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ABSTRACT

The ABJM theory refers to superconformal Chern-Simonstendheory with product gauge
groupU_ x Ugr and level+k, —k, respectively. The theory is a candidate for worldvolume dy
namics of M2-branes sitting &t*/Z. By utilizing monopole operators, we prove that ABJM
theory gets enhancet{ = 8 supersymmetry and SO(8) R-symmetry at Chern-Simonsdevel
k=1,2. We first show that the ABJM Lagrangian can be written in aifeatly SO(8) invari-

ant form up to certain extra terms. We then show that upogiatang out Chern-Simons gauge
fields these extra terms vanish precisely at lekeisl, 2. Utilizing monopole operators at these
levels, we identify newA\[ = 2 supersymmetry. We demonstrate that they combine with the
manifest\’ = 6 supersymmetry to close on-shell 8= 8 supersymmetry. We finally show
that the ABJM scalar potential is SO(8) invariant.
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1 Introduction

Aharony, Bergman, Jafferis and Maldacena [1] proposedeetdimensions| superconformal
field theory as a microscopic description for worldvolumenayics of multiple M2-branes
on SU(4) x U (1) R-symmetric and\| = 6 superconformal M2-branes. Hereafter referred as
ABJM theory, it is defined by gaugedinear sigma model: eight scalar and fermion fields in
the bifundamental representation of quiver gauge g®upG; x G, coupled to Chern-Simons
gauge theory. Therefore, the ABJM theory is characterizetiio integer-valued parameters:
the Chern-Simons levéland rank of the gauge group raiX). It was proposed [1] that ABIM
theory is holographically dual to Type IIA string theory oml®; x CP? in the planar limit of
both rank®) andk infinite while holding ‘t Hooft couplingh = (rank(®) /k) fixed and large.
At finite k, the holographic dual is described most appropriately byébty on AdG x S’ /Z.
The proposal of [1] provides a Type IlA string or M-theory coerpart of the much studied
AdS/CFT correspondence [2] between Type IIB string on AdS® and four-dimensional =

4 super Yang-Mills theory. Interestingly, there are stramdjcations that the ABJM theory is
integrable, both at weak coupling [3], [4] and strong coogli5] regimes.

Built upon this holography, it was further anticipated ir} {iat the ABJM CFT at Chern-
Simons levelk = 1,2 actually has\{ = 8 supersymmetry an8Q(8) R-symmetry which are
the symmetries of coincident M2 branes BA? x R® or RY? x (R8/Z,), respectively. The
purpose of this paper is to prove that the ABJM theory, fopabsible rank of gauge groups,
has enhanced/ = 8 superconformal symmetry and SO(8) R-symmetry at Chemm8s level
k =1,2. Our proof relies crucially on utilizing so-called 3-abga structure and monopole
operators inherent in this theory. Therefrom, if the Ch&mons levek takes the value 1 or
2, a set of highly nontrivial algebraic identities followsiang the matter fields. Utilizing these
identities, we show that the ABJM theory possesses étea 2 supersymmetry that combines
with the existing\[ = 6 supersymmetry to the fully enhanc@d= 8 supersymmetry and SO(8)
R-symmetry.

A feature of the ABJM theory is that the gauge dynamics, goersolely by the Chern-
Simons term, is trivial. The Chern-Simons term merely irefuloraiding statistics to the matter
fields. Consequently, operators built solely from the gapgtntial such as holonomy and
magnetic monopole operatdfg would not carry any dynamics or scaling dimension, though
they transform in nontrivial representatioRsunder® [6]. Upon coupling matter fields to
the Chern-Simons gauge field, gauge invariant operatorscargructible not just from matter
fields alone but also by attaching the holonomy or magnetinapole operatorg\ to them.
Made entirely out of gauge potential, the monopole opesadoe singlets under internal rigid
symmetries such as R-symmetry. As such, monopole operedorproduce gauge invariant



operators with a rich variety of the R-symmetry represaémat Recently, through the study
of superconformal index, it was shown that gauge invarigerators containing the monopole
operatord\i are indispensable for confirming the AAS/CFT corresponeléstween the ABIM
theory and the M-theory at finite[7].

Another feature of ABJM theory is that high degree of supensyetry restricts permissible
gauge groups, as well as representations of matter contentgplications to specific prob-
lems, it is useful to formulate the ABJM theory in terms of the algebrag of the gauge
group® and representatioR of matter fields. On the other hand, in a formulation that aains
incorporating all possible gauge groups and matter comtaarhpatible with\’ = 6 supersym-
metry, it would be more convenient and unifying to use anlaigie structure that underlies all
ABJM theories. It was found in [8] that the pertinent algebistructure of the ABJM theory
is so-callechermitian3-algebrads(C). In this formulation, classification of permissible gauge
groups and representations fifr= 6 supersymmetry was carried out in [9]. An infinite class of
them were found, among which the smallest rénk SO(4)=SU(2)xSU(2) is found identical
to the Bagger-Lambert-Gustavsson (BLG) theory [10]. Th&Bheory, however, is known to
havereal3-algebrag;(R) and A\’ = 8 supersymmetry. This calls for better understanding un-
der what other choices of the ABJM theory parameters woutibéxthe maximally enhanced
AN = 8 supersymmetry and SO(8) symmetry.

Our proof of enhanced symmetries constitutes in showing biyautilizing the three-algebra
43(C) and the monopole operatove, the ABJM theory at Chern-Simons levéds= 1,2 is
expressible as a ‘trial’ BLG theory, where the original reallgebradz(R) is replaced by the
hermitian 3-algebradz(C). In this way, the\l = 8 supersymmetry and the SO(8) R-symmetry
become manifest. Here, ‘trial’ refers to the triality of t8§®(8) group.

We should point out that, though details differ somewhag, shimmetry enhancement at
k = 1,2 works for the non-relativistic ABJM theory [11] — the noelativistic reduction of the
ABJM theory, where only holonomy and monopole operatorkaosvn to generate physically
nontrivial correlators [12]. In fact, this theory illustes in a clean manner intimate relations
among symmetry enhancement between the ABJM and the noMABIs, trivial braiding
statistics fork = 1,2 and bound-states of M-theory momentum modes. Detailsheillelated
to a separate paper.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we sumraadey ideas and provide a
roadmap of our proof. In section 3, we illustrate these keyagdand roadmap for abelian gauge
group. In section 4, we present details of hermitian 3-aigety(C) inherent to the ABIJIM
theory. Also, in section 5, we present properties of monepglerator. In particular, we pay
attention to the general covariance property, which wilypa prominent role for foregoing



considerations. In section 6, we lay down details of closum@ng so-called the ABJM fields
and the non-ABJM fields — composites made of the ABJM fieldsthadank-2 monopole op-
erators. In section 7, we first identify nov&l = 2 supersymmetry that act between the ABJM
and the non-ABJM fields. Combining them with the manif@§t= 6 supersymmetry yields
the maximalAl = 8 supersymmetry we are after. In this section, we check @tylon-shell
closure of theA\l = 8 supersymmetry. In section 8, utilizing the similar reasgs, we show
that the ABJM scalar potential is in fact identical to the BEGlar potential. This demonstrate
SO(8) symmetry of the ABJM scalar potential. By = 8 supersymmetry, the Yukawa interac-
tions also have SO(8) symmetry. In appendix A, we recall $@&nma matrices and several
relevant Fierz identities. In appendix B, we also recall 5@\ gamma matrices. In appendix
C, we summarize branching rule of SO(8) to SU(¥X1). In appendix D, we provide Fierz
identities of Al = 6 superysmmetry, of the nef = 2 supersymmetry and hence of the full
AL = 8 supersymmetry. In appendix, we explain triality rotatatcalled trial BLG theory.

2 Roadmap and Key Ideas

In this section, we shall outline key ideas used and a roadmapr proof.

3-algebra

Since we shall heavily use the 3-algebra formulation thhowd, we here summarize its emer-
gence in the BLG and the ABJM theories. As recalled aboveetyidg algebraic structure
of the BLG theory was identified with theeal3-algebradz(R). Its structure constanti?cd,
are real-valued and totally antisymmetrichire,d 1. The structure was so restrictive that the
only finite-dimensional choice of the gauge grafijs SU_(2) x SUr(2) =SO(4). To have more
general gauge groups, it became clear one would have to tte¢a3-algebra structure. But it
seemed impossible to do so while keeping all the global symmeseof the BLG theory intact.
A solution to this difficulty was proposed by ABJM [1], wheleetSO(8) R-symmetry is given
up and only the SU(&U(1) part of it is kept manifest. The resulting ABJM theoriesded an
infinite class of admissiblé& with reduced\ = 6 supersymmetry and SU(4) R-symmetry.

As recalled above, algebraic structure underlying all adibie ABJM theories is thber-
mitian 3-algebrads(C) [8]. Its structure constantt’,, are antisymmetric in their two upper

INote that metric structure of the 3-algebra is not neede@doiations of motion and for closing tif¢ = 8
supersymmetry variations, but is imperative for Lagrandgamulation.



and two lower indices, respectively, and hermitian in thessethat
f*bcda = fdabc- (2-1)

In this formulation, we do not need to assume a metric on tladg8bra since we can use
complex conjugation to raise and lower indiée€ven though we have no metric, we do have
a trace-form and we can express the ABJM action using thigtfarm. We will refer to the
3-algebra without a metric structure asrmitian3-algebradz(C) 3. In this way, all admissible
ABJM theories (that includes the BLG theory as one of thera)uauified in a single framework
of the 3-algebrads(-).

The classification of [9] may be viewed as a consequence dfahmitian 3-algebra struc-
ture and the fundamental identity therein. E®r= 6, there is an ABJM theory for every
hermitian 3-algebra. A hermitian 3-algebra in turn cormess to a choice of the gauge group
® based on a semi-simple Lie group. In this paper, shall weiden®\BJM theories that
correspond to hermitian 3-algebra, viz. semi-simple Lieugr There can also exists global
U(1)xU(1) symmetry, corresponding to conserved baryon numbaosiulo global identifica-
tions of center elements. In that case, these U(1)s can lgeedad he resulting theory is the
ABJM theory originally proposed [1].

rank-2 monopole operators

In 3-algebra, we have gauge indiee®, ... = 1, - - -, dimA4z associated with 3-algebra generators
T2 and their complex conjugates that we denot&ad he monopole operator that will be useful
for us are those with two gauge indices up or two indices dawfP andW,p,, respectively.
These rank-2 monopole operators can be used to turn the ABaMrdfieldZ4 into a field
zha — Wf"beA and similarly for the ABJM fermion fields. Her is an index transforming in
the fundamental representation of the global SU(4) R-symmyred the ABJM theory. With
the rank-2 monopole operators at hand, there are two wayowe ithe 3-algebra indices of
the ABJM fields up or down. The first is attaching the rank-2 oymie operator as described
above. The second is to take complex conjugate of the ABJMsfieNote that the complex
conjugation acts by raising and lowering both gauge and rRasgtry indices, so the scalar
field Z3 is the complex conjugated field @f, etc. Summarizing, starting from the matter field
Z4, we can construc”@ or Z3 by attaching the monopole operator or by complex conjugatio
respectively.

2The hermitian 3-algebras(C) without metric structure can also be found in [13].
3The hermitian 3-algebrds(C) is a generalization of the real 3-algelgR). In particular, this also implies

that the Nambu 3-bracket is also a realization of the heami-algebra.



Attaching a monopole operator to a local field renders thepmmite a non-local operator
since the monopole operator depends in general on the Omniag.sif the Dirac-Schwinger-
Zwanziger quantization condition is obeyed, the Diraagtis unobservable and the monopole
operator becomes a local field configuration. Moreover, tbaapole operator is covariantly
constant. Below we shall demonstrate this explicitly fa #ibelian ABJM theory and find that,
only for Chern-Simons levelk = 1 and 2, the composite operators are local field configura-
tions. This fits nicely with the fact that only at leveds= 1,2 can we expect to have enhanced
supersymmetry and R-symmetry. This is our first evidencentmmopole operators should play
some role in symmetry enhancement of ABJM theory.

roadmap

Denote vector, spinor and cospinor representations of 53R, 85, 8, and their basis indices
byl,a,a=1,---,8, respectively. In the hermitian BLG theory, matter fields&, for X} and
8s for Yaa. The hermitian BLG theory is then defined by Chern-Simonsitend the gauged
matter Lagrangian

1 1
Lmatter = — 2 DuleaDuxla - l—ZXt',XFXg] XJf XgK X}g f bcdaf Pet
| |
5PV Duaa + 71T T 5 XioXach" 2. (2.2)

We next use the triality of SO(8) group and map the originddi§i¢o triality-rotated fields.
This way, we can construct two new trial hermitian BLG theeri In all these theories, the
Chern-Simons term is universal since it is unaffected byS9¢8) triality. We are interested in
the theory obtained by the following triality transfornaati

<8V78578C) — (8578078V); (|7G7d) — <a7d7|)' (23)
After the transformation, the matter Lagrangian reads
1 1
Lmatter = —éDquDuxqa_ ﬁngngngngfbcdafgaef
¢ | '
50V Dy + Ztﬂa“wgbxé‘xgrmarf‘ﬁfb%a. (2.4)

viz. the matter fields are SO(8) spinors and cospigr8. and the supersymmetry is SO(8)
vector8y (see appendix E). The Lagrangian (2.4) is the one relateldetéABJM Lagrangian.
To show this, we break SO(8) to $& x SO(2~SU(4) xU(1) and decompose the SO(8) spinor

and cospinor fields as
yin Vi
a__ a , x(] — A
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A . a
Woa = ( o ) yoa= (_t’;a> . (25)

We also splitthe SO(8) gamma matrices into SO(6) and SO@pgamatrices as; = (M'v,Mx)

and denote byu ag and ZQB the off-diagonal blocks iy. The details are collected in Ap-
pendix C. The fieldszd andya, as well as their hermitian conjugates are the ABJM scalar
and fermion fields, where uppéris fundamental and lowek is anti-fundamental of SU(4).

The fieldszA2 and ) are not the ABIM fields — we refer them as ‘non-ABJM fields’. Our
strategy is to relate the non-ABJM fields to the ABJM fields byams of the monopole opera-
torsWaP, W, since these operators are the unique tensors that caroraiseer indices gauge
covariantly.

After the decomposition, we find the matter Lagrangian as

Lmatter = —DUZQDHZX - iquaVuDullJAa
+i <_t|jAaLpAbZE Z8 + 2P ppZe Zﬂ) f*%a

1 1
- (éSABCDEpBbZ?\ZgLUBch ESABCquBaZbAZEqJCd) fPC4a

2 1

4. (2.6)

The terms shown depend only on the ABJM fields and hence yiieéd8BJM Lagrangian. The
ellipses denote all other terms that involve the non-ABJNti§ie Under what conditions will
the ellipses vanish identically and the trial BLG theory &r@e identical to the ABJM theory?
We find that this is so if the following set of algebraic ide¢ies hold:

(2628 +2%95c) %% =
(ZAchB z8+2328 ZBb) P, =
<ZAbZBCZg - ZCbZ[AcZg]) P =
Wab (ZBCZAd - zgz@) t%%a =

W2 (ZEZQ + ZBdZAC) f9ae =

o o o o o

2.7)

We also find the correspondence between the sextet scatantiadtn the ABJM theory and the
potential in the generalized trial BLG theory, as demonsttén section 8. The correspondence
between the ABJM and generalized trial BLG Yukawa couplargis can be shown .

4Equivalently, they are spinor and cospinor of SO(6).



If the ABJM Lagrangian is SO(8) invariant, the identitiesA2should hold in some sense
and we can express the ABJM Lagrangian in the manifestly si@¢8riant form as a general-
ized trial BLG Lagrangian. We shall show that (2.7) origenitom the flatness condition of the
gauge field strengths

Fub® +Fn? = O. (2.8)

and that the identities (2.7) are all related to (2.849y= 6 supersymmetry.

To show that there i3/ = 8 supersymmetry, it is not enough to just show that the Lagjeam
can be written in an SO(8) invariant form. Indeed, we will fiticht we need a few more
identities of a similar type in order to have closurefgf= 8 supersymmetry variations on the
ABJM equations of motion.

Incidentally, the above algebraic identities may be intetgxd as constraining the matter
fields® Z4’s. This may be an indication of the feature of the ABJM theitiat the true degrees
of freedom scales a¢%/2, not asNZ.

3 Prelude: abelian ABJM theory

3.1 linear sigma model

To appreciate the symmetry enhancement clearer, we fiht #te abelian ABJM theory. Here,
of course, the 3-algebra structure is not essential. Wewsitdr (2+1)-dimensional linear sigma
model over the target spad®. There are four complex scalar fieldé and their complex
conjugategZA)* = Za. They transform ag,4 under SU(4) of the target space. This linear
sigma model corresponds to bosonic part of the ABJM theotly gauge group U(RU(1) at
Chern-Simons levek = 1, as we will see in the next section. The action reads

Limatter= — / Px 9,2°0MZ5 . (3.1)
The sigma model is invariant under U&$U(4)x U(1) transformations:

32" = g ZB, (3.2)

5The symmetry enhancement can not be seen in the classicerigian wherek is just an overall factor
multiplying the whole Lagrangian. But if we integrate ou¢ thauge field then these identities will hold for levels
k=12.

8If we take the viewpoint that the (non-dynamical) gauge fislgut on-shell and expressed as a composite
field in terms of the matter fields.



Here,
(W)s+0Pa = 0 (3.3)

are anti-hermitian matrices, generating SU(4) transftiona by the traceless parts and U(1)
transformation by the trace part. In total, there are 16pasmeters.

The sigma model (3.1) has more symmetries. It is also inntdader the transformations
d3Z2h = Bz (3.4)
described by 6 complex parameters related by

W B4 A 0,
w Btwga = O. (3.5)

These transformations do not close among themselves. Hwoweten combined with the
above SU(4xU(1) transformations, they are closed and generate SOBngfry group with
28=16-+6-2 real parameters.

To see the SO(8) symmetry better, we elaborate here somexdhatical but fairly straight-
forward discussion regarding how part of the SO(8) tramsédrons not contained in SU¥J(1)
acts or, and8s representations of SO(8). The results obtained here wilseéul later. Acting
on a8, representatiok; (I =1,...,8), an infinitesimal SO(8) transformation is given by

M = wiVi (3.6)

wherewy is anti-hermitian and has real components (in other wotds antisymmetric). We
decompos@, into a six-dimensional pa’™ (M = 1,...,6) and a two-dimensional pavt =
v/ +iv8. The metric being Kronecker deltas, we do not distinguispenpr lower SO(8) or
SO(6) indices. The SO(2) parameteri& and the SO(6) parameters a¥N. We are mainly
interested in the SO(8) rotations that mix SO(6) with SO®)ese rotations are parametrized
by &M := WM’ +iwM8 and act on the SO(8) vector as

1
M M \ /% M
- = Vv \Vj
oV 2( +w™ V)
N = MyM
N = oMyM, (3.7)

An SO(8) Dirac spinor decomposes into We{g and anti-Weyl spinoty. These in turn
decompose into Weyl spinors of SO(6). We define these Weypoomnts as

ZA
.- (2)

9
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On the SO(8) R-symmetry Dirac spirfor

- Xa
= = 3.10
( Wa , ) (819

an infinitesimal SO(8) transformation acts as

d= = —%wMXI'MXE. (3.11)

Here, the normalization is fixed by how the vector index of germatrices transforms (as a
direct consequence of the Clifford algebra),

M13.Tk] = —48T - (3.12)

One can view this as the invariance condition of the gammaiceatwhere all its indices are
transformed. Explicitly, we find the variations as

528 = usMAPzg

5Zn = lzco*“"z,“('BzB, (3.13)
i
|

SYp = éwMZXBLUB. (3.14)

3.2 gauging U(1) symmetry
Chern-Simons gauging:

We now gauge the U(1) symmetry by introducinflat one-form gauge fielth. We then define
the covariant derivative

DZA := dz” +ibz” (3.15)
and consider the gauged linear sigma model

- / dex (DHZAD“ZA-I— %{b/\d a) : (3.16)

/It is important that this is R-symmetry spinor as opposedptcstime spinor. In particulaZ, is commuting

bosonic field.
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Here,a is a Lagrange multiplier one-form gauge field that constgraito be flat, & = 0. This
model equals to the bosonic part of the abelian ABJM actiantager-valued Chern-Simons
level k.

We can integrate o, setting [1, 15]
kb=do. (3.17)

This gives back the linear sigma model modulo the orbifohtification

7~ ~ ¥ 77 (3.18)
In general, this identification breaks SO(8) down to S4@J1). At k= 1,2, however, the
SO(8) symmetry is retained. If tH& orbifolding is SO(8) invariant, it should commute with
the transformation

A 5722+ Bz (3.19)
This implies that
ZA 5 ZA 4 ofBe K 5 (3.20)

should also be a symmetry. This singles out the Chern-Sirmoeificientk to 1, 2.

monopole operators:

Notice that SO(8) symmetry cannot act in this simple way wkeegauge field not integrated
out. The transformation

77 - 7% + W*Bzg (3.21)

would not be gauge covariant sinf8 andZa are oppositely charged with respect to the gauge
field b. The remedy for this is to redefine the scalar fields by attehhonopole operators
to these fields in such a way that all equations transformrévidy under the U(1) gauge
transformations. The monopole operator that we have atisposgal is of the form

T« = €°. (3.22)

From the Chern-Simons term, we also see that this operatee€alsdk unit of electric charge.
Thus, the gauge transformations act as

Tk — e"“"Tk

11



zA — d9zZA
Zn — €97, (3.23)

At level k = 1, we can make the field redefinitions

A - A
ZA — T]_T]_ZA. (3.24)

At level k = 2, we can also make the field redefinitions

A - A
Zn — Tala. (3.25)

On these redefined fields, the SO(8) transformation acts sugeycovariant way. Important
observation is that, fok > 2, no such local field redefinition is possible. Therefores th
another way to see that we can have enhanced SO(8) symmaétifpok = 1, 2.

The Chern-Simons coefficiekt= 1,2 is also special for a seemingly different reason. Con-
sider two external probes charged electrically under thiggdieldsa and theb, respectively.
Upon encircling one of the probes around the other once, gkeyp the Aharonov-Bohm phase
exp(2ri /K) as braiding statistics. Fér= 1, the phase is trivial and braiding statistics is bosonic.
Fork = 2, the phase imand braiding statistics is fermionic. For> 2, the braiding statistics is
anyonic. By the same argument, we see that the compositermedoabove would retain the
field statistics unchanged f&r= 1,2 but not so fok > 2.

local versus nonlocal:

The reason we have these monopole operators at our dismyeasdrom the Chern-Simons
action. Consider the monopole operator

expio(X) := exp(i Lxdo(x)) . (3.26)

Naively, one could think that operators of the form éxyjx)/¢) is also feasible, wheréis an
arbitrary integer. However, this is not so becaass a compact pseudo-scalar defined over the
period 2t This means that thafdo/¢ ~ (21/¢)Z when we integrate over a closed contour.
Therefore, exg do /¢ will be path-dependent, and hence non-lagaless = 1.

Not only being local, the monopole operator or products @ @lso covariantly constant.
Recalling that the monopole operaiiprcarries an electric charge ktinit, the covariant deriva-
tive acting on it is defined by

12



We see that this indeed vanishes by the defining relationeofittal scalar fieldkb = do. This
shows thafly is covariantly constant. Notice that this property holdsdoyk.

Using these properties, we can @itandZa fields on equal footing by attaching appropriate
monopole operators to them. S, carries an electric charge of one unit, whilg)"Za carries
an electric charge afk— 1. From the above analysis, we see that these two (comptsits
are local operators and, as discussed above, can carry equal elguarige wherk = 1 and
n=2ork=2andn=1, but none fok > 2.

4 The ABJM theory

4.1 hermitian 3-algebra

The ABJM theory is isomorphic to Hermitian 3-algebras up tsgbleU (1) factors in the
gauge group. As said, instead of studying the ABJM theoryefmrh possible gauge group
separately, it is convenient to utilize the 3-algebra fdatian that puts all the possible gauge
groups on equal footing. The only property of the gauge gsaupneed is then the correspond-
ing fundamental identity of the 3-algebra.

so(4):

The simplest example of a 3-algebra is that of gauge gédeBU, (2) x SUr(2) =SO(4). This
corresponds to a real (which of course also is hermitiang8ksa. To see this, we note the
following gamma matrix identity among the SO(4) gamma neasy, and the chirality matrix

A
YaYcYo — YbYcYa = 2€abedy Yd- (4.1)

In the Weyl representation, the 3-algebra generak8rsit in the gamma matrices as

_ ([ o @
Ya = ((Ta)}/ 0 ) (4.2)

Here upper (lower) indiceisandi’ are (anti)fundamental of SW2) and SWk(2), respectively.
The gamma matrix identity above amounts to the 3-algebra

ToTTP—TOTT? = 20T (4.3)

with real structure constanfé‘bcd = 2€apcg- NOte that SO(4) also happen to have the metyic
that we can use to raise and lower indices. Itis related teplsdon tensors of SUY2) x SUr(2)

13



as
Ban(THH(TP)], = 2eVeyj. (4.4)
We also have
(TH(T) = 288 (4.5)
For generic ABJM gauge groups there is no such invarianttahsit we can use to raise and
lower indices. What we can use instead are monopole opsrator

generalizations:

We now generalize the SO(4) 3-algebra by keeping some otthetsre of it but dropping the
constraints of having real structure constants and a metvie denote the complex 3-algebra
generators by 2. We define complex conjugation as

T2 = T, (4.6)
The 3-bracket maps three elements into a new element
TaToTY = fa04T (4.7)
Here the structure constarft®.q are complex-valued. The 3-bracket has the properties
TaT5TY = —[T°,7%7T9
AT TP T = A[T3 TR T
[TETOATY = A*[T3T5%7. (4.8)

The 3-bracket obeys the so-called fundamental identitye flindamental identity is best un-
derstood as a property of the derivation

5=1[, T T¥why, (4.9)
Herew?, is an anti-hermitian matrix:
w3 = —wla. (4.10)
The derivation property is
3T, THTY = (8T8 THTY+(Te 8T T+ (T8, 17487 (4.11)

Using (4.9), this amounts to the fundamental identity:
[[Te,Td;TC],Tb;Ta]
= ([T 75T, T9 T+ (T8, [T, T2 T3, 79 — [T, T [TC, T4 TP (4.12)
In terms of the structure constants, the identity reads

fedcfffbag _ febafffdcg‘l‘ fdbaffEfcg— f*cabffedfg- (413)
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inner product:

We also introduce inner produgt -) such that

(Ta1) = &
<-|-a7-|-b> _ <-|-b,-|-a>*
<Ta,Tb> - (T, T.) (4.14)

By expanding a fielX in the 3-algebra bas¥ = X;T?2, the last property can also be phrased
as

(X,Y) = (Y5 X*)  for  X=XgT? Y=YaT?. (4.15)

This may be taken as defining equation of the hermitian catgudgvioreover, the inner product
has the invariance property

<6T'°‘,Tb> v <Ta, 6Tb> — 0 (4.16)
Using (4.9), we get
fraby = . (4.17)
One can also check that this condition can be written as
X,[Y,Z;U]) = (X,U;Z],Y) . (4.18)

We note that (4.12), (4.18) generalize the correspondintans for totally antisymmetric
3-brackets introduced originally for the BLG theory. To d¢fle¢ corresponding fundamental
identity and inner product invariance condition for togadintisymmetric 3-bracket, we just
need to replace, -; -] by totally antisymmetric 3-brackét -, ..

4.2 matrix realization of hermitian 3-algebra
matrix realization:

A matrix realization of the 3-algebras(-) is provided by

X,Y;Z] = XZ'Y-YZ'x
(X,Y) = tr(xy"h. (4.19)

The matrix-valued fieldX, Y, Z are expanded a6 = X,T?2 etc., whereT 2 is a basis ofM x N)
matrices andj are their hermitian conjugates. The 3-bracket is then a noap€¥ x N matrices
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to itself — the first requirement of an algebra. Moreover,lihacket satisfies the fundamental
identity (4.12). Hence, it is a realization of the 3-algelid. ), called the Lie 3-algebrais(g).

An explicit solution to the fundamental identity can alsorbalized in terms of the genera-
torst® of the associated semi-simple Lie algebras [8]

fP = (193 (te)" (4.20)

where(t?)?, are the generators in the bi-fundamental representatibe.ifidexa is lowered
by the inverse of Killing formk®® of the Lie algebray. This realization does not in general
satisfy antisymmetry with respectaob or ¢, d indices. Imposing this property restricts possible
choices of the Lie algebrgsand hence the Lie group. With the Lie group® = G ® G,
a,b,c,d ranges over 1 -- rankG_ )rank(Gr) anda ranges over k- -, dim(G.) + dim(Gg).

similarity transformations:

We can consider two types of similarity transformationshefitie algebra generators associated
with the 3-algebra. The first type is

(ta)ab S Uac(ta)CdUTdb
= wp(th)3, (4.21)

whereU®,U ™. = &2. The second type is
(%)% — Upe(t)%quda (4.22)

whereU2U,. = 82. Both types of transformations leave the Killing fowfi® invariant, and
hence the 3-algebra structure constants are invarianticikp

fabyy = felghUaUPiu™e U™, (4.23)
and
faPyy = feTgnU%UNPYd; (4.24)

respectively. Notice that the first type of transformatitrsn a closed group, while the second
is not. However, the total sum of the two types again formsoaex transformation group,
which we denote a6.

The first type of similarity transformation means that thal@ebra is invariant under the
unitary transformation

T2 — TOhuy, (4.25)
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The infinitesimal version of this invariance condition lsad the fundamental identity. Namely
if we write

U% =3+ Q% (4.26)
we find that
5%, = 0 (4.27)
where we define
81%%a = QPef®ya+ Q% %a— Q% P %a— Q% e (4.28)

To make the connection with the fundamental identity, wérite outQP; = o fPCy..

The second type of similarity transformation is the transiation we shall use repeatedly
in later sections.
4.3 ABJM theory in hermitian 3-algebra

We now describe the ABJM theory in 3-algebra formulation anive at (2.6).

lagrangian:
In 3-algebra formulation, the covariant derivative is givsy
DuZa = i0Za+ZoA%s  Dulla=Oua+ WoAy a, (4.29)
where
APa = A8 Fy, (4.30)
Our gauge fields are anti-Hermitian:

A;jba =-AS,  equivalentlly A’ 2= A (4.31)

To translate the action to the more familiar Lie algebra falation, we use some properties
of the 3-algebra of the previous subsection. We just use titedarealization (4.19). We also
define gauge fields of the two Lie grou@s, Gr associated with the 3-algebra by

= AST Ty
A TyTE. (4.32)

T
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With these steps, we find the followings. First, the Cherm«@is term in the 3-algebra formu-
lation turns into two Chern-Simons terms in Lie algebra folation:

%TsWTr(AbavAk + %iAbAbAk) — %{sWTr(AﬁavAﬁ + %iAffAEA;*) . (4.33)
Second, the gauge covariant derivatives acting on mattds fage given by
iDL = 02— AYZA+ ZAAT (4.34)
and similarly for fermions. Third, the Yukawa-like term&agiven by
PPYarZBZ8 = Tr(WWazZeZB) — Tr(1"ZBZgya) (4.35)

etc. The same works for the scalar potential terms. This shioat the ABJM action (2.6) in 3-
algebra formulation is identical to the ABJM action in Ligi@bra formulation, as demonstrated
firstin [8].

on-shell A\’ = 6 supersymmetry:

For later use, we here enlidf = 6 supersymmetry transformations of the ABJM theory in the
3-algebra formulation. They are

528 = —ie"Byg,
Waa = YeasDuZE - <5ABZE 7878 + epczB78 Zﬂ) f*%4a
5ﬁ\uba = <i§ABVuZ? qJBd - iﬁABvullJAcZS> fbcda- (4-36)
The closure relations read
8,82 = —2ieMynMDZ8 +APLZp,
Bn,8]Waa = —2iE"y¥NnMDuaa+ ALaas
N +i§M\f‘ﬂMV)\EAa+igM(NZMN)ABr]NEBa,

with the gauge parameter
APy = 2igM(EMN)BnNZAZY £PC, . (4.38)
The equations of motion needed to close the supersymmetshelhareEa; = 0 with

Eaa = Y'DuWaa+ <qJAng Z8 — 2WBhZE Z\ + eacDZp ZS UJDd) *%a  (4.39)

for the fermions and
IE11\)br:1 = —Ewa (ZCAD)\ZE\ - D)\ZCAZE\ - iwAd\/\wAc> fbcda (4.40)

for the gauge field.
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5 Monopole Operator and Gauge Covariance

In this section, we shall introduce monopole operator whigh play a central role in the
foregoing discussions. Consider for definiteness the ggumegp G, = SUM), Ggr = SUN).
We start with infinitesimal gauge transformations

6&1ba — —DB)v\ba
328 = ZpAP, (5.1)

on gauge field and matter fields, respectively, where
NPy = A4f%a (5.2)

andA°®y is any antihermitian matrix.

The scalar fields in the Lie algebra and the 3-algebra basisetated by
Zt = Za(T%)y (5.3)

and similarly for the fermion fields. Herea are indices ofM, N, respectively. Complex
conjugate field is

(2 =20 =Z3(Ta){ . (5.4)

Gauge transformation with gauge group elenfghtg®) acts on the bi-fundamental matter field
as

Zy = (24P (5.5)

5.1 nonabelian monopole operators

We now introduce monopole operators [6]. The monopole apethat transforms in the fun-
damental representations®f —U(M) andGgr =U(N) are denoted a&/" andWR, respectively.

Wh)i = (Wh(d )
WR)g — (WR)p(gR")Pq. (5.6)

Utilizing them, it is possible to obtain composite fieldsniséorming differently. For example,
one can form a gauge singlet composite of the bi-fundaméatdlZ and monopole operators:

(Wh)iZE(WRHE = Zy(Wh); (T), (WRD (5.7)
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Obviously, such an operation does not bring the matter fiatdide the 3-algebrals, so the
composite must again be some linear combination of 3-aéggénerators. As such, we define
the monopole operator of defining representation in 3-aly&ymulation as

W = (Wh) (TR (5.8)
Therefore,
Z =W?3Z, (5.9)
will be the above gauge singlet composite. Associated With there is also the monopole

operato, = W*& transforming in the complex conjugate representation.

We can also form composites of other representations thenitfundamental, but again the
resulting composite operator must be some linear comlbinati 3-algebra generators. In fact,
in order to extend\ = 6 supersymmetry td/ = 8 supersymmetry, we may need the monopole
operators of higher representations [18]. The most genavabpole operator in the Lie algebra
and in the 3-algebra basis are related each other as

WaL-a&  — Wal'f'ak(Tal)iall.u(Tak)iol?k- (5.10)

i1...|k

It turns out sufficient to consider symmetric rank-2 repmaaﬁaons,wab andW,,. We note
that these monopole operators can act to lower and raiseegadiges in a covariant way. For
example, by attaching these monopole operators, we have

7R —Wa3Z) Zpa=WipZR . (5.11)

Beware these operations are different from complex coijoiga’* = Z3 etc. In particular, the
SU(4) representation is not affected by attaching the moleopperators.
Under gauge transformations, the rank-2 monopole oper&tmmsform as
&Nab _ _ch/~\ca _Wacf\cb
Mhp = AaWep+ApWae (5.12)

Moreover, they have the properties

WacWCb - 62
Wop = Wha
wab = yba (5.13)

In the Lie algebra formulation, the relevant monopole ofmeres the one in bi-fundamental
representations

W = (WRHXwh);
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Wy = (W) (WR),. (5.14)
They are related to the rank-2 monopole operaté?8 W, by

wabT, = wTaw
Wy TP = wWiTw'. (5.15)

5.2 general covariance

So far, we focused primarily on the representation contehtthe monopole operators. In
general, the monopole operators of a given representatemm@nlocal. For the symmetric
rank-2 representations, by the Dirac quantization comalitihe monopole operator turns out a
local operator only if the Chern-Simons level takes valkies1 or 2. This locality condition
leads to an important condition to the gauge field strengthichvplays an essential role in
foregoing considerations concerning supersymmetry ezdraant. Much like the abelian case,
invisibility of Dirac string implies that the monopole opgor is covariantly constant:

Dy Web = 0, Weo + AJWap + ApWeg = 0. (5.16)
From this it follows that
WD, Dy\Wep = O (5.17)
and this amounts to the following flathness condition for teé&lfstrength
Fwb®+Fu = 0. (5.18)
Here, we defined
Fv® = W3WhaFucl (5.19)

A few remarks are in order. First, for levkl= 1, we should in principle also be able to
bring all matter fields into gauge singlets usiffgandW? monopole operators. However, this
does not give us any nice identity for the field strength. dadt what we get iEWab\/\/D =0.
However, we can not conclude from this any identity Fgy itself. It would be interesting to
analyze how to us&/2 andW, to see supersymmetry and R-symmetry enhancement for level
k= 1. In our approach, we shall be using, andW?a® for bothk = 1 andk = 2.

Second, expandinB = Fv ot® in the Lie algebra generators, one might be tempted to
conclude from (5.18) that the Lie algebra generators am@iamt under the similarity transfor-
mation induced by the monopole operator

(%P2 = —Whac(t®)CqwaP. (5.20)
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This is not right because the gauge field strength cannotriEMadependently of the monopole
operator. Therefore (5.18) does not imply (5.20). In fabt2Q) is not even gauge covariant
since the generators do not transform under the gauge ¢ramstfions whereas the monopole
operators do transform in general. On the other hand, if weras (5.20), we find the BLG the-
ory as the only solution for whicdWa, = 84p, the Kroenecker delta of the SO&$U, (2) x SUR(2)
gauge group (which is invariar®®ap = Aa0ch+AbOac = Apa+Nap = 0) and(t?)?y = (t%)gp =
—(t%)pq are the antisymmetric generators of SO(4) gauge group. i¥tiee of many indica-
tions that supersymmetry enhancement for the ABJM thedrigisly nontrivial than one might
naively extrapolate from the BLG theory.

6 Closure among ABJM and non-ABJM fields

6.1 closure relation and gauge condition

As far as\l = 6 andSU(4) symmetry variations (let us denote variation®dpare concerned,
since ABJM fields and non-ABJM fields do not mix, we do not needdnsider the quantities

mea = WbCBchau (6.1)

which encodes variation of the monopole operator. On therdtAnd, when we explore possible
A = 8 and SO(8) symmetry enhancement, we must consider thesétmsasince the ABJM
and non-ABJM fields mix each other. A priori, this indicatésttwe need to find explicit
expression of2P,. This, however, turned out extremely difficult. Fortuitbysve never need
the explicit expression, as we now explain below.

It is easy to see wh2P, is needed when we mix the ABJM and non-ABJM fields. Let us
assume that

oz = 78, (6.2)
whered denotes any variation that does not invof¥&, explicitly. We then get
dzhe = §zhe_ Q3 7”b. (6.3)

On the other hand, there is no good reason why ABJM fields dhmitreated any differently
from non-ABJM fields. What we call ABJM and non-ABJM fields &aily a matter of conven-
tion. Therefore, there is no reason we should not mRéedependent terms in the variations of
the ABJIM fields. Let us therefore treat ABJM and non-ABJM feetoh equal footing and take
the general ansatz for the variations of the fields as

828 = 8zZb+yQ .zh
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dzh2 = §7Ma4 (y—1)Q3,7*". (6.4)
Herey could a priori be any real number. We then have
3(DpZ) = 3(DuZa)+yQaDyZf . (6.5)
From the left-hand side, we get
5P = BALa+YDLQ . (6.6)

Any symmetry variations should close among themselvess rEguirement has an interest-
ing consequence when it is applied to variations that mixedM and non-ABJM fields. We
get no restriction oy as long as we consider variations that do not mix ABJM and ABAM
fields. Let us therefore consider SO(8) variations that rese fields. We can also consider
A = 8 variations but the steps are essentially the same. Thatizers take the form

528 = WBZpa+yZhQP,
32" = WfBz8+ (y—1)Q3,zAP
8Zpa = —WaBZE+(1-Y)ZaQ% . (6.7)

More general variation may be considered suctdzf = a2y + B PZgy + ... but the
conclusion will anyway be the same. SinZ@ and Za, transform the same under the gauge
group and the second terms on the right hand side of the iargatotates gauge indices only,
it motivates to havey = (1—y), vizy=1/2. We now show explicitly that this is indeed the
necessary condition for the closure.

The closure among these variations reads
[B0,0w] = O - (6.8)
We get

51,8028 = [n,0]"eZ8
+(1—y) Q2w *BZgp + vQu N B Zgp
(1 V)mear]A ZBb VQr] awA ZBb
+H(V = V) Z[Qn, Q) a + Y25 Q5 (6.9)

Here, we have used the variation
nQula = —QnPaQe%a +WPE, 3 Wea - (6.10)
We also made the assumption that the variations close ondhepole operator
[On,8Wap = ) g Wab. (6.11)
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We now see that we can have the closure relation provided ive se
Y = = (6.12)

since in this case the mixed transformation terms cancél ether. The remaining terms read

3y,80/Z8 = [n,0"sZ3
1 1
+24 <§Qmwba— 3 [Qn,Qw]ba) : (6.13)
Here,Qs form a closed algebra
[Qn, Qo] = Qjn oy (6.14)

due to the fact tha®s are homomorphism of SO(8) fé Comparing with (6.7), we see that
the closure relation is up to a gauge transformation:

(81, 8] Z8 = Bl o5 28 + Bgaugh (6.15)

where the gauge parameter is given-b§Qy, ;.

The result we found ol is very interesting. It means that we find a gauge variatiah wi
gauge parameter

1
NPy = éQba (6.16)

induced from the SO(8) variations. This gauge variation baroff-set by making another
gauge variation. This is the lucky circumstance that makpsssible to study variations that
mix ABJM and non-ABJM fields without having to solve the tramdeusly difficult problem of
finding an explicit expression fa®P, or of the variation of the monopole operator itself.

Having seen tha%Q IS just a gauge parameter, we can just drofatlependent terms from
our variations from the outset.
6.2 combining gauge covariance witf\| = 6 supersymmetry

We can usé\ = 6 supersymmetry to vary the identity (5.18) and get new itieat We can vary
IEW either by varying its on-shell expression (4.40), or we aamjgute the variation induced by
variation of the gauge field as

6eﬁuv = Duégl&v - Dvagﬂu. (617)
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Both computations give the same result when the fields arerpshell. The latter approach is
the quicker, and it gives the result

where (a.h.c) means that we should make the result antihambly adding the anti-hermitian
conjugate term. Instead of computing the supersymmetigtian of A;,.> = A dWPW,, we
use the former approach and compute the variation of théneh{geld strengtiﬁvab

IEVuvab = —Ewa (ZAdD)\ZAC_ D)\ZAdZAC_ lfﬂ@\/\wdA) beda- (6.19)

Then we can make a supersymmetry variation of the on-shiglidteength. The result we get
thenis

SeFwa® = —ig"By,Dy(WacZ) f%a+ (a.h.c.) (6.20)

Now the\’ = 6 supersymmetry variation of the identity (5.18) reads
€"Byy Dy (WacZS + WAZeo) T*%a+ (ah.c) = 0. (6.21)
g8 and its conjugate are arbitrary, so we find the equations
D 74+ Zg) 2%, = 0 6.22
YDy (Wiac g T Wa Blc) T~ da . (6.22)
From this equation it follows that
Du(w[AcZg] + ngAZB}c) fbCda = 0.

To understand this we note that an equatighy,y — y,Dyy = 0 impliesy*D, W = 0 upon con-
tracting byy". Second if we contract by we find —D,y — y” (WDyy) = 0. HenceD, = 0.
The covariant derivative only acts on gauge indices, notpinos indices. Since there is no
independent covariantly constant spinor, we find six idegi

(WAZS) + WinZsic) f*%a = O (6.23)

one for each choice of the antisymmetric indi¢&B]. The right-hand side is zero since there is
no non-trivial spinor of the same quantum number as thehiaftd side.

It turns out (6.23) is the supersymmetry variation of thenidg:

(Z2Z8+279Zp0) 12 = O. (6.24)
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Again we could have added a supersymmetric invariant toitfte hand side, but there is no
such an invariant which is also gauge covariant and has time simension. To show this
identity, take\’ = 6 supersymmetry transformation of (6.24):

0 = —ie*® (YecZd+WiZac)
+igas (Z24P0+ ZA9y8)

1
+5 (zg\zg i zAder) (Qecfbcda— QCyf beca) . (6.25)

To get (6.23) from this, we need to show that the third lineista@s. We note tha® is a Lie
algebra element, and hence we can pull out one 3-algebgteiconstant from it as

QP = Wl fq (6.26)

or we may directly use the fundamental identity (4.87Y;, = 0. Either way, we can rewrite
the third line as

% (ZQZX + ZAdZAe) (ch f Ceda - QCa f bedc) (6-27)

and this vanishes by the identity (6.24).

This result is in concordance with the fact tiaterms should play no important role in our
equations.

7 N = 8 Supersymmetry

We require any\| = 8 supersymmetry variations be such they reproduce BLG tiamgfor
BLG gauge groups (that means SO(4) and such, for whigh= 3,5, and ¢4, = fycqa real
and totally antisymmetric). We also require gauge covaganWe then findQ terms that
contribute a gauge variation with gauge paramé@r We off-set these by a supplementary
gauge variation. Then we end up with the following ansatZ\{fo= 8 supersymmetry variations
(for levelsk =1, 2),

8Zna = IEABWS —EWpa
SWaa = YeasDpZE +iveDuZaa
+ (ensZE 2528 +£8cZE7578) ™4
. i
—IEZppZS Z5 1" a+ 5E EABCDZE 25 27 7 0a,
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+8VuaZ™ + & Y Zach®?) e, (7.1)

Much is surely getting fixed in these supersymmetry tramsédions by the requirement that
it reproduces the BLG transformation rules in certain lgni¥Ve go through that argument in
detail in Appendix using triality. Gauge covariance thectalies how to put the gauge 3-algebra
indices, at least to a large extent. Still some ambiguitesain. We will see how that ambiguity
is cured by having associated identities in section 7.1.

It is also worth of noting that the supersymmetry transfdrams (7.1) involve terms of
baryon numbeAQg = 0,4+1. In M-theory, the baryon number is related to the KaluzahkIl
momentum around the M-theory circle. Upon dimensional cddn, there may ba priorian
infinite tower of fields carrying multiple Kaluza-Klein momi&m. The fact that only fields
with AQg = 0,+1 and none witlAQg > 2 appear implies that higher momentum modes are
bound-states of these elementary modes.

7.1 closing/Al = 2 supersymmetry

The most general ansatz for tl¢ = 2 supersymmetry variations such that they reduce to
BLG variations for BLG gauge groups are given by a 3-paranfataily (we denote the three
parameters a&, b andd respectively):

0pa = —Eaa

SPaa = iv“sDuzAa—is(azAszzg+bZEzAczg+<1—a—b>szzEz,‘i) f2%q
+:i—38*8ABCDZE zS7P9 by,

SA s = (—Enziyf—e iz
eV (ZEWR+Z2Wnc ) + e vy (WEZR + WA Znc) ) 1% (7.2)

Eventually, we will see that all three parameters are trddethe three identities. At present,
the only identity we can make use of, is identity in (6.24). Wen find that the following
variations

6ZAa == —gq.JAa .

. . i
SWaa = iy'eDyZaa—ieZan(cZBZ8 — (1—c)ZB9Zgc) P40+ 3¢ eapcpZBz5ZP9 £,
SALa = —(EVu(cZPWg — (1—0)Z%Wgc) +E Yu(cyWEZE — (1— WPZsc) fP%a  (7.3)

close on some equations of motion. More precisely, theyectos the one parameter set of
equations of motion

0 = V“DuqJAa
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+c <ZZAchB W8+ PanZ8 Zg) f*C4a
—(1-c) <22AbllJBcZBd + LUAbZBcZBd> fPC4a

1
+5emBcn(2W5ZE 27 + Z5Z54PY) F2%a (7.4)

Of course, we can not really get different results since vegjust one and the same supersym-
metry variation, and the dependence on the parantatefake, because we have the identity
(6.24). So the equations of motion must not depend on thenmeac. This implies that

(Z2u+wseZ®) %% = 0 (7.5)

We have generated a new identity! Now that we have this itlemie can go back to our ansatz
and make it slightly more general

0Zpa = —EPaa .
Spa = iVeDZaa—ieZan(CZZ8 — (1 - €)Z%Zsc) F%a+ ;—BS*SABCDZE Z5ZP4 Py,
SALa = (—enzbul ez
ey (Z2U+ Z2Wnc) + ey (UAZR+ WAZac) ) %% (7.6)
by allowing for two parameterd andc that need no longer be correlated due to our two iden-
tities (6.24) and (7.5). Again, we can carry out the closuraputation but this time when we

demand the closure equation does not depend on any choicarhpters (since the depen-
dence on parameters in the variations is fake due to ourii@e)t we find yet another identity

(W5 Zecz™ - ZnZBy®?) %2 = O (7.7)

that will be very important for us below.

It would be desirable to have no ambiguity in thé= 2 supersymmetry variations. So far
we have been able to explain only two of three parameterselyatime parametera andd. At
the same time we have derived an identity (7.7) that seemsnovihere. Now let us be bold
and just make a supersymmetry variation of an identity

(2402828 + Za2E25) 1742 = O (7.8)

that would be a most desirable identity, which we have notgetved. What we then find is
nothing but the identity (7.7). To see this requires a fewhieir steps, but due to its importance,
let us show it in detail. Supersymmetry variation gives us

0 = = (4PzPz8 - Z5Zect™)
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+3MBD (ZAbllJ[DcZg} + Z[BbwD]cZ,g>
28 (ZanZ PP+ ylPozE7] (7.9)

Then identityZgpZ2 W89 + WBZ2Z§ = 0 follows from the identity Eq (6.23). Hence, we are left
with the identity in (7.7). Consequently, we have now datitiee identity (7.8), just make an
inverse supersymmetry variation of (7.7)!

Now we have totally eliminated all ambiguity there was in amsatz for the\ = 2 su-
persymmetry variations, all three parameters have bedadror corresponding identities. We
can then go through our ’'identity generating’ mechanismsa tine, computingdy, d¢|Paa
with three arbitrary parameters, ande demand the outconmabtomputation be independent
of any parameters. This way we generate one new identity

Wen (ZacZ®+ 282 %% = O (7.10)

Given these identities, we now find the following closureatiens for theAl = 2 supersym-
metry variations,

8 87| Zna = — 28N DZaa+ A?PP, 70,
[62]2) , 59 JWaa = —28Wn*DyPaa+ A@2b_y,
HEVPN*WE — 268 TER?)
[6512) ’ 5£2)]'&uba = —2i§x\/”r]x|§\,uba _ Duf\(22) b_ (7.11)

with gauge parameter
NP, = 4gBn7ZBZ8 0, (7.12)

and we have closure on the ABJM equations of motion after wieennge of all identities we
have obtained so far.

7.2 commutingAN = 6 and A\ = 2 supersymmetries

Making an/A = 6 supersymmetry variation of identity (7.5) we obtain thneev identitie§,
zpyz® + (D ZB) 2N = o (7.14)
ZINZBIZ°Zc) + [21BZCZc) 2N + 2°12°28Zc) + [2°2BZc)z2° = o (7.15)
Paty = 0. (7.16)

8To understand how we can get three new identies insteadtadfies we note that an equation of the form

YewVut+emU = 0 (7.13)

with gy arbitrary, implies thaty = 0 andV,, = 0 separately.
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To be able to close supersymmetry and show SO(8) invariaveejust have two more identi-
ties. These are

(ZAbZBcZg_ZCbZ[AcZg]> s = 0,
(ZanZec2™ - Z5Zp 2 ) %0 = O (7.17)

By contracting the first equation by the totally independsginor 2, we easily can see that
the result vanishes by using identities (6.23), (7.7). Asiamecessary extra check we can also
contract the left-hand side &2 and again get zero by identity (7.8). Now we have more than
shown that this identity holds. The second identity is ptbthee same way, by contracting by

We.
Let us make amf\{ = 6 supersymmetry variation of the first identity. Expandig” Bz,

using Fierz relations in appendix, we find the supersymmariation gives just one single set
of identities,

(W5ZacZg) — ZanZood™) %% = 0 (7.18)

Using the same method as above, but applied to mixed supersimvariation$, we gen-
erate the following new identities
<ZAbllJ[DCZB]d _ qJ[Dsz]CZz> beda — O
(ZAbZ[chJ%] + llJ[DbZB]cZE\> % = 0 (7.19)

Let us now compute closure among these supersymmetriesyating an\’ =2 and arm\_ = 6
variation. Given the above identities we get

(182 8]+ 8,82 Zpa = APaZap,

(1887 +18) 87 )wra = Aatpan— (eehl ~NasE)ES
(17,8 + 8,87 )ALa = —DuA% (7.20)

with gauge parameter
RO, = (EnapZiZ®+8n*eZaZl) *%a— (e 42 ) (7.21)

and we have closure on the ABJM fermionic equation of moEggp= 0.

%In practive this means we compu‘iéS> (aZaZsZB 4+ bZBZpZg + (1 — a—b)ZzZBZa) and require the result be
independent o& andb.
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8 Manifestly SO(8) invariant ABJM scalar potential

The ABJM sextic potential is most nicely expressed usinga&kets. It can then be expressed
as

2 1
Vaaw = 5 (124,252 - 5122 2% 2412 8.1
where we define
IX* = (X X) (8.2)

andSU(4) indices are contracted. We note that in this notatiorsel4) indices are up-stairs
despite some of them are being contracted. Anytime we firBl#{d) index down-stairs in this
notation, that will correspond to a non-ABJM field — a fieldlmét monopole operator attached.

For the sake of completeness, let us list a few equivalensvedyexpressing the sextic
potential. We have the following alternative expressions

Vo= 228229 1 alz® 242080

2 1
V=3 (fabghfchef—éfabehfchgf) 207578757578 (8.3)

in the 3-algebra language, where we can chaieel ora = % In the matrix realization of the
3-algebra, we find the potential expressed as

1
Vo= gt (zAzAszBzCzC + 272" 7257B7:7C
+47°7:7B72,775 — GZAZCZBZBZCZA> (8.4)

and as it should, this vanishes when the matrices are comgauti

To establish this let us first consider the first term in the MBabtential and just apply the
identity (7.17), which in terms of 3-brackets reads

24,252 = [Z,Z%zZg). (8.5)

Again, notice that the right hand side involves two non-ABfiéds, viz. two monopole oper-
ators. We then get

<[ZA,ZB;ZC],[ZA,ZB;ZC]> - <[zA,zB;zC],[zC,zA;zB]>
— —<[ZA,ZB;ZC],[ZA,ZC;ZB]> (8.6)
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and we can continue from here as

—<[zA,zB;zC],[zA,zc;zB]> - —<[ZB,ZA;ZC],[ZA,ZC;ZB]>
- <[ZA,ZC;ZB],[ZA,ZC;ZB]>. (8.7)
Of course it is not true that
24,252 = —[2A,Z: Zg] (8.8)

For this to be true we must contract by something antisymmietBC. However, there is no
way to really tell whether this is the case or not by just logkat the first term — this term
behaves in all respects just as if the 3-bracket had bediytatdisymmetric.

For the second term we have by identities
(ZA.Z8,2%) = —[ZP,Za;Zg). (8.9)

Hence the terms are totally antisymmetric.

We now ask whether the ABJM potential can be written in theifeatty SO(8) invariant
form of hermitian BLG theory
1
—[z%,ZzP; 22 8.10
Sl12°.2%2))| (8.10)
whereZ® are chosen to be real SO(8) spinors, and where we do notgligmz® from Z,.

Expanding them out a&% = (ZA,Z,), (whereZa has a monopole operator attached. In terms
of indices,Z$ = (Z4,Zaa)), we get

VBl =

1
Vo = ¢ (2252 1P+ 122 2200 P+ 22z 27)  81D)

but due to the above result obtained from identity (7.17)cewe write this as

Velg — é(<[ZA,ZB;ZC],[zA,zB;zC]>+3<[zA,zB;zC][zA,zB;zC]>) (8.12)

Next we use the fundamental identity (4.12) (this is redlydame algebraic structure asin BLG
theory, only that the ABJM 3-algebra is a refined version ef BL.G 3-algebra, where some
care must be taken with respect to how the generators areedrohside the 3-product) together
with the trace invariance condition (4.18) (again this is §ame trace invariance condition as
in BLG theory, the only difference is that here care must lernavith respect to the ordering
of elements), and can derive the following trace identity,

(X,Y;Z],[U,V;W]) = ([X,W;V],[U,Z;Y])
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+([X,Y;U,[Z,V;W]) (8.13)
By applying this identity we derive the identity

(252122 %e]) = ([242ai2%. 12722
—([2°2:2°. 2%, 2021
)

+ (1242524, 120 2% ] (8.14)
Now we rewrite the last term as
Zc,28:2) = [-Z°,7B,Z9 (8.15)
using identity (7.17), and the second term as
28,2c;7°] = [Z8,Zc;Z8) (8.16)
again using (7.17). Using this, we can write the trace idgi(8.14) in the form
<[ZA,ZB;ZC]7[ZA,ZB;ZC]> _ <[ZA,ZC;ZB]7[ZA,ZC;ZB]>
—2<[ZB,Zc;ZB],[ZA,Zc;ZA]> : (8.17)

Substituting this expression into the hermitian BLG patdntve find that this becomes equal
to the ABJM potential. This establishes the sought-for §@{&ariance of the ABJM scalar
potential.
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A SO(8) gamma matrices

Herel'' are SO(8) gamma matrices in the Weyl basis

. ( o rib
r— ('_:m . ) (A1)

They can be chosen to have real components and are themamigtyic
T = —r'. (A.2)

The charge conjugation matrix is then

_ [ %p O
Q = ( ’ 5ch> (A.3)

B 0
o1t = . (A.4)

Since invariant tensors with two equal indices (tha j$ oy andédB) in SO(8) are thus identity
matrices, we can put all SO(8) indices downstairs. We defiaehirality matrix

and its inverse is

r = rt2 (A.5)

These gamma matrices have properties

=1
{r,r'y =o
m=r
(rl)T _ _rl
(rlJ)T rIJ
(rlJK)T — I—IJK
(rlJKL)T — I—IJKL (A6)
and duality
I—|1...|m (8_1m)l€|1...|m|m+1...|8rrls...|m+1
rrlsIm — (m11)|8|1---|m|m+1---|sr|1---|m1 (A.7)



Definingf = €T, we find the the Fierz identity
1een = —(Ng)— (nrs)
—mrter! (nrr'e)rr'
—%(n eV + (ﬁrr”s)rr”

(13(( IJKS)rIJK_(ﬁrrIJK8>rrIJK)
Zi( [IKLg)FIIKL (A.8)
For chiral spinors
e =
= n (A.9)
we have
A1 loddg = 0 (A.10)
and get the Fierz identity
en = 116 r]s—i—lnrueru——r]rUKLsrUKL (1+7T). (A.11)
and consequently
16(en—ng) = ﬁruerulizr. (A.12)

B SO(1,2) gamma matrices

We lety" denote gamma matrices andharge conjugation. These have properties

c = —cC
W' = —ofct (B.1)
We have the Fierz identity
_ 1,
en = —5(Me+(Mye)v). (B.2)

An explicit realization is

0 1 01 10
V0:<—1 o)’y1:<1 o)’yzz<o —1) (B-3)



and

0 -1
c:<1 0) (B.4)

W' = —opet (B.5)

Since also

and we understand that the choice

C=Yo (B.6)

amounts to gamma matrices with real components, for instareccould take them as specified
explicitly above.

In such a basis, Majorana spinors also have real componentstie majorana condition
P=y'c (B.7)
amounts to the condition
ph =y’ (B.8)

if we definel = @Tyo.

C Reducing SO(8) to SU(4x U(1)

To reduce BLG theory to ABJM theory we want to reduce the sytryraes
SO(8)— SO(6)x SO(2)= SU(2)x U(1) . (C.1)
We represent the SO(8) gamma matrices
=M re (C.2)
where
™ = Med
= 1®d?
¢ = swdol (C.3)
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and

2 0 —i
0_<i0> (C.49)

Here>M are hermitian SO(6) gamma matrices that we represent as
0 3>MAB
M — " (C.5)
whereA is Weyl index of SO(6), its chirality being distinguished the placing up and down
respectively. Hermiticity amounts to the condition

>MAB s (C.6)
We also define
M 0
> = . C.7
(O 5.8 (1)
We use index notation as follows. The spinor and co-spir®dacomposed as
EA
E p—
‘ A

EA
a = . C.8
: (_&> (C.8)

Accordingly, matrices (linear maps on the space of theswv&care represented as

Mo MAB MAB
o Mag MaB /)’
M B MAB MAB
o = Mag MaB )’
M B MAB MAB
a@® = Mag MaB )’
MA MAB
Mag Ma
and these in turn sit in an SO(8) matrix
Map Mag (C.10)
Mag Mgg



that maps a spindé€q,&g)T into a new spinor with the same spinor index structure.

For the reduction we also need

Ny = (Tmn,MTm7,Mvs, T78)
= (Zwm®1,Iveic® Iviel, -Iwicd) (C.11)

We define the hermitian SO(8) chirality matrix as
r— irt8—1g03 (C.12)
It is conventient to define supersymmetry parameter
gh® = gMsMAB (C.13)

wheregM is a real component spinor. This will have the property

(B) = _gag
(enp)*” = —€"® (C.14)
We have that
SN = %sABCDzM@D = 3*MBA (C.15)
and
o = sy
SNeZUD = —28aBCD (C.16)
D Some more useful relations
The A = 8 Fierz identity is
gnMy—Me = —ENg+Eiy¥'Ny Y, (D.1)
D1 AN =6
Fierz identities read
SNeSp = _(ZMN>[AES|E|B}CD_%5MN5ABCD
NP = —o(sMN) Ol gaMNégg. (D.2)
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D2 N =2
Fierz identities read

eN—NE = (&y'nx)w —2iggny
N —n'e (Exy'nx)w + 2iggn
enN"—ng* = (g7y'n7—Esy'ns+2iggy’'ny)) w (D.3)

and then we have

gfn-Tye = 287yn*
gn—ne = —4ieln’
€n—-n'e = 0. (D.4)

D.3 A =8
Fierz identities are those fo{ = 6 andA = 2 plus the mixed ones,

— — 1 = * | = *
EM —NME = 5(—8Mn +EmYN*Y) — (< n)

o 1,
Nu—Nem = = (Emn+emy'ny) — (€< n) (D.5)
2

E BLG theory

The matter content in BLG theory is eight scalar fieXgsnd eight fermiong)y, wherel trans-
forms as a vector and as a chiral spinor of the global internal symmetry group SO8e
denote SO(8) gamma matricesiasand SO(1,2) gamma matricesyés We define the chirality
matrix of SO(8) as

r=rts% (E.1)

We denote by the charge conjugation matrix in SO(1,2). The charge catjag matrix of
SO(8) can be chosen to be unity. The fermions are constraiyed

ry = -y
U = y'c (E.2)

Here = g™\P. If we let\° = c this is the SO(8) Majorana-Weyl spinor conditigrt = @7,
that is all components are real. We ¢gtdenote a supersymmetry parameter,

e = ¢
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€ = ¢€'c (E.3)

which will then also have real components. WeAgtdenote a non-dynamical gauge field and
define covariant derivative d3, = d,+ A,. In these conventions th& = 8 supersymmetry
transformations read

X = i&lMaaWa L
Mg = —Vurladsd DpXI + érlad rJdBrKBBSB[XI ,XLXK]
OAy = —i&Yuliapl>Wp, X] (E.4)

They close on-shell. In particular the fermionic equatibmotion reads

VW STl X %] = O (E.5)

E.1 Trial BLG theory

We can use triality of SO(8) to rota8y, 85, 8.. We want to do this in such a way that the ABJM
SO(6) R-symmetry is embedded in SO(8) in such a way that we thevdecomposition rules

8 — 4+4
8 — 4+4
8 — 6+1+1 (E.6)

To this end we make the following triality rotation of mattexlds and supersymmetry parame-
ters,

X — Xq

Wa — Wa
g4 — £ (E.7)

The BLG theory is then mapped to a trial theory where supensgtry transformations read

MXaa = 1€ aaPaa 1
Waa = —YTiaa€DpXaa+ érKdarKByrlwel [Xa, Xg, %]
oA, = —i§|yur|aB[~,LpB,Xq] (E.8)

To understand this, one just re-labels indices and defines

Moaa = Nata = Naal

Moo =Tata = lNaal - (E_9)
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To relate to the ABJM supersymmetry transformations, wedgmse

ZA
Xaa = .
) (ZA>

qJAa
Yoa = (E.10)
—Yaa
into Weyl spinors of SO(6) and we let
g = (M €®). (E.11)

A Majorana-Weyl spinoX of SO(8) is subject to
xT = xT. (E.12)
We introduce a complex supersymmetry parameter
e = ¢ +ied (E.13)

We can parametrize the six supersymmetries by the supersymnparameters

gAB — MsMAB
1
EAB = EEABCDECD (E.14)

These supersymmetry variations become

328 = —ie"Byp,
528 = igagB?
e = —e"D,Z8 1 (£"0Z828 75 + £%°Z8ZEZY ) 1%
Waa = YeasDuZd - (SABZE 7578 + epczBZC Zﬂ) 2%
SALa = i (E*PVuWacZE — EmviZiu?) 1, (E.15)

We also have two more supersymmetries in trial BLG theorsam@trized by ande*. These
are

5zp = EYH
3P = —iye' D ZA 1 ig*Z5ZB 193,28 — %ssABCngzgde fda
. . i
Maa = |y“sDuzﬁ—|sZEZSfb°daZAb+és eapcpZBz5zP9 1%,
BALa = — (VZBW+EWWEZ) F*ua, (E.16)

Now we wrote these BLG supersymmetry variations in an ABJNanon but they are gauge
covariant, and close on-shell, only when the structure temsf 4, are real and totally anti-
symmetric, and indices are raised &Y.
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ABSTRACT

The ABJM theory we will study in this paper refers to supefoomal Chern-Simons-matter
theory with product gauge grodp(N) x U (M) and levels+k, —k, respectively. The theory is
a candidate for worldvolume dynamics of M2-branes sittinG4/Zy. By utilizing monopole
operators, we prove that ABJM theory exhibits enhangéd- 8 supersymmetry and SO(8)
R-symmetry at Chern-Simons leveds= 1,2. We first show that the ABJM Lagrangian can
be written in manifestly SO(8) invariant form up to certaitra terms. We then show that
upon integrating out Chern-Simons gauge fields these estrastvanish precisely at levels
k = 1,2. Utilizing monopole operators at these levels, we idgmtéw A = 2 supersymmetry.
We demonstrate that they combine with the manif§st 6 supersymmetry to close on-shell
on A’ = 8 supersymmetry. We finally show that the ABJM scalar potdigiSO(8) invariant.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.3568v3

1 Introduction

Aharony, Bergman, Jafferis and Maldacena [1] proposedeetdimensions| superconformal
field theory as a microscopic description for worldvolumenayics of multiple M2-branes
on SU(4) x U (1) R-symmetric and\| = 6 superconformal M2-branes. Hereafter referred as
ABJM theory, it is defined by gaugedinear sigma model: eight scalar and fermion fields in
the bifundamental representation of quiver gauge g®upU (N) x U (M) coupled to Chern-
Simons gauge theory. ClassicalyandM may be arbitrary integers. Quantum mechanically
one expects that only theories with — M| < |k| are unitary [2]. FON = M it was proposed

in [1] that ABJM theory is holographically dual to the Typ&lstring theory on Ad$x CP3

in the planar limit of bottN andk infinite while holding ‘t Hooft couplingh = N/k fixed and
large. At finitek, the holographic dual is described most appropriately leyNhtheory on
AdS, x S7/Zy. The proposal of [1] provides a Type lIA string or M-theoryurterpart of the
much studied AdS/CFT correspondence [3] between the Tystiing on AdS x S° and the
four-dimensionaf\ = 4 super Yang-Mills theory. Interestingly, there are strontications that
the ABJM theory is integrable, both at weak coupling [4], §|d strong coupling [6] regimes.

Built upon this holography, it was further anticipated if fiat the ABIJM theory at Chern-
Simons levelk = 1,2 actually has\{ = 8 supersymmetry an8Q(8) R-symmetry which are
the symmetries of coincident M2 branes BA? x R® or RY? x (R8/Z,), respectively. The
same should be true for theories with gauge grauds) x U (M) with N # M. However there
are dualities among these theories [2], and the upshot ighbee is only one more class of
these theories one may consider, namely the ones with gaogpsy) (N)> x U(N+1)_, at
level k = 2. Any other theory with gauge grolp(N)x x U(M)_g at levelsk = 1,2 will be
either inconsistent at quantum level, or be related by aityutal either one of the theories
above. Now\ = 6 superconformal theories also exist for a few more gaugepm,cespecially
for SAN) x U(1). These theories will get enhanced supersymmetry for othkreg of the
level k. To be able to include ang{’ = 6 theory in our approach we find it suitable to use
the three-algebra formulation of ABJM theory. However whenspeak about supersymmetry
enhancement for levels= 1,2, we will have in mind the special casesW{N) x U(N) and
U(N) xU(N+1) gauge groups only. Since our approach will build on thregdala, everything
will also apply to gauge groupgSp(N) x U (1) with the only modification that the levelsat
which we have enhanced supersymmetry are slightly diffgi@a expect onljk = 1 in these
cases).

The purpose of this paper is to prove that the ABJM theory \gihge groupJ (N)y x
U (M) _y, for any possible rank of gauge group, exhibits enharffed 8 superconformal sym-
metry and SO(8) R-symmetry at Chern-Simons lével1,2. Our proof relies on three-algebra



structure and monopole operators inherent in this thedrgrdfrom, precisely when the Chern-
Simons levelk takes the value 1 or 2, a set of highly nontrivial algebraentities follows
among the matter fields. Utilizing these identities, we prtvat the ABJM theory possesses
extraAl = 2 supersymmetry that combines with the existifg= 6 supersymmetry to the fully
enhanced\| = 8 supersymmetry and SO(8) R-symmetry.

A feature of the ABJM theory is that the gauge dynamics, gogrsolely by the Chern-
Simons term, is trivial. The Chern-Simons term merely irefulraiding statistics to the matter
fields. Consequently, operators built solely from the gapgtntial such as holonomy and
magnetic monopole operatdfgk would not carry any dynamics or scaling dimension, though
they transform in nontrivial representatioRsunder® [7]. Upon coupling matter fields to
the Chern-Simons gauge field, gauge invariant operatorscargructible not just from matter
fields alone but also by attaching the holonomy or magnetinapole operatorg\ to them.
Made entirely out of gauge potential, the monopole opesadoe singlets under internal rigid
symmetries such as R-symmetry. As such, monopole operedorproduce gauge invariant
operators with a rich variety of the R-symmetry represaémat Recently, through the study
of superconformal index, it was shown that gauge invarigerators containing the monopole
operatord\i are indispensable for confirming the AAS/CFT corresponeléstween the ABIM
theory and the M-theory at finite[8].

Another feature of ABJM theory is that high degree of supensyetry restricts permissible
gauge groups, as well as representations of matter contergplications to specific problems,
itis useful to formulate the ABJM theory in terms of the Ligalbrag of the gauge groug and
representatioR of matter fields. On the other hand, in a formulation that aatriscorporating
all possible gauge groups and matter contents compatitieAyi= 6 supersymmetry, it would
be more convenient and unifying to use an algebraic strac¢hat underlies all ABJM theo-
ries. It was found in [9] that the pertinent algebraic stawetof the ABJM theory is so-called
hermitian3-algebrads(C). In this formulation, classification of permissible gaugeups and
representations fof\’ = 6 supersymmetry was carried out in [10]. An infinite classham
were found, among which the smallest ratik= SO(4)=SU(2)x SU(2) is found identical to the
Bagger-Lambert-Gustavsson (BLG) theory [11]. The BLG tlgebowever, is known to have
real3-algebradz(R) and\_ = 8 supersymmetry. This calls for better understanding uwtiert
other choices of the ABJM theory parameters would exhitdtriaximally enhanced = 8
supersymmetry and SO(8) symmetry.

Our proof of enhanced symmetries constitutes in showing biyautilizing the three-algebra
43(C) and the monopole operatove, the ABJM theory at Chern-Simons levéds= 1,2 is
expressible as a ‘trial’ BLG theory, where the original readlgebradz(R) is replaced by the
hermitian 3-algebradz(C). In this way, the\l = 8 supersymmetry and the SO(8) R-symmetry
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become manifest. Here, ‘trial’ refers to the triality of t8©(8) R-symmetry group.

We should point out that, though details differ somewhataaawnt of the symmetry en-
hancement ak = 1,2 works for massive and non-relativistic ABJM theory [12] -hetnon-
relativistic reduction of massive ABJM theory, where onbldnomy and monopole operators
are known to generate physically nontrivial correlator3][1in fact, this theory illustrates in
a clean manner intimate relations among symmetry enhamddmeéveen the ABJM and the
non-ABJM fields, trivial braiding statistics fdc= 1,2 and bound-states of M-theory momen-
tum modes. However, contrary to a naive extrapolation osmeration of this work, structure
of the symmetry algebra indicates that details of the symmathancement should be distinc-
tively different. Related, we also point out that conforraad superconformal invairance do
not play central role in our proof of the symmetry enhancemen

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we sumraaiey ideas and provide a
roadmap of our proof. In section 3, we illustrate these keyagdand roadmap for abelian gauge
group. In section 4, we present details of hermitian 3-alget3(C) inherent to the ABIJM
theory. Also, in section 5, we present properties of monepglerator. In particular, we pay
attention to the general covariance property, which wilyph prominent role for foregoing
considerations. In section 6, we lay down details of closum®ng so-called the ABJM fields
and the non-ABJM fields — composites made of the ABJM fieldsthadank-2 monopole op-
erators. In section 7, we first identify nov&l = 2 supersymmetry that act between the ABJM
and the non-ABJM fields. Combining them with the manif@§t= 6 supersymmetry yields
the maximalAl = 8 supersymmetry we are after. In this section, we check @tylon-shell
closure of the\l = 8 supersymmetry. In section 8, utilizing the similar reasgs, we show
that the ABJM scalar potential is in fact identical to the BEGlar potential. This demonstrate
SO(8) symmetry of the ABJM scalar potential. By = 8 supersymmetry, the Yukawa interac-
tions also have SO(8) symmetry. In appendix A, we recall $Q&nma matrices and several
relevant Fierz identities. In appendix B, we also recall 5@\ gamma matrices. In appendix
C, we summarize branching rule of SO(8) to SU(¥)1). In appendix D, we provide Fierz
identities of Al = 6 superysmmetry, of the nef\ = 2 supersymmetry and hence of the full
A = 8 supersymmetry. In appendix, we explain triality rotateacalled trial BLG theory.

2 Roadmap and Key Ideas

In this section, we shall outline key ideas used and a roadmapr proof.



3-algebra

Since we shall heavily use the 3-algebra formulation thhowd, we here summarize its emer-
gence in the BLG and the ABJM theories. As recalled aboveetyidg algebraic structure
of the BLG theory was identified with theeal3-algebragz(R). Its structure constanti2cd,
are real-valued and totally antisymmetrichire,d 1. The structure was so restrictive that the
only finite-dimensional choice of the gauge grafijs SU_(2) x SUr(2) =SO(4). To have more
general gauge groups, it became clear one would have to tte¢a3-algebra structure. But it
seemed impossible to do so while keeping all the global symmeseof the BLG theory intact.
A solution to this difficulty was proposed by ABJM [1], wheleetSO(8) R-symmetry is given
up and only the SU(AU(1) part of it is kept manifest. The resulting ABJM theoriesded an
infinite class of admissiblé& with reduced\ = 6 supersymmetry and SU(4) R-symmetry.

As recalled above, algebraic structure underlying all adibie ABJM theories is thber-
mitian 3-algebrads(C) [9]. Its structure constantt’y, are antisymmetric in their two upper
and two lower indices, respectively, and hermitian in thessethat

f*bcda = fdabc- (2-1)

In this formulation, we do not need to assume a metric on tlagg8bra since we can use
complex conjugation to raise and lower indice€ven though we have no metric, we do have
a trace-form and we can express the ABJM action using thietfarm. We will refer to the
3-algebra without a metric structure asrmitian3-algebradz(C) 3. In this way, all admissible
ABJM theories (that includes the BLG theory as one of thera)uauified in a single framework
of the 3-algebrads(-).

The classification of [10] may be viewed as a consequenceedi¢imitian 3-algebra struc-
ture and the fundamental identity therein. E®r= 6, there is an ABJM theory for every
hermitian 3-algebra. A hermitian 3-algebra in turn coroess to a choice of the gauge group
® based on a semi-simple Lie group. In this paper, shall weiden®\BJM theories that
correspond to hermitian 3-algebra, viz. semi-simple Lieugr There can also exists global
U(1)xU(1) symmetry, corresponding to conserved baryon numbaosiulo global identifica-
tions of center elements. In that case, these U(1)s can lgeedad he resulting theory is the
ABJM theory originally proposed [1].

INote that metric structure of the 3-algebra is not neede@doiations of motion and for closing tif¢ = 8

supersymmetry variations, but is imperative for Lagrandgamulation.
2The hermitian 3-algebrd(C) without metric structure can also be found in [14].
3The hermitian 3-algebrds(C) is a generalization of the real 3-algetgR). In particular, this also implies

that the Nambu 3-bracket is also a realization of the heami-algebra.



rank-2 monopole operators

In 3-algebra, we have gauge indiees, ... =1, - - -, dimA43 associated with 3-algebra generators
T2 and their complex conjugates that we denot&ad he monopole operator that will be useful
for us are those with two symmetric gauge indices up or twicgsldownWaP = Wba and
W,p = Wha, respectively. These symmetric rank-2 monopole operai@mmsbe used to turn the
ABJM scalar fieldzz into a fieldzA2=WaPz{ and similarly for the ABIM fermion fields. Here
Ais an index transforming in the fundamental representaifdhe global SU(4) R-symmetry
of the ABJM theory. With the rank-2 monopole operators atdhdinere are two ways to move
the 3-algebra indices of the ABJM fields up or down. The firstiaching the rank-2 monopole
operator as described above. The second is to take compigigate of the ABJIM fields. Note
that the complex conjugation acts by raising and lowerirt) lgauge and R-symmetry indices,
so the scalar field3 is the complex conjugated field @f, etc. Summarizing, starting from the
matter fieldz4, we can construc”? or Z3 by attaching the monopole operator or by complex
conjugation, respectively.

Attaching a monopole operator to a local field renders thepmmite a non-local operator
since the monopole operator depends in general on the Omniag.sif the Dirac-Schwinger-
Zwanziger quantization condition is obeyed, the Diraagtis unobservable and the monopole
operator becomes a local field configuration. Moreover, tbaapole operator is covariantly
constant. Below we shall demonstrate this explicitly fa #belian ABJM theory and find that,
only for Chern-Simons levels = 1 and 2, the composite operators are local field configura-
tions. This fits nicely with the fact that only at leveds= 1,2 can we expect to have enhanced
supersymmetry and R-symmetry. This is our first evidencentizanopole operators should play
some role in symmetry enhancement of ABJM theory.

roadmap

Denote vector, spinor and cospinor representations of 543, 8s, 8¢, and their basis indices
byl,a,a=1,---,8, respectively. In the hermitian BLG theory, matter fields&, for X} and
8s for Yga. The hermitian BLG theory is then defined by Chern-Simonsitand the gauged
matter Lagrangian

1 1
LBlg—v = _éDuxéDuxla_széxlexngfngngbcdafgaef
| i
+§t|]°‘ay“Duana+ era“rmsr JByxmeCqﬂd £944. (2.2)

We next use the triality of SO(8) group and map the originddi§i¢o triality-rotated fields.
This way, we can construct two new trial hermitian BLG thesri In all these theories, the
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Chern-Simons term is universal since it is unaffected byS9¢8) triality. We are interested in
the theory obtained by the following triality transformnaati

(8V78S78C) — (8578078V); (l ,G,d) - <a7d7|)' (23)

After the triality rotation, the Lagrangian reads

1 1
foios = —5DXEDAXE = XXX XY %
l__¢ | ; ¢
+§waaV“Dullea+ ZwaanBngxgrlad rFbeCda- (2.4)

viz. the matter fields are SO(8) spinors and cospi@gs8; and the supersymmetry is SO(8)
vector8y (see appendix E). The Lagrangian (2.4) is the one relateldetéABJM Lagrangian.
To show this, we break SO(8) to $6) x SO(2)~SU(4) xU(1) and decompose the SO(8) spinor

and cospinor fields as
yin Vi
a__ a , x(] — A

A ) a
Wea = ( o ) o — (_”L’pga) . (2.5)

We also split the SO(8) gamma matrices into SO(6) and SO(@ygamatrices als; = (M'u, Mx)

and denote by ag and Z}2 the off-diagonal blocks ifif . The details are collected in Ap-
pendix C. The fieldZ4 anda, as well as their hermitian conjugates are the ABJM scalar
and fermion fields, where uppéris fundamental and lowek is anti-fundamental of SU(4).

The fieldszA? and ) are not the ABIM fields — we refer them as ‘non-ABJM fields’. Our
strategy is to relate the non-ABJM fields to the ABJM fields byams of the monopole opera-
torsWaP, Wy, since these operators are the unique tensors that caroraiseer indices gauge
covariantly.

After the decomposition, the triality-rotated BLG Lagrangtakes the form

Lnatter = —DuZQDuZK—iwAaVuDuqJAa

+i (‘quanAchB 78 + 2@Bayapz2 ZE\) fPC4a
1 1
- (QSABCDEpBbZXZgLUBch EEABCquBaZ@ZICDqJCd) fPC4a
2 1
LN (2.6)

4Equivalently, they are spinor and cospinor of SO(6).




The terms shown depend only on the ABJM fields and gives rigeigely to the ABJM La-

grangian. The ellipses denote complicated terms thatwewvble non-ABJM fields. This brings
us to the following interesting question: Under what coiodis will the ellipses vanish iden-
tically and the trial BLG theory become identical to the ABiIMeory? We find that this is
sqprovidedthe following set of algebraic identities hold:

(z@zﬂ+zAdzAC) e = 0
(zAbchngrzE\chsz) e, = 0
(ZanZacZd ~ ZewZipeZg) ) %%a = O
Wan (ZsZA+2822) 173 = 0
W (2878 + 28427°) 1% = O, (2.7)

With these identities, we also find equivalence between ¢atas potential in the ABIM the-
ory and the scalar potential in the generalized trial BLGtlieas demonstrated in section 8.
ThroughA’ = 8 supersymmetry transformations, equivalence betweeABJI® and general-
ized trial BLG Yukawa coupling terms can be checked.

If the ABJM Lagrangian is SO(8) invariant, the identitiesA2should hold in some sense
and we can express the ABJM Lagrangian in the manifestly si@y8riant form as a general-
ized trial BLG Lagrangian. We shall show that (2.7) origenitom the flatness condition of the
gauge field strengths

Fwb? +Fn® = 0. (2.8)
and that the identities (2.7) are all related to (2.8Y8y= 6 supersymmetry.

Our final step is to discover two extra supersymmetries. \Weadier them and put together
with the A’ = 6 supersymmetries in SO(8) covariant form. To show that theg A’ = 8
supersymmetry, it is not enough to just show that the Lageangan be written in an SO(8)
invariant form. Indeed, we will find that we need a few morenititees of a similar type in
order to have closure of/ = 8 supersymmetry transformations modulo the ABJM equatidns
motion, SO(8) rotation and gauge transformations.

Incidentally, the above algebraic identities may be intetgxd as constraining the matter
fields® Z4’s. This may be an indication of the feature of the ABJM theitiat the true degrees

5The symmetry enhancement can not be seen in the classicerigian wherek is just an overall factor
multiplying the whole Lagrangian. But if we integrate ou¢ thauge field then these identities will hold for levels
k=1,2.

8If we take the viewpoint that the (non-dynamical) gauge fislgut on-shell and expressed as a composite
field in terms of the matter fields.



of freedom scales d$3/2, not asN?2.

3 Prelude: abelian ABJM theory

3.1 linear sigma model

To appreciate the symmetry enhancement clearer, we fiht #te abelian ABJM theory. Here,
of course, the 3-algebra structufig(-) is not essential. We start with (2+1)-dimensional linear
sigma model over the target spac® There are four complex scalar fiel#8 and their complex
conjugategZA)* = Zx. They transform ag,4 under SU(4) of the target space. This linear
sigma model corresponds to bosonic part of the ABJM theotly gauge group U(RU(1) at
Chern-Simons leved = 1, as we will see in the next section. The action reads

Limatter= — / Px 9,2°0HZ5 . (3.1)
The sigma model is invariant under U&$U(4)x U(1) transformations:
828 = o'gZ®, (3.2)
Here,
(0)+wPs = 0 (3.3)

are anti-hermitian matrices, generating SU(4) transfdiona by the traceless parts and U(1)
transformation by the trace part. In total, there are 16pasdmeters.

The sigma model (3.1) has more symmetries. It is also inntdader the transformations
d3Z2h = Bz (3.4)
described by 6 complex parameters related by

B+ wPhr = 0,
o *Brwga = 0. (3.5)

These transformations do not close among themselves. Hoywetwen combined with the
above SU(4XxU(1) transformations, they are closed and generate the)39(8metry group
with 28= 16+ 6- 2 real parameters.

To see the SO(8) symmetry better, we elaborate here soméesdhaical but fairly straight-
forward discussion regarding how part of the SO(8) tramsédrons not contained in SU(4J(1)
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acts or8, and8s representations of SO(8). The results obtained here wilseéul later. Acting
on a8, representatiok; (I =1,...,8), an infinitesimal SO(8) transformation is given by

M = wyV; (3.6)

wherewy is anti-hermitian and has real components (in other wotds antisymmetric). We
decompos@, into a six-dimensional pa™ (M = 1,...,6) and a two-dimensional pavt =
v/ +iv8. The metric being Kronecker deltas, we do not distinguispenr lower SO(8) or
SO(6) indices. The SO(2) parameteri€ and the SO(6) parameters a¥N. We are mainly
interested in the SO(8) rotations that mix SO(6) with SO®)ese rotations are parametrized
by oM := oM’ +iwM8 and act on the SO(8) vector as

1
6\/M — - |\/|V>(< (,L)*MV
S (V7 M V)
& = oMVM
VN = wMVM. (3.7)

An SO(8) Dirac spinor decomposes into We{g and anti-Weyl spinoty. These in turn
decompose into Weyl spinors of SO(6). We define these Weypoomnts as

ZA
Xa = (ZA> (3.8)

[ w
“e (%)

On the SO(8) R-symmetry Dirac spirfor

- Xa
= = 3.10
(qu,) (319

an infinitesimal SO(8) transformation acts as

d= = —%wMXI'MXE. (3.11)

Here, the normalization is fixed by how the vector index of garmatrices transforms (as a
direct consequence of the Clifford algebra),

Fi3,Tk] = 48Ty (3.12)

/It is important that this is R-symmetry spinor as opposedptcstime spinor. In particulaZ, is commuting
bosonic field.
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One can view this as the invariance condition of the gammaiceatwhere all its indices are

transformed. Explicitly, we find the variations as
[

6z% = Sz

5Zn = lzco*“"z,“('BzB, (3.13)
o

5¢A _ éwMZMABqJB
|

Sa = éwMZXBLUB. (3.14)

3.2 gauging U(1) symmetry
Chern-Simons gauging:

We now gauge the U(1) symmetry by introducinflat one-form gauge fielth. We then define
the covariant derivative

DZA := dz” +ibz” (3.15)
and consider the gauged linear sigma model
k
—/dsx (DUZAD“ZA-l— E{b/\ d a) . (3.16)

Here,a is a Lagrange multiplier one-form gauge field that consgraito be flat, & = 0. This
model equals to the bosonic part of the abelian ABJM actiantager-valued Chern-Simons

level k.

We can integrate o, setting [1, 16]

kb=do. (3.17)
This gives back the linear sigma model modulo the orbifohtification
7~ ~ ¥ 77 (3.18)

In general, this identification breaks SO(8) down to SM4@j1). At k=12, however, the
SO(8) symmetry is retained. If tH&, orbifolding is SO(8) invariant, it should commute with
the transformation

A5 7A 4+ WBzg. (3.19)
This implies that
7 5 ZA + oBe R 5 (3.20)

should also be a symmetry. This singles out the Chern-Simoeif§icientk to 1, 2.

11



monopole operators:

Notice that SO(8) symmetry cannot act in this simple way wkesgauge field not integrated
out. The transformation

7A - 77 + Bz (3.21)

would not be gauge covariant sinf& andZ, are oppositely charged with respect to the gauge
field b. The remedy for this is to redefine the scalar fields by attehhonopole operators
to these fields in such a way that all equations transformrévidy under the U(1) gauge
transformations. At levek, the monopole operator that we have at our disposal is ofoitme f

T = € (3.22)

From the Chern-Simons term, we also see that this operatoe€k unit of electric charge.
Thus, the gauge transformations act as

Tk — e"‘“Tk
zA — d9ZA
Zn — €97, (3.23)

At level k = 1, we can make the field redefinitions

A - A
ZA — T]_T]_ZA. (3.24)

At level k = 2, we can also make the field redefinitions

A - ZA
Zpn — Tala. (3.25)

On these redefined fields, the SO(8) transformation acts sugeycovariant way. Important
observation is that, fok > 2, no such local field redefinition is possible. Therefores th
another way to see that we can have enhanced SO(8) symmaétifpok = 1, 2.

The Chern-Simons coefficiekt= 1, 2 is also special for a seemingly different reason. Con-
sider two external probes charged electrically under theggdieldsa and theb, respectively.
Upon encircling one of the probes around the other once, ekeyp the Aharonov-Bohm phase
exp(2ri /K) as braiding statistics. Fér= 1, the phase is trivial and braiding statistics is bosonic.
Fork = 2, the phase imand braiding statistics is fermionic. For> 2, the braiding statistics is
anyonic. By the same argument, we see that the compositermedoabove would retain the
field statistics unchanged f&r= 1,2 but not so fok > 2.
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local versus nonlocal:

The reason we have these monopole operators at our dismyaasdrom the Chern-Simons
action. Consider the monopole operator

expio(x) := exp(i Lxdo(x)) . (3.26)

Naively, one could think that operators of the form éxyjx)/¢) is also feasible, wheréis an
arbitrary integer. However, this is not so becaass a compact pseudo-scalar defined over the
period 2t This means that thafdo/¢ ~ (21/¢)Z when we integrate over a closed contour.
Therefore, exg do /¢ will be path-dependent, and hence non-lagaless = 1.

Not only being local, the monopole operator or products @ @lso covariantly constant.
Recalling that the monopole operaiiprcarries an electric charge ktinit, the covariant deriva-
tive acting on it is defined by

We see that this indeed vanishegTy = O by the defining relation of the dual scalar field,
kb= do. This shows thaly is covariantly constant. Notice that this property holdsdoyk.

Using these properties, we can @fitandza fields on equal footing by attaching appropriate
monopole operators to them. S, carries an electric charge of one unit, whilg)"Za carries
an electric charge atk— 1. From the above analysis, we see that these two (comptsiti
are local operators and, as discussed above, can carry equal elegtarige wherk = 1 and
n=2ork=2andn=1, but none fok > 2.

4 The ABJIM theory

4.1 hermitian 3-algebra

The ABJM theory is isomorphic to Hermitian 3-algebras up ¢sgibleU (1) factors in the
gauge group. As said, instead of studying the ABJM theoryefech possible gauge group
separately, it is convenient to utilize the 3-algebra fdahan that puts all the possible gauge
groups on equal footing. The only property of the gauge gsaupneed is then the correspond-
ing fundamental identity of the 3-algebra.
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so(4):

The simplest example of a 3-algebra is that of gauge gédbeBU, (2) x SUr(2) =SO(4). This
corresponds to a real (which of course also is hermitianpg8kaa. To see this, we note the
following gamma matrix identity among the SO(4) gamma neasy, and the chirality matrix

Y-
YaYeYb — YoYcYa = 2€abcdy Yd- (4.1)

In the Weyl representation, the 3-algebra generak8rsit in the gamma matrices as

_ (o (@
Ya = ((Ta)}/ 0 ) (4.2)

Here upper (lower) indiceisandi’ are (anti)fundamental of SW2) and SWk(2), respectively.
The gamma matrix identity above amounts to the 3-algebra

ToTTP—TOTT? = 20T (4.3)

with real structure constanf§®.q = 2e.pcq. Note that SO(4) also happen to have the meiic
that we can use to raise and lower indices. Itis related teplsdon tensors of SY2) x SUr(2)
as

Ban(TH(TO)], = 26y, (4.4)
We also have
(TH(T)j = 208,3). (4.5)

For generic ABJM gauge groups there is no such invarianotahsit we can use to raise and
lower indices. What we can use instead are monopole opsrator

generalizations:

We now generalize the SO(4) 3-algebra by keeping some otthetsre of it but dropping the
constraints of having real structure constants and a metve denote the complex 3-algebra
generators byf 2. We define complex conjugation as

T2 = T, (4.6)
The 3-bracket maps three elements into a new element
TaTOTY = 20T (4.7)
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Here, f3.4 are complex-valued structure constants of the 3-algebie 3Fbracket has the
properties

[Ta,-l-b;-l-c] — _[Tb,-l-a;-l-c]
ATETE:TY = A[T3 TP T
[TETOATS = A [T2T57. (4.8)

The 3-bracket obeys the so-called fundamental identitye flindamental identity is best un-
derstood as a property of the derivation

5:=[, T% T3w, (4.9)
Here,w?y is an arbitrary anti-hermitian matrix:
w3 = —wa. (4.10)
The derivation property is
ST, TY T = [3T8 T4 T+ [T88T% T+ T8 T%5T7. (4.11)
Using (4.9), this amounts to the fundamental identity:

[[Te,Td;TC],Tb;Ta]
= [[T& T 73,79 T+ [T [T9 TP, T3; T — [T, 79 [T, T3 TP)].  (4.12)

In terms of the structure constants, the identity reads

fedcfffbag _ febafffdcg+ fdbaffefcg_ f*cabffEdfq (413)

inner product:

We also introduce inner produgt -) such that

(TeT) = &
<-|-a7-|-b> _ <-|-b,-|-a>*
<Ta,Tb> - (T, T.) (4.14)

By expanding a fielX in the 3-algebra basi = X;T?, the last property can also be phrased
as

(X,Y) = (Y5 X*)  for  X=XgT? Y=YaT?. (4.15)
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This may be taken as defining equation of the hermitian catgudgvioreover, the inner product
has the invariance property

<6Ta,Tb> v <Ta, 6Tb> — 0 (4.16)
Using (4.9), we get
fab = fod, . (4.17)
One can also check that this condition can be written as
X,[Y,Z;U]) = (X,U;Z],Y) . (4.18)

We note that (4.12), (4.18) generalize the correspondingtsans for totally antisymmetric
3-brackets introduced originally for the BLG theory. To d¢le¢ corresponding fundamental
identity and inner product invariance condition for togaéintisymmetric 3-bracket, we just
need to replace, -; -] by totally antisymmetric 3-brackét -, ..

4.2 matrix realization of hermitian 3-algebra
matrix realization:

A matrix realization of the 3-algebrds(-) is provided by

X,Y;Z] = XZ'Y-YZ'x
(X,Y) = tr(xy"h. (4.19)

The matrix-valued fieldX, Y, Z are expanded a$ = XT?2 etc., whereT 2 is a basis ofM x N)
matrices andj are their hermitian conjugates. The 3-bracket is then a noap¥1 x N matrices
to itself — the first requirement of an algebra. Moreover,lhacket satisfies the fundamental
identity (4.12). Hence, it is a realization of the 3-algel.- ), called the Lie 3-algebraiz(g).

An explicit solution to the fundamental identity can alsorbalized in terms of the genera-
torst? of the associated semi-simple Lie algebras [9]

fP = (t9)3(te)%% (4.20)

where(t)?, are the generators in the bi-fundamental representatibe.ifidexa is lowered
by the inverse of Killing formk®® of the Lie algebray. This realization does not in general
satisfy antisymmetry with respectaob or ¢, d indices. Imposing this property restricts possible
choices of the Lie algebrgsand hence the Lie grougp. With the Lie group® = G ® Gg,
a,b,c,d ranges over 1-- rankGL)rankGr) anda ranges over 1--.dim(G.) + dim(Gg).
Recall that the indes is lowered by the inverse of the Killing foref® on the semi-simple Lie
algebra.
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similarity transformations:

We can consider two types of similarity transformationshefitie algebra generators associated
with the 3-algebra. The first type is

(ta)ab . Uac<ta)chTdb
= Up(tP)3 (4.21)

whereU#,U ™ = &2 andU ™ U, = &5. The second type is
(t%3 — Up(th)Squda (4.22)

whereU2Up,. = 82 andUg, = Up,. Both types of transformations leave the Killing forfi?
invariant, and hence the 3-algebra structure constantexaeant. Explicitly,

fabyy = fefgnuauPiutou™y (4.23)
and
fabg = fefgn UMYy , (4.24)

respectively. Notice that the first type of transformatitrsn a closed group, while the second
is not. However, the total sum of the two types again formsoaex transformation group,
which we denote a6.

The first type of similarity transformation means that thal@ebra is invariant under the
unitary transformation

T2 - TPU?, (4.25)

The infinitesimal version of this invariance condition lsad the fundamental identity. Namely
if we write

U3 = 8+ 03, (4.26)
we find that
5t = 0 (4.27)
where we define
52 = Qf*dat Q% %da— Q% ea— Q% de (4.28)

To make the connection with the fundamental identity, wéerite outQP, = wdc 2%y

The second type of similarity transformation is the transiation we shall use repeatedly
in later sections.
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4.3 ABJM theory in hermitian 3-algebra

We now describe the ABJM theory in 3-algebra formulation anid/e at (2.6).

lagrangian:
In 3-algebra formulation, the covariant derivative is givsy
where
APa= A, (4.30)
Our gauge fields are anti-Hermitian:
Axb N oa i b a
Ala=—Aub equivalently  Aj"a = —AS. (4.31)

To translate the action to the more familiar Lie algebra falation, we use some properties
of the 3-algebra of the previous subsection. We just use titedarealization (4.19). We also
define gauge fields of the two Lie grou@s, Gr associated with the 3-algebra by

AL = AST Ty
A} = ASTYTS. (4.32)

With these steps, we find the followings. First, the Cherm«@is term in the 3-algebra formu-
lation turns into two Chern-Simons terms in Lie algebra folation:

K wATeala al o A alalaly K wd ARy AR . 2 ARARAR
ﬁs“" Tr(Apa\,A)\JrgA“AVA)\) —E[s“" Tr(A7OvA; +§AHA\,A)\) : (4.33)

Second, the gauge covariant derivatives acting on mattds fage given by
iDZA = (0.2 — ALZA+ ZAAT (4.34)
and similarly for fermions. Third, the Yukawa-like term&agiven by
P WAZEZE = Tr(P*WaZez®) — Tr(T*Z%Zsyn) (4.35)

etc. The same works for the scalar potential terms. This shioat the ABJM action (2.6) in 3-
algebra formulation is identical to the ABJM action in Ligi@bra formulation, as demonstrated
firstin [9].
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on-shell Al = 6 supersymmetry:

For later use, we here enligf = 6 supersymmetry transformations of the ABJM theory in the
3-algebra formulation. They are

6Z§ = _iEABqJBa
SYra = VeasDyZg — <€ABZE 7§78 +eacZf ZEZ/‘D f2%a
BAL, = <i€AByuZCALde _ iEAByuqJACZE> £5C,. (4.36)
The closure relations read
[5n,5e]2§‘ = —2igVynM DuZQ + /~\baZbAa
81,8 Waa = —2E"WnMDuaa+APaan
N +igMy nMy\Ena +ieM (NZMN)ABFINEBa,
0, 3]Ala = —2iEMyWnMR,Pa — DuAP, (4.37)

with the gauge parameter
NPy = 2ieM(ZMN)BpNZzAZd £bC,.. (4.38)
The equations of motion needed to close the supersymmetsheihareEa, = 0 with
Ean = VDybnat (WanZEZ8 — 20,2878 + eascoZ§ZEW™) %0 (4.39)
for the fermions and
FoPa = —&m (ZCA D*z3 - D8z - ifﬂAd\f‘llJAc> 2% (4.40)

for the gauge field.

5 Monopole Operator and Gauge Covariance

In this section, we shall introduce a monopole operator gfiiste property which will play a
central role in the foregoing discussions. Consider fomaeiness the gauge grogu(M) x
SU(N). We start with infinitesimal gauge transformations

6&1ba — —DB)v\ba
328 = ZpAP, (5.1)

on gauge field and matter fields, respectively, where
APy = ACyfPCy.. (5.2)
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andA°®q is any antihermitian matrix.

The scalar fields in the Lie algebra and the 3-algebra basisetated by
Zi, = Za(T%)q (5.3)

and similarly for the fermion fields. Herga are indices ofM,N, respectively. Complex
conjugate field is

(2 =20 =Z3(Ta){" . (5.4)

Gauge transformation with gauge group elentghtg®) acts on the bi-fundamental matter field
as

Zy = (@)Zy(F)Pa. (5.5)

5.1 nonabelian monopole operators

We now introduce monopole operators [7]. For nonabeliamgayroups, following Goddard-
Nuyt-Olive, we may define the monopole operator by embeditiegbelian magnetic monopoles
to the nonabelian gauge grogpFor each Cartan U(1) subgroup, we specify the abelian mag-
netic monopole configuration:

1 .
F = diagmy, mp, -, mg) (5.6)

up to g conjugation. Classically, monopole operators have vamjsbngineering dimension
and R charge. Quantum mechanically, they may be afflictechbynalous contributions. We
shall assume that this is not the case, as was done recendj; iBee also [15] for a further
recent work.

Recall that ‘t Hooft loop operator is defined by the operatdrsingular gauge transfor-
mations around a (closed) contdDr The operation creates a magnetic flux at and along the
contourC. In a theory with Chern-Simons coupling such as BLG or ABJM;, yauge trans-
formation gives rise to Wilson loop operator alo8g This implies that the Chern-Simons
coupling equates ‘t Hooft loop operator to the Wilson looei@or. Now, introduce a magnetic
monopole. The monopole can open up the contaf the ‘t Hooft operator into the monopole
operator, connected by semi-infinite ‘t Hooft operator. Himve equivalence between the
‘t Hooft and the Wilson loop operators is then extendiblelt® équivalence between the flux-
creating monopole operator defined on a semi-infinite car@@and the charge-creating holon-
omy operator defined on the same semi-infinite con@uif the Chern-Simons level is and
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the monopole charge i(sm;,mp, -+, My ), the holonomy operator is in the representation of
(kmy, kmp, - - - kmy) Young tableaux.

The monopole operator that transforms in the fundamenpaksentations o =U(M)
andGg =U(N) are denoted a#/- andWR, respectively:
(W) — (W) (gt )

W) — (WR)g(g™)Pa. (5.7)

Utilizing them, it is possible to obtain composite fieldsniséorming differently. For example,
one can form a gauge singlet composite of the bi-fundaméatdlZ and monopole operators:

(WH)iZE (WRE = Zy(Wh); (T), (WRD) (5.8)

Obviously, such an operation does not bring the matter fiatdide the 3-algebrals, so the
composite must again be some linear combination of 3-aéggénerators. As such, we define
the monopole operator of defining representation in 3-aly&ymulation as

W = (Wh) (T2 WRT)e. (5.9)
Therefore,
Z =W?3Z, (5.10)
will be the above gauge singlet composite operator. Assetiwith W2, there is also the

monopole operatdh, = W*@ transforming in the complex conjugate representation.

We can also form composites of other representations thegnitfundamental, but again the
resulting composite operator must be some linear combimati 3-algebra generators. In fact,
in order to extend\| = 6 supersymmetry td/ = 8 supersymmetry, we may need the monopole
operators of higher representations [19]. The most genavabpole operator in the Lie algebra
and in the 3-algebra basis are related each other as

WA = WO Sk (Tan | (TA)E (5.11)

7.0k

It turns out sufficient to consider symmetric rank-2 repnéatons,Wa° andW,,. We note
that these monopole operators can act to lower and raiseegadiges in a covariant way. For
example, by attaching these monopole operators, we have

7R —Wa3Z) Zpa=WepZR . (5.12)

Beware these operations are different from complex comijoiga4* = Z3 etc. In particular, the
SU(4) representation is not affected by attaching the moleopperators.
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Under gauge transformations, the rank-2 monopole oper&tmmsform as

5\Nab _ _chf\ca . Wac7\cb
6\Nab - T\aCWd:) + T\bCWaC (5 13)

Moreover, they have the properties

WacWCb - 62
Wab = V\'{Ja
wab = yba (5.14)

In the Lie algebra formulation, the relevant monopole ofmeres the one in bi-fundamental
representations

W= (WRHT Wb
Wy = (WH(WR)q. (5.15)

They are related to the rank-2 monopole operaté?8 W, by

WaT, = WTaWw
Wep TP = WiTw. (5.16)

5.2 general covariance

So far, we focused primarily on the representation contehtthe monopole operators. In
general, the monopole operators of a given representatemanlocal. For the symmetric
rank-2 representations, by the Dirac quantization comaljitihe monopole operator turns out a
local operator only if the Chern-Simons level takes valkies1 or 2. This locality condition
leads to an important condition to the gauge field strengtiichvplays an essential role in
foregoing considerations concerning supersymmetry erdraant. Much like the abelian case,
invisibility of Dirac string implies that the monopole op¢or is covariantly constant:

DchbEachb+Kﬂchb+ﬂpdecd = 0. (5.17)
From this, it follows that
WD, Dy\Wep = O (5.18)
and this amounts to the following flatness condition for teé&lfstrength
Fwb?+Fa? = 0. (5.19)
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Here, we defined
Fv® = W3WhLaFucl (5.20)

By straightforward generalization, one can construct Isimrelations for monopole operators
of higher charge.

A few remarks are in order. First, for levkl= 1, we should in principle also be able to
bring all matter fields into gauge singlets usigandW? monopole operators. However, this
does not give us any nice identity for the field strength. dadt what we get iEWab\/\/D =0.
However, we can not conclude from this any identity Fgy itself. It would be interesting to
analyze how to us&/2 andW, to see supersymmetry and R-symmetry enhancement for level
k= 1. In our approach, we shall be usig, andwa® for bothk = 1 andk = 2.

Second, expandinBy = Fu ot® in the Lie algebra generators, one might be tempted to
conclude from (5.19) that the Lie algebra generators am@iamt under the similarity transfor-
mation induced by the monopole operator

(tN)Pa = —Whae(t®)qweP. (5.21)

This is not right because the gauge field strength cannotriEMadependently of the monopole
operator. Therefore (5.19) does not imply (5.21). In fabt2{) is not even gauge covariant
since the generators do not transform under the gauge dramstions whereas the monopole
operators do transform in general. On the other hand, if weras (5.21), we find the BLG the-
ory as the only solution for whict,, = d4p, the Kroenecker delta of the SO&$U, (2) x SUr(2)
gauge group (which is invariari®ap = A°a0ch+AhOac = Apa+Nap = 0) and(t?)?y = (t%)gp =
—(t%)pq are the antisymmetric generators of SO(4) gauge group. i¥liee of many indica-
tions that supersymmetry enhancement for the ABJM thedrigisly nontrivial than one might
naively extrapolate from the BLG theory.

Third, for a monopole operat¥y,, ... 5, of a representation involvingYoung tableaux boxes,
the path independence implies that

To see this, start with path integral of the gauge field. Uaéimig singular gauge transformation
of ‘t Hooft loop operator and creating magnetic monopole af fb, the Chern-Simons action
induces a Wilson line along ‘time’ direction whose chargkds This is the monopole operator
whose representation is given k§ Young tableaux boxes. This is the direct generalization of
the abelian case studied in section 3.
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6 Closure among ABJM and non-ABJM fields

6.1 closure relation and gauge condition

As far asA{ = 6 and SU(4) symmetry variations (let us denote variationd) ase concerned,
since ABJM fields and non-ABJM fields do not mix, we do not needdnsider the quantities

mea = WbCBchau (6.1)

which encodes variation of the monopole operator. On therdtAnd, when we explore possible
A. = 8 and SO(8) symmetry enhancement, we must consider thesétmsasince the ABJM
and non-ABJM fields mix each other. A priori, this indicatésttwe need to find explicit
expression of2P,. This, however, turned out extremely difficult. Fortuitysve never need
the explicit expression, as we now explain below.

It is easy to see wh2P, is needed when we mix the ABJM and non-ABJM fields. Let us
assume that

dzh = 8z°, (6.2)
whered denotes any variation that does not invof¥®&, explicitly. We then get
dzha = §zha_ Q3 7Ab. (6.3)

On the other hand, there is no good reason why ABJM fields dhmeitreated any differently
from non-ABJM fields. What we call ABJM and non-ABJM fields eafly a matter of conven-
tion. Therefore, there is no reason we should not h’zﬁgadependent terms in the variations of
the ABJM fields. Let us therefore treat ABJM and non-ABJM feetoh equal footing and take
the general ansatz for the variations of the fields as

8z = §Z§ +yQ°Zf)
dzA8 = 37734 (y—1)Q3,Z"". (6.4)

Herey could a priori be any real number. We then have
3(DyZ8) = O(DyZf)+YyQPaDyZh . (6.5)
From the left-hand side, we get
8A%a = VA a+YDLQ% . (6.6)

Any symmetry variations should close among themselves rEgjuirement has an interest-
ing consequence when it is applied to variations that mix@3M and non-ABJM fields. We
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get no restriction oty as long as we consider variations that do not mix ABJM and ABdM
fields. Let us therefore consider SO(8) variations that rmhese fields. We can also consider
A = 8 variations but the steps are essentially the same. Thatizans take the form

529 = OﬁBZBa'f‘VZQQba

52/ = WPBz3+ (y—1)Q3z"°

8Zpa = —wapZs+(1—Y)ZapQP% - (6.7)
More general variation may be considered sucﬁS&: W2y + B PZgy + ... but the
conclusion will anyway be the same. Singg and Za, transform the same under the gauge
group and the second terms on the right hand side of the iargatotates gauge indices only,
it motivates to haveg = (1—v), vizy=1/2. We now show explicitly that this is indeed the
necessary condition for the closure.

The closure among these variations reads
We get

By, 8028 = [n,0%Z8
+(1 )anaU)ABZBb‘i‘VmeanABZBb
—(1- V)waar]A Zgp — YQn awo\ ZBb
+(V = V) Z5[Qn. Q)2+ Y252 s°a (6.9)

Here, we have used the variation
nQula = —QnPaQe%a +WPE, 3 Wea - (6.10)
We also made the assumption that the variations close ondhepole operator
[Bn,8Map = 8 oy Wab- (6.11)

We now see that we can have the closure relation provided ive se

1
y = > (6.12)

since in this case the mixed transformation terms cancél ether. The remaining terms read

[Bn.8u]Zs = [, wsZs

1 1
+24 <§Qmwba— 3 [Qn,Qw]ba> : (6.13)
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Here,Qs form a closed algebra
[Qn, Qu] = Q.0 (6.14)

due to the fact tha®s are homomorphism of SO(8) fé Comparing with (6.7), we see that
the closure relation is up to a gauge transformation:

(81, 8] Z8 = By o 28 + Bgaugh (6.15)

where the gauge parameter is given-b§Qy, ;.

The result we found ol is very interesting. It means that we find a gauge variatiah wi
gauge parameter

1
AP, — éQba (6.16)

induced from the SO(8) variations. This gauge variation baroff-set by making another
gauge variation. This is the lucky circumstance that makpsssible to study variations that
mix ABJM and non-ABJM fields without having to solve the tremeusly difficult problem of
finding an explicit expression faP, or of the variation of the monopole operator itself.

Having seen thaéQ is just a gauge parameter, we can just drofatlependent terms from
our variations from the outset.

6.2 combining gauge covariance witf\| = 6 supersymmetry

We can use\ = 6 supersymmetry to vary the identity (5.19) and get new itieat We can vary
IEW either by varying its on-shell expression (4.40), or we aamjgute the variation induced by
variation of the gauge field as

65.;":11\) - Duégﬂv - Dvégﬂu. (617)

Both computations give the same result when the fields arempshell. The latter approach is
the quicker, and it gives the result

5s|5uvba = —ig BVv llJACZB f “da+ (a.h.g. (6.18)

where (a.h.c) means that we should make the result antihambly adding the anti-hermitian
conjugate term. Instead of computing the supersymmetigtian of ,&uab = Kudcwbowda, we
use the former approach and compute the variation of théneh{geld strengtiﬁvab

IEVuvab = —&m (ZAdD)\ZAC_ D)\ZAdZAc_ lfﬂ@\/\wdA) beda- (6-19)
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Then we can make a supersymmetry variation of the on-shilidteength. The result we get
then is

8&Funa® = —IE"VDu(WacZs) f*aat(ah.c.) (6.20)
Now the\' = 6 supersymmetry variation of the identity (5.19) reads
€"Byy Dy (WacZS + WaZeo) T*a+ (ah.c) = 0. (6.21)
£7B and its conjugate are arbitrary, so we find the equations
YDy (WacZg) + WihZape) f*%a = 0. (6.22)
From this equation it follows that
Du(WiacZg) + WinZeic) f*da = 0.

To understand this we note that an equatighy,y — y,Dyy = 0 impliesy*D, = O upon con-
tracting byy". Second if we contract by we find —Dyy — y” (WDyy) = 0. HenceD, = 0.
The covariant derivative only acts on gauge indices, notpinos indices. Since there is no
independent covariantly constant spinor, we find six idegi

(qJ[ACZg] + ll—’([jl,o\ZB](:) fP%a = 0 (6.23)

one for each choice of the antisymmetric indi¢&B]. The right-hand side is zero since there is
no non-trivial spinor of the same quantum number as thehiaftd side.

It turns out (6.23) is the supersymmetry variation of thenidg:
(2828 + 77970 %%, = O, (6.24)

Again we could have added a supersymmetric invariant toitte hand side, but there is no
such an invariant which is also gauge covariant and has time séaimension. To show this
identity, take\’ = 6 supersymmetry transformation of (6.24):

0 = —igB (LpBsz'\ n wngC)
+igag (ZBwBd+ A% E)
1
+5 (zg\zf'\ + zAder) (Qec £bC, — Q4 f beca> . (6.25)

To get (6.23) from this, we need to show that the third lineisfa@s. We note th&? is a Lie
algebra element, and hence we can pull out one 3-algebistelconstant from it as

Qb, = Wi, (6.26)
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or we may directly use the fundamental identity (4.87¥;, = 0. Either way, we can rewrite
the third line as

% (z{jzg n zAder) (ch fee . — Qcafbedc) (6.27)

and this vanishes by the identity (6.24). This result is inamydance with the fact th&-terms
should play no important role in our equations.

We can generate identities involving three matter fields lakinmg A’ = 6 supersymmetry
variation of the identity

FpaD"ZR +FapD"Z2 = 0 (6.28)

whereD" means any number derivatives. The non-trivial thing to be varied hereFis If
we varyD"Z® then we find a vanishing contribution by the identiy, + Fap = 0. The new
identities we generate this way read

(D"Za)Du(WigZc)) +Dp(WigZc))(D"Za) = O. (6.29)

We want to conclude from this that we must have an identity

ZpPgZe +YpZeZa = O (6.30)

with no derivatives.

7 AN = 8 Supersymmetry

We require anyA\[ = 8 supersymmetry variations be such they reproduce BLG ti@ngfor
BLG gauge groups (that means SO(4) and such, for whigh= 34, and ¢4, = fycqa real
and totally antisymmetric). We also require gauge covasanWe then findQ terms that
contribute a gauge variation with gauge paramé@r We off-set these by a supplementary
gauge variation. Then we end up with the following ansatz{o+ 8 supersymmetry variations
(for levelsk =1, 2),

6ZAa — iEABqJS - ELUAa
SPpra = YeasDuZE +iy'eDZaa
+ <€ABZE’Zg'Zg + 85(:25’2522) fbcda
. i
—ieZapZBZ8 P40+ 3 eaBCDZEZS ZPY £Cy,,
SA s = ( — "By PacZS + iEayuZo Y
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+8VuaZ™ + & Y Zach®?) e, (7.1)

Much is surely getting fixed in these supersymmetry tramsédions by the requirement that
it reproduces the BLG transformation rules in certain lgni¥Ve go through that argument in
detail in Appendix using triality. Gauge covariance thectalies how to put the gauge 3-algebra
indices, at least to a large extent. Still some ambiguitesain. We will see how that ambiguity
is cured by having associated identities in section 7.1.

It is also worth of noting that the supersymmetry transfdrams (7.1) involve terms of
baryon numbeAQg = 0,4+1. In M-theory, the baryon number is related to the KaluzahkIl
momentum around the M-theory circle. Upon dimensional cddn, there may ba priorian
infinite tower of fields carrying multiple Kaluza-Klein momi&m. The fact that only fields
with AQg = 0,+1 and none witlAQg > 2 appear implies that higher momentum modes are
bound-states of these elementary modes.

7.1 closing/Al = 2 supersymmetry

The most general ansatz for tl¢ = 2 supersymmetry variations such that they reduce to
BLG variations for BLG gauge groups are given by a 3-paranfataily (we denote the three
parameters a&, b andd respectively):

0pa = —Eaa

SPaa = iv“sDuzAa—is(azAszzg+bZEzAczg+<1—a—b>szzEz,‘i) f2%q
+:i—38*8ABCDZE zS7P9 by,

SA s = (—Enziyf—e iz
eV (ZEWR+Z2Wnc ) + e vy (WEZR + WA Znc) ) 1% (7.2)

Eventually, we will see that all three parameters are trddethe three identities. At present,
the only identity we can make use of, is identity in (6.24). Wen find that the following
variations

6ZAa == —gq.JAa .

. . i
SWaa = iy'eDyZaa—ieZan(cZBZ8 — (1—c)ZB9Zgc) P40+ 3¢ eapcpZBz5ZP9 £,
SALa = —(EVu(cZPWg — (1—0)Z%Wgc) +E Yu(cyWEZE — (1— WPZsc) fP%a  (7.3)

close on some equations of motion. More precisely, theyectos the one parameter set of
equations of motion

0 = V“DuqJAa
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+c <ZZAchB W8+ PanZ8 Zg) f*C4a
—(1-c) <22AbllJBcZBd + LUAbZBcZBd> fPC4a
1
+5emBcn(2W5ZE 27 + Z5Z54PY) F2%a (7.4)

Of course, we can not really get different results since vegjust one and the same supersym-
metry variation, and the dependence on the parantagefake, because we have the identity
(6.24). So the equations of motion must not depend on thenmdeac. This implies that

Zo (22U + WeeZ™) 10 = 0. (7.5)
Contracting this identity by”A? we get
ZaoW"® (2B + Yecz™) %2 = 0 (7.6)
We then recall that
WeMW FPC4, = WP, FNy (7.7)

which enable us to rewrite this identity as a perfect square

(2208 +ve2™) %%, = 0 (78)

where|MP,4|? = MP,M*P,. Since each term in that sum is non-negative, we deduce ltberfog
set of identities

(Z2u+wseZ®) %% = 0 (7.9)
We must be have two more identities,
(242228 + Z602828) %0 = © (7.10)
and
Wen (ZacZ®+28Z8) 1%%4a = © (7.11)

in order to be able to clos@/ = 2 variations among themselves. These identities can not
be derived without using\l = 6 supersymmetry though, and we will return to the derivation
of these identities in the next section. For the time beingigenote that the identity (7.10)

is required in order to make the ansatz for the= 2 supersymmetry variations free from
ambiguities despite there are three free parameters. Toafdbese parameters there will be
an associated identity and so there will be no ambiguities.

30



From the identity (7.10) we can derive another identity
(WEZ8ez® — ZanZBy™?) 12 = O (7.12)
To see this we make aly = 5 supersymmetry variation of (7.10). That gives us
0 — b (D222 - 282y
+3MBD <ZAqu[DcZg] + Z[BbwD]cZ,g>
M <ZAbZ[BCllJD]d + qﬂDszlczE\) . (7.13)
Then the identityZg,Z2 B9 + wBzPZ3 = 0 follows from the identity Eq (6.23). Hence, we are

left with the identity in (7.12). Consequently, if we canaddish (7.12) then we can also be sure
that (7.10) holds.

Given these identities, we find the following closure relasi for the\| = 2 supersymmetry
variations,

[5(2)7 E;Z)]ZAa _ —2i§XV“r]xDuZAa +A@b 7,
[6%2),59]%& = 2y Duaa+ AP anq
HE YN By — 2B,
82,82 )AL, = —2iEXynRyPa— DARY, (7.14)

with gauge parameter
NP, = 4B Z8Z8 1%, (7.15)

and we have closure on the ABJM equations of motion.

7.2 commutingAN = 6 and A\ = 2 supersymmetries

As all identities are of essentially the same form we find irenwansparent if we introduce a
short-hand notation. We writ€Y as short forXYd fP¢4, and XY Z as short forx,Y.Z9 fP¢4a.
We writeU[XY Z as short fok) 2XpYZ9 Py,

Making an\’ = 6 supersymmetry variation of identity (7.5) we obtain thmee identitie§,
z%p,z% + (D,zB)ZA = 0 (7.17)

ZNZBIZZc) + [21BZ°Zc) 2N + 2°12° 728 Zc) + [2°Z2BZc)z2° = o (7.18)
Py = O (7.19)

8To understand how we can get three new identies insteadtadfies we note that an equation of the form

YewVut+emU = 0 (7.16)

with gy arbitrary, implies thaty = 0 andV,, = 0 separately.
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To be able to close supersymmetry and show SO(8) invariaveejust have two more identi-
ties. These are

ZpZslc —ZcZipZy = O,
ZpZsZ¢ —Z°ZpZg = O. (7.20)

We derive these identities as follows. Contracting the &rgiation by the totally independent
spinory©d, we see that the result vanishes by identities (6.23), [7A2an unnecessary extra
check we can also contract the left-hand sid€b§and again get zero by identity (7.10). Now
we have more than shown that this identity holds. The seatentity is proved the same way,
by contracting bypa.

Let us make arf\_ = 6 supersymmetry variation of the first identity. Expandi” Bz,
using Fierz relations in appendix, we find the supersymmariation gives just one single set
of identities,

WCZnZy — ZaZeY° = O. (7.21)

Using the same method as above, but applied to mixed supersimvariation$, we gen-
erate the following new identities

ZaplPzB —ylPZBz, = 0 (7.22)

ZpnZigUp) +WYplgZan = O (7.23)

Using this we can now also derive the identity (7.10) that ae left-over from the previous
section. We start by specializing identity (7.21) to theniity (we also complex conjugate)

—ZgZByN + ylBzAZg = 0. (7.24)
Expanding this out, we have
(szALpB + qJBzAzB> _ (szBLpA _ qJAszB> — 0. (7.25)

We may rewrite the first parentesis 28(Zg® + yBZg). We now see that this vanishes by an
identity. Then the second parentesis must also vanish arabteén the identity (7.12), which
in turn follows from (7.10) by a supersymmetry variation.

Finally we derive (7.11) by specializing (7.22) to the idgnt

WpZaZ® —Z%PpZy = O. (7.26)

%In practive this means we compu‘i&?> (aZaZsZP 4+ bZBZpZg + (1 — a—b)ZsZBZa) and require the result be
independent o& andb.
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We expand out this as
Wg (ZaZB +28Z5) — Ya (282 +2P25) = © (7.27)

The second parentesis vanishes by a by now familiar ideatity (7.11) follows.

We have now completed the derivation of all identities wednieeclose/ = 8 supersym-
metry on-shell.

Commuting am\( = 2 and an\( = 6 variation, given the above identities, we get
(82,8 + [87,82))Zsa = APaZas

([5é2)75é6)] + [5536),5%2)])?% = /~\balpfb— (eaN —NagE)ES,
(1878 + 80,87 )ALa = —DuA% (7.28)

with gauge parameter
A®2b, - = <§HABZCA z%¢ +§*HABZAcZg> f%a— (e <+ ) (7.29)

and we have closure on the ABJM fermionic equation of motion.

8 Manifestly SO(8) invariant ABJM scalar potential

In the previous section, we asked ho\y = 6 supersymmetry of the ABJM theory can be
enhanced to\' = 8 supersymmetry &= 1, 2. In this section, we shall ask analogous question:
how SU(4) R-symmetry of the ABJM theory can be enhanced td8p&¢(symmetry. Once
again, we find that the enhancement takes plade-atl, 2, for which the symmetric rank-2
monopole operator becomes local and plays the essenteatirat allows rotation betweeh
and4 in a manner compatible with gauge covariance.

For concreteness, we shall focus on the ABJM sextet potefitee consideration extends
to the ABJM Yukawa interactions in precisely the same wayhassextet potential. First of all,
the ABJM sextet potential is expressible mostly compacsiyng the 3-bracket formulation. It
takes the form

2 1
Vaaw = 5 (124,252~ 127 2% 217 8.1
where
IX|[* = (X,X) (8.2)

andSU(4) indicesA, B,C, - - - are contracted. We note that in this notation all SU(4) iediare
up-stairs despite some of them are being contracted. Asdyafothis notation, any time an
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SU(4) index is found down-stairs, that will correspond taa+ABJM field — a elementary field
with the symmetric rank-2 monopole operator attached.

For the sake of completeness, let us list a few equivalenswedyexpressing the ABIJM
sextet potential. We have the following alternative expi@ss

Vo= 2)i2h 2% 2% +aiz® ZA 20
2 1
V = é(fabghfchef—éfabehfchgf) 787578717678 (8.3)

in the 3-algebra formulation. Here, we can choose e'mer% ora= %. In the matrix realiza-
tion of the 3-algebra, we find the potential expressed as

1
Vo= 3t (zAzAszBzCzc + Z2aZ7757B7:7C
+47°7:787,7 75 — ezAzcszBzCzA) (8.4)

and as it should, this vanishes when the matrices are comgauti

We now show that the ABJM potential can be written in the nestlfy SO(8) invariant form
of hermitian BLG theory:

Vel = (2%, 2P, 212 (8.5)

~
12
Here,Z% are real-valued SO(8) spinors a@fl is not distinguished fronZ,. Expanding the

fields asz® = (ZA,Za), viz. Z$ = (Z4,Zaa) WhereZa has a monopole operator attached, we
can express the BLG scalar potential in the form

1
Vore = 3 (I Z%Zc)IP+ 124, 2% 202 + 20120 Ze: 29 2) . (8.6)

We will now prove that the BLG scalar potential in the abowverfas identical to the ABJM
potentialoncethe algebraic identities derived in the previous sectiantaken into account.
First, we use the identities (7.20) and put the BLG potelf@#) further in the form:

Vel = %<<[ZA,ZB;ZC],[ZA,ZB;ZC]>+3<[ZA,ZB;ZC][ZA,ZB;ZC]>). (8.7)

Next, we use the fundamental identity (4.12) together withttace invariance condition (4.18)
and derive the following trace identity:

(X,Y;Z],[U,V;W]) = ([X,W;V],[U,Z;Y])
_<[Y7W;V]7[U7Z;X]>
+([X,Y;U],[Z,V;W]) . (8.8)
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Notice that the fundamental identity (4.12) is essentitlly same algebraic structure as in the
BLG theory, the only difference being that the ABJM 3-algelsra refined version of the BLG
3-algebra where care must be taken for the way the genesamsdered inside the 3-product.
Notice also that the condition (4.18) is the same trace iamae condition as in the BLG theory,
the only difference being that care must be taken for therorgef elements. By applying (8.9),
we derive another identity:

<[ZA7ZB;ZC],[ZA,ZB;ZC]> _ <[ZA7ZC;ZB],[ZA,ZC;ZB]>
—(12°,2:2°), 2%, 2;2%))
+([27, 252", [2c. 25 7] ) - (8.9)
Now, we rewrite the last term as
2c,2%2c) = [-2°,2%2° (8.10)
using the identity (7.20) and the second term as
25,2¢;7°) = (Z8,Zc;Z8) (8.11)
again using (7.20). Using this, we can write the trace idgi(8.9) in the form
(1225 2], 120 2% ze]) = (127 2e:2%),[2%, 2 2%))
—2<[ZB,Zc;ZB],[ZA,Zc;ZA]> : (8.12)

Substituting this expression into the hermitian BLG patdntve find that this becomes pre-
cisely the same as the ABJM potential. This establishesdabhgtg-for SO(8) invariance of the
ABJM scalar potential.

It is interesting to observe that, despite the 3-bracketsagiriori antisymmetric only in its
first two entries, these 3-brackets are totally antisymimatrall its entries. That is,

Vaig = 1i2” [zlo ZB: 27| . (8.13)

We now show that this remarkable bonus property followsraff@m the algebraic identities
we derived in the previous sections. First, we consider teetérm in the ABJM potential and
just apply the identity (7.20), which in terms of 3-bracketads

2252 = (120220 - 20224 (8.14)

Again, notice that the right hand side involves two non-ABfiéds, viz. two monopole oper-
ators. We then get

<[ZA, 7B: ZCL [ZA, 7B ZC]> _ <[ZA, 7B: ZC], Z, 77 ZB]>
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= (222520, (2" 278 ) (8.15)
and we can continue from here as
(272520, [ 2eza]) = (1252829, [2% 2c: 78] )
= ([2"2::28],12%,Zc: 28] ). (8.16)
Of course it is not true that
24.2%2° = —[2A,Z: Zg] (8.17)

For this to be true we must contract by something antisymmigtBC. However, there is no
way to really tell whether this is the case or not by just logkat the first term — this term
behaves in all respects just as if the 3-bracket had bediytatdisymmetric.

For the second term we have by identities
(22,7877 = —[Z" 2 Z8). (8.18)

Hence, the terms are totally antisymmetric. This complgtegroof.
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A SO(8) gamma matrices

Herel'' are SO(8) gamma matrices in the Weyl basis

. ( o rib
r— ('_:m . ) (A1)

They can be chosen to have real components and are themamigtyic
T = —r'. (A.2)

The charge conjugation matrix is then

_ [ %p O
Q = ( ’ 5ch> (A.3)

B 0
o1t = . (A.4)

Since invariant tensors with two equal indices (tha j$ oy andédB) in SO(8) are thus identity
matrices, we can put all SO(8) indices downstairs. We defiaehirality matrix

and its inverse is

r = rt2 (A.5)

These gamma matrices have properties

=1
{r,r'y =o
m=r
(rl)T _ _rl
(rlJ)T rIJ
(rlJK)T — I—IJK
(rlJKL)T — I—IJKL (A6)
and duality
I—|1...|m (8_1m)l€|1...|m|m+1...|8rrls...|m+1
rrlsIm — (m11)|8|1---|m|m+1---|sr|1---|m1 (A.7)



Definingf = €T, we find the the Fierz identity
1een = —(Ng)— (nrs)
—mrter! (nrr'e)rr'
—%(n eV + (ﬁrr”s)rr”

(13(( IJKS)rIJK_(ﬁrrIJK8>rrIJK)
Zi( [IKLg)FIIKL (A.8)
For chiral spinors
e =
= n (A.9)
we have
A1 loddg = 0 (A.10)
and get the Fierz identity
en = 116 r]s—i—lnrueru——r]rUKLsrUKL (1+7T). (A.11)
and consequently
16(en—ng) = ﬁruerulizr. (A.12)

B SO(1,2) gamma matrices

We lety" denote gamma matrices andharge conjugation. These have properties

c = —cC
W' = —ofct (B.1)
We have the Fierz identity
_ 1,
en = —5(Me+(Mye)v). (B.2)

An explicit realization is

0 1 01 10
V0:<—1 o)’y1:<1 o)’yzz<o —1) (B-3)



and

0 -1
c:<1 0) (B.4)

W' = —opet (B.5)

Since also

and we understand that the choice

C=Yo (B.6)

amounts to gamma matrices with real components, for instareccould take them as specified
explicitly above.

In such a basis, Majorana spinors also have real componentstie majorana condition
P=y'c (B.7)
amounts to the condition
ph =y’ (B.8)

if we definel = @Tyo.

C Reducing SO(8) to SU(4x U(1)

To reduce BLG theory to ABJM theory we want to reduce the sytryraes
SO(8)— SO(6)x SO(2)= SU(2)x U(1) . (C.1)
We represent the SO(8) gamma matrices
=M re (C.2)
where
™ = Med
= 1®d?
¢ = swdol (C.3)
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and

2 0 —i
0_<i0> (C.49)

Here>M are hermitian SO(6) gamma matrices that we represent as
0 3>MAB
M — " (C.5)
whereA is Weyl index of SO(6), its chirality being distinguished the placing up and down
respectively. Hermiticity amounts to the condition

>MAB s (C.6)
We also define
M 0
> = . C.7
(O 5.8 (1)
We use index notation as follows. The spinor and co-spir®dacomposed as
EA
E p—
‘ A

EA
a = . C.8
: (_&> (C.8)

Accordingly, matrices (linear maps on the space of theswv&care represented as

Mo MAB MAB
o Mag MaB /)’
M B MAB MAB
o = Mag MaB )’
M B MAB MAB
a@® = Mag MaB )’
MA MAB
Mag Ma
and these in turn sit in an SO(8) matrix
Map Mag (C.10)
Mag Mgg



that maps a spindé€q,&g)T into a new spinor with the same spinor index structure.

For the reduction we also need

Ny = (Tmn,MTm7,Mvs, T78)
= (Zwm®1,Iveic® Iviel, -Iwicd) (C.11)

We define the hermitian SO(8) chirality matrix as
r— irt8—1g03 (C.12)
It is conventient to define supersymmetry parameter
gh® = gMsMAB (C.13)

wheregM is a real component spinor. This will have the property

(B) = _gag
(enp)*” = —€"® (C.14)
We have that
SN = %sABCDzM@D = 3*MBA (C.15)
and
o = sy
SNeZUD = —28aBCD (C.16)
D Some more useful relations
The A = 8 Fierz identity is
gnMy—Me = —ENg+Eiy¥'Ny Y, (D.1)
D1 AN =6
Fierz identities read
SNeSp = _(ZMN>[AES|E|B}CD_%5MN5ABCD
NP = —o(sMN) Ol gaMNégg. (D.2)
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D2 N =2
Fierz identities read

eN—NE = (&y'nx)w —2iggny
N —n'e (Exy'nx)w + 2iggn
enN"—ng* = (g7y'n7—Esy'ns+2iggy’'ny)) w (D.3)

and then we have

gfn-Tye = 287yn*
gn—ne = —4ieln’
€n—-n'e = 0. (D.4)

D.3 A =8
Fierz identities are those fo{ = 6 andA = 2 plus the mixed ones,

— — 1 = * | = *
EM —NME = 5(—8Mn +EmYN*Y) — (< n)

o 1,
Nu—Nem = = (Emn+emy'ny) — (€< n) (D.5)
2

E BLG theory

The matter content in BLG theory is eight scalar fieXgsnd eight fermiong)y, wherel trans-
forms as a vector and as a chiral spinor of the global internal symmetry group SO8e
denote SO(8) gamma matricesiasand SO(1,2) gamma matricesyés We define the chirality
matrix of SO(8) as

r=rts% (E.1)

We denote by the charge conjugation matrix in SO(1,2). The charge catjag matrix of
SO(8) can be chosen to be unity. The fermions are constraiyed

ry = -y
U = y'c (E.2)

Here = g™\P. If we let\° = c this is the SO(8) Majorana-Weyl spinor conditigrt = @7,
that is all components are real. We ¢gtdenote a supersymmetry parameter,

e = ¢
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€ = ¢€'c (E.3)

which will then also have real components. WeAgtdenote a non-dynamical gauge field and
define covariant derivative d3, = d,+ A,. In these conventions th& = 8 supersymmetry
transformations read

X = i&lMaaWa L
Mg = —Vurladsd DpXI + érlad rJdBrKBBSB[XI ,XLXK]
OAy = —i&Yuliapl>Wp, X] (E.4)

They close on-shell. In particular the fermionic equatibmotion reads

VW STl X %] = O (E.5)

E.1 Trial BLG theory

We can use triality of SO(8) to rota8y, 85, 8.. We want to do this in such a way that the ABJM
SO(6) R-symmetry is embedded in SO(8) in such a way that we thevdecomposition rules

8 — 4+4
8 — 4+4
8 — 6+1+1 (E.6)

To this end we make the following triality rotation of mattexlds and supersymmetry parame-
ters,

X — Xq

Wa — Wa
g4 — £ (E.7)

The BLG theory is then mapped to a trial theory where supensgtry transformations read

MXaa = 1€ aaPaa 1
Waa = —YTiaa€DpXaa+ érKdarKByrlwel [Xa, Xg, %]
oA, = —i§|yur|aB[~,LpB,Xq] (E.8)

To understand this, one just re-labels indices and defines

Moaa = Nata = Naal

Moo =Tata = lNaal - (E_9)

43



To relate to the ABJM supersymmetry transformations, wedgmse

ZA
Xaa = .
) (ZA>

qJAa
Yoa = (E.10)
—Yaa
into Weyl spinors of SO(6) and we let
g = (M €®). (E.11)

A Majorana-Weyl spinoX of SO(8) is subject to
xT = xT. (E.12)
We introduce a complex supersymmetry parameter
e = ¢ +ied (E.13)

We can parametrize the six supersymmetries by the supersymnparameters

gAB — MsMAB
1
EAB = EEABCDECD (E.14)

These supersymmetry variations become

528 = —ig’Byg,
528 = igapYB?
3y — "D Zh+ (e"BZBZEZG + €5ZBZEZY) 9%
Wpa = YeasDuZl - (SABZE 7578 + epczBZC Zﬂ) f*%4a
SAL, = —i (EAByulJJACZS —EAByuz@qJBd> £5€,, (E.15)

We also have two more supersymmetries in trial BLG theorsam@trized by ande*. These
are

5zp = EYH
3P = —iye' D ZA 1 ig*Z5ZB 193,28 — %ssABCngzgde fda
. . i
Maa = |y“sDuzﬁ—|sZEZSfb°daZAb+és eapcpZBz5zP9 1%,
BALa = — (VZBW+EWWEZ) F*ua, (E.16)

Now we wrote these BLG supersymmetry variations in an ABJNanon but they are gauge
covariant, and close on-shell, only when the structure temsf 4, are real and totally anti-
symmetric, and indices are raised &Y.
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