements may be written as

DcΛ1 “ κ Ψ12Φ21 , DcΨ12 “ Ψ12
`

Λ2 ´ Λ1
˘

, (5.4)
DcΛ2 “ κ Φ21Ψ12 , DcΦ21 “ Φ21

`

Λ1 ´ Λ2
˘

. (5.5)

Here κ is a (possibly complex) coupling constant which will be related to the coupling
constant of the K-model further on. Notice that, as a consequence of the equations,
Λ1 `Λ2 is still a chiral superfield in the ordinary sense, so that the superpotential term

15See Section 4 for N “ 2 superspace conventions.
16Such zero curvature constraints in superspace were encountered in the study of 2D N “ 2 Kac-

Moody algebras in [HS90].
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in (5.1) makes sense17.
It is easily verified that equations (5.2)-(5.5) are consistent in their entirety, and

applying the superderivative Dc to each equation does not give new relations.

5.2. Comparison with the D-model. At first sight the N “ 2 formulations of
the D- and K-models look somewhat different. However, they are closely related. To
see this, instead of the action (4.2) featuring explicit gauge field factors, one could start
with a ‘free’ action of the form

L0 “
1
2

ż

d2θ
´

|Z1|
2

` |Z2|
2

` |Ψ12|
2
¯

`

ˆ
ż

dθc

´

ξ1Λ1 ` ξ2Λ2

¯

` c.c.
˙

, (5.6)

which resembles (5.1). The fields Z1,Z2 are not chiral, but rather satisfy a generalized
chirality constraint

˜

DcZ1

DcZ2

¸

“

˜

Λ1 κ Ψ12

0 Λ2

¸

:“ ĂA

˜

Z1

Z2

¸

, (5.7)

In order for this to have solutions, the connection Dc ´ ĂA needs to be flat, just as
above. In particular, it follows that

DcΛ1 “ DcΛ2 “ 0 , (5.8)

so that Λ1 and Λ2 are chiral fields in the usual sense. To get back to the original
formulation (4.2), one should solve the chirality constraints (5.8) as ΛA “ DcVA, where
VA are unconstrained superfields. Then, making the change of variables ZA ÞÑ eVAZA

and Ψ12 ÞÑ eV1´V2Ψ12, one recovers the action (4.2) and the constraints (4.3).
Notice an essential difference between the D-model constraints (5.7) and the K-

model constraints (5.2). In the D-model case each of the two fields Λ1 and Λ2 is chiral
separately. As a result, it is possible to add two FI parameters via the superpotential
in (5.6). In the K-model, instead, only their sum is chiral, resulting in a single FI
parameter. This means that in the K-model one cannot introduce ‘magnetic charges’ q

17Thus, one can introduce only a single FI parameter due to the modified chirality constraints (5.2).
This is parallel to the situation in the K-model, where, as explained in Section 2 (see formula (2.4)),
one can introduce only a single parameter p. Below we will see that ξ “ ´p.
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without explicitly breaking supersymmetry.

5.3. Reduction to N “ 1 superspace. The reduction from N “ 2 to N “ 1
superfields repeats almost verbatim the procedure described in Section 4.2. As in the
case of the D-model we pick κ “ κ “ ´α12 and define N “ 1 superfields as follows:

!

ZA

`

θ, θ1
˘

,Ψ12
`

θ, θ1
˘

,Φ21
`

θ, θ1
˘

)
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

θ1“0
:“

!

ZApθq,Ψ12pθq,Φ21pθq

)

. (5.9)

In case of the ‘Lagrange multipliers’ we set
!

ΛA

`

θ, θ1
˘

` ΛA

`

θ, θ1
˘

)ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

θ1“0
:“

!

´ ΛApθq

)

. (5.10)

Integrating over θ1 explicitly, we get the action in terms of N “ 1 superfields:

S “

ż

dt dθ
”

´ ZA ˝ DZA ` Ψ12DΨ12 ` Φ21DΦ21`

` α12

´

Ψ12 Z2 ˝ Z1 ` Ψ12 Z1 ˝ Z2

¯

` α12

´

Φ21Z1 ˝ Z2 ` Φ21Z2 ˝ Z1

¯

`

` Λ1

´

|Z1|
2

` |Ψ12|
2

´ |Φ21|
2

` ξ
¯

` Λ2

´

|Z2|
2

´ |Ψ12|
2

` |Φ21|
2

` ξ
¯ı

. (5.11)

As one can check, this action is in fact the classical incarnation of the K-model of
Section 2. To this end one should identify the leading components of ZA,Ψ12,Φ21 with
zA, iψ12, iϕ21 respectively and eliminate all other non-dynamical components. As in
the case of the D-model, only the top component of ΛA is the true Lagrange multiplier
coupling to the constraints (the leading component of ΛA is an auxiliary field and simply
drops out of the action). The formulation in terms of components, upon eliminating
the auxiliary fields, gives the constraints (2.2) and the Hamiltonian (2.6). It is easy
to see that the FI parameter should be identified with parameter p of the K-model
as ξ “ ´p.

6. Deriving the sigma model

So far, we have discussed some properties of the D- and K-models, as well as their
formulations in superspace. But what is their relation to the CP1 sigma model? Our
next goal is to show how the equivariant Witten index ĂW and the g-twisted partition
function Z

`

where g P SUp2q
˘

of the D- and K-models are related to those of the
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SUSY CP1 model.

6.1. From D-model to the N “ 2 sigma model. To start with, let us recall the
definition of the Witten index and the partition function:

ĂW pgq “ STrH pp1,p2q

´

g ¨ e´βH
¯

, Z pgq “ TrH pp1,p2q

´

g ¨ e´βH
¯

, (6.1)

where β is a parameter. By H pp1, p2q and H we denote the Hilbert space (1.17) and
Hamiltonian (1.7) of the D-model respectively. One can write path integral expressions
for ĂW pgq and Z pgq. The classical action standing in the exponent in the integrand is
the same in both cases and is given by

S “

ż β

0
dt

ż

dθ
”

´ ZA ˝ DZA ` Ψ12DΨ12 ` α12
`

Ψ12Z1 ˝ Z2 ` Ψ12Z2 ˝ Z1
˘

`

` Λ1

´

|Z1|
2

` |Ψ12|
2

´ p1

¯

` Λ2

´

|Z2|
2

´ |Ψ12|
2

´ p2

¯ı

. (6.2)

However, in the two cases we should impose different boundary conditions on the
bosonic and fermionic components of the superfields (4.10) (for details see [Smi20]). In
short, these are

zApβq “ g ¨ zAp0q , γApβq “ ˘g ¨ γAp0q , (6.3)
ψ12pβq “ ˘ψ12p0q , ζ12pβq “ ζ12p0q ,

where ‘`’ corresponds to the case of ĂW pgq, whereas ‘´’ corresponds to Z pgq.
It is convenient to work with (6.2) in a slightly different form. For this purpose,

we introduce the matrix superfield Z “

´

Z1 Z2

¯

. We will assume that this matrix
is non-degenerate18. In this case the polar decomposition theorem states that the
factorization Z “ UH is unique, where U is a unitary matrix-valued bosonic superfield
and H a Hermitian positive-definite matrix-valued bosonic superfield. Components of
these superfields inherit the boundary conditions from the components of Z1 and Z2.
With these definitions, the action reads:

S “

ż

dt dθ
”

Tr
`

´KU:DU ´ HDH
˘

` Ψ12DΨ12 ` α12
`

Ψ12K12 ` Ψ12K21
˘

ı

, (6.4)

18The set of such matrices is dense in the original integration domain, so the value of the integral
will not change if we restrict to this set.
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where K :“ H2 and KAB are its matrix elements. It is implied that U is subject to the
constraints UA ˝UB “ δAB, where UA denotes the A-th column. It should also be noted
that

K11 “ p1 ´ |Ψ12|
2 and K22 “ p2 ` |Ψ12|

2 (6.5)

due to the constraints in (6.2).
Next, let us extract the terms p

ř2
A“1 UADUA “ pD ln pεα1α2Uα1

1 Uα2
2 q and

Tr pHDHq “ 1
2DTr pH2q from the first and second parts of the trace in (6.4), respec-

tively. These terms are total (super)derivatives and, thus, vanish19. So, we end up
with

S “

ż

dt dθ
„

|Ψ12|
2 U1 ˝ DU1 ´ |Ψ12|

2 U2 ˝ DU2 ´ K12U2 ˝ DU1 ´ K21U1 ˝ DU2´

´ q U2 ˝ DU2 `
1
2

`

Ψ12DΨ12 ` DΨ12Ψ12
˘

` α12
`

Ψ12K12 ` Ψ12K21
˘

ȷ

, (6.6)

where we have additionally symmetrized the term Ψ12DΨ12.
The obvious way to proceed is to integrate over K12 and K21. However, these fields

are not arbitrary due to the positive-definiteness of H “
?

K, so, in general, there are
restrictions on the integration domain. However, these restrictions are lifted in the
limit p Ñ 8 with q fixed. Indeed, in this limit the diagonal elements of K tend to
infinity, as one can see from (6.5). Thus, H “

?
K approaches a diagonal matrix with

positive elements. In this limit the fields K12 and K21 are therefore Lagrange multi-
pliers generating the constraints Ψ12 “ pα12q

´1 U2 ˝ DU1 and Ψ12 “ pα12q
´1 U1 ˝ DU2.

Substituting these values in the action, we finally arrive at

S “

ż

dt dθ
„

i

2α2
12

´

DU1 ˝ U2U2 ˝ 9U1 `
9U1 ˝ U2U2 ˝ DU1

¯

´ q U2 ˝ DU2

ȷ

. (6.7)

Clearly, this is a supersymmetric CP1 sigma model, with an additional magnetic field,
written in N “ 1 superspace and using homogeneous coordinates [BS23]. As we have
seen before, the quantum D-model has N “ 2 supersymmetry. It is thus natural to
expect that the same supersymmetry should persist in the sigma model. As we shall
momentarily show, (6.7) is indeed the N “ 2b model. Therefore we have proven that
the equivariant Witten index and the twisted partition function of the D-model coincide

19Both terms are SUp2q-invariant. Only their bosonic parts could contribute when we integrate
over θ, but due to the boundary conditions (6.3) all bosonic fields are periodic.
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with those of a SUSY CP1 sigma model in the limit p Ñ 8, q fixed.
Let us now verify that (6.7) is indeed the N “ 2b model. First, recall the well-known

expression for the latter in N “ 2 superspace [IS12]:

´i

ż

d2θ dt
˜

DcZDcZ
4α2

12
`

1 ` ZZ
˘2 ´

q

2 ln
`

1 ` ZZ
˘

¸

, (6.8)

where Z “ z `
?

2 θψ ´ iθθ 9z is a bosonic chiral superfield.
In order to compare (6.7) to (6.8), we should explicitly resolve the constraints

UA ˝ UB “ δAB on the U-fields, that is

U1 “
`

1 ` ZZ
˘´1{2

˜

Z
´1

¸

, U2 “
`

1 ` ZZ
˘´1{2

˜

1
Z

¸

, (6.9)

where Z “ z ` iθψ is a bosonic superfield. Substituting this in (6.7) and further
reducing to component fields, we get

S “

ż

dt
˜

9z 9z

α2
12 p1 ` zzq

2 `
i

2α2
12

ψ∇ψ ` ψ∇ψ
p1 ` zzq

2 ` q

ˆ

i z 9z ` ψψ

1 ` zz
`

zz ψψ

p1 ` zzq
2

˙

¸

,

where ∇ψ :“ 9ψ ´ 2
ˆ

z 9z

1 ` zz

˙

ψ, ∇ψ :“ 9ψ ´ 2
ˆ

9zz

1 ` zz

˙

ψ. (6.10)

This precisely coincides with the component reduction of (6.8); it is the system studied
in [AP85; MM03] (as well as in [IS12] for more general target spaces).

In fact, the discovered relation between the D-model and the sigma model on CP1

allows one to calculate the spectrum of the Dolbeault Laplacian on CP1, since it is
the Hamiltonian of the N “ 2b sigma model. This directly follows from the equality
of the twisted partition functions. If we choose a fairly large value for p and compute
the spectrum of the D-model, then we will actually calculate a part of the Dolbeault
Laplacian spectrum. This idea was illustrated in Section 1.0.1 using the example of
the purely bosonic sector of the theory.

6.2. From the K-model to the N “ 4 sigma model. In the previous section
we discussed the relation between the D-model of Section 1 and the N “ 2b super-
symmetric CP1 sigma model. However, we know from Section 2 that there also is a
rather analogous K-model with N “ 4 SUSY. So, is there a similar relation between
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the K-model and the N “ 4 supersymmetric CP1 sigma model?
To answer this question, we work with the path integral expressions for the equiv-

ariant Witten index ĂW pgq and the twisted partition function Z pgq of the K-model.
The action featuring in the path integral is

S “

ż

dt dθ
”

´ ZA ˝ DZA ` Ψ12DΨ12 ` Φ21DΦ21`

` α12
`

Ψ12Z1 ˝ Z2 ` Ψ12Z2 ˝ Z1 ` Φ21Z1 ˝ Z2 ` Φ21Z2 ˝ Z1
˘

` (6.11)

` Λ1
`

|Z1|
2

` |Ψ12|
2

´ |Φ21|
2

´ p
˘

` Λ2
`

|Z2|
2

´ |Ψ12|
2

` |Φ21|
2

´ p
˘

ı

,

where Z1,Z2 and Ψ12,Φ21 are bosonic and fermionic superfields, respectively. As in
Section 6.1, we should impose (twisted) periodic boundary conditions on the bosonic
components of all superfields, and either (twisted) periodic or antiperiodic boundary
conditions on the fermionic components, depending on whether we are working with
the equivariant Witten index or the twisted partition function.

To proceed from (6.11) one can follow the same line as in Section 6.1, getting rid
of the non-dynamical degrees of freedom. A small difference is that here one cannot
eliminate both Ψ12 and Φ21 – one of them will remain. Our choice is to keep Φ21. Thus,
we end up with

S “

ż

dt dθ
„

i

2α2
12

´

DU1 ˝ U2U2 ˝ 9U1 `
9U1 ˝ U2U2 ˝ DU1

¯

` Φ21DΦ21 ` Φ21DΦ21`

`
i

α12

´

Φ21U1 ˝ 9U2 ` Φ21U2 ˝ 9U1

¯

´ 2 Φ21Φ21
`

U1 ˝ DU1 ´ U2 ˝ DU2
˘

ȷ

, (6.12)

where again it is assumed that UA’s are subject to the constraints UA ˝ UB “ δAB. We
should now compare (6.12) with the known action of the N “ 4 SUSY CP1 sigma
model. To this end, we explicitly resolve the constraints on UA following (6.9). Finally,
one can rewrite the action in terms of component fields20:

S “

ż

dt
«

9z 9z

2α2
12 p1 ` zzq

2 `
i

2α2
12

ψ∇ψ ` ψ∇ψ
p1 ` zzq

2 ` i pφ∇φ ` φ∇φq ´ (6.13)

´
φ∇ψ ´ φ∇ψ
α12 p1 ` zzq

´
4φφψψ

p1 ` zzq
2

ff

.

20The superfield Φ21 contains a non-dynamical boson, which has also been eliminated.
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To bring this expression to standard form, we rescale the fermions
?

2ψ Ñ ψ,
2α12 p1 ` zzqφ Ñ φ and diagonalize the quadratic form of the fermions21. At the
end we get

S “
1

2α2
12

ż

dt
˜

9z 9z

p1 ` zzq
2 `

i

2
ψ∇ψ ` ψ∇ψ

p1 ` zzq
2 `

i

2
φ∇φ ` φ∇φ

p1 ` zzq
2 ´

2φφψψ
p1 ` zzq

4

¸

, (6.14)

which is the well-known form of the N “ 4a SUSY CP1 model [Wit82a; DMH83;
Smi87; IS12]. Therefore we have proven that the K-model gives rise to the N “ 4a
SUSY CP1 sigma model in the limit when p tends to infinity.

21During the diagonalization process, a boundary term will arise, however it vanishes since it is
bosonic and therefore periodic.
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Chapter 3: Oscillator calculus on SUpnq orbits

We started in Section 1 by describing a SUSY extension of the spin-spin Hamil-
tonian (1.11) acting in the tensor product Tp

b Tp`q of su2 representations. We then
showed that in the limit p Ñ 8 this system is equivalent to a 1D SUSY sigma model
with target space CP1, whose Hamiltonian is the Laplacian suitably extended to act
on differential forms. In the present section we wish to extend the above results to the
case of more general (co)adjoint orbits22. In the case of SUpnq, all (co)adjoint orbits
are of the form

OΛ “

!

gΛg´1 , g P SUpnq

)

, (6.15)

where Λ P sun is a traceless Hermitian matrix. In particular, OΛ is a homogeneous
space

OΛ “
SUpnq

StabΛ

, (6.16)

where the stabilizer StabΛ is determined by the eigenvalues of Λ.
Since Λ is Hermitian, it can be diagonalized, the corresponding diagonal matrix also

belonging to the orbit (6.15). Consider the most general diagonal Λ allowing several
coincident eigenvalues:

Λ “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

λ1
λ1

λ1

λ2
λ2

λ2

λk
λk

λk

n1

n2

nk

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

(6.17)

22In the present paper we discuss solely the 1D models. Two-dimensional sigma models with flag
manifold target spaces have been studied, for example, in [Per87; DS08; Byk12; Byk13; TS18; OSS19;
AS18a; AS18b; Ama`24].
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The corresponding orbit OΛ “ Fn1,...,nk
is then the partial flag manifold

Fn1,n2,...,nk
:“ SUpnq

S
`

Upn1q ˆ Upn2q ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Upnkq
˘ , where

k
ÿ

A“1
nA “ n. (6.18)

It is also often useful to introduce the partial sums dB “
řB

A“1 nA. In this notation
dk “ n and we also set d0 ” 0.

Let us note that one could as well represent the partial flag manifold as a quotient
of Upnq by its subgroup Upn1q ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Upnkq. It is this representation that is more
convenient for us in this paper, although the choice of the definition used will be made
depending on the context.

Let us recall two geometric definitions of this manifold. The first one is that the
flag manifold Fn1,n2,...,nk

may be viewed as the space of ordered k-tuples of orthonormal
planes of dimensions n1, . . . , nk. To enumerate the vectors spanning each plane, we
introduce the sets of labels:

IA :“
!

m integer , dA´1 ă m ď dA

)

, A “ 1, . . . , k . (6.19)

One can then construct an orthonormal basis pu1, . . . , unA
q, such that the vectors

tuiuiPIA
span the A-th plane. Moreover, the basis within one plane tuiuiPIA

is de-
fined up to an action of UpnAq. This is essentially a rephrasing of what the quotient
space (6.18) is.

The second definition is that Fn1,n2,...,nk
is a k-tuple of linear subspaces

LA Ă Cn such that LA Ă LA`1 and dimLA “ dA pA “ 1, . . . , kq . (6.20)

In order to pass from (6.18) to the latter definition, one should choose a complex
structure on the quotient space. One can prove (cf. the review [ABW22] or [BH58;
AP86]) that complex structures on Fn1,n2,...,nk

are in one-to-one correspondence with
total orderings on the set I1, . . . , Ik. Given an ordering, one can define the space
LA as the linear span of vectors with labels in the first A sets. For example, the
definition (6.20) corresponds to the standard (lexicographic) ordering I1 ă I2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ .

It is often convenient to describe total orderings in terms of acyclic tournament
diagrams: these are graphs with k vertices, such that every pair of vertices is connected
by an arrow indicating the ordering between the nodes; besides, the graph is required
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to contain no cycles. For an example with k “ 3 see diagram (6.21). This description in
terms of tournament diagrams (quivers) will be useful for constructing SUSY extensions
below.

(6.21)

7. Oscillator calculus on complete flags

A ‘typical’ orbit corresponds to the case when all eigenvalues of (6.17) are distinct.
It is called the manifold of complete flags and may be written as follows:

Fn :“ SUpnq

SpUp1qnq
“

Upnq

Up1qn
. (7.1)

It is this orbit that we will be studying in the present section. In Section 8 we will
consider the opposite case of complex projective space CPn´1, which corresponds to
the situation when the maximal number of eigenvalues of Λ coincide.

In the foregoing discussion we will exclusively concentrate on the ‘spin chain’ part
of the story, leaving apart the detailed derivation of the sigma model, which could in
principle be recovered along the lines of our analysis of the CP1 model in Section 6.
The bosonic cores of the Hamiltonians that we will be considering are straightforward
generalizations of (1.11):

Hbos “
ÿ

AăB

α2
AB pSA, SBq ` const (7.2)

acting in a tensor product Tp1 b Tp2 b ¨ ¨ ¨ b Tpn . In the purely bosonic setup it was
shown in [BK24] that in the limit p Ñ 8 such Hamiltonian gives rise to a sigma model
on Fn with the following metric:

ds2
“

ÿ

AăB

1
α2

AB

|uA ˝ duB|
2 , uA ˝ uB “ δAB . (7.3)

The spectrum of the Laplacian for the normal metric – when all αAB are equal – was
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computed in [Yam79]. Another interesting special case, where the spectrum in general
is not known, is when the metric is Kähler23. To find the corresponding constraint
on the parameters, assume that the complex structure has been chosen according to
the ordering 1 ă 2 ă . . . ă n. In this case the one-forms uA ˝ duB for A ă B are
of type p1, 0q. It is then an elementary exercise to extract the fundamental Hermitian
form from the metric (7.3) and to check that it is closed if and only if the following
condition holds (for more details on this see the review [ABW22]):

1
α2

AC

“
1

α2
AB

`
1

α2
BC

for all A ă B ă C . (7.4)

In fact, these constraints may be explicitly solved by

1
α2

AB

“ rA ´ rB , (7.5)

where trAuA“1,...,n is a decreasing sequence of real numbers.

7.1. D-model for F3. We start with the case n “ 3 to describe some of the salient
new features as compared to the case of CP1

» F2. The field content of this model is
summarized as follows:

zα
A , A, α “ 1, 2, 3, ψ12, ψ23, ψ13 , (7.6)

together with the corresponding (conjugate) creation operators. We adopt the following
ansatz for the supercharge:

Q “ α12 ψ12
`

z:
1 ˝ z2

˘

` α23 ψ23
`

z:
2 ˝ z3

˘

` α13 ψ13
`

z:
1 ˝ z3

˘

` βψ12ψ23ψ
:
13 (7.7)

and assume that, at least generically, all αAB are non-vanishing. The crucial new
feature is the appearance of a term cubic in the fermions. It is inevitable in order for
the supercharge to be nilpotent. We find

Q2
“ pα12α23 ` βα13qψ12ψ23

`

z:
1 ˝ z3

˘

“ 0 ñ β “ ´
α12α23

α13
. (7.8)

23In case of Kähler metrics there are natural sigma models with N “ 4 SUSY that may be obtained
by dimensional reduction of N “ 1 models in 4D [Zum79].
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The supercharge is invariant w.r.t. Up1q3 global symmetry. As in the CP1 case, we wish
to gauge this Up1q3 symmetry. To this end, we introduce the constraint operators:

C1 “ z:
1 ˝ z1 ` ψ:

12ψ12 ` ψ:
13ψ13 ´ p1 , (7.9)

C2 “ z:
2 ˝ z2 ´ ψ:

12ψ12 ` ψ:
23ψ23 ´ p2 , (7.10)

C3 “ z:
3 ˝ z3 ´ ψ:

23ψ23 ´ ψ:
13ψ13 ´ p3 . (7.11)

They commute with Q by construction. As before, we will require that p1, p2, p3 P Z.
The corresponding Hilbert space – a truncation of the oscillator Fock space – is defined
as follows:

H pp1, p2, p3q “

!

C1 “ C2 “ C3 “ 0
)

. (7.12)

The structure of the Hilbert space may be summarized by the following quiver (see
Section 3):

C

z1
C

z3

ψ13

C3

C

z2

ψ12 ψ23

(7.13)

The Hamiltonian of the model is defined simply as H “

!

Q,Q:

)

and may be
computed from (7.7). Some general remarks that we would like to make will not
require its explicit expression. First of all, we wish to compute the SUp3q-equivariant
Witten index which can be written in the form

ĂW “ TrH pp1,p2,p3q

˜

p´1q
F

3
ź

α“1
t´Jα
α e´βH

¸

. (7.14)

Here Jα :“
ř3

A“1
`

z:

A ˝ zA

˘

may be thought of as the Cartan elements of u3, and since

we are computing SUp3q-characters we additionally require
3

ś

i“α
tα “ 1. As the index is
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independent of β, we may set β “ 0, which allows recasting ĂW as a supercharacter:

ĂW “ STrH pp1,p2,p3q

˜

3
ź

α“1
t´Jα
α

¸

. (7.15)

To compute this, we will use the following trick. We start by evaluating a modified
supercharacter, which we call Z, in the unconstrained Fock space:

Zpt|sq “ STr
˜

3
ź

α“1
t´Jα
α

3
ź

A“1
sCA

A

¸

“

“

3
ź

α,A“1

1
1 ´ sAt´1

α

3
ź

BăC

ˆ

1 ´
sB

sC

˙

1
sp1

1 s
p2
2 s

p3
3
. (7.16)

Note that the minus sign in the bracket comes from the presence of the p´1qF in
the definition of the index. We may then reduce to the constraint surface by taking
residues24 w.r.t. s1, s2, s3:

ĂW ptq “
1

p2πiq3

¿ ds1

s1

¿ ds2

s2

¿ ds3

s3
Zpt|sq . (7.17)

Initially, all contour integrals are assumed to be over small circles around the origin. A
glance at (7.16) reveals, though, that Zpt|sq, as a function of the s-variables, has poles
at sA “ 0, as well as at sA “ tα for all combinations of A and α. We may thus wish to
close the contours at infinity, picking up these latter poles in the process. This seems to
suggest that there will be 33 “ 27 contributions. However, in a configuration where two
of the sA’s take the same value the numerator in (7.16) vanishes. As a result, the only
non-zero contributions will come from configurations where ps1, s2, s3q “ pt1, t2, t3q and
permutations thereof, resulting in only 3! “ 6 possibilities. We arrive at the following25

(using the fact that t1t2t3 “ 1):

ĂW ptq “
ÿ

σPS3

t´p1
σp1q

t´p2
σp2q

t´p3
σp3q

ś

kăl

´

1 ´
tσplq

tσpkq

¯ . (7.18)

24Which is tantamount to averaging w.r.t. the gauge group Up1q3. This interpretation will be
important for non-Abelian generalizations (the case of partial flags considered below).

25Here and in what follows Sm is the permutation group of m elements.
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7.1.1. p -independence. Assume that p3 ě p2 ě p1. In this case (7.18) is simply the
Weyl character formula [Wey66; Zhe73; KT87] (see Appendix D) for the representation,
whose Young diagram has rows of lengths26 pp3, p2, p1q. For general pA’s, ĂW ptq is
the character of a virtual representation. We present the red Young diagram for the
representation and the blue Young diagram, which is drawn upside down, for its dual

ÐÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ
p3

ÐÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÝÑ
p2

ÐÝÝÝÝÝÑ
p1

loooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooon

N

(7.19)

In fact the dual representation will appear for a D-system similar to that described
in Section 7.1, with the difference being that the fermion arrows in the quiver (7.13)
point in the opposite direction.

Looking at (7.18), notice that the shift pA ÞÑ pA ` 1 for all A produces a factor
of t1t2t3 “ 1, so it has no effect on ĂW ptq. This is in accord with the fact that adding
a full column to a SUpnq Young diagram has no effect on the representation. For the
foregoing it will be useful to parametrize pA “ p` qA; then one can say that the index
depends only on qA but not on p.

Curiously, there is a related ‘p-independence’ property of the full Hamiltonian.
More precisely, we will now prove that the spectrum of Hp is contained in the spectrum
of Hp`1 (where the index now indicates the relevant representation). To this end we
introduce the operator

O3 :“ ϵαβγpz:
1q

α
pz:

2q
β
pz:

3q
γ (7.20)

– the straightforward generalization of (1.15). It is easy to see that it has the following
commutation properties:

”

z:

A ˝ zB, O3

ı

“ δAB O3 . (7.21)

As a result, it commutes with the supercharges
”

Q,O3

ı

“

”

Q:,O3

ı

“ 0 and, therefore,

26Our definition (7.15) of the supercharacter is related to the usual one by a formal substitution
t Ñ t´1. Thus, we should interpret (7.18) as a character of the representation dual to that with the
Young diagram pN ´ p1, N ´ p2, N ´ p3q, where N is a fairly large number. The same comment holds
true in the general case.
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with the Hamiltonian. Besides,
”

CA,O3

ı

“ O3, so that

|ψy P H pp1, p2, p3q ñ |ψ1
y :“ O3|ψy P H pp1 ` 1, p2 ` 1, p3 ` 1q . (7.22)

The latter Hilbert space corresponds to the shift p ÞÑ p ` 1. Moreover, if |ψy is an
eigenstate of the Hamiltonian, H|ψy “ E|ψy, then so is |ψ1y: H|ψ1y “ E|ψ1y. This
proves that Spec Hp Ă Spec Hp`1.

7.1.2. Higher-n generalizations of the D-model. One can now easily generalize
to the case of complete flag manifolds Fn for arbitrary n: what remains is to write an
expression for the corresponding nilpotent supercharge Q.

Assume that we have a tournament with n vertices, together with a total ordering
on this set of vertices (i.e. an acyclic tournament, as we explained earlier). Without
loss of generality, we may set 1 ă 2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă n. Then the supercharge has the form27

Q “
ÿ

AăB

αAB ψAB

`

z:

A ˝ zB

˘

´
ÿ

AăBăC

αABαBC

αAC

ψAB ψBC ψ
:

AC . (7.23)

Let us prove that it is nilpotent. First of all, when squaring the term linear in ψ’s,
one gets the sum

ř

AăBăC αABαBC ψABψBC

`

z:

A ˝ zC

˘

, but this is easily seen to cancel
against the cross-terms arising from the anti-commutators of ψ with ψ:, as in the
n “ 3 example before. However, at first sight one will have additional terms arising
from squaring the second piece of the supercharge (7.23). These may appear when
one of the fermions ψ enters two triangles in opposite directions. The only two such
possibilities are depicted in the following diagram:

ψ ψ1

(7.24)

However, these two diagrams always come in pairs. To show this, consider the left
27The form of the supercharge strongly resembles that of the BRST charge. Perhaps a relation

could be found along the lines of [FGZ86].
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diagram. Since any two vertices must be connected by an arrow, let us draw the arrow
between the left-most and right-most vertices. Only the direction from left to right is
allowed, as the opposite one would lead to an upper triangle being cyclic. Thus, we
arrive at the following situation pictured by a simplex:

ψ

ψ12
4

1

3

(7.25)

Here we have numbered the vertices as 1, 2, 3, 4, although these could be any numbers
from 1 to n with the same ordering (determined by the arrows). It is now clear
that interchanging ψ with ψ1 is precisely like interchanging the two diagrams above.
Therefore it suffices to consider the diagram (7.25). Its contribution to the cubic part
of the supercharge has the form

Qp3q “ Q123 ` Q134 ` Q234 ` Q124 , where QABC “
αABαBC

αAC

ψABψBCψ
:

AC . (7.26)

A direct calculation shows that Q2
p3q “

!

Q123,Q134

)

`

!

Q234,Q124

)

“ 0 proving that
the supercharge, as defined in (7.23), is nilpotent.

Just like in the n “ 3 case above, here we could compute the equivariant Witten
index ĂW , estabilishing its independence of the cutoff p. Although one can guess the
answer by extrapolating (7.18), we postpone the calculation to Section 9, where it will
be done in greater generality. However, in the ample case pn ě pn´1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě p1 one
can easily construct the zero-energy states in the bosonic sector (F “ 0) explicitly,
generalizing formula (1.19) of n “ 2. First of all, the straightforward generalization of
the constraints (7.9)-(7.11) reduces in this sector to

´

z:

A ˝ zA ´ pA

¯

|ΦyF “0 “ 0 , A “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n . (7.27)
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This means that |ΦyF “0 contains exactly pA oscillators of type pzα
Aq:. Besides, any such

state is annihilated by ψAB, so that Q|ΦyF “0 “ 0. Similarly, Q:|ΦyF “0 “ 0 leads to
the set of constraints

`

z:

B ˝ zA

˘

|ΦyF “0 “ 0 , for A ă B , (7.28)

which imply that the oscillators pzα
Aq: enter in skew-symmetric combinations with all

pzβ
Bq: for B ą A (for more on this see [Byk13; ABW22]). Recall that, due to the ample

property, the number of zA-oscillators is no less than the number of zB-oscillators for
B ą A, so that the latter requirement makes sense. One concludes that the zero-modes
|ΦyF “0 furnish an irreducible representation, whose Young diagram has rows of lengths
ppn, ¨ ¨ ¨ , p1q. Although we will not do this here, one should be able to prove that there
are no other zero-energy states for F ą 0, so that the equivariant Witten index ĂW ptq

is the character of this representation, in agreement with the results (7.18)-(7.19) for
the case n “ 3.

Finally, we notice that the spectra of the Hamiltonians have the property that
Spec Hp Ă Spec Hp`1. This can be proven by introducing the operator

On :“ ϵα1¨¨¨αnpzα1
1 q

:
¨ ¨ ¨ pzαn

n q
: (7.29)

and following the same steps as in Section 7.1.1. In fact, this argument applies to all
of the models considered in the present paper (including the purely bosonic Hamilto-
nian (7.2)).

7.2. K-model for F3. Here we wish to extend the above constructions to N “ 4
SUSY and describe the Kähler-de Rham complex for the flag manifold, in a way similar
to the treatment of the CP1 model in Section 2.

Just as in the n “ 2 case, we double the number of fermions, and propose the
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following quiver diagram:

C

z1

C

z3

z2

C

ψ12
ψ23

C3

ψ13

ϕ21 ϕ32

ϕ31 (7.30)

We make the following ansatz for the two complex supercharges:

Q1 “ α12 ψ12
`

z:
1 ˝ z2

˘

` α23 ψ23
`

z:
2 ˝ z3

˘

` α13 ψ13
`

z:
1 ˝ z3

˘

` (7.31)
`βψ12ψ23ψ

:
13 ` γ1 ψ12ϕ

:
32ϕ31 ` δ1 ϕ

:
21ψ23ϕ31 ,

Q2 “ α12 ϕ
:
21

`

z:
1 ˝ z2

˘

` α23 ϕ
:
32

`

z:
2 ˝ z3

˘

` α13 ϕ
:
31

`

z:
1 ˝ z3

˘

´ (7.32)
´βϕ:

32ϕ
:
21ϕ31 ` γ2 ϕ

:
21ψ23ψ

:
13 ` δ2 ψ12ϕ

:
32ψ

:
13 .

As we explain below, the extra terms are necessary for the algebra of extended su-
persymmetry to hold. The supercharges (7.31)-(7.32) still admit the Up1q3 symmetry.
The corresponding charges may be read off from the diagram (7.30) and are expressed
as follows:

rC1 “ z:
1 ˝ z1 ` ψ:

12ψ12 ` ψ:
13ψ13 ´ ϕ:

21ϕ21 ´ ϕ:
31ϕ31 ´ p1 , (7.33)

rC2 “ z:
2 ˝ z2 ´ ψ:

12ψ12 ` ψ:
23ψ23 ` ϕ:

21ϕ21 ´ ϕ:
32ϕ32 ´ p2 , (7.34)

rC3 “ z:
3 ˝ z3 ´ ψ:

23ψ23 ´ ψ:
13ψ13 ` ϕ:

32ϕ32 ` ϕ:
31ϕ31 ´ p3 . (7.35)

Given the ansatz (7.31)-(7.32), one should check that the N “ 4 superalgebra holds.
This involves the following steps:

• Q2
1 “ Q2

2 “ 0. This requires β “ ´
α12α23

α13
, just as before in (7.8).

•
!

Q1,Q:
2

)

“ 0. In the case of CP1 (see Section 2) this constraint only led to
the condition that the charges pA be equal. Here instead we arrive at a set of
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conditions that are solved as follows:

pA “ pB :“ p for all A,B , (7.36)
γ1 “ γ2 “ ´

α12α13

α23
” γ , δ1 “ δ2 “ ´

α23α13

α12
” δ . (7.37)

•
!

Q1,Q2

)

“ 0. It turns out that this condition constrains the coefficients αAB:

1
α2

13
“

1
α2

12
`

1
α2

23
. (7.38)

This is nothing but the condition (7.4) that the resulting metric on F3 is Kähler.

•
!

Q1,Q:
1

)

“

!

Q2,Q:
2

)

” H. This does not lead to any further constraints.

The upshot is that, in the N “ 4 case, the SUSY algebra determines the coefficients
β,γi, δi (i “ 1, 2) in the supercharges (7.31)-(7.32) and, moreover, leads to the Kähler
constraint (7.38) on the parameters of the metric. As a result, from a differential-
geometric standpoint, the supercharges determine the differentials in the Kähler-de
Rham complex.

Our next goal is the calculation of the Witten index of the K-model. Computing
the partition function without constraints, in this case we get

Zpt|sq “

3
ź

α,A“1

1
1 ´ sAt´1

α

3
ź

B‰C

ˆ

1 ´
sB

sC

˙

1
ps1s2s3qp

. (7.39)

Note the difference with (7.16) due to the doubling of fermions in this model. Taking
residues w.r.t. s1, s2, s3, here we find that the numerator cancels against the denomi-
nator at each pole ps1, s2, s3q “

`

tσp1q, tσp2q, tσp3q

˘

, so that we are left with

ĂW ptq “
1

p2πiq3

¿ ds1

s1

¿ ds2

s2

¿ ds3

s3
Zpt|sq “

ÿ

σPS3

1 “ 3! “ 6 “ Eu pF3q . (7.40)

The result is independent of t and is equal to the Euler characteristic of the flag
manifold. As is well-known, each SUSY vacuum corresponds to an element of H˚pF3q,
and here each such element may be represented by a SUp3q-invariant form.

For the purpose of higher-n generalizations it is useful to rewrite the supercharges
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in a manifestly Up2q-symmetric form. To this end we introduce the Up2q-doublets

ΨAB “

ˆ

ψAB

ϕ:

BA

˙

, A ă B . (7.41)

In this notation the doublet of supercharges takes the following form (taking into
account that β “ γ ` δ):

Q “ α12 Ψ12
`

z:
1 ˝ z2

˘

` α23 Ψ23
`

z:
2 ˝ z3

˘

` α13 Ψ13
`

z:
1 ˝ z3

˘

` (7.42)
`
α12α13

α23
Ψ12

`

Ψ:
13Ψ23

˘

´
α23α13

α12
Ψ23

`

Ψ:
13Ψ12

˘

.

7.2.1. Higher-n generalizations (N “ 4). Again, the above theory is easily gen-
eralizable to higher values of n. Without going into details, let us write out the ex-
pression for the supercharge in the general case – this is a straightforward extension
of (7.42):

Q “
ÿ

AăBăC

ˆ

αABαAC

αBC

ΨAB

´

Ψ:

ACΨBC

¯

´
αBCαAC

αAB

ΨBC

´

Ψ:

ACΨAB

¯

˙

`

`
ÿ

AăB

αAB ΨAB

`

z:

A ˝ zB

˘

(7.43)

with the Kähler condition (7.4):

1
α2

AC

“
1

α2
AB

`
1

α2
BC

for A ă B ă C . (7.44)

The proof that28
!

Qρ,Qγ

)

“ 0 is similar to the one of Section 7.1.2. To start
with, we split the supercharge in a term linear in the fermions plus a term cubic in the
fermions: Q “ Qp1q ` Qp3q. One easily calculates

!

Qp1q
ρ ,Qp1q

γ

)

“
ÿ

AăBăC

αABαBC

`

z:

A ˝ zC

˘

”

pΨABqρpΨBCqγ ` pΨABqγpΨBCqρ

ı

. (7.45)

Direct calculation shows (with the use of the Kähler property (7.44)) that this can-
cels exactly against an analogous commutator

!

Qp1q
ρ ,Qp3q

γ

)

`

!

Qp1q
γ ,Qp3q

ρ

)

. Thus, it

remains to check that
!

Qp3q
ρ ,Qp3q

γ

)

“ 0. Possible unwanted terms come from the same

28Here we denote the two components of the doublet of supercharges Q by Qρ for ρ “ 1, 2.
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diagram (7.25), as in the N “ 2 case earlier. Here one has
!

Qp3q
ρ ,Qp3q

γ

)

“

!

pQ123qρ, pQ134qγ

)

`

!

pQ123qγ, pQ134qρ

)

`

`

!

pQ234qρ, pQ124qγ

)

`

!

pQ234qγ, pQ124qρ

)

“ 0 , (7.46)

where again one needs to use the Kähler condition.

8. Oscillator calculus on CPn´1

In this section, building upon the previously studied case of CP1, we will describe
the oscillator variables and the respective Hilbert spaces corresponding to truncations
of the CPn´1 model.

8.1. D-model. We start with the definition of the desired spin chain type system.
The field content and the structure of the Hilbert space can be read off from the
following quiver diagram:

 

C

Cn

z1

Cń 1

z2

ψ12

(8.1)

Following Section 3, we introduce the matrices

ψ12 P HompC,Cn´1
q, z1 P HompC,Cn

q, z2 P HompCn´1,Cn
q. (8.2)

Recall that every element of these matrices is either a fermionic (ψ12) or bosonic (z1, z2)
annihilation operator.

In order to define the model, we introduce the manifestly nilpotent supercharge29

Q :“ z:
1 z2 ψ12 . (8.3)

29Starting from this section, we drop the ˝ notation, since most fields will no longer be vectors in Cn

but rather matrices of various shapes.
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It leads to the Hamiltonian H “

!

Q,Q:

)

of the model. The model classically possesses
invariance under the following Up1q ˆ Upn ´ 1q global transformations, which is a
generalization of the Abelian Up1q ˆ Up1q symmetry (1.4) in the case of CP1:

z1 ÞÑ z1 e
iφ , z2 ÞÑ z2 g , ψ12 ÞÑ g´1 ψ12 e

iφ , g P Upn ´ 1q , φ P R . (8.4)

We wish to gauge this symmetry. Thus, we impose the ‘scalar’ constraint C1 “ 0 and
matrix constraint30 C2 “ 0, where

C1 :“ z:
1 z1 ` ψ:

12ψ12 ´ p1, (8.5)
C2 :“ z:

2 z2 ` :ψ12ψ
:
12: ´ p2 1n´1, (8.6)

and : . . .: stands for normal ordering. It is defined by the standard convention

:zz:: “ z:z, :ψψ:: “ ´ψ:ψ (8.7)

for z: a bosonic creation operator and ψ: a fermionic one. One easily checks that the
constraints (8.5) and (8.6) furnish the Lie algebra of u1 ‘ un´1.

To compute the Witten index, we will follow the method of Section 7.1. To start
with, we compute the twisted partition function of the free system without con-
straints, i.e. the super-character of the Fock space generated by z1, z2, ψ12. The su-
percharge (8.3), when acting in the full Fock space, has SUpnq ˆ Up1q ˆ Upn´ 1q as its
symmetry group, so the partition function will be twisted by elements of this group:

ZpgL|hRq “ STrFock space pgL hRq , gL P SUpnq , hR P Up1q ˆ Upn ´ 1q . (8.8)

The subscripts L and R refer to left and right action in the following sense. If we
package all zA’s in a single matrix Z :“ pz1, z2q, then the action of the two groups is
described by Z ÞÑ gL Z h

´1
R . In particular, the two actions commute.

To compute the Witten index, we need to take the trace over the subsector of
states, invariant w.r.t. the gauge group Up1qˆUpn´1q. This is equivalent to averaging
w.r.t. this group:

ĂW pgLq “

ż

dhR ZpgL|hRq . (8.9)

30In what follows Cab
2 pa, b “ 2, . . . , nq denotes the matrix elements of C2.
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To simplify the integral, we use the fact that the partition function (8.8) is invariant
w.r.t. the adjoint action, i.e. Zpg0gLg

´1
0 |h0hRh

´1
0 q “ ZpgL|hRq. Therefore it depends

only on the eigenvalues of gL and hR. In fact, we already used this fact implicitly
in (7.15), writing the Witten index in terms of exponents of the Cartan generators
of su3. In the integral (8.9) we may as well pass to integration over the eigenvalues
of hR by using the Weyl integration formula31. As a result, we get:

ĂW pt1, . . . , tnq “
1

pn ´ 1q!

¿ ds1

2πis1

¿ n
ź

d“2

dsp2,dq

2πisp2,dq

ź

e‰f

ˆ

1 ´
sp2,eq

sp2,fq

˙

ˆ (8.11)

ˆ StrFock space

˜

n
ź

α“1
t´Jα
α sC1

1

n
ź

a“2

`

sp2,aq

˘Caa
2

¸

.

Notice that the operator under the supertrace includes only the diagonal constraints out
of the full set (8.5)-(8.6). The Cartan generators Jα of the global symmetry group Upnq

are defined as follows:

Jα “ : `

Z Z:
˘αα : , α “ 1 , . . . , n . (8.12)

Since the symmetry group is really32 SUpnq, we will impose the additional constraint
t1 ¨ ¨ ¨ tn “ 1. Further details of the calculation of the integral (8.11) are presented in
Appendix B, the final answer being

ĂW pt1, . . . , tnq “

n
ÿ

α“1

tqα
n

ś

β‰α

´

1 ´
tβ

tα

¯
, where q “ p2 ´ p1 . (8.13)

This is the expression for the character of the representation dual to Tq. In other
words, it is the representation with a rectangular Young diagram of height n ´ 1 and
width q. Just as in all of our earlier examples, the answer is independent of p.

31In the case of G “ Upnq the Weyl integration formula reads (cf. [Zhe73]):
ż

dg fpgq “
1
n!

ż n
ź

l“1

dzl

2πi zl

ź

j‰k

ˆ

1 ´
zj

zk

˙

fpz1, . . . , znq , (8.10)

where integration is over unit circles around the origin. Alternatively, one can make the change of
variables zl “ eiφl and integrate over φl P r0, 2πq. The more algebraic-looking expression above is
useful when the function fpgq admits an analytic continuation in the zl-variables, just as in the cases
we are considering here.

32More precisely, it is PSUpnq that acts faithfully.
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8.2. K-model. In this subsection we perform the N “ 4 extension of the above
construction, using the CP1 example as our main reference.

Essentially we should double the number of fermions. Therefore, in addition to the
fields (8.2) we introduce one more matrix ϕ21 P HompCn´1,Cq of fermionic annihilation
operators. The quiver (8.1) is now replaced by

C

Cn

z1

Cń 1

z2

ψ12

ϕ21 (8.14)

The two manifestly nilpotent supercharges of the system are

Q1 “ z:
1 z2 ψ12 , Q2 “ ϕ21 z

:
2 z1 , (8.15)

whereas the constraints defining the Hilbert space take the form

rC1 “ z:
1 z1 ` ψ:

12ψ12 ` :ϕ21ϕ
:
21: ´ p1 “ 0 , (8.16)

rC2 “ z:
2 z2 ` :ψ12ψ

:
12: ` ϕ:

21ϕ21 ´ p21n´1 “ 0 .

One can check that the N “ 4 supersymmetry algebra
!

Qµ,Qν

)

“ 0 ,
!

Qµ,Q:
ν

)

“ δµνH (8.17)

requires p1 “ p2, by analogy with Sections 2 and 7.2. Similarly to the previous examples
we calculate the equivariant Witten index of the model:

ĂW ptq “ n “ EupCPn´1
q . (8.18)

9. Oscillator calculus on partial flags

In this section we generalize to the case of partial flag manifolds and calculate
the respective Witten indices. The definition of partial flag manifolds as well as their
conventional parametrizations were reviewed at the beginning of this Chapter.
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9.1. D-model. The D-model corresponding to the partial flag manifold Fn1,n2,...,nk
is

encrypted by a quiver of the following type (here we present the example of Fn1,n2,n3,n4)

Cn2

Cn4

Cn1

Cn3

(9.1)

where with red color we have indicated the bosonic lines flowing to the unique global
vertex corresponding to the vector space Cn, where n “ n1 `¨ ¨ ¨`nk. The full quiver is
a simplex with k` 1 vertices, k of them local (with CnA vector spaces sitting in them)
and one global, and acyclic faces. Thus, the field content consists of the matrices of
bosonic and fermionic annihilation operators

zA P HompCnA ,Cn
q , ψAB P HompCnA ,CnB q , A,B “ 1, 2, . . . , k ; A ă B . (9.2)

We propose the following expressions for the supercharge and constraints:

Q “
ÿ

AăB

αABTr
´

z:

AzB ψAB

¯

`
ÿ

AăBăC

αABαBC

αAC

Tr
´

ψ:

AC ψBC ψAB

¯

, (9.3)

CA “ z:

AzA `
ÿ

B ă A

:ψBAψ
:

BA: `
ÿ

A ă C

ψ:

ACψAC ´ pA1nA
“ 0 , (9.4)

where A “ 1, 2, . . . , k. The matrix elements of the constraints, denoted by Cab
A , are

indexed by lowercase Latin letters a, b, where a, b P IA (see (6.19) for the definition
of IA).

In our calculation of the equivariant Witten index we will be closely following the
method of Section 8.1. Specifically, we express it as the average of the full Fock space
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partition function ZpgL|hRq :“ StrFock space pgL hRq w.r.t. the gauge group:

ĂW pgLq “

ż

dhR ZpgL|hRq , (9.5)

where gL P SUpnq , hR P Upn1q ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ Upnkq. Following the same arguments as in
Section 8.1, we arrive at

ĂW pt1, . . . , tnq “

k
ź

A“1

1
nA!

ź

dPIA

ˆ
¿ dspA,dq

2πispA,dq

˙

ź

e,f PIA
e‰f

ˆ

1 ´
spA,eq

spA,fq

˙

ˆ (9.6)

ˆStrFock space

˜

n
ź

α“1
t´Jα
α ˆ

k
ź

A“1

ź

aPIA

`

spA,aq

˘Caa
A

¸

, (9.7)

where Caa
A are the diagonal constraints that may be read off from (9.4), and Jα are the

Cartan generators of the global Upnq symmetry that have the same form as in33 (8.12).
Just as before, due to the fact that the diagonal Up1q Ă Upnq is really part of the
gauge group, it will be convenient to impose an additional constrain t1 ¨ ¨ ¨ tn “ 1, thus
explicitly reducing the global symmetry group to SUpnq.

An explicit calculation of the Fock space partition function gives

StrFock space

˜

n
ź

α“1
t´Jα
α ˆ

k
ź

A“1

ź

aPIA

`

spA,aq

˘Caa
A

¸

“

k
ź

C“1

ź

c PIC

n
ź

α“1

1
1 ´ spC,cqt´1

α

ˆ (9.8)

ˆ

k
ź

A“1

ź

a PIA

˜

1
spA

pA,aq

ź

BăA

ź

b PIB

ˆ

1 ´
spB,bq

spA,aq

˙

¸

.

Now, following the Appendix B, we can easily see that the equivariant Witten index is
given by

ĂW ptq “

k
ź

A“1

1
nA! ˆ

ÿ

σPSn

k
ź

A“1

ź

aPIA

t´pA

σpaq

ś

BăA

ś

b PIB

´

1 ´
tσpaq

tσpbq

¯ . (9.9)

As one can notice, this formula reproduces the results obtained earlier for the cases of
complete flag manifolds and projective spaces. The formula (9.9) expresses the equiv-
ariant index of the Dolbeault operator on Fn1,n2,...,nk

twisted by a line bundle, whose
33The matrix Z now has the form Z “ pz1, z2, . . . , zkq.
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first Chern class is given by the twists (in a natural basis of H2pFn1,n2,...,nk
,Zq » Zk´1,

see Section 10 for more details)

qA “ pA ´ pA´1 , A “ 2, . . . , k. (9.10)

9.2. K-model. Our final step in this section is to describe the K-model for partial
flag manifolds. As always, the quiver that defines the model is obtained by doubling
the fermionic edges of (9.1), i.e.

Cn2

Cn4

Cn1

Cn3

(9.11)

It means that, in addition to the field content of the D-model (9.2), we should introduce
the following matrices of fermionic annihilation operators:

ϕBA P Hom pCnB ,CnAq , A,B “ 1, 2, . . . , k; A ă B. (9.12)

As in the case of complete flags, we combine fermions into doublets

ΨAB “

ˆ

ψAB

ϕ:

BA

˙

, where A,B “ 1, . . . , k, A ă B. (9.13)

Naturally, the doublets have an inner C2-index. We denote contraction w.r.t. this index
by Ψ:

ACΨBC :“
ř2

ρ“1
`

Ψ:

AC

˘ρ Ψρ
BC .
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In this notation the doublet of supercharges reads:

Q “
ÿ

AăBăC

ˆ

αABαAC

αBC

Tr
”

Ψ:

ACΨBCΨAB

ı

`
αBCαAC

αAB

Tr
”

Ψ:

ACΨBCΨAB

ı

˙

`

`
ÿ

AăB

αAB Tr
”

`

z:

A ˝ zB

˘

ΨAB

ı

(9.14)

The constraints have the form

CA “ z:

AzA `
ÿ

B ă A

:ΨBAΨ:

BA: `
ÿ

A ă C

:Ψ:

ACΨAC: ´ pA1nA
“ 0 , (9.15)

where A “ 1, 2, . . . , k. In order to have the N “ 4 SUSY algebra we must require that
all pA’s be equal and impose the Kähler conditions (7.44) on the parameters of the
metric.

The calculation of the equivariant Witten index is similar to that of the D-model
case. The difference is that, due to the fact that all pA’s are now equal and all fermions
are doubled, the denominators cancel against the numerators at each pole. As a result,
we end up with

ĂW ptq “

k
ź

A“1

1
nA! ˆ

ÿ

σPSn

1 “
n!

k
ś

A“1
nA!

“ Eu pFn1,...,nk
q . (9.16)

10. Relation to the Dirac complex

As we discussed, the D-model allows one to calculate the index of the Dolbeault op-
erator. In the case of Kähler manifolds, there is a well-known isomorphism between the
twisted Dolbeault and Dirac complexes [Hit74] (more details can be found in [Mic80] or
in the books [LM89; BGV03]; in the supersymmetric context this is discussed in [IS12;
Smi20]). Our results therefore also allow addressing the spectral problem for the Dirac
operator and, in particular, finding its index. To start with, let us recall several ways
of looking at the isomorphism.

First of all, the supercharge QN “1 in a N “ 1 sigma model coincides with the Dirac
operator acting on Dirac spinors (cf. [Alv91]). The left- and right-handed Weyl compo-
nents of the Dirac spinor are distinguished by the fermion parity operator γ5 “ p´1qF ,
which anticommutes with QN “1, as it should. When the target space is Kähler, N “ 1
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supersymmetry of the sigma model is automatically upgraded to N “ 2b. Indeed, the
N “ 2b sigma model may be formulated in N “ 1 language as follows [Hul99]:

L “

ż

dθ
´

i gµνDXµ 9Xν
` cµνρDXµDXνDXρ

¯

. (10.1)

where the metric g is assumed Hermitian w.r.t. a complex structure J , and the 3-form c

is constructed from the fundamental Hermitian form ω “ gJ via c „ dω. On a Kähler
manifold the form ω is closed, so that c “ 0 and the second term in (10.1) vanishes.
As a result, one is left with the minimal N “ 1 system. The (complex) supercharge Q
of the N “ 2b model satisfying Q2 “ 0 is the Dolbeault operator and is related to the
N “ 1 supercharge by QN “1 “ Q ` Q:.

10.1. Clifford algebra in R2N . The second way of looking at the isomorphism is
by analyzing the relevant Clifford algebra. Let us start from the simplest example.
Consider the Clifford algebra corresponding to Euclidean R2N : tγa,γbu “ 2δab, where
a, b “ 1, . . . , 2N . We may pass to the complex basis

Lm
“

1
2

`

γm
` iγN`m

˘

and Lm
“

1
2

`

γm
´ iγN`m

˘

, m “ 1, . . . , N . (10.2)

The only non-vanishing anti-commutator is t
Lm,

Lm1

u “ δmm1 , which means that
Lm,

Lm may be thought of as fermionic creation/annihilation operators. The stan-
dard Dirac spinor representation may then be identified with the corresponding Fock
space of dimension 2N . In other words, define the vacuum state |0y by the conditions
Lm

|0y “ 0. Then an arbitrary state is obtained by applying ‘raising’ operators Lm:

Lm1 ¨ ¨ ¨
Lmℓ |0y . (10.3)

Next, we introduce the complex coordinates z1, . . . , zN on R2N , together with their
conjugates, and consider a form of type p0, ℓq,

v :“ vm1¨¨¨mℓ
pz, z q dzm1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ dzmℓ . (10.4)

One can map any such form to the Dirac spinor as follows (recall that Lm’s anti-
commute):

v ÞÑ vm1¨¨¨mℓ
pz, z q

Lm1 ¨ ¨ ¨
Lmℓ |0y . (10.5)
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At each point pz, zq this map identifies the space of all such forms with the Dirac
representation; if all z’s are taken into account at once, this is an isomorphism of the
bundle of all forms of various ranks with the spinor bundle that we call S:

S »

N
à

ℓ“0
Ωp0,ℓq . (10.6)

The corresponding Dirac operator

γa
Ba “

Lm
Bm `

Lm
Bm “ B ` B

˚ (10.7)

is then expressed via the Dolbeault operator B and its Hermitian conjugate34 B˚ acting
on such forms35.

10.2. Dirac equation on a Kähler manifold. This construction may be gener-
alized, in a more subtle way, to the case when R2N is replaced by a Kähler manifold.
First, we introduce the vielbein for the Kähler metric:

gαβ “

N
ÿ

m“1
Em

α E
m
β
. (10.8)

The gamma matrices may then be written as γα “ Eα
m

Lm , γα “ E α
m

Lm , where L’s
are the flat space gamma matrices defined above. Given a form of type p0, ℓq, we may
again construct the Dirac spinor

vα1¨¨¨αℓ
pz, z qEα1

m1 ¨ ¨ ¨Eαℓ
mℓ

Lm1 ¨ ¨ ¨
Lmℓ |0y . (10.9)

34Hermitian conjugation is w.r.t. the L2-norm. Concretely, for an ℓ-form θ “ θα1¨¨¨αℓ
dzα1 ^¨ ¨ ¨^dzαℓ

one has B˚θ „
B

Bzβ
θβα2¨¨¨αℓ

dzα2 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ dzαℓ , so that B˚ is the holomorphic analogue of the divergence
operator.

35In an arbitrary number of dimensions M one may identify the Clifford algebra, as a vector space,
with the space of all forms [Ati70]. Besides, it is a module over itself of dimension 2M ą 2r M

2 s and
splits into several Dirac spinors. The corresponding ‘Dirac’ equation then maps to the Ivanenko-
Landau-Kähler equation (cf. [BT85; OS93]).
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For simplicity consider the anti-holomorphic part of the Dirac operator, this time
involving the spin connection:

Dhol :“ γα

ˆ

B α `
1
2pωαqmn r

Lm,
Ln

s

˙

“

“ γα

ˆ

B α `
1
2pωαqmm ´ pωαqmn

LnLm

˙

. (10.10)

Here we have used that, on a Kähler manifold, the spin connection is valued in uN ,
and therefore is represented by a Hermitian matrix. Acting on (10.9), we get

„ˆ

B `
1
2 ω

p0q

˙

^ v

ȷ

α0α1¨¨¨αℓ

γα0 ¨ ¨ ¨γαℓ |0y ` (10.11)

` ℓ vα1¨¨¨αℓ
pz, z qEα

m0∇α E
α1
m1 ¨ ¨ ¨Eαℓ

mℓ

Lm0
Lm1 ¨ ¨ ¨

Lmℓ |0y ,

where ωp0q is the u1-part of the connection in (10.10). The covariant derivative ∇, at
face value, involves only the spin connection. However, one can replace it with the
full covariant derivative, since the term with the Christoffel symbols is proportional
to Eα

m0Γα1
αβ
Eβ

m1 and therefore vanishes when contracted with the skew-symmetric com-
bination Lm0

Lm1 . Thus, ∇ is really the covariant derivative w.r.t both the spin and
affine connection, hence ∇αE

α1
m1 “ 0 by definition of the spin connection.

It follows that only the first line in (10.11) remains, so that the action of Dhol on
the spinor (10.9) is isomorphic to the action of the twisted Dolbeault operator on the
form v of type p0, ℓq. The holomorphic part of the Dirac operator may be dealt with
in a similar manner.

Finally, to analyze the twist, we need an explicit expression for the spin connection
on a Kähler manifold [IS12]: pωαqmn “ BαE

n
β E

β
m, so that ωp0q “ B log detE. The

twisted Dolbeault operator in (10.11) may thus be written as
ˆ

B `
1
2 ω

p0q

˙

^ v “
1

pdetEq1{2 B
`

pdetEq
1{2 v

˘

(10.12)

Since Em (m “ 1, . . . , N) are one-forms of type p1, 0q, their wedge product
E1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ EN “ pdetEq dz1 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ dzN is a section of the canonical bundle K. Ac-
cordingly, pdetEq1{2 should be thought of as a section of the line bundle K1{2, which
exists whenever the manifold is spin. Otherwise one should use the spinc structure
instead: this is tantamount to adding an extra gauge field defined by line bundle L,
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chosen so that the square root pK b Lq1{2 exists.
It follows that the B-operator in (10.12) acts on a section of K1{2bΩp0,ℓq. As a result,

on a Kähler manifold the identification (10.6) is replaced with S » K1{2 b
N
À

m“0
Ωp0,mq

(see [Fri00, Section 3.4]).

10.3. Shifts of the monopole charges. So far we have discussed the Dirac oper-
ator in the absence of magnetic fields. Throughout the paper we have allowed topo-
logically nontrivial magnetic fields characterized by the monopole charges qA (9.10), so
the goal of this section is to explain how these may be taken into account in the Dirac
operator.

The Dirac and Dolbeault operators, when coupled to monopole magnetic fields, act
on sections of certain line bundles Lq over the target space M ” Fn1,n2,...,nk

. From this
perspective, the magnetic charges are the expansion coefficients of the first Chern class
c1pLqq P H2pM,Zq of the line bundle w.r.t. a basis in H2pM,Zq. Tensoring with the
square root of the canonical class K1{2, as in (10.12), means we pass to the ‘shifted’
line bundle36

Lq1 b K1{2
“ Lq , (10.13)

so that passing from the Dolbeault operator to the Dirac operator effectively amounts
to a shift q ÞÑ q1 of the magnetic charges.

To calculate the shift it thus suffices to know the expansion of the three line bundles
in (10.13) in the same basis of H2pM,Zq. To this end recall37 that there is a natural
forgetful projection (here dA “

řA
B“1 nB)

πA : Fn1,n2,...,nk
ÞÑ GrpdA, nq :“ FdA,n´dA

(10.14)

of the flag manifold to the Grassmannian. Denote the pullback of the tautological
bundle over the Grassmannian GrpdA, nq as UA. Using this notation, the magnetic line

36Here we use the fact that for the flag manifolds studied in this paper H2pM,Zq “ Zk´1 is a free
abelian group.

37We refer to [AZB19] or [AP86] for details.
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bundles Lq and the canonical bundle KM of Fn1,n2,...,nk
are expanded as follows38:

c1 pLqq “ ´

k
ÿ

A“2
qA c1pUA´1q , (10.15)

c1 pKMq “

k
ÿ

A“2
pnA ` nA´1q c1pUA´1q . (10.16)

Thus, (10.13) implies the following relation between q and q1:

q1
A “ qA `

1
2 pnA ` nA´1q , A “ 2, . . . , k (10.17)

Curiously, the relevant shift may be easily implemented by a change of ordering of
the oscillators. It follows from Chapter 1 that the only ordering ambiguity that we
encounter is in the constraints of the D-model. In order to arrive at the interpreta-
tion of the supercharge as the Dolbeault operator we have used the normal ordering
prescription. It turns out that to obtain the Dirac operator instead one should use
the Weyl (symmetric) ordering prescription for all oscillators. For the bosonic and
fermionic variables it is defined as follows:

W
“

z:
˝ z

‰

“
1
2

`

z:
˝ z ` z ˝ z:

˘

, W
“

ψ:ψ
‰

“
1
2

`

ψ:ψ ´ ψψ:
˘

. (10.18)

To explain why Weyl ordering naturally appears here, recall that normal ordering in the
D-model was directly related to the choice of complex structure J on the target space.
Indeed, the creation/annihilation operators of the fermions were distinguished by the
flow of arrows in the corresponding quivers (3.1), (7.13). The choice of Weyl ordering,
instead, makes the construction symmetric (in the absence of magnetic charges, qA “ 0)
w.r.t. the swap J Ñ ´J to the opposite complex structure. At the same time, when
constructing the mapping between forms and Dirac spinors in (10.9) we could have
considered the space of forms of type p‚, 0q instead of p0, ‚q. Thus, it is natural to
expect that the construction applicable to the Dirac operator should be symmetric
under the swap J Ñ ´J .

So, what happens if we change the ordering prescription for the constraints from
38The sign in the first equality follows from the fact that we’ve defined the line bundles Lq to be

ample for qA ą 0. For example, in the D-model the zero-energy states with fermion number zero
are the holomorphic sections of the corresponding line bundle. Comparing with the reference case of
M “ CP1, one sees from (1.19) that these may be identified with sections of Opqq.
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normal to Weyl? It is clear that the only change will occur in the diagonal constraints
Caa

A (see (9.4)), which define all the twists qA “ pA ´ pA´1 (A “ 2, 3, . . . , k). One may
summarize the change by a shift in the qA’s:

qWeyl
A “ qnormal

A `
1
2 pnA ` nA´1q , A “ 2, . . . , k . (10.19)

Identifying qnormal ” q and qWeyl ” q1, we find that this exactly coincides with the
shift (10.17).

One consequence of (10.19) has to do with the existence of spin structure on the
flag manifold. In order for the theory to be well-defined, it is necessary to require that
q1

A’s be integer. Thus, if some of the 1
2 pnA ` nA´1q’s are not integer, the corresponding

qA’s cannot be zero. This is related to the fact that in those cases the manifold is
not spin, so that one cannot consistently define the Dirac operator in the absence of a
twist.

As an example, consider the case39 of CPn´1. Here we have a single charge q and the
shift is n{2. This is consistent with the well-known fact that CPn´1 is a spin manifold
if and only if n is even [Fri00].

39The index and zero modes of the Dirac operator on CPn´1 were studied in [KLW05; IS12]. The
full spectrum in the absence of gauge fields was obtained in [SS93] and generalized to non-vanishing
mononopole charges in [Dol`08; BS23].
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Conclusion and outlook

In the present paper we considered peculiar models of SUSY quantum mechanics.
These are systems of spin chain type so that, in particular, they have finite-dimensional
Hilbert spaces. Rather strikingly, their Hamiltonians turn out to be equivalent to
Laplace operators on SUpnq coadjoint orbits, truncated to a finite number of harmonics.
The truncation is controlled by an integer p ě 0, which one can think of as the spin, i.e.
the representation at a site of the chain. The spectra of the spin chain Hamiltonians
Hp have the nested property that Spec Hp Ă Spec Hp`1. Thus, a subset of eigenvalues
of the Laplacian may be inferred by diagonalizing the spin chains for fixed values of p.
In the ‘large-spin’ limit p Ñ 8 the full Hilbert space L2porbitq is recovered, together
with the Laplacian acting on it.

We considered two classes of models: the ones with N “ 2 SUSY (which we called
D-models) and the ones with N “ 4 SUSY (K-models). The Laplace operators are re-
spectively the Laplace-Dolbeault and Laplace-de Rham operators acting on differential
forms. As an application, we have calculated the Witten indices of the models showing
that they are independent of the truncation p and that they reproduce the Witten
indices of the (twisted) Dolbeault and de Rham operators on SUpnq coadjoint orbits.
As is well-known, the twisted Dolbeault complex on a Kähler manifold is equivalent
to the Dirac complex. Thus, the same calculation also gives the index of the twisted
Dirac operator.

It turned out that our models have a rather amusing description in superspace.
The corresponding actions superficially look as free actions, however the fields entering
these actions satisfy non-linear chirality constraints. These constraints coincide with
the standard conditions for chiral superfields only in the limit of vanishing coupling,
when the theory is indeed free.

We envision various possible extensions of our work. First of all, as the title suggests,
we expect that our methods may be generalized to the coadjoint orbits of other clas-
sical groups. Besides, our SUSY setup might allow constructing interesting (possibly
integrable) SUSY spin chains. Another potential direction is in considering coadjoint
orbits of infinite-dimensional groups, such as loop groups. The corresponding models
would then be models of 2D field theory.
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Appendices

A. Details on the classical CP1 D-model

A.1. Supersymmetry transformations for component fields. In this Ap-
pendix we discuss the classical supersymmetry of the CP1 D-model (4.13). We define
the supersymmetry transformations (w.r.t. Q) for bosonic operators B and fermionic
operators F in the standard way:

δB :“ ε
”

B,Q
ı

, δF :“
”

F, εQ
ı

“ ´ε
!

F,Q
)

. (A.1)

Similarly, we define the SUSY transformations with respect to Q: as

δB :“ ε
”

B,Q:
ı

, δF :“ ´ε
!

F,Q:
)

. (A.2)

Here we assume that ε and ε are two independent fermionic parameters. The explicit
nonzero N “ 2 SUSY transformations are

δz1 “ ε ψ12z2 , δz:
2 “ ´εψ12z

:
1 , δψ:

12 “ ´ε z:
1 ˝ z2 , (A.3)

δz2 “ ε ψ:
12z1 , δz:

1 “ ´ε ψ:
12z

:
2 , δψ12 “ ´ε z:

2 ˝ z1 , (A.4)

As one can verify by an explicit calculation, the action (4.13) is invariant under the
SUSY transformations (A.3)-(A.4), where we should replace z:

A Ñ zA and ψ:
12 Ñ ψ12.

Let us check this, for example, for the δ-variation of the classical Hamiltonian. The
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purely bosonic part transforms as

δ
`

z1 ˝ z2
˘`

z2 ˝ z1
˘

“ ε ψ12
`

z1 ˝ z2
˘`

z2 ˝ z2 ´ z1 ˝ z1
˘

. (A.5)

The term that includes fermions transforms in the same way but with the opposite
sign,

δ
´

ψ12ψ12
`

z2 ˝ z2 ´ z1 ˝ z1
˘

¯

“ ´ε ψ12
`

z1 ˝ z2
˘`

z2 ˝ z2 ´ z1 ˝ z1
˘

, (A.6)

where we used the nilpotency of ψ12 and ψ12. It is easy to see that these variations
cancel each other.

One could as well ‘reverse engineer’ and derive the supercharges using Noether’s
theorem from the known form of the super-transformations (A.3)-(A.4).

A.2. Classical and quantum fermions. Let us mention a minor subtlety with the
‘dequantization’ of our quantum oscillators into a classical system of the type (4.13).
For simplicity we set the ‘monopole charge’ to zero, q “ 0. By using the constraints
one can eliminate the part of the Hamiltonian that contains fermions,

ψ12ψ12
`

z2 ˝ z2´z1 ˝ z1
˘

“

”

constraints C1 “ 0 and C2 “ 0
ı

“

“ ´2
`

ψ12ψ12
˘2

“ 0 , (A.7)

where we have used that pψ12q2 “ 0. After such elimination supersymmetry (A.3)-(A.4)
of the action (4.13) still holds but this time only up to the constraints.

However, at the quantum level one cannot completely eliminate this term. Con-
cretely, by using the same argument as in (A.7), we get

ψ:
12ψ12

`

z:
2 ˝ z2 ´ z:

1 ˝ z1
˘

“ ´2
`

ψ:
12ψ12

˘2
“ ´2ψ:

12ψ12 , (A.8)

where in passing to the last equality we have used the canonical (anti)commutation
relation

!

ψ12, ψ
:
12

)

“ 1. Thus, there seemingly are two different ‘dequantization’ maps:

`

ψ:
12ψ12

˘2
Ñ

`

ψ12ψ12
˘2

“ 0 or
`

ψ:
12ψ12

˘2
“ ψ:

12ψ12 Ñ ψ12ψ12 ‰ 0 , (A.9)

which manifests the ordering ambiguity. As one sees from (4.13), the consistent way
is to pick the first prescription in (A.9). Another reason for such choice is that the
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second prescription evidently breaks supersymmetry of the classical action.

B. D-model on CPn´1: calculation of the index

In this Appendix we present details of the calculation of the integral (8.9). First of
all, we compute the supertrace over the Fock space. An elementary calculation shows
that

StrFock space

˜

n
ź

α“1
t´Jα
α sC1

1

n
ź

a“2

`

sp2,aq

˘Caa
2

¸

“ (B.1)

“

n
ź

α“1

1
1 ´ s1t´1

α

ˆ

n
ź

β“1

n
ź

a“2

1
1 ´ sp2,aqt

´1
β

ˆ

n
ź

b“2

ˆ

1 ´
s1

sp2,bq

˙

ˆ
1
sp1

1

1
ˆ

n
ś

c“2
sp2,cq

˙p2 .

Next, let us compute the integrals over s1 and sp2,aq in (8.11). We will first perform
the integral over s1, picking the poles at s1 “ tα. As a result, we get the following:

ĂW pt1, . . . , tnq “
1

pn ´ 1q!

n
ÿ

α“1

¿ n
ź

d“2

dsp2,dq

2πisp2,dq

ź

e‰f

ˆ

1 ´
sp2,eq

sp2,fq

˙

ˆ

ˆ

n
ź

α‰β

1
1 ´ tα

tβ

ˆ

n
ź

γ“1

n
ź

a“2

1
1 ´ sp2,aqt´1

γ

ˆ

n
ź

b“2

ˆ

1 ´
tα
sp2,bq

˙

ˆ
1

tp1
α

ˆ

n
ś

c“2
sp2,cq

˙p2 “

“

„

canceling the factors
n

ź

b“2

ˆ

1 ´
tα
sp2,bq

˙ ȷ

“
p´1qn´1

pn ´ 1q!

n
ÿ

α“1

n
ź

α‰β

1
1 ´ tα

tβ

ˆ

ˆ

¿ n
ź

d“2

dsp2,dq

2πisp2,dq

ź

e‰f

ˆ

1 ´
sp2,eq

sp2,fq

˙

ˆ

n
ź

γ‰α

n
ź

a“2

1
1 ´ sp2,aqt´1

γ

ˆ

n
ź

b“2

tα
sp2,bq

ˆ

ˆ
1

tp1
α

ˆ

n
ś

c“2
sp2,cq

˙p2 . (B.2)

Finally, we take the remaining n ´ 1 integrals over sp2,aq. The poles are at sp2,aq “ tγ

for γ ‰ α, but not all of them contribute. Indeed, if two of the sp2,aq’s coincide, the nu-
merator vanishes, so that the residue is zero. Therefore the relevant configurations are

sp2,aq “ tγa , a “ 2, . . . , n , (B.3)
where ptγ1 , . . . tγaq “ permutation of pt1, . . . , t̂α, . . . tnq . (B.4)
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For any such configuration, the first two factors in the integrand of (B.2) cancel each
other, and

n
ś

c“2
sp2,cq “

n
ś

c“2
tγc “ t´1

α due to the SUpnq constraint
n

ś

γ“1
tγ “ 1. Thus, we

see that each of the configurations (B.3) gives the same contribution, so that in a sum
over all poles we simply get an overall factor of pn ´ 1q! . Ultimately we arrive at the
expression (8.13).

C. Spectrum of the Laplacian on F3

Let us illustrate the recipe for calculating the spectrum of the Dolbeault Laplacian
on F3, restricting for simplicity to the bosonic sector of the theory40. The general
method for finding the spectrum is based on a relation with the sigma model, which
can be derived in full analogy with the CP1 case (see Section 6). To summarize, one
should compute the spectrum of the D-model of Section 7.1 for fairly large values
of pA’s (these feature in the constraints (7.9)-(7.11)). The result will exactly match
part of the spectrum of the Dolbeault Laplacian. The entire spectrum can be obtained
in the limit pA Ñ 8 with the differences pA ´ pB fixed. The latter are interpreted as
the monopole charges.

In the case of the bosonic sector and p1 “ p2 “ p3 “ p, the Hamiltonian is just the
spin chain Hamiltonian (7.2), where the additive constant is defined so that its minimal
eigenvalue is zero41. Let us now consider specific values of p and calculate the spectrum
explicitly. As it turns out, all eigenvalues are solutions to polynomial equations of
prescribed order. For a given irreducible representation, the order is equal to the
multiplicity of this representation in the spectrum (the spectrum is not multiplicity-
free). Thus, we will write out the equations, the corresponding representations as well
as the dimensions of these representations (the multiplicities of the eigenvalues).

40The strategy for the K-model is the same. Moreover, the bosonic sector of the K-model is the
same as that of the D-model, with the additional restriction that all monopole charges vanish.

41This is one of the remarkable differences between SUSY QM and ordinary QM. As discussed
in [BK24], in ordinary QM this constant needs to be tuned manually. In contrast to that, in SUSY
QM it is fixed automatically.
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In the case of p “ 1 and p “ 2 one finds:

Eigenvalue Representation Dimension
p “ 1 :

λ “ 0 Trivial 1
λ ´ 2a “ 0 10
λ2

´ 2aλ ` 3b “ 0 8
p “ 2 :

λ “ 0 Trivial 1
λ ´ 2a “ 0 10
λ ´ 2a “ 0 10

λ ´ 6a “ 0 28
λ2

´ 2aλ ` 3b “ 0 8

λ2
´ 8aλ ` 12

`

a2
` b

˘

“ 0 35

λ3
´ 8aλ2

`
`

12a2
` 28b

˘

λ ´ 48ab ´ 80c “ 0 27

where a :“ α2
12 `α2

23 `α2
13, b :“ pα12α13q

2
`pα12α23q

2
`pα13α23q

2 and c :“ pα12α23α13q
2

are the elementary symmetric polynomials of α2
12,α

2
23,α

2
13. One easily checks that the

sum of dimensions (taking into account the multiplicities) matches 33 “ 27 for p “ 1
and 63 “ 216 for p “ 2.

Notice the important property (proven in Section 7.1.1) that the spectrum at p “ 2
contains the spectrum at p “ 1.

D. Comparison with the Weyl character formula for SUpnq

Here we will explain how our results for the equivariant Witten indices of the D-
models coincide with the Weyl character formula. The Weyl character formula for
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SUpnq reads [Wey66]:

χλpt1, t2, . . . , tnq “

det

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

tλ1`n´1
1 tλ2`n´2

1 . . . tλn
1

tλ1`n´1
2 tλ2`n´2

2 . . . tλn
2... . . . ...

tλ1`n´1
n tλ2`n´2

n . . . tλn
n

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

det

¨

˚

˚

˝

tn´1
1 tn´2

1 . . . 1
tn´1
2 tn´2

2 . . . 1
... . . . ...

tn´1
n tn´2

n . . . 1

˛

‹

‹

‚

, (D.1)

where λ “ pλ1, λ2, . . . , λnq is a non-increasing sequence of natural numbers. In fact, λ

defines the representation, whose Young diagram has rows of lengths λα’s.
For the numerator we use the standard formula for calculating the determinant by

using permutations, that is

ÿ

σPSn

p´1q
signpσq tλ1`n´1

σp1q
tλ2`n´2
σp2q

. . . tλn

σpnq
. (D.2)

The denominator in (D.1) is the Vandermonde determinant. A minor simplification
then leads to the following expression for the character:

χλpt1, t2, . . . , tnq “
ÿ

σPSn

tλ1`n´1
σp1q

tλ2`n´2
σp2q

. . . tλn

σpnq
ś

kăl

`

tσpkq ´ tσplq

˘ “
ÿ

σPSn

tλ1
σp1q

tλ2
σp2q

. . . tλn

σpnq

ś

kăl

´

1 ´
tσplq

tσpkq

¯ . (D.3)

The latter form is useful for comparing with the equivariant Witten index (7.18) for
complete flag manifolds.

It is more interesting to compare the character χλ with the equivariant Witten
index (9.9) for partial flag manifolds. Again, we will be using (D.3), but in the case
of partial flags some of the λα’s are the same. For simplicity, let us assume that
λ1 “ . . . “ λm “ Λ, then one can rewrite (D.3) as follows:

ÿ

σPSn

`

tσp1q . . . tσpmq

˘Λ`n´m
¨ tm´1

σp1q
tm´2
σp2q

. . . t0σpmq ¨ t
λm`1`n´m´1
σpm`1q

. . . tλn

σpnq

V1 ˆ V2
, (D.4)

where we have split the Vandermonde determinant in the denominator into two parts:
V1 contains only ptσpkq ´ tσplqq with 1 ď k ă l ď m whereas V2 contains all remaining
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terms. Note that if one replaces σ with σ ˝ rσ, where rσ is a permutation of t1, 2, . . . ,mu,
the sum (D.4) remains the same. However, in each term exactly two changes will occur:

tm´1
σp1q

tm´2
σp2q

. . . t0σpmq Ñ tm´1
σprσp1qq

tm´2
σprσp2qq

. . . t0σprσpmqq, (D.5)

V1 Ñ p´1q
signprσq V1.

Now, if we sum over all possible rσ’s, then on the one hand we simply get m! times χλ.
On the other hand, swapping the order of summation over σ and rσ, we get

ÿ

rσPSm

p´1q
signprσqtm´1

σprσp1qq
tm´2
σprσp2qq

. . . t0σprσpmqq “ V1. (D.6)

Thus, we end up with

χλpt1, t2, . . . , tnq “
1
m!

ÿ

σPSn

`

tσp1q . . . tσpmq

˘Λ`n´m
¨ t

λm`1`n´m´1
σpm`1q

. . . tλn

σpnq

V2
, (D.7)

which matches (9.9) for the special case of the flag manifold Fm,1,1,...,1. It is clear that,
in a similar fashion, one can prove the equivalence of (9.9) and (D.3) for an arbitrary
partial flag.
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