arXiv:2403.00053v1 [hep-th] 29 Feb 2024

Localization and resummation of unstable instantons in 2d Yang–Mills

Luca Griguolo,^a Rodolfo Panerai,^b Jacopo Papalini,^{c,d} Domenico Seminara,^e and Itamar Yaakov^f aDipartimento SMFI, Università di Parma and INFN Gruppo Collegato di Parma Viale G.P. Usberti 7/A, 43100 Parma, Italy bInstitute for Theoretical Physics, University of Cologne Zülpicher Straße 77, 50937 Köln, Germany cGalileo Galilei Institute for Theoretical Physics, INFN Largo Enrico Fermi 2, 50125 Firenze, Italy dDepartment of Physics and Astronomy, Ghent University Krijgslaan, 281-S9, 9000 Gent, Belgium eDipartimento di Fisica, Università di Firenze and INFN Sezione di Firenze Via G. Sansone 1, 50019 Sesto Fiorentino, Italy f STAG Research Center & Mathematical Sciences, University of Southampton Highfield, Southampton SO17 1BJ, UK E-mail: luca.griguolo@unipr.it, rpanerai@uni-koeln.de,

jacopo.papalini@ugent.be, seminara@fi.infn.it, i.yaakov@soton.ac.uk

Abstract: We compute the exact all-orders perturbative expansion for the partition function of 2d SU(2) Yang–Mills theory on closed surfaces around higher critical points. We demonstrate that the expansion can be derived from the lattice partition function for all genera using a distributional generalization of the Poisson summation formula. We then recompute the expansion directly, using a stationary phase version of supersymmetric localization. The result of localization is a novel effective action which is itself a distribution rather than a function of the supersymmetric moduli. We comment on possible applications to A-twisted models and their analogs in higher dimensions.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Two-dimensional Yang–Mills theory 3

3 The SU(2) partition function 7 3.1 From Poisson summation 7 3.2 From an effective action 11

4 Localization 13 4.1 Non-abelian localization 13 4.2 An abelian toy model 15 4.3 The Yang–Mills effective action 17

5 Discussion 26

A Fourier transforms 28

B Yang–Mills connections 29

1 Introduction

Pure Yang–Mills theory in two spacetime dimensions (2dYM) is one of only a handful of examples of exactly solvable interacting gauge theories, another being the closely related Chern–Simons theory in three dimensions. Solvability can be traced back to any number of properties: the lack of propagating degrees of freedom; the existence of a subdivision invariant lattice model [1]; invariance under area preserving diffeomorphisms [2]; a type of hidden supersymmetry [3]; the existence of a gauge which allows one to explicitly evaluate the path integral [4]; and possibly others.

Despite this simplicity, 2dYM resembles its higher dimensional cousins in some respects. In the large-N limit, for instance, the theory exhibits behaviors that are expected to hold true also in higher dimensions: it can be reformulated exactly as a string theory [5, 6], and experiences phase-transitions at critical values of the coupling [7, 8].

At finite gauge coupling, 2dYM displays a number of interesting mathematical phenomena whose detailed study may be relevant for more physical models. These phenomena include an asymptotic, but not generally convergent, formal perturbation series. Additionally, a plethora of results connecting 2dYM on the two-sphere, limited to the zero instanton sector, with perturbative computations in 2 + ϵ dimensions [9, 10], and with exact results for N = 4 Super Yang–Mills in four dimensions [11–15]. We also have detailed knowledge of non-perturbative phenomena: generically unstable instantons—non-trivial solutions of

– 1 – the Yang-Mills equation—contribute to both the partition function [3], and the expectation value of other observables [16, 17].

The limit where the gauge coupling vanishes is also interesting, because 2dYM becomes a topological quantum field theory (TQFT). In [2], Witten related the partition function of topological 2dYM on a closed Euclidean manifold to the symplectic volume of the moduli space of flat connections for the gauge group. The followup [3] further demonstrated that the intersection numbers of this moduli space can be conveniently computed by recasting topological 2dYM as a twisted supersymmetric gauge theory. In this supersymmetric setup, a number of observables in 2dYM turn out to be protected, that is to preserve some or all of the supersymmetry. These include the partition function on closed Euclidean manifolds, and some operators, both local and extended. Curiously, the Wilson loop is not included in the list of protected operators, despite being fully calculable in other approaches [18].

The computation in the topological theory relies on a relationship between observables in the topological theory and those in a supersymmetric version of 2dYM at finite coupling (the “physical theory”). Unstable configurations, which contribute to observables in this theory, do not usually make contributions to protected observables. In the present context, their appearance in the localization computation was explained in [3], in the process of introducing non-abelian localization.

The existence of a non-trivial perturbation series could also seem in tension with generic expectations for protected observables. The vacuum expectation value of a protected observable would be expected to depend on the coupling constant only to some finite order, usually to one loop. Loops around non-perturbative BPS instanton contributions, which can be shown to arise in supersymmetric localization [19], are similarly limited. However, as is the case with 2dYM, the field theoretic coupling constant does not always coincide with the deformation parameter used in localization, leading to interesting results.

The nature of the weak-coupling expansions in supersymmetric theories have been studied in a number of papers, mainly in connection with the resurgence program [20]. They exhibit a variety of behaviors that depend on the theory and the space-time dimension, including truncation at a finite order [21–23]; a finite radius of convergence [24]; and asymptoticity associated with Borel [24–26] and non-Borel summability [27].

In all the known cases, supersymmetric localization yields a non-trivial perturbative expansion by expanding the one-loop determinants around small values of the moduli. In this sense the computation is still one-loop exact, being determined by the semiclassical approximation induced by the localizing term. The perturbative series appearing in 2dYM seems, in this respect, somewhat different: the perturbative expansion being induced by a dual expansion in the moduli.

In this paper, we will investigate the appearance of a non-trivial perturbation series in 2dYM. Our explanation will come from a combination of two different strategies for extracting the series, whose results match up to some plausible assumptions regarding localization.

First, following [3], we will use Poisson summation to convert the well-known form of the partition function, in terms of irreducible representations, into a form where the perturbation series around each instanton is manifest. For genus greater than 1, this

– 2 – requires the use of a recent generalization of the ordinary Poisson summation formula, which applies to distributions rather than functions. We will then reverse engineer the result in order to extract the elements of a localization computation. Specifically, we will extract an effective action—or one-loop determinant—for the constant mode of the scalar field in the basic multiplet described by Witten in [3].

The second strategy will be to perform a somewhat non-standard localization computation of 2dYM, involving oscillatory rather than exponentially suppressed path integrals. Among the moduli arising from this computation will be the same scalar field mode referenced above. We will argue that the asymptotic expansion of these integrals, which is all that contributes to the localization result, yields an effective action for this mode in the form of a tempered distribution. Integration over the moduli will then lead to a result compatible with Poisson summation.

We will briefly review Witten’s results for the partition function, using both the lattice formulation [2] and non-abelian localization [3], in Section 2. In Section 3, by means of a generalization of the conventional Poisson summation formula, we will extract the full perturbative expansion associated with each instanton sector for the SU(2) partition function. In Section 4, we will argue that the same result can be obtained through a localization computation in which the contribution of an arbitrary instanton sector is associated with the integral over the fluctuations around higher critical points of the localizing action. At the beginning of this section, we review Witten’s argument and apply it to a toy model in finite dimensions. Section 5 contains our conclusions and possible further developments of our investigations. Some technical aspects of the paper are contained in two Appendices.

2 Two-dimensional Yang–Mills theory

In this section, we provide a brief introduction to the relevant aspects of two-dimensional Yang–Mills theory (2dYM), following [2]. The section includes no new results. We will also use facts about the space of connections on a principle G-bundle over a Riemann surface Σ, which were derived by Atiyah and Bott in [28, 29]. Additional results specific to Yang–Mills connections are given in Appendix B.

The space of connections. Let G be a compact simple connected Lie group. We denote its Lie algebra by g, and follow the mathematics conventions whereby g is represented by anti-Hermitian matrices. Moreover, g admits a G-invariant inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ which is unique up to rescaling. For SU(N), this inner product coincides with the trace in the fundamental representation:

⟨a, b⟩ ≡ − tr(ab) . (2.1)

Let Σ be an oriented Riemannian manifold of dimension 2, and let A be a connection on a principle G-bundle over Σ. A can be represented locally by and adjoint-valued one-form. The curvature of A, given by

F = dA + A ∧ A , (2.2)

– 3 – is an adjoint-valued two-form. The set A of all connections on a fixed principle bundle over Σ is an infinite-dimensional affine space. Let δA denote a tangent vector at some point in this space. δA is a globally-defined adjoint-valued one-form on Σ. The Atiyah–Bott symplectic form on A is defined as follows [28, 29]:

ω_{AB}(δA, δB) ≡ 1 4π^2 � Σ tr(δA ∧ δB) . (2.3)

Note that ω_{AB} is constant, i.e. independent of the connection, and thus formally closed.

Using the metric on Σ, and the associated Hodge star operator ⋆, one can also define on A an integrable complex structure J and an inner product (·, ·) as

J δA ≡ − ⋆ δA , (2.4)

(δA, δB) ≡ − 1 4π^2 � Σ tr(δA ∧ ⋆ δB) . (2.5)

ω_{AB}, J and the metric associated to (·, ·) form a compatible triple

(δA, δB) = ω_{AB}(δA, J δB) , (2.6)

and formally endow A with a Kähler structure.

The group of gauge transformations G, automorphisms of a fixed principle bundle, acts symplectically on the space of connections, with a moment map given by

μ(A) = − F 4π^2

. (2.7)

The moduli space of flat connections is formally given by the infinite dimensional symplectic reduction of the space of connections with vanishing curvature by the symplectic action of the gauge group

M_{flat} ≡ A//G = {A | μ(A) = 0}/G . (2.8)

The theory. The action of 2dYM reads

S_{YM}[A] = − 1 8ϵ � Σ tr(F ∧ ⋆F ) , (2.9)

where ϵ is a coupling constant with dimensions of a mass squared,^1 and tr is the trace in the fundamental representation of SU(N). The equations of motion stemming from (2.9) are the Yang–Mills equations

d_A ⋆ F = 0 , (2.10)

where d_A = d + A is the gauge-covariant extension of the exterior derivative.

The partition function of quantum 2dYM is defined as Z ≡ 1 |Z(G)| � DA e^{−SYM[A]} , (2.11)

1Our coupling constant ϵ is related to the one used by Witten in [3] as ϵ = π^2ϵ_{Witten}.

– 4 – in terms of an appropriately gauge-fixed version of the path integral. |Z(G)| is the volume of the center of G. We will consider only examples in which Z(G) is finite, in which case |Z(G)| is the order of Z(G). The action S_{YM} is super-renormalizable and does not require field-dependent counterterms. Z is defined up to scheme-dependent finite counterterms with parameters u_0, v_0, which multiply Z by a factor

e^{u0ϵρ(Σ)+v0χ(Σ)} , (2.12)

where χ(Σ) ≡ 2 − 2g is the Euler characteristics of Σ, and ρ(Σ) is the total area.

The theory can be re-written in an equivalent form by introducing an adjoint-valued scalar ϕ, and using the action

S_{BF}[A, ϕ] = − i 4π^2 � Σ tr(ϕF ) − ϵ 8π^4 � Σ dvol_Σ tr(ϕ^2) , (2.13)

where with dvol_Σ we denote the metric volume form on Σ.

This formulation makes manifest an important feature of the theory: the action (2.13) depends on the geometry of Σ only through dvol_Σ. As a consequence, the resulting theory is only sensitive to the area

ρ(Σ) ≡ � Σ dvol_Σ , (2.14)

the unique invariant of such a measure in dimension 2. Moreover, the Yang–Mills coupling and the volume form appear only through the combination ϵ dvol_Σ. This implies that the theory depends on the coupling only through the dimensionless combination ϵ ρ(Σ).

The limit ϵ → 0, or equivalently ρ(Σ) → 0, defines a BF type TQFT. Witten showed in [2] that the partition function in this limit is proportional to the symplectic volume of the moduli space M_{flat} of flat G connections on Σ, relative to the Atiyah–Bott symplectic form [29].^2

The lattice gauge theory approach. 2dYM admits a discretized lattice gauge theory model with the standard degrees of freedom: an element U ∈ G living on every edge [30]. The lattice Yang–Mills action in two dimensions takes a particularly simple form [1]. Let R denote the set of irreducible representations of G, dim α the dimension of α ∈ R, and c_2(α) the value of the second Casimir. Let U_P be the holonomy around an elementary lattice plaquette P , i.e. the ordered product of the U’s, and χ_α(U_P ) its character in the representation α. The lattice Yang–Mills action can be written in this basis as Γ = � α∈R dim α e^{−ϵ ρ(P ) c2(α)} χ_α(U_P ) , (2.15)

and the lattice partition function can be written as

Z_{lattice} = � � e∈{edges}

dU_e � P ∈{plaquettes}

Γ(U_P , ρ(P )) . (2.16)

2The proportionality constant consists of the number of elements in the center of G, a normalization factor coming from the relationship between the symplectic form and the path integral measure, and a standard renormalization of the form e^{v0 χ(Σ)} (cf. Eq 4.72 of [2]).

– 5 –

With the measure (2.15), the lattice gauge theory is invariant under subdivisions of the lattice. The partition function on a discretized surface can therefore be computed using a single plaquette, and the continuum limit is trivial [1, 2]. The partition function on a genus g surface can be shown using this approach to be [2]

Z_{lattice} = � α∈R (dim α)^{2−2g} e^{−ϵ ρ(Σ) c2(α)} . (2.17)

For convenience and without loss of generality, in the rest of this paper we will adimensionalize the Yang–Mills coupling ϵ by working in units where ρ(Σ) = 1.

The supersymmetric theory and localization. 2dYM admits an equivalent formulation with a fermionic symmetry. Let ψ be a Grassmann-valued and adjoint-valued one-form field. The action

S_{SUSY}[A, ψ, ϕ] = − 1 4π^2 � tr � iϕF + 1 2 ψ ∧ ψ � − ϵ 8π^4 � dvol_Σ tr(ϕ^2) (2.18)

yields a theory which is equivalent to 2dYM after integrating out ϕ and ψ, and hence yields the same partition function. S_{SUSY} is also invariant under the following odd symmetry transformation:

δA = iψ , δψ = −d_Aϕ , δϕ = 0 . (2.19)

The transformation δ squares to an infinitesimal gauge transformation with parameter ϕ

δ^2 = −i δ_ϕ . (2.20)

In [3], it was shown that the action (2.18) admits a δ-exact deformation which can be used to localize the theory. The specific deformation used by Witten, which requires the introduction of two additional supermultiplets, was shown to localize the theory to the moduli space of solutions to the Yang–Mills equations on Σ. The connected components of this moduli space, which deserve the name instanton sectors, are labeled by Γ, the magnetic weight lattice of G, which is dual to Γ^∗, the usual weight lattice of G, modulo the action of the Weyl group W [29, 31].^3 The localization procedure used by Witten, which differs from standard localization computations, was given the name “non-abelian localization”.^4 For g ≥ 2, the value of the partition function derived using non-abelian localization is, schematically, Z = � m∈Γ/W

q_g(m, ϵ) e^{−S(m)} , (2.21)

where

S(m) ∝

⟨m, m⟩ ϵ (2.22)

3For a nice introduction, see the appendix of [32].

4The difference is visible, for instance, in the fact that standard localization computations yield a moduli space which consists of solutions to first order BPS equations.

– 6 – is the value of the action (2.9) on any solution of the Yang–Mills equations in the component labeled by m, and q_g(m, ϵ) is a function which was not explicitly computed in [3]. When M_{flat} is smooth, the part of (2.21) which is not exponentially suppressed in the limit ϵ → 0 is in fact a polynomial in ϵ, which we call p_g(ϵ). Witten argued that p_g(ϵ) contains all the information required in order to compute the intersection theory on M_{flat}.

Recall that the set of irreducible representations of G, denoted by R, is equivalent to the weight lattice of G, which we denoted by Γ^∗, modulo the action of the Weyl group. For G = SU(2), Γ and Γ^∗ are one dimensional, and the value of the partition function as given in (2.17) can be written simply as^5 Z = ∞� ℓ=1 ℓ^{2−2g} e^{−ϵℓ2} , (2.23)

while the version in (2.21) can be written as Z = ∞� m=0 q_g(m, ϵ) e^{−π2m2/ϵ} . (2.24)

Witten argued in [3] that the expressions (2.23) and (2.24) are equal for all values of ϵ and g. However, the precise matching is only studied in the sector where m vanishes. We will, instead, investigate the functions q_g(m, ϵ) for all values of m and demonstrate explicitly the equality of these expressions up to an overall factor. Furthermore, we will show that these functions admit asymptotic expansions in ϵ, which can be interpreted as determining the formal perturbation series around each instanton.

3 The SU(2) partition function

3.1 From Poisson summation

In this section, we will use a generalized version of the Poisson summation formula to recast the SU(2) partition function (2.23), expressed as a sum over representations of the gauge group, into a sum over the critical points of the Yang–Mills action, as in (2.24).^6 For non-negative Euler characteristics we can regard the argument of the sum in (2.23) as the even function

f(x) = x^{2−2g} e^{−ϵx2} (3.1)

belonging to the Schwarz space S(R). Now, denoting with

f̂(p) =

�_{+∞} −∞ dx e^{−2πipx} f(x) (3.2)

5Precisely, (2.23) is obtained from (2.17) by adding a customary constant term to the Hamiltonian (cf. Eq. (4.39) in [3]).

6In [23], the sum over instantons is studied through resurgence. However, the results therein, although similar in form, differ from the ones presented here and fail to fully reproduce the vacuum sector computed in [3, 33].

– 7 – its Fourier transform, one can employ the standard Poisson summation to write^7 � ℓ≥1 f(ℓ) = − 1 2 f(0) + 1 2 � x∈Z f(x) = − 1 2 f(0) + 1 2 � p∈Z f̂(p)

= − 1 2 f(0) + 1 2 f̂(0) + � m≥1 f̂(m) . (3.3)

This gives the genus-zero and genus-one partition functions Z � g=0 = √ π 4 ϵ^{−3/2} + ∞� m=1 e^{−π2m2/ϵ} � √ π 2 ϵ^{−3/2} − π^{5/2}ϵ^{−5/2}m^2 � , (3.4) Z � �_{g=1} = √ π 2 ϵ^{−1/2} − 1 2 + ∞� m=1 e^{−π2m2/ϵ} �√ π ϵ^{−1/2} � . (3.5)

As mentioned in the previous section, from (3.4) and (3.5) one can observe exponentially suppressed terms controlled by the classical action evaluated on the critical points of the action (2.9). In fact, for the gauge group SU(2), a covariantly constant F reduces the structure group to U(1), splitting the SU(2) bundle into the sum of two line bundles. A representative of the conjugacy class of F is given by

⋆F = 2πim σ_3 , (3.6)

where σ_3 denotes the third Pauli matrix. Configurations with opposite signs of m are gauge equivalent, as they are connected by a Weyl reflection. In labelling Yang–Mills solutions modulo gauge transformation, we restrict m to non-negative values. The value of the action on the critical point (3.6) is exactly S = π^2m^2/ϵ. Moreover, from (3.4) and (3.5) one can directly read off the q_0(m, ϵ) and q_1(m, ϵ) polynomials in (2.24).

When g ≥ 2, the standard Poisson summation formula fails due to the fact that f(x) diverges at x = 0, and its Fourier transform does not exist in the usual sense. To proceed, we have to resort to a distributional extension of the Poisson summation formula proven in [34], where the singular points are excluded from the sum. Since f(x) has a power-like divergence at x = 0, and it is of rapid decay, it can be viewed as an element of the space S^′(R) of tempered distribution. According to [34], we can rewrite the identity (3.3) as � x∈Z\{0}

f(x) = Clim_{Λ→∞} � � |p|≤Λ

f̂(p) − � |p|≤Λ

dp f̂(p) � , (3.7)

where the limit is taken in the Cesàro sense.^8

7In the last step of (3.3) we used the fact that the Fourier transform of an even function is itself an even function.

8Let a ∈ R \ {−1, −2, −3, . . . }. We say that f(x) = o(x^a) in the Cesàro sense for x → ∞ if there exists n ∈ N, a primitive F (x) of order n of f(x), and a polynomial p(x) of degree n − 1 such that F (x) is locally

– 8 –

In our case, f(x) can be regarded as the tempered distribution^9

f(x) = − e^{−ϵx2} (2g − 3)!

d^{2g−3} dx^{2g−3} � pv 1 x � , where g ≥ 2 . (3.8)

Its Fourier transform has been computed in the distributional sense in Appendix A and can be written as the sum of two contributions,

f̂(p) = Q^′(p) + H(p) , (3.9)

where^{10}

H(p) = e^{−π2p2/ϵ} P (p) − erfc(πp/ √ ϵ) Q^′(p) . (3.10)

The two coefficients P (p) and Q(p) are even polynomials whose definition can be found in (A.7) and (A.8). Since f̂ is an even function, we can also write

f̂(p) = Q^′(|p|) + H(|p|) . (3.11)

The benefit of having split f̂ as in (3.11) is that we can apply the limiting procedure to the two terms separately. Since H(|p|) is exponentially suppressed^{11} for p → ±∞, the associated sum and integral converge separately as Λ → ∞. In other words, the only nontrivial Cesàro limits originate from the Q^′(|p|) term. We can then rewrite the partition function as the sum Z = 1 2 (R + I + S) (3.12)

integrable for large x and F (x) = p(x) + O(x^{n+a}) as x → ∞. Then, we say that Clim x→∞ f(x) = L

if f(x) − L = o(1) in the Cesàro sense for x → ∞. Obviously, if something converges or has a definite limit in the usual sense, it also converges or possesses a well-definite limit in the Cesàro sense, and the two coincide.

For a more detailed definition and discussion, we refer to [34] and references therein. 9To be more precise, in Theorem 1 of [34], (3.7) is shown to hold in a subset of S^′(R) to which (3.8) belongs. This is the space K + K̂, where K is the space of smooth function for which there exist a q ∈ R such that ∂^k ∂x^k f(x) = O(|x|^{q−k} )

as |x| → ∞, while K̂ is the space of their Fourier transforms, which exist in the Cesàro sense. The elements of K̂ are smooth functions in R\{0} rapidly decaying at infinity. On the other hand, because of the singular behavior in the origin, a generic f ∈ K + K̂ is a tempered distribution rather than a function.

For a version of the formula that applies to any distribution in S^′(R), see Theorem 2 of [34]. 10The complementary error function is defined as

erfc(x) = 1 − erf(x) .

11We have, in particular, that erfc(z) ∼ e^{−z2} for z → ∞.

– 9 – of the three finite terms

R = Clim_{Λ→∞} � � |p|≤Λ

Q^′(|p|) − � |p|≤Λ

dp Q^′(|p|) � , (3.13)

I = −

�_{+∞} −∞ dp H(|p|) , (3.14) S = � p∈Z H(|p|) . (3.15)

Let us now deal with them one by one.

We start by considering R. One can avoid performing computations at finite Λ by simply applying again the extended Poisson summation, but this time in the opposite direction. Exploiting the Fourier transform computed in Appendix A, we get

Clim Λ→∞ � � |p|≤Λ

|p|^{2n+1} − � |p|≤Λ

dp |p|^{2n+1} � = (2n + 1)!

2^{2n+1} (−π^2)^{n+1} � ℓ∈Z\{0} 1 ℓ^{2n+2} = (2n + 1)!

2^{2n} (−π^2)^{n+1} ζ(2n + 2) . (3.16)

By linearity, we can simply apply the above to each monomial in Q^′ to find

R = 2 g−2� j=0 (−1)^j j! ζ(2g − 2 − 2j) ϵ^j . (3.17)

Since the coefficients depend only on the Riemann zeta function evaluated on even integers, we can alternatively express them in terms of Bernoulli numbers (see e.g. [3]).

The next step is to compute I. Plugging (3.10) into (3.14) and integrating the second term in (3.10) by parts, we find

I = 2 � erfc(πp/ √ ϵ) Q(p)

�_∞ 0 − 2 �_∞ 0 dp e^{−π2p2/ϵ} � P (p) − 2 √ π √ ϵ Q(p) � . (3.18)

The residual integral in (3.18) can be directly computed and shown to vanish identically. The boundary contribution, instead, yields

I = −2 Q(0) = − (−1)^{g−1} ϵ^{g−1} (g − 1)!

. (3.19)

This contribution amounts to the term with j = g − 1 missing from the summation range in R, as given in (3.17).

Lastly, we need to compute S. Let us rewrite (3.15) as

S = P (0) + 2 ∞� m=1 H(m) . (3.20)

– 10 –

One can easily compute

P (0) =

(−1)^{g−1} √ π 2^{g−1} (2g − 3)!!

ϵ^{g−3/2} (3.21)

by taking only the k = g − 2 term in (A.7) and performing the sum over m. To rewrite the remaining term as a sum over the critical points with a non-vanishing magnetic flux, we use the asymptotic expansion of the complementary error function

erfc(1/z) = e^{−1/z2} z √ π ∞� m=0 (−z^2/2)^m (2m − 1)!! , (3.22)

valid for | arg(z)| <^3_4 . This gives

H(|p|) = e^{−π2p2/ϵ} ∞� k=0 √ π (2g − 2)_{2k} 2^{2k} (−π^2p^2)^{g−1+k} k!

ϵ^{2g−5/2+k} . (3.23)

We can now add up all the different contributions as in (3.12) to obtain the complete partition function of SU(2) Yang–Mills theory at genus g ≥ 2: Z = g−1� j=0 (−1)^j j! ζ(2g − 2 − 2j) ϵ^j +

(−1)^{g−1} √ π 2^{g−2} (2g − 3)!!

ϵ^{g−3/2}

+ ∞� m=1 e^{−π2m2/ϵ} ∞� k=0 √ π (2g − 2)_{2k} 2^{2k} (−π^2m^2)^{g−1+k} k!

ϵ^{2g−5/2+k} . (3.24)

The terms in the first line stem from flat connections wrapping the 2g non-trivial cycles of Σ. The polynomial part evaluates the intersection numbers of the moduli space of flat connections (once the partition function has been properly normalized), while the nonanalytic part with its exponent g −^3_2 originates from the singular nature of the moduli space of flat SU(2) connections. This, in turn, is a consequence of the that fact that SU(2) has a nontrivial center and thus the action of the SU(2) gauge group on the space of flat connections is not free. The terms in the second line of (3.24) are governed once again by the exponential of the classical action evaluated at the critical points. At variance with the g ≤ 1 case, the fluctuations around the instanton solutions become (infinite) asymptotic series rather than polynomials in 1/ √ ϵ. 3.2 From an effective action

In (3.24), we have isolated the contribution to the partition function associated with each instanton sector. Later in this paper, we will deal with the problem of deriving the same result from a localization computation. Before closing this section, however, we want to illustrate how the analysis performed so far already contains some insight on the form of the effective action that should arise from the localization procedure.

As mentioned, we can recognize in H(|m|) the contribution of a single instanton with flux number m. From the perspective of a localization computation, we expect this to arise from the integral over a bosonic moduli (i.e. the localizing saddle) corresponding

– 11 – to some supersymmetric field configurations, the theory being formulated in terms of an action with a fermionic symmetry. The minimal supersymmetric extension for 2dYM comprises the degrees of freedom that appear in the classical action (2.18). The associated supersymmetric variations (2.19) indicate that a putative effective action should depend, not just on m, but also on a constant mode for the scalar ϕ in the Cartan subalgebra of SU(2). For simplicity, for the rest of this section, we will denote this single real degree of freedom with ϕ_0, where ϕ = 2π^2iϕ_0 σ_3.

From the discussion above, we expect the function H to be generated by an integral of the type

H(|m|) =

�_{+∞} −∞ dϕ_0 e^{−Scl.(ϕ0,m)} Δ_g(ϕ_0, m) , (3.25)

where

S_{cl.}(ϕ_0, m) = ϵϕ_0^2 + 2πimϕ_0 (3.26)

is the bosonic part of the supersymmetric action (2.18) evaluated on the bosonic moduli, while Δ_g is the one-loop determinant obtained by integrating quantum fluctuations about each point in the moduli.

Interestingly, the results of this section hint at a distributional nature for Δ_g. In fact, the integral (3.25) closely resembles the Fourier transform computed in Appendix A. Specifically, (3.9) suggests that we should write

Δ_g(ϕ_0, m) = e^{ϵϕ02} f(ϕ_0) + Δ^{res}_g (ϕ_0, m) , (3.27)

where �_{+∞} −∞ dϕ_0 e^{−2πimϕ0−ϵϕ02} Δ^{res}_g (ϕ_0, m) = −Q^′(|m|) . (3.28)

From the representation (A.10) of Q^′ in terms of a Hermite polynomial, we obtain^{12}

−Q^′(m) = iπ (2g − 3)!

d^{2g−3} dϕ_0^{2g−3} e^{−2πimϕ0−ϵϕ02} � � �_{ϕ0=0} = iπ (2g − 3)!

�_{+∞} −∞ dϕ_0 δ(ϕ_0) d^{2g−3} dϕ_0^{2g−3} e^{−2πimϕ0−ϵϕ02} = − iπ (2g − 3)!

�_{+∞} −∞ dϕ_0 e^{−2πimϕ0−ϵϕ02} d^{2g−3} dϕ_0^{2g−3} δ(ϕ_0) . (3.29)

By comparing (3.28) with (3.29), we can fix Δ^{res}_g . Interestingly, the dependence of Δ_g on m turns out to be very mild. In particular, it takes the suggestive form

Δ_g(ϕ_0, m) = − 1 (2g − 3)!

d^{2g−3} dϕ_0^{2g−3} � pv 1 ϕ_0

+ iπ sign(m) δ(ϕ_0) � . (3.30)

12In the first line of (3.29), we have made use of the expression for the generating function of the Hermite polynomials

e^{2xt−t2} = ∞� n=0 Hn(x) t^n n! .

– 12 –

In the next section, we will explain the origin of the one-loop determinant (3.30) in terms of a localization computation. For the moment, we just want to point out that a one-loop determinant given by a tempered distribution is somewhat unusual in the context of supersymmetric localization. However, in Section 4.2 we will show through a finitedimensional toy model that this occurs naturally when adopting the particular localization scheme employed in the present paper.

4 Localization

In this section, we compute the contribution to the partition function of 2dYM on a closed surface from each instanton sector using a stationary phase version of supersymmetric localization. We will follow the approach of Witten [3], but work only with the basic multiplet, comprising A, ψ and ϕ. We will not introduce the additional fields forming the N = (2, 2) vector multiplet which were used to localize more general A-twisted models in e.g. [35]. Our primary contribution will be a careful reexamination of the effective action for the bosonic moduli, which will yield a reasonable result for the perturbation series of 2dYM.

We begin with a brief review of non-abelian localization, following [3]. We then carry out stationary phase localization in the toy example of non-abelian localization presented in [3]. Finally, we carry out the complete computation for 2dYM with gauge group SU(2). The computation uses results for Yang–Mills connections collected in Appendix B. The contributions to the partition function match the all-orders perturbative expansion presented in Section 3, up to a factor which is independent of the coupling constant.

4.1 Non-abelian localization

In [3], a localization formula is introduced, which is a non-abelian generalization of the Duistermaat–Heckman localization formula in symplectic geometry.

Let G be a Lie group acting on a manifold M . We denote with g its Lie algebra and with V (ϕ) the fundamental vector field generated by ϕ ∈ g. The equivariant de Rahm complex (Ω^•_G(M ), D) is the sequence of smooth G-equivariant differential forms^{13} on M , together with the nilpotent twisted differential D : Ω^•_G(M ) → Ω^•_G(M ) defined as

(Dα)(ϕ) = dα(ϕ) − i i_{V (ϕ)}α(ϕ) , (4.1)

for α ∈ Ω^•_G(M ). The equivariant de Rahm complex induces the equivariant cohomology group H^•_G(M ).

13A smooth G-equivariant differential form is a smooth map α : g → Ω^•(M ) such that the following diagram commutes for any g ∈ G:

g Ω^•(M )

g Ω^•(M )

αAdgg α

– 13 –

The localization formula of [3] deals with the equivariant integral � : Ω^•_G(M ) −→ C (4.2)

defined as � α = 1 vol G � g dϕ e^{−ϵ⟨ϕ,ϕ⟩} � M α(ϕ) , (4.3)

where dϕ is the volume form induced by the Killing form ⟨·, ·⟩ on g. The exponential term with ϵ > 0 ensures the convergence of the integral. Since the equivariant integral of an equivariantly exact form vanishes, (4.2) descends to a map H^•_G(M ) → C .

The localization scheme presented in [3] relies on the introduction of the localizing term e^{−tDλ}, where λ ∈ Ω^1_G(M ).^{14} In fact, if α is equivariantly closed, � α = � α e^{−tDλ} , (4.4)

since both integrands belong to the same cohomology class in H^•_G(M ). Now the exponential brings a e^{itK} factor, with K = i_{V (ϕ)}λ(ϕ). In the limit where t → ∞, one can use the method of the stationary phase to prove that the integral can be expressed as a set of local contributions with � α = � σ Z_σ , (4.5)

where σ labels the critical sets M_σ , i.e. the components of the subspace of M where dK = 0.

This localization scheme is applied to the context of symplectic geometry: suppose M is a symplectic manifold with symplectic form ω while G acts as a symplectomorphism with momentum map μ, i.e. μ : M → g^∗ is such that i_{V (ϕ)}ω = −dμ(ϕ). Let us denote I = ⟨μ, μ⟩. We choose λ = 1 2 (dI)J , (4.6)

where J is an almost complex structure J compatible with ω, namely

g(·, ·) = ω(·, J(·)) . (4.7)

Because, as shown in [3], the critical points of K coincide with the critical points of I, in this localization scheme, the integral localizes on the stationary points of ⟨μ, μ⟩. Clearly, the subspace μ^{−1}(0) is the absolute minimum of such a function.

We still have to specify which form we wish to integrate: this is the unique equivariant extension of the symplectic form that is equivariantly closed, namely

ξ(ϕ) = ω − iμ(ϕ) . (4.8)

14To ensure convergence, it is sufficient to choose a G-invariant λ.

– 14 –

In [3] it is shown that, when restricted to a tubular neighborhood N_σ of M_σ, the equivariant integral of e^ξ is proportional to � N_σ

e^{ω+tdλ+W/(2ϵ)} . (4.9)

Here, W is a scalar that has a local minimum at M_σ, where W = I_σ, the constant value of I over M_σ. As a consequence, in the large-t limit, we find that each localized contribution to the equivariant integral is exponentially suppressed as

Z_σ ∼ e^{−Iσ /(2ϵ)} , (4.10)

with the only exception being the global minimum μ^{−1}(0) where I vanishes. The same conclusions apply straightforwardly to more general integrals of the form � β e^ξ , (4.11)

where β has at most a polynomial dependence on ϕ.

4.2 An abelian toy model

In the appendix of [3], the following example is considered. Let M ≃ S^2 with the usual symplectic volume form ω = sin θ dθ ∧ dψ, where 0 ≤ θ ≤ π and 0 ≤ ψ < 2π are the conventional spherical coordinates. We then consider the U(1) group action generating azimuthal translations. By endowing the Lie algebra u(1) with the standard metric such that vol U(1) = 2π, we identify u(1)^∗ ≃ u(1) ≃ R, the unit generator on u(1) being associated with the fundamental vector field V = ∂_ψ. Such a group action on (S^2, ω) is a symplectomorphism and the associated moment map reads μ = − cos θ, up to constant terms. In this setup, the equivariant integral amenable to localization reads Z = 1 2π �_∞ −∞ dϕ 2π � S^2

e^{ω−iϕμ−ϵϕ2/2} . (4.12)

We now want to revisit this example and show in detail how to explicitly compute the contributions of each critical point of I to the integral. We start by computing the localizing term

η(ϕ) = e^{−tDλ} = e^{−t dλ+itϕ iV λ} , (4.13)

where

λ = sin^2θ cos θ dψ (4.14)

is induced by the almost complex structure on S^2, J = 1 sin θ

∂_ψ ⊗ dθ − sin θ ∂_θ ⊗ dψ , (4.15)

– 15 – as in (4.6). For convenience, we rewrite it as η = e^{η0+η2} , where

η_0 = itϕ sin^2θ cos θ , η_2 = −t ∂_θ(sin^2θ cos θ) dθ ∧ dψ . (4.16)

The integral 1 2π � S^2

η(ϕ) e^{ω+iϕ cos θ−ϵϕ2/2} (4.17)

should receive contributions from the critical points of I = cos^2 θ, i.e. from the minimum at θ = π/2 and from the two maxima at θ = 0 and θ = π.

In a tubular neighborhood of the circle at θ = π/2,

η_0 � �_{θ∼π/2} ∼ −itϕ z , (4.18) η_2 � �_{θ∼π/2} ∼ t dz ∧ dψ , (4.19)

where z = θ − π/2. As the integral (4.17) localizes for t → ∞, the contribution of the fluctuations about the minimum at θ = π/2 is captured by an integral over the normal bundle, where we have expanded at the leading order as above:

Δ π_2 (ϕ) = t

�_{2π} 0 dψ 2π �_∞ −∞ dz e^{−itϕz} . (4.20)

We interpret the integral over z as the Fourier transform of a constant tempered distribution and write

Δ π_2 (ϕ) = 2π δ(ϕ) . (4.21)

We are left with the contribution coming from the higher critical points. The chart (θ, ψ) is singular on the maxima, so in a neighborhood of θ = 0 we define x = θ cos ψ and y = θ sin ψ, in terms of which

η_0 � �_{θ∼0} ∼ itϕ (x^2 + y^2) , (4.22) η_2 � �_{θ∼0} ∼ −2t dx ∧ dy . (4.23)

The fluctuation integral over the tangent space at θ = 0 reads

Δ_0 (ϕ) = − t π � R^2

dx dy e^{itϕ (x2+y2)} . (4.24)

This converges to −i/ϕ in the half-plane Im ϕ > 0 (given t > 0). In order to obtain a sensible result for real ϕ we must interpret again the integral in a distributional sense. This is achieved by taking the limit for Im ϕ → 0^+ and using the distributional identity

lim_{ε→0+} 1 x ± iε

= pv 1 x ∓ iπ δ(x) . (4.25)

– 16 –

In fact, upon switching to polar coordinates one recognizes the expression for the Fourier transform of the Heaviside step function.^{15} The result is the tempered distribution

Δ_0(ϕ) = −i pv 1 ϕ − π δ(ϕ) . (4.26)

We will not repeat the analysis for the other maximum at θ = π as it is completely analogous and simply amounts to replacing ϕ → −ϕ. This gives

Δ_π(ϕ) = +i pv 1 ϕ − π δ(ϕ) . (4.27)

According to (4.5), we can write the integral (4.12) as

Z = Z_0 + Z π_2 + Z_π , (4.28)

where

Z_θ =

�_∞ −∞ dϕ 2π Δ_θ(ϕ) e^{+iϕ cos θ−ϵϕ2/2} . (4.29)

A direct computation gives

Z_0 = − 1 2 erfc � 1 √ 2ϵ � , (4.30)

Z π_2 = 1 , (4.31)

Z_π = − 1 2 erfc � 1 √ 2ϵ � . (4.32)

As expected, the contributions associated with the two maxima are exponentially suppressed as ϵ → 0^+. In fact, we find

Z_{0,π} ∼ e^{−1/(2ϵ)} , (4.33)

consistently with (4.10). Combining the three terms produces the correct result

Z = erf � 1 √ 2ϵ � . (4.34)

4.3 The Yang–Mills effective action We will now show that a supersymmetric localization computation of the partition function of 2d Yang–Mills yields results for the perturbation series which are in line with those derived in previous Section 3. To begin, we provide in Table 1 a dictionary for translating the main components of non-abelian localization, as reviewed in Section 4.1, to the language of 2d supersymmetric gauge theory. In this section we use the notation and results from Appendix B. We will implicitly work only with g ≥ 2. The localization computation for g = 0 and g = 1 can be performed with standard methods.

15 In a distributional sense, �_∞ 0 dx e^{∓2πipx} = ± 1 2πi pv 1 p + δ(p) 2 . The above goes also under the name of Heitler function.

– 17 –

Symplectic Geometry Supersymmetric 2d Yang–Mills the Lie group G the gauge group: the automorphism group of a fixed principal G-bundle over Σ the smooth G-manifold X the space of connections A on a fixed principal G-bundle over Σ the action of G on X gauge transformations acting on A coordinates on the Lie algebra of G the field ϕ as an adjoint-valued scalar on Σ coordinates {x} on X connections A ∈ A ∂_x as an element of the tangent

space T X δA as an adjoint-valued one-form on Σ

a one-form dual to δA (as an element of the exterior algebra) an adjoint-valued fermion ψ which is also a one-form on Σ an equivariant differential form (in

local coordinates) a gauge invariant superfield Φ(A, ψ, ϕ)

the exterior product the product of superfields equivariant integration of equivariant differential forms supersymmetric path integral

the equivariant differential D the supersymmetry variation δ the symplectic form ω the Atiyah–Bott symplectic form ω_{AB} equivariantly closed forms δ closed superfields equivariant cohomology of X the δ cohomology the equivariant extension ω − iμ the superfield^1_2 ψ ∧ ψ + iϕF

Table 1. The dictionary for translating non-abelian localization in symplectic geometry into supersymmetric gauge theory.

Localization of 2dYM. As explained in Section 2, 2dYM has a completely equivalent formulation in terms of fields A, ψ, ϕ, and the supersymmetric action (2.18) that we reproduce here for convenience:

S_{SUSY}[A, ψ, ϕ] = − 1 4π^2 � tr � iϕF + 1 2 ψ ∧ ψ � − ϵ 8π^4 � dvol_Σ tr(ϕ^2) . (4.35)

The supersymmetry acting on the fields is generated by

δA = iψ , δψ = −d_Aϕ , δϕ = 0 . (4.36)

Note that

δF = i d_Aψ . (4.37)

We would like to compute the partition function for this theory on a closed genus g surface Σ of unit area, using localization. To begin, we deform the 2dYM action using a δexact term. Our choice of δ-exact term appears in [3] at a certain stage in the computation

– 18 –

(cf. Eq. (3.30) of [3]):^{16}

S_{loc.} = t δ � 1 32π^4 � Σ tr � iψ ∧ d^†_AF �

= t 32π^4 � Σ tr � iϕ ∧ d_Ad^†_AF + ψ ∧ � 1 2 Δ_A + F̂ � ψ � . (4.38)

By a standard argument, the δ-exact deformation does not change the expectation value of the partition function and of δ-closed observables. The precise coefficient used here was chosen for later convenience.

The bosonic part of the action (4.38) is purely imaginary, and the localization we have in mind is an exact stationary phase approximation.^{17} This should be contrasted with the usual setup for supersymmetric localization, as expounded for instance in [36], whereby a real positive-semi-definite localizing action is used and the result is an exact saddle point approximation. Our first assumption is that such a localization is still well defined, an assumption which is borne out by the results in [3], albeit without a derivation of the finite dimensional model. Note also that this type of localizing term is the direct analogue of the one used in the toy example, namely (4.13).

According to [3], the localizing action (4.38) also brings in configurations from infinity, for any finite value of t, resulting in expressions for the expectation values of δ-closed observables at finite ϵ which are different from what one could have obtained via a standard localizing term leading to a cohomological TQFT. The additional configurations are unstable instantons, exponentially suppressed at small ϵ, allowing them to be neatly separated from the topological data at ϵ → 0. This latter fact, which was central to the arguments leading to the computation of the intersection numbers on the moduli space of flat connections performed in [3], is not relevant for our purposes. We define the trans-series type expansion in ϵ which we wish to compute as the one arising from our 2dYM action at any value of t. Indeed, for the purpose of computing the partition function, the theory we consider is equivalent to physical 2dYM at any value of t.

The equations of motion arising from (4.38) imply that the stationary phase configurations satisfy

d_Ad^†_AF = 0 . (4.39)

Using the inner product, one sees that this equation is equivalent to the Yang–Mills equation

d^†_AF = 0 . (4.40)

Treating the fermions as perturbations, the equations of motion for A are equivalent to

Δ_Ad_Aϕ = 0 , (4.41)

16See B for the precise definitions of dA and F̂ .

17Note that this reality of the bosonic action would not be true in the N = (2, 2) version of this theory, where ϕ is a complex scalar.

– 19 – which implies that d_Aϕ is harmonic and therefore d^†_Ad_Aϕ vanishes leading to

d_Aϕ = 0 . (4.42)

Solutions to this equation parameterize the Lie algebra of the isotropy group of A, i.e. continuous families of gauge transformations left unbroken by A. This is a finite dimensional Lie algebra. The connection A is called irreducible if (4.42) has no non-trivial solutions.

In order to perform the path integral, we will also need a BRST gauge fixing multiplet with the standard fields c, c̄ and B, and a BRST transformation δ_{BRST} acting as

δ_{BRST}c = cc , δ_{BRST}c̄ = iB , δ_{BRST}B = 0 . (4.43)

The action of δ_{BRST} on the rest of the fields is equivalent to a gauge transformation with parameter c, for instance^{18}

δ_{BRST}a = −d_Ac . (4.44)

Localization in the presence of BRST symmetry requires consideration of the combined complex with a transformation δ + δ_{BRST}, however the localizing term we used is δ_{BRST} invariant.

We can impose background gauge by taking

S_{g.f.} = (δ + δ_{BRST}) � Σ dvol_Σ tr � c̄ d^†_Aa �

= � Σ dvol_Σ tr � iB d^†_Aa + c̄ Δ_Ac − ic̄ d^†_Aψ � . (4.45)

In these expressions, A denotes a fixed background connection satisfying the Yang–Mills equation, while a denotes the fluctuations in the connection orthogonal to A under the standard inner product. Both a and ψ are thus adjoint-valued one-forms.

In order to simplify matters, we begin the calculation of the partition function by integrating out the BRST auxiliary field B. This imposes background gauge on a. We implicitly use this condition to simplify various expressions involving a in what follows. Integration over B yields a functional delta function setting all modes of a which do not satisfy background gauge to zero, and in addition gives the following functional determinant:

N_{BRST} = (det d^†_A)^{−1} . (4.46)

The bosonic moduli space. At this point, we specialize to G = SU(2). We will comment later regarding the challenges involved for higher rank groups. We will use a basis for su(2) consisting of

τ_i = iσ_i , (4.47)

18The covariant derivative acting on the ghost should really be with respect to the total connection A+a, but in the absence of ghost zero modes the operator dA is what remains after localization.

– 20 – where σ_i are the Pauli matrices. Note that

tr(τ_iτ_j) = −2δ_{ij} . (4.48)

As mentioned in Section 3, the solutions to the equation of motion (4.40) are Yang– Mills connections which can carry magnetic flux [29]. The flux is parameterized by an element of the magnetic weight lattice of G, denoted Γ, which for G = SU(2) is a single integer m, such that ⋆F = 2πm τ_3.

For m = 0, the solutions modulo gauge transformations form the moduli space of flat SU(2) connections on Σ, whose irreducible part for g ≥ 2 has dimension 6g − 6. For m ≠ 0, the moduli space consists of reducible connections, and is equivalent to a 2g dimensional space of flat U(1) connections that we denote by M_m. For g = 1, only the reducible part appears regardless of m, while for g = 0, the flux number m completely characterizes the solutions.

We henceforth restrict to m ≠ 0, and therefore to reducible connections. Solutions to the equation of motion for ϕ parameterize infinitesimal unbroken gauge transformations. On the reducible part of the moduli space the isotropy group is U(1). A solution is simply a constant profile for the scalar, which we parameterize as ϕ = 2π^2ϕ_0 τ_3, and which is moreover in the same Cartan subalgebra as the magnetic flux or the holonomies of A.

Thinking of the m, ϕ_0, and the abelian connections as living in a Cartan subalgebra, specifically the Lie algebra of the maximal torus for the unbroken U(1), the space of reducible solutions must also be divided by the Weyl group, which acts on the flat connections and on ϕ_0 as a reflection in the Lie algebra of U(1), as well as taking m to −m.

We are interested in evaluating the effective action for ϕ_0 in a sector where m ≠ 0, and deriving from it the perturbation series in ϵ. The analogous calculation for higher rank groups is the effective action in a sector where m ∈ Γ lies in the interior of a Weyl chamber, rather than on a boundary. Such an m can also be characterized as not being fixed by any element of the Weyl group. The manipulations below, including the characterization of the various zero modes that arise in the process of localization, is valid for such an m. For m ∈ Γ not satisfying this criterion, we must deal with the various branches of the moduli space described above. We will not attempt this here.

Bosonic fluctuations. We now expand the bosonic part of (4.38) around the Yang–Mills connection A and the covariantly constant scalar ϕ_0. The fields ϕ and a are fluctuations around this background, orthogonal to the bosonic moduli space in the standard inner product. The localizing action in background gauge, expanded to quadratic order, and with the usual re-scaling of the fields to eliminate the dependence on t, reads

S_{loc.} = 1 32π^4 � Σ tr(iϕ_0 ∧ K(a) + iϕ ∧ d_AΔ_Aa) + O(t^{−1/2}) , (4.49)

where K(a) is an expression quadratic in a.

We now take advantage of the linear dependence of this action on the fluctuation ϕ, which will not appear elsewhere, to integrate out ϕ. This introduces a functional delta function δ(d_AΔ_Aa) . (4.50)

– 21 –

Integration of a using the delta function is, as usual, accompanied by a functional determinant

N_{bos.} = det^′ � 1 32π^4 d_AΔ_A

�_{−1} , (4.51)

where det^′ denotes a determinant over all modes outside the kernel of (4.50). Note that the factor N_{bos.} is independent of ϕ_0, but depends explicitly on the background connection A. Integration over the fluctuations a is thus trivial for all modes not in the kernel of the operator d_AΔ_A, equivalently the kernel of Δ_A. The kernel itself consists of adjoint-valued one-forms satisfying

d_Aa = d^†_Aa = 0 . (4.52)

Solutions to these equations can be organized according to their F̂ eigenvalue (see Appendix B for details). We denote this eigenvalue ±iλ following [29], and noting that in our conventions

λ = ±2πm . (4.53)

Vanishing λ implies a direction tangent to the moduli space. For a fixed non-zero λ, (B.15) gives the dimension of the kernel as

dim Ker_{adλ(P )⊗Ω}1 (Δ_A) = dim H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) + dim H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_{−λ}(P )) . (4.54)

When evaluated on the kernel, the expression K(a) collapses to a∧F̂ a. Taking both values of λ into account, we get a count of the number of real bosonic modes in the kernel of (4.50)

N_b ≡ 2 dim H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) + 2 dim H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_{−λ}(P )) . (4.55)

The modes collectively denoted by a will not show up in the fermionic part of the action, and we perform the integration over them here. Let {a_i}^{Nb}_{i=1} be and orthonormal basis for the modes in the kernel of (4.50), x^i auxiliary bosonic variables, and x^ia_i the orthogonal projection of the field a to this sector. The integration over all fluctuations a gives the one-loop determinant

Z^{bos.}_{1-loop} = � Da δ(d_AΔ_Aa) exp � 1 32π^4 � Σ tr � 2π^2iϕ_0τ_3 � a ∧ F̂ a �

= N_{bos.}

� N_b� i=1 � dx_i e^{−2πimϕ0x2i} � . (4.56)

The N_b integrals can be turned into a single radial integral, and further simplified by changing the integration variable to be the square root of the radial coordinate. Moreover, the resulting Jacobian can be expressed in terms of derivatives in ϕ_0. Namely, � N_b� i=1 � dx_i e^{−2πimϕ0x2i} � = Ω_{Nb−1} 2 � − 1 2πim d dϕ_0

�_{Nb/2−1} �_∞ 0 dr e^{−2πimϕ0r} , (4.57)

– 22 – where

Ω_{Nb−1} =

2π^{Nb/2} Γ(N_b/2)

(4.58)

is the volume of the unit (N_b − 1)-sphere. The last integral is of the same kind encountered in the finite-dimensional toy model of Section 4.2 (cf. Footnote 15). The result reads

Z^{bos.}_{1-loop} = −

N_{bos.} (−2im)^{Nb/2} Γ(N_b/2) d^{Nb/2−1} dϕ_0^{Nb/2−1} � pv 1 ϕ_0

+ iπ sign(m) δ(ϕ_0) � . (4.59)

Fermionic fluctuations. We now examine the fermionic part of the action � Σ tr � 1 32π^4 ψ ∧ � 1 2 Δ_A + F̂ � ψ + c̄ Δ_Ac − ic̄ d^†_Aψ � . (4.60)

Suppose that we substitute for A a solution of the Yang–Mills equations. The operator Δ_A acting on scalars is positive semi-definite. The only modes of c or c̄ in the kernel of Δ_A are those with Λ eigenvalue 0. These are covariantly constant scalars in the same Cartan subalgebra as ⋆F . It is possible to further gauge fix to get rid of such modes, but this turns out to be equivalent to simply discarding them from the action a priori, which is the approach we follow.^{19}

Zero modes of ψ lie in the kernel of the operator^1_2 Δ_A +F̂ . These come in two varieties:

1. Modes which are simultaneously in the kernel of both F̂ and Δ_A. These are in one to one correspondence with ordinary harmonic one-forms, and comprise a vector space of dimension 2g. They are physical zero modes, representing tangent vectors to the moduli space of flat connections [29]. We will denote them {ψ^i_0}^{2g}_{i=1}.^{20}

2. Modes for which F̂ ψ is equal to −|λ|ψ and Δ_Aψ takes its minimal value of 2|λ|.

These are spurious zero modes which must be dealt with before continuing with the calculation. According to (B.19) all such modes are of the form dy for some scalar y. Moreover, for the {λ, −λ} pair we have the following number of real fermionic zero modes of this type

N_f ≡ 2 dim H^0_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) + 2 dim H^0_d′′_A (Σ, ad_{−λ}(P )) .

Note that modes of type 2 are not by themselves zero modes of the full fermionic action. Because of the mixing term between ψ and c̄, the actual zero modes consist of the modes

ψ = d_Ay , c = iy . (4.61)

19We have implicitly done the same with the equivalent mode of the field B, which decouples from the gauge fixing term (4.45). Hence, there are no zero modes in the ghost sector.

20Such modes should be completely absent from the non-classical part of the effective action (cf. [35]), although we could not confirm this. We will only show that the partition function can be recovered without taking such terms into account.

– 23 –

The quadratic form for the fermions being antisymmetric, the zero modes are orthogonal to all non-zero modes and can be considered separately. The non-zero modes, meanwhile, contribute a factor of

N_{ferm.} = det^′ � 1 32π^4 � 1 2 Δ_A + F̂ � det^′(Δ_A) . (4.62)

As with the factor N_{bos.}, this factor is independent of ϕ_0 but depends explicitly on A.

In order to lift the type 2 zero modes, we must introduce an additional exact term. Let {y^i}^{Nf}_{i=1} be an orthonormal basis for the bosonic version of the type 2 zero modes. Let v_i be anti-commuting parameters such that v_iy^i is the orthogonal projection of the ghost field c to the zero mode sector. We choose to add

(δ + δ_{BRST}) 1 16π^3 � Σ tr � −iF � ϕ_0, v_iy^i � = 1 16π^3 � Σ tr � d_Aψ � ϕ_0, v_iy^i �

= − i 16π^3 � Σ tr � d_Ad_A � v_jy^j � ϕ_0, v_iy^i �

= i 16π^3 v_j v_i � Σ tr � F_0, y^j � ϕ_0, y^i � , (4.63)

where in the second line we have already taken the quadratic approximation and expanded ψ in the appropriate modes. Evaluating the resulting Pfaffian in the variable v gives a factor of (2imϕ_0)^{Nf /2} . (4.64)

The effective action. The classical part of the effective action for the moduli is obtained by evaluating (4.35) on the zero modes ϕ_0, ψ^i_0. Because (4.35) depends only on F and not on A, it does not depend on the flat connections, and reduces to a single expression on every connected component of the moduli space of Yang–Mills connections. This gives

− log Z^{cl.}_{effective} = ϵϕ^2_0 + 2πimϕ_0 + 1 2 ψ^i_0 ∧ ψ_{0i} . (4.65)

The quantum part of the effective action for the mode ϕ_0 is the distribution defined by the product of (4.56) and (4.64). Using the expressions for N_b and N_f , the Riemann–Roch theorem, and fact that

c_1(ad_{−λ}) = −c_1(ad_λ) , (4.66) and dim_C ad_λ = 1 , (4.67)

we see that 1 2 (N_b − N_f ) = 2g − 2 . (4.68)

Moreover, the factors of ϕ_0 multiplying the distribution give a different distribution with the same singular support.

– 24 –

The complete expression for the partition function then reads Z = 1 2 � m∈Z � dϕ_0 � M_m � � i dψ^i_0 Z_{effective} , (4.69)

where the full effective action is given by

Z_{effective} = Z^{cl.}_{effective} Z^{(1)}_{effective} Z^{(2)}_{effective} Z^{(2)}_{effective} . (4.70)

Taking into account both the measure for ϕ_0 and the division by the center of SU(2), the final result for the quantum part of the effective action has been written as a product of the three expressions

Z^{(1)}_{effective} = − 1 (2g − 3)!

d^{2g−3} dϕ_0^{2g−3} � pv 1 ϕ_0

+ iπ sign(m) δ(ϕ_0) � , (4.71)

Z^{(2)}_{effective} = (−4m^2)^{1−g} , (4.72)

Z^{(3)}_{effective} = π^2N_{BRST} N_{bos.} N_{ferm.} . (4.73)

The first expression, the only one which depends on ϕ_0, is indeed the one-loop determinant (3.30) predicted by the Poisson summation procedure. We have separated the constants so that the result matches without prefactors. This is our primary result from this section.

The second expression amounts to an allowed renormalization of the type described in (2.12) albeit depending on the flux number m. The third expression is independent of ϕ_0, but depends explicitly on the point in the Yang–Mills moduli space M_m given by the background connection A. In analogy with the discussion of the analytic torsion in the case of flat connections [2], we expect the integral of this expression over the moduli space to be a topological invariant, possibly depending on m, and for the product

Z^{(2)}_{effective} � M_m

Z^{(3)}_{effective} , (4.74)

together with a numerical factor coming from the fermionic zero modes to be an m independent renormalization. It should be possible to show this by manipulation of the determinants with an appropriate regularization scheme, but we have not done so.

To summarize, localization using the purely imaginary localizing term (4.38) immediately yields the correct bosonic moduli space, while the fermion zero modes require a more detailed analysis. The non-classical part of the effective action for the modulus ϕ_0 comes from integrating out a collection of distinguished bosonic and fermionic fluctuations, the harmonic modes x and the type-2 fermionic zero modes y. A priori, counting these modes requires a detailed mode by mode analysis, but the combination appearing in the final expression can be recovered from an index theorem, in this case the Riemann–Roch theorem. This is also the situation one often encounters when using a positive semi-definite localizing term.

A number of issue remain to be resolved in this calculation. The computation of the ϕ_0 independent part of the quantum effective action is incomplete. Moreover, the lifting of

– 25 – the fermion zero modes necessitated the addition of a term with a seemingly independent coefficient which alters the final result by numerical factors. We hope to return to these matters.

5 Discussion

We have demonstrated that the full perturbative expansion of the partition function of Yang–Mills theory on a genus g surface around unstable instantons can be reliably computed in two different ways, at least for gauge group SU(2). We first showed that the expansion can be computed starting with the lattice gauge theory result for the partition function and using a generalized form of Poisson summation. We then demonstrated that the same expansion results from a somewhat non-standard supersymmetric localization calculation.

A surprising feature of the latter calculation was the emergence of an effective action for a scalar mode which takes the form of a distribution, rather than a function. The distributions we recover are specific regularizations of the singular functions which one obtains in the other localization approaches reviewed below. Consequently, we expect that the results of any calculation which can be reliably carried out in either approach will agree. It would be interesting to investigate how such a distribution could come about from a determinant over the fluctuations for a positive semi-definite localizing term, or the associated index theorem. Preliminary steps in this direction were taken in [37].

Benini and Zaffaroni have previously performed standard localization computations for supersymmetric gauge theories, which are further applicable to any A-twisted N = (2, 2) theory on a closed Euclidean 2-manifold [35, 38]. Results for 2dYM can be straightforwardly read off from their work. The effective action for the scalar modulus, which is complex in their setting, implied by their work is a meromorphic function, rather than a distribution. In fact, meromorphic functions are generically produced by localization in this class of models, even in the presence of matter superfields [35]. Such singular effective actions would naively imply ambiguous results for protected observables. However, detailed examination has shown that they can be dealt with in some cases.

A detailed examination of the breakdown of localization, or rather deformation invariance, in this context, specifically at genus one, was initiated in [39, 40]. The authors showed that, at least in a wide class of models satisfying some conditions on the gauge charges of chiral multiplets, the integration over the supersymmetric moduli should be carried out over a contour in the complex plane associated with the JK residue prescription [41]. This prescription, which was introduced following Witten’s work on non-abelian localization, yields non-ambiguous results for protected observables. The prescription has passed numerous checks. The results were generalized to higher genus in [35].

We do not believe that 2dYM falls within the class of models to which the JK residue prescription applies, but we cannot state with certainty that the results of [35] cannot be generalized to this case. However, the analogous analysis of Chern–Simons theory, carried out in [38], emphasizes the need to perform the sum over instanton sectors before applying the JK residue prescription. We believe that this implies that one would not be able to use

– 26 – the machinery of the JK residue to compute the perturbation series, rather only the final result, for 2dYM.

The expression (4.71) is similar to the effective action for ϕ_0 provided by the derivation using torus gauge in [4], or from the twisted N = (2, 2) perspective examined in [35, 38]. Both of these approaches yield an effective action of the form

ϕ^{2−2g}_0 , (5.1)

although in [35, 38] the status of this expression is different because the contour of integration for ϕ_0 is not the same. As explained in the toy example, (4.71) can be thought of as a specific regularization of (5.1).

There are a number of unsatisfactory aspects of the JK residue prescription which one may hope to address with an alternative localization procedure such as the one used here. For one, to the best of our knowledge, the JK residue prescription can only be used for gauge theories with charged matter satisfying certain criteria and yielding specific types of singularities for the effective action. We do not believe that any such restriction applies to our procedure. It is often useful to be able to gauge global symmetries at the level of the exact partition function, without specifying the dynamical fields. Such a process is possible in most localization computations by weakly gauging the symmetry, whereby the partition function depends on additional parameters. However, the JK residue prescription requires full knowledge of the charges of dynamical chiral multiplets, and therefore presumably does not allow one to gauge global symmetries without reverting to the original description of the theory. It seems plausible that this difficulty can be addressed in our procedure, since multiplication of distributions with compatible wave front sets is a well-defined process.

A JK residue type prescription is needed in order to evaluate analogous partition functions in higher dimensions, e.g. for twisted N = 2 theories on toric Kähler manifolds in four dimensions [42] and the related N = 1 indices in five dimensions [43]. Because of the need for a mode by mode analysis, justifying the use of a specific prescription becomes increasingly difficult in these contexts. The derivation of a distributional effective action may be simpler in these situations.

In upcoming work, we incorporate non-simply-connected groups and discrete theta angles, and also apply our techniques to the expectation values of observables like the Wilson loop. We expect to be able to generalize our results to higher rank groups.

Acknowledgments

LG and DS are supported, in part, by Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare (INFN) through the “Gauge and String Theory” (GAST) research project. The research of RP is funded, in part, by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) – Projektnummer 277101999 – TRR 183 (project A03 and B01). JP acknowledges financial support from the European Research Council (grant BHHQG-101040024). Views and opinions expressed are however those of the authors only and do not necessarily reflect those of the European Union or the European Research Council. Neither the European

– 27 –

Union nor the granting authority can be held responsible for them. IY is supported, in part, by UKRI consolidated grants ST/P000711/1 and ST/T000775/1.

A Fourier transforms

In this appendix we compute the Fourier transform of the distribution f(x) defined in (3.8). In order to do so, we consider the Fourier transforms of the two factors in (3.8), which are given by

F (x) F̂ (p) − 1 (2g − 3)!

d^{2g−3} dx^{2g−3} � pv 1 x � (−π^2)^{g−1} (2g − 3)!

(2|p|)^{2g−3} for g ∈ Z, g ≥ 2,

e^{−ϵx2} √ π a e^{−π2p2/ϵ} for ϵ > 0.

We can reconstruct the Fourier transform of (3.8) as the convolution of the two transforms in the table above, namely

f̂(p) = (−4π^2)^{g−1} (2g − 3)! √ π 2 √ ϵ �_∞ −∞ dq |q|^{2g−3} e^{−π2(p−q)2/ϵ} = (−4ϵ)^{g−1} (2g − 3)! √ π 2 √ ϵ �_∞ 0 dq q^{2g−3} � e^{−(q+πp/√ϵ)2} + e^{−(q−πp/√ϵ)2} � , (A.1)

where in the last line we have split the integration range and changed integration variable with q → ±πq/ √ ϵ. The integral can be readily evaluated and expressed in terms of a Kummer confluent hypergeometric function with

f̂(p) = (−1)^{g−1}π

Γ(g − 1/2) ϵ^{g−3/2}_1F_1(3/2 − g; 1/2; −π^2p^2/ϵ) . (A.2)

However, for our purposes, it is useful to recast it as

f̂(p) = (−4ϵ)^{g−1} (2g − 3)! √ π 2 √ ϵ � G(πp/ √ ϵ) + G(−πp/ √ ϵ) � , (A.3)

where we have introduced

G(x) =

�_∞ 0 dq q^{2g−3}e^{−(q−x)2} = e^{−x2} 2^{2g−3}

∂^{2g−3} ∂x^{2g−3}

�_∞ 0 dq e^{−q2+2xq} = √ π e^{−x2} 2^{2g−2}

∂^{2g−3} ∂x^{2g−3} � e^{x2} (1 + erf(x)) � . (A.4)

The above can be evaluated in terms of Hermite polynomials by using

∂^k ∂x^k e^{−x2} = (−1)^k e^{−x2} H_k(x) . (A.5)

– 28 –

We can now rewrite (A.2) as

f̂(p) = e^{−π2p2/ϵ} P (p) + erf(πp/√ϵ) Q^′(p) , (A.6)

where P and Q are even polynomials defined with

P (p) = (−1)^{g−1} (2π)^{2g−3} � ϵ π p^{2g−4} g−2� k=0 � − ϵ 2π^2p^2

�_{k k}� m=0 (−1)^m (2k − 2m − 1)!! 2^m m! (2g − 2m − 3)!

, (A.7)

Q(p) =

(−1)^{g−1} √ π ϵ^{g−1} 2 Γ(g − 1/2)

L^{− 12}_{g−1} � − π^2p^2 ϵ � . (A.8)

The first definition can be obtained from

P (p) = (−1)^{g−1} 2 √ π ϵ^{g− 32}

2g−4�

k=0 i^k k! (2g − 3 − k)!

H_k � iπp √ ϵ � H_{2g−4−k} � πp √ ϵ � , (A.9)

while the second implies^{21}

Q^′(p) =

(−1)^{g−1}π^52 ϵ^{g−2} Γ(g − 1/2) p L^{12}_{g−2} � − π^2p^2 ϵ �

= iπ ϵ^{g− 3}2 (2g − 3)!

H_{2g−3} � iπp √ ϵ � . (A.10)

B Yang–Mills connections

We will need several results about the moduli space of Yang–Mills connections on Riemann surfaces which can be found in [29], or can be straightforwardly derived from the results therein. We refer the reader to the original work of Atiyah and Bott [29] for a detailed analysis.

Let Σ be a smooth two manifold with a Riemannian metric, and let ⋆ be the Hodge star operator. The exterior derivative is denoted by d, and we denote by d^† ≡ − ⋆ d ⋆ its adjoint with respect to the usual inner product for differential forms, namely,

(η, ω) ≡ � Σ η ∧ ⋆ω . (B.1)

Let η be a differential form of degree [η], then

⋆^2η = (−1)^{[η]} . (B.2)

Specifically, ⋆^2 = −1 when acting on one-forms. The Hodge star therefore splits the space of complexified one-forms Ω^1_C into the forms with ⋆-eigenvalue ±i, denoted Ω^{1,0} and Ω^{0,1},

21The second equality follows from the well-known relation between generalized Laguerre and Hermite polynomials H2n+1(x) = (−1)^n 2^{2n+1} n! x L^{12}_n (x^2) .

– 29 – and splits the exterior derivative d into d^′ and d^{′′} according to the image. This induces a holomorphic structure on Σ.

Let A be a connection on a principle G-bundle P over a Riemann surface Σ, and let F be its curvature. A satisfies the Yang–Mills equations if

d^†_AF = 0 , (B.3)

where d_A is the covariant exterior derivative, and d^†_A its adjoint. The background gauge condition is defined to be d^†_AA = 0. The following facts apply to such an A [29].

The adjoint scalar ⋆F is covariantly constant. The eigenvalues of the operator

Λ ≡ i[⋆F, ·] (B.4)

acting on the space of adjoint-valued forms are locally constant, and such forms can be decomposed accordingly. The maps given by the operator d_A, and by its Hodge dual d^†_A, commute with Λ and respect this decomposition. We define also the operator

F̂ ≡ −i ⋆ Λ , (B.5)

acting on adjoint-valued one-forms.

The covariant Laplacian is given by

Δ_A ≡ d_Ad^†_A + d^†_Ad_A . (B.6)

Δ_A is a positive semi-definite operator. The tangent space to the moduli space of solutions at A consists of adjoint-valued one-forms annihilated by both F̂ and Δ_A. The Hessian for the Yang–Mills term, around a solution of the Yang–Mills equations and in background gauge, is equivalent to Δ_A + F̂ and vanishes only when acting on directions tangent to the moduli space.

The holomorphic structure defined on the tangent bundle of Σ extends to the associated adjoint bundle ad(P ). This allows complexified adjoint-valued one-forms to be decomposed into Ω^{1,0}(Σ, ad_C (P )) and Ω^{0,1}(Σ, ad_C (P )) on which ⋆ acts as −i and i respectively, with a corresponding decomposition of the covariant exterior derivative into d^′_A and d^{′′}_A.

The holomorphic structure and the operators d^{′′}_A and d^′_A are compatible with the decomposition according to eigenvalues of Λ. We denote by ad_λ(P ) the vector bundle with Λ eigenvalue λ and define the Laplacians

□^{′′}_A ≡ d^{′′}_A(d^{′′}_A)^† + (d^{′′}_A)^†d^{′′}_A , (B.7) □^′_A ≡ d^′_A(d^′_A)^† + (d^′_A)^†d^′_A . (B.8)

□^{′′}_A and □^′_A define the same operator on Ω^{1,0}(Σ, ad_λ(P )) and Ω^{0,1}(Σ, ad_λ(P )), and when acting there,

Δ_A = 2□^{′′}_A = 2□^′_A . (B.9)

When acting on Ω^{0,0}(Σ, ad_λ(P )), we instead have

□^′_A + □^{′′}_A = Δ_A , (B.10)

– 30 –

□^′_A − □^{′′}_A = λ . (B.11) We have the following isomorphisms, following from Hodge theory and Serre duality, ker_{adλ(P )⊗Ω}1 (Δ_A) ≃ H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) ⊕ H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_{−λ}(P )) , (B.12) ker_{adλ(P )}(d^{′′}_A) ≃ H^0_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) , (B.13) ker_{adλ(P )}(d^′_A) ≃ ker_{adλ(P )⊗Ω}2 ((d^{′′}_A)^†) ≃ H^0_d′′_A (Σ, ad_{−λ}(P )) . (B.14) Specifically,

dim ker_{adλ(P )⊗Ω}1 (Δ_A) = dim H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) + dim H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_{−λ}(P )) . (B.15) For adjoint-valued one-forms with Λ eigenvalue λ, the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of Δ_A is greater than or equal to 2|λ|. We will need the following result, which we derive from [29]:

Proposition. Let v ∈ Ω^{1,0}(Σ, ad_C (P )) be such that Δ_Av = 2|λ|v. Then v = d^′_Ax for some x ∈ Ω^{0,0}(Σ, ad_C (P )) satisfying d^{′′}_Ax = 0. Likewise, let v ∈ Ω^{0,1}(Σ, ad_C (P )) be such that Δ_Av = 2|λ|v. Then v = d^{′′}_Ax for some x ∈ Ω^{0,0}(Σ, ad_C (P )) satisfying d^′_Ax = 0. Proof. Let v ∈ Ω^1(Σ, ad_λ(P )) be such that Δ_Av = 2|λ|v. Assume v ∈ Ω^{0,1}(Σ, ad_C (P )) and λ < 0 so that F̂ v = −|λ|v. From the Hodge decomposition with respect to d^{′′}_A we have v = d^{′′}_Ax since v is not harmonic. We always have □^′_Ax − □^{′′}_Ax = λx . (B.16) Now we compute −2λd^{′′}_Ax = 2{d^{′′}_A, (d^{′′}_A)^†}d^{′′}_Ax = 2d^{′′}_A□^{′′}_Ax .

Hence, by acting on the left with (d^{′′}_A)^† we have □^{′′}_Ax = −λx , (B.17) leading to □^′_Ax = 0, which implies d^′_Ax = 0 . (B.18) The case with v ∈ Ω^{1,0}(Σ, ad_C (P )) and λ > 0 is proved using the decomposition with respect to d^′_A.

Combined with the isomorphisms above, this gives dim({v ∈ Ω^1(Σ, ad_λ(P )) | Δ_Av = 2|λ|v}) = dim H^0_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) + dim H^0_d′′_A (Σ, ad_{−λ}(P )) . (B.19) Finally, the Riemann–Roch theorem for d^{′′}_A states

dim H^0_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) − dim H^1_d′′_A (Σ, ad_λ(P )) = (c_1(ad_λ) + (1 − g) dim_C ad_λ) . (B.20)

– 31 –

References

[1] A.A. Migdal, Recursion Equations in Gauge Theories, Sov. Phys. JETP 42 (1975) 413.

[2] E. Witten, On quantum gauge theories in two-dimensions,

Commun. Math. Phys. 141 (1991) 153.

[3] E. Witten, Two-dimensional gauge theories revisited, J. Geom. Phys. 9 (1992) 303 [hep-th/9204083].

[4] M. Blau and G. Thompson, Lectures on 2-d gauge theories: Topological aspects and path integral techniques, in Summer School in High-energy Physics and Cosmology (Includes Workshop on Strings, Gravity, and Related Topics 29-30 Jul 1993), pp. 0175–244, 10, 1993 [hep-th/9310144].

[5] D.J. Gross, Two-dimensional QCD as a string theory, Nucl. Phys. B 400 (1993) 161 [hep-th/9212149].

[6] D.J. Gross and W. Taylor, Two-dimensional QCD is a string theory,

Nucl. Phys. B 400 (1993) 181 [hep-th/9301068].

[7] M.R. Douglas and V.A. Kazakov, Large N phase transition in continuum QCD in two-dimensions, Phys. Lett. B 319 (1993) 219 [hep-th/9305047].

[8] D.J. Gross and A. Matytsin, Instanton induced large N phase transitions in two-dimensional and four-dimensional QCD, Nucl. Phys. B 429 (1994) 50 [hep-th/9404004].

[9] A. Bassetto, F. De Biasio and L. Griguolo, Lightlike Wilson loops and gauge invariance of Yang-Mills theory in (1+1)-dimensions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72 (1994) 3141 [hep-th/9402029].

[10] A. Bassetto and L. Griguolo, Two-dimensional QCD, instanton contributions and the perturbative Wu-Mandelstam-Leibbrandt prescription, Phys. Lett. B 443 (1998) 325 [hep-th/9806037].

[11] N. Drukker, S. Giombi, R. Ricci and D. Trancanelli, Supersymmetric Wilson loops on S^3, JHEP 05 (2008) 017 [0711.3226].

[12] V. Pestun, Localization of the four-dimensional N=4 SYM to a two-sphere and 1/8 BPS Wilson loops, JHEP 12 (2012) 067 [0906.0638].

[13] S. Giombi and V. Pestun, Correlators of local operators and 1/8 BPS Wilson loops on S^2 from 2d YM and matrix models, JHEP 10 (2010) 033 [0906.1572].

[14] A. Bassetto, L. Griguolo, F. Pucci, D. Seminara, S. Thambyahpillai and D. Young, Correlators of supersymmetric Wilson-loops, protected operators and matrix models in N=4 SYM, JHEP 08 (2009) 061 [0905.1943].

[15] S. Giombi and S. Komatsu, Exact Correlators on the Wilson Loop in N = 4 SYM:

Localization, Defect CFT, and Integrability, JHEP 05 (2018) 109 [1802.05201].

[16] D.J. Gross and A. Matytsin, Some properties of large N two-dimensional Yang-Mills theory, Nucl. Phys. B 437 (1995) 541 [hep-th/9410054].

[17] S. Giombi and V. Pestun, The 1/2 BPS ’t Hooft loops in N=4 SYM as instantons in 2d Yang-Mills, J. Phys. A 46 (2013) 095402 [0909.4272].

[18] B.E. Rusakov, Loop averages and partition functions in U(N) gauge theory on two-dimensional manifolds, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 5 (1990) 693.

– 32 –

[19] V. Pestun, Localization of gauge theory on a four-sphere and supersymmetric Wilson loops, Commun. Math. Phys. 313 (2012) 71 [0712.2824].

[20] I. Aniceto, G. Basar and R. Schiappa, A Primer on Resurgent Transseries and Their Asymptotics, Phys. Rept. 809 (2019) 1 [1802.10441].

[21] D. Dorigoni and P. Glass, The grin of Cheshire cat resurgence from supersymmetric localization, SciPost Phys. 4 (2018) 012 [1711.04802].

[22] D. Dorigoni and P. Glass, Picard-Lefschetz decomposition and Cheshire Cat resurgence in 3D N = 2 field theories, JHEP 12 (2019) 085 [1909.05262].

[23] T. Fujimori and P. Glass, Resurgence in 2-dimensional Yang–Mills and a genus-altering deformation, PTEP 2023 (2023) 053B03 [2212.11988].

[24] I. Aniceto, J.G. Russo and R. Schiappa, Resurgent Analysis of Localizable Observables in Supersymmetric Gauge Theories, JHEP 03 (2015) 172 [1410.5834].

[25] M. Honda, Borel Summability of Perturbative Series in 4D N = 2 and 5D N=1 Supersymmetric Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 211601 [1603.06207].

[26] M. Honda and D. Yokoyama, Resumming perturbative series in the presence of monopole bubbling effects, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 025012 [1711.10799].

[27] M. Honda, How to resum perturbative series in 3d N=2 Chern-Simons matter theories, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 025039 [1604.08653].

[28] M.F. Atiyah and R. Bott, The Moment map and equivariant cohomology,

Topology 23 (1984) 1.

[29] M.F. Atiyah and R. Bott, The Yang-Mills equations over Riemann surfaces, Phil. Trans.

Roy. Soc. Lond. A 308 (1982) 523.

[30] K.G. Wilson, Confinement of Quarks, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) 2445. [31] P. Goddard, J. Nuyts and D.I. Olive, Gauge Theories and Magnetic Charge, Nucl. Phys. B 125 (1977) 1.

[32] A. Kapustin, Wilson-’t Hooft operators in four-dimensional gauge theories and S-duality, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 025005 [hep-th/0501015].

[33] D. Ghoshal, C. Imbimbo and D. Kumar, Weak Coupling Expansion of Yang-Mills Theory on Recursive Infinite Genus Surfaces, JHEP 10 (2014) 181 [1407.6380].

[34] A. Durán, R. Estrada and R. Kanwal, Extensions of the poisson summation formula, Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 218 (1998) 581.

[35] F. Benini and A. Zaffaroni, Supersymmetric partition functions on Riemann surfaces, Proc.

Symp. Pure Math. 96 (2017) 13 [1605.06120].

[36] A.S. Schwarz and O. Zaboronsky, Supersymmetry and localization,

Commun. Math. Phys. 183 (1997) 463 [hep-th/9511112].

[37] E.H. Leeb-Lundberg, Unstable Instantons in A-model Localization, 2312.11347. [38] F. Benini and A. Zaffaroni, A topologically twisted index for three-dimensional supersymmetric theories, JHEP 07 (2015) 127 [1504.03698].

[39] F. Benini, R. Eager, K. Hori and Y. Tachikawa, Elliptic genera of two-dimensional N=2 gauge theories with rank-one gauge groups, Lett. Math. Phys. 104 (2014) 465 [1305.0533].

– 33 –

[40] F. Benini, R. Eager, K. Hori and Y. Tachikawa, Elliptic Genera of 2d N = 2 Gauge Theories, Commun. Math. Phys. 333 (2015) 1241 [1308.4896].

[41] L.C. Jeffrey and F.C. Kirwan, Localization for nonabelian group actions, Topology 34 (1995) 291 [alg-geom/9307001].

[42] M. Bershtein, G. Bonelli, M. Ronzani and A. Tanzini, Exact results for N = 2 supersymmetric gauge theories on compact toric manifolds and equivariant Donaldson invariants, JHEP 07 (2016) 023 [1509.00267].

[43] S.M. Hosseini, I. Yaakov and A. Zaffaroni, Topologically twisted indices in five dimensions and holography, JHEP 11 (2018) 119 [1808.06626].

– 34 –