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Abstract

We identify a simple mechanism by which H-flux satisfying the modified Bianchi identity arises
in garden-variety (0,2) gauged linear sigma models. Taking suitable limits leads to effective
gauged linear sigma models with Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation. We test the quantum-
consistency of a class of such effective theories by constructing an off-shell superconformal alge-
bra, identifying unexpected topological constraints on the existence of this algebra and providing
evidence that these models run to good CFTs in the deep IR when all of the constraints are
satisfied.
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1 Introduction

String theory has taught us a great deal about the quantum geometry of Calabi-Yau (CY) manifolds.
Central to this progress is the gauged linear sigma model (GLSM), a formalism which translates
quantum computations in Kéhler geometries into free-field-theory calculations in an auxiliary gauge
theory [1]. Of course, CYs form a set of measure zero in the full space of string compactifications,
S0 it is natural to wonder what we can say about the quantum geometry of more general non-CY
manifolds. This question is particularly natural in the heterotic string, where a worldsheet analysis
should suffice. This motivates us to search for GLSMs for non-Kéhler! manifolds, with the goal of
using them to study the quantum geometry of more general geometries.

At first glance, this seems quite challenging. Mathematically, the basic structure of a GLSM is
a Kahler quotient of flat space, which naively should not be much help in getting a non-Kéhler
manifold. Meanwhile, if the geometry is not Kéhler, target space SUSY requires non-trivial 3-form
torsion, H, which must satisfy the Green-Schwarz (GS) Bianchi identity,

dH =d (ttRAR—TrFAF) . (1.1)

Correspondingly, the B-field itself must transform non-trivially under the full set of spacetime
gauge transformations. Furthermore, dH # 0 implies a non-trivial dilaton profile [3], so that the
worldsheet conformal symmetry is only realized non linearly. Finally, the fact that tree- and one-
loop effects compete in (1.1) means that some cycles may be frozen near string scale, making a
large-radius limit problematic. It is difficult to see how all these effects could be incorporated into
a GLSM. Indeed, considerable effort has been devoted to adding bells and whistles to the GLSM
to mock these effects up [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9].

In this paper, we demonstrate a general mechanism for generating the modified Bianchi identity
and related quantum effects in a garden-variety (0,2) GLSM.? Surprisingly, this mechanism does
not require any new ingredients. Rather, simple quantum effects in every (0,2) GLSM generate
all the necessary features dynamically. The basic mechanism first appeared in the study of 4d
chiral gauge theories [12, 13]. In a chiral gauge theory, integrating out heavy fermions in chiral
representations of the gauge group will generically generate anomalous Green-Schwarz terms in the
action. These terms are essential for canceling the anomaly of the surviving light fermions. In
our (0,2) GLSMs, such GS terms precisely generate the corrections to the B-field transformation
law which are required to satisfy the Bianchi identity, and which lead to non-trivial H-flux and
non-Kéahler hermitian metric.

The central claim of this paper is that all of the features of a generic non-Kéahler model with
H-flux can in fact be found within a standard (0,2) GLSM. As we shall see, non-trivial H-flux
and a modified transformation law for the B-field are automatically generated as needed by the
mechanism sketched above. Indeed, we will find that all of the various previously-preposed quasi-
linear mechanisms for generating H-flux in special cases emerge naturally when studying the low
energy effective physics of standard (0,2) GLSMs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we demonstrate how the GS mech-
anism in a GLSM generates precisely the anomalous transformation law for the B-field needed to

The term “balanced” is probably more appropriate [2], since all such 4d N' = 1 compactifications come from
balanced manifolds which may or may not be K&hler. The term “non-K&hler” has become standard, however,
emphasizing that these manifolds need not be Kéahler.

ZFor useful introductions and reviews of (0,2) sigma models see [10, 11].



ensure cancellation of the sigma model anomalies of the IR NLSM. Along the way, we demonstrate
that the GS models previously constructed can thus be UV completed into completely pedestrian
(0,2) GLSMs; conversely, at low energies and at generic points in the (0, 2) moduli space, a general
(0,2) GLSM reduces to such an anomalous GS effective GLSM. In Section 3, we will study a par-
ticularly simple class of such effective GLSMs in which the axial couplings are entirely linear, and
use them to explore the quantum consistency and semi-classical geometry of such GLSMs. Further-
more, we find unanticipated topological constraints on the existence of such models. The central
ingredient in these models is a set of Green-Schwarz axions, Y, playing the role of Stiickelberg
fields for the anomalous gauge symmetries. This allows us to avoid the subtleties associated with
logarithms and address both classical and quantum properties of the models. As we shall see, these
theories show every sign of running to good IR CFTs — more precisely, these theories enjoy a (0, 2)
superconformal algebra which closes in @Q -cohomology, as was previously shown for the T? models
in [5]. While the models on which we focus are not generic, the lessons we learn can be readily
applied to more general GLSMs with non-trivial H-flux. We close in Section 4 with a summary
and list of future directions.

2 Generating dH in a (0,2) GLSM

The goal of the present section is to demonstrate that all the ingredients necessary to study models
with non-trivial dH are already present in a garden-variety (0,2) GLSM. We begin by recalling
how dH # 0 and the modified Bianchi identity arise in a general (0,2) NLSM. We then review
how these effect can be incorporated into quasi-linear (0,2) GLSMs by hand via Green-Schwarz
anomaly cancellation, as first demonstrated in [4, 7]. We then argue that such quasi-linear models
arise as effective descriptions of totally standard (and non-anomalous) (0,2) GLSMs at generic
points in their moduli space. Concretely, moving along the (0,2) moduli space modifies masses
for chirally-gauged fermions in the GLSM; integrating out the heaviest fermions then generates
non-linear Green-Schwarz terms in the action which realize the non-trivial dH. This explains for
example how dH # 0 is generated in (0,2) deformations of (2,2) GLSMs, such as deformations of
the tangent bundle. We also comment briefly on the effective geometry of such models.

2.1 Torsion in (0,2) NLSMs

Before we address the GLSM, let’s recall how the modified Bianchi identity and the co constraints
arise in a non-linear sigma model (NLSM) with (0, 2) supersymmetry. The action for a (0,2) NLSM
is given by [14]:
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where F(+)§K = F§K+GIEHLJK = G (0 G 7 4+ 0By — 0k B,;) and the . .. refer to four-fermi

terms which we will not need for the moment.
By construction, this action is invariant under target space local Lorentz transformations,® target
space gauge transformations, and target space Kalb-Ramond transformations:

v = A)h
¥4 = U(9) B2
B — B—I—dw1. (22)

Note that plugging these transformations into the Lagrangian does not leave the action invariant
— rather, we must supplement these transformations on the worldsheet fields with a corresponding
change in the background fields, G, B, n, A, and W. Only under this combined transformation is
the Lagrangian, classically, invariant.

Quantum mechanically, however, this is not in general a symmetry of the theory due to an
anomaly in the fermionic measure [15, 16]. Nonetheless, these theories can be improved, order by
order in o/ [17, 18, 19], so as to respect a modified symmetry. More precisely, while the theory is
not invariant under (2.2), it is invariant under a slightly different symmetry whose transformation
rule for B is modified at order o/,

5Br; ~ o <8[10MA% - a[feabwgg’) : (2.3)
where 0% 9™ parameterize infinitesimal local Lorentz transformations and gauge transformations

respectively. With this transformation law, Hy = dB is no longer gauge invariant. Correspondingly,
we must also modify the definition of H at order o/,

H = Hy+ o (Q(w) — (4)) , (2.4)

where ()3 are the Chern-Simons three forms for the spin and gauge connections. The redefined H
gives the modified Bianchi identity,

dH =d'(trRAR—-TrF AF). (2.5)

This is the worldsheet manifestation of the Green-Schwarz mechanism [20]. Note that if we wish to
construct a theory with a non-anomalous symmetry that reduces to the classical transformations
as o/ — 0, these modifications are unavoidable. As emphasized in [18] care must be used to see
that supersymmetry is preserved.

In principle, then, there is no obstruction to studying non-Kéahler geometries with intrinsic
torsion via a worldsheet NLSM — the NLSM itself is perfectly well-posed, supersymmetric, and
non-anomalous under all the symmetries of interest. In practice, however, this construction is not
very useful for many computational purposes. First, as usual with a NLSM, most things we would
like to compute end up depending on the physical metric; however, finding a solution to the Einstein
equation and modified Bianchi is even more difficult than finding a compact Calabi-Yau metric (and
indeed we still do not have a general proof of the existence of solutions to these equations except in
a few very special cases [21]). Second, since the Bianchi identity mixes orders in ¢/, it is not clear
when, or if, perturbation theory around a classical solution even makes sense. Computationally,
then, the NLSM is just not enough.

3For the local Lorentz transformations it is convenient to introduce a vielbein, e? and define Vi = eﬁ/;fr.



2.2 Adding dH to a (0,2) GLSM by hand: the Green Schwarz mechanism

The obvious question, then, is how to implement H-flux and the modified transformation law for the
B-field in a computationally effective GLSM. Ideally, this would produce a GLSM which manifestly
reduces to an NLSM of the above form at low energies.

To begin, consider a (0,2) GLSM whose classical action reduces, at lower energies, to an effective
NLSM for a complex manifold, X, with left-moving fermions valued in sections of a holomorphic
vector bundle, Vx. Importantly, since all the geometry and topology of the IR, CFT is generated
by the gauge action, all of the potential anomalies are similarly embedded within the gauge group
[22]. This allows us to lift the problem of tracking anomalies in the NLSM to the easier problem
of identifying gauge anomalies in the UV-free GLSM. This suggests that the anomalous Lorentz
transformation law for the B-field in the NLSM should lift to an anomalous gauge transformation
law for the B-field in the GLSM.

Our first job, then, is to locate the B-field in the GLSM. Happily, this is well-understood physics:
the B-field in such a GLSM is controlled [1, 23] by the axial part of the FI coupling, Ly = 0, F,* .
The resulting spacetime B-field is then B = 6,w®, where the w® are the (1,1)-forms on the target
space corresponding to the gauge field strengths, . . More generally, the hermitian (1,1) form
(which becomes the complexified Kéhler class on the (2,2) locus) is J = J + iB = t,w®, where
ty = rq + 10, are the FI parameters in the superpotential. Since w® is closed and 6 is constant,
H=dB=0.

To introduce non-trivial H-flux, then, we can simply promote the 6, to dynamical fields such that
H = dB = df, Aw® does not vanish identically [24, 25, 4]. Each such dynamical 6, then represents
a coordinate on an S' on the target space of the GLSM.* Notably, this also generates the dilaton
gradients we expect from supergravity, as shown e.g. in [24]. Unfortunately, gauge invariance and
single-valuedness of the action require that d (df,) = 0, and thus dH = 0.

This suggests a simple way [4, 5, 6, 7] to build a GLSM with dH # 0: let 6, be shift-charged

under the worldsheet gauge symmetry, 6, — 0, + Qu a®. The resulting B field now transforms

non-trivially under the gauge symmetry,
B % B+ Qg alwb (2.6)
The worldsheet gauge-invariant H-flux is thus of the form
H = (df, + QapA®) A w". (2.7)
Taking a further exterior derivative then gives
dH = Qupw® A W', (2.8)

where w® = dA? is the 2-form representing the gauge field strength under which 6 is charged.

By making 6 charged, however, we have rendered the classical action (in particular, the axial
term Lg) non-gauge-invariant. Fortunately, the variation of the axial term is precisely of the form
of a 2d anomaly: under a gauge transformation with parameter «,

5oLy x / Qupa® F.b . (2.9)

“In the UV 6 provides a new S* in the field space, in the IR this becomes an S* on the target space of the NLSM
to which the theory flows, with the gluing in of the S* specified by the gauge action.



It is thus possible to cancel the gauge-variation of the classical action against a quantum anomaly
in the measure a la Green and Schwarz [4]°, with £y providing the classical Green-Schwarz term.

This raises an obvious question: what is the gauge anomaly in a classical (0,2) GLSM measuring?
It has long been understood that the gauge anomaly in a standard (0,2) GLSM is in fact a probe of
the sigma model anomaly in the target space, as follows. The anomaly in 2d comes from a di-angle
diagram and thus defines a quadratic form on gauge fields: A = A, F¢_ Fﬁ_. Since the gauge
fields represent the pullback to the worldsheet of 2-forms w® in the target space, F'¢_ = ¢*w®,
the anomaly thus defines a 4-form on the target, A = Agw®w®. A short computation (see e.g.
[1, 7]) then verifies that the corresponding 4-form is the RHS of the heterotic Bianchi identity,
A= [trRAR—TrF AF].5 Choosing the gauge-transformation of our dynamical theta angle to
cancel the worldsheet anomaly then ensures that we satisfy the target space Bianchi identity,
with the vanishing of the net anomaly four-form in cohomology corresponding to an integrability
condition for a smooth H. Rather poetically, then, the Green-Schwarz mechanism on the target
space pulls back to the GLSM as a Green-Schwarz mechanism on the worldsheet. This mechanism
was first used in [1] to build GLSMs for non-Kéhler T2-fibrations over K3 (which geometries were
first studied via supergravity in [26, 21, 27, 28]) and was subsequently exploited to study LG-
orbifold points in the moduli space [7], to compute the stringy spectrum [5], and generalized to
non-abelian GLSMs [6].

2.3 On the geometry of GS GLSMs

We would like to argue that the Green-Schwarz mechanism for the worldsheet gauge theory, together
with the anomalous transformation law for the B-field under worldsheet gauge variations, reduces
precisely to the anomalous transformation law for the B-field and the corresponding Green-Schwarz
mechanism of the NLSM. To see that this indeed works out, we need to think more carefully about
the effective geometry of the GS GLSM.

Consider an arbitrary, potentially anomalous, (0,2) GLSM. At the classical level, this defines a
classical NLSM by solving the equations of motion for all massive fields and evaluating the action
on-shell. By construction, the target space X of the resulting NLSM is simply the quotient of the
flat target space of the UV free fields (call it Z) by the (complexified) gauge group, G, of the GLSM,
ie. X =Z7'/G, where Z' is Z with the fixed locus of G removed. If there is a superpotential turned
on, we further restrict to the vanishing locus of the superpotential in X, X|y—o. The result is a
completely garden-variety classical (0,2) NLSM.

Quantum mechanically, of course, this NLSM may be anomalous via the standard sigma model
anomaly. The key observation [22] is that, due to linearity of the UV theory, the sigma model
anomaly of the NLSM is embedded in the gauge anomaly of the GLSM. Moreover, from general
properties of the classical geometry associated to a GLSM, we have a direct map between forms in
the classical geometry, X, and gauge field strengths in the GLSM. This allows us to translate the

®Note that adding a GS term is not possible in a (2,2) model. Corespondingly, the fermionic spectrum is necessarily
non-chiral, which forbids any gauge anomaly. Such models necessarily have dH = 0.

STechnically, this result uses the natural Kahler structure on the toric variety. In the presence of torsion, the
physical metric will in general not be this Kihler metric. They will differ, however, only by terms proportional to o,
the loop counting parameter in the worldsheet; for the Bianchi identity above, we need only the leading order result.
Note that this argument is not reliable away from large radius — however, away from large radius, the geometric
picture is itself not reliable so we should focus instead on the quantum consistency of the gauge theory.



anomalous gauge-transformation law of the axial GS term in the GLSM directly to an anomalous
transformation law of the B-field in the resulting classical NLSM. It also allows us to relate the
gauge-anomaly of the fermion measure in the GLSM to the sigma-model anomaly of the fermion
measure in the NLSM. The conditions for cancellation of the GLSM anomaly in the UV then
directly map to the conditions required for cancellation of the sigma model anomaly in the IR
NLSM as discussed above.

Of course, the above analysis only works at the classical level — matching the two theories precisely
would require showing that the full one-loop effective actions, including un-protected kinetic terms,
precisely match up to finite renormalizations. The corresponding calculation is straightforward in
principle, but quite involved in practice, so we will not attempt it here. Instead, we make the
following observation.

Consider a classical NLSM constructed from the gauge-invariant on-shell action of a classical
GLSM. In general, both the NLSM and GLSM will have quantum anomalies. As described above,
we now have two ways of building non-anomalous models: we can cancel the gauge anomaly in
the GLSM via a GS term for the worldsheet gauge symmetry; or we can cancel the sigma model
anomaly of the NLSM directly using standard NLSM techniques as described above. The question
is whether these two quantum modifications are equivalent or not — more precisely, whether they
lie in the same universality class in the deep IR. This can be represented in the following diagram:

o Improve

Classical GLSM GLSM
lOn—Shell H (2.10)
Classical NLSM 2 1merove (0,2) NLSM

While it remains technically possible for these models to be inequivalent, being different would
mean there is a new way to deal with sigma model anomalies which is distinct from anything
done before. We consider this highly unlikely, and thus happily conjecture that the non-anomalous
GLSM and NLSM thus defined in fact flow to the same CFT in the IR.

Finally, it is important to note that these GLSMs with non-trivial GS anomaly terms are not in
fact linear. When the mass of the heavy fermions is taken to infinity, however, corresponding to
running to a boundary of the vector bundle moduli space, the only remaining non-linearity appears
in the GS term itself, which will generically include globally ill-defined logs. As we shall see in
the next section, this need not cause us to panic. However, various of the standard moves used
in studying GLSMs must be considered with some care in this quasi-linear setting. Happily, as
we shall now explore in detail, we can in fact embed these quasi-linear models within completely
standard (0,2) GLSMs, with the quasi-linear models arising as low-energy effective descriptions of
part of the moduli space. The question thus reduces to asking whether the corresponding limits of
the vector bundle moduli are well-behaved.

2.4 Generating dH in a garden-variety (0,2) GLSM

Surprisingly, the GS couplings studied above, and the non-trivial dH they represent, have been
hiding in plain sight in almost all (0,2) GLSMs studied to date. For example, consider a (0,2) GLSM
for a Calabi-Yau, X, at standard embedding, Vx = Tx. Thanks to (1.1), standard embedding
ensures that dH = 0. Crucially, such models generically contain vector bundle moduli which deform



the vector bundle away from standard embedding, Vx = Tx. Away from standard embedding,
however, we no longer have trR AN R = TrF N F. Consistency of the IR CF'T, as reviewed above,
then requires that dH # 0. But the CY GLSM we started with has no anomaly, and no GS terms,
from which to derive a non-trivial dH. Where is the H-flux hiding in this simple GLSM?

The key observation is that deforming the vector bundle boils down, in the GLSM, to tuning a
set of Yukawa couplings which control the masses of a host of charged chiral fermions. When we
study the system at energies beneath the mass of some particular pair of fermions, it is appropriate
to integrate them out. However, if these heavy fermions transform in chiral representations of the
gauge group (as for example does the top quark in the standard model), then integrating them out
leaves us with an apparently anomalous spectrum of light fermions. However as observed in [13] in
the context of the standard model below the top mass, this would-be anomaly is precisely cancelled
by a GS term generated when integrating out the heavy chiral fermions. We are thus left with an
effective GLSM in a Higgs phase with an anomalous spectrum of light fermions plus a GS term
which ensures cancellation of the anomaly. This is precisely the form of the models constructed by
hand above.

It is useful to see this happen in detail in a simple example. Consider a garden-variety (0,2)
GLSM for a Calabi-Yau, X. Since the specific model will not be important for what follows, we
will be relatively schematic for the moment, focusing only on the details we will need. For clarity
of presentation, we restrict attention to a model with a single U(1). The field content includes a
set of chiral superfields, ®;, a set of fermi fields, I'_ 4, and a U(1) vector with fermi field strength
T. Let the charges of the chiral and fermi fields be @); and g4 respectively (some of which may
vanish), and let the fermi multiplets satisfy the chiral constraint, D, I'_4 = E (®;), as usual. The
corresponding Lagrangian has kinetic terms

1 - _ 1 _
Lhin =5 /d29 <z’eQ1V<I>1D_<I>I +eVT_ T4 + @TT> : (2.11)
together with a chiral superpotential of the form,
1 1
Lw = 3 /d9+ <N P_AJA((I)) + ZtT> + h.c. (2.12)

Here, the JA(<I>) are holomorphic functions of the ®; with net gauge charge —q4 such that the
superpotential is gauge-invariant. Chirality of the superpotential then requires that E4 J4 = 0.
The conventions and component expansions are listed in Appendix (A).7

Since the fermions in such a (0,2) gauge theory live in chiral representations of the gauge group,
there will in general be a gauge anomaly. Under a general gauge transformation with gauge pa-
rameter A, the effect of the anomaly is to shift the action by,

0L /d@*AAT + h.c., A=>"QQ1 - qaqa, (2.13)
I A

as can be verified by a standard one-loop calculation. As discussed above, we are interested in UV
GLSMs which are completely free of anomalies, so we hereby demand that A = 0, as is the case,
for example, at standard embedding.

"A useful tool for performing (0,2) component expansions in mathematica with examples may be found at
http://www.mit.edu/~edyer/code.html.
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Among the terms that appear in the action are a host of Yukawa couplings,
/d9+ p®p®, Loy + hec., (2.14)

where ®, is a chiral field of charge ¢, I'g—; is a fermi field of charge QQ — ¢, ®p is a chiral field
of charge —(@Q which gets a non-zero vev (¢g) on the chosen patch of the target space, and p is a
tunable modulus. Such terms can arise, for example, from I’ AJA(tID) terms in the action.® Below
the scale set by p(¢m), we can integrate out ®, and I'g_, to get an effective action for the remaining
light modes.

For example, consider a (0,2) model for a Calabi-Yau at standard embedding, corresponding to
a (2,2) point in the moduli space. At such points, the mass terms for the fermions are non-chiral,

Lyur = \/§/d9+ (0/GTLP+TI_G) + he. < 0/G (r_h + Ylmy)+... (215

where the 71 have charge —@Q), the 1 have charge 1, and G = 0 defines a hypersurface in X.
Since the scalar coefficient is the same for both pairs of fermions, the masses are the same, so while
integrating out either pair of unequally charged fermions would generate an anomaly, the two pairs
are degenerate so there is no regime in which it makes sense to integrate out one but leave the
other.

On the other hand, if we turn on a deformation which breaks this accidental (2, 2) supersymmetry,
these two chiral mass terms will no longer be degenerate. A simple such (0,2) deformation, for
example, replaces 9;G in the I'! term with a general function, (0;G + p.J;). The coupling p
represents a modulus of the vector bundle, with the precise geometry of this deformation being
encoded in the functional form of J;. Adding this deformation into the action then gives,

Lyur, o< 01G (7T_1[)_I|_) + (0rG + p Jy) (1[)£7T+) + ... (2.16)

When p = 0, we recover (2,2) supersymmetry and a non-chiral mass spectrum. When g is non-
zero, on the other hand, the masses of the two pairs of chiral fermions will be different. When p
is large we will generally find that one pair is heavy and should be integrated out while the other
remains light and fluctuates. At energies well below the mass of the heavy fermions, the spectrum
of surviving light fermions is thus explicitly anomalous.

As the heavy fermions are gauge-charged, integrating them out requires some care. One method
is to use the non-vanishing Higgs field to change variables to uncharged fields,

- Q—q ~
Dy = (D)2 D, To_g=(dy) @ T, (2.17)

which we can then integrate out without concern. However, in doing this change of variables we
pick up a Jacobian factor of the form,

D®,DI'g_y = DO DI O/ 1os(@m) Y (2.18)

8Similar (non-superpotential) terms arise from or E4T terms deriving from the kinetic terms for the fermi
multiplets; the basic effect is directly analogous (though details can be phenomenologically different), so we focus for
simplicity on the superpotential case for the moment.



where C is such that the gauge variation of the resulting GS term precisely cancels the effective
action of the remaining light fermions. (See [12, 13] for a lovely example of this effect from inte-
grating out the heavy top quark in the standard model.) These anomaly-canceling GS terms then
descend, in the deep IR, to non-trivial dH satisfying the Bianchi identity, as discussed in Sec. 2
and in [4, 7].

Crucially, for the special case of standard embedding (or indeed at any (2,2) point in the (0,2)
moduli space), the Yukawa couplings are tightly constrained such that the physical fermion masses
and interactions are non-chiral. There is thus never any regime of parameter space or energy in
which the set of fermions above, or below, a given mass is chiral. When integrating out the massive
fermions, then, all such H-flux generating terms must cancel.

Note that the resulting effective model has an interesting limit in which we send our bundle
parameter to infinity, ;4 — co. In this limit, the massive fermions entirely decouple and we are left
with precisely the theory we started with, minus the fields ®, and I'g_,4, but plus the GS term
Las = Clog(®y)Y. But this is precisely the form of the theories studied in [29, 8, 9]: the anomaly
arising from the measure for a chiral family of fermions is cancelled by a logarithmic Green-Schwarz
term, where the argument of the log is a function of the charged scalar fields in the theory. It should
now be clear that virtually all such models can be orchestrated by Higgsing and integrating out a
chiral set of fermions, as above. It is also clear what physics lies behind the singularities at points
where the logarithms diverge: such singularities signal the return of the again-massless fermions
we had previously integrated out: death from the UV.

Note, too, that the resulting models should be treated with some caution. In particular, the
(0,2) GLSM with which we began is as well-behaved as one could hope. Fore example, it enjoys
a non-singular topological chiral ring which varies smoothly with the moduli, and the unbroken
(0,2) supersymmetry together with the linear model structure ensre that world sheet instantons
do not generate a spacetime superpotential [30, 31]. However, once we take the limit u — oo,
the assumptions going into those arguments no longer trivially hold, so these results must be re-
evaluated. Doing so, however, is hard: since the GS terms are non-linear, and indeed logarithmic,
computing the quantum OPEs does not trivialize in the UV. This motivates us to search for more
tractable variants of these models which have more gentle, and computable, physics in the UV.

3 Verifying Quantum Consistency in a Special Class of Models

As we have seen, moving to a generic point in the (0,2) moduli space leaves us with a non-Kéhler
manifold supporting non-trivial H-flux. Around such points, it is sometimes convenient to integrate
out the heavy fermions, generating a quasi-linear Green-Schwarz model in which the structure of
the H-flux is more manifest. The price of this simplicity is losing the manifest good-behavior of
the original GLSM. It is thus illuminating to verify that these effective GS models are in fact good
quantum-consistent GLSMs which flow to candidate CFTs in the IR.

In this section we marshall evidence that these GS effective theories do, in fact, flow to good
quantum-consistent CF'Ts in the IR. For simplicity, we focus on a special class of such GS models
which are fully linear (avoiding the logarithms which generically appear in such effective models).
Borrowing a technique from Silverstein and Witten [32], and following a similar analysis to that
in 7, 24], we identify a chiral left-moving conformal algebra in the UV that has all the properties
needed to flow to a left-moving conformal algebra in the IR. The existence of this algebra is



equivalent to the vanishing of anomalies for specific left moving and right moving symmetries. We
briefly review the justification of this technique. We then present the details of the calculation in
the case of a single U(1) gauge group, then generalize the results to the case of multiple U(1)s. We
also compute and record the left and right central charges, and vector bundle rank, of the IR fixed
point theory as a function of the charges in the original quasi-linear model. We begin by identifying
the linear models of interest.

3.1 The Models

Consider the following models, which will be the focus of the rest of this section. As above, we begin
with chiral superfields, ®;, fermi fields, I'_4, and a set of U(1) vectors with fermi field strengths,
T,, under which the matter fields have charges ()¢ and ¢%. The fermi multiplets again satisfy the
chiral constraint, D+F_ A = E4 (®r). The Lagrangian includes kinetic terms,

1

1 R wrs —
Liin = —= /d29 ieQ1Ved D & + eaVeT_ T4 + 5
2 des

TaTa> : (3.1)
where the e, are the gauge couplings, together with a chiral superpotential of the form,
1 + A 1 a
Lw = -3 Ao (pT_aJ?(®) + Zt T, |+ h.c. (3.2)

Here, the JA(<I>) are holomorphic functions of the ®; with net gauge charge —q4 such that the
superpotential is gauge-invariant. Chirality of the superpotential then requires that E4J* = 0.
The conventions and component expansions are listed in Appendix (A).

Since the fermions live in chiral representations, the gauge symmetry will again be anomalous
with anomaly matrix A — Q‘}Ql} — q%qz. Instead of setting the anomaly to zero, however, we
now add to the model a set of Green-Schwarz axions, Yy, with shift-charges QF,

oYy, = _Z'Q? a (33)
[

DY, = 0.+ %(8_Va +iA,), (3.4)
standard gauge-invariant kinetic terms,
Ly = =% [ @0* R+ ¥+ QD3 - Ti) (3.5)
and a set of non-gauge-invariant Green-Schwarz terms,

1 a 1,
Los =7 / 20"l QI A, — anl / dOTYLY; + h.c. (3.6)

The ég specify the axial couplings of the axions to the gauge fields. Note that the anomaly itself
is strictly symmetric, while the axial term in Lgg has a priori no symmetry. The purpose of the
VA term in Lgg is to cancel the antisymmetric part of the axial term, leaving the symmetric part
to cancel the quantum anomaly.

The Yy fields may be thought of as Stiickelberg fields for the anomalous gauge multiplets. In
particular, for any anomalous U(1) we can introduce a shift charged field, Y, together with suitable
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GS couplings, so that the anomaly cancels the variation of the classical action. Note that setting
the gauge Y = 0 we return to the original anomalous theory, though now with an explicit mass term
arising as the legacy of Y’s kinetic term. For more details about quantizing anomalous theories
and applying the Stiickelberg method to an anomalous action in the non-supersymmetric case see

[33].

3.1.1 Example: A Single U(1)

To gain a little familiarity with these shift fields, let’s take a brief look at the classical geometry in a
simple gauge invariant case, a single U(1) and shift field of charge, @ = 1, but no GS coupling, and
then highlight the subtlety when including the anomaly. The action and component expansions are
given in Appendix (B). For this simple model, the bosonic potential is given by:

(ZQ1|¢1|2+’<?2(11+Z/ —r) +—Z|JA|2+ZIEA|2 (3.7)

The classical moduli space is obtained by restricting the field configuration to minimize the bosonic
potential: D =0, J4 =0, and E4 = 0. In focusing on the D-term constraint, we see that there are
no compact models with a single U(1) and a shift field. There always exists a runaway direction.
The vanishing of J4 and E 4 cannot help with compactness, as the holomorphic hyper-surface of a
non-compact complex manifold is either a discrete set of points or non-compact.

Now consider the same model as above, but with an anomalous fermion content cancelled by a
GS term for Y,

Log = _%é / dOTYY + h.c. (3.8)

One might naively be tempted to plug in the Wess-Zumino (WZ) component expansion for T and
Y.

~

C . L N -
Los = —5 (D(y +9) = iFe(y — §) +idx4 +iA-X+)

Yielding,
= —= ZQIWI!Z —CO)y+9)— ).

This doesn’t make sense classically, however. The Lagrangian is not gauge invariant, and so fixing
WZ gauge in the classical action is not possible.

It is of course possible to do away with gauge symmetry completely and write down the full
component expansion. After appropriate field redefinitions, the component action is:

¢ . L <
Las = —5 (Dly+9) —iF(y —9) +id x4 +id-Xy)
é o
+ 5 (D(s+8) = iFs(s = 5) +id-Cp +iA-(4) - (3.10)

11



Where s and (4 encode the unfixed parts of the gauge field. This is going too far, however. This
action, and the corresponding modified D term,

o2
D= _E(EI:QIWIP"‘(/?Q_C)@-HJ)+C(s+s)—r), (3.11)

should not be thought of as a good starting place for analyzing the topology and geometry. In
writing these classical expressions down we have neglected crucial one loop effects, not least of
which is the fact that the full theory is gauge invariant.

3.1.2 Y multiplets vs T2 multiplets

In the models introduced in this section, the Green-Schwarz axion field is a (0, 2) chiral boson with
a shift gauge symmetry:

Y =y+V20 Ty, —i0T0toLy, €Y eCr (3.12)

This is a particular supersymmetric completion of the GS axion. Instead, we could have chosen a

different completion. For example, the torsion multiplet, © in [4, 7, 5] of the 7% models is another
completion,

O =09+V20Tx, —i0T0T0, 9, ¥ =06, +ibyc T (3.13)

Choosing a different supersymmetric completion of the GS axion has a natural interpretation in
terms of quotient actions of the target space. N' = (0,2) ensures that the target space is a complex
manifold; precisely what the complex structure is follows from the action of SUSY on the real
scalars; fixing this SUSY action then fixes the action of the complexified gauge group, and thus
determines the topology of the quotient. Inequivalent SUSY completions of the GS-axion thus
correspond to different quotient actions. The effective geometry of the 72 multiplet is analyzed
carefully in [4].

3.2 Methodology

The algebra of a (0,2) superconformal field theory consists of a left moving stress tensor, 77, a
right moving stress tensor, Tg, right moving supercurrents, gﬁ, and a right moving R current Jg.
We will rely on the existence of an additional left moving current, [J7,, to have some control in the
IR. These operators satisfy the following OPE algebra:

12



jL(m_)jL(y_) ~ (x—iLyf)_z jR($+)jR(y+) -~ %(fré_#)z

(ot

Tr(a)Gi(yt) ~ 2L
_ é +
Ghat)Gr(y™) ~ %(x+_1;+)3+(£12_(?2+))2

TR(y+);r%_ay++jR(y+) (3'14)

_|_

- 5 +
To(x™)To(y™) ~ %(mfiLyf)AL +2(71(y) Tr(x)Tr(y™) ~ %(ﬁcR I +2(x7~’§£g;+))2

z=—y~)? —y++
0-To(y™) 0+ Tr(y™)
T N

- - + +
T ~ R S TN~ G + S

In this section we identify theories which are believed to flow to such superconformal field theories
with nontrivial central charge and vector bundle rank at their IR fixed point. We find these theories
by constructing models that posses such an algebra in cohomology even in the UV. Though this is
neither necessary nor sufficient to guarantee the existence of the IR algebra?, it is usually taken as
strong motivation[32, 5, 24, (].

The (0,2) supersymmetry algebra contains the anti-commutation relation:

{Q+,Q+} = 2P;. (3.15)

As such, elements of ;. cohomology are in one to one correspondence with left moving ground
states. Furthermore, correlators of cohomology elements are protected.'® This motivates searching
for the left moving components of the superconformal algebra in cohomology. It turns out that it
is more convenient to identify states in D, cohomology rather than @), cohomology. This is not a
problem, as the two operators are conjugate.

Even after finding candidate chiral currents, one might imagine that calculating the OPEs would
be difficult in the presence of a superpotential and gauge interactions. As it turns out this is not
an issue. Due to the magic of supersymmetry, there is a dramatic simplification when considering
left moving ground states. As explained in [32], the superpotential comes with a dimension-full
parameter, u. By power counting, any term in the operator algebra that contains a factor of u
must also contain a factor of 22 and so vanishes in the ¥ — 0 limit, while the gauge interactions
flow away in the UV. This means that we can use the free field OPEs in calculating the algebra.

So far this has just been a discussion of the left moving part of the algebra. As we will see in the
following sections, however, the existence of this left moving algebra relies heavily on having a non
anomalous R-symmetry. Once this R-symmetry is discovered, the rest of the right moving algebra
is guaranteed, as long as supersymmetry is preserved. In the next few sections we walk through
the construction of the currents and the calculation of their algebra for the models of interest.

Tt is conceivable that the UV (0,2) algebra does not describe the IR fixed point; further operators may appear
near the fixed point, the theory may become trivial, etc. ...

OTmagine that the action depends on some parameter, ¢, multiplying a Q. commutator, £ = Lo + t[Q+, O], then
correlators of @4 cohomology elements are independent of t. A specific realization of this will allow us to compute
the OPEs.
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3.3 Gauge Invariant Model

To begin with, let’s examine the case of a single U(1) and shift field coupled in a gauge invariant
fashion. We consider a model with fairly generic field content:

oy, I'_4, Y (3.16)
with the usual chirality constraints
D,®;=D,Y =0, D I'_4=V2E,4. (3.17)
For now, we will focus on a single U(1) gauge field. The action is

_ 1 20+ [ QVx k2 - _ Ve 1 _
L = —§/d9 <z§I:e 1 <1>ID_<I>1+Z?(Y+Y+V)D_(Y—Y)+§A:e% Foal-a+ 57T

o + A
_§/d0 EA:P_AJ +he. (3.18)

Here ) 4 EaJ 4 = 0 in order to preserve supersymmetry.
This action is classically gauge invariant. In what follows we will write down the conditions for
the gauge symmetry to be anomaly free.

3.3.1 Equations of Motion

The equations of motion for these models are:

Dy (e94VT_4) = —pJ? (3.19)
Dy (YYD ;) = —ipd T_a0rJ" +ivV2) _ eVT_,10,Ex (3.20)
A A
KDy (DY) = —ipT_a0yJ" +ivV2) eVT_,0yEs (3.21)
A

1 — _ _ _ _
53D+ (0-T) = D e®VQo D 0 +iY e™Vqal 4l 4 +k*D_Y.  (3.22)
1 A

3.3.2 Global Symmetries

We are interested in models which posses global symmetries, ®; — e~*7¢®;, in addition to the
gauge symmetry. In particular we want candidate U(1);, and U(1)g symmetries. We need further
constraints on F4 and J4 for our theory to be invariant under these global symmetries. First
of all, I'_4 and J# must have opposite charges; J* (Y — IKE, e_mfetI)I) = ¢Pac J4; while E4 and
I'_ 4 must have the same charge; E 4 (Y — 1KE, e_iafﬁtI)I) = e PacE . These relations imply the
following quasi-homogeneity conditions.

ZO([(I)[@[JA—FI{ayJA—I-ﬁAJA:O (3.23)
1

ZO&[@[@[EA + kOyEq — BaEs =0 (3.24)
1
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Where « is the charge of the shift field, Y, aj are charges for the chiral scalars, ®;, and S are
charges for the fermi multiplets, I'_ 4.

One needs a little more care for the R-symmetry due to the fact that both #* and D, have
R charge +1. Preserving R-symmetry requires I'_ 4J4 to have R charge +1. Thus the J4 have
R charges —52 + 1, while the E4 have R charges ﬁf 4+ 1. The quasi-homogeneity conditions
corresponding to the R-symmetry are:

> afe0pT + kRoy T4 + (B — 1) =0
I
Zd[@[@]EA + I{RayEA — (52 +1)E4 =0.
T
Now that we have our equations of motion and quasi-homogeneity conditions we can begin to
search for the chiral superconformal algebra. In particular we will identify chiral superfield currents
JZF and T, whose lowest components are gauge invariant conserved currents which satisfy the
conformal OPE relations.
We begin by discussing the various U(1) currents in our theory,

3.3.3 U(1l) Currents

In our class of models, there are three U(1) symmetries of particular interest: U(1)q gauge, U(1)r
and global U(1)r, symmetry. Each of these plays a critical role in constructing the IR theory and
the (0,2) superconformal algebra. The gauge symmetry effects a quotient of the target space,
and ensuring gauge invariance at the quantum level is crucial. The U(1); symmetry descends to
the TR and can be used for the GSO projection in string backgrounds. As we will see, having a
non-anomalous U(1)g current is essential for constructing the chiral, left moving stress tensor.

Let us start by exploring the gauge current.

j& = =Y _QrérD_dr— Y qay-av-a—ik>D_j (3.25)
I A
jo = 1Y _QiéDidr — Y Qribprihis +ik* Diy (3.26)
1 I

Note, the current is neutral, so it is conserved both partially and covariantly. The superfield
completion is

Jg o= —i <Z WVQre D&y +i)y eV gal_aT_s+ 4 DJ—’) (3.27)
I A
I ]
Jo = §D+ <Z Qre;Dy (eQIV‘I)I) +E Dy (Y + V)) . (3.28)
I

It is nice to see that Jg is D, trivial. Thus the interesting contribution of the gauge current in
cohomology comes purely from Jg .

In order to check the chirality of Jér , recall the EOM:
1 — _ _ _ _
3D+ (0-7) = > eVQo DB+ Vgl AT o+ kDY =i}, (3.29)
1 A
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Jér is exact up to equations of motion. EJFJEIC = 0 follows from the fact that ﬁi = 0. Another
way to see this is to apply D directly to Jg . Using the classical EOM and the quasi-homogeneity
conditions, one can explicitly check that Jg is chiral.

For any other global symmetry, in particular for U(1)r, the procedure to find a gauge invariant
chiral current is similar and we get:

Jf=—i (Z CVald D _d;+i Z etV BT T4 + kz/iLD_Y> . (3.30)
1 A

Classical chirality, EJFJZFI roms = 0, can be checked using the EOM and the quasi-homogeneity
conditions.

The R-current is a little trickier, as the component fields come with different R charges. The
lowest component of the R-current is:

. - _ o ts
ijh = > afeD_dr—iY BRy-av-a+ k"D g+ a3 (3.31)
I A
ijp = —Y_(af¢rDyér —i(af — 1) dyrdyr) — KE"Diy — ik X x4 (3.32)
I
which is gauge invariant and conserved.

3.3.4 Further Modification of Chiral Currents

A classically chiral current for a given symmetry, Jg, can fail to be chiral in a quantum theory.
The supersymmetric extension of the chiral anomaly, known as the Konishi anomaly[34], in 141
dimensions ', tells us that

(D7) = (=) (3.33)

where Ag is the anomaly coefficient for the given symmetry.

Generically it is not possible to remove this anomaly by redefining the current in a manner that
preserves gauge invariance. As noted in [24], however, when there is a shift charged field in the
game we can remove the anomaly. This freedom to redefine the current is easy to understand by
looking at the bosonic components. In two dimensions the anomaly is given by 0,j" o €*70,A4,.
It is possible to define a new conserved current, j* = j* — ¢* A, but this is not gauge invariant.
If we have a shift field, 6, at our disposal we can do better and define, j* = j* — (9,0 + A,).
This is gauge invariant and conserved. This new current corresponds to adding a term of the form
O’ I}, to the quantum effective action and then improving the resulting current. Note, that this
addition to the action is just the form of a Green-Schwarz term.

The superfield completion of this effect is:

J&=TJd+ i%D_Y. (3.34)

' See, for example Appendix C of [24] and section 3 of [30].
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The modified currents is no longer (classically) chiral:

D, <JS+ + z‘%?lY) = —% . (3.35)

If we choose Ng = Ag, however, the classical non-chirality of this modified current exactly cancels
the one-loop contribution'?.

3.3.5 Stress Tensor

Now that we have understood the U(1) currents, let’s move on to constructing the chiral stress
tensor.

The unimproved stress tensor can be obtained from Noether’s procedure, however this is not
gauge invariant. Using integration by parts, the gauge invariant superfield completion of the stress
tensor is:

1/ i ) ) i )
++ _ _1f v o,V ‘ . ,
Tyt = -3 <462T8_T+ZI:e : D_(I>ID_<I>I+ZZA VT DT 4k D_YD_Y)

This is equivalent to promoting the gravitational stress tensor to superspace.
Acting with D on TOJr * and using the EOM and quasi-homogeneity conditions we get:

— 1
D, T, = S 0 (T_aJ?). (3.36)

Thus TOJr T is not quite chiral. We would like to improve it to a chiral stress tensor without ruining
the conservation.

To achieve this, recall that a conserved current J* can be improved to J* by adding the
divergence of an antisymmetric operator.

Jr=gr ok, — 0,7 =0, (7" +0,K) =0 (3.37)

We want to find a K[ that renders T+ chiral. In our case this will be of the form, e**,F.

As demonstrated by Silverstein and Witten [32], given an R-symmetry, finding K*! is a simple
matter. Consider the following, non-conserved, current:

T =i (Z €UVl @ D@ +iy eV (B + ) AT a+ k%RD_Y> : (3.38)
I A

Where ozf,% are the R-charges of the chiral scalars, ﬁ}% are the R-charges of the left-moving fermions
in the fermi multiplets, and x* denotes the R-charge of the shift field.

12For some theories, further modification of currents is possible. Adding ijZ—T%D,YC for instance, works for theories
in which J* and E4 are independent of Y as the EOMs give D (D,Y) = 0. One example of this kind of theory is
the HK [24] model.

17



We emphasize that this is NOT the R-current. This would be a regular chiral current for a
global symmetry under which all components of each superfield transform with the same charge.
However, as the quasi-homogeneity conditions corresponding to the R-symmetry are different from
those for a standard global symmetry, the given current is not quite chiral.

D Ji poms = —2u T4 J?, (3.39)

In fact, jf%' is not chiral in exactly the correct way to compensate for the non-chirality of TOJr +.
Now, we are able to construct a chiral stress tensor:

T = TJF++£8_j§

V(i - _ _ .
- -3 <4—22T8_T+ZeQIVD_<I>1D_<I>I +iY e T_4D_T'_4 +k2D_YD_Y)
e
I A

1 _ _ _
+70- (Z eV af® Dy +iYy eV (B + 1T AT 4+ k%RD_Y> ,

I A
(3.40)
such that
DT goms = 0. (3.41)
The lowest component is:
1 - i -
tt+ = —— D_¢/D_ Y 4 AD v A+ E*D_yD_j+ —5AD_\
2(2}: 1 ¢I+Z§A:7A YA+ KD yD G+ )
1 - . _ _
+30- <Z o D1+ (B +1)F-a7-a+ k%RD_y) , (3.42)
1 A

which we identify as flowing to the IR stress tensor 7r..

To summarize, exploiting the existence of an R-symmetry and its quasi-homogeneity conditions,
we are able to identify a chiral, gauge invariant, and left moving stress tensor.

3.3.6 Operator Product Expansion for Chiral Operators

Now that we have constructed candidate chiral operators, let’s check the operator algebra. We
consider a larger algebra, containing the gauge currents as well as the stress tensor and U(1)y,
current. The OPEs of the gauge current give the gauge and chiral anomalies. When calculating
the Operator Product Expansion of the currents and stress tensor, we may use the free field OPEs
for our component fields.

In the UV, where e — 0, we can rescale our gauge field strengthY — T to go to a free theory.
The chiral operators in the free theory and the R-current are given below. We have not included
the potential modifications of section (3.3.4) because, as mentioned, they correspond to using the
Green-Schwarz mechanism, which we address in the next section.
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J& = =i Quérd-dr+ Y qa¥-av-a — ik’ -y
i A

ir = —i Z afpro_¢r + Z BhA—ay—a — ik*KEO_y
i A
1 SN AV
tht o= - (ZI: O_¢ro_¢r +i ZA:V—AO—’Y—A + K20_yo_y + %Aa—k>
—0- <Z afero_¢r+iy (BE+1)7-a7-a+ ]{;2,{36_@)
i A

. . - _ . _ 1=
JE = — EI: a}%¢[a_¢] + EA: ﬁf’y_A’y_A —ik?kRo_g + 5)\_)\_

g = 1> (ferordr —i(of = 1) dyrr) + ik’ s 000 — B2xyxe (3.43)
I
The singular part of the operator product expansion for relevant operators are:
. . 1
JG@)itly) ~ /3 Z QrQr — Z(]A(JA
(== —y7)* \ 45 -
. . 1
& (@) g (y) ~ =y ) <Z Qrof — Z%ﬂﬁ)
< afay — Z 5A5A)
oo~ ot (e s )
A

ir(@)jg(y) ~

2@1041— 11)2\1/)

@ =y y+ X+
iG@ ) ~ (Z Qrof - ZQI - ZqA5A> —% = igy_)2 - % (x?‘_ji‘_)
F@ Y ~ (Z afaf = af - ZMA) 1 _izy_)Q -
(@)t (y) ~ ( —12—1)+ EA: (1- 3(/3}4%)2)>

E << e (?‘Zj ) .
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3.3.7 Conditions for Conformality

As mentioned previously, classically chiral operators can be anomalous. In order to check the
chirality at the quantum level one should investigate whether chirality holds within correlation
functions. It can be shown that checking this is equivalent to the vanishing of the most singular
terms in the gauge current OPE relations, see appendix D. Requiring the existence of a chiral, (0, 2)
superconformal algebra yields the following anomaly cancellation conditions:

UMeUMg: Y QiQr—Y_ qaqa=0

U(1)aU()r : 213 Qr (af —i) —> aaBf =0

U)aU()y §Ij Qray =Y qAﬁg =0

UL U(L)g : ia? (of —i) - g BiBE = 0. (3.45)

The charge and rank of the vector bundle in the IR theory may also be gleaned from the leading
singularities of the OPEs.

Jr(x) Tr(y) ~ (x—iiLy—)? (3.46)
To(z) Te(y) ~ %(:E_ iLy_)‘* + = _Qy_)J(y) + ﬁa_T(y) (3.47)
Ir(x) Tr(y) ~ %(ﬁc_i’}f (3.48)

The last equation is equivalent to calculating the leading coefficient of the jE j;g OPE and sub-
tracting the leading coefficient of the j,j, OPE. This gives one third of the right moving central

charge ¢p = %CR. It is conventional to normalize 77, = —2¢T". Then the UV OPEs tell us that:
co = Y Baf-1)*-1)+> (13857 (3.49)
I A
rp = Y ajar -y Bisk (3.50)
I A
en = Y (aff —1)" = BlBH. (3:51)
I A

Note, ¢, —cr =>_41—>_;1, which is an RG invariant quantity as expected.

3.4 Anomalous Model with Green-Schwarz Mechanism

Now that we have warmed up with the classically gauge invariant case, lets consider adding to the
action the following non-gauge invariant piece, to incorporate the Green-Schwarz mechanism.

Las = —% /d9+YT + h.c. (3.52)
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Here we take C to be real which represents a convention for the periodicity of the imaginary part
of Y. The motivation behind adding this term is that this classical, gauge variant piece will cancel
against the quantum anomaly. This is reasonable as the classical variation of the added term has
exactly the same form as an anomaly.

We follow the same procedure as before, but now with the GS term. The equations of motion
are slightly modified.

Dy (e9VT_y) = —pJ? (3.53)
Dy (e¥VD_®;) = —ipd» T 40T +ivV2) e"VT_,0,E4 (3.54)
A A
KDy (DY) = ipy T_aJ%e™ —iv2) eVT_yEje™ — %T (3.55)
A A
1 — _

DiO-T = ) e¥VQoD & +i) eV gl _aT_4+ kDY —CO_Y (3.56)

2e2
7 A

It is interesting to note that acting with D on the last equation and using the quasi-homogeneity
conditions reveals:

CY=0. (3.57)

When the shift field is charged and the GS mechanism is in play, the field strength multiplet
vanishes on-shell.

3.4.1 Modification of Currents: Stress tensor and U(1) currents

The action is no longer gauge invariant. As a consequence, the canonical currents transform under
the gauge variation. All is not lost, however. Thanks to the shift field we may improve the currents
to be gauge invariant.

Let us consider the contribution from the GS term to the currents. An interesting feature of the
GS term is that, though it destroys classical gauge invariance, it preserves the global part of the
symmetry. The action shifts by a total derivative.

Recall that when the action changes by a total derivative under a symmetry transformation,

0L(x) = 0, K",
the conservation of currents get shifted.
0S 08
() — _ P - Bip) — 22
O (j"(x) — K*(x)) = 0. (3.58)

The shift field transforms as y — y — ix and the GS term leads to the variation:

0LGs = —%ém(&rv_ —0_vy), (3.59)
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implying K+ = —%énv_. Thus the effect of the GS term on the currents is:
P . 1 5
jiT—=T+ §Cm)_, (3.60)

which is not gauge invariant. This is plausible as the GS term is not gauge invariant. Luckily, as
mentioned, the shift field allows us to improve the current to a gauge invariant form.

it = gt —iCro_y (3.61)
The supersymmetric completion of this is:
Jt = Jt —iCkD_Y. (3.62)

Notice that this is exactly the form of the current modification in 3.3.4. Thus with the GS contri-
bution our supersymmetric currents can be written as,

JE =i (Z eV QB D O +iY e™Vgal 4T 4 + kDY + éD_Y> (3.63)
I A
Jf =i <Z eV ard D O +iy VBT AT 4+ KDY + /@(fD_Y) . (3.64)
I A

These are gauge invariant and chiral, as before.

A little more care is required to construct the stress tensor. Recall that the canonical stress tensor
is not always gauge invariant. In fact, it can in general only be improved to be gauge invariant
on shell. Varying with respect to the metric, however, produces a gauge invariant, symmetric,
conserved stress tensor. Indeed this is one way to derive the expression for Ty ", (3.36). This
method of constructing the stress tensor is particularly nice. The Green Schwarz term is metric-
independent and so does not contribute to this definition of the stress tensor. The improvement
term does change. Just as for the regular currents we have:

K1C

Iy o= I - i—5 D-Y. (3.65)
Putting this together yields an expression for T+,
1 ) - = - -
T = 3 (éra_r +3 VD D B +i Y VT 4D T4+ kzD_YD_Y)
I A

1 - _ B Rp
+-0- Z 91V oo, D_d; +z‘Z etV (BR 4 1T_4T_4 + K2:BD_Y + ﬂD_Y
! I A Q
(3.66)

The chirality of this expression is ensured by the vanishing of the field strength multiplet.
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3.4.2 Conditions for Conformality

With the improved gauge invariant currents, we can obtain constraints on the existence of an IR
conformal algebra. As in the gauge invariant case (D), we check that the chirality condition is
not anomalous. The details of the calculation are relegated to Appendix (C), but the results are
presented below. For our model with GS term to flow into a (0,2) superconformal field theory, we
require the following anomaly cancellation conditions:

UgUMe: Y QiQr—> qaga—2C =0
I A

UMeUMr: > Qr(af—1)=> qapf —2Cx" =0
I A

UMeUM)L: > Qraf —> qapk—2Ck" =0
I A

UL UMpr: Y of (af =1) =Y Bish —20k"s" =0. (3.67)
I A

When there is a non trivial IR theory, the central charges and the rank of the vector bundle can
also be identified, including the modifications from the GS term, this gives:

co = Y (Bf 12 =1+ (1-3(85)7) - 6C(x")? (3.68)
I A

rp = Y afap =Y phsh - 20 (k") (3.69)
I A

en = > (aff —1)" = phsE - 20(x7)2. (3.70)
I A

3.5 Multiple U(1)s

Now that we have warmed up with a single gauge group and shift field, we are ready to take on
the more general case. The action is written in equations (B.1-B.6), but we repeat it below.

L = Ly +Li+Lw+Lgs+ Lrr (3.71)
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1 20+ 1 5
Ly = —§;/d 9 QTQTG (3.72)
1 , V. = — kP _ " _ oy =
Ly = —5 /d29+ <z§l:eQIV“<I>1D_<I>1 + zEl: ?Z(Yl +Y, 4+ QV)D_(Y, - V) + EA:eQAVar_Ar_A>
(3.73)
_ H + A
Ly = —§/d0 Zr AJA + hee. (3.74)
Los = /d29+20 Qv A, — C“l/d0+T Y; + h.c. (3.75)
abl 7
_ a +
Lp; = —Z%:t / doT Yo + h.c. (3.76)
3.5.1 Equations of Motion
The equations of motion differ only by the addition of extra indices.
Dy (ea%T_y) = —pJ? 3.77)
D, (e91V*D_d;) = —er_ A0 T + Z\/EZ eTaVeT_ 401 Ea (3.78)
KDy (DY) = —WZP 4077 +zfzquVar A0 Ex — anlr (3.79)
1 N A ¥ 5(a
52 (D+Ta=DiTa) = 3 M@ + 3 (W Qf — C) (Vi +Yi+ QVi) + )G Q""s
a 1 l b,l

1
262

— QiZeq%Vbqf‘f‘_AF_A
A
Combining the last two of these yields:
R o Qv T 2 o Aal 4 5(a Hb)l .
5 De0-Tu = §Ije f b@?ﬂm_@w; (kQiD_Yi - C"D_Y}) + 2;% QA — iD_V3)

+1 Z eq%Vbqu_AF_A (3.82)
A

Notice that acting with D, on the above equation, we find:

0= > o'y (3.83)

bl

24

(D10_Yo+Dy0-Y,) = ZeQ‘f%Qg@(ﬁ_@+Z(k§g7+éa1)p_(yl—Yl)—z' clghi g,
1 l



3.5.2 Modification of U(1) currents

Now let us look at the various currents. Constructing the gauge invariant conserved currents is a
little more involved. The results are:

et =3 Qe D By +0 Y VT uT 4+ Y (k? QID_Y, + UMDY, + %C”’l (A — z'a_vb)>
I A l

iJf =Y e Va0 iy etV BT T 44+ <k12/<;lLD_Yl +Uto_ v, + %éb%f(Ab - z'i?_Vb)> .
1 A l

Here the Us are chosen to make the various currents gauge invariant:

S utgr=> c"of (3.84)
l l
> utgy=>"c"af. (3.85)

l l

It is not true that every model admits Us satisfying these conditions. Consider, for example, a
model consisting of two U(1)s, with a single shift charged field Y, charged under a single factor,
Q% = (0,2), with a particular GS term specified by C* = (1,0). This gives the symmetric anomaly
matrix and anti-symmetric matrix:

sagp) (01
e = (1 5)

Slayb] 0 1
Clagh = <_1 0). (3.86)

Bosonic component fields of the GS Lagrangian can be written as:
EGS = HEWJFM“, — 26“”141#142,/. (3.87)

The variation of this term is symmetric and can be cancelled off of otherwise anomalous fermion
content, rendering the total anomaly zero. Despite this apparent good behavior, the term con-
tributes to the U(1) currents in a gauge variant fashion.

oo O Ay, + ... (3.88)

Since Y doesn’t shift under the first U(1), this cannot be improved to a gauge invariant expression.
There exists no U for this theory.

The existence of gauge invariant currents imposes non-trivial constraints on the matrix C*. Of
course, if Q is invertible, i.e. if there is a shift charged field for every U(1) factor, then U and
U exist. These constrains should imply non-trivial restrictions on the types of geometries that
can be realized via (0,2) Green-Schwarz GLSMs. It would be interesting to understand the larger
implications of these equations and whether they have a natural mathematical interpretation.
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The stress tensor is defined in a similar fashion as before, however now the existence of a gauge
invariant R current requires a U’t. The stress tensor is given by:

1 i . . _ oy _

T = = (Z 1 Ta0-To+ > QD oD By 4iy AT 4D T 44 ) k?D_YD_Y)
a I A l
-0_ <Z eQTVeq B D_dp +i Z eaVa(BR L )T _4T_4 + Z KrlD_Y

1 A l

+Ufo_y, + %éb%ﬁ(Ab — z'a_vb)> . (3.89)
With:
S ufop =N "Clkf. (3.90)
l l

T+ is manifestly gauge invariant. Chirality follows from the equations of motion and the quasi-
homogeneity conditions.

3.5.3 Conditions on Quantum Chirality: Multiple U(1)s and Shift Fields

When there exist improved gauge invariant currents, we can use them to obtain constraints on the
existence of an IR conformal algebra. The details of the calculation are in Appendix (C) and only
the results are presented below.

The anomaly cancellation conditions for multiple U(1)s and shift fields are:
UME UG : ZQ?Q? —Zqixqi—2zul(“Q§’) —0
UMEUM)R - Z Qfaf - ZQI Zw[ 226 st =0
UG UL - Z Qjak - Z ¢85 - Z (st +utap) =0
l
UL)LU)g : Zoqoq Zal Zﬁfxﬁf—z <L{Ll/{lR—|—Z/IRl/£lL) = 0. (3.91)
A l

One can also calculate parameters of the CFT and central charges get contribution from multiple
gauge generators and shift fields

L = 2(3( —1)2-1) +Z (1—3(8%)? GZUR%R+22—Z2 (3.92)
Zalal ZﬁAﬁA—QZUU 2 (3.93)
ér = Z ZﬁAﬁA—Zl—2ZZ/{Rl +Z1 (3.94)

1

Again ¢, — cg is manifestly invariant.
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4 Conclusions

In this paper, we have argued that non-Kéahler geometries with H-flux satisfying the modified
Bianchi identity can be described by standard (0,2) GLSMs without any additional structure. At
low energies, the non-trivial H-flux is realized through a set of effective Green-Schwarz terms can-
celing an anomaly in the fermion measure. These Green-Schwarz terms arise by integrating out
charged fermions which are massive in the local patch of the moduli space; the Green-Schwarz
terms ensure the cancellation of the total anomaly after truncating to the (would-be anomalous)
spectrum of surviving light fermions. This clarifies, for example, how dH # 0 arises in (0, 2) defor-
mations of (2,2) models corresponding to deformations of the vector bundle away from standard
embedding. This improved understanding of the familiar (0,2) GLSM then allows us to realize var-
ious previously-constructed quasi-linear models for non-Kéhler manifolds with torsion [4, 6, 9, &]
as effective descriptions of certain patches of the moduli space of elementary (0,2) GLSMs.

As an independent check of the consistency of these effective descriptions, we studied the quantum
consistency of a simple class of such quasi-linear models involving an anomalous gauge group
together with anomaly canceling Green-Schwarz axions. Effectively, this linearizes the GS sector.
This allowed us to show, following [32, 5], that GS anomaly cancellation in these models ensures
the existence of an off-shell N' = 2 superconformal multiplet whose OPE algebra closes correctly
within @, -cohomology. We then used these OPEs to compute the central charge of the (0,2) SCFT
to which the theory is expected to flow in the IR.

Many questions remain about the geometry and moduli space of such (0,2) GLSMs and their
quasi-linear effective descriptions. At a technical level, it would be reassuring to explicitly derive
the equivalence between the NLSM and GLSM completions of models with trR A R # TrF' A F
by computing the full one-loop effective action of the GLSM and verifying that it is in the same
universality class as the standard NLSM construction of [17, 18]. It would be surprising if these
construction do not agree, since that would give us a new way to complete naively anomalous string
theories to good compactifications.

Much more interesting are questions about the global moduli space of generic (0,2) GLSMs.
What, in the GLSM, distinguishes models which topologically admit a Kahler structure (such as
small deformations of (2,2) models) from models which do not (such as the non-Kéhler T2-fibration
GLSMs of [1])? Relatedly, when can two such models (one admitting a Kahler structure, one not)
be realized as different phases of a single underlying GLSM connected by a smooth quantum
transition? More generally, what is the global moduli space of a (0,2) GLSM and does it contain
multiple inequivalent (2, 2) sub-loci which are embedded smoothly? To this end, it would also be of
great interest to be able to compute topological invariants for specific non-Kéhler manifolds using
the structure of the (0,2) GLSM.

Another interesting question is whether worldsheet duality along the lines of [35, 36, 23, 37] might
be applicable to the GS axion models. On the surface it would seem less than useful — under such an
abelian duality, axial couplings of a scalar to a gauge field are exchanged with canonical couplings,
but in the present models our GS scalars are both axially and canonically coupled. However, the
role of the anomaly may alter the naive dualization. Even if the anomaly just goes along for the
ride, however, such dualities may prove helpful in patching together a clear picture of the moduli
space of these theories.

There are clearly many interesting geometric questions waiting to be attacked through more
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careful analysis of the torsional moduli space of (0,2) GLSMs. We hope to return to them soon.

Note Added: During the completion of this text, a paper with some overlap with our observa-
tions appeared on the arxiv, [38].
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A Conventions

A.1 Coordinates

We work in 1 + 1 space-time dimensions with coordinates z°, z! and Lorentzian metric. For most

of the calculations we use light-cone coordinates. The relevant formulae are:
1 1
* _ 04 1 — +— -
Xz = 5( Tz ), a:t—a(]:tal, g(lc) =€ ——5. (Al)

We have superspace coordinates, 87, and 1. Integrals are normalized as:

/d299+6+ = /d9+0+ = —/d9+9+ =1. (A.2)
We also define superspace operators:

0 0

Qr = o7 070, Q= By 070 (A3)
0 = = 0 .
D+ = %ﬁ — 10+8+, D+ = —mﬁ + 10+8+.
These satisfy:
DY = Di=0 (A4)
Q7 = Q1=0
{Dy, Dy} = 2i0;
{Q+,Q4) = —2i04
{Q+7D+} - {Q+7D+}:0'
When symmetrizing and anti-symmetrizing indices we take:
1 1
Mip) = 5 (Map = Mya) s M) = 5 (Map + Mia) (A.5)
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A.2 Superfields

A chiral superfield, ®, satisfies D, ® = 0. A Fermi superfield, I, satisfies D, T' = v/2E. These have
component Expansion:

d = o+V20TY, —i0T0TO, 0 (A.6)
I = v—V207G —V20T"E —i0t070, . (A7)

We also use a shift charged chiral field, Y. We take it to have the component expansion:
Y = y+ V20 x, —i0T 070, y. (A.8)

In addition to the chiral fields there are gauge fields. As apposed to the (2,2) case, which requires
a single superfield, there are two (0,2) vector fields, A, V. In Wess-Zumino gauge these have the
component expansion.

V o= 0t0Tu, (A.9)
A = v V20N + V20N +20701D. (A.10)
From this we can construct the fermionic, gauge invariant field strength, Y.
T = D (A—id_V) (A.11)
NG (A_ V20 (Fyy +iD) — i0+§+8+/\_>
Fo1 = Ogvy — Oq1vg is the gauge field strength.

We have both conventionally charged fields, ®, I', and shift charged fields, Y. The gauge trans-
formations with chiral gauge parameter A are summarized bellow.

d — @ (A.12)
I — e AD
Y — Y —iQA
V. = V+i(A-A)
A = A+0-(A+A)
(A.13)

The different gs, @, ¢, and Q represent our naming conventions for the charges of chiral, fermi,
and shift fields respectively. To facilitate writing down a gauge invariant action in superspace, it is
convenient to define the following covariant derivatives:

Do = (a_ + %(a_v + z’A)) ® (A.14)
DI = (a_ + g(a_v + z‘A)) r (A.15)

DY = 0.Y+ %(&V +1A).

Lastly, for the FI parameter we use

t=r+if, 0~0+2m (A.16)
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B Action

Here, for completeness, we record the full action we use for the shift charged field, and the complete
component expansion for the gauge invariant case.

The action is given by:
L = Lg+Ly+Lw+Las+Lrr (B.1)

where Ly, contains the gauge kinnetic terms, £,, contains the kinetic terms for the matter as well
as the gauge interactions. Ly is the superpotential, Lgg is the Green-Schwarz term , and the Lpy
is the conventional Fayet-Iliopoulos(FI) term.

L 20+ 1 5
Ly = —§Z/d 0 Qrara (B.2)
Ly = /d29+< ZGQIV“(I)]D (I)[—i-lz Yl—i-Yl-i-Ql 2)D (%—Yl)—l-zquAVGFAFA)
A
(B.3)
Lw = _g/derAJAJrh.c. (B.4)
A
1 e 1 -
Los = 7 / oy 6 MV Ay - 1Y C / A6 YoYi + hec. (B.5)
a,b,l a,l
1, N
Lrp = —éza:t /d@ T, + h.c. (B.6)

Restricting to the case of C=0,ie. the classically gauge invariant case, the component expansion
in Wess-Zumino gauge can be organized as:

£ = £b+£f +£a +£2
1 1, : i
Ly = Za: <EF021¢L — 50 F01a> + ZI:D+¢1D—¢I + Zz: KDy GiD_y,

. 1 < . - . _ . _
ﬁf = ZZ @)\_a({h}\_a +ZZT/J+]D_T/1+I +ZZI€I2X+[8_X+[ +ZZ’Y_AD+’Y_A
a a I l A

— ko .
+ 1 Z l 2 ()\—aX-l-l + )\—aX-l-l)

al

Lo = Z% +Z <ZQ?!¢1!2+ZQ“lk?(yz+yz)—m)+ZA:!GA\2+%ZA: (GaJA + hec.)
a I [

(B.9)

L = %ZW_A (ZOIJA¢+I+Z@JAXH+]1.C.> —ZW_A <Z¢ia[EA+ZX+181EA+h.C)
I l I l

A

QYPrA—athy + hc) = > |Eal’.
A
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The auxiliary Lagrangian can be put in a more standard form by solving for the auxiliary fields.

L, = —Z—D2 Z|GA|2—Z|EA|2 (B.11)

D, = —Ea ZQ1|¢1|2+ZQalkz (i + 1) —7a) (B.12)
Ga = —% (B.13)

Thus the bosonic potential becomes
2
e 2 al M 2 2
U=y <ZQ1!¢1! DILAESOR R DLAED DN

C OPEs

We consider a complex scalar with action £, = —¢ a,@a% = %(8+<138_¢+ 0_¢d, ¢), and a fermion
with action, £y = ic1)10+1)+. Also we consider the action of the form

1
S=1 /d% L(z) (C.1)
Then the two point functions are:
- 1
(p(x)oy)) = ~loglx —y)* (C.2)
_ 7 1
<¢:|:rlzz):|:> = EZE:E — y:t (03)

C.1 Operator Product Expansion with single anomalous U(1)

Let us list the currents and stress tensor that we want to calculate OPE’s with

‘ . - _ . _ N s
jG = —i EI Qroro-¢r + EA qAY-AY-A —zkz@_y+z4—fa—y —iCo_y
‘ . - _ . _ N, L
jfo= i EI af¢rO_¢r + EA BEY-av-a —zkzﬁLa—yHZl—;a—y—mLca—y
1 . i
++ N5 2 =
t = -3 ( EI 0_¢r0—oér +i EA Y-A0-y—a + k"0_yO_y + @)\8_)\)

_ ) B N R
10- <Z o or0-gr+iy (B + 1)7-an-a+ Krf0_g — 0y + cha_y>
I A
. . - _ . R . Rj
i = —i ZI: ofpro_ér + ZA: BEY_ay_a —ik?cBo_g + 5)\_)\_ —irfiCo_y

Jr = ZZ (aff¢10+61 — i (af — 1) Yyppyr) +i (KPP0 y + ik*vixy) —i67COLy. (C.4)
I
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OPEs for the currents are:

(2t (y)

(Z QrQr — ZA: qaqa — 23)
(Z Qraf — ZqAﬁA —2Ck )

I
afap = BEBEL - 2é<nL>2>

l\D
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C.2 Operator Product Expansion with multiple U(1)s

After rescaling T, — €27, in the deep UV, the free operators we calculate OPEs are
JET = =i Qter0-¢r+ Y qii-av-a—iYy K QIO gi—iy U 0y,
I A 1 1
g o= =Y afér0 i+ Biyav-a—iY kisfo_g—i» uMo_y
1 A l l
1 - i _
++ : 5 2 =
= - (21: O_pr0_r+i EA:fy_Aa_fy_A + EZ: k20_y,0_7; + Z §Aaa_xa>
1 - . _ _
+19- <ZI: afgr0_¢r +i ZA:(@? + 1)Y—av—a+ Zl: kP k{TO_g + URl@—?Jz)

. . - _ . _ 1< .
Jp o= i ZI: afférO_¢r + ZA: B av-a—i ZZ: ki {O-g1 + Za: FA-ar-a =i Zl:uRla_yl

Jr = ZZ (aff¢r01¢r —i (af —1) dy1tyr) +iz (K R{" 0y + ik Xirxay) — iZuRlaerl'
1 I I
(C.6)

Then the free OPEs of the currents are:
J& @G (y) ~ ﬁ (ZI: QQh — ZA: ¢4 — 2 Z,: u Q;»))
& @i ~ = <§Ij Qfof = Y~ X et + Q?>>
it @)if () ~ ﬁ <Z aFak Z LAk — 2 Zuu L>
<Za1a1 ZBQBA - Zl - 2ZuRl R)
[

> affaff = > (af —1)° Zl)

1 gg+ 1 0_j&t
2(96‘—y‘)2 2(z7 —y7)

)~ s (Sofaf - ek - Skt - X (et st

B 1o
2= —y)? 2(x —y7)
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)~ gt (Z (3(off ~1)? ~1) + 37 (- 3(85)%) —6 U + Y2 - zz>
l l a

1 A

++ ++
ST o) o

D Quantum Chirality

As mentioned above, classically chiral operators can be anomalous. In this section we check that
chirality holds within correlation functions. If we only focus on supersymmetric vacua then:

([D+. J(2)] O(y)) = —{J (=) [D+,0(y)] ). (D.1)

In order to verify chirality we want an operator O(y), where the action of D, is known, following
[5], [32], we choose O(y) = d_T(y).

Using the equations of motion D, 0_Y = 2ie? J(J;r (y). A necessary condition for quantum chirality
is:

Dy J(2) 0-T(y) ~ —(J(@) Dyo-TW)lpons) = ~2ic(J(@)JG W) =0.  (D.2)

Thus quantum chirality requires the vanishing of the leading singular part of the J J(J;r OPE. Let
us first investigate 77 F. The lowest component of T+ and J/, give:

I R —— S Qe -3 Qi Y qush | - LS TR S R
’ 2@ -y \T i A 2@ —y)? 20 —y7)
(D.3)

Therefore requiring D, T7F = 0, relies on having:
> Qiaf > Q=Y i =0 (D.4)
I I A

This condition is equivalent to a particular R-symmetry being non-anomalous. Thus quantum
chirality of the left moving stress tensor requires a non-anomalous R-symmetry.

Next let’s consider JZ’, which has an OPE with the gauge current:

& (@) jp (y) ~ ﬁ <Z Qrof — Z%ﬁﬁ) :
1 A

Thus non-chirality of U(1)z, boils down to the vanishing of an L-anomaly:

D J}f o <Z Qrof — Z%ﬁﬁ) T. (D.5)
T A
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For the gauge current Jg to be a quantum chiral operator, the same analysis gives:

Dy Jg o (Z QiQr—> QAQA) T. (D.6)
T A

In short, the quantum chirality of a current requires the various anomaly coefficients vanish.
The existence of a non-anomalous gauge current, L current and R current is necessary for quantum
chirality of JZF and T, and tells us that the lowest components of these operators are elements
of cohomology, which become the U(1); current and left moving stress tensor for the IR CFT.
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