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ABSTRACT: We study the renormalisation of a large class of integrable o-models obtained
in the framework of affine Gaudin models. They are characterised by a simple Lie algebra g
and a rational twist function ¢(z) with simple zeros, a double pole at infinity but otherwise
no further restrictions on the pole structure. The crucial tool used in our analysis is the
interpretation of these integrable theories as £-models, which are o-models studied in the
context of Poisson-Lie T-duality and which are known to be at least one- and two-loop
renormalisable. The moduli space of £-models still contains many non-integrable theories.
We identify the submanifold formed by affine Gaudin models and relate its tangent space
to curious matrices and semi-magic squares. In particular, these results provide a criteria
for the stability of these integrable models under the RG-flow. At one loop, we show that
this criteria is satisfied and derive a very simple expression for the RG-flow of the twist

function, proving a conjecture made earlier in the literature.
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1 Introduction

A major challenge of contemporary physics is to study quantum field theories at strong
coupling. An arguably important example is quantum chromodynamics (QCD) at low
energies. Here, the usually very successful perturbative treatment breaks down and new
strategies are required. One of them is to exploit symmetries to obtain predictions of strong
coupling phenomena. This works better the more restrictive the considered symmetries
are. According to this criterion, the clear winners are integrable systems, whose dynamics
are completely fixed by the existence of infinitely many conserved charges. Although QCD
is not integrable, it has an integrable relative, namely the maximally supersymmetric
SU(N) Yang-Mills theory, which shares some of its qualitative features. This theory has
been actively analysed with integrability techniques over the past two decades [1]. Most
notably, it is equivalent to a closed string propagating in five-dimensional Anti-de Sitter
(AdS) space by the AdS/CFT correspondence. In agreement with this correspondence, the
integrability is also manifest in the two-dimensional non-linear o-model which describes
the string propagating in the AdS space. Therefore, integrable o-models currently attract



considerable interest. They promise an unprecedented level of computational control but
are at the same time very hard to find and even harder to quantise.

In this article, we consider a large family of integrable field theories called affine Gaudin
models [2—4], which gained particular attention in the recent years because they provide a
unifying framework encompassing most of the known integrable o-models as well as many
new examples [5-7]. Unfortunately, the standard approach to quantise integrable field
theories, the inverse scattering method, is not directly applicable to affine Gaudin models
due to the so-called problem of non-ultralocality [8, 9]. However, there are alternatives to
probe their quantum regime. For example, one might ask how counter terms, that originate
from loop corrections, affect integrability. Do they break classical integrability or not? We
take this question as the motivation for this article. To avoid getting lost in technicalities,
we further restrict the discussion to models without supersymmetry or additional gauge
symmetries in the realm of bosonic string theory. They are captured by the bosonic string
o-model, namely!
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S

/E (gij da’ A xda? + Bjjda’ A dxj> . (1.1)

It governs D scalars x%, i = 1,..., D, which capture the embedding of the closed string into
the D-dimensional (pseudo)-Riemannian target space with the metric ds? = 9ij da’da’ and
the two-form gauge potential B = %Bij da® Adz?. Only for very few distinguished choices of
the metric and the B-field this model becomes an integrable field theory. Finding them is in
general a difficult task as there is no completely systematic procedure known yet (if it even
exists) to determine whether a given choice of target space geometry leads to an integrable
dynamics or not. However, the formalism of affine Gaudin models allows the systematic
construction of a very large class of such integrable o-models, which encompasses most
known examples. Therefore, we choose to focus on this class here.

Quantum corrections will renormalise both g;; and B;;. It is by no means clear that
they should stay in the very small subset of metrics and B-field that result in an integrable
o-model. Therefore, it is natural to ask:

Is integrability preserved (or stable) under renormalisation group (RG)-flows?

The main challenge in finding an answer is that we lack a simple criteria to decide if a
given combination of metric and B-field describes an integrable o-model or not. The only
currently feasible approach is to compare the result of the flow with known examples of
integrable models. This has been done successfully over the last years [10-19] providing
clues that integrability is stable under RG-flows. This finding is particularly remarkable,
because at the level of the o-model (1.1), it is not obvious at all and seems rather magic.
Of course there is no magic but rather a hidden symmetry principle that protects the
model from integrability breaking counter terms. Our objective here is to reveal it for affine
Gaudin models.

!Later on, we parameterise the worldsheet by two coordinates 7 and o, where the former is timelike. The
worldsheet metric is chosen such that x1 = d7 A do, xdT = do, *do = d7 and x(dr Ado) = —1.



To this end, we first discuss in section 2 a larger class of (not necessarily integrable)
o-models, called E-models [20-22], and review the properties of their symmetries, dualities
and renormalisation. In section 3, we introduce affine Gaudin models as a specific subclass of
E-models which are automatically integrable, as their construction ensures the existence of
a Lax connection and a Maillet r/s algebra [23, 24]. Their formulation in terms of £-models
will be extremely useful when we finally transition from the classical to the quantum regime
in section 4. More specifically, we will investigate the form of quantum corrections for affine
Gaudin models. At this point we will identify the structure which preserves integrability
under the RG-flow as related to semi-magic matrices. Moreover, we will use these results to
establish the 1-loop renormalisability of these models and to prove a conjecture formulated

n [16], which compactly expresses their 1-loop RG-flow in terms of their so-called twist
function. This generalises the results of [25] to the case where the twist function possesses
poles of arbitrary order in the complex plane.

2 £-models and Poisson-Lie symmetry

2.1 &-models in terms of current algebras

In this section, we review the general formalism of £-models [20-22] and their relations to
Poisson-Lie symmetry [26]. Our starting point is a Lie algebra 0, with basis {tAX} (where

the hatted notations are introduced for future convenience) and structure constants F Zﬁc
defined by the bracket
(205 = Fip tA (2.1)

We assume that 0 is equipped with an ad-invariant non-degenerate symmetric pairing

(tot5) =755 (2.2)

which requires

Fis +Fos 0. (2.3)

AB 77DC AC 77BD

Finally, we suppose that we are given a symmetric involution o> 0, &2 = id, such that
its two eigenspaces Ker(€ +id) have the same dimension. The operator £ acts on the basis

{tAX} as
(2.4)

We will use the pairing 735 and its inverse 77AB to lower and raise indices. In particular,

the ad-invariance of this pairing and the symmetry of g imply

Together with F,Kﬁ@ = —Fo 5 ¢ Which follows from its origin as structure coefficients of the
Lie algebra (2.1), this implies that FZE@ is totally anti-symmetric.

Ifn 735 has split signature, i.e. the same number of positive and negative eigenvalues, this
data descrlbes an £-model. The latter has been introduced to study Poisson-Lie symmetric



o-models and the closely related Poisson-Lie T-duality [26]. The name Poisson-Lie originates
from the fact that the first examples of Lie algebras 0 studied in this context have been
Drinfeld doubles describing Lie bialgebras associated to Poisson-Lie groups.

The £-model is defined as a Hamiltonian field theory with periodic spatial coordinate
o € [0,27) whose fundamental field is a 9-valued current J, (o) = tAZ JA(0) satisfying the
Poisson bracket [22]

{TM), TP (02)} = FAB . 7C(01) 8(01 — 02) — 148 5/ (01 — 72) (2.6)

Evolution with respect to the time coordinate 7 of the model of any observable is fixed by
0 = {H,-}, where the Hamiltonian is chosen as

2w

H-1 daéMjZJE:l/%daU £(7,)) (2.7)
9 0 AB Yo Yo 2 0 o] o)/ - .

All field equations induced by this Hamiltonian can be combined into the compact form
AT+ TP AT Faat =0 (2.8)
based on the ?-valued 1-form J = fg] A J-d7m + J,do, if one identifies

TIr

E(Js) =t5EP T4 (2.9)
2.2 o-model realisations and isotropic subalgebras

There are several ways of connecting the £-model defined above with the standard o-
model (1.1). All of them require choosing a maximally isotropic subalgebra h C 9. Maxi-
mality implies that the dimension of b is half the dimension of 9, while the isotropy requires
that the pairing between any pair of h’s generators vanishes. For every choice of such b, one
can construct a realisation of the £-model as a o-model whose target space is the quotient
M = H\D, where H and D are the Lie groups corresponding to h and 9. In order to make
this relation explicit, we have to explain how the fundamental fields of the £-model, namely

the current components (j;‘ (0)) are related to the degrees of freedom of the

A=1,...,dimd’
o-model. As above, we will work in the Hamiltonian formulation: the o-model is then
described by coordinate fields (2%(o))

momenta (p;(0))

i=1.....dim o O the target space M and their conjugate

i—1__qim a0 Satisfying the canonical Poisson brackets

{pi(01),27(02)} =67 6(01 —02)  {'(01),27(02)} = {pilo1),pj(02)} =0.  (2.10)

Of particular interest for us will be the collection of fields

(\-70[(0-))1_1 oM (ngi(a),pi(a)>

=1,...

i=1,..,M "’ (2.11)

which is naturally valued in the generalised tangent bundle TM & T*M. In the above
equation and in what follows, we use upper-case indices I, J € {1,...,2 dim M} to label



components in this bundle, in contrast with the lower-case indices i,j € {1,..., dim M}
labelling coordinates on M. The fields J! are governed by the bracket

0 &
{(TH01), T (02)} = =717 8 (01 — 02) where 7!/ = <5‘j Oj> (2.12)

is the standard pairing on the generalised tangent bundle TM & T*M. As commonly done,
we use 777 and its inverse 7j;; to raise and lower indices I, .J, ... . The notations J} and
7717, similar to the current components J and bilinear pairing 742 on 9, are justified by

the pivotal formula R R

Jd=E Tl (2.13)
which relates the £-model current to the g-model fields. The key ingredient in this relation
is the so-called generalised frame field E4;, which satisfies the following properties:

1. It depends only on the coordinates z* of the quotient M = H\D.

2. Tt transforms the standard metric 7777 on TM @& T*M into the pairing 745 on ?, i.e.
A8 =5l EALEB . (2.14)

3. It gives rise to the structure coefficients through the relation

~ A Ian
FZE@ = 3E[;1\ 8[E§ Eé‘\]J , (2.15)
where 97 = (9; 0) is the standard solution of the section condition in double field
theory [27-29].

The existence of a generalised frame field with such properties is a non-trivial fact [30-34],
which relies strongly on the assumption that b is a maximally isotropic subalgebra of .
More precisely, the explicit construction of EA; extensively uses the so-called isotropic basis
of 0 associated with the choice of . For completeness, we review this in appendix A. The
properties 1 to 3 listed above ensure that, through the relation (2.13), theA canonical bracket
for the fields of the o-model translates to the current algebra (2.6) for J/*. This guarantees
that the formula (2.13) is compatible with the Poisson structure underlying the £-model.

With this relation at hand, one is able to reformulate the £-model entirely in terms of
the canonical fields (2%, p;). In particular, the Hamiltonian (2.7) becomes

1 27 R R R o~
H=g | do&y JIT] with &y =& BN EP;. (2.16)
0

The object & J appearing in this formula is called the generalised metric and takes the

form [35]
kl kj
& 9ij — Birg™ Bi;  Bixg™
Err = X hd , 2.17
7 ( —g'* By g (2.17)

where the tensors g;; = gji, g = ¢’* and B;; = —Bj; on M are identified with the metric,
inverse metric and B-field of the o-model (1.1), respectively. Indeed, a standard canonical



analysis shows that (2.16) is exactly the Hamiltonian corresponding to the action 27wa/S. In
particular, we can conveniently read off the metric and B-field from Ery. All challenges in the
identification of the £-model with a o-model are encapsulated in the generalised frame field,
but fortunately its construction is completely worked out (see above and appendix A). If
there are different possible choices for the maximally isotropic subgroup H, we can construct
different generalised frame fields that are not related to each other by diffeomorphisms or
B-field gauge transformations. Thus, they correspond to different o-models which still arise
from the same £-model. This phenomena is known as Poisson-Lie T-duality.
To make the discussion complete, let us finally spell out the relation

pi = 9ij 02" + Bij Opa? (2.18)

between the conjugate momenta p; used in the Hamiltonian formulation of the o-model
and the time derivatives 0,2’ appearing at the Lagrangian level. Recall that the dynamics
of the £-model is conveniently expressed in terms of the 1-form 7 A= j;‘ do + ij d7r. The
equation (2.13) above explained the relation between its spatial component JUA and the
canonical fields of the o-model. In the Lagrangian formulation, this naturally extends to
the full 1-form J4 through

~ o~ diUZ
A A I . I
=F , with = ) . 2.19
J 1J ' J <gz’j *xda’ + Bj; dw]) ( )

2.3 Chiral basis

Another basis of 9, as important as the isotropic one used in the previous subsection, is the
so-called chiral basis. Its main motivation is that the defining data of the £-model is encoded
in N+ 5 5 and F VToL However, there is redundancy among these three quantities! In the
isotropic ba81s we already fixed the form of 7);5. But one can do more and also fix 5 15
completely, such that all the relevant information about the model is exclusively encoded in

the structure coefficients FX}?@ To this end, we introduce the chiral basis (¢ ) = (t3, tg),

where (t-) and (tﬁ) are orthonormal bases of the eigenspaces Ker(€ — id) and Ker(€ + id)

respectively (recall that £2 = id and thus that these eigenspaces span the whole algebra ).
Such a chiral basis is characterised by the simple form taken by 7~ 45 and 5 = in it, namely

(g O = (g O
Uyt ( (‘)1 7,7\/(\> and SZE = ( 61 i) (2.20)
ab ab
where 7)o = _ﬁiﬁ = diag(+1,...,+1,—1,...,—1) is the flat metric on the tangent space of

the target M = H\D, with signature (p,q), p+ ¢ = dim M = %dim ID. The choice of chiral
basis is not unique as (2.20) is manifestly invariant under the action of two copies of O(p, q),
forming the so-called double Lorentz group. It relates different choices of orthonormal bases
of the eigenspaces Ker(€ T id). The o-model metric and B-field are invariant under the
action of this double Lorentz group, as can easily be seen from (2.17). At the infinitesimal
level, such a double Lorentz transformation acts as a change of basis 6?2 =U XE fg with

Ux=Ux_= 0 and U~ and U= being skew-symmetric matrices.
ab ba ab ab



In particular, the chiral basis results in very simple expressions for the two projectors

P dted) - (51w P (oo (1

A " (2.21)

that can be understood as maps P:o— Ker(g’ —id) with ]3(7?2) = PA’XBfE and similarly

for P: 0 — Ker(€ +1id). In tlle aboAve form,Aone can see immediately that they satisfy the
required properties P2 = ]3, P2 =P and PP =0.

2.4 RG-flow and one-loop B-functions

Let us finally discuss the renormalisation of £-models. We fix a double Lie algebra
0 = Lie(DD), with pairing (-,-) and a maximally isotropic subalgebra h = Lie(H). The &-
model construction, reviewed above and in appendix A, then provides a family of o-models
with target space M = H\D, parametrised by the choice of a symmetric involutive operator
E:v 0. Quantum effects will eventually renormalise these o-models: in particular,
their metric and B-field (g;;, B;j) will acquire a dependence on the Renormalisation Group
(RG) scale p, governed by a differential equation in p called the RG-flow. We say that
this RG-flow preserves the underlying £-model structure if the renormalised o-models still
belong to the family described above. In particular, o and § then remain fixed but there
is an induced flow of the operator & with respect to . In that case, the Poisson-Lie
symmetries and dualities of these o-models are preserved under the RG-flow. Moreover, if
the expression of the flow of Eis independent of the isotropic subalgebra h then Poisson-Lie
T-dual theories associated to different choices of such isotropic subalgebras will share the
same (-function.

The RG-flow of o-models is most often studied through its loop expansion, perturbatively
in the quantum parameter o’. The fact that this flow preserves the £-model structure was
shown at one-loop in [36-38] and at two-loop in [39] but currently remains an open question
for higher orders. In both cases this flow is independent of . Before describing the one-loop
result more explicitly, let us investigate some of the general properties of the RG-flow under
the assumption that it preserves the £-model structure. By construction, such a flow can
be written in terms of the g—operator as

d

Tt =S (2.22)

where S is a symmetric linear operator on 0. In this language, Poisson-Lie T-dual models
share the same S-function if S depends only on the data (0, (-, ), c‘f) and not on the choice
of . Moreover, the form of S should be such that the property £2 =id is preserved along
the flow (2.22): this requires ES +8E = 0. We will give the explicit expression of S at
one-loop later in this subsection.

We now want to translate the abstract equation (2.22) as an RG-flow for the quantities

~

€35 3B
0. This requires a careful treatment, as this basis can in general also depend on the

and F755 used to describe the £-model in a given choice of basis (t3) of

parameters of the theory and could thus itself flow under the RG. A choice often done in



the literature is to consider a fixed basis (fg) in which the structure coefficients ﬁﬁﬁ@ and
the pairing ﬁ@; are constant, which can for instance be an isotropic basis. All the running
couplings of the £-model are then contained in £ +p and the equation (2.22) translates to

a flow dlgmg 5= <tAX, S f§> on these coefficients. In this choice of basis, the generalised

frame field E4; does not flow and the renormalisation of the o-model couplings (gi;, Bij)
contained in the generalised metric & J= 3 v EA EB J is then only due to the flow of the

coefficients &£ 15

RG-flow in the chiral basis. In this paper, we will follow a different strategy, by working

with the chiral basis (tAZ) = (ts, 7%) introduced in the previous subsection. As explained

there, this is a basis in which ﬁgg and & 45 are simultaneously diagonalised in the very
simple and constant form (2.20). We stress that, since the bilincar form (-, £-) runs with

~

the RG-flow (2.22), the associated chiral basis (Z3) is not constant along the flow. Instead,

it evolves through a continuous series of O(D, D) transformations, which bring back (-, &)

~

to the diagonalised form (2.20) as it runs. We choose to parametrise the flow of the chiral
basis as

@ (f/T) - BZE tg, (2.23)

in terms of a tensor B ZB . The fact that the entries 7);5 stay constant along the flow implies
that the tensor ng with lowered indices is skew-symmetric, i.e. BXE = _BEX' With

A
ﬁ;i generate infinitesimal double Lorentz transformations, corresponding to a redefinition
a

respect to the decomposition (tAA) = (t%, 1%) of the chiral basis, the components ﬁa% and

of the orthonormal bases (-) and (t%) (see subsection 2.3), and can thus be set to any

skew-symmetric values without affecting the flow of the underlying o-model. All the physical

information about the RG-flow is then contained in the components 6,% = —B:b\A. These
a a

can be related to the operator S characterising the flow (2.22) of & by imposing that, by
definition of the chiral basis, the entries €35 = (tAZ, & tAE) keep the diagonalised form (2.20)
along the flow. We then find that

~ 1 « A ~ 1 ~ A~
Let us also note that the preservation of £2 = id along the flow imposes (t%,g t%) =

<1%, S 1%} = 0. As expected, the data of the operator S is thus equivalent to that of the
components ,6’;;. This observation originates from the two different ways of encoding the
RG-flow: the former in terms of the flow of £ and the latter in terms of the flow of the
chiral basis.

It is clear that the generalised frame field coefficients EA in the chiral basis are not
RG-invariant, since the basis (fZ) itself runs with p. The flow of E4; is simply given by

d ~A 34 _pB
E = ~F 2.2
leg,LL ( I) /B B I ( 5)



providing a useful geometric interpretation of the tensor 8‘2 5- In that framework, the
renormalisation of the o-model couplings (gij, Bi;) contained in the generalised metric
éA'U = EAA\E E’Z] EEJ is then only due to the flow of the frames EA]‘ZI, since the coefficients
& 45 are kept constant.

Let us finally recall that in the chiral basis, all the parameters of the £-model are
encoded in the structure coefficients F Tna- The RG-flow of the theory can then also be
conveniently written in terms of these coefficients and the tensor B ZE , taking the form

AF P
ABC _ a3 Dp._
Tlos =303 Faap- (2.26)

One-loop B-functions. We end this subsection by the explicit description of the RG-flow
of £&-models at one-loop [36-38]. Following the general discussion above, this flow can be
encoded in the operator S or equivalently in the tensor BEE = %(t%, S t}). At one-loop, i.e.
at the first order in the o/-expansion, the latter takes the particularly simple form [39]

BV - _pdp.c (2.27)

3 Affine Gaudin models and integrability

We are now specialising to a class of integrable £-models called affine Gaudin models [4, 40].
At their heart is a Lax connection, which is fixed by a rational function ¢(z) of the spectral
parameter z, the twist function.

3.1 Lax connection and Maillet bracket

In order to identify a field theory as integrable, we have to construct an infinite number of
independent conserved charges. Moreover, these charges are required to be in involution,
meaning that they should Poisson commute. A systematic approach to this problem relies
on identifying a Lax connection £(z) = L,(z)do + L-(z)d7 built out of the fields of the
theory. This is a one-parameter family of one-forms on the worldsheet, valued in (the
complexification of) a simple Lie algebra g and labelled by the spectral parameter z € C,
which is required to be on-shell flat, namely such that

dL(z)+ L(z) NL(z) =0, (3.1)

for all values of z, after imposing the field equations. Integrating the Lax connection £(z)
along a spatial path o € [0,27], we obtain the monodromy?

T@:P&%—O

2

La(2)do ) (3.2)

Combining (3.1) with periodic boundary conditions £(o=0; z) = L(o0=27; z), one finds that
the time evolution of T'(z) is governed by

0:T(z) = [£+(0;2),T(2)] - (3.3)

2Because L, is Lie algebra valued and therefore non-commutative, we have to use the path-ordered
exponential.



It follows that the trace tr(7'(z)) is conserved for all z, even though T'(z) itself is in general
not conserved. Another common setup in the literature assumes boundary conditions where
the Lax connection vanishes at o = +oo. In this case T'(z) is conserved.

An infinite number of conserved charges can be obtained by expanding tr(7'(z)) around
a specific point. A sufficient condition ensuring the involution of these conserved charges is
that the Poisson brackets of the Lax connection’s spatial component are of Maillet’s r/s
form [23, 24]

{£5(0152), £5(02:0)} = (r+8)" (2,w) f3," L] (01:2)8 (01 —02) (3-4)
+(r—5)* (2,w) f5,° L1 (72;w) 8 (01 — 09) — 25" (2,w) Dy, 6 (071 —079)

for some functions r*?(z,w) and s*?(z,w). Here, Greek indices like o, 3, ... label the
generators t, of the Lie algebra g in which the Lax connection takes value. Moreover, we
have the corresponding structure constants, defined by

[taa tﬁ] = focﬁvt’y s (35)

and L§ are the coefficients of the spatial component of the Lax connection £, = t, L.

For the class of integrable models we are interested in throughout the remainder of this
article, one can express r and s in terms of an invariant metric k** on g and a rational
function ¢(z), called the twist function, as

(r + )% (z,w) = i(}w_)zl/{aﬁ , (r — s)*(z,w) = fu(z_)zl kP (3.6)

Our next goal is to explain how the analysis of a Maillet bracket with twist function naturally
leads to the systematic construction of integrable £-models. By doing so, we reveal the
relation between these integrable £-models and the formalism of affine Gaudin models.
Finally, we will discuss two equivalent but complementary descriptions, each presenting
their respective benefits, and corresponding to different bases of the underlying Lie algebra,
which are naturally associated to either the poles or the zeroes of the twist function ¢(z).

3.2 Affine Gaudin models and poles basis

The deeper algebraic origin behind the non-ultralocal Poisson algebra (3.4) is best understood
by working with the combination I'*(o; z) = ¢(2)L%(0; z) which satisfies the Poisson bracket

o1;2) — IV (095 w)

{T%01;2), TP (09;w)} = —faﬁqm( §(o1 — 02)

zZ— W

‘wmaﬁama(al — ). (3.7)

_.|_

This simple rewriting of (3.4) leads to the interpretation of the g-valued connection p(2)0, +
toI'*(0; ) as the Lax matrix of an affine Gaudin model [2-4], see also [6]. If ¢(z) has poles
at z; for i =1,..., M of orders n; > 1 then it is consistent with (3.7) to take I'*® to have
the same pole structure, so that

M n;—1 f[z M n;—1 Jg[i,p]( )

QO(Z) = Z Z ﬁ + >\_17 Fa(g; z) = Z Z ﬁ (38)

=1 p=0
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for some constant parameters £; ; and A and some fields Jo lip ](a). It then immediately
follows from the bracket (3.7) that the coefficients of the Gaudin Lax matrix (3.8) satisfy
the current algebra

{JoA (1), J5B (09)} = f2P, ﬁABang(al)a(al—@)—naﬁ 748 0y, 0(01—03) (3.9)

where we use the single index notation A for a pair of indices [i,p] where ¢ = 1,..., M
labels the sites of the affine Gaudin model (i.e. the poles of ¢(z)) and p=0,...,n; — 1 the
corresponding order of the poles. Explicitly, we have

FJEG )L A= [¢,p], B = [i,q] and C = [i,p + (] (3.10)
0 otherwise
and N R
a5 Jliprq A= [i,p] and B = [i, q] a1
= . (3.11)
0 otherwise.

In other words, (3.9) describes a current bracket with underlying Lie algebra given by a
direct sum of truncated loop algebras, or Takiff algebras, over g and with levels given by
the /¢ 1

So far we have shown that the Maillet bracket (3.4) with twist function ¢(2) is equivalent
to the data of currents J%“ (o) associated with the poles of ¢(z) and satisfying the simple
Poisson bracket (3.9). The remaining ingredient needed to construct an integrable field
theory is the choice of an Hamiltonian H such that the dynamics 0, = {H, -} takes the
form of a flatness equation (3.1) for the Lax matrix £,(z). This is exactly what the affine
Gaudin model formalism provides. More precisely, it was shown in [4, 6] that the time
evolution of £, (%) takes the form of a flatness equation if one chooses the Hamiltonian to be

2N 27
€A
H=- res ———— do Koz (0, 2)IP (0, 2), 3.12
2 s 5t ) Ao ras e 00 (312)

where the points {4} =1, 2~ are defined as the zeroes® of ¢(z), which we suppose real
and simple, and the coefficients €4 are constant numbers. As explained in [6], to ensure
that the model is relativistic and has a positive Hamiltonian when g is compact, one further
has to take e4 = —sign(¢’(Ca)). For reasons to be explained later, we suppose from now
on that the choice of p(z) is such that there are as many e4’s equal to +1 as e4’s equal
to —1. Reinserting the expression (3.8) of I'(c, z) in the above equation, one can compute
explicitly the residues and write the Hamiltonian in the form

1 2w _ ~ o~
H=g i do ks Ex5 I3 IIP, (3.13)

where the explicit expression of the coefficients £ 47+ which depend on the location of the

zeroes (4, the poles z; and their orders, as well as the coefficients €4, will not be needed in
what follows.

3The number of zeroes of the twist function (z) in equation (3.8) is given by Zﬁl n;, where n; is the
multiplicity of the pole z;. We will suppose here that this number is even and will denote it as 2N.
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The above results are very suggestive of a relation between affine Gaudin models and
£-models. Indeed, the Poisson bracket (3.9) of the currents J24 (o) obtained here from
the Maillet bracket is a special case of the fundamental Poisson algebra (2.6) defining an
E-model. More precisely, this £-model is built from a Lie algebra d with a basis labelled
by pairs of indices aﬁ, where the a’s label a basis of g and the A’s are indices associated
with the poles of ¢(z), as introduced earlier in this subsection. Using these indices, the

structure constants of this algebra 0 then take a factorised form f"‘ﬁ7 FAB & where fo‘ﬂ,y

are the structure constants of g and FAP & are defined in equation (3.10). This identifies d
with the direct sum of Takiff algebras of multiplicity n; associated with the poles of (z).

Similarly, the invariant pairing on ? that arises from the above analysis takes the
factorised form k% 748 where 7747 is defined in equation (3.11) in terms of the coefficients
in the partial fraction decomposition of ¢(z). Finally, the operator g characterising the
&-model is obtained by comparing the expressions (2.7) and (3.13) for the Hamiltonian of

the theory. The matrix entries of this operator then take a factorised form 67, EB 4 with

EB 4 defined through equation (3.13). One can show that this operator is symmetric with
respect to the pairing defined above and is an involution with &2 = id, using the fact that
the coefficients € 4 square to 1 (indeed, these coefficients turn out to be the eigenvalues of 3 ).

The various ingredients described above define an £-model, which by construction
is integrable. This thus shows that any integrable field theory with twist function ¢(z)
and Lax matrix £, (z) = ¢(2)7!T'(2) given by (3.8) can be naturally cast as an E-model.
These theories exactly coincide with the models introduced in [40] using the 4-dimensional
Chern-Simons theory, whose Hamiltonian formulation is known to be deeply related to
the affine Gaudin model construction [41]. In this subsection, we have described the Lie
algebra 9, the invariant pairing (-,-) and the operator & defining the &-model in a basis
naturally associated with the poles of the twist function ¢(z). In this description, the
structure constants of the £-model are particularly simple — see the definition (3.10) of
FAB & allowing an easy identification of the underlying Lie algebra 9. This is for instance
useful to construct the maximally isotropic subalgebra h of ? which is needed to relate the
&-model to a standard o-model. However, the price to pay for this simplicity is a more
complicated expression for the invariant pairing — see the definition (3.11) of 748 — and
a quite convoluted expression for the operator E.

3.3 Zeroes basis

In the above affine Gaudin model formulation of integrable £-models, all the couplings of
the theory are encoded in the tensors 747 and & 75 since the structure constants (3.10) are
independent of the couplings. It was argued in [39] that for the purpose of computing the
one- and two-loop RG flows of these o-models, it is convenient to encode all the £-model
couplings in the structure coefficients themselves: we refer to subsections 2.3 and 2.4 for a
review. In particular, this approach was used in [25] to compute the 1-loop RG flow of the
integrable £-models under consideration in the case when ¢(z) has at most simple poles.
The change of basis in the current algebra (3.9) which has the effect of both diagonalising
the tensors 755 and E 5 and removing all of their coupling dependence was constructed
in [40]. It can be motivated by analysing the definition (3.12) of the Hamiltonian of these
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models. Indeed, this expression shows that the Hamiltonian is more naturally expressed
in terms of the zeroes {Ca}a=1,. an of the twist function, rather than its poles. Because
the Hamiltonian of an £-model is directly related to its operator 3 , this suggests that the
latter takes a simpler form in a basis associated with these zeroes. One can obtain this
alternative form of the model from the results of the previous subsection by performing
explicitly the change of basis suggested in [40], in particular to obtain the expression of
the structure constants in this new basis. For completeness, we present this computation
in appendix B. Here, we will follow an alternative route and rederive the form of these
integrable £-models in the basis associated with zeroes directly from the Maillet bracket, to
show that it naturally arises from the integrable structure of the theory. As expected, the
two procedures lead to the same results, as can be checked by comparison with appendix B.

Since we are now working with the zeroes of the twist function rather than its poles, it
is natural to consider the partial fraction decomposition of its inverse. The latter is given by

o)l = — % cald ) (3.14)
e
where we introduce
La=1¢/(Ca)7"? (3.15)
and where €4 = —sign(¢/(C4)) as in the previous subsection. We now define currents

JoA (o) associated with the zeroes ¢4 of ¢(z) by considering the following ansatz for the
partial fraction decomposition of the Lax matrix:

2N aA
C5lo) = Y PO

et (3.16)
A=1

where we introduced the normalisation by L4 for future convenience. It now follows that
the Maillet bracket (3.4) is equivalent to the current algebra

[T2N01), TP (02)} = 0, FAP e 73C(01) 8(01 — 03) — k%P AP 0,801 — 03), (3.17)
where the tensor 78 is defined as

if A=1RB
e , (3.18)
0 otherwise

while the totally symmetric tensor Fapc is zero if all indices are different and the remaining
non-zero components are given by

ealp

FAAB = E and (319&)
1 2N eglL?

Faaa=— | A= =75 3.19b

AT ( E;, Ca—CB ( )

Moreover, in this basis the Hamiltonian (3.12) takes the simple form

1 [2r 1 fA=B
H=~ / d0 kop Eap TOATEE  with Eap = (3.20)
2 Jo 0 otherwise.
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We now have all the necessary ingredients to interpret this integrable field theory as
an £-model. Following the notations of section 2, the Lie algebra d underlying this model
has a basis {tAX} which in the present case is labelled by pairs of indices A=a A, where «
labels the basis {to} of g and A labels the zeroes (4. The structure constants F~ and

ABC
invariant pairing 735 of 0 are defined through the factorised expressions:

Faipa = fapy Fabc and M35 = Kap NAB; (3.21)
with Fapc and nap as above. Finally, the operator & is defined by
with  £82=06% 6% ca. (3.22)

As expected, in this basis associated with the zeroes of the twist function, the pairing (-, -)
and the operator & are extremely simple, and in particular independent of the parameters
of the model. The latter are then completely encoded in the structure constants, which take
a more complicated form — see equation (3.19), making the structure of the underlying Lie
algebra 0 less transparent. However, we know from the results of the previous subsection
(and more explicitly the appendix B) that ? can be identified with a direct sum of Takiff
algebras: indeed, in the other basis associated with the poles of the twist function, the
structure constants become much simpler, at the cost of a more complicated expression for
the entries of the bilinear form and the operator E.

Using the terminology of subsection 2.3, the zeroes basis considered here is identified
with the chiral basis of the integrable £-model, as we now explain. First note that we
are free to choose the basis {ta}azlp,_,dimg of g to be orthonormal, such that the bilinear
form kqp = diag(+1,...,4+1,—1,...,—1) is diagonalised with entries normalised to +1 or
—1. Next, recall that we supposed earlier that there are as many coefficients €4 equal to
+1 than there are equal to —1. Because these coefficients are the entries of the diagonal
matrix n4p in equation (3.18), this fact ensures that the bilinear form 7 N3 = KaBNAB is
of split signature, as required in the definition of an £-model. We use this observation to
separate the indices A into two groups of equal size: a € {1,..., N} with ¢, = +1 and

a€{l,...,N} with g = —1. The zeroes basis {tAX = to 4} of D then naturally decomposes
a=1,..,N

a=1....dimg of size N dimg each. In

. -~ 17 7 o~ o~

into two subsets {taA: taa} ] " dimg and {té =tua
this basis 775 and €5 take the diagonalised form (2.20), thus identifying the zero basis
with the chiral one. As argued in subsection 2.4, the latter is very well adapted for the

study of the RG-flow of the theory, which will be the subject of the next section.

4 Renormalisation and 1-loop B-functions

Quantum effects will eventually renormalise the action (1.1). Consequently, we have to
check if the resulting effective action is still governed by the integrable structure introduced
above. As explained in subsections 2.3 and 2.4, for a general £-model in the chiral basis,
these quantum effects will renormalise the defining data of the theory, namely its structure
constants Fos~ (recall that in the chiral basis, the coefficients 735 and 8 775 are fixed and do

ABC
not contain any parameters of the theory). For the integrable £-models under investigation,

— 14 —



we have identified the chiral basis as the one associated with the zeroes of the twist function
¢(z) in subsection 3.3. In this basis, the structure constants of the theory are expressed in
terms of particular combinations (3.19) of the parameters A, (4 and L4 defining ¢(z). A
crucial ingredient in addressing the question of the renormalisability of the models under
consideration is to understand the map between infinitesimal deformations of the twist
function and the corresponding deformations of the structure constants. This is the subject
of the first subsection.

4.1 Variations of the twist function and structure coefficients

Let us start with a brief counting of parameters. According to equation (3.14), ¢(z) encodes
4N + 1 parameters A\, (4 and L4, which we refer to as affine Gaudin parameters and whose
space we denote by II. However, we note that the structure coefficients (3.19) only contain
differences (4 — (. Thus, shifting all (4’s by a constant leaves them invariant. Similarly,
homogeneously scaling A\, {4 and L4 by a constant also has no effect on the structure
coeflicients. This translates the invariance of the integrable £-model under modifications
of the twist function ¢(z) which can be reabsorbed via translations and dilations of the
spectral parameter. Without loss of generality, these operations can be used to eliminate 2
of the parameters among A, (4 and Ly (for instance by setting A\ = 1 and 2124]!1 ¢4 =0),
implying that there are only 4N — 1 independent physical parameters. In other words, the
space of parameters of the model is a (4N — 1)-dimensional quotient of II.

Variation of the twist function. Let us now consider infinitesimal variations dA, d{a
and dL 4 of the affine Gaudin parameters, which we can see as one-forms on II. This induces
a variation dg(z) of the twist function. It is always possible, and will be convenient to
reparametrise, this variation as

dp(z) = e(2)p(2) + 0. [f(2)p(2)] (4.1)
in terms of two functions
e(2) = %V:@ and f(z):ZEAL A bt fan, (4.2)
=AY L FcA

where e4, fa, fr and f; are 4N + 2 one-forms on II. These one-forms can be related to the
fundamental variations dL 4, d(4 and dX by matching the right- and left-hand side of

d(p(2) ") = —e(2)p(2) 7" = 0. f(2)p(2) " + F(2)0:(0(2)71) (4.3)
yielding
L Cdea S epll (fa—[B  eates
e +]§A<A—<B<<A—<B+ ) (44
don= —fi— faCa far—eaieat S GBLf (a — f) (4.4b)
BZA A—CB
A= —fa\. (4.4c)
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As expected from a simple counting argument, the relation (ea, fa, fi, fa) — (dLa,dCa,dN)
is not injective. Indeed, the above expressions for (dL4,d(a,d\) are invariant under a
shift of (ea, fa, ft, fa) by (0, —c, A¢c,0), where ¢ is an arbitrary one-form. In terms of the
functions e(z) and f(z) considered above, this corresponds to a shift of f(z) by co(2)7!,
as can be seen from the equation (3.14). It is clear that such a shift does not modify
the variation (4.1) of dg(z) and thus encodes a redundancy in its parametrisation by e(z)
and f(z). On the other hand, one shows that the map (ea, fa, ft, fa) — (dLa,dCa,d)\)
is surjective. Therefore, we can invert the above relation and find the expression of the
one-forms (e4, fa, ft, fa) in terms of (dL 4, d¢a,d\), up to an arbitrary shift by (0, —c, A¢, 0).
We will not need the explicit form of this expression and thus skip it for simplicity. To
summarise, any infinitesimal variation (dL4,d4,d\) of the affine Gaudin parameters can
be parametrised as in (4.1) in terms of the functions e(z) and f(z). This parametrisation is
unique up to the shifts f(2) — f(z) +cp(z)~ L.

Variation of the structure coefficients. Let us finally investigate the corresponding
infinitesimal transformation of the structure coefficients. Recall that they take a factorised
form FZE@ = fapy FaBc, where the first factor depends only on the Lie algebra structure
of g and the second factor is the combination (3.19) of the affine Gaudin parameters. Under

a variation of the latter, these structure coefficients transform as

~ . ~ Ab‘ AAA R
dF356 = 313" F5a5 (4.5)
where R
7.7 =6.,TaP and dFapc =3T4" Fpeyp - (4.6)

In terms of the parametrisation (ea, fa, fi, fa), we find that Tap = (Ta)an + (Ty)aB
decomposes into the antisymmetric part

~ LaLp (fA_fB+6A+€B) A4B
(Tu)ap = Ca—CB \Ca—(B 2 (4.7a)
0 A=B
and the symmetric part
€A — €ep
—LpaLp———— A#B
6(Ca —(B) 7
(Ts)ap = (4.7b)

2N L2
e ((§heelilea=ce) N 4 p

Note that f; and f; do not appear in the expression for T4g. This is expected from
equation (4.4), where we see that infinitesimal variations of the affine Gaudin parameters
corresponding to these two one-forms are given by (d\,d{4,dL4) = —(0, f,0)— fa(\, Ca, La).
Consequentially, f; encode infinitesimal translations of (4 while f; encode infinitesimal
dilations of (A, {4, L4). As argued in the beginning of this subsection, these transformations
leave the structure coefficients F4pc invariant, explaining why f; and f; decouple from
dFapc and thus from T4p. Moreover, one sees that the coefficients f4 only appear in
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differences and thus that T4 is invariant under a shift of all f4’s by the same one-form c.
Again, this is expected. As argued in the previous paragraph, such a shift (combined with
a shift of f;, which does not appear in T4p) corresponds to sending f(z) to f(z) 4+ cp(z)~?
and thus does not change the variation of the twist function. Taking into account these 3
redundancies, we see that the 4N + 2 one-forms contained in e(z) and f(z) induce 4N — 1
independent variations of the structure coefficients, thus matching the number of physical
parameters of the model.

It is interesting to note that from the point of view of Lie algebra deformation the-
ory, (4.5) represents a trivial deformation. It does not change the underlying Lie algebra 0
but merely corresponds to an infinitesimal change of basis in 9. This is natural from the
affine Gaudin model construction. Indeed, the variations considered here correspond to
infinitesimal transformations along the space II of affine Gaudin parameters. Yet, we know
from subsection 3.2 that the underlying Lie algebra structure of 0 is in fact independent of
the point in II. It depends only on the number and order of the poles of the twist function,
not on the continuous parameters which enter its expression.

4.2 Comparison with the RG-flow

Having understood how an infinitesimal variation of the affine Gaudin parameters acts
on the structure coefficients F 15 of the integrable &E-models in the chiral basis, we now
want to compare this result with the RG-flow of these theories. The renormalisation of
general £-models was discussed in subsection 2.4, under the assumption that quantum
effects preserve the £-model structure. In particular, we explained there that the whole
RG-flow can then be encoded in the variation (2.26) of the structure coefficients F Tpe and
recalled the explicit expression of this flow at 1-loop.

In that context, proving the renormalisability of the affine Gaudin models boils down
to showing that the RG-flow (2.26) of F 456 can be fully reabsorbed in a variation of the

affine Gaudin parameters,* which we recall act on F B0 88 (4.5). Comparing these two
equations, we find that this is the case if and only if there exists a vector field 8 on the

parameter space II such that
- B 2 B
T3 =Bz L (4.8)

Here, 323 ;i denotes the evaluation of the tensor BgB (appearing in (2.26)) along the
subspace of integrable £-models (which can then be seen as a function on the space II of

affine Gaudin parameters), while ng is the one-form on II defined through equation (4.5)

and LngB is its interior product with the vector field 5. Before proving that such a
exists at one-loop and giving its explicit expression, let us study the above condition in
more details.

g-factorisation. To analyse (4.8) further, we will exploit some of the general properties
of the integrable £-models under consideration. Indeed, recall that their chiral basis {fg} is
labelled by pairs of indices A = a A, with a € {1,...,dimg} and A € {1,...,2N}, and that

4Assuming that there are no finite quantum corrections to the functional expression of F +5o in terms of
these parameters.
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their structure coefficients ﬁZE@ = fapy FaBc take a factorised form, where the first factors

fapy are the structure constants of the fixed Lie algebra g (in an orthonormal basis {ta}dimg)

a=1
while the second factors F)apc depend in a specific way on the continuous parameters of
the theory. Guided by this observation, let us consider the class of £&-models with a chiral
basis labelled by the same pairs of indices A = aA and with structure coefficients also
satisfying the factorisation property F BE = fapy Fapc, but with general Fy Bc’s.? The
space of such theories, which we refer to as g-factorised £-models, is then parametrised by
the choiceA of allowed coefficients Fypc (which should be completely symmetric and such
that F ZEC = fop? Fa B¢ satisfy the Jacobi identity). The affine Gaudin models considered
in this paper then form a (4N — 1)-dimensional submanifold in this space, corresponding to
the specific choice (3.19) of coefficients Fapc.

Recall that the structure coefficients F 456 in the chiral basis flow according to equa-

tion (2.26), in terms of the tensor 3 XB (if renormalisation preserves the £-model structure).

~

It is natural to expect that, in an appropriate renormalisation scheme, this tensor is built

AB ABC”

from covariant contractions of ﬁgg, E-~~ and Fonn: for g-factorised models, this can only
produce a tensor of the form B XB = 6,284%. Renormalisation then preserves the space of

g-factorised £-models and induces the following flow on Fapc:

dFapc _
dlog i

38a” Froyp - (4.9)

Back to the integrable case. Let us now come back to the condition (4.8) for renor-
malisability of the integrable £-models. Since the latter belong to the class of g-factorised
models, the tensor B ZB appearing on the right-hand side of this equation takes a factorised
forrAn 6a” BAP, as explained above. Recall moreover from equation (4.6) that the tensor
fZB appearing on the left-hand side is also factorised as 6,° T4®. The condition for
renormalisability then reduces to the simpler form

LgTAB = BAB ’ (4.10)

int ’

where we stripped out the g-factor and lowered the second index for future convenience. As
explained in the previous subsection, the tensor T4 g is valued in the space of one-forms on
IT and is given explicitly by equation (4.7), in terms of the forms (e4, fa).

Let us analyse the condition (4.10). We first note that 545 = —fp4 is a skew-symmetric
tensor. This result comes from subsection 2.4, where we found that any RG-flow that
preserves the £-model structure leads to a skew-symmetric BZE' Here, the latter takes
the factorised form k.3 Bap, hence the skew-symmetry of S45. Yet, the tensor T'4p is in
general not skew-symmetric. More precisely, its symmetric part is given by equation (4.7b)
in terms of the one-forms ey, ..., eon on II. Thus, one finds that equation (4.10) is possible
only if tgeq =0 for A € {1,...,2N}. Hence, assuming the hypotheses made in the above
discussion, the renormalisation of affine Gaudin models can only lead to an RG-flow of the

5Note that we are defining these £-models directly in the chiral basis, henceforth letting the matrices

ﬁ;}g = Kap NaB and g;g = Kag €4 take the same constant diagonalised form as in the integrable case.
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twist function of the form d

dlog i

p(2) = 0:[f(2)(2)] (4.11)

where f3(2) = 15 f(2).

A comment is in order before we push the analysis further. Recall from subsection 3.3
that the labels A used in the zeroes basis are naturally decomposed into indices a €
{1,..., N}, for which ¢, = +1, and indices a € {1,..., N}, for which ez = —1, associated
with the two chiralities of the model. In the skew-symmetric tensor S4p characterising
the RG-flow of g-factorised £-models, only the components 3; = —f;, encode a non-
trivial transformation. The remaining components f3,, and 3;; generate double Lorentz
transformations and can thus be set to any skew-symmetric expressions without changing
the flow of the underlying o-model. In practice, this means that we only have to check the
condition (4.10) for A = @ and B = b. Taking into account the expression (4.7) of Tsp as
well as the fact that we already found tges = 0 earlier, we then rewrite the renormalisability
condition as

ndition L
vy = =g ts(fa = f5) = Bap ling (4.12)
(Ca - Cb)
Semi-magic squares and curious matrices. Let us finally discuss the structure
underlying the equation (4.12). It is equivalent to
(Ca - CB)Q

tofa—1pfy =B, where = “TLL, Vot (4.13)
a

is called the adapted B-tensor. The matrix appearing on the left-hand side of this condition
takes a very specific form. More precisely, it belongs to the linear subspace of Matyxn

CM:{A:[ua—vl;], u,vEIR{N} , (4.14)

which is called the space of curious matrices [42]. Reference [42] studies the properties of CM
in detail and provides an interesting alternative characterisation of curious matrices, namely

N
CM = {A =[A ;] € Matyyn : Z Aa@ is the same for all o € PN} , (4.15)
a=1

where Py is the set of all permutations of N integers. It also puts forward a relation
between curious matrices and semi-magic squares. The latter are defined as the N x N
matrices whose lines and columns all sum to the same number. They thus form the
(N? — 2N + 2)-dimensional vector space

N N
MS = {A =[A,] € Matnun : > Age=Y Agforalle, d=1,... ,N} . (4.16)
a=1 b=1

A natural linear subspace of MS, of dimension (N? — 2N + 1), corresponds to the case
where this number vanishes and is thus given by

N N
MS(0) = {A: [Az] €EMatyun Y Aae=Y Agy=0 forall ¢, dzl,...,N} . (417)
a=1 b=1
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In this language, the space of curious matrices CM can be equivalently characterised as the
orthogonal subspace of MS(0) with respect to the standard symmetric bilinear pairing

N
Tr(ABT) = > AyB,; (4.18)
a,B:l

on Matyyn, where BT is the tranpose of B. In other words, the space of curious matrices
can also be seen as

CM = MS(0)* = {4 € Matyy : Tr(AB”) = 0 for all B € MS(0) } . (4.19)

Using the language introduced above, one then finds that the affine Gaudin models
are renormalisable if and only if the adapted S-tensor B; 7 defined in the second equation
of (4.13), belongs to the space of curious matrices CM. We will show that this is the
case at one-loop in the next subsection. In principle, one can hope that this condition,
together with the above characterisations of the curious matrices, could help in studying
the renormalisability of affine Gaudin models at higher-loop or even at all-loop.°

The above formulation also helps the geometric understanding of how affine Gaudin
models are embedded into the space of g-factorised £-models and how this subspace behaves
under a variation of the affine Gaudin parameters. At a given point in this subspace, the
RG-flow of the theory is characterised by the adapted S-tensor ﬁ; 5 As depicted in figure 1,
this flow preserves the subspace of affine Gaudin models if this tensor is fully contained in
the space of curious matrices CM. On the other hand, if B; ; has any components in the
orthogonal complement MS(0), the RG-flow will bring the theory to a g-factorised £-model
which can no longer be interpreted as an affine Gaudin model.

To end this subsection, let us stress again that the various results and ideas discussed
above rely on two important assumptions made throughout the reasonning. The first one is
that renormalisation preserves the structure of £-models (see subsection 2.4 for details).
The second one is that the expression of Fapc in terms of the affine Gaudin parameters,
i.e. the embedding of affine Gaudin models in the space of g-factorised £-models, does not
acquire any quantum corrections. Both of these assumptions would require careful further
considerations for future investigations at higher-loop.

4.3 One-loop renormalisability and S-functions

Expressions for the one- and two-loop S-functions of £-models are known [36-39]. Here,
we restrict the discussion to one-loop to keep it simple and demonstrate how the results
from the previous sections can be applied. As explained in subsection 2.4, the RG-flow of
E-models in the chiral basis is controlled by the tensor BA;, whose expression at one-loop
was given in equation (2.27) in terms of certain structure coefficients. We now specialise the

®For instance, the characterisation (4.15) of curious matrices shows that the affine Gaudin models are
;—a @ is the same for all permutations o € Px. This suggests investigating

the properties of symmetries of the RG-flow of integrable o-models under permutation of the zeroes {(;}

renormalisable if and only if 25:1 153

associated with the same chirality e; = —1.
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space of g-factorised £-models

MS(0)

CM

subspace of affine Gaudin models

Figure 1. Embedding of affine Gaudin models in the space of g-factorised £-models. For the
RG-flow to preserve this subspace, the tensor 6; 5 has to be fully contained in CM, defined in (4.15),
and thus should not have any components in the orthogonal complement MS(0).

discussion to g-factorised £-models (see previous subsection), for which these coefficients
take the factorised form

B = for" Foe”  and P = f557 Fy (4.20)
The one-loop tensor (2.27) then reads
B%) = —for f357 Fuc® F,C (4.21)
a

We recognise in the first factor the Killing form fa.? fzs7 = Tr(ady, ady,) of g, which is then
proportional to the invariant bilinear form x,5. More explicitly, let us fix the latter to be
kap = —Tr(tats), where the trace is taken in the fundamental representation of g and the
minus sign has been introduced so that it is positive-definite for g compact. We then have

forn® f357 = —2¢q Kag » (4.22)

where ¢g is the dual Coxeter number of g. We then find

~<

B%) = 2¢, ko Fac® Fy” . (4.23)

In particular, this is an explicit check at one-loop of a general result argued in the previous

subsection, namely that the tensor BA? of a g-factorised £-model takes a factorised form
a

Kag B,5- We then find the one-loop expression of 3 ; to be

BY = 9¢y Foe Fy°. (4.24)

One-loop renormalisation of affine Gaudin models. We now specialise further to
the case of affine Gaudin models, for which the structure constants take the form (3.19).
Recalling that indices a, 5, ¢,d are lowered using the bilinear form nap = dapep, with
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€a = €¢ = +1 and € = €z = —1 (see subsection 3.3), we can perform explicitly the sum over
¢ and d in equation (4.24). This yields

L,L;
S P F,iFp = —2c,—2"b 4.25
ab i 9 L' gab ' bb G- G)? (4.25)

The adapted [-tensor defined in (4.13) then takes the particularly simple form

B = ¢, (4.26)

In the language of the previous subsection, one sees immediately that this is an element
of the space of curious matrices CM. In fact, it is further distinguished as it lies in the
intersection of curious matrices and semi-magic squares, namely

B e CMNMS. (4.27)

This proves that, at least at one-loop, affine Gaudin models are stable under the RG-flow.
By comparing the first equation of (4.13) with the above form of /Bé%)’ , one sees that the
vector field 3 is given at one-loop by

L) fa = +¢g = Cg€q and Lsy [y = —Cg = Cg &, (4.28)

while we recall that tgmeq =0 (see previous subsection). Plugging this vector field in
equation (4.1), we eventually also extract the one-loop RG-flow of the twist function:

d
29— o, 1] (4.20)
with
Wy N 7 R C I
FOG) = g f(2) = e 3 7+ 104102 (4.30)
A=1 A

We recall that ft(l) = 1) ft and fc(ll) = g fa are left unfixed as they encode dilations and
rescalings of the spectral parameter and thus leave the affine Gaudin model invariant (see
subsection 4.1). This shows that the conjecture made in [16] and proven in [25] for the case
of single poles is true for twist functions with arbitrary pole structure and simple zeros in
the complex plane (and a double pole at infinity).

5 Conclusion and perspectives

The goal of this paper was to study the renormalisation of a large class of integrable o-models
obtained from the formalism of affine Gaudin models [2-4] or equivalently from 4-dimensional
Chern-Simons theory [41, 43]. In particular, we established the 1-loop renormalisability of
these theories and computed explicitly the RG-flow of their defining parameters, using the
formalism of £-models. Moreover, we showed that this RG-flow can be recast in a very simple
and compact way in terms of the so-called twist function of the model, thus confirming a
conjecture first proposed in [16] and proved in the particular case of twist functions with

- 29 —



simple poles in [25]. Finally, we exhibited the structure underlying the renormalisability of
these theories as being related to curious matrices and semi-magic squares.

A crucial role in our analysis is played by the zeroes of the twist function, which are
parts of the natural parameters describing affine Gaudin models. For the theories considered
in the present article, these zeroes are assumed to be simple (corresponding to having
simple poles in the Lax connection). It would be interesting to extend the construction of
these models and the analysis of their RG-flow to the case of twist functions with higher
order zeroes.

Another natural direction for generalisation is to study the renormalisation of gauged
affine Gaudin models [4, 7, 44-46], which for instance include integrable o-models on
symmetric spaces and their deformations. We expect that the methods and results of this
paper naturally extend to this more general family of models (in particular, we hope that
this question can be approached using the work [47] on the renormalisation of degenerate
E-models/dressing cosets).

Various other results and conjectures on the 1-loop renormalisation of integrable o-
models were discussed in recent works. This includes a formulation of the RG-flow using
integrals of the twist function in [48] and a universal formula for the divergences of these
models in terms of their Lax connection in [18].” It would be interesting to investigate the
relation between these different approaches and the one developed in the present paper.

Finally, a quite interesting but challenging perspective of this work is its extension
beyond the first order in the quantum loop expansion. The study of higher-loop renormalisa-
tion of integrable o-models has been an active domain of research in the past few years: see
for instance [14, 15, 17, 49]. In particular, these works show that renormalisability beyond
one-loop generally requires the addition of quantum corrections to the geometry of the
model. It would be interesting to understand these corrections in the language of £-models
used in the present article and to study the higher-loop RG-flow of the twist function.
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A Generalised frame field and isotropic basis

As explained in subsection 2.2 of the main text, the generalised frames ]:ATXI provide the link
between an £-model and the corresponding o-models. Thus, it is worth reviewing how they
are constructed. Most important in the construction is that we deal with two Lie algebras,

"See also the recent work [19] for a proof that this universal formula matches the divergences computed
from the 4-dimensional Chern-Simons theory with disorder defects.
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0 and b, where the latter is a maximally isotropic subalgebra of the former. To emphasise
this point, one splits the generators of 0 into

%\Z: (ta,t ) (A1)

and requires that the second half, fa spans h. An immediate consequence is <75Aa t% = 0.
Up to a redefinition of the complement basis {tA} one can always bring 775 into the

~ (I
3 = <53A 0) : (A2)
b

Similar to the 7-metric, the structure coefficients decompose into the four independent

canonical form

contributions . AA
Ee, B, B, and F* =0, (A.3)

abc’

where the last one vanishes because b is assumed to be a subalgebra of 0. We use the fixed
form of i Nip in (A.2) and F“‘bc = 0 as the defining properties of what we call isotropic basis.
These conditions are not sufficient to uniquely identify an isotropic basis and we will discuss
the freedom in its choice later in this appendix.

For the moment, let us consider a fixed isotropic basis (tAa,tAa) and discuss how the
generalised frame field is constructed from this data. Recall that the space we are interested
in is the quotient M = H\D. In what follows, we assume that we have made a smooth
choice of coset representative of every m € H\D, so that we can see m as an element of D.
We will need the right-invariant one-form

dmm™! = t%vaidxi + tAaAaidxi (A4)
and the adjoint action
TPBr -1
M;f tg = mt;‘\m . (A.5)

In these terms, the generalised frame field is then defined as

NP
A1 _ 7B (% % B

A= s ~ . A.6
o= () a0
Her f)a denote the components of the dual vector fields correspondmg to the one-forms
O ;dz’ with the defining property LUAU = f)a‘v 5Ab Moreover, we need the two

form B-field 1 1
B =By da’ A da? = 3" N Az + Bwaw (A7)

with 1

dBwzw = f§<dmm_1, [dmm ™, dmm™']). (A.8)

Note that Bwzw is usually not globally well-defined, but can always be obtained patch-wise
and then glued together by B-field gauge transformations.

For completeness let us now come back to the question of the non-uniqueness of the
isotropic basis (fg,f ). To explore this, we note that 775 is the invariant metric of the Lie
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group O(D,D) with D = 2 dim D = dim H. Hence, any new basis (1% , ?3) obtained from
(tAE,tAE) by an O(D,D) transformation will leave 715 invariant. However, for (%,?3) to
also define an isotropic basis, one still has to check the second constraint on the structure
constants. To this end, we parameterise O(D,D) transformations which are connected to

the identity as

o ~7 T~ -~
A,A o~ /{g PN ( * )
ta — Aa/\t + 50, 3
b b
. 1Cib _sb B _ D ) . o s .
with Az¢A%> = 627, B4 = —Bp- and BEb = BEE' By cAonstrucmon, 35 is invariant under

this transformation. We note that the coefficients jab essentially amount to a change of

the basis {t’} of h. Similarly, the coefficients EEE encode a change in the choice of basis
{t%} of the complement of § in 0, without modifying b itself. For any transformation with

B ab — 2% then still span the same maximally isotropic subalgebra . The most interesting

transformations are then the ones encoded in B @ which correspond to a change in the
choice of h. By construction, the new subspace b’ spanned by {?b} is always isotropic;
moreover, we find that it is a closed subalgebra if and only if

it = Buagtepel ooy 3OIBPEAR S 4 3EIAR AT B 0. (A10)
The constraint (A.10) can in general have non-trivial solutions, leading to new choices of
maximally isotropic subalgebras and thus to different o-model realisations in the language
of £-models. This idea has been introduced in [34] to study the space of T-dual models.

B Changing from the poles basis to the zeroes basis

In this appendix, we perform the explicit transformation between the poles basis and the
zeroes basis of the double algebra underlying the integrable £-models of section 3. Recall
that in both of these bases, the structure constants and the non-degenerate pairing take
a factorised form. More precisely, the first factor, common to both bases, is labelled by
indices of the Lie algebra g while the second one is labelled by either poles or zeroes. To
perform the change of basis, it is thus enough to focus on this second factor. In the case
of the poles basis, we use indices of the form A= [i,p], where i € {1,..., M} labels the
position z; of the poles and p € {0,...,n; — 1} labels their order. In the zeroes basis, we
use indices A € {1,--- 2N} labelling the (simple) zeroes (4, with 2N = "M n;. The
relation between the two bases is explicitly given by the (rescaled) confluent Cauchy matrix
with entries [40]
cA. = __cala

[4,p] (Ca — z)Pt1’
where we recall that L4 = |cp’(CA)|71/2. Indeed, the £-model currents Jelir) (o) associated
with the poles — see equation (3.8) — are related to the ones J24 (o) associated with the

(B.1)

zeroes — see equation (3.16) — by

M n;—1

Te0) =32 > iy Js (o). (B.2)

i=1 p=0
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Invariant pairing. Let us now consider the invariant pairing. Its behaviour under the
change of basis can be read from [40, Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3], Here, we rederive this result by
elementary computations. In the poles basis, the pairing is given by the tensor 77AB defined
in equation (3.11). Applying the change of basis (B.1), we find

M n,;
~—~ i Ui
CA’“CB’“ ~AB _ LaL [i,p+q] B.3
AV B T A ALE ;p;() (Ca = zi)PTH((p — 2) ot (B3)
M n;—1 1
= LaL /
= €A€EB LA B[LZ1 7;) zr]z CA_Z)p-H(CB_Z)r p+17

where in the last equality we have changed the sum over (p,q) to a sum over (r,p) with
7 = p+ ¢, using the fact that £ ,; = 0 if > n;. We now need to distinguish whether A
coincides with B or not. We start with the case A # B, using the identity

5 1 1 ( 1 )
— ((a— )Pt (B — 2) P (g —Ca \(Ca—z)t1 (Cg—z)tL) "

p=0

Substituting this into the above equation and using the expression (3.8) of ¢(z), one

easily finds
(€a) — »(CB)

A_pB_ ~AB _ ®
C*5C75 ™" = —eaep LaLp 1= Cp

since by definition the (4’s are the zeroes of ¢(z). Let us now consider equation (B.3) in
the case A = B. Recalling that €4 = 1, we find

~0, (B.4)

M ni—1 7’—|—1 f[zr

CAZCAE P =LhY ) e = —L3¢'(Ca) = €a, (B.5)
i=1 r=0
where in the last equality we used ¢'(C4) = —ea LAT2. In summary, we thus proved

CAZCBg 7748 = €4 64, which then agrees with the tensor n*” defined in equation (3.18).

Structure constants. The main non-trivial computation we have to perform is the
change of basis of the structure constants. In the poles basis, these constants FAB & are
given by equation (3.10). To simplify the computation, we will use the structure constants
with all indices raised, by contracting the third index with 7. Using the expression (3.11)
of the latter, we get

Flinl g k] — 85306 }i o] - (B.6)

Performing the change of basis, we then obtain

A_pB_pC_ ABC
C ZC EC 5 F B.7)
n;—1
= —eaepec LaLpLc f: Z é[i’P+q+r] .
i=1 p,q,r=0 (CA - Zi)erl (CB - Zi)q+1(CC — ZZ')TJrl

To compute this expression, it will be useful to introduce the function of three
complex variables

M n;—1 n;—1
k2 i 1
F(wy, ws, w3) = — Uis , (B3
; s=0 " p,qu:() (w1 — 2;)PH (wa — 2)7H (w3 — 2;)"
ptgtr=s
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so that .
CACP=C% FAPC = eqepec LaLpLe F(Ca, Ca: o) - (B.9)

To simplify this function, we apply the identity

ni—l
$ 1 _ 1 1 (B.10)
iy (wr=2)P T (wa—2) T (wg—2i)™ (w1 —wa) (w1 —w3) (w1 —2)*H
ptgt+r=s
1 1 1 1

(w2 —wy)(wy —w3) (wg—z;)5T1 - (w3 —w1) (w3 —wa) (w3—z;)*+ "

Using also the expression (3.8) of ¢(z), we then find

o(wr) + o(w2) o(ws) ) _

F(wi, wo, w3) = — <(w1 —wy) (w1 —w3)  (wo —w1)(wy —w3) (w3 — wi)(wg — ws)

We now have to evaluate this function at (wq, we,ws) = (Ca,(B,{c). Due to the presence
of terms w; — w; in the denominator, we have to be careful when some of the indices
A, B, C coincide. The simplest situation is thus when the three indices are distinct, in
which case we clearly find F(Ca,(p,(c) = 0 since the (4’s are the zeroes of ¢(z), hence
CAZCBg (305 FABC — . In the case of two coinciding labels, a more careful analysis shows

¢'(Ca)  ealy”

F(Ca,Ca, = — = . B.11
e C8) = = s = T G e
We then get
~ABC GAGBLB

cAsCA5CP5 FAPY = eg LA LpF(CarCa, i) = Ca—n (B.12)

Finally, the analysis of the case with all equal indices gives

1

F(Ca,Ca,Ca) = —54;?"({,4). (B.13)

A direct computation using equation (3.14) then shows that

U L2
CA_CA_CA. FABC _ ¢\ I3 F(Ca Ca,Ca) = A4y _ BB |
s chs ealia FCasara) = - Bz:#CA ~(x

We thus conclude that, in all these cases, the tensor CAZCBE C05 FABC coincides with
FABC defined through equation (3.19) in the main text.®

Open Access. This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CC-BY 4.0), which permits any use, distribution and reproduction in
any medium, provided the original author(s) and source are credited.

8Note that the equation (3.19) gives the coefficients Fapc with all indices lowered. The expression found

above for CAXCB~ch FABC has to be compared with FABC — e, epec Fapc, where we raised the indices

using 78 = €4 6*Z. We then find complete agreement with the results of this appendix.
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