arXiv:hep-th/0309084 v2 10 Sep 2003

The Dijkgraaf-Vafa correspondence for theories with fundamental matter fields∗

Romuald A. Janik

M. Smoluchowski Institute of Physics, Jagellonian University, Reymonta 4, 30-059 Kraków, Poland

In this talk I describe some applications of random matrix models to the study of N = 1 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theories with matter fields in the fundamental representation. I review the derivation of the Veneziano-Yankielowicz-Taylor/Affleck-Dine-Seiberg superpotentials from constrained random matrix models (hep-th/0211082), a field theoretical justification of the logarithmic matter contribution to the Veneziano-Yankie-lowicz-Taylor superpotential (hep-th/0306242) and the random matrix based solution of the complete factorization problem of Seiberg-Witten curves for N = 2 theories with fundamental matter (hep-th/0212212).

1. Introduction

One of the most important and challenging problems in physics is the understanding of the non-perturbative properties of gauge theories. In the last 10 years a series of significant breakthroughs were made in the study of supersymmetric gauge theories, where the additional symmetry properties allowed to obtain exact non-perturbative information at the same time unraveling various unexpected mathematical structures.

The first wave of research was based on exploiting the holomorphic properties of various N = 1 non-perturbative quantities (see e.g. [1]). The second breakthrough, this time giving very complete information on N = 2 theories, showed that the low energy dynamics is encoded in properties of certain elliptic (or hyperelliptic) curves — the Seiberg-Witten curves [2, 3].

The most recent breakthrough arose in the wake of the gauge theory/string correspondence [4]. Using D-brane constructions of gauge theo-

∗ Talk presented at the Workshop on Random Geometry, Kraków, May 15th-May17th, 2003 (1) ries and performing ‘geometric transitions’ to a dual geometric setup, superpotentials in supersymmetric gauge theories where related to the geometry of the dual Calabi-Yau manifold [5, 6]. In a subsequent crucial development Dijkgraaf and Vafa interpreted the geometrical formulas in terms of a saddle point solution of an associated random matrix model [7, 8]. Subsequently the resulting random matrix prescription for calculating the superpotential was proven purely in the field-theoretical context by using diagrammatic analysis [9] and anomaly considerations [10].

In this talk, after recalling some basic facts about N = 1 SYM theories, I would like to review three developments [11, 12, 13] in the extension of the original Dijkgraaf-Vafa proposal to supersymmetric gauge theories with matter fields in the fundamental representation.

The original proposal involved only superpotentials expressed in terms of the glueball (gaugino bilinear) superfield S. In [11] we showed how one could incorporate into the framework mesonic superfields, and how to obtain the classical Veneziano-Yankielowicz-Taylor/Affleck-Dine-Seiberg superpotentials directly from the matrix model.

The structure of the superpotentials involve typically logarithmic and power-series terms. The latter are quite well understood [9, 10] while the former remain somewhat mysterious. In [12] we gave a field-theoretic diagrammatic derivation of the matter induced logarithmic part of the VYT potential.

Finally I would like to review the use of random matrix models to obtain an explicit complete factorization [13] of the Seiberg-Witten curve of an N = 2 U(N_c) SYM theory with N_f < N_c fundamental flavours. This is equivalent to finding the submanifold of N = 2 moduli space of vacua where all monopoles in the theory become massless.

2. Physics of N = 1 SYM theories with fundamental matter

In order to study the dynamics of the theory at low energies one is interested in obtaining the low energy effective action for the relevant degrees of freedom. In the case of N = 1 gauge theories most of such degrees of freedom may be described by chiral (and anti-chiral) superfields. Then the constraints of supersymmetry restrict the effective action to be of the form: S_{ef f} = ∫ d^2θd^2θ̄ K(Φ, Φ̃) + ∫ d^2θ W_{ef f} (Φ) + ∫ d^2θ̄ W̃_{ef f} (Φ̃) (1)

where Φ stands here for a generic chiral superfield. In general little is known about the non-chiral part K(Φ, Φ̃), but a lot of information can be obtained on the effective superpotential W_{ef f} (Φ). Its knowledge allows us to determine vacuum expectation values (VEV) of Φ from the equation ∂W_{ef f} (Φ) ∂Φ = 0 (2)

Let us briefly recall what is known about effective superpotentials first for pure N = 1 SYM with gauge group SU(N_c), and then for the theory with N_f fundamental flavours.

Pure N = 1 SYM

A natural chiral superfield which can be built from the gauge field is S = − 1 32π^2 tr W_αW^α (3)

whose lowest component is the gaugino bilinear. The form of the effective superpotential W_{ef f} (S) has been determined by Veneziano and Yankielowicz based on anomaly considerations [14]:

W_{V Y} (S) = −S log S^{Nc} Λ^{3Nc} + 2πiτ_0S (4)

The second piece is just the tree level YM coupling (τ_0 = θ/2π + 4πi/g^2_{Y M} ) and can be absorbed into the first one through a redefinition of Λ. The power S^{Nc} is determined by the anomaly, while the exponent of Λ is just the coefficient of the 1-loop β function, in order for the superpotential to be RG invariant. W_{V Y} (S) leads to a nonzero VEV for S — gaugino condensation.

N = 1 SYM with Nf < Nc flavours

When we add to the theory matter fields in the fundamental representation there appear additional mesonic chiral superfields:

X_{ij} = Q̃_iQ_j (5)

Veneziano, Yankielowicz and Taylor determined the appropriate superpotential again using anomaly considerations [15]

W_{V Y T} (S, X) = (N_f −N_c)S log S Λ^3 −S log det X Λ^2

= −S log ( S^{Nc−Nf} det X Λ^{3Nc−Nf} ) (6) Note the modification of the anomaly coefficient (N_c − N_f ) and the 1-loop β function 3N_c − N_f due to the matter fields. Later we will show how these modifications arise from the matrix model framework. After one integrates out S one is left with the Affleck-Dine-Seiberg superpotential [16] for the mesonic superfield only:

W_{ADS} (X) = (N_c − N_f ) ( Λ^{3Nc−Nf} det X )^1_{Nc−Nf} (7) Intrilligator-Leigh-Seiberg (ILS) linearity principle

Suppose that the gauge theory is deformed by some tree level potential V_{tree}(X) (e.g. mass terms for the flavours and some self-interactions). Intrilligator, Leigh and Seiberg [17] conjectured that the full dynamics is described just by the sum W_{V Y T} (S, X) + V_{tree}(X) (8) i.e. the dynamical potential is not modified by the deformation.

This concludes the very brief review of classical results on N = 1 SYM theories. In the next section we will present the main new ingredient — the link with random matrix models proposed by Dijkgraaf and Vafa, and proceed to describe its applications.

3. The Dijkgraaf-Vafa correspondence

Dijkgraaf and Vafa proposed an effective way of calculating superpotentials for N = 1 theories with adjoint fields and arbitrary tree level superpotentials [8] (later generalized also to include fields in the fundamental representation [18]):

W_{ef f} (S) = W_{V Y} (S) + N_c ∂F_{χ=2}(S) ∂S + F_{χ=1}(S) (9)

where the F_i’s are defined through a matrix integral e^− ∑ χ 1 gχs F_χ(S) = ∫ DΦDQ_iDQ̃_i exp { − 1 g_s W_{tree}(Φ, Q_i, Q̃_i) } (10)

Here Φ is an N × N matrix, while the Q_i’s are N component (complex) vectors. In this expression one takes the limit N → ∞, g_s → 0 with g_sN = S = const in order to isolate graphs with the topology of a sphere (F_{χ=2}) and of a disk (F_{χ=1}).

The above expression gives a prescription for the superpotential only in terms of the glueball superfield S. However it is interesting to ask if one could obtain directly from matrix models the superpotential which involves also mesonic superfields. A proposal for doing that was given in [11] and will be described in the next section.

4. Mesonic superpotentials from Wishart random matrices In order to express the effective superpotential in terms of mesonic superfields X_{ij} = Q^†_iQ̃_j , it was proposed in [11] to perform only a partial integration over the Q^′s in (10) and impose the constraint X_{ij} = Q^†_i Q̃_j directly in the matrix integral i.e. e^{− ∑χ}(^{NS} )^{χFχ (S,X)} = ∫ DQ_iDQ̃_i δ(X_{ij} − Q^†_i Q̃_j ) exp { − N S V_{tree}(X) } (11)

Then the effective superpotential involving both S and X is obtained from W_{ef f} (S, X) = W_{V Y} (S) + N_c ∂F_{χ=2}(S, X) ∂S + F_{χ=1}(S, X) (12)

For theories with matter fields only in the fundamental representation (as written in (11)) the above simplifies since F_{χ=2} = 0.

From (11) we see that V_{tree}(X) contributes directly to F_{χ=1}(S, X). This is in complete agreement with the ILS principle where the ‘dynamical’ Veneziano-Yankielowicz-Taylor superpotential is not influenced by the tree level deformation.

The ‘dynamical’ contribution to F_{χ=1}(S, X) will come from the constrained integral over N_f vectors of length N ∫ DQ_iDQ̃_i δ(X_{ij} − Q^†_i Q̃_j ) (13)

Up to an inessential term exp(−tr X) this is just the probablity distribution of (complex) Wishart random matrices [19]. The result is known^1 and for the case N > N_f reads ∫ DQDQ̃ δ(Q̃Q − X) = (2π)^{N (N +1)}2 ∏_N j=N −N_f +1(j − 1)!

(det X)^{N −Nf} (14)

Extracting now the large N asymptotics according to (11) one sees that the normalization factor gives rise to a N_f S log S term, which reflects the contribution of the matter fields to the anomaly. The det X term leads to the correct dependence on the mesonic superfield. The full superpotential is then

W_{V Y} (S)+N_fS log S Λ^3 −S log ( det X Λ^{2Nf} ) +V_{tree}(X) = W_{V Y T} +V_{tree}(X) (15) as expected from anomaly considerations [15]. It is quite surprising that both terms arise from the classical random matrix Wishart distribution.

1 See e.g. [20] for a general proof and eq (15) in [21] for the numerical coefficient.

The case with Nf = Nc

It is interesting to consider the case N_f = N_c with V_{tree}(X) = 0. From the general form of (15) we see that the logarithmic term vanishes and S appears only linearly as

W_{ef f} = S log ( det X/Λ^{2Nc} ) (16)

thus it generates in a natural way a constraint surface (moduli space) satisfying the equation det X = Λ^{2Nc} . On this surface the effective potential vanishes. This is the correct behaviour for N_f = N_c and agrees with Seiberg’s quantum constraint

det X − BB̄ = Λ^{2Nc} (17)

when the baryonic fields are integrated out [22]. However a direct inclusion of the baryonic superfields into the random matrix or a more general combinatorial framework remains an open problem [23, 24].

5. Perturbative justification of mesonic superpotentials

For adjoint matter fields the non-logarithmic part of the Dijkgraaf-Vafa prescription has been verified by a perturbative diagrammatic calculation [9] and arguments based on generalized Konishi anomalies [10]. However the origin of the logarithmic Veneziano-Yankielowicz term remains from this point of view quite obscure — as it should arise from Feynman graphs which involve ‘dynamical’ vector superfield loops.

Since a logarithmic term also appeared from a random matrix calculation in the constrained matrix integral it is interesting to check if the matter induced part of the Veneziano-Yankielowicz superpotential may be also obtained diagramatically directly in the gauge theory. This calculation was done in [12].

The matter contribution to the effective potential in S (with all matter superfields integrated out) is given by [9] ∫ DQDQ̃ e ∫ d^4xd^2 θ (−^1_2 Q̃(□−iW^α∂_α)Q+W_{tree}(Q̃,Q)) (18)

where W^α is the external field related to S through (3) and ∂_α ≡^∂_{∂θα} . In [12], in order to obtain the effective superpotential involving also mesonic superfields we introduce the superspace constraint

X = Q̃Q (19)

by inserting into (18) a Lagrange multiplier chiral superfield α. Using the fact, exploited in [9], that the antichiral sector does not influence chiral

Fig. 1. Only tree level graphs survive (like the one shown in fig. 1c).

Fig. 2. The Schwinger-Dyson equation for F .

superpotentials we introduce also an antichiral partner ᾱ with a tree level potential ᾱ^2 i.e. ∫ d^4xd^4θ ᾱα + ∫ d^4xd^2θ ᾱ^2. (20)

The path integral over ᾱ can be carried out exactly and yields (c.f. [9]) − 1 2 ∫ d^4xd^2θ α□α. (21) Therefore the final path integral which one has to evaluate is ∫ DαDQ̃DQ e ∫ d^4 xd^2θ(−^1_2 Q̃(□−iW^α∂_α)Q−^1_2 α□α−αX+αQ̃Q), (22)

This is a nontrivial interacting field theory, but since we want to extract only the tr W^2 terms we can allow only at most two W insertions in a Q̃Q loop. The structure of the integration over fermionic momenta then significantly reduces the number of contributing graphs. In particular we are left only with graphs coming from (22) which have the structure of Q̃Q loops connected by at most one α propagator and α propagators connected to the external field X as shown in fig. 1. Since the α propagators are then evaluated necessarily at zero momentum one has to include an IR cut-off Λ_{IR}.

The form of the superpotential then follows from (for details see [12])

S log det F Λ (23)

where F is the α 1-point function determined by a Schwinger-Dyson equation (fig. 2): F = − 1 Λ_{IR} X + 1 Λ_{IR} S F (24)

The only IR-finite solution is F = SX^{−1} which when inserted into (23) yields the expected result (compare with (15))

N_f S log S Λ^3

− S log det X Λ^2

(25)

including the matter generated logarithmic term.

6. Random matrices and Seiberg-Witten curves

In the preceeding sections we described the rederivation using either random matrix or diagrammatic methods of the Veneziano-Yankielowicz- Taylor/Affleck-Dine-Seiberg superpotentials. It is interesting to ask whether one can use the close relation between random matrix models and SYM theories with matter fields to obtain some new nontrivial information about the latter. An example of this kind of result is the effective factorization of Seiberg-Witten curves from random matrix considerations [13]. Before we describe it in the following section let us first recall some basic facts about N = 2 SYM theories.

At low energies N = 2 U(N_c) SYM theories develop an N_c-dimensional moduli space of vacua parametrized by vacuum expectation values

u_p = ⟨ 1 p tr Φ^p ⟩ (26)

with 1 ≤ p ≤ N_c. The IR dynamics of the theory around each such vacuum is described by the Seiberg-Witten curve

y^2 = P_{Nc} (x, u_k)^2 − 4Λ^{2Nc−Nf} N_f∏

i=1 (x + m_i) (27)

where the polynomial P_{Nc} (x, u_k) = ⟨det(xI − Φ)⟩ ≡ ∑_{Nc} α=0 s_αx^{Nc−α} de- pends in an explicit way on the u_k’s: αs_α + α∑ k=0 ks_{α−k} u_k = 0 (28)

s_0 = 1, u_0 = 0 (29)

Of particular interest (cf. [25]) are the vacua where all the monopoles of the theory are massless. Then the Seiberg-Witten curve completely factorizes, i.e. the right hand side of (27) has only two single zeroes, all the remaining zeroes are double. The Seiberg-Witten curve then has to have the form

y^2 = (x − a)(x − b)H_{Nc−1}(x)^2 (30)

The problem is to find the moduli {u_k}’s for which this happens. One expects a 1-parameter family of solutions. For pure N = 2 theory (N_f = 0) the explicit form of this submanifold of vacua has been found using special properties of Chebyshev polynomials [25]. Unfortunately these methods cannot be extended to the case of N_f > 0. In [13], using random matrix model techniques, we obtained formulas for u_k when the general form of the Seiberg-Witten curve (27) completely factorizes for N_f < N_c and arbitrary masses m_i.

We note that the general problem of factorizing (27) is highly nonlinear and involves coupled sets of polynomial equations. In fact we would not expect a-priori that a closed-form analytic solution would exist at all.

In the following section we will briefly describe the results of [13]. Other studies of the close link between Seiberg-Witen curves and random matrices include [26, 27, 28, 29, 30].

7. Factorization solution of Seiberg-Witten curves for theories with fundamental matter

The main tool which allows to obtain the factorization of SW curves is the study of the N = 2 theory deformed by a tree-level superpotential W_{tree} = N_c∑

p=1 g_p · 1 p tr Φ^p. (31)

Then once the factorization solution u^{f act.}p is known, the effective superpotential is given by W_{ef f} = N_c∑

p=1 g_pu^{f act.}_p (Λ, m_i, T ), (32) which should then be minimized with respect to the parameter T of u^{f act.}_p . If we integrate in S by performing a Legendre transformation with respect to log Λ^{2Nc−Nf} we obtain the superpotential

W_{ef f} (S, u_1, Ω, Λ)=S log Λ^{2Nc−Nf} + W_{ef f} (S, u_1, Ω) =

=S log Λ^{2Nc−Nf} − S log Ω^{2Nc−Nf} + N_c∑

p=1 g_pu^{f act.}_p (Ω, u_1)(33)

In order to obtain the factorization solution u^{f act.}p from random matrix models we should first use the Dijkgraaf-Vafa prescription to obtain W_{ef f} (S) from a random matrix expression and then recast it in the gauge-theoretic form W_{ef f} (S, u_1, Ω) defined by (33) which is linear in the couplings g_p — this is the most difficult part of the computation. Then one can directly read off the factorization solution from the coefficients of the couplings.

The structure of the solution obtained in [13] is the following:

u^{f act.}_p = N_c U^{pure}_p (R, T ) + N_f∑

i=1 U^{matter} p (R, T, m_i) (34) where the two random matrix parameters R and T are related to the physical parameters Λ, u_1 by the constraints Λ^{2Nc−Nf} = R^{Nc} ∏_{Nf} i=1 1 2 ( m_i + T + √ (m_i + T )^2 − 4R

) (35)

u_1 = N_cT − 1 2 N_f∑

i=1 m_i + T − √ (m_i + T )^2 − 4R (36)

In (34) U^{pure}_p (R, T ) is the factorization solution for pure N = 2 theory

U^{pure}_p (R, T ) = 1 p [p/2]∑

q=0 ( p 2q ) ( 2q q ) R^qT^{p−2q} (37)

while the explicit form of U^{matter}_p (R, T, m_i) is given in section 7 of [13]. Here we just cite the result for p ≤ 3: U^{matter} 1 (R, T, m) = 1 2 ( −m − T + √ (m + T )^2 − 4R ) (38) U^{matter} 2 (R, T, m) = 1 4 ( m^2 − 2R − T^2 + (T − m) √ (m + T )^2 − 4R ) (39) U^{matter} 3 (R, T, m) = 1 6 ( −m^3 − 6RT − T^3 + (m^2 + 2R − mT + T^2) · · √ (m + T )^2 − 4R ) (40)

Let us note some striking features of the solution (34). Firstly, it has an extremely simple dependence on the number of colours. Secondly, each flavour contributes linearly. Thirdly, the solution for pure SYM theory appears as a part of the expression. All of these features are quite surprising if we keep in mind the very much nonlinear character of the factorization problem for the curve (27). Also from the physical point of view such unexpected linearization seems to suggest some hidden structure of the SYM theory with fundamental flavours.

Recently, the factorization solution (34) was used in [31] to rederive from the Seiberg-Witten curve perspective the Affleck-Dine-Seiberg superpotential (7).

8. Discussion

The link of random matrices to supersymmetric gauge theories is one of the most exciting theoretical developments in the last year. It is notable as giving a completely new exact application of random matrix models. The interest lies both in reinterpreting classical random matrix results/ensembles in a new langage and context, and in using the novel random matrix methods to obtain new results in supersymmetric gauge theories. It raises also numerous questions of a more mathematical nature. In particular it would be interesting to understand the precise interrelation between Calabi-Yau constructions and random matrices in the most general setting. This link was in fact at the origin of the Dijkgraaf-Vafa proposal.

Last but not least it would be interesting to understand the mathematical structures which allowed to use random matrix model calculations to factorize Seiberg-Witen curves. The solution obtained in [13] is based on a reinterpretation of a random matrix formula using input from gauge-theoretical reasonings involving such non-perturbative concepts as ‘integrating-in’ etc. . It would be fascinating to link directly the underlying geometry of factorization of Seiberg-Witten curves with random matrix considerations. Another interesting open problem would be to generalize the solution to the case of non-complete factorization i.e. with at least one monopole staying massive. This is of direct relevance to the study of the global structure of N = 1 vacua [32, 33, 34].

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Jan Ambjørn and Yves Demasure with whom the results described here were obtained. This work was supported in part by KBN grants 2P03B09622 (2002-2004), 2P03B08225 (2003-2006) and by the EU network on “Discrete Random Geometry”, grant HPRN-CT-1999-00161.

REFERENCES

[1] N. Seiberg, “The Power of holomorphy: Exact results in 4-D SUSY field theories,” arXiv:hep-th/9408013.

[2] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “Electric - magnetic duality, monopole condensation, and confinement in N=2 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 426 (1994) 19 [Erratum-ibid. B 430 (1994) 485] [arXiv:hep-th/9407087].

[3] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “Monopoles, duality and chiral symmetry breaking in N=2 supersymmetric QCD,” Nucl. Phys. B 431 (1994) 484 [arXiv:hepth/9408099].

[4] J. M. Maldacena, “The large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 231 [Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38 (1999) 1113] [arXiv:hep-th/9711200].

[5] C. Vafa, “Superstrings and topological strings at large N,” J. Math. Phys. 42 (2001) 2798 [arXiv:hep-th/0008142].

[6] F. Cachazo, K. A. Intriligator and C. Vafa, “A large N duality via a geometric transition,” Nucl. Phys. B 603 (2001) 3 [arXiv:hep-th/0103067].

[7] R. Dijkgraaf and C. Vafa, “Matrix models, topological strings, and supersymmetric gauge theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 644 (2002) 3 [arXiv:hep-th/0206255].

[8] R. Dijkgraaf and C. Vafa, “A perturbative window into non-perturbative physics,” arXiv:hep-th/0208048.

[9] R. Dijkgraaf, M. T. Grisaru, C. S. Lam, C. Vafa and D. Zanon, “Perturbative computation of glueball superpotentials,” arXiv:hep-th/0211017.

[10] F. Cachazo, M. R. Douglas, N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “Chiral rings and anomalies in supersymmetric gauge theory,” JHEP 0212 (2002) 071 [arXiv:hep-th/0211170].

[11] Y. Demasure and R. A. Janik, “Effective matter superpotentials from Wishart random matrices,” Phys. Lett. B 553 (2003) 105 [arXiv:hep-th/0211082].

[12] J. Ambjorn and R. A. Janik, “Towards a diagrammatic derivation of the Veneziano-Yankielowicz-Taylor superpotential,” Phys. Lett. B 569 (2003) 81 [arXiv:hep-th/0306242].

[13] Y. Demasure and R. A. Janik, “Explicit factorization of Seiberg-Witten curves with matter from random matrix models,” Nucl. Phys. B 661 (2003) 153 [arXiv:hep-th/0212212].

[14] G. Veneziano and S. Yankielowicz, “An Effective Lagrangian For The Pure N=1 Supersymmetric Yang-Mills Theory,” Phys. Lett. B 113 (1982) 231.

[15] T. R. Taylor, G. Veneziano and S. Yankielowicz, “Supersymmetric QCD And Its Massless Limit: An Effective Lagrangian Analysis,” Nucl. Phys. B 218 (1983) 493.

[16] I. Affleck, M. Dine and N. Seiberg, “Supersymmetry Breaking By Instantons,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 51 (1983) 1026; I. Affleck, M. Dine and N. Seiberg, “Dynamical Supersymmetry Breaking In Supersymmetric QCD,” Nucl. Phys. B 241 (1984) 493;

[17] K. A. Intriligator, R. G. Leigh and N. Seiberg, “Exact superpotentials in fourdimensions,” Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 1092 [arXiv:hep-th/9403198].

[18] R. Argurio, V. L. Campos, G. Ferretti and R. Heise, “Exact superpotentials for theories with flavors via a matrix integral,” Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 065005 [arXiv:hep-th/0210291].

[19] J. Wishart, Biometrica 20 (1928) 32.

[20] R. A. Janik and M. A. Nowak, “Wishart and Anti-Wishart random matrices,” J. Phys. A 36 (2003) 3629 [arXiv:math-ph/0112017].

[21] Y. V. Fyodorov, “Negative Moments Of Characteristic Polynomials Of Random Matrices: Ingham-Siegel Integral As An Alternative To Hubbard- Stratonovich Transformation,” Nucl. Phys. B 621 (2002) 643 [arXiv:mathph/0106006].

[22] N. Seiberg, “Exact results on the space of vacua of four-dimensional SUSY gauge theories,” Phys. Rev. D 49 (1994) 6857 [arXiv:hep-th/9402044].

[23] I. Bena, R. Roiban and R. Tatar, “Baryons, boundaries and matrix models,” arXiv:hep-th/0211271.

[24] R. Argurio, V. L. Campos, G. Ferretti and R. Heise, “Baryonic corrections to superpotentials from perturbation theory,” Phys. Lett. B 553 (2003) 332 [arXiv:hep-th/0211249].

[25] M. R. Douglas and S. H. Shenker, “Dynamics of SU(N) supersymmetric gauge theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 447 (1995) 271 [arXiv:hep-th/9503163].

[26] F. Ferrari, “On exact superpotentials in confining vacua,” Nucl. Phys. B 648 (2003) 161 [arXiv:hep-th/0210135].

[27] R. Dijkgraaf, S. Gukov, V. A. Kazakov and C. Vafa, “Perturbative analysis of gauged matrix models,” Phys. Rev. D 68 (2003) 045007 [arXiv:hepth/0210238].

[28] R. Gopakumar, “N = 1 theories and a geometric master field,” JHEP 0305 (2003) 033 [arXiv:hep-th/0211100].

[29] S. G. Naculich, H. J. Schnitzer and N. Wyllard, “The N = 2 U(N) gauge theory prepotential and periods from a perturbative matrix model calculation,” Nucl. Phys. B 651 (2003) 106 [arXiv:hep-th/0211123].

[30] S. G. Naculich, H. J. Schnitzer and N. Wyllard, “Matrix model approach to the N = 2 U(N) gauge theory with matter in the fundamental representation,” JHEP 0301 (2003) 015 [arXiv:hep-th/0211254].

[31] Y. Demasure, “Affleck-Dine-Seiberg from Seiberg-Witten,” arXiv:hepth/0307082.

[32] F. Ferrari, “Quantum parameter space and double scaling limits in N = 1 super Yang-Mills theory,” Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 085013 [arXiv:hep-th/0211069]; F. Ferrari, “Quantum parameter space in super Yang-Mills. II,” Phys. Lett. B 557 (2003) 290 [arXiv:hep-th/0301157].

[33] F. Cachazo, N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “Phases of N = 1 supersymmetric gauge theories and matrices,” JHEP 0302 (2003) 042 [arXiv:hep-th/0301006].

[34] F. Cachazo, N. Seiberg and E. Witten, “Chiral Rings and Phases of Supersymmetric Gauge Theories,” JHEP 0304 (2003) 018 [arXiv:hep-th/0303207].