arXiv:2307.09434v1 [hep-th] 18 Jul 2023

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL

SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

Dedicated to Igor Frenkel on his 70th birthday

Abstract. This is a summary of my lecture at Igor Frenkel’s 70th birthday conference. I give a brief review of my almost forty years of scientific interactions with Igor. I focus here on three topics of joint interests: 2-cocycles, coadjoint orbits and W ZW_4. At the end of each topic I comment on new developments, if any.

1. Introduction

Talks on such occasions are usually of two types: Type I - speakers say a few words about the birthday person and continue to describe their own recent work (or similar); Type II - speakers give a talk specifically designed for the birthday person covering topics of their past/present joint interests. I adopted the latter, Type II, approach in my talk [1].

First time Igor and I met was around Thanksgiving in 1989 during my brief visit to Yale. But I knew Igor’s work much before. In 1983 L. Faddeev and I were working on quantum anomalies and group cohomology and somewhere, in one of the western countries, Faddeev met I. M. Singer who told him that together with Igor they discovered 2-cocyle in three-dimensions but did not publish because they received (I believe from R. Jackiw) our manuscript [2] with the same result. In fact, there is a comment in I. M. Singer’s Astérisque article about this [3]. Later I learned from Igor how one early morning in spring/summer of 1984 Singer knocked on his door in Aspen to inform him about this ”bad” news. The first part of this talk, Section 2, will be about this 2-cocycle.

Igor and I became colleagues in 1994 when I moved to Yale. He had been at Yale for over a decade and in addition to being a colleague he became a close friend who would guide me in the new environment. We had a joint seminar series between Physics and Mathematics Departments (interestingly, I. M. Singer was responsible for such a program to exist) - “Geometry, Physics, Symmetry”. This was one of the most successful seminar series I have ever witnessed in my forty years in academia. It very much shaped our life at Yale. At that time I was very much interested in 1

2 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

the work of H. Nakajima on relation between instantons on ALE spaces and Kac- Moody Algebras. I learned about Nakajima’s work from C. Vafa when we were working on string theories on exceptional holonomy manifolds in the Spring 1994 (Cumrun was working with E. Witten on N = 4 SYM and S-Duality at the same time and he pointed me to [4] which played an important role in their work). Since instanton moduli space was one of the topics of my PhD thesis 10 years before I obviously got very interested and shared my thoughts with Igor immediately after I arrived at Yale in the Fall of 1994. Not surprisingly it turned out that Igor was thinking about exactly the same thing, completely independently and on his own. So, we invited H. Nakajima to speak at “Geometry, Physics, Symmetry” and at the same time asked I. Grojnowski (who had just arrived at Yale as a postdoc in department of mathematics) to deliver series of lectures on the topics very much related to Nakajima’s work. All this led to a very successful set of papers for both Igor and me [5]-[13]. I devote the third part of this talk to some aspects of this large topic - there have been recent developments related to one of the spinoffs of it (mainly related to [5], [7], [9]), due to K. Costello [14], and I will make a few comments about it below in Section 4.

Lastly, I want to mention coadjoint orbits, one of the topics of Igor’s early interests, originating in late 70s and included in his PhD thesis [15]. I myself became interested in this topic much after Igor, in 1988-89, when together with A. Alekseev and L. Faddeev we were looking at path integrals (quantum mechanics) over coadjoint orbits as proper “upgrade” of A. Kirillov’s original approach (including Kac-Moody and Virasoro coadjoint orbits [16], [17]). I recall many discussions with Igor on this topic at Yale in the 90s. Of course, Igor had numerous ideas how to improve these methods and I hope in this talk I can present one recent result (which might, or might not, surprise Igor - as we indeed discussed something very related 30 years ago) obtained in joint work with A. Alekseev [18], [19]. This I discuss in Section 3.

Acknowledgements: I thank A. Alekseev for the long-standing collaboration and for the discussions during the preparation of this text. I thank J. Manschot, F. Nieri, C. Vafa and J. Walcher for many enlightening discussions that led to my understanding presented here in Section 4. I thank M. Gualtieri and Z. Komargodski for the discussions during the preparation of this manuscript and A. Gerasimov for the discussions of closely related topics over the years. My research was partly supported by the award of the Simons Foundation to the Hamilton Mathematics Institute of the Trinity College Dublin under the program “Targeted Grants to Institutes”.

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 3

2. Gauge fields and 2-cocycle

Let M_4 = R^{1,3} be a four-dimensional space-time with local coordinates (x_0, x_1, x_2, x_3) and Minkowski metric ds^2 = ∑ μ,ν η_{μν} dx^μdx^ν , η^{μν} = diag(1, −1, −1, −1). Let G be a compact Lie group, g its Lie algebra and P → M_4 a principal G-bundle over M_4. We write A for the infinite-dimensional affine space of connections in the adjoint bundle adP = P ×_Gg and G_4 = Map(M_4, G) for the infinite-dimensional group of gauge transformations.^1 On the space of connections A gauge group acts as:

(1) A → A^g = gAg^{−1} + dgg^{−1}, A = 3∑ μ=0 A_μdx^μ ∈ A, g ∈ G_4,

(2) F → F^g = gF g^{−1}.

Curvature F of a connection A is defined as F = (d − A)^2 = −dA + A ∧ A. Corresponding Lie-algerbaic gauge transformations are: (3) A → A^u = du − [A, u], F → −[F, u], u ∈ g_4, where g_4 denotes the Lie algebra of G_4.

In the Hamiltonian approach for the four-dimensional gauge theories the Gauss law plays a central role. In this approach one considers space M_3 = R^3 (or any other three-dimensional space, but for simplicity we will treat here the case of R^3 ), a time direction with coordinate x_0 = t and focus is on constant time slice (for example t = 0). Now one has the principal G-bundle P_3 over M_3, connections (gauge fields) A =

∑_3

i=1 A_idx^i and time-independent gauge transformations G_3 = Map(M_3, G). Infinite-dimensional phase space of this Hamiltonian system has coordinates (A, E) where E = ∑ i E_idx^i = ∑ i F_{0i}dx^i. Denote by t^a the generators of Lie algebra g (a = 1, ..., n = dimG; Tr(t^at^b) = −2δ^{ab}, [t^a, t^b] = ∑ c f^{ab}_c t^c) and write A_i(x) = ∑ a A^a_i (x)t^a, E_i(x) = ∑ a E^a_i (x)t^a. In these coordinates the canonical symplectic form on the phase space and canonical Poisson structure are given by:

(4) Ω = ∫ M_3 T rδA_iδE_i, {A^a_i (x), E^b_j (y)} = δ^{ab}δ_{ij} δ^{(3)}(x − y) 1When gauge field interacts with ‘matter’ (for example fermions), one also uses the complex vector bundle E → M_4 associated with a given finite-dimensional representation ρ : G → EndV of G. We will use boldface notation A for the connections in the infinite-dimensional affine space of connections on E (as well boldface notation for the parameters of gauge transformation) later in this text.

4 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

and the Hamiltonian is (B_i =^1_2 ∑ jk ϵ_{ijk}F_{jk}, ϵ_{ijk} - totally antisymmetric tensor, ϵ_{123} = 1):

(5) H = ∫ M_3 T r 3∑ i=1 E^2_i + B^2_i 2 Gauss Law generators are:

(6) G(u) = ∫ M_3 T r(∂_iu − [A_i, u])E_i They generate the Lie-algebraic gauge transformations (3) under Poisson brackets (4): (7) {G(u), A} = A^u = du − [A, u], {G(u), E} = E^u = −[E, u] and satisfy: (8) {G(u), G(v)} = G([u, v]) If one adds the matter, for example Weyl (or Dirac) fermions ψ in the representation ρ, the phase space with its symplectic structure (Poisson brackets) and Hamiltonian will be modified appropriately, but one will always have the functional on phase space G(u) that generates gauge transformation and satisfies (8) under the corresponding Poisson brackets in the Hamiltonian approach. In fact, in the case of fermions - the modified Gauss law G(u) = G(u) + ∫ M_3 T rρuJ where

J is a fermionic current, bilinear in ψ.

Classical “physical” phase space is given by a Hamiltonian reduction of above phase space under the contraints G(u) = 0. Upon quantization, when G(u) becomes operator in an appropriate second-quantized Hilbert space and Poisson brackets are replaced by commutators, {•, •} → i[•, •] the relations (8) might get modified, but G(u) is required to generate the gauge transformations (7) with Poisson bracket replaced by commutator and satisfy Jacoby identity.

The study of non-abelian quantum anomalies in [2], [20] led to a possibility of the consistent modification of (8) with a non-trivial extension given by a gauge-field dependent 2-cocycle:

(9) [G(u), G(v)] = G([u, v]) + i 12π^2 ∫ M_3 T r_ρAdudv Here T r_ρ, gauge field A, and u, v all are in the representation ρ of gauge group. This is the 2-cocycle Igor and I. Singer also found, but didn’t publish, as mentioned in the introduction.

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 5

It is important to stress that the extension in (9) is not a central extension - the generators of the algebra, G(u), do not commute with it because [G(u), A] = du − [A, u]. But direct check shows that the new commutation relations (9) satisfy Jacoby identity:

(10) [G(u_1), [G(u_2), G(u_3)]] + cyclic = 0

and that the extension is not trivial (in the space of local functionals of gauge field).

If G(u) in quantum theory satisfies (9) instead of (8) the theory is anomalous, the operator version of classical constraints G(u) = 0 makes no sense - one needs to find a “new way” to quantize the theory.

A few words about how this 2-cocycle appeared in the theory of quantum anomalies [21], [22]. Here I will follow the paper [2]. One considers Yang-Mills field interacting with Weyl fermions ψ in a representation ρ of gauge group. A quantum anomaly is the assertion that the partition function Z(A) of Weyl fermions in an external gauge field A (which is formally given by the determinant of Weyl operator - a “square root” of the determinant of the Dirac operator in the external gauge field A) is not gauge invariant. One easily sees that there is a regularization (for example, using the ζ-function) under which the determinant of the Dirac operator is in fact gauge invariant. Thus, the partition function of Weyl fermions Z(A) is invariant up to a phase:

(11) Z(A) → Z(A^g) = e^{−iα1(A,g)}Z(A)

One can modify the action of the group:

(12) Z(A) → U(g) · Z(A) = e^{iα1(A,g)}Z(A^g)

and under this new action Z(A) is gauge invariant: U(g) · Z(A) = Z(A) as it follows from (11). Since (12) needs to be a group action, U(g_1)U(g_2) = U(g_1g_2), we conclude, when we act twice using (12), that possible α_1(A, g)’s are restricted to those satisfying:

(13) (δα_1)(A; g_1, g_2) = α_1(A^{g1} , g_2) − α_1(A, g_1g_2) + α_1(A, g_1) = 0 mod 2π

Thus one is looking for the solution of (13) in the space of (“local”) functionals of gauge field A and a group element g up to the identification α_1(A, g) → α_1(A, g) + δβ, δβ(A) = β(A^g) − β(A).^2 2Change of the regularization scheme corresponds to the redefinition of partition function Z(A) → e^{iβ(A)}Z(A) with some local functional β(A) (local counterterm in physics), thus α_1(A, g) is defined up to the variation of this β(A).

6 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

In general, one can introduce the ”differential” δ in an abstract setup. Thus, let G be an abstract group and M a right G-module. Consider the complex α_•(M, G) with cochains α_k(M, G), the spaces of functions on M × G^k, k = 0,1,2,..., and with the differential δ:

(14) δ : α_k(M, G) → α_{k+1}(M, G) defined by:

(15) (δα_k)(m; g_1, g_2, ..., g_{k+1}) = α_{k+1}(m; g_1, g_2, ..., g_{k+1}) = = α_k(m · g_1; g_2, ..., g_{k+1}) − α_k(m; g_1g_2, g_3..., g_{k+1})+ + n∑ i=2 (−1)^iα_k(m; g_1, ..., g_ig_{i+1}, g_{i+2}, ...g_{k+1}) + (−1)^{n+1}α_k(m; g_1, ..., g_k)

One can check that δ^2 = 0. This cochain was applied in [2] to the case when G is the gauge group and M = A in order to interpret the anomalous phase α_1(A, g) (called Wess-Zumino-Witten action in physics) in (11) as a corresponding 1-cocycle since for n = 1 (15) gives exactly (13): δα_1(A, g) = 0. [2] suggested to use the bicomplex with operators δ and d (the exterior differentiation operator arising in the theory of Chern-Simons secondary characteristic classes) in a following way: start with manifold M^{2n+2} of dimensions (2n + 2) and consider the Chern polynomial

(16) w_{2n+2} = 1 n! tr_ρF^{n+1} Since (17) dw_{2n+2} = 0, δw_{2n+2} = 0 one can find locally on M^{2n+2} a differential form of degree (2n + 1) such that

(18) dw_{2n+1} = w_{2n+2} According to Novikov, globally on M^{2n+2} it is a multivalued form:

(19) w_{2n+1} = d^{−1}w_{2n+2} but if M^{2n+1} = ∂B^{2n+2} is a 2n+1 dimensional cycle in M^{2n+2} which is a boundary of a (2n+2)-dimensional submanfold B^{2n+2} of M^{2n+2} one can integrate w_{2n+1} over M^{2n+1} and obtain well-defined functional called Chern-Simons action:

(20) I_{CS} (A) = 2π ∫ B^{2n+2}

w_{2n+2}(A^′) = 2π ∫ M^{2n+1}

w_{2n+1}(A)

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 7

where one chooses any extension A^′ of the connection A from M^{2n+1} to B^{2n+2}. For two such extensions, the difference

(21) ∫ B^{2n+2}

w_{2n+2}(A^′) − ∫ B^{2n+2}

w_{2n+2}(A^{′′} )

is the integral of w_{2n+2} over a top-dimensional cycle in M^{2n+2} so assuming the integrality of the cohomology class (the coefficient in the definition of w_{2n+2} was chosen appropriately)

(22) [w_{2n+2}] ∈ H^{2n+2}(M^{2n+2}, Z)

one gets univalued exponent e^{iICS (A)} and univaluedness of this exponent is enough (due to the path integral properties used in physics).

It is easily verifiable that the following (2n + 1)-form is closed:

(23) δw_{2n+1} = w_{2n+1}(A^g) − w_{2n+1}(A); dδw_{2n+1} = dδd^{−1}w_{2n+2} = δw_{2n+2} = 0

It follows that, in contrast to the Chern-Simons action, its gauge variation

(24) α_1(A, g) = I_{CS}(A^g) − I_{CS} (A)

is well defined (modulo Z) also in the case when M^{2n+1} is not a cycle but a chain with boundary ∂M^{2n+1} = M^{2n}: (25)

α_1(A, g) = 2π ∫ M^{2n+1}

δw_{2n+1}(a) = 2π ∫ M^{2n} d^{−1}δw_{2n+1} = 2π ∫ M^{2n} d^{−1}δd^{−1}w_{2n+2}

and δα_1(A, g) = 0 as a consequence of δ^2 = 0.

Thus (25) gives the desired expression for the phase in (12) (Wess-Zumino- Witten action) for the transformation property of the determinant of Weyl operator (11) - in four-dimensional case of Weyl fermions we just choose n = 2.

Finally, if one considers gauge theory with CS(A) action for the 2n + 1 dimensional space-time manifold with 2n-dimensional boundary and with anomalous chiral Weyl fermions living on this boundary - the total partition function will be gauge invariant since variation of CS action (24) will exactly cancel the anomalous phase of the chiral fermion partition function (12). This is frequently called the “anomaly inflow” mechanism [2], [23].

The “descent” procedure, described above, can be continued. At k-th step, when d^{−1} is applied k-times, one gets a closed (2n + 2 − k)-form: (26) w_{2n+2−k} = δd^{−1}δd^{−1}...δd^{−1}w_{2n+2}

8 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

which when integrated over appropriate boundary ∂M^{2n+2−(k−1)} = M^{2n+2−k} produces (k − 1)-cocycle:

(27) α_{k−1}(A; g_1, ..., g_{k−1}) = ∫ M^{2n+2−k)} w_{2n+2−k}, δα_{k−1} = 0 There is an algebraic version of this construction (equivalent to that of [24], [25] where Faddeev-Popov Ghosts were used and the BRST operator was defined instead of straightforward algebraic counterpart of δ from (15)) - k-th cochain a_k(A; u_1, ..., u_k) is a functional of gauge field and u_1, ..., u_k ∈ g and δ in (15) is defined in terms of gauge transformation from Lie algebra - A^u = du − [A, u], and group multiplication g_1g_2 is replaced by commutator [u_1, u_2]. In the algebraic version multi-valuedness, discussed above, is absent.

The third step, k = 3, leads to a 2-cocycle:

(28) α_2(A; g_1, g_2) = ∫ M^{2n−1} d^{−1}δd^{−1}δd^{−1}w_{2n+2}(A)

which may appear in the projective representation of gauge group:

(29) V (g_1) · V (g_2) = e^{iα2(A;g1,g2)}V (g_1g_2)

and the 2-cocycle property of α_2(A; g_1, g_2), δα_2(A; g_1, g_2) = 0, guarantees associativity in (29).

Again, for n = 2 one gets the 2-cocycle in three-dimensions, since the integral is over three-manifold in (28). One can explicitly compute the algebraic form of this α_2(A; g_1, g_2) from the above construction (multivaluadness subtleties are absent in the algebraic setup, everything can be explicitly calculated starting descent from the Chern class w_6 =^1_{3!} tr_ρF^3) - the result is exactly the extension entering in the Gauss Law commutation relations given by the formula (9).

In [2] it was conjectured that in the anomalous theory of Weyl fermions interacting with gauge fields in (3+1)-dimensions the total space of quantum states is fibered over the space of all gauge fields A with fibers given by the fermionic Fock-space (denote the section by Ψ(A)) and gauge group acts as:

(30) V (g) · Ψ(A) = U(A, g)Ψ(A^g)

(it is useful to compare with (12)) with some operator U(A, g) satisfiying: (31) U(A, g)U(A^g, h) = e^{iα2(A;g,h)}U(A, gh) Unfortunately, for non-abelian G, such representation (in a proper Hilbert space) was not found at that time. I have not been following the topic for over 30 years. I

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 9

will be more than grateful if someone could point me to a paper(s) in mathematics literature where (if) this has been done. In the path integral approach the validity of this conjecture was demonstrated in the 80s, see e.g. [26].

3. Coadjoint orbits

The first example of orbital integral of an exponential function goes back to Harish-Chandra (in modern days called Harish-Chandra-Itzykson-Zuber integral [27], [28]):

(32) ∫ U(n) du e^{Tr(AuBu−1)} = C_n ∑ σ∈S_n (−1) |σ|e^{∑i aibσ(i)} ∏ i<j(a_i − a_j )(b_i − b_j ) for two Hermitian n×n matrices A and B with with distinct eigenvalues a_1, . . . , a_n and b_1, . . . b_n. Here du is the Haar measure on the group U(n), C_n = ∏_n i=1 i!.

The left hand side in the expression (32) can be understood, up to the inverse of Vandermond determinant Δ(B) = ∏ i<j(b_i − b_j ) of matrix B, as an integral over the coadjoint orbit O_B = {uBu^{−1}; u ∈ U(n)} under the action of U(n) by conjugations. Individual terms in the sum on the right hand side are in one-to-one correspondence with elements of the orbit invariant under conjugations by diagonal matrices given by permutations of eigenvalues of B: B_σ = diag(b_{σ(1)}, . . . , b_{σ(n)}) (this sum can be rewritten as a det [ e^{aibj} ] ). Integral in (32) is an example of Duistermaat-Heckman (DH) integral [29]^3. Let M be a compact symplectic manifold of dimension dim_R(M) = 2d with symplectic form ω. We assume that it carries a Hamiltonian action of a torus T with isolated fixed points p_1, . . . , p_m. We denote the Lie algebra of T by t = Lie(T ) (since fixed points are isolated weights of the T -action on tangent spaces T_{pi} M, denoted by w_{a,i} ∈ t^∗ for a = 1, . . . , d, i = 1, . . . , m, are non-vanishing). We denote the corresponding moment map by μ : M → t^∗. The Duistermaat-Heckman formula computes the following oscillating integral

(33) I_M (ξ) = ∫ M ω^d d! e^{i⟨μ,ξ⟩}, where ξ ∈ t. The result is given by the localization formula:

(34) I_M (ξ) = ( 2π √ −1 )_{d m}∑ i=1 e^{i⟨μ(pi),ξ⟩} ∏_d a=1⟨w_{a,i}, ξ⟩ . 3One of the first papers expressing the Kirillov’s integral over coadjoint orbits of compact Lie groups [30] as a sum (32) was [31].

10 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

which is known to be a scaling limit of localization formula for the T -equivariant index of a symplectic Dirac operator twisted by the pre-quantum line bundle.

For coadjoint orbits corresponding to compact Lie groups (orbit O_B in case of (32)) the DH integral coincides with (32). According to Kirillov, who originally introduced the orbit method in 1961 [30], the character of the irreducible representation of the compact Lie group corresponding to the orbit (O_B in (32)) is given by (33) (where M is a coadjoint orbit) but up to a factor p(ξ) which is universal and doesn’t depend on orbit (and is identity at ξ = 0) - see formula Φ in [30]. Kirillov also mentioned in [30] that proper integral formula for the character, which automatically gives this pre-factor p(ξ), should be the functional integral (Feynman integral, which explains why the main formula was denoted as Φ) over coadjoint orbit and not an ordinary integral like in (33) (thus he thought character should be obtained by quantum mechanics on coadjoint orbit), but such path integral was not known at that time; corresponding path integral for compact Lie groups SU(N) and SO(N) was obtained in 1980’s, see [32].

Igor pioneered the topic of orbital integrals for the infinite-dimensional case. Basically he introduced the infinite-dimensional version of (33) for the coadjoint orbits of loop group ^LG [15] suggesting the Wiener type measure (his integral probably best can be thought of in the spirit of the integration over the group manifold as in (32)). Calculating the integral he showed that answer can be written in a very similar form to (34), see formula (53) below. After Igor’s work the orbit method for loop groups was developed in many papers, both in mathematics and physics literature. Here I list a few, in addition to those already mentioned. In physics paper [33] was very similar to Igor’s approach. Related, and very recently, a new supersymmetric localization principle for the path integral over the tangent bundle to LG was formulated in [34], applied to derive an exact formula for the propagator on a group manifold as well as the Selberg trace formula [35]. Symplectic geometry approach to formal DH integral on ^LG coadjoint orbits has been developed in [36], and more recently addressed by [37]. The probabilistic approach to ^LG orbital integrals has been further developed in [38], [39]. Rigorous mathematical derivation of DH integral for infinite-dimensional case of ^LG coadjoint orbits is contained in the approach of [40], [41] using hypoelliptic Laplacian on G × g.

The orbit method appeared recently in a wide variety of topics in modern theoretical physics. To list just a few interesting connections, we mention the SYK model [42], [43] as studied in [44]-[52], and the vacuum decay in CFT of [53]. In the SYK model, and related generalizations, one is interested in ^Diff(S^1) coadjoint orbits. For example the infinite-dimensional orbital integrals of the type

(35) I(τ) = ∫ Diff(S^1) Df exp ( τ ∫ S^1 S(f(s))ds )

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 11

were recently studied in [52], [54] (here f(s) is a diffeomorphism f(s) ∈ ^Diff(S^1) and S(f) is a Schwarzian derivative as a Hamiltonian on coadjoint orbit, see next paragraph) in relation to SYK.

As mentioned above - already Kirilliov in the 60s stressed that “correct” approach to the relation between characters and orbital integrals should be in terms of path integral. In quantum mechanics, for the phase space with local coordinates (p, q) ≡ (p_i, , , p_n; q_i, ..., q_n), Hamiltonian function H(p, q) and Planck constant ℏ the partition function is given by path integral (integral over closed paths, parametrized by t, of length T , on the phase space (p(t), q(t)) :

(36) Z_ℏ = ∫ ∏ t ∏ i dp_idq_ie^{iℏ ∫ (∑i piq̇i−H(p,q))dt} = ∫ ∏ t ∏ i dp_idq_ie^{iℏ ∫ (d−1ω−H(p,q)dt)} In the limit ℏ → 0, T → 0, T/ℏ = τ = fixed (classical limit) this integral becomes an ordinary integral over phase space as in (33):^4

(37) Z_{ℏ→0} = ∫ ∏ i dp_idq_ie^{−iH(p,q))τ} thus assuming that character of irreducible representation, when phase space is given by coadjoint orbit, coincides with the partition function (36), one expects [32], [44], [19], [54] that this classical limit will be given by corresponding DH formula.

This idea can be verified for the cases when both character formula and DH formula are known independently. It can be considered as a conjecture when the answer for DH integral is not known but character is known, e.g. from algebraic methods. One of the infinite-dimensional examples, when both the character and DH integral formula are known, is precisely the case studied by Igor [15] which we will consider in a moment.

Before considering the scaling for the infinite-dimensional case and Igor’s formula we will illustrate this scaling property of the character formula on the examples of coadjoint orbits for the finite-dimensional compact Lie groups. Let G be a compact Lie group. Consider a character χ_λ(g) of an irreducible representation of highest weight λ. There is a coadjoint orbit O_λ associated to this representation. We denote its dimension by dim(O_λ) = 2d. Then, the character admits the following interesting asymptotic expansion:

(38) χ_{kλ} ( e^{hk} ) = ( k 2π )_d I^{DH}_{Oλ} (h) + . . .

4This argument doesn’t take into account certain normalization factors, but scaling property is captured properly, as shown by examples below.

12 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

Here k ∈ Z is a large parameter, h ∈ t = Lie(T ) is in the Lie algebra of the maximal torus T ⊂ G, I^{DH}_{Oλ} (h) is a DH integral formula (33), (34) for M = O_λ (h plays the role of ξ), and . . . stands for subleading terms in k. Note that in (38) we scale the highest weight λ with a large factor k and that at the same time we scale down the group element exp(h/k) so as it gets closer and closer to the group unit.

The first example we consider, in order to demonstrate the validity of (38), is the case of the character of the compact group SU(2) and corresponding DH integral (coadjoint orbit is a sphere S^2_s of radius s - radius corresponds to spin):

(39) χ_s(θ) = sin(s +^1_2 )θ sin^θ_2 and scaling (38) gives:

(40) I_S2 (θ) = lim_{k→∞} 2π k sin (( ks +^1_2 )_θ k ) sin (_θ 2k ) = 2π e^{isθ} − e^{−isθ} iθ = ∫ S^2_s e^{izθ}dz ∧ dϕ which is exactly the DH integral for the sphere S^2_s expressed in cylindrical coordinates.

Similarly, for a coadjoint orbit O_λ of a compact connected Lie group G we obtain the following scaling (41) lim_{k→∞} ( 2π k )_d ∑ w∈W e^{ik⟨w(λ),ξ/k⟩} ∏ α∈Δ_+ (1 − e −i⟨w(α),ξ/k⟩) = ( 2π √ −1 )_d ∑ w∈W e^{i⟨w(λ),ξ⟩} ∏ α∈Δ_+ ⟨w(α), ξ⟩ . The left hand side is scaled character and the right hand side of this equation is the Duistermaat-Heckman localization formula for the orbital integral (34). Thus the heuristic argument with path integrals in (36), (37) turns out to be precisely correct with appropriate normalization factor as in (38).

Now we move on to the infinite-dimensional situation, the case of loop groups (we focus on the case of ^su(2)_l for simplicity). For g = su(2) and l a positive integer, the Kac-Moody algebra ^su(2)_l admits l + 1 integrable irreducible representations labeled by spins j = 0, 1/2, . . . , l/2. The Kac-Weyl character formula gives characters of these representations: (42) χ_{l,j}(τ, γ) = Tr_{Vl,j} ( e^{2πiτ L0+iγJ z0} ) = Δ_{l,j}(τ, γ) D(τ, γ) , (43) Δ_{l,j}(τ, γ) = e^{2πiτ j(j+1)/(l+2)} ∑ n∈Z e^{2πiτ ((l+2)n2 +n(2j+1))}(e^{i(j+(l+2)n)γ} − e^{−i(j+1+(l+2)n)γ} ),

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 13

and the denominator does not depend on j:

(44) D(τ, γ) = (1 − e^{−iγ} ) ∞∏ r=1 (1 − e^{2πirτ} )(1 − e^{2πirτ} e^{iγ} )(1 − e^{2πirτ} e^{−iγ} ). Inspired by the finite dimensional case, we introduce the following scaling: (45) l → kl, j → kj, τ → τ k , γ → γ k . Under scaling transformations, the numerator of the character formula behaves as follows: (46) Δ_{kl,kj} (τ k , γ k ) →_{k→∞} e^{2πiτ j2/l} ∑ n∈Z e^{2πiτ ((ln2 +2jn)}(e^{i(j+ln)γ} − e^{−i(j+ln)γ} ). Note that it has a well defined limit, and that all the terms of the Kac-Weyl formula are still present with slightly simplified exponents.

Now we turn to the large k behaviour of the denominator of the character formula. Recall that the Dedekind η-function η(τ) = q^{1/24} ∏_∞ n=1(1 − q^n), where q = exp(2πiτ) and Im τ > 0 verifies the modular property

(47) η(−1/τ) = √ −iτ η(τ). This implies

(48) 1 ∏_∞ n=1(1 − q^n) = 1 ∏_∞ n=1(1 − e^{2πinτ} ) = √ −iτ e^{πi(τ +τ −1)/12} ∏_∞ n=1(1 − e^{−2πin/τ} ) . Furthermore, recall the following identity:

(49) (1 − e^{−iγ} ) ∞∏ l=1 (1 − e^{2πilτ} e^{iγ} )(1 − e^{2πilτ} e^{−iγ} ) = (q^x, q)_∞(q^{1−x}, q)_∞, where (a, q)_∞ = ∏_∞ k=0(1 − aq^k) is the Pochhammer symbol and x = −γ/2πτ.

The combination of Pochhammer symbols on the right hand side of (49) has the following asymptotic behaviour (see Corollary 3.3 in [55] and Corollary 1.3 in [56]):

(50) (q^x, q)_∞(q^{1−x}, q)_∞ ∼_{q→1} 2 sin(πx)e^{π2/3 ln(q)}q^{−1/2(1/6−x+x2 )}. Applying rescaling (45), we obtain the asymptotic behaviour of the inverse denominator for k → ∞: (51) D (τ k , γ k )_{−1} ∼_{k→∞} 1 2 sin(γ/2τ) ( −iτ k )_{1/2} e^{iπk/4τ} = ( 2π k )_{1/2} e^{iπk/4τ} · (−iτ)^{1/2} 2 √ 2π sin(γ/2τ) . The divergent factor is of the form (k/2π)^d exp(iπαk/12τ) with d = −1/2 and α = 3. The factor (k/2π)^d is similar to the finite dimensional case even though the “dimension” d is not an integer and is negative. The factor exp(iπαk/12τ) has

14 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

an essential singularity at k = ∞, and this singularity depends on the Lie algebra parameter τ.^5

In conclusion, the behavior of the character under the scaling transformation is given by tthe formula (52) χ_{kl,kj} (τ k , γ k ) ∼_{k→∞} ( 2π k )_{1/2} e^{iπk/4τ} · I_{l,j}(τ, γ), where (53) I_{l,j}(τ, γ) = (−iτ)^{1/2} 2 √ 2π sin(γ/2τ) e^{2πiτ j2/l} ∑ n∈Z e^{2πiτ ((ln2 +2jn)}(e^{i(j+ln)γ} − e^{−i(j+ln)γ} ). The expression (53), appearing in the right hand side of scaling property (52), is exactly the formula derived by Igor [15] as a loop group generalization of Kirillov’s orbit integral (with some simple identification of parameters τ, γ with those used in [15], see [19] for details). Exponential pre-factor, similar to one in (52), also appears in the scaling relation between Virasoro character and DH integral over ^Diff(S1) coadjoint orbit [52] as shown in [19].

4. W ZW_4 and holomorphic CS

W ZW_4 theory is a four-dimensional avatar of the W ZW_2 model.^6 Let X_4 be a four-manifold equipped with a metric h_{μν} and a closed 2-form ω ∈ Ω^2(X; R). Let g ∈ Map(X_4, G) for a Lie group G. Fix a reference field configuration g_0(x). Then, for any g(x) in the same homotopy class as g_0(x) we may define the Lagrangian:

(54) S_ω[g; g_0] = f^2_π 8π ∫ X_4 T rg^{−1}dg ∧ ∗(g^{−1}dg) + i 12π ∫ X_5 ω ∧ T r(g^{−1}dg)^3 Here f_π is a dimensionful parameter. T r is in adjoint representation. In the integral over X_5 = X_4 ×I in (54) ω is independent of the fifth coordinate; moreover, we use a homotopy of g to g_0. The action is independent of the choice of homotopy up to a multiple of the periods of ω. The classical equations of motion, following from (54), are: (55) d ∗ g^{−1}dg + ω ∧ g^{−1}dg ∧ g^{−1}dg = 0 5A possible CFT interpretation of the exponent α is the number of free fields in the theory.

Indeed, irreducible representations of ^LSU(2) can be resolved in terms of free field Wakimoto modules with 3 free fields. Thus, one might conjecture that α = dimG for higher rank groups.

6During my lecture at Igor’s 70th birthday conference due to the time limit I was not able to cover this part, I talked about it in [57] instead.

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 15

When X_4 is a complex four-manifold with Kähler metric ω =^i_2 f^2_π h_i¯_j dz^i ∧ dz^{j̄} one gets the point in the space of Lagrangians, the “Kähler point.” Now one can rewrite the action as:

(56) S_ω[g] = − i 4π ∫ X_4 ω ∧ T r ( g^{−1}∂g ∧ g^{−1} ¯∂g ) + i 12π ∫ X_5 ω ∧ T r(g^{−1}dg)^3 The equations of motion following from (56) are:

(57) ω ∧ ¯∂(g^{−1}∂g) = 0

which means that (2,1)-form current J^{(2,1)} = ω ∧ g^{−1}∂g is ¯∂ closed. At this special Kähler point W ZW_4 theory is equivalent to the classical field theory of the N = 2 open strings for any group G [58], [59], [7], [9].^7

From now on we will only focus on Kähler point. The coefficient of the WZ term is quantized. Two different homotopies to g_0 define a map g : S^1 × X_4 → G. Thus, if the group G is non-abelian, the measure exp iS in the path integral is only well-defined if

(58) ω ∧ 1 12π T r(g^{−1}dg)^3 ∈ H^5(S^1 × X_4; 2πZ)

which forces the cohomology class [ω] to lie in the lattice:

(59) [ω] ∈ H^2(X_4; Z)

The class [ω] is the four-dimensional analog of level k in W ZW_2. Note that although [ω] is quantized the Lagrangian depends on the representative of the class. Since ω is of type (1, 1) condition (59) implies [ω] ∈ H^2(X; Z) ∩ H^{1,1}(X; R) so the metric is Hodge, and, by the Kodaira embedding theorem, if X_4 is compact, it must be algebraic.

The important property of W ZW_4 theory is that at the Kähler point quantum theory is finite [7] (this is a very special point - quantum theory can not be deformed, away this point it becomes non renormalizable). The argument is very similar to that of in W ZW_2 - first one demonstrates it is finite in one-loop by calculating one loop determinant in the background field method, after which one uses the holomorphicity property of (2, 1) current J^{(2,1)} in (57) to claim it must be finite to all loop orders (like in W ZW_2 this holomorphicity will be violated if there are divergences at higher loops). This all loop finiteness statement is also well supported by studies of perturbative amplitudes in open N = 2 strings (self-dual YM) which show no loop divergences.

Quantum W ZW_4 theory has infinite-dimensional global, two-loop, symmetry g(z, z̄) → h_L(z̄)g(z, z̄)h_R(z) (not to be confused with gauge symmetry) and this allows to calculate many correlation functions (of surface operators); 1-cocycle properties (from Section 2) of the W ZW_4 action play a key role in the quantum

7String investigations of this theory have focused on the S-matrix for π, defined as g = e^{iπ} , hence one may expect the connections with the nonperturbative N = 2 string theory.

16 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

theory. Conservation law, holomorphicity of (2, 1) current J^{(2,1)} in (57), again leads to useful Ward identities. The five-dimensional viewpoint (“Kähler-Chern-Simons” theory), similar to 3d CS/W ZW_2 relation, allows to define and calculate “fourdimensional Verlinde formula” as well as establish the connection to Donaldson theory, etc. All these can be found in [7].

One needs to emphasize again that W ZW_4 theory is not a gauge theory. Rather it is a very special sigma-model, and its infinite-dimensional symmetries are not gauge symmetries - they are global symmetries of the theory (similar to the infinitedimensional symmetries of W ZW_2 which are global symmetries there too). Coupling of W ZW_4 to gravity is also a well-defined quantum theory for any group and is equivalent to open/closed N = 2 strings [58], [9] - W ZW_4 is a well-defined theory, with or without coupling to the dynamical gravity and for any group G.

A bit of history - the Lagrangian (56) was first written in [60], the equations of motion (57) appeared even before in [61] as being equivalent to self-dual Yang- Milles equations (for Hermitian g and after solving part of the self-dual YM equations) and are often called Yang equations. It was studied in [62], [63] as a natural generalization of the 2d CFT/ 3d CS correspondence.

The equations of motion (57) are integrable and can be solved using the twistor transform (see brief description in [7], page 3). Actually, as explained in [64], [65], instantons on S^4 correspond to holomorphic bundles F^{0,2}(A) = ¯∂Ā + Ā^2 = 0 on C P^3 (non-compact version relates equations on R^4 and twistor space PT):

(60) x̂ = q^{−1}_2 q_1, x̂ = x^0 + i 3∑ i=1 x^iσ^i, q_1 = ( z_1 z_2 −z̄_2 z̄_1 ) , q_2 = ( z_3 z_4 −z̄_4 z̄_3 )

where σ^i are Pauli matrices, x ∈ R^4 , z ∈ C^4 and q_i are quaternions. Now one can check that if gauge field a = ∑ μ a_μdx^μ is instanton, satisfies self-duality condition F (a) = ⋆F (a), then A_i(z, z̄) = ∑ μ a_μ(x)^{dxμ}_{dzi} satisfies F^{0,2}(A) = 0 (in fact - this is an equation in C P^3 and not C^4 due to the scale invariance of (60) under q_i → λq_i). The reverse, exactly how to obtain the instanton on S^4 using this equivalence, is done through ADHM construction [66].

Let us stress two moments here: a) solutions to self-dual YM equations on S^4 modulo its gauge transformation have been mapped to the solutions of F^{0,2}(A) = 0 on C P^3 modulo its gauge transformations, b) Yang equation (57) is a result of solving the parts of the self-duality equations (F^{2,0}(a) = 0 and F^{0,2}(a) = 0 parts) and consecutively the final equation (57) has no remaining gauge symmetry.

Now let me turn to more recent developments. The relation between equation (57) on R^4 and F^{0,2}(A) = 0 on twistor space PT, which is true for any group G, can be written as a classical equivalence between action (56) and holomorphic CS action on PT:

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 17

(61) S_{HCS} = ∫ X Ω ∧ T r(Ā ∧ ¯∂Ā + 2 3 Ā ∧ Ā ∧ Ā) X = PT and T r is again in the adjoint representation. One can consult [14], [67], [68], [69] for detailed definition of (61) on PT (including that of holomorphic (3, 0)- form Ω on PT which is used here - actually meromorphic form is used, poles are allowed and their boundary contributions are eliminated by imposing appropriate conditions on the gauge field so equations of motion derived from (61) are F^{0,2} = 0, and the action (61) is well-defined as integral converges over X = C P^3). In these papers one can also find the explicit formulae relating g in (56) and Ā in (61) such that the actions (61) and (56) become identical after solving the part of the six-dimensional equations for unphysical modes.

Here we need one important element of the above classical “off-shell” equivalence between W ZW_4 in 4d and holomorphic CS in 6d. In establishing this equivalence the twistor space PT is viewed as a C P^1 bundle over R^4 and the six-dimensional theory is treated as a four-dimensional theory on R^4 with infinitely many fields with only zero-modes being physical - other modes turn out to be unphysical, either auxiliary fields not containing space-time derivatives along R^4 or “non-propagating” degrees which are guage transformations (see [68]). All these unphysical degrees of freedom are classically “integrated out” (by solving the equations of motion for these fields and substitutes back into the action) or eliminated by the gauge transformations, after which the actions (61) and (56) become identical.

Let’s stress once more - in this “off-shell” equivalence it is very important that some fields (auxiliary/unphysical from 4d point of view) are classically consistently eliminated and in that the gauge invariance of classical action (equations of motion) is used.

Thus, if we collect the information presented so far, the conclusion is that there are several classical equivalences (with non-dynamical gravity, in the fixed gravitational background) for any group G, on the level of classical actions together with the equations of motion, and two of them involve W ZW_4 (the equivalence which doesn’t involve W ZW_4, 2^{nd} one below, is important here since it is the one which leads to a puzzle we would like to discuss). These equivalences are the main reason of current presentation:

I. between W ZW_4 and N = 2 open strings (self-dual Yang-Mills as mentioned before),

II. between holomorphic CS theory on (compact) Calabi-Yau manifold X in (61) and open topological strings [70],

III. between holomorphic CS theory on twistor space PT and W ZW_4 on R^4 (or in compactified version - between holomorphic CS on C P^3 and W ZW_4 on S^4).

All three of these equivalences have a version with dynamical gravity since all of them have the interacting open/closed string theory counterparts.

18 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

At the quantum level the situation with these equivalences is more complicated. I was discussing the corresponding issues, quantum equivalences both without and with dynamical gravity, in the summer 2022, around the time of Igor’s ’70th conference, with F. Nieri, J. Manschot, C. Vafa and J. Walcher [71]. The conclusion is that: Equiv I holds on quantum level (both without and with dynamical gravity), this is an old and established fact [58], Equiv II holds on quantum level only when coupled to the dynamical gravity and for a very special gauge groups [72], [73], [14], [67], [68], with Equiv III there are some serious difficulties on quantum level. Below I comment on Equiv II and Equiv III based on these conversations and my current understanding.

Equivalence II. In topological string theory target space is Calabi-Yau manifold, so X = CY , thus integration over X = PT (C P^3) in (61) needs to be replaced by the integration over CY and Ω now is CY holomorphic 3-form in some fixed complex structure. In order to properly couple it with background gravitational fields one can deform this complex structure replacing ¯∂ → ¯∇ = ¯∂ − μ^i∂_i where μ^i is Beltrami differential: μ^i∂_i = μ^i_{j̄}dz^{j̄} ∂_i. After this (61) will depend on two classical closed string backgrounds Ω and μ which must satisfy (on-shell) equations of motion of closed topological strings: ¯∇Ω + ∂_iμ^iΩ = 0 and ¯∂μ^i − μ^j∂_j μ^i = 0, meaning that Ω is holomorphic in the complex structure associated with μ^i, and this μ^i defines the integrable complex structure satisfying the Kodaira-Spencer equation. One can write the action (61) on CY manifold in an arbitrary closed string background (off-shell) by introducing many auxiliary fields [74]. And, these background fields can be made dynamical - in this case one gets the open/closed topological strings (B-model), holomorphic CS coupled to Kodaira-Spencer gravity.

It was pointed out already in [72], from the world sheet considerations, that open topological string at the quantum level has anomalous behavior that needs to be taken care of. This is an internal anomaly and such anomalous theories are usually not consistent quantum-mechanically. Solution proposed in [72] involves coupling to closed strings (gravity) after the orientifold projection and cancelling the orientifold charge by D-branes.^8

This topic was long forgotten until the space-time theory was studied in [14], [67], [68] where the proper and careful treatment of the space-time theory was given. Because of the chiral origin of the open string sector of the space-time theory ((61), which depends only on Ā), the proper definition of quantum theory suffers anomalies, similar to those described in Section 2 for chiral fermions. Again, here for the properly defined path integral over the open string modes (Ā and all other

8As explained by [75] , and used in [72], orientifold plane carries a D-brane charge which needs to be cancelled by D-branes to get the anomaly free theory. The focus of [72] was the A-model, but when translated to the B-model by mirror symmetry/T-duality, the [75] charge that needs to be cancelled is 2^{d/2} (d is the real critical dimension of the target space) and this implies that non-anomalous gauge group for 6-dimensional CY must be SO(8), although this was not written explicitly in [72].

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 19

auxiliary fields mentioned above) in a fixed gravitational background (Ω, μ and corresponding gravitational auxiliary fields) at the one loop one finds the anomaly [14], [67], [68]. There is an important difference between the chiral fermions in the background gauge field (where anomaly is “harmless”, unless these background gauge fields are replaced by the dynamical gauge fields) and the holomorphic CS in a fixed gravitational background. Latter is a non-linear self-interacting theory and such anomaly would be again (as in the world-sheet approach mentioned above) an “internal anomaly” leading to the inconsistent quantum theory at the higher loops. The explicit formula for this chiral anomaly, as always, can be obtained by the same cohomological descent procedure as in the Section 2 giving now the 1-cocycle with the values in the space of functionals of Ā, α_1(Ā, u) (a(Ā, u) for algebraic 1-cocycle/anomaly). Since now we are in six-dimensions we need to start the descent from w_8 = T rF^4 (T r in the adjoint representation) and look for the holomorphic representatives, α_1(Ā, g) holomorphic in gauge field (in some fixed complex structure, or holomorphic both in Ā and μ if one varies the complex structure). Actually, in order to see the anomaly, it is enough to consider the algebraic descent which leads (for a fixed complex structure) to a_1(Ā, u) = ∫ X T r(u(∂Ā)^3).

This doesn’t vanish. So, holomorphic CS theory in non-dynamical gravitation background is anomalous and inconsistent.

As in the world-sheet approach to topological strings, described above, the spacetime theory can be made consistent quantum theory if coupled to the dynamical gravity (closed strings). Coupling to the dynamical gravity opens the opportunity to get the anomaly free theory if one can show that one loop quantum anomaly from the holomorphic CS can be cancelled by the classical transformations from the gravity sector. Such mechanism was found in [14], [67], [68] where it was shown explicitly that if the gravitational fields are made dynamical (thus properly coupling the holomorphic CS to the appropriate Kodaira-Spencer theory) this is indeed the case - anomaly is cancelled from the contributions arising due to the transformations of gravitational fields via Green-Schwarz type mechanism, but only for the choice of the gauge group G = SO(8) in (61).

Thus, following [14], [67], [68], we conclude that the only consistent, anomaly free, six-dimensional quantum theory is the holomorphic CS theory coupled to the dynamical gravity (open/closed topological string theory) with the gauge group G = SO(8). Purely holomorphic CS with non-dynamical gravitational background is inconsistent on quantum level. Simply stated - Equiv II can be extended to the quantum level only when a) properly coupled to the dynamical gravity and b) only for the gauge group SO(8).

One may ask - does this conclusion lead to the consequences for the Equiv III? Does this mean that quantum W ZW_4 is also inconsistent unless it is coupled to the dynamical gravity (coupled open/closed N = 2 string theory) and only for the gauge group SO(8)? If so - why such restriction was not found in 90s when studying N = 2 strings, W ZW_4, etc?

20 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

Equivalence III. In order to address this relation one needs to replace X = CY , discussed in Equiv II, by non-Calabi-Yau X = PT (or C P^3). In the sixdimensional quantum theory, defined by the action functional (61), in the nondynamical gravitational background such replacement will not affect the anomaly, so quantum theory again will be consistent only for G = SO(8) and only after coupling to the dynamical gravity.

Thus, assuming Equiv III is true on quantum level, one may conclude that the same restrictions should apply to quantum W ZW_4: this 4d theory is consistent quantum field theory only when properly coupled to the dynamical gravity and only for G = SO(8).

This conclusion creates a puzzle. Classical theory on PT (C P^3) was equivalent to four-dimensional W ZW_4 theory on R^4 (S^4) and this four-dimensional theory, as we stressed above, doesn’t require any kind of restrictions from the previous paragraph on quantum level.

What is the resolution of the puzzle? Most likely resolution is that at the quantum level the Equiv III fails. Correct logic should be - instead of claiming that the restrictions from Equiv II imply that 4d theory should be also restricted (by the coupling to gravity and G = SO(8)), the logical conclusion should be that there is no quantum Equiv III even if we couple 4d W ZW_4 theory to dynamical gravity (except for the coupled theory and group G = SO(8) when one might certainly expect such equivalence to exist).

This conclusion is hidden in the details of exactly how the classical equivalence was established. Mainly, from thinking about the classical theory on PT as a fourdimensional theory on R^4 with the infinitely many unphysical degrees of freedom associated to C P^1 (which were integrated out and consistently eliminated, classically). For generic group G we know that six-dimensional theory is anomalous - not gauge-invariant already at one loop. This in particular means that in the six-dimensional quantum theory above unphysical degrees of freedom (“longitudinal”, gauge transformation, degrees of freedom) quantum-mechanically are not unphysical anymore - they are propagating degrees of freedom in quantum theory (as is always the case in theories with the internal quantum anomalies) and can not be consistently integrated out/eliminated in the same simple way as it was done classically. So, we can not establish quantum equivalence anymore in the same fashion as was done classically - when describing the classical Equiv III we stressed the importance of the gauge symmetry for such equivalence to exist.

To reiterate - for the classical Equiv III it was crucial that we solved the part of the classical equations of motions in six-dimensions eliminating auxiliary and unphysical degrees of freedom; thus, since six-dimensional theory is anomaly free only when coupled to dynamical gravity and only for SO(8) gauge group, integrating out the same degrees of freedom (as in classical theory) in quantum theory is a harmless operation only for the holomorphic CS theory coupled to dynamical gravity and only for the SO(8) gauge group - Equiv III holds on quantum level

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 21

only for the coupled theory and G = SO(8). For other groups, coupled to dynamical gravity or not, one can not eliminate consistently these degrees of freedom in quantum theory, so for other groups Equiv III fails. Important conclusion - W ZW_4 does not suffer any problems if G is not SO(8). At least these problems can not arise from those in 6d for such groups, since 4d theory is no longer equivalent to 6d theory, the restrictions in 6d theory have no consequences for the existence (or non-existence) of quantum theory in 4d.

For Igor and I, as I already mentioned in the introduction, the study of W ZW_4 theory was a spinoff of our attempts to find the quantum field theory interpretation of Nakajima’s results. We have had many other spinoffs that led to many interesting developments - I only covered W ZW_4 here since this topic has recently seen new important developments.

References

[1] S. Shatashvili, https://scgp.stonybrook.edu/video/video.php?id=5229 [2] L. D. Faddeev and S. L. Shatashvili, Algebraic and Hamiltonian Methods in the Theory of Nonabelian Anomalies, Teor.Mat.Fiz. 60 (1984) 206-217, Theor.Math.Phys. 60 (1985) 770-778,.

[3] I. M. Singer, Families of Dirac operators with applications to physics, Élie Cartan et les mathématiques d’aujourd’hui - Lyon, 25-29 juin 1984, Astérisque, no. S131 (1985), pp. 323- 340.

[4] H. Nakajima, Instantons on ALE spaces, quiver varieties, and Kac-Moody Algebras, Tohoku Univ. preprint 1993; “Gauge Theory on Resolutions of Simple Singularities and Simple Lie Algebras”, Int. Math. Res. Notices, (1994) 61.

[5] I. Frenkel and B. Khesin, Four-dimensional realization of two-dimensional current groups, Comm. Math. Phys. 178 (1996), 541-562.

[6] I. Frenkel and A. Todorov, Complex Counterpart of Chern-Simons-Witten Theory and Holomorphic Linking, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 11(4): 531-590 (2007), arXiv:math/0502169.

[7] A. Losev, G. Moore, N. Nekrasov and S. Shatashvili, Four-dimensional avatars of twodimensional RCFT, Nucl.Phys.B Proc.Suppl. 46 (1996) 130-145, hep-th/9509151.

[8] A. Losev, G. Moore, N. Nekrasov and S. Shatashvili, Central extensions of gauge groups revisited, Sel. math., New ser. 4 (1998) 117-123, hep-th/9511185.

[9] A. Losev, G. Moore, N. Nekrasov and S. Shatashvili, Chiral Lagrangians, anomalies, supersymmetry, and holomorphy, Nucl.Phys.B 484 (1997) 196-222, hep-th/9606082 [10] G. Moore, N. Nekrasov and S. Shatashvili, Integrating over Higgs branches, Commun.Math.Phys. 209 (2000) 97-121, hep-th/9712241.

[11] G. Moore, N. Nekrasov and S. Shatashvili, D particle bound states and generalized instantons, Commun.Math.Phys. 209 (2000) 77-95, hep-th/9803265 [12] A. Losev, N. Nekrasov and S. Shatashvili, Testing Seiberg-Witten solution, NATO Sci.Ser.C 520 (1999) 359-372, hep-th/9801061 [13] A. Losev, N. Nekrasov and S. Shatashvili, Issues in topological gauge theory, Nucl.Phys.B 534 (1998) 549-611, hep-th/9711108.

[14] K. Costello, Topological strings, twistors and Skyrmions, http://web.math.ucsb.edu/∼drm/WHCGP/#past20 [15] I.B. Frenkel, Orbital theory for affine Lie algebras, Invent. math. 77 (1984) 301-352. [16] A. Alekseev, S. L. Shatashvili, Path integral quantization of the coadjoint orbits of the Virasoro group and 2-d gravity, Nucl. Phys. B 323 (1989) no. 3, 719-733.

22 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

[17] A. Alekseev, S. L. Shatashvili, From Geometric Quantisation to Conformal Field Theory, Commun.Math.Phys. 128 (1990) 197-212.

[18] A. Alekseev, S. L. Shatashvili, Coadjoint Orbits, Cocycles and gravitational Wess-Zumino, Rev. Math. Phys. 30 (2018) no. 6, 1840001, 15pp.

[19] A. Alekseev, S. L. Shatashvili, Characters, coadjoint orbits and Duistermaat-Heckman integrals, J. Geom. Phys. 170 (2021) 104386, 20pp.

[20] J. Mickelsson, Chiral anomalies in even and odd dimensions, Comm. Math. Phys., 97(3):361- 370, 1985.

[21] S. L. Adler, Axial-Vector Vertex in Spinor Electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. 177: 2426- 2438 (1969).

[22] J. S. Bell and R. Jackiw, A PCAC Puzzle: π_0 → γγ in the σ-Model, Nuovo Cimento A 60:

47-61 (1969).

[23] Curtis G. Callan, Jr. and Jeffrey A. Harvey, Anomalies and Fermion Zero Modes on Strings and Domain Walls, Nucl.Phys.B 250 (1985) 427-436.

[24] B. Zumino, Chiral Anomalies and Differential Geometry, Contribution to: Les Houches Summer School on Theoretical Physics 1983; Relativity, Groups and Topology, 1291-1322.

[25] R. Stora, Algebraic Structure and Topological Origin of Anomalies, NATO Sci.Ser.B 115 (1984), Contribution to: Cargese Summer Institute: Progress in Gauge Field Theory [26] A. Alekseev, L. Faddeev, Ya. Madaichik and S. Shatashvili, Derivation of Anomalous Commutators in Functional Integral Formalism,, Theor.Math.Phys. 73 (1988) 1149-1151, Teor.Mat.Fiz. 73 (1987) 187-190.

[27] Harish-Chandra, Differential operators on a semisimple Lie algebra, Amer. J. Math. 79 (1957), 87-120.

[28] C. Itzykson, J.B. Zuber, The planar approximation II. J. Math. Phys. 21 (1980) no. 3, 411- 421.

[29] J.J. Duistermaat, G.J. Heckman, On the variation in the cohomology of the symplectic form on the reduced space, Invent. Math. 69 (1982) no. 2, 259-268.

[30] A. A. Kirillov, Elements of Theory of Representations, In Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Springer 1976.

[31] M.A. Semenov-Tian-Shansky, A certain property of the Kirillov integral, (Russian) Differential geometry, Lie groups and mechanics, Zap. Naucn. Sem. Leningrad. Otdel. Mat. Inst. Steklov (LOMI) 37 (1973) 53-65.

[32] A. Alekseev, L.D. Faddeev, S.L. Shatashvili, Quantization of symplectic orbits of compact Lie groups by means of the functional integral, J. Geom. Phys. 5 (1988) 391-406.

[33] R.F. Picken, The propagator of quantum mechanics on a group manifold from an infinitedimensional analogue of the Duistermaat-Heckman integration formula. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 22 (1989) 2285-2297.

[34] Changha Choi and L. Takhtajan, Supersymmetry and trace formulas I. Compact Lie groups, hep-th/arXiv:2112.07942v2.

[35] Changha Choi and L. Takhtajan, Supersymmetry and trace formulas II. Selberg trace formula, hep-th/arXiv: 2306.13636.

[36] R. Wendt, A symplectic approach to certain functional integrals and partition functions, J.

Geom. Phys. 40 (2001) no. 1, 65–99.

[37] L.C. Jeffrey, J.A. Mracek, Hyperfunctions, the Duistermaat-Heckman theorem and loop groups, Geometry and physics. Vol. I, 319-346, Oxford Univ. Press, Oxford, 2018.

[38] P. Bougerol, M. Defosseux, Pitman transforms and Brownian motion in the interval viewed as an affine alcove, preprint arXiv:1808.09182 [39] M. Defosseux, Kirillov-Frenkel character formula for loop groups, radial part and Brownian sheet, Ann. Probab. 47 (2019) no. 2, 1036-1055.

ON THE TOPICS OF MY CONVERSATIONS WITH IGOR FRENKEL 23

[40] Jean-Michel Bismut, The hypoelliptic Laplacian on a compact Lie group, Journal of Functional Analysis 255 (2008) 2190–2232.

[41] Jean-Michel Bismut, Hypoelliptic Laplacian and Orbital Integrals, Series Annals of Mathematics Studies, Princeton University Press, 2011.

[42] S. Sachdev, J.-W. Ye, Gapless spin fluid ground state in a random, quantum Heisenberg magnet, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70 (1993) 3339, arXiv:cond-mat/9212030.

[43] A. Kitaev, Talk given at the Fundamental Physics Prize Symposium, Nov. 10, 2014; A.

Kitaev, KITP seminar, Feb. 12, 2015; ÒA simple model of quantum holography,Ó talks at KITP, April 7, 2015 and May 27, 2015.

[44] G. Turiaci, H. Verlinde, On CFT and Quantum Chaos, JHEP 1612 (2016) 110, arXiv:1603.03020.

[45] J. Maldacena, D. Stanford, Remarks on the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model, Phys. Rev. D 94, no.

10, 106002 (2016) arXiv:1604.07818.

[46] K. Jensen, Chaos in AdS_2 holography, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 111601 (2016) arXiv:1605.06098. [47] J. Maldacena, The SYK Model and Near Extremal Black Holes, http://scgp.stonybrook.edu/video/video.php?id=2733.

[48] J. Maldacena, D. Stanford, Z. Yang, Conformal symmetry and its breaking in two dimensional Nearly Anti-de-Sitter space, arXiv:1606.01857.

[49] J. Engelsoy, T. G. Mertens, H. Verlinde, An investigation of AdS2 backreaction and holography, JHEP 1607, 139 (2016) arXiv:1606.03438.

[50] G. Mandal, P. Nayak, S.R. Wadia,Coadjoint orbit action of Virasoro group and twodimensional quantum gravity dual to SYK/tensor models, JHEP 1711 (2017) 046, arXiv:1702.04266 [51] D. Gaiotto, M Rapcak, Vertex Algebras at the Corner, arXiv:1703.00982. [52] D. Stanford, E. Witten, Fermionic Localization of the Schwarzian Theory, JHEP 1710 (2017) 008, arXiv:1703.04612.

[53] G.L. Pimentel, A.M. Polyakov, G.M. Tarnopolsky, Vacuum decay in CFT and the Riemann- Hilbert problem, Nucl. Phys. B907 (2016) 617-632, arXiv:1512.06721.

[54] G. Turiaci, E. Wittten, N=2 JT Supergravity and Matrix Models, arXiv:2305.19438. [55] S. Banerjee, B. Wilkerson, Lambert series and q-functions near q = 1, Int. J. Number Theory 13 (2017), no. 8, 2097-2113.

[56] M. Katsurada, Asymptotic expansions of certain q-series and a formula of Ramanujan for specific values of the Riemann zeta-function, Acta Arith. 107 (2003), no. 3, 269-298.

[57] S. Shatashvili, https://scgp.stonybrook.edu/video/video.php?id=5365 [58] H. Ooguri and C. Vafa, Self-Duality and N = 2 String Magic, Mod.Phys.Lett. A5 (1990) 1389-1398; Geometry ofN = 2 Strings, Nucl.Phys. B361 (1991) 469-518.

[59] N. Berkovits, Super-Poincare Invariant Superstring Field Theory, hep-th/9503099 [60] S. Donaldson, Anti self-dual Yang-Mills connections over complex algebraic surfaces and stable vector bundles, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc, 50 (1985)1.

[61] Chen Ning Yang, Condition of Selfduality for SU(2) Gauge Fields on Euclidean Four- Dimensional Space, Phys. Rev. Lett., 38:1377, 1977. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.38.1377.

[62] V.P. Nair and Jeremy Schiff, Kähler Chern Simons theory and symmetries of antiselfdual equations, Nucl.Phys.B371:329-352,1992; A Kähler Chern-Simons theory and quantization of the moduli of antiselfdual instantons, Phys.Lett.B246:423-429,1990, Topological gauge theory and twistors, Phys.Lett.B233:343,1989 [63] V.P.Nair, Kähler-Chern-Simons Theory, hep-th/9110042 [64] R. S. Ward, On self-dual gauge fields, Phys. Lett. 61A (1977) 81-82. [65] M. F. Atiyah and R. S. Ward, Instantons and Algebraic Geometry, Comm. Math. Phys. 55 (1977) 117-124

24 SAMSON L. SHATASHVILI

[66] M.F. Atiyah, N.J. Hitchin, V.G. Drinfeld, Yu.I. Manin, Construction of instantons, Physics Letters A Volume 65, Issue 3 (1978) 185-187.

[67] K. Costello and Si Li, Anomaly cancellation in the topological string, arXiv:1905.09269. [68] K. Costello, Quantizing holomorphic field theories on twistor space, arXiv:2111.08879v1. [69] Roland Bittleston, David Skinner, Twistors, the ASD Yang-Mills equations, and 4d Chern- Simons theory, arXiv:2011.04638.

[70] E. Witten, Chern-Simons gauge theory as a string theory, The Floer memorial volume.

Birkhuser Basel, 1995. 637-678, arXiv:hep-th/9207094.

[71] Discussions with J. Manschot, F. Nieri, C. Vafa and J. Walcher, 2022. [72] J. Walcher, Evidence for Tadpole Cancellation in the Topological String, Commun.Num.Theor.Phys. 3 (2009) 111-172, e-Print: 0712.2775 [hep-th].

[73] Paul L. H. Cook, Hirosi Ooguri, Jie Yang, New Anomalies in Topological String Theory, Prog.Theor.Phys.Suppl. 177 (2009) 120-127, arXiv:0804.1120 [74] S. Giusto, C. Imbimbo and D. Rosa, Holomorphic Chern-Simons theory coupled to off-shell Kodaira-Spencer gravity, JHEP 10 (2012) 192, e-Print: 1207.6121 [hep-th].

[75] S. Sinha and C. Vafa, SO and Sp Chern-Simons at large N, arXiv:hep-th/0012136 (2000).

The Hamilton Mathematics Institute, Trinity College Dublin, Ireland

The School of Mathematics, Trinity College Dublin, Ireland

Simons Center for Geometry and Physics, Stony Brook University, USA

Email address: samson@math.tcd.ie, sshatashvili@scgp.stonybrook.edu