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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. | ]). 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 understood® | : : |. The quantum mechanical counter-
part of this story is in diagonalizing Laplace operators on such homogeneous spaces

and is also of considerable interest (cf. | | 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 groups? (see | ] for an introduc-
tion). We believe our methods are applicable to all classical groups, although below we
will exclusively deal with the case of SU(n) (see | | or | ] for a review of
SU(n) orbits). In this case the orbits, in general, are the so-called flag manifolds: they
include the complex projective space CP" ' as well as the Grassmannians Gr(m,n)
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 | ]. Each site of the spin chain contains a single spin, i.e. a (finite-dimensional )
representation of SU(n) 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 height® 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 — oo the full

Hilbert space and hence the full spectrum are recovered.

! As 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 & > 1.



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
Kéhler-de Rham complexes (cf. | ; ] 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 NV = 2 sigma
models, which have been called 2a and 2b in [ ]. The 2a model may be obtained
by dimensional reduction from the N' = (1,1) model in 2D and describes the de Rham
complex. In turn, the 2b model may be obtained from the (‘chiral’) N" = (0, 2) model in
2D and describes the Dolbeault complex. If, in addition, the metric of the target space
is Kahler, supersymmetry of the 2a model is automatically upgraded to N’ = 4 and in
this case it can be called the 4a model*. On the other hand, supersymmetry of the 2b
model is not upgraded, but here a different coincidence occurs in the Kéahler 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 Kéhler 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 £ 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 Kéahler
manifolds | ] (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 Kahler. It turns out that our construction naturally works for 2b (either

Kéhler or not) and 4a (Kéhler) 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/ = (1,1) supersymmetry of the 2D sigma model is upgraded to
N = (2,2) for Kdhler metrics. We note also that there are interesting 1D A = 4 models with
hyper-Kéhler target spaces that cannot be obtained by dimensional reduction | ; ].



models, which are most conveniently described in N/ = 2 superspace in terms of non-
linear chiral multiplets — a generalization of the multiplet considered in | ]. The
nonlinear constraint is really a generalized chirality condition w.r.t. a connection 7 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:
o D-model: superconnection & valued in upper-triangular n x n matrices,
o K-model: superconnection o/ valued in general n x 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 Kédhler-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 — oo, 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 constraints®. Moreover, quantization of
such theories leads to oscillator representations for the Hamiltonian and supercharges
(supercharges are cubic in the oscillators, resembling the models® of | ; D).
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-Kéhler target spaces, whose superspace formulation
also has this property | ].

6Related lattice models were constructed in | ; ]. Spin chain models with /' = 1
supersymmetry have as well appeared in the literature | ; ]. 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.



concentrate on the computation of the Witten index” (see | ] for a comprehensive
and pedagogical exposition)
W = Trp(—1)Fe " (0.1)

as well as its refined version, the ‘equivariant’” Witten index W, which takes into account
the SU(n) symmetry of the models. By standard arguments, the index is independent
of 3, so letting § — o0 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 5 = 0, in which
case the index (0.1) simply becomes the superdimension Sdim(#") 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 — oo, 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 | ]; more detailed proofs
were given in a subsequent series of papers (cf. | |, which contains the most explicit
expressions). For example, the index of the Dolbeault operator 0 acting on forms of

type (0, e) with values in some holomorphic vector bundle V reads:

Ind(0,V) = f ch(V) A Td(M). (0.2)
M

Here ch(V) is the Chern character of the vector bundle V and Td(M) is the Todd

genus, which is a polynomial in the curvature tensor. In our applications V = £ will

"Here 47 is the Hilbert space, H the Hamiltonian, F the fermion number and 8 > 0 a parameter.



always be a line bundle corresponding to magnetic monopole fluxes referred to earlier,
in which case ch(£) = e“(¥). There is also a similar formula for the index of the Dirac
operator, where Td(M) is replaced by the so-called A-genus.

The proof of the index theorem was elucidated with the advent of supersymmetric
quantum mechanics | |. It was shown in | ][ ] 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, | ] or | ;

|). The literature on the index theorem, where one can find details, is vast; for a
brief account see | |, or the lectures [ | 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 £ is an ample line bundle over the coadjoint orbit, the Borel-
Weil-Bott theorem | 1 , §23.3] states that the vector space of its holomorphic
sections H°(M, L) = R, constitutes a representation R, of the symmetry group G.
Moreover, all higher cohomology groups vanish, and the equivariant index is simply

the character of the corresponding representation:
Inde(0,L£) =x(Re). (0.3)

This result can be obtained from an integral of the type (0.2) (its equivariant gen-
eralization was given in | |; see also the book | |) in at least two ways:
either by recognizing that the integral is an instance of the Kirillov character formula
for Rz | ] (an integral over the orbit), or by reducing the integral to the fixed-point
set of a torus action (cf. | | for a review of methods for calculating such integrals).
The torus in question is the Cartan subgroup of GG, whose fixed point set is a finite
collection of points on M. The result is the Weyl formula for the character of R, 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 x(R.) featuring in (0.3).



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 CP! sigma models. We start in Section 1 by introducing the D-system for
the CP! sigma model, showing that its Hamiltonian reproduces the truncated spectrum
of the Laplacian on CP'. 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 CPP! 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 — o0) 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 — oo, these systems reproduce 1D sigma models with
target space CP!.

Finally, Chapter 3 is dedicated to generalizations to other coadjoint orbits of SU(n).
Starting from CP', there are two natural generalizations, either to higher-dimensional
projective spaces CP" ™! or to complete flag manifolds F,. The reason is that CP' is
also the manifold of complete flags in C? and hence could be thought of as being a

representative of both classes of models. This is summarized by the following diagram:

CP!
/ N
F, cpt

N\ /
fnl,...,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.



In Section 7 we generalize the oscillator models to the case of complete flag man-
ifolds. We observe that the Kéahler 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 CP™ ! and then to generic partial flag manifolds, thus
exhausting all (co)adjoint orbits of SU(n).

Finally, in Section 10 we recall the well-known isomorphism between the Dolbeault
and Dirac operators on Kahler 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 Kéahler — de Rham model
2b model N = 2 sigma model in 1D
4a model N = 4 Kabhler sigma model in 1D
W and W Ordinary and equivariant Witten indices
7,9 P, ... N = 2 superfields
ZV. o, ... N = 1 superfields
A B,C,... Indices numerating sites of the spin chain
a, 3,7, ... | Indices numerating basis vectors of the global vertex of the quiver
a,b,c,... Indices numerating basis vectors of local vertices of the quiver
o Scalar product in ‘ambient space’ C": uov = Z:Zl uYv?Y
TP p" symmetric power of the defining representation of s,
Xp Character of TP
1,, Unit m x m matrix



Chapter 1: Quantum CP' models

1. Spin chain Dolbeault model (D-model)

In this section, we will explain the general idea using the example of the CP!
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 2%, (1), 2o, (1)
(where o = 1,2), as well as a pair of fermionic creation/annihilation operators 2, Wl

satisfying canonical (anti)commutation relations

[zj, (zg)ﬁ] — 58, AB=12, af=12, (1.1)

{¢12, wiz} =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 SU(n) 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 SU(n). The circle o will
indicate contraction w.r.t. Greek indices, i.e. it stands for the scalar product in C".
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 SU(2) symmetry.

The model may be defined by the supercharge®
Q = o2 Y12 (ZI © Zz) ) (1-2)

where a5 is a real coupling parameter. Clearly, Q% = 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 [ .

10



by the standard formula
H-{0a'}. (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 U(1) x U(1) symmetry

2 €%z Z2 = 6w,22 ) P19 — elle=¢) V12, v, ¢ eR. (1.4)
We may readily write out the quantum operators generating these transformations®:

C = ZI oz + MQ%Q — D1, (1.5)
Cy = 2} 0 20 — PYloth1y — P2,

where we have added the constants p; := p and ps := p + ¢. Since C; and Cy commute

with Q, we may pick a subspace of the full Fock space

H(prps)i={ € =C =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 € 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 > max{0, —q}).

One easily sees that the space 2 (p1, p2) is a finite-dimensional subspace of the full
Fock space. For the reason that will be clear later we call this model the truncated CP*
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 CP! 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.

11



nian (1.3) is

H= 0‘%2 ((ZI © 22) (z; © Zl) + (q + 2)@@12@512) ) (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 1&{2@012 = 0. The

constraints then imply that (F' stands for fermion number)

don=p zZdom=p+q, (£ =0), (1.8)
so that there are p zj-oscillators and (p + q) zz-oscillators. The most general state has

the form
) = Baaglsrsyng (1) - () (&) - (2])P749[0). (1.9)

To provide a representation-theoretic description of the wave function we introduce T?
— the p'"" symmetric tensor power of the fundamental representation. In terms of Young

diagrams this corresponds to the diagram

TP = (1.10)

»
In the present section we are dealing with representation theory of suy, but we will
preserve this notation for Young diagrams of the form above in the case of su, as
well'l®. The wave function (1.9) belongs therefore to the tensor product T? ® TP of

SU(2) representations. The Hamiltonian acting in this space may also be written in a

more familiar form:
3
Hios = 0G5 (S1,92) +const, (81, 5) = > 5455, (1.11)
a=1

where S¢ and SY are the su, 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:

@ — Aoz, S8 = 212, (1.12)

with ¢ the Pauli matrices. This is the well-known Schwinger-Wigner oscillator repre-

0For a review of SU(n) representation theory in terms of bosonic oscillators see [ ]

12



sentation | | (see | ; | for su,, generalizations).
Standard SU(2) representation theory (‘addition of spins’) tells that T? @ T?*¢
may be decomposed as @}_,T?**9.  Accordingly, |®) is decomposed in components

D)y, € T?F*4 as follows:

k a1 «a 1 . «a p=k
Ok = DLy (D)7 G D (D)o (easDGEDP) 0y, (113)

where ®*) is now fully symmetric w.r.t. all indices. Using this fact, we may act with

H on the state |®), to find that it is an eigenfunction:
H|D) = oo k(k+1+q) @,  k=0,....,p. (1.14)

Remarkably, for ¢ = 0 one recognizes in this expression the spectrum of the Laplacian
on the sphere CP' ~ S2, truncated to first (p + 1) spherical harmonics. If ¢ > 0,
the eigenfunctions are the well-known monopole harmonics (with monopole charge ¢)
described in | ; ; ] (for a recent exposition see | ])-

The spectrum (1.14) has the following curious property: if one replaces p — p + 1
all that changes is that an additional state with & = p + 1 is added, whereas the rest
of the energy levels remain intact. This can be explained by observing that there is an

operator O, that commutes with the Hamiltonian:

[(’)2, ’H] =0, where Oy := eap(2))2(h)7 (1.15)

This operator does not commute with the constraints (1.5), though: [(92,61] = O,

and [OQ,CQ] = (0y. This means that acting with O, effectively raises the value of p
by one: if |¢)) € A (p1, p2), then Os)tp) € H(p1 + 1,p2 + 1). 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 SU(n) 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 CP! is recovered in the limit p — c0. 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 CPP' sigma model from the supersymmetric spin chain in the

13



limit p — o0. 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 /' = 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-emergy 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 T? @ T?"9. In the case of one fermion, we have
dom=p—1, dom=p+q+i, (F=1) (1.16)

so that this part of the Hilbert space is TP~ @ T?T4"!. The full Hilbert space of the
D-model is given by

H(p1,p2) = (TPRTPH) @ (TP TPt (1.17)
The Witten index is thus
W = Sdim (5 (p1,ps)) 1= dim(T? @ T?*9) — dim (TP~ @ TP+IH1) = (1.18)
=(p+Dp+g+1)—plp+qg+2)=1+gq.

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:

@0 = (8, D (&) (eas(=D) (D)) 10). (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 SU(2) characters

tp+1 _ t_p_l

X<Tp) = Xp = t — til

14



we arrive at the following result for the equivariant index:

~

W' = XpXp+q = Xp—1Xp+a+1 = Xq - (1.20)

Again, the answer is independent of p and correctly reproduces the character of T¢ — the
representation of the zero modes (1.19). Moreover, W coincides with the equivariant
index of the Dolbeault operator on CP'! twisted by the line bundle O(q) (cf. |

Sec. 9]). These surprising facts will be explained later on.

I

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

In the previous section we constructed a finite-dimensional QM model for the Dol-
beault complex on CP'. A natural question is whether one can construct an analogous
model for the Kéhler-de Rham complex. As is well-known (cf. the book | s
this implies NV = 4 SUSY. To this end, on top of 1, we will add an extra fermion,
called ¢, transforming in the dual representation. We assume that the fermion ¢o;
and its conjugate gb; satisfy the same canonical commutation relations as 115 and 1”2,

ie. {qbgl, ¢;1} = 1. Next, we introduce the following two complex supercharges:

Q1 = X212 (ZI 0 ), Qy = &1g BY (ZI °02), (2.1)

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

C~1 = ZI o0z + 1?{2%2 — ¢;1¢21 — D1
C~2 Z; 0z — ﬂﬂﬂm + ¢;1¢21 — P2 (2.2)

As in the previous sections the Hilbert space 5 (py, p2) of the K-model is constructed
from the Fock space by imposing C, = C; = 0 on states.
Clearly, Q2 = Q3 = {Ql, QQ} = 0. Computing the anti-commutator of the two

supercharges and using the constraints, we get

{Qb Q;} = 0‘%2 (p1 — p2) V12 P21 - (2.3)

15



Thus, a necessary condition for the A" = 4 SUSY algebra is to set'! p; = p,. Besides,

for the constraints to make sense one should at least require
pr=p2:=peL. (2.4)
The rest of the SUSY algebra is easily checked, so that it has the final form
{Qp, Q;} — 6 H, py=12,  where (2.5)

1
H = of, (2{4 0 22,24 0 Zl} + hlothia + Garly — 208 dorth1at]y — 1) . (2.6)

We have written the Hamiltonian in a way, manifestly symmetric w.r.t. the U(2) rota-

(?2) Hg.<$2>, geU(). (2.7)

The constraints (2.2) are also invariant w.r.t. this transformation. This symmetry is
the U(2) R-symmetry of the SUSY algebra (2.5) that rotates (Q1, Q2) as a doublet.

Let us explain why we have insisted on keeping the ‘non-holomorphic’ transforma-

tions

tion (2.7) rather than relabeling the fermions qb%l = ¢»135. The reason is that we wish to

adhere to the conventional definition of the Fock space vacuum:

2310y = 112|0) = ¢21]/0) = 0. (2.8)

In this case the fermion number operator F = tyth15+ ¢}, do1 coincides with differential
form degree via the standard mapping of fermions to differential forms | ]. One
may thus view 2/)12 as dz and ¢§1 as dz, where z is the complex coordinate on CP'.
The downside of this definition is that the vacuum state so defined is not invariant
w.r.t the U(2) 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

"Notice 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,ps would be determined from the algebra

relation {Ql, QL} =0.
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SU(2) representations:

F=0: Tr@TP, (2.9)
F=1: (Tr'eT ) e (T eTr ), (2.10)
F=2. Tr@TP. (2.11)

As a result, the equivariant Witten index takes the form
W =2%2 — 2Xp-1Xps1 = 2 = Eu(CP'), (2.12)

where Eu stands for the Euler characteristic. Rather remarkably, just like in the NV = 2
system above, the answer is independent of p and coincides with the Euler characteristic
of CP'. In fact, there are two SUSY ground states, which may be constructed explicitly

as follows:

vac) = (eas(=)'(25)") " [0), (2.13)

vac) = (cas(:0)1(0)") wahl0), (2.14)

where |0) is the Fock space vacuum defined in (2.8).

The two states form a doublet w.r.t. the SU(2)-part of (2.7). Identifying the
space of vacua with H*(CP"), this SU(2) is easily seen to coincide with the Lefschetz
SU(2) acting in the cohomology ring of Kéhler manifolds (see | | for the defini-
tion or | ] for a discussion in the context SUSY QM models). The remaining
U(1) © U(2) generated by F’' = ¢hlyth1y — ¢ a1 acts on forms of Hodge type (my, mg)

as multiplication by my — mg.
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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:

2 C?
21 29 21 )
(P U1z
C = C C) L (C
Po1 (3.1)
D-model K-model

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 C™ (for some m)
and the group U(m) acting on it. To each oriented edge that goes from C™ to C* we
associate the linear space of k x m-matrices, denoted by Hom(@m, Ck), equipped with

the symplectic form
i Tr(d¢t A dQ), (3.2)

where ( € Hom(@m, 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 U(m) and U(k) actions associated with the vertices. Concretely, the
U(k) x U(m)-action on ( € Hom(@m, (Dk) is given by

¢ — giCgl,  geUk), greU(m), (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 (’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 CP*
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 CP' 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 A/ = 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 ' = 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, 0., gc) the free system may be described
by two chiral bosonic doublet superfields Z{,Z$, one chiral fermionic superfield ¥,
and two real gauge superfields Vi, V, of general type. In order to fix notations we
recall that chiral fields satisfy the chirality conditions D,Z$ = ECZS = DU, =0

(together with the complex conjugate expressions), where the superderivatives are'?

0 0 o 0

D.=—— +if.— D.=— —if. D}=D?=0. 4.1

o e 26, e e = Pe (4.1)

The free gauged Lagrangian may then be written as follows (see | : ; D:
1

g() = QJ dZQC (|Z1‘26V1 + |Z2|26V2 + |‘I’12|26V1_V2 + §1V1 + ngg) s (42)

where &;,&, are the (real) Fayet—Iliopoulos (FI) terms. Later on we will match the
values of these parameters with the p4’s of the D-model. By definition, |Z4|?> = Z0Z
and ’\:[112|2 = @12‘1’12.

2Here D, is Hermitian conjugate to D.. The conjugation of D.B and D.F gives D.B and —D_.F
for B and F a bosonic and fermionic superfield, respectively.

20



In order to introduce interactions we do not add extra terms to (4.2) but rather

modify the chirality conditions:

l_?CZI = %\111222 s Dczl = %@1222, BCZQ = Ec\:[]lg =0. (43)

Here x is a coupling constant (again, it will be matched with the coupling of the D-
model in the next section). Supersymmetric systems with such constraints® have been
studied in | ]. 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 CP*
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 W5 = l_)clillg and solve the nonlinear constraint
via Zy = 21 +x \ilngg, where 21 is a conventional chiral superfield satisfying ECZ = 0.
Substituing these values in the Lagrangian (4.2), one gets an expression in terms of

chiral fields Z, Z, and superfields &112, V1, V, 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

0, +0,

. =60+, 0,=0—i = 0= 5 0 = 5 (4.4)
as well as the real superderivatives
— 0 0 — 0 0
D=D.—D.=— —2i0—, D' =i(D.+D,) = — — 2i0' — . 4.5
o0~ o iDet De) = g =205 (45)

The measure of integration in superspace may then be written as {d?6, := i {d6de’ .
Now we want to explicitly integrate over, say, . The standard way of doing

this is the following. Since taking the integral over #' is the same as applying D’

up to a total derivative (see (4.1)), it means that upon applying D’ 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 6’ will be a total derivative. Thus, upon
differentiating, we may safely put ¢’ = 0. The remaining Lagrangian gives the desired
N = 1 formulation, since everything is expressed in terms of 6. Clearly, in the resulting

expression all superderivatives must be expressed in terms of D: for example,
D’Z1 =1D7Zq + 2ix l:[112Z2, D’ zl = —’LDzl + 22.%61222 . (46)

In the course of the reduction each chiral, or generalized chiral, superfield is reduced
to a single N/ = 1 superfield, for example Z4 — Z4lo—o. However, a superfield of
general type is reduced to two N = 1 superfields, V4 — (Valg—g, D'V alp—o). We will
introduce the following notation for these N' = 1 fields:

{24(0.0),Va(6,0), D'VA(0,0), 912(0,) }

0'=0

= {zA(e), Va(0), —2i Aa(0), wu(e)}. (4.7)

Using this approach, we obtain the following expression for the Lagrangian in N' = 1

superspace:

g = ;Jd@ |:2Z7A o DZA — 2 WQD\UQ + 22’%W1272 o) Zl + 20 \.|J1271 o) Z2> +

A (1Za + WP + &) + A (12 — Wi+ 62) | (4.8)

Here we have eliminated the exponents of the V 4-fields by doing a ‘complexified gauge
transformation’

Zl — 6_%\/1 Zl s ZQ — 6_%\/2 22 y \Ulg — 6_%(\/1_\/2) \Ulg (49)

together with a shift of the Ay’s after differentiation. We see that the constraints
imposed by the Lagrange multipliers A4 are a superfield incarnation of (1.5). Therefore
we identify & = —p; and & = —py. 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 x = % = — &9, where 5 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+i0’7A, ngiz i(¢12+0§12), /\AIZ 77A+0/\A; A= 1,2 (410)

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:

fd@(—onDZA)ziEAo,éA—i—iAoyA, (4.11)

JdQ (WQD\Um) = Z'@Em@/')m + C12Gia - (4.12)

As aresult, v4 and (;5 are non-dynamical degrees of freedom and thus can be eliminated

by using the equations of motion. Doing this, we get

S = Jdt [l Za0ia + 119 0 12 — 7, (71 ° 22) (52 ° 21) — ofyP1ath1a (72 0%y — 210 Z1)+

+ M\ (51 021+ @12%2 - pl) + A2 (52 029 — @12%2 - pQ)] . (4.13)

Note that the Lagrange multipliers 14 fall out of this expression as well.

It is clear from the above action that the abstract ' = 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 reproduces'* 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.

14Tn order to distinguish the quantum and classical cases, we write zL for the Hermitian conjugate
operator in the quantum case, whereas in the classical case we write Z 4.
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5.1. N = 2 superspace. To introduce the free system'® we consider the following
field content in A/ = 2 superspace: two bosonic chiral doublets Z¢, Z$, two fermionic
chiral fields W5, ®5; and two additional chiral superfields A, As. We postulate the

free system of the form

1
7 2fd29(|z1|2 F1Zaf? 4 [+ )+

v [0, (A + 8) —¢ [0, (R + Ks). (5.1)

where £ 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:

Z_)Czl _ Al %‘1/12 Z1 (5 2)
ECZQ X (1)21 A2 Z2 ’ ‘

=

which involves the definition of a superconnection D, — «/. Equation (5.2) is the

statement about the existence of a full basis of covariantly constant sections (in this
[}
i) with o = 1, 2), which generically are linearly independent.
2

The superconnection thus has to be flat'¢, i.e.

Z
case corresponding to (Z

D, of —*=0, (5.3)
which in terms of matrix elements may be written as

DAy = 20 1,®; D Wiy =Wy (As— Ay), (5.4)
DAy = 2PV, Ecq)Ql = Py (Al - AQ) . (5-5)

Here z 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,

A1+ A is still a chiral superfield in the ordinary sense, so that the superpotential term

15See Section 4 for N' = 2 superspace conventions.
16Quch zero curvature constraints in superspace were encountered in the study of 2D A = 2 Kac-
Moody algebras in [ ]
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in (5.1) makes sense'”.

It is easily verified that equations (5.2)-(5.5) are consistent in their entirety, and

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

5.2. Comparison with the D-model. At first sight the A/ = 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

1
L = 3 Jd20(|Z1]2 +|Zs® + |\I’12|2> + (J do. <§1A1 + §2A2) + C-C-) ; (5.6)

which resembles (5.1). The fields Z;, Zy are not chiral, but rather satisfy a generalized

Eczl _ Al %‘I’lg Zl (5 7)
D.Z, 0 A, Zy) '
e — |

=

chirality constraint

In order for this to have solutions, the connection D, —  needs to be flat, just as

above. In particular, it follows that
DA, = D.Ay =0, (5.8)

so that A; and A, 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 A4 = D.V 4, where
V 4 are unconstrained superfields. Then, making the change of variables Z 4 — eVAZ 4

and Wy — eV?

V2w, 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 A; and A, 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

1"Thus, 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 £ = —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 x = Z = — x5 and define N' = 1 superfields as follows:

{zA (0,0), W15 (0,0), 1 (6, 9’)}

— {ZA(Q),\U12(9),¢21(6’)}. (5.9)

0'=0

In case of the ‘Lagrange multipliers’ we set

{Ma(0.0) +Ra(0,0)}] = { M)} (5.10)

0'=0

Integrating over ' explicitly, we get the action in terms of N = 1 superfields:

S = Jdt dg[ _7A 9 DZA + WHD\UH + 621D¢21+
+ X192 <W12 72 o 21 -+ wlg 71 O ZQ) + X192 (62171 o 22 + ¢2172 e} Zl) +

FA(Za 4 Wil = [0+ €) + Ao (12 = Wi+ [0+ €) | (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 Z 4, W15, ®9; with
Za, 119, 1091 respectively and eliminate all other non-dynamical components. As in
the case of the D-model, only the top component of Ay is the true Lagrange multiplier
coupling to the constraints (the leading component of A4 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 & = —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 CPP' sigma model? Our
next goal is to show how the equivariant Witten index W and the g-twisted partition
function 2 (where g € SU(2)) of the D- and K-models are related to those of the
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SUSY CP! 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:

W(g) = STr (p1 po) (9 : 6_5H), Z(9) = Trow(p) ps) <g ' e_ﬁH>, (6.1)

where [ is a parameter. By J(p1, p2) 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 VIN/(g) and Z (g). The classical action standing in the exponent in the integrand is

the same in both cases and is given by

A - _ - — -
S = J dt Jdg [ —ZpoDZy+ VDV + OClz(wlgzl 0Zy+WVisZy0 Zl>+
0

A (1Za 4 Wil = pr) + Mo (12 = Wil = p2) | (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 | ). In

short, these are

2a(B) = g 24(0) 74(B) = £g-74(0), (6.3)
P12(8) = £¢12(0) Gi2(8) = Ci2(0)
where ‘+’ corresponds to the case of VIN/(g), whereas ‘—’ corresponds to Z (g).

It is convenient to work with (6.2) in a slightly different form. For this purpose,
we introduce the matrix superfield Z = (Z; Z,). We will assume that this matrix
is non-degenerate'®. 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 Z; and Zs.
With these definitions, the action reads:

S = Jdt do [Tr (=KUTDU — HDH) + W15 DW15 + aqa (Wi2Kiz + WioKy) ] (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 := H? and K4p are its matrix elements. It is implied that U is subject to the
constraints UgoUg = 45, where U4 denotes the A-th column. It should also be noted
that

Kip =p1 — |W12|2 and  Kay = py + |\V12|2 (6.5)

due to the constraints in (6.2).

Next, let us extract the terms p 2,24:1 UsDU,y = pDln(ea,0,UfUS?) and
Tr(HDH) = 1D Tr(H?) from the first and second parts of the trace in (6.4), respec-
tively. These terms are total (super)derivatives and, thus, vanish'®. So, we end up
with

S = fdtd@ l|W12|QU1 ¢ DU1 - |\U12|2U2 o DUQ - K12U2 o DU1 - KglUl o DUQ—

— 1, — — —
—qUy o DUy + §(W12D\U12 + D\II121U12) + Xq9 (\UnglQ + \I!12K21) :| , (66)

where we have additionally symmetrized the term Vi, DV,

The obvious way to proceed is to integrate over K5 and Ky;. However, these fields
are not arbitrary due to the positive-definiteness of H = v/K, so, in general, there are
restrictions on the integration domain. However, these restrictions are lifted in the
limit p — o with ¢ fixed. Indeed, in this limit the diagonal elements of K tend to
infinity, as one can see from (6.5). Thus, H = v/K approaches a diagonal matrix with
positive elements. In this limit the fields K5 and Ky, are therefore Lagrange multi-
pliers generating the constraints Wiy = (oqz)_1 Uy 0 DUy and Wpp = (0612>_1 U; o DUs,.

Substituting these values in the action, we finally arrive at

S = Jdt do [%Z%(DUl oUyUy 0 Uy + Ul oUyUsy 0 DU1> —qU,yo0 DUQ] . (6.7)
Clearly, this is a supersymmetric CP' sigma model, with an additional magnetic field,
written in N = 1 superspace and using homogeneous coordinates | ]. 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

9Both terms are SU(2)-invariant. Only their bosonic parts could contribute when we integrate
over 6, but due to the boundary conditions (6.3) all bosonic fields are periodic.
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with those of a SUSY CP' sigma model in the limit p — oo, ¢ fixed.
Let us now verify that (6.7) is indeed the N' = 2b model. First, recall the well-known

expression for the latter in A/ = 2 superspace | |:

—i fd%dt( D2DZ 4y (1 +Zz)> : (6.8)

402, (1+72Z)° 2

where Z = z 4+ /261 — 00  is a bosonic chiral superfield.
In order to compare (6.7) to (6.8), we should explicitly resolve the constraints
UsoUg = 045 on the U-fields, that is

U= (1+22)""* (i) L U= (14227 <;) , (6.9)

where Z = z + 6y is a bosonic superfield. Substituting this in (6.7) and further

reducing to component fields, we get

Sszt z5 . i @vw+¢v&+q<z’z@+w+ zzW) |
“%2(

1+722)°  2xfy (1+72) l+zz  (1+72)°

: Zz - = Zz —
where Vi ::1/1—2<1+Ez)w, V¢:=¢—2<1+Ez>w. (6.10)
This precisely coincides with the component reduction of (6.8); it is the system studied
in [ ; | (as well as in [I512] for more general target spaces).

In fact, the discovered relation between the D-model and the sigma model on CP*
allows one to calculate the spectrum of the Dolbeault Laplacian on CP!, 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 CP' 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 CP' sigma model?
To answer this question, we work with the path integral expressions for the equiv-
ariant Witten index W(g) and the twisted partition function 2 (g) of the K-model.

The action featuring in the path integral is

S = fdtd& [ _7A oDZ 4+ ngD\Iﬁg + 621D¢21+

+ X9 (\Ulgfl O ZQ + WHZ O Zl + $2171 O ZQ + ¢2172 9 Zl) + (611)
+ N (|Z1|2 + |\|112|2 - |¢21|2 *p) + Ay (|Zz|2 — |\|’12|2 + |¢21|2 *p) ],

where Z1,Zy and Wiy, ®5; 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 W15 and ®5; — one of them will remain. Our choice is to keep ®5;. Thus,

we end up with

2
45D

S = Jdt d0|:2 ! <DU1 o U2U2 o Ul + ﬁl O U2U2 o DU1> + 621D¢21 + ¢21D$21+

+ CXL <$21U1 O U2 + ¢21U2 O U1> - 2621¢21 (Ul o) DU1 - UQ @) DUQ) :| y (612)
12

where again it is assumed that U4’s are subject to the constraints UgoUg =45 We

should now compare (6.12) with the known action of the N' = 4 SUSY CP' sigma

model. To this end, we explicitly resolve the constraints on U, following (6.9). Finally,

one can rewrite the action in terms of component fields®’:

B £ i YV +yYVY o
S = Jdt [20@2 i ZZ)Z + 2o, i+ 52)2 + i (Ve + oVP) (6.13)
FVY— VP 4ppdy

X192 (1 + ZZ) (1 + 52)2

20The superfield ®5; 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 21y — 4,
20615 (1 +zz) ¢ — ¢ and diagonalize the quadratic form of the fermions®'. At the

end we get

= o L 1OVUUVY | ipVe+ Ve 25pyy
S = 2003, Jdt<(1 + 72)2 + 2 (+ EZ)Q + 2 (1+ ZZ)Q (1+ 52)4>7 (6.14)

which is the well-known form of the N' = 4a SUSY CP' model |
: |. Therefore we have proven that the K-model gives rise to the N' = 4a
SUSY CP' 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 SU(n) orbits

We started in Section 1 by describing a SUSY extension of the spin-spin Hamil-
tonian (1.11) acting in the tensor product T? ® T?*? of su, representations. We then
showed that in the limit p — oo this system is equivalent to a 1D SUSY sigma model
with target space CPP', 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 orbits®?. In the case of SU(n), all (co)adjoint orbits

are of the form

On={ 9Ag", gesum) }, (6.15)
where A € su, is a traceless Hermitian matrix. In particular, O, is a homogeneous
space

SU(n)
Op = 6.16
A Stab/\ ) ( )

where the stabilizer Stab, is determined by the eigenvalues of A.

Since A is Hermitian, it can be diagonalized, the corresponding diagonal matrix also
belonging to the orbit (6.15). Consider the most general diagonal A allowing several
coincident eigenvalues:

A
M

ni

.)\1

. no
A= R 1
N (6.7

Nk

.}\k

22Tn the present paper we discuss solely the 1D models. Two-dimensional sigma models with flag
manifold target spaces have been studied, for example, in [

; ; ].

) ) ) ) ’ ?
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The corresponding orbit Op = F,,, 5, is then the partial flag manifold

SU(n) k
Fosngrmp 1= ,  where ng =n. 6.18
S(U(nl) x U(ng) x -+ x U(nk)) Az_l 4 ( )

It is also often useful to introduce the partial sums dp = Zi:l na. In this notation
dr = n and we also set dy = 0.

Let us note that one could as well represent the partial flag manifold as a quotient
of U(n) by its subgroup U(ny) x --- x U(ng). 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 F,, »,...n, may be viewed as the space of ordered k-tuples of orthonormal
planes of dimensions ny,...,n,. To enumerate the vectors spanning each plane, we

introduce the sets of labels:
IAzz{minteger, dA_1<m<dA}, A=1,... k. (6.19)

One can then construct an orthonormal basis (uy,...,u,,), such that the vectors
{u;}icr, span the A-th plane. Moreover, the basis within one plane {u;};r, is de-
fined up to an action of U(n4). This is essentially a rephrasing of what the quotient
space (6.18) is.

The second definition is that F,, ,,,. ., is a k-tuple of linear subspaces

k
LocC" suchthat Ljsc Lay; and dimLy=ds (A=1,...k). (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 | | or | ;
]) that complex structures on F,,, n, . ., are in one-to-one correspondence with
total orderings on the set I,...,I;. Given an ordering, one can define the space
L4 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 I} < I < ---.
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 & = 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 = = . (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 CPP"™!, which corresponds to
the situation when the maximal number of eigenvalues of A 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 CP' model in Section 6.
The bosonic cores of the Hamiltonians that we will be considering are straightforward

generalizations of (1.11):

Hios = Y, 45 (Sa, Sp) + const (7.2)

A<B

acting in a tensor product T ® T ® ---® TP". In the purely bosonic setup it was
shown in | ] that in the limit p — oo such Hamiltonian gives rise to a sigma model

on F, with the following metric:

1
ds? = Z T!ﬂAoduB|2, UAOUB = 0AB - (73)
A<B TAB

The spectrum of the Laplacian for the normal metric — when all «csp are equal — was
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computed in | |. Another interesting special case, where the spectrum in general

23 To find the corresponding constraint

is not known, is when the metric is Kéahler
on the parameters, assume that the complex structure has been chosen according to
the ordering 1 < 2 < ... < n. In this case the one-forms w4 o dug for A < B are
of type (1,0). 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 | D:

forall A<B<C. (7.4)

2
Xac Xap  Kpo

In fact, these constraints may be explicitly solved by

1
5 =TA—TpB, (75)

Xap

where {ra}a—1,.. ., is a decreasing sequence of real numbers.

7.1. D-model for F5. We start with the case n = 3 to describe some of the salient
new features as compared to the case of CP* ~ F,. The field content of this model is

summarized as follows:

Z,(Z ; A) a = 1a 27 37 lea ¢237 77ZJ13 ) (76>

together with the corresponding (conjugate) creation operators. We adopt the following

ansatz for the supercharge:

Q = o212 (ZI ° 22) + 23 23 (Z; °© 23) + 03 Y13 (ZI °© 23) + B 1/1121/1231/113 (7.7)

and assume that, at least generically, all xs,p 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

a0
Q% = (12093 + Botys) Y12t (ZI 0z3) =0 = Pp=-— 2323 : (7.8)
1

23Tn case of Kéhler metrics there are natural sigma models with N' = 4 SUSY that may be obtained
by dimensional reduction of N’ = 1 models in 4D | ].
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The supercharge is invariant w.r.t. U(1)? global symmetry. As in the CP' case, we wish

to gauge this U(1)? symmetry. To this end, we introduce the constraint operators:

C1 = 2] o z1 + lytne + Ylghis — p1, (7.9)
Cy = Z; 029 — @/1121/)12 + 1/1;31/)23 — P2, (7.10)
Cs = 2} 0 23 — Ylatbas — Ylsth1a — ps. (7.11)

They commute with Q by construction. As before, we will require that py, ps, p3 € Z.
The corresponding Hilbert space — a truncation of the oscillator Fock space — is defined

as follows:

H(p1,p2,p3) = {01 =C=C3=0 } : (7.12)

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

Y13 (7.13)

The Hamiltonian of the model is defined simply as H = {Q, QT} 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 SU(3)-equivariant

Witten index which can be written in the form
N 3
W =Tt (p1,p2,p3) ((_1)F H t;ja €BH> . (7.14)
a=1

Here 7, := ZZ=1 (ZL o zA) may be thought of as the Cartan elements of us, and since

3
we are computing SU(3)-characters we additionally require [ [ t, = 1. As the index is

=
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independent of 3, we may set [ = 0, which allows recasting W as a supercharacter:

3
W= STt (p1 paps) (H taja) : (7.15)
a=1

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:

Z(t|s) = STr (ﬁ t e ﬁ Si’*) —

a=1 A=1
3 3
1 B> 1
= | | _ | | 11— ——. 7.16
a,A=1 1—saty! B<C ( sc /) si'sh'sy’ ( )

Note that the minus sign in the bracket comes from the presence of the (—1) in
the definition of the index. We may then reduce to the constraint surface by taking

residues®® w.r.t. sq, so, S3:

~ dSl dSQ ng
t) 1
W 27m jg jg jg (7.17)

Initially, all contour integrals are assumed to be over small circles around the origin. A
glance at (7.16) reveals, though, that Z(t|s), as a function of the s-variables, has poles
at s, = 0, as well as at sy, = t,, for all combinations of A and . 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 3% = 27 contributions. However, in a configuration where two
of the s4’s take the same value the numerator in (7.16) vanishes. As a result, the only
non-zero contributions will come from configurations where (s1, so, s3) = (t1, t2, t3) and
permutations thereof, resulting in only 3! = 6 possibilities. We arrive at the following?
(using the fact that t1tot3 = 1):

7% tot) to@ tol3)

W(t) 0;3 5 (1 - zﬂ) .

k<l (k)

(7.18)

24Which is tantamount to averaging w.r.t. the gauge group U(1)2. This interpretation will be

important for non-Abelian generalizations (the case of partial flags considered below).
25Here and in what follows S,, is the permutation group of m elements.
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7.1.1. p-independence. Assume that p3 = py > p;. In this case (7.18) is simply the
Weyl character formula [Wey606; Zhe73; IKT87] (see Appendix D) for the representation,
whose Young diagram has rows of lengths? (ps,ps,p1). For general pa’s, W(t) 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

(7.19)

~
N

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 px — pa + 1 for all A produces a factor
of t1tots = 1, so it has no effect on W(t) This is in accord with the fact that adding
a full column to a SU(n) Young diagram has no effect on the representation. For the
foregoing it will be useful to parametrize p4 = p + ¢a; then one can say that the index
depends only on g4 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 H, is contained in the spectrum
of H,+1 (where the index now indicates the relevant representation). To this end we

introduce the operator
O3 := €ap (1) (23)° (=) (7.20)

— the straightforward generalization of (1.15). It is easy to see that it has the following

commutation properties:

[ZL © zZB, 03] = 5,43 03 . (721)

As a result, it commutes with the supercharges [Q, (93] = [QT, (’)3] = (0 and, therefore,

260Qur definition (7.15) of the supercharacter is related to the usual one by a formal substitution
t — t~1. Thus, we should interpret (7.18) as a character of the representation dual to that with the
Young diagram (N — p;, N —pa, N —p3), 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, (93] = (03, so that

[y e H(pr,p2,p3) = |U):=0Oslp)e H(pi+1,p2+1,ps+1). (7.22)

The latter Hilbert space corresponds to the shift p — p + 1. Moreover, if |¢) is an
eigenstate of the Hamiltonian, H|y) = E|i), then so is |¢'): H|Y") = E|¢'). This
proves that Spec H,, = Spec H+1.

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

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 < 2 < --- < n. Then the supercharge has the form?’

Q= > aaptap(zhozs) — D) % Yap¥pehe (7.23)
A<B A<B<C AC
Let us prove that it is nilpotent. First of all, when squaring the term linear in ’s,
one gets the sum )} ,_p_o ®XapXpc Yap¥se (ZL o zc), but this is easily seen to cancel
against the cross-terms arising from the anti-commutators of ¢ with ¥, 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 v enters two triangles in opposite directions. The only two such

possibilities are depicted in the following diagram:

(7.24)

However, these two diagrams always come in pairs. To show this, consider the left

2"The form of the supercharge strongly resembles that of the BRST charge. Perhaps a relation
could be found along the lines of | ].
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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:

(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 v with 1’ 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

XABXBC

Q) = Q23 + Quza + Qaza + Quoa, where Qapo = Yapctic - (7.20)

xXaAc
A direct calculation shows that Q%g) = {leg, Q134} + {9234, 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 W, 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 p, = p,_1 = --- = p; 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

<ZLozA—pA>]<I)>F:0=O, A=1,--,n. (7.27)
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This means that |®)r_o contains exactly p, oscillators of type (25)". Besides, any such
state is annihilated by 14, so that Q|®)r_y = 0. Similarly, Qf|®)r_y = 0 leads to

the set of constraints
(z:rg 024)|®)p_o =0, for A< B, (7.28)

which imply that the oscillators (2$)" enter in skew-symmetric combinations with all
(z5)t for B > A (for more on this see | ; ]). Recall that, due to the ample
property, the number of z4-oscillators is no less than the number of zg-oscillators for
B > A, so that the latter requirement makes sense. One concludes that the zero-modes
|®)r_o furnish an irreducible representation, whose Young diagram has rows of lengths
(Pn, -+ ,p1). Although we will not do this here, one should be able to prove that there
are no other zero-energy states for F' > 0, so that the equivariant Witten index W(t)
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 H,, < Spec Hp41. This can be proven by introducing the operator

O, = €ai-an (Z?I)T T (Zan)T (729)

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 F;. Here we wish to extend the above constructions to N' = 4
SUSY and describe the Kahler-de Rham complex for the flag manifold, in a way similar
to the treatment of the CP* 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:

(7.30)
We make the following ansatz for the two complex supercharges:
Q1 = X2 Y12 (ZI © 22) + 23 123 (Z; © 23) + 013 Y13 (ZI ° Z3) + (7.31)
+B rathosthls + Y1 V1adlatar + Ot B Yasdar |
Qs = K9 ¢£1 (Z}L o 2,’2) + Xo3 ¢1?;2 (Z; o Z3) + X113 qb;l (ZI o 23) — (732)

—B Pladb a1 + Vo Phbasthls + 82 r1alath]s

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 U(1)*® symmetry.

The corresponding charges may be read off from the diagram (7.30) and are expressed

as follows:
C~1 = ZI o0z + ¢12¢12 + ¢I3¢13 — ¢£1¢21 — ¢:T31¢31 — D1, (7.33)
C~2 = Zg 0z — 1”2%2 + 1/1;31/123 + ¢£1¢21 — ¢§2¢32 — P2, (7.34)
53 = Z; 023 — 2/1531/123 - ¢I3¢13 + ¢:T>>2¢32 + ¢:§1¢31 — D3 (7.35)

Given the ansatz (7.31)-(7.32), one should check that the N' = 4 superalgebra holds.

This involves the following steps:

. . X12023
e Q%= 03 =0. This requires f = —

, just as before in (7.8).
X13

. {Ql, QE} = 0. In the case of CP' (see Section 2) this constraint only led to

the condition that the charges ps be equal. Here instead we arrive at a set of
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conditions that are solved as follows:

pa=pp:=p forall A B, (7.36)
yim e = S XRMB s = B s (737
X23 X192

. {Ql, QQ} = (. It turns out that this condition constrains the coefficients x4p:

1 1
=t (7.38)
Xi3  Kip K3

This is nothing but the condition (7.4) that the resulting metric on F3 is Kéhler.
. {Q1, QI} = {Qg, Q;} = H. This does not lead to any further constraints.

The upshot is that, in the N' = 4 case, the SUSY algebra determines the coefficients
B,vi, 8 (i = 1,2) in the supercharges (7.31)-(7.32) and, moreover, leads to the Kéahler
constraint (7.38) on the parameters of the metric. As a result, from a differential-
geometric standpoint, the supercharges determine the differentials in the Kéahler-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

3 3
1 SB 1
Z(tls) = —_— l1-— ) ———. 7.39

) a,lA_I—l 1 —saty! ]_L[c < SC) (515283)P (7.39)
Note the difference with (7.16) due to the doubling of fermions in this model. Taking

residues w.r.t. s, So, s3, here we find that the numerator cancels against the denomi-

nator at each pole (s1, sg,53) = (tg(l), to(2), to(3)), so that we are left with

2m jgdsl jgdsg 3€d53 _ Z | = 81— 6= Eu(F) . (7.40)

0€S3

The result is independent of ¢ and is equal to the Euler characteristic of the flag
manifold. As is well-known, each SUSY vacuum corresponds to an element of H*(F3),
and here each such element may be represented by a SU(3)-invariant form.

For the purpose of higher-n generalizations it is useful to rewrite the supercharges
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in a manifestly U(2)-symmetric form. To this end we introduce the U(2)-doublets
Vap
q/AB=< T ) A<B. (7.41)
BA

In this notation the doublet of supercharges takes the following form (taking into
account that 3 =y + 9):

Q = K19 \1112 (21r @) 22) + o3 \1123 (Z; @) 23) + 3 \1113 (21r ¢ 23) + (742)
K123 \1,12 (\1113\1123) N Ko3X13 \1123 (qfl{3\1112> '
X93 X12

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):

XABX Xpo &
Q= Z (ABAC\I;AB (‘PLC‘I’BC) _M@BC (\I}LC\I/AB>>+
A<B<C %BC Xap

+ Z XAB \I/AB(zLozB) (7.43)
A<B

with the Kéhler condition (7.4):

1 1 1
5 =5 T for A< B<C. (7.44)

The proof that?® {Qp, Qy} = () 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@ = QM + Q®) . One easily calculates

{an,Qg)}: Y ocABocBC(zLozC)[(\IIAB)p(\IIBC)y—k(\I/AB)V(\I/BC)F,]. (7.45)

A<B<C

Direct calculation shows (with the use of the Kahler property (7.44)) that this can-
cels exactly against an analogous commutator {le), Q@} + {Qg,l), QE,3)}. Thus, it

remains to check that {Q‘(f’), Q«(f)} = (. Possible unwanted terms come from the same

Z8Here we denote the two components of the doublet of supercharges Q by Q,, for p = 1,2.
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diagram (7.25), as in the N' = 2 case earlier. Here one has

{QE,?’), Q§,3)} = {(Qms)m (Q134)y} + {(Q123)y, (Q134)p} +
+ {(Q234)p, (Q124)y} + {(Q234)y; (Q124)p} =0, (7.46)

where again one needs to use the Kahler condition.

8. Oscillator calculus on CP" !

In this section, building upon the previously studied case of CP', we will describe
the oscillator variables and the respective Hilbert spaces corresponding to truncations
of the CP"! 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:

Cn
21 22
V12
C ’ Cnfl
(8.1)
Following Section 3, we introduce the matrices
Y15 € Hom(C,C" 1), 2z € Hom(C,C"), 2z € Hom(C™ !, C"). (8.2)

Recall that every element of these matrices is either a fermionic (¢12) or bosonic (21, 29)
annihilation operator.

In order to define the model, we introduce the manifestly nilpotent supercharge®’

Q =zl %, (8.3)

29Gtarting from this section, we drop the o notation, since most fields will no longer be vectors in C™
but rather matrices of various shapes.
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It leads to the Hamiltonian H = {Q, QT} of the model. The model classically possesses
invariance under the following U(1) x U(n — 1) global transformations, which is a
generalization of the Abelian U(1) x U(1) symmetry (1.4) in the case of CP":

21'—>21€w, 29— 224, ¢12'—>g_1¢12€wa geU(n—l), peR. (8.4)

We wish to gauge this symmetry. Thus, we impose the ‘scalar’ constraint C; = 0 and

matrix constraint®® C, = 0, where

Ci = ZI z1 + 10121@12 - D1, (8.5)
Cy = Z; 29 + :1#12@2: —pa 1y, (8.6)

and ¢ ... ¢ stands for normal ordering. It is defined by the standard convention
2210 =22 Yyl = —yly (8.7)

for 27 a bosonic creation operator and ' a fermionic one. One easily checks that the
constraints (8.5) and (8.6) furnish the Lie algebra of u; @ u,,_;.

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 zi, 29,12. The su-
percharge (8.3), when acting in the full Fock space, has SU(n) x U(1) x U(n — 1) as its

symmetry group, so the partition function will be twisted by elements of this group:
Z(gL|hR) = STrFock space (gL hR) ’ gL € SU(”) ; hR € U(l) X U(TL - 1) : (88>

The subscripts L and R refer to left and right action in the following sense. If we
package all z4’s in a single matrix Z := (z1, 22), then the action of the two groups is
described by Z + g1, Z hy'. 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 U(1) x U(n—1). This is equivalent to averaging

w.r.t. this group:

~

W(gr) = J dhp Z(g1lhn) (8.9)

30Tn what follows C$® (a,b = 2,...,n) denotes the matrix elements of Co.
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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. Z(gogrgo ‘|hohrhy') = Z(gr|hr). Therefore it depends
only on the eigenvalues of g;, and hgr. In fact, we already used this fact implicitly
n (7.15), writing the Witten index in terms of exponents of the Cartan generators
of suz. In the integral (8.9) we may as well pass to integration over the eigenvalues

of hr by using the Weyl integration formula®'. As a result, we get:

~ 1 ds; _ds@a) 5(2e)
Wt o) = 1 — 20 8.11
(t ) (n—1)! § 2misy jg 5 2TLS(2,4) H S(2./) < )

e#f
n
X StrFock space (1_[ taja Sgl 1_[ (8(2@))(”2 ) :
a=1 a=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 7, of the global symmetry group U(n)

are defined as follows:

Jo=2(22" 2, a=1,...,n. (8.12)

Since the symmetry group is really** SU(n), we will impose the additional constraint
t1---t, = 1. Further details of the calculation of the integral (8.11) are presented in
Appendix B, the final answer being

W(tl, U 2 where q=1p2s—p1. (8.13)

This is the expression for the character of the representation dual to T¢. In other
words, it is the representation with a rectangular Young diagram of height n — 1 and

width ¢. Just as in all of our earlier examples, the answer is independent of p.

3Tn the case of G = U(n) the Weyl integration formula reads (cf. | D:

dz; 2
Jdgf == J 1‘[ miz L] ( -~ Z;) flz1,520), (8.10)

where integration is over unit circles around the origin. Alternatively, one can make the change of
variables z; = e and integrate over ¢; € [0,27). The more algebraic-looking expression above is
useful when the function f(g) admits an analytic continuation in the z;-variables, just as in the cases
we are considering here.

32More precisely, it is PSU(n) 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 CP! 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 ¢o; € Hom(C™"™!, €) of fermionic annihilation

operators. The quiver (8.1) is now replaced by

C’n

21 22

Y12

> S
CJ o
- (8.14)

The two manifestly nilpotent supercharges of the system are
Q1 = ZI 2212, Qy = ¢ Zg 21 (8.15)

whereas the constraints defining the Hilbert space take the form

C~1 = ZI Z1 + 10121?12 + :¢21¢£1: —p1 =0, (8.16)
C~2 = Z; 29 + :¢12¢12: + ¢£1¢21 —p2l,,—1 =0.

One can check that the N' = 4 supersymmetry algebra
{Qua QV} = Oa {Qu, QI/} = 5va (817)

requires p; = po, by analogy with Sections 2 and 7.2. Similarly to the previous examples

we calculate the equivariant Witten index of the model:

W(t) =n = Eu(CP" ). (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 F,,

1,12,..,1k 18

encrypted by a quiver of the following type (here we present the example of F,,, 1, 1s.n4)

(9.1)

where with red color we have indicated the bosonic lines flowing to the unique global
vertex corresponding to the vector space C", where n = ny +- - -+ ng. The full quiver is
a simplex with k + 1 vertices, k of them local (with C™4 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 € Hom(C™,C"), ap € Hom(C"™,C"?), A, B=1,2,....k; A<B. (9.2)
We propose the following expressions for the supercharge and constraints:

Q=3 aupTr(hepvan) + Y T (ylevpovan),  (93)

A<B A<B<C Xac
Ca = zhza + Z SUBAURat + Z Yhotac — pala, =0, (9.4)
B<A A<C
where A = 1,2,..., k. The matrix elements of the constraints, denoted by C%, are

indexed by lowercase Latin letters a,b, where a,b € 14 (see (6.19) for the definition
OfLO.
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

49



partition function Z(gr|hg) := Strrock space (91 hr) W.r.t. the gauge group:

W(QL) = J dhr Z(gr|hr) (9.5)

where g, € SU(n),hg € U(ny) x -+ x U(ng). Following the same arguments as in

Section 8.1, we arrive at

k
1 dS(Ad S(Ae)
Wt ||—|| || 1 - ——= 9.6
(b1, yo nal i (§2WZS Ad)) ( 8 (96)

e,f€ly S(A:f)
e;éf
><StrFock space (Ht o X H H S(Aa i ) ) (97)
=laela

where C4* are the diagonal constraints that may be read off from (9.4), and 7, are the
Cartan generators of the global U(n) symmetry that have the same form as in® (8.12).
Just as before, due to the fact that the diagonal U(1) < U(n) is really part of the
gauge group, it will be convenient to impose an additional constrain ¢, ---¢, = 1, thus
explicitly reducing the global symmetry group to SU(n).

An explicit calculation of the Fock space partition function gives

S (nt e ) T o9

lae]A lceICa

k
1 - S<Bb’)> .
111 (HH(

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

given by

kg k w
. . 9.9
1:[1 nal U;n 1_[1ae1_1[A [Tpoaller, (1 _ M) (9.9)

tob)

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 F,,, , ., twisted by a line bundle, whose

33The matrix Z now has the form Z = (21, 22, ..., 2x)-.
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.....

see Section 10 for more details)
ga=pa—pa1, 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.

(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:
¢pa € Hom (C"2,C™), A, B=1,2,...,k; A<B. (9.12)

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

Yap
Vap=( . ), where A B=1,....k A<B. (9.13)
®pa

Naturally, the doublets have an inner C%-index. We denote contraction w.r.t. this index
2 p
by Wl Upe = Yoot (o) Wheo.
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In this notation the doublet of supercharges reads:

XABX Xpc&X
o= ) (ABAC Tr | WheWpeWap | + ZE40 T [0l oW | )+
A<B<C XBC XAB

+ Z Xap Tr [(zLozB)\IfAB] (9.14)
A<B

The constraints have the form

Ca = 2hza + Z :\IEIJLA: + Z :mAC: —paln, =0, (9.15)
B<A A<C

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 Kéhler 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 p4’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

k
~ n!
W(t) = H TliA' X Z 1= . = Eu (fnl,...,nk) . (916)
= O'ESn nA!
A=1

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 Kahler manifolds, there is a well-known isomorphism between the
twisted Dolbeault and Dirac complexes | | (more details can be found in | | or
in the books | ; |; in the supersymmetric context this is discussed in | ;

]). 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 Qx—; in a N = 1 sigma model coincides with the Dirac
operator acting on Dirac spinors (cf. | ]). The left- and right-handed Weyl compo-
nents of the Dirac spinor are distinguished by the fermion parity operator 75 = (—1)F,

which anticommutes with Qx—;, as it should. When the target space is Kahler, 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 A = 1 language as follows | |:

£ = J 46 (i guv DX*X” + g DX*DX'DX? ) (10.1)

where the metric g is assumed Hermitian w.r.t. a complex structure J, and the 3-form ¢
is constructed from the fundamental Hermitian form w = ¢gJ via ¢ ~ dw. On a Kéhler
manifold the form w is closed, so that ¢ = 0 and the second term in (10.1) vanishes.
As a result, one is left with the minimal A/ = 1 system. The (complex) supercharge Q
of the N/ = 2b model satisfying Q% = 0 is the Dolbeault operator and is related to the
N = 1 supercharge by Qn—; = Q + Q.

10.1. Clifford algebra in R?". 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 R?N: {y? yb} = 2§ where
a,b=1,...,2N. We may pass to the complex basis

I = — (y" +iy"™™)  and Em:;(ym_in+m), m=1,...,N. (10.2)

N —

The only non-vanishing anti-commutator is {I™ I'™} = ¢ which means that
'™ T™ 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 2V. In other words, define the vacuum state [0) by the conditions

I'™]0) = 0. Then an arbitrary state is obtained by applying ‘raising’ operators NI
™. T™0). (10.3)

Next, we introduce the complex coordinates z!,..., 2" on R?V, together with their

conjugates, and consider a form of type (0, (),
v =V, (2,2) A2 A o A dET (10.4)

One can map any such form to the Dirac spinor as follows (recall that T™’s anti-

commute):
v Uy, (2,2) T TT0) (10.5)
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At each point (z,Z) this map identifies the space of all such forms with the Dirac
representation; if all 2’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:

N
S~@ Q. (10.6)
=0
The corresponding Dirac operator
Y0y = ™05 + ™0, = 0+ 0* (10.7)
is then expressed via the Dolbeault operator ¢ and its Hermitian conjugate®® 0* acting

on such forms?®?.

10.2. Dirac equation on a Kihler manifold. This construction may be gener-
alized, in a more subtle way, to the case when R?" is replaced by a Kéhler manifold.

First, we introduce the vielbein for the Kahler metric:

(10.8)

I3

N
a7 = 2_1 EME

The gamma matrices may then be written as y* = ESI™, y® = EZI'™ | where I's
are the flat space gamma matrices defined above. Given a form of type (0, ¢), we may

again construct the Dirac spinor

vy (2, 2) B, - Eg T - T7|0). (10.9)

34Hermitian conjugation is w.r.t. the L2-norm. Concretely, for an (-form 0 = 0,...5,d2™ A+ - Ad2™

— 0 — — —
one has 0*%0 ~ —0 —dz® Ao Adz™, so that 0* is the holomorphic analogue of the divergence

028 B
operator.
35In an arbitrary number of dimensions M one may identify the Clifford algebra, as a vector space,
with the space of all forms [ ]. Besides, it is a module over itself of dimension 2 > 2l¥1 and

splits into several Dirac spinors. The corresponding ‘Dirac’ equation then maps to the Ivanenko-
Landau-Kahler equation (cf. | ; D-
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For simplicity consider the anti-holomorphic part of the Dirac operator, this time

involving the spin connection:

— 1 —
D};l = « (aa—f- 5(&)5)”1% []Pm,]P ]) =

= ’Ya (aa + ;(Wa)mr—n - (Wa)mﬁ]ﬁrm) : (10'1())

Here we have used that, on a Kéahler manifold, the spin connection is valued in uy,

and therefore is represented by a Hermitian matrix. Acting on (10.9), we get

- 1 — —
[(ﬁ 2“7’(0)> " U]_ YY)+ (10.11)
001 Qe

+ lvg,.5,(2,7)ES Va B -  EZ T T™ ... T7|0),

%
where @© is the u;-part of the connection in (10.10). The covariant derivative V, 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 BZ Fg%Ef:H and therefore vanishes when contracted with the skew-symmetric com-
bination I'"°I"™. Thus, V is really the covariant derivative w.r.t both the spin and
affine connection, hence VEE% = (0 by definition of the spin connection.

It follows that only the first line in (10.11) remains, so that the action of Di— on
the spinor (10.9) is isomorphic to the action of the twisted Dolbeault operator on the
form v of type (0,¢). 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 Kahler manifold [IS12]: (wz)mm = 0zEj§ EL, so that ©® = Jlogdet E. The

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

_ 1 1 _
5O - - 1/2
(6 o ) AV (det B)12 0 ((det E)"? ) (10.12)

Since E™ (m = 1,...,N) are one-forms of type (1,0), their wedge product
E' Ao AEY = (det E)dz' A -+ A d2Y is a section of the canonical bundle K. Ac-
cordingly, (det £)'/? should be thought of as a section of the line bundle /2, which
exists whenever the manifold is spin. Otherwise one should use the spin® structure

instead: this is tantamount to adding an extra gauge field defined by line bundle £,
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chosen so that the square root (K ® £)'/? exists.
It follows that the é-operator in (10.12) acts on a section of K/2@Q04). As a result,

N

on a Kéhler manifold the identification (10.6) is replaced with S ~ K2 ® @ QO™
m=0

(see | , 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 g4 (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 £, over the target space M = F,,, n,...n,. From this
perspective, the magnetic charges are the expansion coefficients of the first Chern class
c1(L,y) € H*(M,Z) of the line bundle w.r.t. a basis in H*(M,Z). Tensoring with the
square root of the canonical class K2, as in (10.12), means we pass to the ‘shifted’
line bundle®®

Ly,QKY* =1L, (10.13)

so that passing from the Dolbeault operator to the Dirac operator effectively amounts
to a shift ¢ — ¢’ 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 H*(M,Z). To this end recall®” that there is a natural

forgetful projection (here dy = Ya_, np)
A Foymgnm, — Gr(da,n) := Fu, n—d, (10.14)

of the flag manifold to the Grassmannian. Denote the pullback of the tautological

bundle over the Grassmannian Gr(ds,n) as U,. Using this notation, the magnetic line

36Here we use the fact that for the flag manifolds studied in this paper H*(M,Z) = Zk~1 is a free
abelian group.
3TWe refer to | ] or | | for details.
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bundles £, and the canonical bundle K4 of F,, 1, . n, are expanded as follows®®

k

e (Ly) == qacr(Uasy), (10.15)
A=2

Z na+na1)cr(Uay). (10.16)

Thus, (10.13) implies the following relation between ¢ and ¢’:
, 1
Ga=qa+tgMatnan), 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 [ZT o z] =

(zT oz+zo zT) , [Q,DWJ] (1#%/) ¢¢T) (10.18)

DN | —
l\D\»—t

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 .JJ 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, g4 = 0)
w.r.t. the swap J — —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 (e,0) instead of (0,e). Thus, it is natural to
expect that the construction applicable to the Dirac operator should be symmetric
under the swap J — —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 £, to be
ample for g4 > 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 = CP!, one sees from (1.19) that these may be identified with sections of O(q).
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normal to Weyl? It is clear that the only change will occur in the diagonal constraints
C4%" (see (9.4)), which define all the twists g4 = pa — pa_1 (A =2,3,...,k). One may

summarize the change by a shift in the g4’s:

1
qAWeyl _ qzormal + 5 (nA + nA71> , A= 2, ceey k. (1019)

normal Weyl

Identifying ¢ = ¢ and ¢ = ¢/, 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
¢'y’s be integer. Thus, if some of the % (na + na_1)’s are not integer, the corresponding
ga’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 case® of CP"~!. Here we have a single charge ¢ and the
shift is /2. This is consistent with the well-known fact that CP" ! is a spin manifold

if and only if n is even | ].

39The index and zero modes of the Dirac operator on CP"~* were studied in | ; ]. The
full spectrum in the absence of gauge fields was obtained in | | and generalized to non-vanishing
mononopole charges in [ ; ].
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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 SU(n) coadjoint orbits, truncated to a finite number of harmonics.
The truncation is controlled by an integer p > 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
‘H,, have the nested property that Spec’H, = SpecH,.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 — oo the full Hilbert space Ls(orbit) 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 SU(n) coadjoint orbits.
As is well-known, the twisted Dolbeault complex on a Kéhler 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 CP' D-model

A.1. Supersymmetry transformations for component fields. In this Ap-
pendix we discuss the classical supersymmetry of the CP! 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:
0B :=¢ [B, Q] . 0F = [F,s Q] — ¢ {F Q}. (A.1)
Similarly, we define the SUSY transformations with respect to QF as
3B = 5[3, QT] . 0F = —g{F, Q‘f}. (A.2)

Here we assume that € and £ are two independent fermionic parameters. The explicit

nonzero N’ = 2 SUSY transformations are

621 = E’QZ)HZQ R (52; = —677ZJ1221[ s 5@[)12 = —€& ZI C 29, (Ag)
0z =Elyzr, 02] = —2wlye], e = —F2lox, (A4)

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}, — Z4 and ], — 1.

Let us check this, for example, for the d-variation of the classical Hamiltonian. The
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purely bosonic part transforms as
(5(21 O 22) (22 o 21) = 577012 (21 O 22) (22 O 29 — 21 o 21) . <A5)

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

5(7;12#}12 (22 O 29 — 71 O Zl)) = —¢ @Dlg (21 o 22) (22 O 29 — 71 O 21> s (A6>

where we used the nilpotency of ¢, and 5. 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, ¢ = 0. By using the constraints
one can eliminate the part of the Hamiltonian that contains fermions,
Y19012 (22 0 29—Z1 O zl) = [constraints Ci=0and Cy = 0] =
— 2

= —2(¢1ath12)” = 0, (A.7)
where we have used that (¥15)? = 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

Tﬂzlﬁu (Z; O 2o — ZI © Zl) = —2(1/1121/112)2 = —2 1/1121/112 ) (A.8)

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

relation {wlg, ¢12} = 1. Thus, there seemingly are two different ‘dequantization’ maps:

(¢Iz¢12)2 - @121?12)2 =0 or (¢Iz¢12)2 = Ylythis — Do 0,  (A9)

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 CP"': 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 (1_[ t;ja Sfl H (8(2,a))cga> = (B1>

a=1 a=2
n 1 n n 1 n S ) 1 1
IR S — <[ (- ) x5
Bl T El 11 L= seats' Q ( fen/ - of (ﬁ 52 a)m

Next, let us compute the integrals over s; and s@ 4 in (8.11). We will first perform

the integral over s1, picking the poles at s; = t,. As a result, we get the following:

Wt ... t,) = 3€ ds@d ]_[ 1- 229
M (= 5 2MiS(24) o S(2,f)
X X 1-— =
t li[Q S(2 c)
n n 1
= [cancehng the factors H (1 — > ] Z 1_[ X
s (n— 1 (n—1) -t
b=2 (2,0) a=1 a#f ts
o I (10 ) o "t
1-— X X X
§ 271'28 (2,d) g S(2,1) ’l;([l g 1-— ’Y E 5(2,b)

(B.2)

X

p2 -
o (H S(z@)
c=2

Finally, we take the remaining n — 1 integrals over s ,). The poles are at sz, = 1,
for v # «, but not all of them contribute. Indeed, if two of the s 4)’s coincide, the nu-

merator vanishes, so that the residue is zero. Therefore the relevant configurations are

52,a) = lya » a=2,...,m, (B.3)
where (ty,,...ty,) = permutation of (¢1,...,ta,...t,). (B.4)
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For any such configuration, the first two factors in the integrand of (B.2) cancel each
other, and [] s = [] t,. = t;* due to the SU(n) constraint [] ¢, = 1. Thus, we
c=2 c=2 ~=1

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 (n — 1)!. Ultimately we arrive at the

expression (8.13).

C. Spectrum of the Laplacian on F;

Let us illustrate the recipe for calculating the spectrum of the Dolbeault Laplacian
on JF3, restricting for simplicity to the bosonic sector of the theory?. 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 CP' 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 p4 — oo with the differences ps — pp fixed. The latter are interpreted as
the monopole charges.

In the case of the bosonic sector and p; = ps = p3 = p, the Hamiltonian is just the
spin chain Hamiltonian (7.2), where the additive constant is defined so that its minimal
eigenvalue is zero®!. 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 | ], 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:
A=0 Trivial 1
A—2a=0 [TT1] 10
A2 —2aA+3b =0 | 8
p=2 o
A=0 Trivial 1
A—2a=0 [TT1] 10
A—2a=0 10

A~ Ga=0 [TTTTT] 28

A —2aX+3b=0 8
A% —8aA + 12 (a> 4+ b) = 0 [ LI 35
AP — 8aA? + (12a% + 28b) A — 48ab — 80¢ = 0 [ ] 27

where a 1= o2y + o+ &2, b 1= (X1203)° + (X12%23) + (X13%23)% and ¢ 1= (15 Xa3045)°
are the elementary symmetric polynomials of oy, &35, &?5. One easily checks that the
sum of dimensions (taking into account the multiplicities) matches 3% = 27 for p = 1
and 6% = 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 SU(n)

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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SU(n) reads [ |:
AR PRl Al

AM+n—1 jAo+n—2 An
det t21 t22 e t2

t)q-&in—l t)\2+n—2 h t):\n
it ty) = n n L D.1
Xl tz ) T2 (D-1)

det | 5715720001

gtz ]

where XA = (A1, A2, ..., \,) IS a non-increasing sequence of natural numbers. In fact, A
defines the representation, whose Young diagram has rows of lengths A, ’s.
For the numerator we use the standard formula for calculating the determinant by
using permutations, that is
_1)sign(o) gA14+n—1 jAa+n—2 An
(-1 A A AU (D.2)
o€S,,
The denominator in (D.1) is the Vandermonde determinant. A minor simplification

then leads to the following expression for the character:

A+n—1 Ao +n—2 An A A2 An
el atn=2 £

1) (2) o(n) 1) Yo(2) (n)
X)\(Zfl,tg,...,tn) = _ ' (DS)
ags:n 11_[1 (ta(k) - ta(l)) g;n I <1 _ m)

t
< k<l (k)

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 x, 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 \,’s are the same. For simplicity, let us assume that

A1 =...= A = A, then one can rewrite (D.3) as follows:
Adn—m  ;m—1,m—2 Am+1+n—m—1 An
Z (to‘(l) oo tg(m)) . to’(l) to’(?) e t(a)'(m) . ta(?’rtj-l) e tU(n) (D4)

VixVa

o€eS,

where we have split the Vandermonde determinant in the denominator into two parts:

Vi contains only (t,u) — t,q)) with 1 < k <[ < m whereas V5 contains all remaining
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terms. Note that if one replaces o with 0o, where & is a permutation of {1,2,...,m},

the sum (D.4) remains the same. However, in each term exactly two changes will occur:

m—1 ym—2 0 m—1 m—2 0
to) to@ - totm) = taz) lo(2) <+ Lo@m)) (D.5)

‘/1 N (_1)sign(&) ‘/1

Now, if we sum over all possible ¢’s, then on the one hand we simply get m! times yx.

On the other hand, swapping the order of summation over ¢ and &, we get

__1)sign(e)pm—1 m—2 0 _
Z (=)™ G0 @) - - o) = Vi- (D.6)
o€S,,

Thus, we end up with

YT eetnemed
o(m+1) o(n) : (D?)

1 (tg(l) .. .tg(m)
X)‘(tl,tg, Ce ,tn) = % Z

" o€eS,

Vs

which matches (9.9) for the special case of the flag manifold F,,11,.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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