arXiv:1608.02962v3 [hep-th] 15 Oct 2016

N =2 SUSY gauge theories on S*

Kazuo Hosomichi

Department of Physics, National Taiwan University, Taiper 10617, Taiwan
hosomiti@phys.ntu.edu.tw

Abstract

We review exact results in N/ = 2 supersymmetric gauge theories defined on S* and its deformation.
We first summarize the construction of rigid SUSY theories on curved backgrounds based on off-shell
supergravity, then explain how to apply localization principle to supersymmetric path integrals.
Closed formulae for partition function as well as expectation values of non-local BPS observables
are presented.

This is a contribution to the review volume “Localization techniques in quantum field theories”
(eds. V. Pestun and M. Zabzine) which contains 17 Chapters available at
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1 Introduction

Four-dimensional N’ = 2 supersymemtric gauge theories are known to be mathematically highly
constrained, and yet they can accommodate a variety of interesting physical phenomena. One
can therefore ask general questions about physics of strong gauge interactions in these theories and
expect a rather precise answer. The first non-trivial result was obtained by Seiberg and Witten [2,3]
for the structure of Coulomb branch moduli space as well as the mass of BPS particles. By
combining the constraints from N = 2 supersymmetry together with electro-magnetic duality, they
determined the exact prepotential which encodes the full low-energy effective Lagrangian, including
the contribution of instantons which were otherwise very difficult to evaluate at that time.
Another powerful approach to 4D N = 2 theories is localization, which makes use of super-
symmetry to reduce the difficult problem of infinite-dimensional path integral to a much simpler
problem. There is a class of 4D topological field theories, called topologically twisted theories [4],
which are obtained from A = 2 theories by changing the spin of fields according to their quantum
numbers under the internal symmetry SU(2)r. Once the SUSY localization is applied to those
theories, path integral can be shown to reduce to a finite-dimensional integral on instanton moduli
spaces. Nekrasov later proposed the so-called Omega-deformation [5-8] of the topologically twisted
theories, which further simplifies the integrals on moduli spaces by using the rotational symmetry of
R*. The resulting path integral is called Nekrasov’s instanton partition function, and is expressed as
a sum over point-like instanton configurations localized at the origin. Nekrasov’s partition function
was shown to reproduce the prepotential of N' = 2 theories in the limit of small Omega-deformation.
Moreover, it has given us a new insight into the connection between N = 2 gauge theories and
other branches of physics and mathematics, such as topological strings or integrable systems.

Pestun’s pioneering work Application of localization principle to quantum field theories has
been long restricted to topological field theories with scalar supersymmetry. A major breakthrough
was made by Pestun [9] who constructed N/ = 2 supersymmetric gauge theories on the four-sphere
S* and derived closed formulae for partition function as well as expectation values of certain Wilson
loops [9]. This article reviews his result and some of the subsequent work on exact supersymmetric
observables in A = 2 supersymmetric gauge theories on S* and its deformations.

The original motivation of the work [9] was to prove a conjecture which arose from the study
of AdS/CFT correspondence, that the expectation values of supersymmetric circular Wilson loops
in /' = 4 super Yang-Mills theory are given by Gaussian matrix integral [10,/11]. Instead of
topological field theories with scalar SUSY, Pestun constructed physical A" = 2 SUSY theories on
5% via conformal map from flat R*. By a successful application of SUSY localization principle,
the path integral was shown to reduce to a finite-dimensional integral. A one-parameter (mass)
deformation of the AV =4 SYM called N = 2* theory was studied in detail, and it was found that
the integrand simplifies dramatically at a special value of the mass. In this way, it was analytically
shown that the S* partition function is precisely given by a Gaussian matrix integral [9,12]. See
Contribution [13] for more detail on the application of localization to the problems in AdS/CFT.

Pestun’s work is the first nontrivial example in which a coherent and fully explicit prescription
was given for physical supersymmetric models on curved spaces, from the construction of theories
to the evaluation of supersymmetric observables. Exact formulae were obtained later for partition
functions of supersymmetric gauge theories on S® [14-16], S? [17,/18] and S® [19-21] by following
basically the same program. Together with the supersymmetric partition functions on S'x 8% called



superconformal indices, the sphere partition functions are now regarded as powerful analytic tools
to explore non-perturbative aspects of SUSY gauge theories. In particular, for CFTs with right
number of supersymmetry in even dimensions, it was shown that the sphere partition function
is protected from regularization ambiguity and computes the Kéahler potential for the space of
marginal couplings [22}23].

Important applications of Pestun’s result have been made for a family of 4D N = 2 theories
of “class S” [24], that are known to show up on the worldvolume of multiple M5-branes (5 + 1-
dimensional object in M-theory) wrapped on punctured Riemann surfaces. In particular, Alday,
Gaiotto and Tachikawa (AGT) discovered a surprising correspondence between exact S* partition
functions of the class S superconformal theories for two Mb5-branes and correlation functions of
2D Liouville conformal field theory [25] (see Contribution [26]). Generalization to gauge groups of
higher rank and Toda conformal field theories was soon proposed by Wyllard [27]. This discovery
brought us with another new insight into the mathematical structure underlying 4D N = 2 gauge
theories. It also triggered an extensive study of similar correspondences between quantum field
theories in different dimensions that follow from compactifications of multiple M5-branes.

Squashing Supersymmetric gauge theories and exact physical observables have also been studied
on manifolds which are less symmetric than sphere. One motivation for this generalization arose
from the AGT relation, since the partition function on the round S* was shown to correspond to
Toda CFTs at a special (self-dual) value of the coupling, b = 1. Nontrivial results along this line
of generalization were first obtained in [28] and [29] for 3D N = 2 supersymmetric theories on
certain squashed spheres with a background vector field turned on. The supersymemtry there is
characterized by generalized Killing spinors with a specific coupling to the vecor field.

For theories with different amount of SUSY and in other dimensions, the most natural framework
to explore supersymmetric curved backgrounds is off-shell supergravity |30], See Contribution [31].
For 4D N = 2 theories this idea was employed in [32] to construct supersymmetric ellipsoid back-
grounds, which depend on a squashing parameter b measuring the deformation from the round
sphere geometry. The partition function on this background was shown to reproduce the correla-
tors of Toda CFTs at general values of the coupling. The rigid supersymmetric backgrounds were
systematically classified and deformations of S* were studied within A” = 1 off-shell supergravity
in [33H37], and in [38] within A/ = 2 supergravity. Different versions of deformations of the round
5S4 have been studied in [39,40], while the backgrounds of other topologies, such as products of
spheres and AdS spaces, have been studied in [41H45], where the results have been used to study
the loop correction to the entropy of certain charged black holes. Supersymmetric deformations of
the round sphere geometry have also been applied to the computation of Rényi entropy in gauge
theories in D = 3,4, 5; see [46-50].

Supersymmetric observables Localization techniques have also been applied to compute ex-
pectation values of various supersymmetric observables. An important class of observables in 4D
N = 2 theories are supersymmeric Wilson and ’t Hooft loop operators, defined from the worldlines
of electrically or magnetically charged particles. It is a remarkable feature of N' = 2 supersym-
metric theories that one can make quantitative statements about properties of these particles, in
particular how they are exchanged among each other under S-duality [24]. Also, a number of
nontrivial conjectures on the expectation values of loop operators have been proposed from AGT
relation and checked explicitly [51-53]. The effect of deformations of the theories on Wilson loop



and local observables were studied in [54].

Another important class of nonlocal operators are surface operators, which have two dimensional
worldvolume inside four dimensions. See [55] for a review. They are defined either by introducing
two-dimensional field theory degrees of freedom on the surface or by imposing singular behavior on
gauge and other fields along the surface. They were first introduced in [56] in the study of geometric
Langlands program within the framework of 4D N = 4 SYM theory. Interesting progress has been
made for surface operators in N' = 2 supersymmetric theories through the comparison of the gauge
theory analysis with the results from topological string or predictions from AGT relation [51,(57H65].

Conventions Throughout this article, we use the indices «;, 5, - -+ and ¢, B, for 4D chiral and
anti-chiral spinors. The indices are raised and lowered by the antisymmetric invariant tensors B,
b €aBs €44 with nonzero elements

2= 2l = —€19 = €91 = 1. (1.1)
Following Wess-Bagger [66] we suppress the pairs of undotted indices contracted in the up-left,
down-right order, or pairs of dotted indices contracted in the down-left, up-right order. We also
use the set of 2 x 2 matrices (0%)aq and (%)% with a = 1,--- , 4 satisfying standard algebras. In
terms of Pauli’s matrices 7% they are given by

0% = —i19,
o

1

¢ =47 (a=1,2,3)
4=1.

Qi
Il

(1.2)

Qi
|

)

(G40 — Gp04). Note that oy is anti-self-dual, i.e.

D=

We also use o4 = %(O‘aa'b — 0p04) and Tg =
Ogb = —%e’fabcddcd, while 7, is self-dual.

For 4D N = 2 theories on flat space, supersymmetry is parametrized by constant spinors £, 4 and
ﬁ_’j. The index A = 1,2 indicates that they transform as doublet under SU(2) R-symmetry which
commutes with the generators of Poincaré symmetry but rotates the supercharges. In addition,
§ana and f_ﬁ carry U(1) R-charges +1 and —1. Throughout this article, these SUSY parameters are
Grassmann-even quantities.

2 Construction of theories

Here we review the construction of A/ = 2 supersymmetric gauge theories on S* using off-shell
supergravity. We then present a number of nontrivial supergravity backgrounds with rigid super-
symmetry, including the supersymmetric deformation of S* into ellipsoids.

2.1 Conformal Killing spinors on S*

As the round S* is conformally flat, 4D N = 2 superconformal theories can be constructed on S4
by a conformal map from flat R*. Let £ be the radius of S*. The superconformal symmetry is then
described by conformal Killing spinors satisfying

1 . - - T
DmfA = <8m + 4Q$rlz)aab> fA = —’ldmfh, Dm£f4 = _Eamé‘Aa
- 1 - o ) -
Dpéa = <8m + Q%)&ab> €= —defh, Dmqu = _@UmfA- (2.1)



bosons qR fermions qrR

Imn metric 0 ¥ma chiral gravitino +1

(V)% gauge field for SU(2)g | 0 || thma anti-chiral gravitino | —1

Vin gauge field for U(1)g 0 na  chiral spinor +1

Tonn anti-self-dual tensor +2 N4  anti-chiral spinor —1
T self-dual tensor —2
M scalar 0

Table 1: fields and their U(1)g charges gr in off-shell 4D N = 2 supergravity

This is a coupled first-order differential equation for 16 spinor components, and therefore has 16
independent solutions corresponding to the fermionic generators of the 4D A = 2 superconformal
algebra. Lagrangian theories of vector multiplets and massless hypermultiplets are all supercon-
formal at the classical level, so they can be unambiguously defined on the round S* in this way.
For massive theories on S%, the superconformal symmetry is broken to a subgroup OSp(2[4). This
means that the mass terms are constructed in such a way that a subset of supercharges correspond-
ing to the Killing spinors

Dypéa = —éame 5, Dpéa= —§5m53 -5 (2:2)

is preserved. Here t,¢ are constant traceless U(2) matrices satisfying ¢t = ¢t = 1. They can be
brought into a standard form, say ¢t =t = 73, using R-symmetry.

2.2 Generalized Killing spinors and N = 2 Supergravity

Off-shell supergravity allows to construct supersymmetric field theories on more general curved
backgrounds [30]. The independent fields in the standard gravity multiplet (also called Weyl multi-
plet) in 4D N = 2 supergravity [67-70] (see also reviews [71,[72]) are listed in Table[ll Supergravity
backgrounds are specified by the classical values of all the bosonic fields, while the fermionic fields
are all taken to vanish. A background is supersymmetric if the local SUSY variation of fermions,
(we quote the formula from [72] with certain rescalings of fields)

QUma = Dpéa + THopoméa +iomély,
QUima = Dpéa + TG méa + iomély,
Qna = 8™ EAD Ty + 16iT 0336y — 3ME 4 + 2i0™E B (Vinn ) By + 4i0™ AV,
Qija = 8™ EAD Tynn + 16iT M 51,E4 — 3ME 4 + 2™ ER(Vinn) By — 4i6™ €4 Vinn,  (2.3)

all vanish for a suitable choice of spinor fields (£4,€4) and (¢4, &,). Here the covariant derivatives
are with respect to the local Lorentz as well as SU(2) x U(1) R-symmetries. For example,

Dpéa = <am + iQ%’Jab> Ea+iep(Vin) Py — iVinéa. (2.4)

We also denoted the U(1)g gauge field strength by OV — 0, Vin = Vppn and similarly for the
SU(2)g field strength (V;,,,)5,. With the simplifying assumption

Vi =0, (2.5)



the above BPS condition can be transformed into the form presented in [32],

D+ THopoméa = —ionél,
Dinéa + THG1Gmen = —iamEl,
05" Dy Dpép + 4D T ™ cléq = Méy,
5™ Dy Dpéa + AD)Tynd™ 564 = MEn, (2.6)

where M = M — %R. This gives a consistent generalization of the conformal Killing spinor equation
(2.1) on S*. Hereafter we use M rather than M in accordance with [32], but note that the latter
has a better transformation property under Weyl rescaling. The equations ([2.6]) are invariant under
Grmn — €2P Gy if accompanied by

€A — eépfz‘h g,/A — e*%pg;b Ton — eimenv M — eisza

€ — e%péA, E"A — e—%P&, T — € P (2.7)

2.3 Transformation laws and Lagrangians

Supergravity also gives a description of local SUSY-invariant couplings of matter systems to gravity.
By sending the Newton constant to zero in such a description, one can decouple gravity from the
matter and treat the fields in gravity multiplet as classical background fields. In this way one can
systematically construct rigid SUSY theories on various curved backgrounds.

Vector multiplet consists of a gauge field A,,, scalars ¢, ¢, gauginos Aqa, A\aa and an SU(2)g-
triplet auxiliary scalar D p. They transform under supersymmetry as

QA,, = ittopia —iE2G A4,
Qo = —it" A4,
Q¢ = +if* M4,
QA = 50" a(Fn + 80Tnn) + 20" EaDim¢ + 0" Dinfad + 2i€ald, ¢ + Dapt”,
QM = 26" EA(Frn + 86T nn) + 26" €ADimé + 6" Dinbad — 2ia¢, @] + Dapé®,
QDuap = —ifAG™DimAp — i€gG™ DA + i€ 40 ™ Dy Ap + i€ DinAa
—2[¢,Earp + EpAal + 2[0, EarB + EAA] (2.8)

Note that the following combination of vector and scalar fields is Q-invariant,
O = 2040 — 28" — 2iE5 " Ea A, (2.9)
which will become important later. SUSY invariant Yang-Mills kinetic Lagrangian reads
Lyy = ;QTr(%anFm" 16 (FT™ + ¢T™) + 64G> Ty T™™ + 64> Ty T™™
— 4D D™ p 4+ 2M pp — 2iN 0™ D da — 202 [h, Aa] + 2204 [h, A a]
+ 406,62 - 10" Dy ) + 3;%2Tr(g’Wka,an) . (2.10)

dmi

One instanton factor is ¢ = e*™7 with 7 = % + 7
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For U(1) vector multiplets one can also construct a Feyet-Illiopoulos type invariant. Let wAB =

wB4 be an SU(2)g-triplet background field satisfying

1 _
wPep = iananA + 2Tj oM,

~ 1 _ B
wBEép, = 5_”Dn§A + 2T R, (2.11)

Then the following is SUSY-invariant.
Lrr=( {wABD AB — M(¢+ ¢) — 64¢T Ty — 64T Ty — 8FM(Thy + Tkl)} . (2.12)

Note that this term breaks the conformal invariance. By comparing with the Killing spinor equation
, one finds typ = tap = ilwap on the round S* of radius ,.

The system of r hypermultiplets consists of scalars gra and fermions ar, Yar, with I =
1,---,2r. The scalars obey the reality condition

(ara)t = ¢ = Qg3 (2.13)
where Q7 is the real antisymmetric Sp(r)-invariant tensor satisfying
Q) =—Qp;, QK = 6k

The tensor /7 and its inverse are used to raise or lower the Sp(r) indices. The pair of Sp(r)
indices will be suppressed in the following when contracted in the top-left, bottom-right order, like
¢ qra = q*qa. The hypermultiplet fields can be coupled to vector multiplet by embedding the
gauge group into Sp(r). The covariant derivative of gr4, for example, is then given by

Dyqra = amQIA - i(Am)IJQJA + Z.(]IB(Vm)BA' (2'14)

It is a little intricate to write down an off-shell SUSY transformation rule for hypermultiplet
fields explicitly. As is well known, for rigid N' = 2 SUSY theories with hypermultiplets on flat
space, there is no formalism which realizes all the 8 supercharges at once with finite number of
auxiliary fields. However, when applying localization method, one always picks up one of the super-
charges corresponding to a particular choice of Killing spinor &4, &4, and requires that particular
supercharge to be realized off-shell. What we will present here is an off-shell realization of just one
supercharge.

To balance the number of bosons and fermions in hypermultiplet, we need to introduce the
auxiliary scalar fields F} ;, where I is the Sp(r) index and A =1,2 is a new auxiliary index. We

also introduce [32] the spinor fields £ ;, € ; satisfying

€als —EAgg =0
A +E4 =0
EAE + €465 = 0,

0

AgME ) + EAgmE, = (2.15)



A solution to the above conditions is given by
_ FAF
g’A = céfA, SA = —c*%EA (A=A=1,2) where c= —ngA.
B

There are more solutions since the equations (2.15)) is invariant under local SL(2) transformations

(2.16)

acting & 4 and E 4 through the index A, but one can show the solution is unique up to this SL(2).
Using them the SUSY transformation rule for hypermultiplet can be expressed as follows,

Qqa = —ifat) + i€at),
QY = 20™EADmg” + 0" Dinlagt — dicadq” + 28, FA,
QY = 26™EADmg" + 6" Dinéag? — dilapq” + 26 F 4,
QF; = i40™ Dimtp — 26300 — 26 1 Apq” + 2i€4 (0" T )y
— i€ 10" Dot + 26 100 + 26 jApq® — 2i€ (M T . (2.17)
Similar off-shell transformation rule was used in [9] for 4D N' = 4 SYM theory using Berkovits
construction of 10D /' =1 SYM theory |73|. The SUSY invariant kinetic Lagrangian is

Liat = 3Dma*D™qa — ¢*{¢, ¢} aa + 2¢*Dapg® + L(M + R)q*qa
— 26" Dytp — S0 + 2 + Lot Ty — S0 Ty
— A+ Phagt — LFAFS. (2.18)
The auxiliary symmetry transforms F} 4, £ 4 and & all as doublets, and it is actually SU(2) since

we need to impose Fj 4 a reality condition similar to . To complete the off-shell formalism
for hypermultiplets, one needs to specify the background gauge field (Vm)A p for this auxiliary
symmetry which we call SU(2)y.

The commutant of the gauge group within Sp(r) gives the global symmetry. One can introduce
the mass for hypermultiplets by coupling an abelian subgroup of the global symmetry to background
vector multiplets. Mass parameters are identified with the constant value of their scalar components
¢,¢. They have to be chosen not to break supersymmetry, so the fermion components of the
background vector multiplet must have vanishing SUSY variation. The classical values

¢ = ¢ = constant, Dap = 2wap¢ (2.19)

preserve the supersymmetry if the corresponding Killing spinor satisfy (2.11]).
The square of supersymmetry Q yields a sum of bosonic symmetry transformations including
the translation by v™ = 2646™¢y,

Q* =L,
+ Gauge 206481 — 26¢" ¢4 + 0™ Ap]
+ Lorentz [D[avb] + 0" Q|
+ Scale[ — £640™ Dypéa — $Dp&A0™E L]
+ Ry [ — 2640 Diéa + LDt E]
+ Rsv)| — €0 Dmp) + iDm& a0 Ep)y + 0" Vinas]
+ Rsu(2) [2ig(AUmDmgB) - QiDmg(AUmgB)
+ 4i€ Ao Thlp) — 4i§(A5lekl§B) + 0" Vian] - (2.20)



Note that the Killing spinor (€4, €4), the auxiliary spinor (& i £ i) as well as all the background fields
belonging to the gravity multiplet have to be invariant under Q2. This can be used to determine
the form of (V;,)4 ;- Note also that, if one wants to introduce the mass or FI terms into the theory,
the Killing spinor has to satisfy an extra condition . This implies

20 Dnéa = €46 Dinéa = 0, (2.21)

so that Q? does not yield scale or U(1)g transformations.

2.4 Examples of SUSY backgrounds

Let us review here some important examples of classical supergravity backgrounds with rigid SUSY.

Topological twist It is known that 4D A = 2 theories can be put on any 4D spaces preserving
a single scalar supercharge by a procedure called Donaldson-Witten topological twist [4]. In the
supergravity framework, topological twist corresponds to turning on a background SU(2)g gauge
field which equals the self-dual part of spin connection,

1 .
ZQ%)(&ab)AB + Z(Vm)AB =0, (2.22)

so that the constant spinor £,4 = 0, ff{ = (5?‘4 satisfies the Killing spinor equation . The super-
symmetry Q is nilpotent up to gauge transformations, so that one can define physical observables
by cohomology of Q acting on gauge-invariant operators.

The choice of the background SU(2)r gauge field allows one to identify the indices A, B, - --
with the dotted spinor indices. The chiral gaugino A,4 then turns into a vector v, which is the
superpartner of A,, under Q, whereas the anti-chiral gaugino 5\% gives rise to a scalar n and a self-
dual tensor ;" . The fermion x| and its superpartner play the role of Lagrange multiplier which
reduces the path integral over the gauge field to a finite-dimensional moduli space of instanton
configurations satisfying %%lmnF MmN = —Fy;. The contribution from k-instanton configurations is
weighted by ™™ = ¢* since the SYM action can be written as

1
SvyMm :2m'7"87r2/TrF/\F+Q(-~). (2.23)

Similarly, by setting SU(2)r gauge field equal to the anti-self-dual part of spin connection, one
obtains a supersymmetric background corresponding to anti-twisted theory for which the path
integrals localize to moduli space of anti-instantons.

Omega backgrounds Omega background is a deformation of topologically twisted theory such
that Q is not nilpotent but squares to an isometry of the background metric. The simplest example
is the Omega-deformation of flat space often denoted as R?mz' Path integrals of gauge theories on
such a background reduce to equivariant integrals on instanton moduli space, that is the problem of
counting the configurations of point-like instantons localized at the origin, and gives the definition
of Nekrasov’s instanton partition function [5-§].

To be a little more explicit, the Omega background R

which squares to a rotation,

Q2:iﬁv+('--), vK(azla—x a>+62<x38— a). (2.24)

(91‘2 2(97.% 8.7}4 $467$3

4

e1,¢, 18 characterized by a scalar supercharge



To realize it within the supergravity framework, one chooses the Killing spinor with constant {4 as
before, and also a nonvanishing &4 so that 2646™&,4 = v™ holds. More explicitly,

—. 1 . 1 _.
€1a4 = Ediv éaA = _ivm(am)adgj . (225)

In order for this to satisfy the equation (2.6 one needs to put

€2 — €1

_ 1 _ 1
M=Ty=0, Ty= —gD[kU” <Ol" §Tkldl'kdl‘l = 6

(dztdx? — dxgdx4)> (2.26)
Note that for €e; = €3 no background auxiliary fields need to be turned on. A related remark is
that the orientation reversal of one of the coordinate axes (“parity”) leads to the sign flip of either
€1 or €2, but at the same time flips the definition of chirality for spinors. Therefore, twisted theory
on R? _ and anti-twisted theory on R? are related by parity.

€1,€2 €1,—€2

For the choice of Killing spinor (2.25]), the simplest solution to the equation (2.15)) is

< 1 z. 3 1 Lok
A A A ~ A
& = Eéav £+ = §Um(o_m)aa£a : (2.27)
Therefore the SU(2)g indices are identified with dotted spinor indices as before, whereas the SU(2)y
indices are identified as undotted spinor indices.
More generally, starting from a topologically twisted theory on a manifold with an isometry

generated by a Killing vector field v, one can introduce Omega-deformation by choosing the Killing
spinor as ([2.25) and the background fields as in (2.26)).

The sphere and ellipsoids Here we review the construction of a supersymmetric ellipsoid back-
ground following [32]. The ellipsoid of our interest is defined as a hypersurface embedded in the
flat R?,

2 2 2 2 2
xy xi+tax;  x3+xTy
2 + 7 + = - 1. (2.28)

with U(1) x U(1) isometry. Note that here we are interested in the “physical” SUSY and not the
SUSY of topologically twisted theories, so that the observables should depend non-trivially on some
of the axis-length parameters ¢, ,r. The square of the SUSY will include a linear combinations of
the two U(1) isometries rotating the 12- and 34-planes about the origin.

A convenient set of coordinates is the polar angles (p, 0, ¢, x) which are related to the Cartesian
coordenates on R® as

Ty = T COSp,

x1 = {£sin pcosf cos g,

xo = {sin pcosfsin @,

T3 = Zsinpsichosx,

x4 = Usin psinfsiny. (2.29)

The two U(1) isometries of the ellipsoid are generated by Killing vectors 9, and dy. The north
pole (p = 0) and the south pole (p = 7) are the two fixed points of the isometry. Using the above
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polar angle cordinate system, we see the ellipsoid as a squashed S® (with coordinates 6, o, ) fibred
over a segment 0 < p < 7. ~
For the round S* with ¢ = ¢ = r the metric becomes

ds? = (dp? +sin’p-dsiss)) = E'E' 4.+ E'E*. (2.30)
A standard choice for the vielbein one-forms E¢ is
El =/sinpcosfdy, E'=/(sinpsinfdy, E>=/{sinpdf, E*=tdp. (2.31)

Note that E', E?, E3 are proportional to the vielbein on the round S2. A nice fact about this choice
of frames is that one can relate part of the Killing spinor equation on S* to that on S2, so that the
independent Killing spinors on S* are all given by those on S multiplied by some functions of p.
Let us choose the following particular solution,

. = . k=75
€A=2 = Sll’l% cK_, 5A:2 = — COS% cK_, 2 Fe (FpEx+0)

§a=1 =sinf - ry, §a=1 = +icos§ - Ky, 1 < e%(iwi"_e) ) (232)
2

The square of the corresponding SUSY includes a rotation v = €(9,,+ dy) with € = £~1. The theory
near the north pole is thus approximately the topologically twisted theory on Rie, whereas the
theory near the south pole is the anti-twisted theory on Ri_e, where the minus sign accounts for
the relative orientation flip between the two polar regions. It then follows from SUSY localization
that, as long as we are interested in supersymmetric observables, the instantons and anti-instantons
have to be localized at the north and south poles respectively. Their contributions are thus expressed
by products of two Nekrasov partition functions with ¢; = eg = ¢~ [9].

It is natural to ask whether there are supersymmetric deformations of the round sphere geometry
which approach the general Omega background, with €; and €5 independent, near the two poles. A
reasonable guess would be that there should a supersymmetric ellipsoid background with nonzero
auxiliary fields in gravity multiplet, such that remains a Killing spinor. If that is the case,
the Killing vector field v appearing in the square of supersymmetry is

| =

v o= QgAa‘manm = 616904-626)(, (61 = %, €9 > (2.33)
which indeed approach the desired rotation generator near the poles.

It was shown in [32] that the above naive guess is actually right. The generalized Killing
spinor equation , with the above form of €4 and £4 assumed, can be regarded as a linear
algebraic equation for the auxiliary fields Ty, Trn, (Vin)3, M in gravity multiplet. Though the
set of equations looks highly over-determined, it was shown to have a family of solutions. The
explicit form of the background fields was obtained in [32]. The square of the supersymmetry was
shown to be given by

€1 + €
7_3

Q2 =1L, + Gauge [@] + RSU(Q) [@AB] + RSU(2) [éAB], 0=06=— 5

(2.34)

where we used the standard solution for & i 5 i 1' to fix the gauge for local SU(2)y symmetry,
and & was defined in (2.9).
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It is an interesting exercise to study the behavior of the supersymmetric ellipsoid background
near the poles. Near the north pole one can use the Cartesian coordinates

z1 = Llpcosfcosy, o =~Llpcoshsing, x3=~Llpsinfcosy, z4=Lpsinfsiny, (2.35)

assuming |z| < £ ~ {. There the chiral component 4 of the Killing spinor vanishes linearly
in p, whereas the anti-chiral component €4 stays finite. Therefore, by a suitable local Lorentz and
SU(2)R rotations it can be transformed into the form . Using ¢; = /7! and e = 71, one
can show the auxiliary field T}, agrees with and T}, = 0 to the leading order in small €;]z|.
However, the ellipsoids have nonvanishing curvature tensor, and accordingly the SU(2)r gauge field
is also non-vanishing. The nonzero components of the Riemann tensor R and the SU(2)r gauge
field strength (an)AB, measured in Cartesian coordinates, are of the order 2. See [74] for the full
details.

Local T2-bundle fibrations It was shown in [74] that the ellipsoid backgrounds of [32] can
be regarded as an example of supersymmetric local T?-bundle fibrations, for which one can apply
the same procedure as explained above to determine the necessary background auxiliary fields for
general squashing parameters.

3 Partition function

Let us review here the application of localization principle to A/ = 2 supersymmetric path integrals
on S*, with some close look into the use of index theorem and the fixed point formula. We also
present a closed form for the partition function, and review how it simplifies to a Gaussian matrix
integral for N' = 2* theories for special choices of mass parameter.

3.1 Localization principle

Let us recall how the SUSY localization principle simplifies the problems of path integration. Sup-
pose a quantum field theory with an action S and a path-integral measure [ has a supersymmetry
Q, which means that the expectation values of Q-exact observables all vanish.

(QO) = /e_S QO =0. (3.1)
In such a theory, expectation values of Q-invariant observable are invariant under any deformation
of the action of the form S — S + tQV, where the parameter ¢ is arbitrary and Q?V = 0. It is

standard to construct V as the bilinear of all the fermions ¥ and their Q-variations, because QV
will then have manifestly positive-definite bosonic part.

v = [deygY@uiv.
v
QV = /d4x\/§[Z(Q\1:)TQ\1:+---] . (3.2)

v
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The values of supersymmetric observables should be t-independent, so one may evaluate them at a
very large t. There the deformed action is dominated by the term QV, and nonzero contribution
to the path integral arise only from the vicinity of saddle points characterized by

QU =0 for all the fermions . (3.3)

Let us apply this to the general N’ = 2 gauge theories of vector and hypermultiplets on ellipsoids.
It is easy to check that the saddle point equation (3.3)) is solved by

vector multiplet : A, =0, ¢=0¢= —%ao (constant), Dup = —iagwap,
hypermultiplet : g4 = F; =0, (3.4)

where w4 p was introduced in . What is more non-trivial is to prove there are no other saddle
points: this has been done explicitly only for the case of round S* [9]. Assuming that it continues
to be the case for more general ellipsoid backgrounds, one can argue that the path integral reduces
to a finite-dimensional integral over the space of saddle points parametrized by a Lie algebra-valued
constant ag.

An important subtlety in solving the saddle point equation is that, if one relaxes the condition
that the solution be smooth everywhere, the gauge field is allowed to take nonzero singular values
localized at the two poles [9]. The field strength must be anti-self-dual at the north pole and self-
dual at the south pole. This is how the (anti-)instanton can make nonperturbative contribution
to supersymmetric observables. As was explained in the previous section, their contribution is
precisely given by Nekrasov’s partition function, with argument g for instantons at the north pole
and ¢ for the anti-instantons at the south pole.

Localization principle thus leads to the following formula for partition function,

Z = /dTao e=50) 7, 1000 (a0, M, €1, €2) Zinst (a0, M, G €1, €2) Zinst (a0, m, G, €1, €2) - (3.5)

Here the identification ¢, = 1/¢, eo = 1/ was used. S¢(ag) is the original action evaluated at
saddle points, and the product of Nekrasov’s partition function Zi,s expresses the contribution
of (anti-)instantons at the poles. The one-loop factor Zj o0, arises from path integrating over
all the modes orthogonal to the saddle point locus, for which Gaussian approximation gives an
exact answer thanks to localization principle. Finally, although the saddle points are labeled by a
Lie-algebra valued parameter ag, the integral can be reduced to its Cartan subalgebra. As is well
known, the invariant measure [dag] on a Lie algebra is related to the measure d"ay on its Cartan
subalgebra by
[dao] = d"ao- [] (a0~ a)*. (3.6)
aEA L

In the formula , the Vamdermode factor is understood to be contained in Z1_j0p.

The SUSY invariant action in general consists of the Yang-Mills term , the Feyet-Illiopoulos
term and the hypermultiplet kinetic term . Its classical value at the saddle point ag is
therefore given by the sum of the following,

2 ~ ~
Syni = 897T2€€Tr(a3), Sp1 = —16in200Cag, Smat = 0. (3.7)

In fact, one can show that Sma is exact under the supersymmetry corresponding to Killing spinors
satisfying £€4¢4 — €464 = 1.
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3.2 Gauge fixing

We now turn to the explicit path-integration. The first thing we have to do is to fix a gauge.
Following the standard prescription, we introduce the ghost ¢, anti-ghost ¢ and a Lagrange multiplier
boson B. We also introduce a nilpotent symmetry Qp which acts on every physical field X as a
gauge transformation by parameter c,

Qp X = Gauge[c] X. (example: QpAnm = D, QpAa = i{c, )\A}> (3.8)
To achieve nilpotency, the ghost fields should transform by Qg as follows,

Qpc=ice, Qpc=B, QpB=0. (3.9)

Here we decide not to fix the coordinate-independent part of the gauge symmetry by this procedure.
Therefore the fields ¢, ¢, B are assumed to have no constant modes. (One could alternatively
eliminate the constant modes of those fields by introducing constant “ghost-for-ghost” fields [9,32].)
We also define the action of Q on the ghost fields

Qc=ayp— P, Qc=0, QB =iLlyc+ ilag,d, (3.10)
so that the square of the total supercharge Q = Q + Qg acts on all the fields as follows (compare
with the formula (2.34) for Q?),

Q2 =L, + Gauge [ao] + RSU(2) [—%(61 + 62)‘7‘3] + RSU(Q) [—%(61 + 62)7’3] . (3.11)

Usual gauge fixing proceeds by choosing an arbitrary gauge-fixing functional G, for example the
Lorentz gauge G = 0,,A™, and modifying the action by the addition of gauge-fixing term Qg(cG).
As was shown in [9], one can replace the gauge-fixing term by Q(&@) without changing the value of
partition function. The total supersymmerty Q is then preserved and can be used for localization
argument.

3.3 Determinants and index

We now turn to the gauge-fixed path integral with respect to fluctuations around saddle points.
We take the Q-exact deformation term (including the gauge-fixing term)

QV = Q(V +&@q), (3.12)

to be very large, so that Gaussian approximation becomes actually exact and path integral simply
gives rise to determinants. We also notice that, after the introduction of ghost fields, the number
of bosons and fermions agree off-shell: a vector multiplet consists of ten bosons (A, @, ¢, Dag, B)
and ten fermions (Aaa, A%, ¢, €), likewise a hypermultiplet consists of four bosons (ga, F4) and four
fermions (1, %®). This is of course important for the localization principle to work.

We move to a new set of fields which is particularly useful for evaluating the fluctuation deter-
minant. We first define fermions without spinor indices from gauginos,

= —itM 4 — &4, U = i€0 4 — i85 mAa, Eap = 2§arp) — 264Ap), (3.13)
so that the supersymmetry transformation rule simplifies.

Q¢2 = \117 QAm = \Ilm; QEAB =Dap + ( o ) (314)
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Likewise, from the fermion in hypermultiplet we define

Uy = —iap+ilay,  Qqa = Ty,

< T —_ (3.15)
A = @W-ﬁgw, Q:A = FA—F('”).

[1]

It is then convenient to take five bosons X = (A, ¢2 = ¢ — @), five fermions E = (Z4p, ¢, c) and
their Q—superpartners as independent variables for vector multiplet. Similarly, for hypermultiplet
we take two bosons X = g4, two fermions & = Z; and their Q—superpartners as independent
variables.

In quadratic approximation, the Q-exact deformation term decomposes into vectormul-
tiplet and hypermultiplet parts, and each term has the structure

Av = [ Doo Dot X
1% = X, 2 A
quad. Q )< Dy D1 ) < Q=

" ~n [ -H 0 Doo  Do1 X >
V = (X, Q= A
Q quad. ( Q ) < 0 1 ) < Dyp Dn ) < in
K,
A = [ Doo Do 10 QX
(QX, =) ( Dy Dy > ( 0 H ) < = ) (3.16)
=K;

where we denoted H = QQ. The Gaussian integral thus gives the square root of the following ratio

of determinants,
det K¢ det=H _ detCokeerH

detK, detxH  detgerp, H
The last equality follows from the fact that the fields X and E take values on the spaces related by
the operator Dyg, and that H commutes with Di1g. The ratio of determinants is closely related to
the index defined by

(3.17)

Ind(Dlo) = TrKerDlo (e_th) — TrCokerDlg (e_th) . (3.18)

The index can be evaluated using the fixed-point formula, which is based on the following
simple idea. We are interested in the trace of the operator e *H! involving a finite diffeomorphism
™ — ™, and the index is the difference of the traces evaluated at the space of fields X and E.
Since the trace of a matrix is the sum of diagonal elements, the trace of a finite diffeomorphism
operator should be expressed as a d*z integral of a function involving §*(# — z). The index is thus
expressed as a sum over fixed point contributions,

Trx (e~ ]ay — Tra(e™"™) |
det(1 — 9z/0x)

Ind(Dyo) = Z (3.19)

xzo:fixed points

Defining 21 = z1 + iz9 and z9 = x3 + iz4 from the local Cartesian coordinate near the poles, one
can express the action of et ag

5 it B it
21 =21q1 = 21€L, Zo = 29qy = z1€ 1. (3.20)
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The determinant in the denominator is therefore given by

det(1 — 92/9z) = |(1 - q1)(1 - g2)[ (3.21)

The enumerator is the difference of the trace of e "1 acting on fields X and Z at fixed points. For

vector multiplet fields at the north pole it becomes

Trx(e—th) |NP . TrE(e—th) |NP

= Trage®) x {{@teta+o+rl) - (@e+lran+li)]  (3:22)
~~ —_—
Am ¢2 Das e

The contribution to the index from the North pole is therefore

(G+e+a+a@+1l)—(e+1+qagp+1+1)
1=q)(1=g)1—-q)1-q)

Neglecting some fields whose contribution is trivial, one can identify the above result with the index

Ind(Dyo)|xp = Tragy(e®?) x

(3.23)

of the self-dual complex (Dgp : QY LYor d—+> 021) valued in the adjoint representation of the gauge
group, defined by the instanton equation and gauge equivalence.

If the four factors in the denominator were all expanded into geometric series, the result would
be interpreted as the trace of e ""Ht evaluated by expanding all the fields into the basis of monomial
functions 2242z, However, such a trace would not make sense because there would be infinitely
many degenerate eigenmodes for each eigenvalue of H. The index does not suffer from the problem
of infinite degeneracy, because the fraction on the right hand side of is reducible reflecting
the cancellation between the fields X and =. But there remains another more subtle issue which
requires a careful regularization, as we will see below.

After simplifying the fraction, combining the contributions from the two poles and recalling
that the fields ¢, ¢ do not have constant modes, the index is given by

L+ 0192 L+ a1
(I—q)(1— QQ)}NP + [_ d—q)(l— QQ)}SP + 2} (3.24)

Ind(D10)|Vec = Tradj(eaot) X { |:—

for vector multiplet. Similarly, for hypermultiplet in the represetentation R of the gauge group the
index becomes

_ (ot (q14)? (q142)?
Ind(Di1o)hyp = Trpy g(€™") x {[(1 _qll)(21 _qz)]Np + [(1 _qll)(21 _qQ)]SP}. (3.25)

To read from the index the spectrum of H which is necessary for the computation of one-loop
determinant, one needs to expand the above expressions into series in q1,qs. But a priori there
is no natural choice whether to expand in positive or negative series in ¢’s. We have seen above
that fixed point formula allows one to express the index as a sum of pole contributions, but it
does not give us any further information about which eigenmode of H is supported around which
pole. Indeed, although the index of a differential operator D1g depends only on the term of highest
order in the derivative, the detailed behavior of its zeromodes depends on the subleading terms as
well. One can choose the subleading term in any convenient manner so that each eigenmode of H
has localized support near one of the poles. The index should of course be independent of such
regularizations.
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Let us look into this point in more detail, taking the hypermultiplet index as an example. To
the leading order in the derivatives, the differential operator D1g is given by

24 Do) 4547 = EM(i€40™Ep — i€ 0™ ER) Dimg®. (3.26)

We are interested in how the zeromode wavefunctions get localized near the poles depending on
the choice of the non-derivative terms. Since D1g has to commute with H, we follow the suggestion
in |9] and introduce a non-derivative term in Djg through the modification D, — D,, — 2isv,,,
where s is an arbitrary real parameter. Similar modification of differential operators was considered
in the study of Morse theory [75] and in particular the derivation of holomorphic Morse inequality
in [76).

Near the north pole one may identify =4 as a chiral spinor and ¢” as an anti-chiral spinor, and
(D10),p 1s then simply the Dirac operator

(3.27)

1 0z 0, —
D10 — 5O_TVL(Zarn + Svm) _ ( ) + S€g29 Z1 S€121 ) )

8;1 + s€121 —822 + S€azo

For vector multiplet, the relevant differential operator near the north pole has the index structure
(Dlo)d/j’ 46 and is the adjoint of the operator above twisted by an anti-chiral spinor bundle. As-

suming that e; = ¢! and ey = /=1 are both positive, the operator D1y can be shown to have no
=Z-zeromodes, but it has g-zeromodes of the following form,

2 2
s n—s(et]z1>+eal22|?) » m+l ntl
s>0 = qA:< o 0 , e =t g gy

0 . —m—l _,_1
A —iHt __ _aot | m—3 —n—y

s<0 = ¢= < 2’1715721@+s(e1|21\2+62\22|2) > e —° 4 2 ) (3.28)
This indicates one should expand the north-pole contribution to the index into positive (negative)
series in q1,qo if s > 0 (resp. s < 0). The analysis goes similarly near the south pole, with the
result that one has to series-expand in the opposite way. We thus arrive at the formula for the
index,

Ind(D1o)|vec = Tradj(e“‘)t){Q - @+ e e " ) }

m,n>0
41 el —m—l _p_1
md(D10)lyp = Trrea(e™) Y (a 2@ *+a ‘a °). (3.29)

m,n>0

Note the operator D1g has infinitely many zeromodes, owing to the fact that it is not elliptic but
only transversely elliptic |77].

The one-loop determinant factor Zi.j50p in can be easily obtained from the above formula
for the index. We assume ag to be in Cartan subalgebra and neglect ag-independent factors. One
then finds that Zy.140p, is a product of contributions from vector and hypermultiplets,

T(i&o . Oé)T(—i&o . Ct) R 9 N
Zlv-elgop = H (a0 - )’ X (Gg - a)® = H Y (iao - o),
aEA L aEA
h;  n —
Zl—}Icr:op = H T(% +1ag - p) ! ) (330)
PER
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1-loop*
normalized saddle-point parameter, « € A runs over positive roots of the gauge Lie algebra and

p € R runs over weights of the representation R. The function Y (x) is defined as an infinite product,

where we included the Vandermonde determinant 1} into Z7¢ Here o = Vllag is the

Y (z) = const - H (z+mb+nb ") (Q —x+mb+nb "), (Q =b+ %) (3.31)

m,n>0

where the parameter b is related to the ellipsoid geometry by b = (¢/ !7)% It appears frequently in
observables of Liouville or Toda CFTs with coupling b. See for example [78], where some important
properties of Y(x) are also summarized.

Note that one can read off an information on one-loop running of the gauge coupling from the
behavior of Zj_50p for 0 < ag,

87 ~2 7L ~2 ~92
SYM = ?Tr(ao), —In Zl-loop ~ ln(ﬁ )2 : {Tradj (ao) — TI'R (ao)} . (332)

Here we used the asymptotic behavior of Y (z) at large |z|,

InY(z) ~ (m— %)21nx+ (é - ?22) Inx — g<x— %)2+-~- . (3.33)

3.4 N =4 SYM and Gaussian matrix model

N = 2 gauge theory with massless adjoint hypermultiplet has an enhanced supersymmetry and is
called N/ = 4 SYM. Application of localization principle to this model is particularly interesting
since one can expect to obtain nontrivial and precise evidences for the AdS/CFT correspondence.
In this respect, there was a long standing conjecture that the expectation value of circular Wilson
loops in ' =4 SYM is given by a simple Gaussian matrix integral |[10,[11]. Pestun’s work [9] gave
an analytic proof of this conjecture.

The NV = 4 SYM can be deformed to the so-called N' = 2* theory by making the adjoint
hypermultiplet massive. The measure and the one-loop determinant part of the ellipsoid partition
function for this theory read

Ziom =TI Y (ido - )Y (—idg - ) (3.34)
oo Y(§ + ini +ido - o) T(§ +irh — ido - )

aEAJ,_

where m is the normalized (dimensionless) hypermultiplet mass. Note that it is invariant under
sign-flip of 7 since Y(z) = T(Q — x).

An obvious special value of the mass is m = +i@Q)/2, for which the T functions in the denomi-
nator and enumerator cancel precisely. Similar simplification happens also to Nekrasov’s partition
function. For example for U(N) gauge group, Zinst is simply given by a sum over the sets of N
Young diagrams weighted by ¢*, where k is the total number of boxes in the N diagrams. Therefore

Zinst = [ [(1 = ") 7. (3.35)
E>1

The only ag-dependence remaining in the integrand is the classical action Syy. The ag integral
can be easily performed and gives (Im7)~" /2. The result agrees with the torus partition function
of the 2D CFT of N massless scalars, but is different from Gaussian matrix integral.
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Another special value of the mass is m = i% (b=1—b), for which the measure and the determinant

become
T(ido . Oz)T(—ifLo . a) ~ 2
Z1doop = — = = ca)”, 3.36
1-loop H Y (b + iag - a) Y (b —iag - ) H (6o-a) (3:36)
QEA+ OCEA+

which is the natural measure for matrix integral. At the same time, the Nekrasov partition function
becomes trivial for this special value of m , namely Zj,t = 1, due to the emergence of fermionic
zeromodes in the moduli space of k(> 1) instantons. As was argued in [12], the additional fermion
zeromode is the consequence of supersymmetry enhancement. Thus the SUSY path integral reduces
to the Gaussian matrix integral for this special choice of m.

4 Supersymmetric observables

We review here the application of localization principle to the evaluation of supersymmetric non-
local observables — Wilson loops, 't Hooft loops and surface operators.

4.1 Wilson loops

Having understood how to compute partition function using localization principle, it is straightfor-
ward to include Wilson loop operators. Wilson loops are defined as usual by holonomy integrals
along closed paths, but in supersymmetric Wilson loops the gauge field is accompanied by scalar
fields in vector multiplet. Also, the loops have to be aligned with the direction of the isometry
generated by Q2. For generic mutually incommensurable choice of £, £, there are only two types of
supersymmetric closed paths:

S}O(p) . (o, x1, 2,3, 24) = (rcos p, {sin pcos p, sin psin p,0,0),
S}((p) o (o, 1, 29, 23, 24) = (rcos p, 0,0, £sin pcos x, £ sin psin x). (4.1)

Namely, S}D(p) is a circle within an (z1,22)-plane at a fixed xo and z3 = x4 = 0, and similarly
S}( (p) is a circle within an (x3,x4)-plane. The corresponding Wilson loop operators are

Wo(R) = TrRPeXpi/ dgp(A@—Qﬁ(gbcong—l—q_SsinZ g))’

SL(p)

Wy (R) = TrRPeXpi/

- dg (AX — 20(pcos® & + Gsin? g)). (4.2)
X

Note that the integrand is proportional to d of 1' evaluated along the path, so the SUSY
invariance is very easy to check. The expectation values of these operators can thus be evaluated
by just inserting their classical values

W,(R) = Trgexp (—2mbag), Wy (R) = Trrexp (—2mb~'ay) - (4.3)

into the integrand of ([3.5).
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4.2 ’t Hooft loops

't Hooft loops play an equally important role as Wilson loops. They were originally introduced
in |79] as a probe to distinguish different phases of gauge theories. Also, in 4D N = 2 SUSY gauge
theories, the Wilson and 't Hooft loop operators are known to transform among one another under
duality.

Definition of 't Hooft operator A ’t Hooft operator introduces a Dirac monopole singularity
along a path in a 4D space, and its charge is specified by a coweight B of the gauge group. Insertions
of 't Hooft operators therefore not only changes the classical SYM action S.j, but also affects the
one-loop and instanton parts of the formula since it changes the boundary condition for the
path integration variables. This problem was analized in detail in [53] for a single 't Hooft operator
inserted along a great circle in the equator S* of the round sphere.

Let us first study the operator lying along the z'-axis (22 = 23 = 2* = 0) in the flat R*. The
behavior of the magnetic field around it is

iy ed ok
Fr —feijkw (i,5,k = 2,3,4). (4.4)

When the #-angle is nonzero, the presence of magnetic charge changes the quantization condition
of electric charge [80]. This implies that the 't Hooft operator also induces nonzero electric field
proportional to 6,
i0g’B !
1672 |z3°

Fij ~ (4.5)
If we require the ’t Hooft operator to be halt-BPS, the scalars are also required to take non-zero
values around it. If the unbroken supersymmetry is characterized by &4 = 01£4€"”, the scalars
have to behave near the 't Hooft operator as follows,

(1 i¢*\ B - _. 1 i9g*\ B
~e | - - =5 | — ~e N - — 5 ] —. 4.6
ore (4 32772) e ( 1 3272 ) |z (46)
Cosider now general N' = 2 SUSY theories on the round S$* with radius ¢, and put a ’t Hooft
operator with charge B along the circle S}O at p = m/2, namely the intersection of the sphere 1)
with g = 23 = 24 = 0. Our Killing spinor (2.32)) satisfies £4 = —01£4 there, so we substitute
1o’

e’ = —1 into the above expressions for fields on R* and then map to S*. Using the Cartesian
coordinates x, - - - , x4 introduced in (2.28)), the value of gauge and scalar fields is

B i0g® B ¢dxdxo .
F = —Weijkaiidmjdl‘k + WW’ (i,5,k =0,3,4)
1 i0g>\ B iag _ 1 i#g*>\ B iag
_(_* 2 X0 == . 4.7
¢ < 4+327T2> lz| 27 ¢ 1 32 lz| 2 (47)

Here we used |z| = \/2% + 23 + z3, and we also included the constant terms for the scalars. It was
shown in [53] that the above expression with [B, ag] = 0 exhausts all the saddle point configurations
with the correct singular behavior of fields around the loop.
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Localization computation To compute the expectation values of 't Hooft operators, one needs
to work out the classical action on the saddle-point configuration , one-loop determinant and
instanton contribution. All of them receive nontrivial modification from ’t Hooft operator, as we
will now review.

The classical SYM action integral diverges near the 't Hooft loop since it corresponds to the
self-energy of monopole. It can be regularized by removing a neighborhood of the loop Bs x S!
from the integration domain, and adding the boundary term

Sboundary = iﬁ/ d—SOTr (e_io‘mﬁ + eiaﬂﬁ) F. (4.8)
S

2% Sl 2

Here ¢ is the coordinate along the loop and 7 is the complexified gauge coupling. The total classical
action evaluated on the saddle point (4.7)) is thus finite,

(Sym + Sboundary)‘ L= iWTTr(&IQ\]) + iﬂ%Tr(&g),
C
9g°B iB 0g°B  iB
o B B 4.
an = agf 1672 + 5 as = agl 1672 2 (4.9)

We notice here that dy and ag are the values of the scalar ® at the two poles, which are relevant
in the evaluation of equivariant integrals over the instanton moduli spaces there. Therefore the
argument of Nekrasov’s partition functions representing the effect of instantons at the north pole
(anti-instantons at the south pole) should be changed from ag to an (resp. ag).

Actually there is a subtlety in identifying an, ag with the value of (i>, since the latter contains
the gauge potential A,, and there is no globally well-defined expression for it in the presence of the
't Hooft operator. By integrating the expression for the field strength one finds

2
A= B (o WA (L oo

r3dry — xr4das r1dry — rodxy
dy=——F5-——+—", dp=——+5—, |z :\/az2+x2+x2. 4.10
( X xg + 55?1 2 :L‘% + $% | | 0 3 4 ( )

Near the north and south poles we choose the integration constant C' as +1 or —1 to avoid Dirac
string singularity and find d = an or & = ag, respectively. Near the equator, the natural choice
C =0 leads to
s 09°B
¢ =ap = a0l = 1672
Let us next turn to the evaluation of one-loop Gaussian integral over fluctuations from the
above saddle points. As in the previous section one can relate it to an index and express it as
a sum over contributions from fixed points. In addition to the north and south poles, this time
there is a nontrivial contribution from the equator in the vicinity of the loop, due to the change in
the boundary condition of fields there. We introduce the coordinates ¢ ~ ¢ + 27 and y1, Y2, y3 to
parametrize the local geometry S x R3 near the loop, assuming the loop is at the origin of R3. The
coordinate ¢ here is the same as the angle coordinate ¢ in , while the other angle coordinate
X there corresponds to the rotation angle in (y1, y2)-plane here.

(4.11)

Our Killing spinor £4,&4 () and & A,g 4 are anti-periodic in ¢. It is convenient to use a
local J3 transformations in SU(2)r and SU(2)y to make them all independent of ¢. Then vector
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multiplet fields become all periodic in ¢, while hypermultiplet fields are all antiperiodic. The index
involves the trace of e ™H  where

. 1 J
H=Q> = 7 (z‘&p +i0y + Gauge[&E]> = %8(/7 + Hs). (4.12)

Kaluza-Klein expansion with respect to ¢ thus relates the equatorial contribution to the index of
our interest to a 3D index. The reduction takes the following schematic form
=" d(Dg). (4.13)

Ind(D(4)) o

n

The sum with respect to n is over integers for vector multiplet index and half-odd integers for
hypermultiplets. For vector multiplet, the natural choice for the operator D5y is the one associated
with the gauge equivalence classes of small fluctuations around the singular solution to Bogomolny
equation F' + xDg¢py = 0,
1B
2yl

For hypermultiplet, the natural choice is the 3D Dirac operator D?g)p = iT4(0y, — i4;) + b2

B
F = _meijkyidyjdyka P2 = (4.14)

In [53] the 3D indices were evaluated by using Kronheimer’s construction of U(1)-invariant
instantons [81]. Consider Gibbons-Hawking parametrization of flat C?,

1 1
dz1dz; + dazodzy = E(dr2 + r2d9? + r?sin® 9dx?) 4 r(dy — 5 cos JIdx)?

1
= —dyidy; + |y[(dy +w)*.
1y lyl( )

(zl = /T cos ge%*w, 29 = /T sin ge%Jriw) (4.15)
An important fact here is that, if (A, ¢2) satisfies Bogomolny equation on R3, then

A=A =2y|¢2(dy +w), (4.16)

is an anti-self-dual and -translation invariant gauge field configuration on C2. Note also that the
singular monopole solution corresponds to a pure gauge A = Bd under this map. This map
also relates the 3D indices of interest to the restricted 4D indices, where the trace is taken only over
the space of 1-independent wave functions. For example, the index of DE’;C can be computed from
the index of 4D self-dual complex Dgp associated to the gauge equivalence class of fluctuations
from an anti-self-dual connection A, restricted to t-independent wave functions. The 3D index is

thus obtained by avaraging the 4D index over w-translations

2
d ; j
Ind(DE/?(:)C) - /0 i {TrKerDSD (efth(3>+wa) - TrCokerDSD (eiltH(3)+yaw)}A:Bd¢
2
d . . : .
= / 2—V {TI'KerDsD (671tH(3)+V(aw+lB)) - TrCokerDSD (eiltH(3)+y(aw +ZB))}
0 . A=0
B /27r dv  Traq(e®®H8) x (1 + 6_%)(1 — 6%+iy)(1 - e%_w> (4.17)
0 27 (1—desr i¥)(1— dedrt)(1 — g~ s0—i¥)(1 — de 2t +) '
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Here in the second line we similarity-transform all the operators involved by a gauge rotation, and
in the last line we introduced a parameter 6 (0 < 6 < 1 and § — 1) to indicate expansions into
geometric series. The index of Dg)p is related to the 4D Dirac index in the same way. The final

result is

vec 1 —1 a-apt —a-agt u|a-B| _u—|a-B|
Ind(Dj5) = —5(u+u ) D (e e )
aEA L
1 L o yleBl — y—le Bl
WD) = L Sty gmeawrny 02— 1s)

PER

Here we used u = €'t/2¢, and 17 is the normalized mass parameter for the hypermultiplet. Note also

that by definition of coweight B the inner products « - B and p - B are always integers.

Let us now present the formula for the expectation value of a 't Hoof operator Tg. Without
loss of generality we can choose the charge B to be the highest weight vector of an irreducible
representation of “G (Langlands dual of the gauge group). For “small” charge B, all the weight
vectors of the corresponding representation are Weyl images of B. In such cases, the expectation
value of the 't Hooft operator can be expressed by combining all the arguments reviewed above,

N|=

Zinsi(an, 10, q) - Zy50 (a1, B)

(Tp) = / (i) ¢7 TN Z) g0 (an, 10)

1 1
-q2 Tr(as )Z1 100p(CLS, )§Znst(a87m Q)

B B
fLN:fLE+%, aS—aE—%. (4.19)

This can be rewritten further as a sum over Weyl images of B. As an example, consider SU(N)
N = 2* theory on S* and take as B the highest weight vector for fundamental representation,
namely B = hy = (%, —L .. ,—%). Then the eqgpectation value is expressed as a sum over

N
weight vectors hy,

1nst(a + hk? m Q) Z{?&)Qp(&} n, hk’)

M‘H

t\.’)\»—A

1 ~ 1 ; ~ o
Lqr ™0 7@ — SR, )2 Zingi (6 — Lhy, m, ) (4.20)

where the one-loop determinant factor from the equator is

(eq)
1-loop

H {coshm(ay, — a; +m) coshm(ay — a; —m)}
cosh(ay — a;)

S

(a,m,h

(4.21)
J7#k

This result was shown to agree with the expectation value of Verlinde’s loop operators in Any_1
Toda CFT.

Monopole screening As in , the expectation value of a 't Hooft operator (Tg) in S* for
general magnetic charge B involves the sum over weight vectors h of the highest weight represen-
tation B of the group “G. The weight vector h appearing in the argument of Z1100p and Zingt has
an interpretation as the value of magnetic charge measured at the polar regions. Now for a “large”
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charge B, the corresponding representation has more weight vectors than just the Weyl images of
B. Some of the weight vectors will therefore have reduced length as compared to the length of
B. This is intenterpreted as monopole screening: smooth monopoles can surround the ’t Hooft
operator inserted at the equator and screen its magnetic charge, so that the magnetic charge h
observed at the polar region is “smaller” than the charge B of the monopole inserted.

There should be solutions to the Bogomolny equation describing monopole screening, which
are therefore labeled by B and h and form a finite dimensional moduli space. Via Kronheimer’s
construction, such solutions should be mapped to ASD connections on C? which are invariant under
tp-translation symmetry U(1),. Therefore, for U(N) gauge group the moduli space of monopoles
is parametrized by the ADHM data

{31 (kxk) s B2 (kxk) s I (kxN) J(ka)} st. [B1,Bo] +1J=0

satisfying also the condition of U(1), invariance. The number k and the action of U(1), are
determined in the following way. Consider solutions to Bogomolny equation in which the charge of
a singular monopole M is reduced to M’ by screening effect. The charges M, M’ here are regarded
as N x N diagonal matrices. Then there should be a diagonal matrix K, whose size k and elements
are determined by the formula

Tr(z™) = Tr(e™') + (z 4+ 271 — 2) Tr(=5). (4.22)
Then the condition of U(1)y invariance is given by
[K,B)]+ B = [K,Bo]— By = KI—IM' = M'J—JK = 0. (4.23)

Equivariant integral on this moduli space contributes another factor to the integrand of (4.19)).
The detail of the analysis is presented in [53] for the example of ’t Hooft operators of higher spin
representations of SU(2).

4.3 Surface operators

Another important example of supersymmetric observables are surface operators, which are non-
local operators supported on two-dimensional submanifolds. It will be a challenging problem to give
a complete classification of surface operators for general 4D gauge theories, but a major progress
have been made for BPS surface operators in A/ = 2 supersymmetric theories, as we review here.

For N = 2 theories of class S where M5-brane interpretation is available, a natural question is
how to identify the surface operators describing other M-branes ending on or intersecting the M5-
branes [5157]. For those surface operators, the calculations in gauge theories can be checked against
the prediction from AGT correspondence. Another approach is to realize N' = 2 SUSY theories
geometrically using Calabi-Yau compactification of type ITA string, where D4-branes wrapping
Lagrangian submanifolds give rise to surface operators [58]. In this setting, the results of gauge
theory analysis can be compared with topological string amplitudes for which there are powerful
formalisms known such as refined topological vertex.

For N/ = 2 SUSY theories on Omega-background Rflm with coordinates z1 = x1 + ix9,29 =
xr3 + ixy4, one can introduce surface operators along the surfaces zo = 0 or z; = 0 without braking
supersymmetry. For theories on the ellipsoid , one can introduce BPS surface operators along
the S? defined by 3 = x4 = 0 or 21 = 29 = 0.
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Coupled 2D-4D systems One way to describe surface operators is in terms of 2D quantum
field theories on its worldvolume. For 4D N = 2 theories realized on Sé, the objects of interest
are the half-BPS surface operators which support N = (2,2) field theories on a squashed S2. The
supersymmetry for the coupled 2D-4D system is such that the Sg‘ and S? have the north and south
poles in common, that is where the instantons of 4D gauge theory and vortices of 2D theory get
localized.

If the 4D theory has a Lagrangian description, one can simplify the problem by turning off the
4D gauge coupling. The system is then reduced to a 2D interacting theory and 4D free matter
theory both coupled to some frozen 4D vector multiplets. One can still learn a great deal about
surface operators from this simplified system [64]. The partition function is then a product of the
4D free hypermultiplet path integral, Zil_}{gop of lb and the S? partition function [17,[{18] of the
2D theory. The classical value of the frozen 4D vector multiplet enters the formula as the common
mass for 2D and 4D fields.

As an example, take a system of N? free hypermultiplets. One can regard it as a bifundamental
of the group S[U(N)x U(N)] and turn on the masses (m1, - - ,my;m1,- -+ ,my). The S} partition
function is then

N

T (% +i(m; — )" (4.24)

ij=1
This simple theory is known to crrespond to N M5-branes wrapped on a sphere with three (one
simple and two full) punctures. AGT relation identifies (4.24) with the corresponding three-point
function in Toda conformal field theory. Now introduce a N/ = (2,2) theory with the same global
symmetry S[U(N) x U(N)] on the surface operator. The simplest class of examples is a 2D U(K)
gauge theory with N fundamental and N anti-fundamental chiral multiplets. A systematic study
and detailed comparison with Toda CEFT correlators were made in [64]. It was shown that, if a
suitable mass is turned on for the 2D theory, which is related to (m;;m;) by a suitable rescaling
and imaginary shift, then the 2D-4D combined partition function reproduces the Toda four-point
functions with various degenerate insertions [51].

Singularity along a surface Another way to define surface operators is to require that the
gauge field and possibly other fields develop singularities along the surface. As an example, take
an SU(N) gauge theory on C? with coordinate z; = x; + izg and 29 = x5 + iz4. One can then
introduce a surface operator along zo = 0 by imposing the singular boundary condition

A~ A, -dx (XE&I'g(ZQ), A, =diag(v1, -+ ,v1, v, - V2, Vs ,I/s)> . (4.25)
n1 times ng ;irmes ng times

This breaks the gauge symmetry SU(N) to a Levi subgroup
S
L=S[U(n)x-- xU(ny)], Y ni=N (4.26)
i=1

on the surface. The parameters v; satisfy 1 > -+ > vg > v; — 1, which in turn set the order of n;
appearing in the partition of N. For half-BPS surface operators in A/ = 2 supersymmetric theories,
one needs to turn on the auxiliary field D4p to ensure the SUSY variation of gaugino to vanish.
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For a suitable choice of unbroken supersymmetry one finds

D11 = D22 = 0, D12 = iF12 = 27TiAX . 5(1’3)5(1‘4) (427)

We have seen two different descriptions of surface operators, but there are some surface operators
described in both ways. For example, the surface operators of type in pure N' = 2 SYM
theory can also be described by a 2D N = (2, 2) supersymmetric quiver gauge theory which flows to
a sigma model on a flag manifold SU(N)/L. Here the ordering of n; makes a subtle effect: different
orderings leads to different ultraviolet gauge theory descriptions, which flow to a non-linear sigma
model on the same flag manifold but with different complex structures [63].

Localization computation Let us consider the surface operator of the type introduced
along the S? inside the ellipsoid defined by 3 = x4 = 0. In terms of the polar coordinates
(p, 0, p, x) the surface operator is at # = 0. The singular behavior of the gauge field is then expressed
as follows,

A=A, -dx. (near=0) (4.28)

At supersymmetric saddle points the gauge field takes precisely this form. The value of classical
action at the saddle points labeled by ¢ = ¢ = —iag/2 is

2 ~
Sya = Ty <€€a0  2ibap A ) . Spr = —16ir%C (eeao . z’AXe) . Swat = 0. (4.29)

The saddle pomts can also have point-like instantons or anti-instantons localized at the north
or south poles. Due to the presence of surface operator, the topology of gauge field configuration
near the north pole is characterized by instanton number & as well as magnetic flux m; defined by

S S
2i Tr(A, - F) = Z vimy; . <Z m; = 0) (4.30)
T Jsurface op i—1 i—1

Such topologically non-trivial gauge field configurations are called ramified instantons. The saddle
points with point-like ramified instantons labeled by k,m; are thus weighted by a factor gF—"i™:
in the path integral. Similarly, anti-instantons localized at the south pole are labeled by k,m; and
make contributions proportional to qk vimi - Those contributions are organized into a generalization
of Nekrasov’s instanton partition function.

Nekrasov’s partition function for ramified instantons is a generating function of equivariant

integrals over the moduli spaces M}*% -. In mathematics literature these spaces are called Affine

Laumon space. The equivariant parameters are e; = ¢, e = /! and the constant value of the

field ® at saddle points
- A
& —ag— " gx . (4.31)

Actually, this space ij@,ﬁ is known to be mathematically equivalent to another space which
should be more familiar to physicists, that is the moduli space of U(NN) instantons in orbifold
C x (C/Zs) [82]. Here the Zs is understood to act on fields through spacetime rotation as well as
gauge transformation: it acts on the fundamental representation of U(N) as the multiplication by
the diagonal matrix

Qﬁzdlag< s Wi s)' w=es . (4.32)

ni Ng
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Each instanton is assigned a Z, charge, and the moduli space is denoted as M%rg with k; the
number of instantons with Zs charge i (we work with the convention k; = ks4;). The two moduli
spaces are related as follows,

ram | __ M%fg if ks=k, kiy1="F +m;. (433)

ki

For more explanation, see [63] and references therein.
The moduli space M%r;’ can be parametrized by ADHM matrices. Let us denote K = ;| k;,

then the set of matrices
{Bikxk)> Baixxi) lxxny Jivxry} st [Bi, Ba] +1J =0, (4.34)
subject to the @; GL(k;) equivalence and the Z, orbifold projection,
GBIt = By
QEBQQIgl = wBQ,
QI = I,
QﬁJQ]gl = wl.

(4.35)

gives a parametrization of the moduli space M%rg Here 2 is a diagonal matrix defined similarly

to (4.32)), with eigenvalue w'® appearing k; times. The chain-saw quiver describes the components
of ADHM matrices which survive the orbifold projection.

By(i-1) By Bi(iv1)

Ramified instanton partition functions and their correspondence with conformal blocks for general
W algebra were studied in [57,[59-63].

The correspondence between ramified instantons and instantons in orbifolds will be a key to
fully understand how to define and compute observables in the surface defect backgrounds. This
was used in [65] for surface operators in N' = 2 pure SYM and N = 2* SYM theories on S*, and
should be extended to more general cases. The exact formulae for observables obtained this way
will also help clarifying how various descriptions of surface operators are related with each other.
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