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Abstract

We continue the study of generalized gauge theory called gauge origami, based on the quantum
algebraic approach initiated in [KN23]. In this article, we in particular explore the D2 brane system
realized by the screened vertex operators of the corresponding W-algebra. The partition function of this
system given by the corresponding conformal block is identified with the vertex function associated with
quasimaps to Nakajima quiver varieties and generalizations, that plays a central role in the quantum
g-Langlands correspondence. Based on the quantum algebraic perspective, we address three new aspects
of the correspondence: (i) Direct equivalence between the electric and magnetic blocks by constructing
stable envelopes from the chamber structure of the vertex operators, (ii) Double affine generalization of
quantum g¢-Langlands correspondence, and (iii) Conformal block realization of the origami vertex function
associated with intersection of quasimaps, that realizes the higher-rank multi-leg Pandharipande—Thomas
vertices of 3-fold and 4-fold.
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1 Introduction and summary

Gauge origami, introduced and investigated in a series of works by Nekrasov [Nek15, Nek16, Nek17a, Nek17b,
Nek17c], deserves a generalization of gauge theory, formulated as a union and intersection of gauge theories
supported on various subspaces in C*. It is formulated as intersecting coherent sheaves on the subschemes,
and the equivariant integral of the corresponding moduli space gives rise to the gauge origami partition
function, i.e., the generating function of the enumerative invariants. In this article, we continue the study
of such a generalized gauge theory based on the quantum algebraic structure initiated in our previous
work [KN23]. We in particular focus on the D2 brane system algebraically realized by the screening current of
the corresponding W-algebra. This system is known to be related to quasimaps f from P!, a compactification
of C, to the corresponding target space X, typically taken to be a Nakajima quiver variety. The corresponding
partition function, a.k.a., the vertex function, is given by the generating function of equivariant (K-theoretic)
Euler characteristics of the moduli space of quasimaps QM(X) = {f : P! — X}/ ~ [Oko15], that is identified
with the vortex partition function in the physics context. See, e.g., [DN23, CZZ23]. The vertex function
constructed geometrically also has an algebraic realization addressed by Aganagic, E. Frenkel, and Okounkov

in the context of the quantum g-Langlands correspondence.

Theorem 1.1 ([AFO17]). The vertex function is the conformal block of the g-deformed W-algebra.

The quantum ¢-Langlands correspondence is the two-parameter deformation of the original geometric
Langlands correspondence, that is the equivalence between the spaces of conformal blocks of the quantum
affine algebra U,(g) (electric block) and those of the g-deformed W-algebra W, , (“g) (magnetic block), where
Lg is the Langlands dual of a simple Lie algebra g. Theorem 1.1 plays a central role in the correspondence
since the vertex function is a building block of a solution to the quantum Kniznik—Zamolodchikov (¢-KZ)
equation introduced by I. Frenkel and Reshetikhin [FR92] for the conformal block of the quantum affine
algebra. One can construct the integral formula of the solution, a.k.a., the g-hypergeometric integral solution,
to the ¢-KZ equation from the vertex function together with the stable envelope [MO12]. In the context of
the g-hypergeometric solution, the stable envelope is identified with the so-called weight function [GRTV12,
RTV14, FRV17, Konl7]. See, e.g., [Tam23, Hao23, JLN24] for recent gauge theory approaches to the
Langlands correspondence.

In this article, we address three new perspectives concerning the quantum ¢-Langlands correspondence

as follows.

1.1 Direct equivalence between electric and magnetic blocks

The ¢-KZ equation is a g-difference equation for the electric conformal block of the quantum affine algebra
U,(g) that takes a value in the tensor product module of the corresponding representations. Meanwhile, the
magnetic conformal block of the g-deformed W-algebra qu(L g) is apparently insensitive to the represen-
tation of U,(g) by definition, so that we need to insert the stable envelope by hand to construct the ¢-KZ
solution from the magnetic block side. In this article, we reexamine the W-algebra conformal block, and
we figure out how to impose the representation dependence of the conformal block, i.e., the stable envelope
purely from the W-algebra side. The key idea is the radial ordering and the chamber structure of the vertex
operators. This implies that we do not need to insert the stable envelope by hand to the W-algebra block to



construct the g-hypergeometric solution to the ¢-KZ equation. In fact, the W-algebra block directly solves
the ¢-KZ equation.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 2.17). The elliptic conformal block of the screened vertex operators of the g-

deformed W-algebra W, ,(A;) obeys the dynamical elliptic ¢-KZ equation.

We emphasize that this is a reformulation of the result given by Konno [Konl7, Konl8, Kon20], who
proved the corresponding statement in the context of elliptic quantum group Um,(s:\[n), that is known to
be equivalent to the W-algebra Wy, , (A,)!, for level-one representations. As pointed out by Konno, the
quantum g¢-Langlands correspondence becomes more direct in the elliptic setup: We show that the elliptic
stable envelope introduced by Aganagic and Okounkov [AO16] naturally arises from the chamber structure
of the vertex operators. However, it has been known that the elliptic envelope is not sufficient to construct
the ¢-KZ solution in the trigonometric setup. We need to also insert the trigonometric version of the stable
envelope to obtain the trigonometric ¢-KZ solution. In fact, we do not need the additional stable envelope in
the elliptic case, where the elliptic envelope is sufficient to obtain the elliptic ¢-KZ solution. We prove this
Theorem for the case g = sly associated with A; quiver. Its generalization to simply-laced algebras seems
straightforward. It would be also interesting to consider the non-simply-laced cases [FRI7, KP17, KP22].

1.2 Double affine quantum ¢-Langlands correspondence

The vertex function is constructed for a wide class of Nakajima quiver varieties. A particularly interesting
family of quiver varieties is those associated with cyclic quivers (untwisted affine A-type quivers). It has been
known that affine A-type quiver varieties play an important role in the context of geometric representation
theory of quantum toroidal algebra of gl,, denoted by Uq(gA[n)7 which is a double affine quantum algebra.
See, e.g., [Her08, Tsy22, MNNZ23] for reviews. Meanwhile, the formalism of quiver W-algebra [KP15,
KP16, KP17] allows us to consider the W-algebra side of this story beyond the construction of E. Frenkel
and Reshetikhin for finite-type simple Lie algebras [FR97]. One can construct the g-deformed W-algebra
associated with cyclic quivers denoted by Wy, , , , (A,_1) that depends on four parameters {g1,2,3,4} under
the condition ¢1¢2¢3q4 = 1 (Calabi—Yau 4-fold condition). This affine quiver W-algebra deserves a double

affine W-algebra.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorems 3.6, 3.8). The vertex function for Nakajima quiver variety associated with the

Jordan quiver (21\0 quiver) is given by the conformal block of affine quiver W-algebra W, , ., (121\0).

This is a double affine version of Theorem 1.1, establishing the double affine quantum g¢-Langlands
correspondence between the quantum toroidal gl; and the affine quiver W-algebra Wq1‘2,314(ﬁ0). In fact,
it has been recently shown by Smirnov that the quantum difference equation associated with the quantum
toroidal gl; is solved by the vertex function of the Hilbert scheme of points on C? [Smi21]. We prove this
Theorem for the rank-one case, whereas a higher-rank generalization is also straightforward.

We remark that there are two types of highest-weight modules of quantum toroidal gl;, Fock module
and MacMahon module. Geometrically, the former one is constructed from the quiver variety of the Jordan
quiver, namely the Hilbert scheme of points on C? for the rank-one case, and the corresponding Quot
scheme for the higher-rank case. On the other hand, the latter one has a geometric realization by a quiver
with a potential, which gives rise to the Hilbert scheme of points and the Quot scheme on C2. In fact,
the conformal block of W, ,,, (ﬁo) reproduces vertex functions associated with both types of modules
depending on “the momentum” of the vertex operator. This is analogous to the finite-type case, where the

momentum parametrizes the highest-weight module of the quantum affine algebra.

1'We also use the Dynkin classification notation, e.g, Wg; 5 (An—1) = Wg, 5 (sln).



1.3 Origami vertex function, PT vertex, and W-algebra

It has been known that the moduli space of quasimaps to the Hilbert scheme of points on C? is identified
with that of the stable pairs that gives rise to the Pandharipande-Thomas (PT) invariant, a cousin of
the Donaldson-Thomas (DT) invariant, of C* with a boundary condition in one specific direction. This
correspondence has been recently generalized by Cao and Zhao [CZ23] to the higher-dimensional situation
C* where the vertex function associated with the Hilbert scheme of points on C? plays a role of the generating
function of the PT invariants for C*. In general, one can assign boundary conditions in three (four) directions
for C3* (C*) to define the so-called multi-leg PT vertex, for which we propose an algebraic construction.

Conjecture 1.4 (Conjecture 3.10). The conformal block of multi-screened vertex operators of the W-algebra
Wansa (//1\0) is the (higher-rank) multi-leg PT vertex of C* and C*.

We call this generalized version of the vertex function associated with the multi-leg situation the origami
vertex function as is naturally given by the gauge origami partition function. We derive the contour integral
formula of the conformal block and check that its pole structure, corresponding to the equivariant fixed
points in the moduli space, is consistent with the PT count in C* and C* for various boundary conditions.
Our formula for the one-point conformal block reproduces the known result for the rank-one PT3 and PT4

vertices, and we conjecture that the n-point block generates the rank-n PT3 and PT4 invariants.

The PT vertex is based on the so-called curve counting, hence it corresponds to the D2 brane system as
mentioned above. Recently, its higher dimensional analog, the surface counting, has been discussed [BKP22,
BKP24]. See also [NP23]. We expect that the surface counting is similarly formulated based on the vertex
operators by replacing the screening current with the corresponding D4 brane vertex operators [KN23]. A

further analysis is left for a future study.
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Notations
e We denote z;/x; = 245, a;/a; = a;j;, etc, for C*-variables.
o We define 2 = {1,2}, 3 = {1,2,3}, 4= {1,2,3,4}. For A C 4, we denote g4 =[], c 4 ¢o-
e We denote

FGo.002) = flao2) flaz) . f(=™h) = fla*) fa™). (1.1)

e We define the g¢-shifted factorial for ¢ € C*,

d—1

(@iq)a= [[(1 —aq™). (1.2)

n=0



For d € Z in general, we define

o wae _[0-m-g@)e(-gte) @50
(#i0)a = (@000 | (1=g%2) - (1—gt2)! (d<0) (1.3)

e We define the theta function for p € C* with |p| < 1,

0(z:p) = (2,02 "1 P)oo = (21 P)oc (P2 i P)oo- (1.4)

2 W,,(A;) conformal block

We consider the conformal block of the g-deformed W-algebra associated with A; quiver denoted by W, , (A1).
This algebra is identified with the g-deformed Virasoro algebra introduced by Shiraishi, Kubo, Awata, and
Odake [SKAO95].

We denote the OPE factor associated with the vertex operators V and W by

Wi — Y (@W()

VWG = e (2.1)

In this notation, we assume the radial ordering = > #’, which means |z| > |2/|.

Definition 2.1. Let 0 € 2, 7 = 2\0, |g12] > 1, and z,2’,2, K € C*. We define the vertex operators
{S1.2,Zk} associated with A; quiver, obeying the following OPEs,

e (o = @B 8 oo (415205 ) oo e (o) — R N
So(2)So(2') = i o g )o@ s e ) So(2)Ss(2") A= g /o) — 2 /a) (2.2a)
7 (o = BT 5 o e () = 9 T/ 45 oo
ol#)Zxle) (' /2:q5 oo Zu(@)3(2) (K~'q5 ' /a1 g5 oo (2.2b)

Se(x)z = (¢522)Ss (), Zy(v)z = (Kz)Zk(x). (2.2¢)

See, e.g., [KP15] for explicit realization of these vertex operators in terms of the free fields. We slightly
change the zero mode notation compared to [KP15] to simplify the discussion below. In this article, all the
computations are based on the OPEs defined above.

In the notation of [KN23, Proposition C.3], the vertex operators S; o are called the screening currents
1

associated with the plane Cj 2, that commute with each other, S1(x)S2(2’) = SQ(T)Sl(x) As discussed in
[KN23], the screening current plays a role of the creation operator of D2 branes supported on the plane,
and the partition function of this system is realized by the corresponding conformal block. Meanwhile, the
vertex operator Zg is associated with the whole space C*, corresponding to D8 (D8) branes. The screening
currents commute with the generating current of the deformed Virasoro algebra (g-Virasoro algebra) up to
the total difference term. We denote this algebra by W, ,(A1) since it deserves the g-deformed W-algebra
associated with A; quiver [KP15]. As seen below, it has an essential connection to quantum affine algebra

U, (5[2) and also elliptic quantum group U(M)(;[g).

Lemma 2.2. We may rewrite the OPEs (2.2) for o € 2 as follows,

S (@)8s (o) = (@'/7;q5 oo (@/7'305 oo 0(aa" /735 ") (2.30)
(052" /7505 oo (@52 /2"3 05 oo O(x/2'505 ")
— — / .o—1
So(2)Zx(z') = zK(z/)sg(;p)W (2.3b)
Proof. Tt directly follows from Definition 2.1. O



2.1 Single screening current

In this subsection, we set S(x) = Sa(x). For |¢,| > 1, define a kernel function,

0(&n; a0, 0K q,")
0(K&qr")0(m; a5 ")

@U,K(Ea 77) = @K(§7 3 q(:l) =
which is quasiperiodic with respect to each variable,

QOJ,K(QU_lfan) = (n/K)QOU,K(fan) ’ @a,K(gaqgln) = £_1<PU,K(§577) ’ a'qa (5 77) &PU,K(&’”) . (25)

For |g,| < 1, we instead use the theta function 6(-; ¢,) to define the kernel function, namely ¢ (€, 7; qo).

Definition 2.3. Let z € C*. We define the m-screened vertex operator,

%[dm H v, (a/x;, 2K)S(x;) | Zk(a), [dz] = H ;Tﬁz , (2.6)

where we apply the ordered product under the radial ordering configuration x,, = x;,—1 > -+ = 3 = =1 > a,
II V@) =V@m)V(@m 1) V(@)V(z1). (2.7)

The contour + is taken such that the integral is invariant under shift of the variables, z; — g5 Yo

This definition is motivated by the construction of the intertwining operator of the elliptic quantum
group Uq,p(sA[g) in [JKOS98, §5.3]. From the OPE (2.2c), we have

7 ()2 = (K¢ " 2) 2" (). (2.8)

The factor Kq;?™ corresponds to the weight of the m-th operator. See (2.52) for a related factor. The
parameter z is called the dynamical parameter in the context of elliptic integrable systems, which is also

identified with the FI parameter of three-dimensional gauge theory.

Let us consider the conformal block of the screened vertex operators. Define a map, ¢ : {1,...,k} —
{1,...,n}, that we call the coloring function. Let k = (k1,...,k,) € (Z>0)", such that ko = #{c(i) = a,i =
.,n}, obeying Y _| ko = k. We denote

I %o, (2.9)
a<e(i)

and the Weyl vector of type Ai_1 (twice the positive root sum) by

k+1

pi=—5— — 1, i=1,...,k. (2.10)

Then, we have the conformal block of the screened vertex operators.

Proposition 2.4. We have the following integral formula for the conformal block in the chamber denoted

by Cis...n, such that ay > as > -+ = a, under the parameter shift z — zqk 1,

Ve (wK)= <0\ z<’“><a1>z<’” (az) ---Z§’§::><an> 10) /(0] Zx, (a1)Zk, (az) - Zx, (an) |0)

k(Z,0) (2.11)



where we define the principal part of the integrand for o € 2, ¢ = 2\ with the measure

k L1 an i a=1 E s
MM):HM I (Kata/is 5 oo o) = [ 2.12)

i (G307 Voo 1 (0305 o = 2mi;

together with the constant ¢ (K) = co x(K) defined by

c b c(z )
ot (K H : (2.13)

-2 K3
i=1 9 zQU P KC,QU )

The off-shell elliptic stable envelope is defined for o € 2, 7 = 2\o by

S 0(geriias ) T ) 0(aa/2i;0;")0(205 " Kacs o34, o 0(Kata /i ;"
Stabgk(x a) — SymH G(QO'xzjqu' ) H Ha<c(z) ( / ) ( ( )/ )Ha>c(z) ( / )

LAY H(xij;qgl) i=1 HZ:19(Kaaa/xi;q;1)
(2.14)

Proof. By Lemma 2.2, we have

P2 ~ k
% . dx; 2 aa/xzv ds )
lI/Gl s 27* k' %H 2mix; PEe x“ac(z)vqu KC) ; H S(l‘l) H ZKO‘ o 1;[ 1_[ K aa/xNQQ )

i=1,....k a=1,....n
(2.15)
and
- b(aa/vi1g5")
—2p; c « iy 4o
PK. xwa’(:l , 24 Kz) —
1;[ (i) (4) 1 H G(Kaaa/xi§QQ 1)
=1 a<c(t)
B ﬁ 9( ()q2_1) Ha<c(i) e(aa/zi;QQ_I)G(Z(];2piKz'Cac(i)/zi;Q2_1)Ha>c(i)G(Kocaa/zi;q;l) (2 16)
i=1 0( 2p7KCaQ2 ) HZ:l G(Kaaa/$i§Q51)
Then, using the OPEs shown in Definition 2.1, we obtain the expression above. O

In the following, we drop the constant factor c;(K) for simplicity.

Remark 2.5. The factor K is different from the standard convention of the elliptic stable envelope by the
factor K.;). We apply this modification to obtain a consistent result with the known expressions of the

vortex partition function. See Proposition 2.11.

The conformal block \II%IWH (a; K) of W, , (A1) algebra agrees, under a slight modification of the notation,
with the partition function of the mass-deformed N = 4 three-dimensional U(k) gauge theory supported
on C,, x S* with n fundamental matters [AHKS13, AHS14, AH15] together with the additional boundary
contribution written in terms of the theta functions.”? In terms of the AN/ = 2 multiplets, it consists of a
vector multiplet, a single adjoint and (n 4+ n) fundamental matters, which is known as the handsaw quiver

gauge theory of type A;. The corresponding quiver diagram is given in Fig. la.

Pole structure In order to evaluate the contour integral, we discuss the pole structure of the integrand.
Let o, = Tity o ke for ¢ = 1,...,k,. The poles of the contour integral are parametrized by n-tuple
inverse partitions,

—MNa,1 —Na,i _ 1—1 —V, K
Tal =0aGy ') Tai=Tai-1Q1dy " =0aq) Gy (2.17)

2Meanwhile, the partition function of A = 1 five-dimensional gauge theory defined on Cq; X Cq, x S! is similarly realized
by the conformal block of the (infinitely many) screening charges [KP15].



where ng ; € Z>o and vo = (Va1 < Va2 < -+ < Vg, ) is an inverse partition defined by
i
Voii = D Maj - (2.18)
j=1

We see that the residues of other poles at x4 ;/%q,; = qquZSO for i < j are zero due to the stable envelope

that plays a role of the pole subtraction matrix [AO16].

Remark 2.6. Although we can convert an inverse partition to the standard one by relabeling the indices,
i — ko —i+ 1, we now apply this convention, which is naturally generalized to the situation with the double
screening current (See §2.2). This convention is also compatible with the 5d gauge theory partition function
(Proposition 2.12).

Proposition 2.7. Let K, = ¢}, jio € Z>o for a =1,...,n. Then, Y& =0 unless 0 < k, < 14

Z<o

Proof. The factor in the integrand (Kyaq/%a,i; qg_l)oo = (¢ an/Tu,i; qgl)oo has zeros at o, = aaqi* ¢y
]

This truncation is essential to realize the finite-dimensional representation of the quantum affine algebra
(the (1o +1)-dimensional representation of U, (f/x\[g)) In this context, the simplest case 4 = 1 (K = ¢1) corre-
sponds to the fundamental two-dimensional representation of sly, and a generic case is obtained from the ten-
sor product of the fundamental ones via specialization of the parameters, {a1,...,a,} = {a,aq, ... 7aqf_l}.

See (2.8). Under this specialization, we have

ﬁ (@100/705 ") (mofergy ) (Gofery D) (dla/zigst) (dia/z505 ") (2.19)

(ao/ziay") — (a/wiay") (qofergyt)  (diefriay ) (af/wiay ')
Hence, we obtain the case K = ¢{'. This condition is known as the g-segment condition for (the roots of)
the Drinfeld polynomial, which characterizes the finite-dimensional representation of the quantum affine
algebra (and also the Yangian) [CP91]. From the geometric point of view, the assignment K = ¢
is realized via modification of the superpotential in the corresponding quiver variety description, W =
Son_i JaBHe I, [NS09, BZJ19, CZ23].

a=1

2.1.1 Elliptic R-matrix

Let us consider the simplest case (n,k) = (2,1), where the corresponding quiver variety is TVP! from the
geometric point of view. Hence, the conformal block computes the vertex function associated with quasimaps
f:P! = X =TVP. We denote K; = K;,K;,---K;, and we write (-)g = (45 )a, 0(-) = 0(5¢5 ).

Then, we have two possible conformal blocks in the chamber €15 : ay > as,

d.’ﬂ (K172a172/$)oo 0 zKlal/x)Q(Kl

1927 0

m

(1,0) ( )
v a12;K192) = j{ - , 2.20a
€1z (a1,2; K1)  2miz (a1,2/%)00  O(Kra1/x)0(2K71) ( )

K K K
WD 01K = f o L2t ey ) Fn/e) (2.200)

y 2mix (a1,2/T)00  O(K2a2/x)0(2K12) 0(Kia1/x)
Taking the poles at {z = alqz_d}dzo, we have
(1,0) (K1, K2a21)00 Kilgy! Kylang'
Cr = 2 . gy 52K (2.21a)
{a1q2 } (Q2 aa/Ql)oo a12q2 —

©.1) = 2.21b
€2 lfagg?y (2.215)




where 2¢1 is the g-hypergeometric series (Definition A.1), and for the poles at {z = aqu_d}dZO, we have

(1,0) (K2,q5 "as1)oe  0(zK1a12, K1) Ky'ey' Kilangy!

— — — — Q(bl 7q 7ZK12 ) (222&
Ci2 {(qu;d} (q2 1, qs 1K1 lagl)oo 9(&127ZK1) 42145 . - ? )
K>, Kia 0(a Ky'gy' Ki'lasgy!
0, 2, 1012 12
52121) y :( 2k oo 0(ai2) A 21 1 2 gt 2Ka | (2.22b)
{a2q; “} (QQ aa12)oo G(Klau) a214qy -

where we assumed |zK72| < 1. Combining them together, we write

(1,0) (1,0)
\Ilelz —d —|—\II(_312
U — {a1q; “} {az2q; }
€12 (0,1) (0,1)
2 Nagy )y 92 Nazgs )
K1, Koa21) oo Ki'gy' Ki'laeg!
1 0(zKa12, K1) ((1122)1)%151 ! 31 2 > g 52K
— 9(K100(612>~>73K1) T e 2 - : (2.23)
aio i T '
0 (K, Kya1) Ky 1q‘1 Ki'azgy !
0(K1a12) Mz% 27 ! g gy b 2K
(q2 17 alz)oo a21q2 —
In the other chamber Co; : a1 < ag, we instead have
(K1, K2a21) 0o _K1 1Q§1 Ky aiagy ! ]
O(az1) ——2¢1 gy L 2K
—_— 0 (g2 7, a21) o0 a12qy —
o _ H(Kgagl) L 2 .
Co1 = Z (2.24)
0(2K2&21,K2) Ko K K 1 ,1 K,1 _
9(K2Q21,ZK2) (iiwhz)oozqsl 2 1 a21q2 7Q2 7ZK12
(Q2 7a12)oo i a21q2 — |
Change of the chambers is simply organized by the R-matrix constructed from the stable envelope.
Proposition 2.8.
Ve, (a1,2; K12) = Ro1Ve,, (a1,2; K12) (2.25)
where the elliptic R-matrix is given by the elliptic stable envelope,
1 0(ZK1(112,K1) 0(&21) 0 -1
(K ,zK 0(K. _
O I Tl | P W IR R MO SRer
0 — — =]
Q(Klalg) 9(K2G21,ZK2)

We may use the addition formula of the theta functions to rewrite the elliptic R-matrix into the original
form by Felder [Fel94a, Fel94b] together with the gauge transform [AO16].



Mirror symmetry By Proposition A.2, we may rewrite the principal part of the conformal block as
follows,

[—1 1 -1 -
(K1, K2a21) o0 Ki'gy! Kylang!
G ) 201 ) (g5 ' 2K
2 » W21 )00 ai124y —

(K2, K1012) 00 Ky'gy' Ki'lasigy!

(@ ) 291 iy - 1qy 2K
0(K2a21) (K1,2K205 oo Ky 2K ) ap
O(az1) (q517ZK12)w 21 zK2q2_1 = " Ko
= - 4. (2.27)
0(K1a12) (K2, 2K105 oo Ky 2K an
0(a12) (g5, 2K12) oo 201 2Kig; ! 2 "2 K

The ¢-hypergeometric series on the LHS are analytic when |2K75| < 1, while it is not clear if they are all
analytic in the chamber €5 : a3 > ag, i.e., |a;2| > 1. Meanwhile, we may also write the total conformal
block (including the stable envelope contribution),

W (92_172[(1)00 271K1—1q2—1 R ‘J?Kl_
Ve, = (a12, 2K1) il (2.28)
0 1 (Kg,zKlqgl)oo p Ky ZK12.q_1. a1
—a 201 ; ;
(g2 1»ZK12)<><> ZK1q2_1 * Ky

which is now clearly analytic in the chamber €5 through the basis change organized by the stable envelope,
implying the 3d mirror symmetry that exchanges the twisted masses a2 (ag1) and the FI parameter z [BZ21,
DN21]. From this point of view, the R-matrix organizes change of the chamber ajs, z 2 1, i.e., the wall-

crossing.

2.1.2 Vertex function

Let £ = (¢1,...,0,) € (Z>0)" obeying > - _, {o, = k and the corresponding coloring function ¢’ = ¢, such
that ¢, = #{(i) = a,i =1,...,n}. We denote by P, the set of n-tuple inverse partitions v = (v1,...,vq)
obeying v, = (Va1 < -+ < Va,, ). We consider the residue of the following poles,

o,

Tai = Tivs, ;= Gadi @ - (2.29)
Lemma 2.9. The residue of the integrand of \II%L_W at (2.29) is zero unless ¢/ (i) > c(i) for i =1,... k.
This implies the triangular property of the elliptic stable envelope. In order to write down the vertex
function, we need the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.10. Let (), = {aaqi_l}a:17___,n7i:1 ko € Pr and (+)oo = (~;q2_1)oo. Denoting kgo = kg — ka, we

geeay

have
~1yk b (i) (Ka Ksapaq ™
IE(Q;K) — (q2 ')oo j{ d& Hkl#]( J) H CLO&/‘KE — ( Baﬁgé(h_H )00 . (230)
KU oy Hi,j(qlxij)oo 1 (@a/z)ee af=1,..n (@8a@)™" oo

, 1=1,...,R
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Proof. Let K, N, and N be vector spaces (vector bundles whose fiber is given by these vector spaces on the
moduli space of quasimaps, QM(TVP!) = {f : P! — X = TVP'}/ ~) with the characters, chK = Zle Zi,
chN=>"_, a,, and chN = S Kpao. We define P, with ch P, =1 — ¢,. For the dual space, we have
chKY = Ele z;', chPY =1—¢;?!, and we denote by AX = >, ,(—1)" A? X the alternating sum. Then,
the integral is identified with the contribution of the fixed point 7@5 of the equivariant index (equivariant
K-theoretic Euler class),

Iy(a; K) = ch A {P (P KK" + NK" — NKV)} . (2.31)
2 0&
Since we have (see, e.g., [Sha06] for details)
ch (PlKKv +NKY - NKV) = > apag T, (2.32)
O a.ﬁ:l,...,n
i=1,....kq
we obtain the expression above by evaluating the index. O

We now write down the vertex function in general.

Proposition 2.11. We denote (-)g = (-;¢5 )aand 0(-) = 0(-;¢5"). Let I =i+ o, lar, J = J+2arsp bars
hence ¢/(I) = o and ¢/(J) = 5. We also abuse the notation, I = («,7) and J = (5, ), to denote vy = vq
and v; = vg ; for simplicity. Then, the contribution of the conformal block \II%LW (a; K) associated with the

poles (2.29) is given as follows,

v (@ K) ’ = Staby(a)Z; 3 %12, . (2.33)

vePy

We have the so-called perturbative part and the vortex part,

. (q)” (Kpapad " )oo
Zéz ( 71) W, (234&)
2 a,B=1,. n (o )oo
i=1,.
(Q1 s aﬁa Vg i —U, - Lo Q1 aﬁa — Ve g
z,= ] — gatel T H L i (2.34b)
(@iag (O advsvei qgzyict (O Kaga) v,

which agree with the vertex function of the Grassmannian X = TV Gr(k,n) (Nakajima quiver variety associ-
ated with A; quiver). The specialization of the elliptic stable envelope (the on-shell stable envelope) is given
by

Stabg.¢(a) := Staby i (7; = ax(;), a)

-,i k 1—i 1—i—2pr
_ H 0 ‘ aﬁa H H qi aga) 0((]1 ZKla)a(KOé) ) (2.35)

7 7 -2
1<I<J<k 9(Q1 aﬁa I=1 \B<a (ql Kﬂa,@a) G(Q% KQ)H(Q1 mZKl---Oc)

Proof. The perturbative part can be directly obtained by Lemma 2.10. It is straightforward to evaluate the
residue to obtain the vortex contributions,
1

P P [dz) ®a(z,a) = 242, . (2.36)
kU gwy

11



We then consider the stable envelope. We have

1 Oqzsr)|  _ 11 9((151_”(1{7.&1@@) -0 VJM
<isyen Y@an) r<icack U@ a " aga)  jli<k 0(qi " aga)
Jj—i+1
LI | bla "_apa) (2.37)
1<I<J<k 0(‘]1 aﬁa)
and
ﬁ H a(ag/xl) G(ZQIQPIKl..-aaa/xl)e(Ka)
121 \ s 0(Bsas/x1) | 0(Kaaa/2n)8(z4; " Ki...0) w
=11 0g5"ai "apa) | Ola"qy "' 2K )0(Ke)
I=1 \ B<a (a5 a1 'Kpaga) | 0(¢5"qi™ ZKa)e(q;%IZKlwa)
k —q i—
) (I ) ) ek ) .
- 1 —1 7 - ' ’
=1 B<a0(q% Kgaga) G(Q% Ka)e(%zp[ZKlma)

Hence, the specialization of the stable envelope yields

k 1—4i 1—2p1
0(q] +1a[3a H H fh aga) 0(q " 2K 0)0(Ka)

T'Kgaga) | 0(q1 T Ka)0(q; P 2K )

Stabg i (z, )

k
— 221:1 VI H

1<I<J<k 0(ai "apa) 7-; B<a 0(a;

= 2l Staby.(a) . (2.39)

{v}

This completes the proof. O

5d gauge theory partition function We compare the vertex function with 5d gauge theory partition

function (K-theoretic Nekrasov partition function). Let A = (Aa)a=1,.... = (A1 > A2 > -+ )a=1,...,n be an
i=1,...,00

n-tuple partition. The full partition function of 5d N'= 1 U(n) gauge theory on C? x S' with n fundamental

and n antifundamental matters is given by®

d = Z q2z39, (2.40)
A
where
Y my Aayi 4. —1
- baady™ gl J,q (3ra2""a15¢5 )
- m i [ e e e o Gntd e
(e,)£(B.5) (bﬁaqz Yqy 143 oo a,f:l,...,n(TQQ Ry oo

i=1,...,00

We denote the instanton fugacity by ¢, the multiplicative Coulomb moduli by b = {ba}a=1,... n, the mass
parameters by m = {mys};=1 _, and m = {my} =1, n.

Proposition 2.12. The 5d gauge theory partition function agrees with the vertex function under the

identification (the root of Higgs branch) as follows,

~ —l, Mg Lo
qg==z, ba:ma:aa(h 3 Mo = Qg Ka: m =4y , )‘oc,i:Va,E(,—H—la (O‘:]-a"'an)' (242)
a

3Compared with [KP15, Kim20], the g-parameters are flipped, g1 2 < ql_;, and slightly modify the notation.
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Proof. Since K, = qf‘*, the length of the partition A, is restricted by Proposition 2.7, and thus the range of
the index ¢ becomes {1,...,€,} for o =1,...,n. Then, denoting g, = {3 — £,, we have

Y ms Aa
75d _ (bﬁaQQ . 7‘]; ]7 gy )oo H ( o 7+ qa Q17 2y )oo
AT b Aa,i=Ag,j i—j+1 my Aai g, —1
(0,8)#(B4) (bgads a4 105 oo o f: en (L0010 )
=1,
a,le i_>\ o — )\a « i f
- (bﬂ(qu fotts Putptim Jq€B - Za 21) H (Tl:qu2 et QI = qu2 )oo (2 43)
- )\a « i—A Lo+ 1 _ m Ao, o i Lo+1— 1 ’ .
(@A) (bgady™ T g T T g N a ot =l n CGEa™ T g o
which agrees with the vertex function under the identification (2.42). O

This phenomenon is known to be the triality between the g-deformed W-algebra conformal block and
3d/5d gauge theory partition functions [AHKS13, AHS14, AH15]. As mentioned in §2.2, the 3d/5d corre-

spondence would be interpreted as a two-dimensional analog of the one-leg DT /PT correspondence.

2.1.3 Elliptic conformal block

We consider an elliptic analog of the conformal block discussed in Proposition 2.4,

U, (@ K) = tr [pZ) ()2 (0) -+ 287 (@) /b0 (072, (00) 21, (02) -+ Zic, ()]

c(K)
k!

]{ [dz] ®2 (2, a) Stabk(z, a) (2.44)

with the elliptic nome p € C* and the principal part,

k _ _
(I)o(lag) _ H F(qEIj/Ii;qalap) H F(aa/zi;qql7p) ’ (245)

i Dlaj/zingatsp) 1, T(Kata/2i:07",p)

where we denote by I'(-) the elliptic gamma function (A.4), and the trace is taken over the Fock space
generated by all the free fields and d is the corresponding degree counting operator. See, e.g., [KP16]. This
principal part is reduced to the previous one presented in (2.12) in the limit p — 0. This elliptic conformal
block is identified with the partition function of 4d mass-deformed N = 2 gauge theory (softly broken to
N =1 theory) on C,, x &, [LNP19].

Elliptic vertex function Let us focus on the simplest example, which is an elliptic analog of the conformal
block (2.20) associated with quasimaps to TVP'. We write I'(:) = T'(;¢; ', p) and 0(-) = 6(-;¢5 ). Then, in
the chamber €5 : a1 > as, we have?
g0 K ) — dz  T(ai2/x)
612 (CLLQ, 1’2) %; 27T1£C F(KLQCLLQ/CL') 9 Klal/x) (ZKl) ’

(
(
CHCEL RS e e e M

f(zKi1a1/x)0(K1) (2.462)

Similarly, in the other chamber Cs; : a1 < as, we have

(1,0) . B dz  T(ai12/z) 0(zKi201/2)0(K1) 6(az/x)

Vep (2K p) = f/; 2miz [ (K1 2a1.2/7) 0(Kya1 /2)0(2K12) 0(Kaaz/x) (2472)
(0,1) ' B de  T(ai12/z) 6(zK2as/x)8(K>2)

\1180211 (01,2 K1.2) = f{/ 27iz (K1 2a1 2/x) 0(Kaa2/x)0(2K2) (2.47b)

4We can similarly obtain the vertex function for generic (n, k) given as a summation over the inverse partitions as discussed
in §2.1.2.

13



Lemma 2.13. Taking the contour integral, we have the elliptic vertex function associated with each vacuum,

(g5 ", as1) e 'K gy Kean
U (40 K =2 22U p cqy b pi 2K 2.48
Cia (a/1>27 1;2) {alq;d} F(K17K2a21)2 1 q2_1a21 y4o ", Py 2112 5 ( a)
9(2K1(l12 Kl) F(q_l a12) q;lKg q;lKlalg _
T80 (g, 0 K = ’ 2 E gyt p 2K |, (2.48b
€1z ( 1.2 1)2) {agq;d} Q(Klalg,ZKl) F(KQ,K11112)2 ! q2_ a2 2 2 ( )
q’(eolaj) (a’LQ; K172) { qfd} = O7 (248C)
ai1qy
f(a12) T(g ', a12) 'Ky ¢ 'Kia;p
g0 K — 2 F ; 1, 7.¢ 2.48d
Ci2 (al-,Qa 172) {azq;d} 9(K1a12) F(K27K1a12)2 1 qg a1 4o ,P;znN12| , ( )

where o F; is the elliptic hypergeometric series (Definition A.4). These contributions are summarized in a
matrix form as follows,

W (01,25 K1 2)

Ve, (a1,2; Ki2) =
U (01,25 K1 2)

(g ", a21) 0 ' K1 gy 'Ksam
) 0(zK1a12, K1) m2E1 1, 14y Dy 2 K12
- Q(Kbé(llzv ;Kl) [f2 2 2| - (249
a2 i 11
O S (g5} Ky ¢ 'K
9(K1a12) (QQ ,a12) o 42 2 4> 1a12;q2_1,p;zK12
['(K3, Kia12) 4y tars

Similarly, we have

\I’(el,_,’?) (a1,2; K1,2)

Ve, (a1,2; K1,2) =
‘1’(6(1’11) (a1,2; K1,2)

(gt a K1 ¢ 'Ksa _
0(az1) MzEl S P P
—_— 0 (K1, Kzaz1) 4 tan
_ 0(K2a21) - : (2.50)
0(zK2a217K2) r 7 ?

1 —1 —1 —1
0(Kzas1, 2K) Llay sa1z) (62 Fo @2 Kaoz

—1
2 14y 5Dy 2 K12
F(K27K1a12) q2_1a12 2

from which we obtain the elliptic R-matrix as before (Proposition 2.8).

Elliptic ¢-KZ equation Let us consider the difference equation for the two-point elliptic conformal block.

Lemma 2.14. We have

‘I’(ell’f) (a1, pas; K1,2) = ‘1’531,;?) (a1, a2; K1 2) W(eol’;)(al,pag;l(m) = \11(602’11)(a1,a2;K172)

10

22K 22Ky
(2.51)
Proof. This immediately follows from the integral formulas (2.46) and (2.47). O
Defining the weight factor (see also (2.8)),
Ko = Kagqy ", (2.52)
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and imposing the zero weight condition, K12 = ¢?, we may rewrite

\I’g;f)(al,paz;lﬁ,g) = ‘1’5312’?)(@1,@2;}(1,2)’ . ‘I’Egol’j)(al,pdz;f(m) = \I’Eg(l’ll)(al,GQ;KLz) L

Z—2ky Z—zky
(2.53)
Hence, we have
Pe,, =Yg, L (2.54)
az—paz 22K,

We remark that the zero weight condition was first discussed in [FJMT93]. See also a recent manuscript on
this subject [Kon20].

Proposition 2.15. Under the zero weight condition K5 = ¢?, we have the elliptic ¢-KZ equation,

\11612

2—szko \11621 = R12—>21\I](312 . (255)

az—paz

Similarly, we have

Ve, vy, = B21512] L Weys (2.56)

a1 —pai a1—pai

ez, = R21512Wey,
a1 —pai

This is the simplest case of the elliptic ¢-KZ equation. Let us discuss a generic situation as follows.

Lemma 2.16. Let We,  be the elliptic conformal block in the chamber €, ,. Then, under the zero weight
condition K --- K,, = ¢?*, the following holds,

k k
‘IIE = \IIE
1...n aﬂ_}pan nl...n—1 Z—>ZKI;

(2.57)
where k,, is the weight factor defined in (2.52).

Proof. Denoting T'(:) = T'(:;¢5*,p) and 6(-) = 6(-,¢; "), the elliptic conformal block associated with the
configuration k = (k1,...,k,) is given by

e 1 tT(quaiy) P(aq/zi)

k k —92p.
0(q1;:) O(an/z;) | 0(2q; " Kfacuy/xi)0(Key)
X S —_ . 2.58
v H 0(;s) H H 0(Kaaa /i) Q(Kc(i)ac(i)/xi)a(zqupiKf) (2.58)
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Then, recalling K = K1 K-+ K.y = K1), we have

1
\Ijél .n =

k
[(qiwiy) Iaa/zi)
Ap—Pan H [dg] H 1$ ) H

. vy ij) K aa/a:z

qlxz
H j

x

=1,k i<j i)

l

O(an/xz;) 0(aa /)
8 J—[ o I 5

0(2ay " K1._o(iyaetiy /)0 (Kew)

Knan/z:) azets) TS ala/Ti) | O(Keayacg /2:)0(2q; 2 K1, .o(i))
07 [ (17 _Oaa/e) ) 60za, ™ Kr.nan/)0(K,)

oo O(Kaaa/m:) | 0(pKyan/2:)0(2q, P K )

i=1,....ky 1 b r 1T45 Qo xz 1.13]L
Lok k'jg[dx]l—[ I(‘?x”) H Iaa/zi) ym H 0(q

vk [(Kaaa/zi) & 1<i<j<k 0(z;i)
n

DR ety ey /700 (K o)
O0(K oty ey /2)0(205 P Ky o))

b Qp [ T4 9 au xl 9(’2
11 0(an/xi) H / q

i=kn+1 (K an/xz) (Kaaa/x )

k’n.
XH [9(2’(11 PRy nan)2)0 ]

(K an/zv) Zqq 2pl[(l n

(2.59)
where we denote
!
O(q1z5:) H 0(quwi;) H 0(q17:) H 0(qu;i)
H —_— = —_ —_ — (2.60)
1<i<j<k 0(z;i) 1<i<kn <j<k 0(zi;) 1<i<j<kn 0(z;:) ken+1<i<j<k 0(z;:)
Moreover, due to the symmetrization, we may change the ordering of the z-variables, (x1,...,2g) —
(Tkp 415+ Tk, L1, -, T, ), tO compute
1 [(q1wi;) [(an/z;) 0(quji)
Ue = f{ da] [ =2 —— U Sym —
Ci.n A —Pan k! N oy F(.’Eij) i:H.,k F(Kaaa/a:i) T 1<£]g;<k 9(1‘]1)
a=1,....,n
k—ky —2pitky,
v a(an/xz) H aoz/wz G(Z(h Klu.c( Yac(i )/xz)a(Kc(z)>
=1 G(Knan/ah) O¢<c(7,)9 K CLa/SCz) G(Kc(i)ac(i)/zi) (qurk?L kKl..Ac(i))
E i don ke
% H [Q(ZQ1 2Pi+kn kKl nan/mi)o(Kn) (2 61)
i=k—k,+1 6(Knan/xi) (ZQ?L]C 2kl(l...n)
This is identified with \II% o under the zero weight condition K;. ., = ¢i O
can— 23z 1 n
Let

I

(2.62)
a'<a
Then, we have the dynamical elliptic ¢-KZ equation for the elliptic conformal block

Theorem 2.17. The elliptic conformal block obeys the dynamical elliptic ¢-KZ equation

Ve, ., R Rot1,a(26641) ++ Rna(zK7,) Ria(2) - Ro—1,a(zhg_1)¥e, ., - (2.63)
Ao —Pao Ao —PAa
The zero weight condition implies the periodicity &

=k, fora=1,...
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This elliptic ¢-KZ solution was first constructed in the context of elliptic quantum group U, , (;[2) [FIMT93,
Fel94a, Konl7]. We emphasize that the conformal block of the W-algebra W, , (A1) itself satisfies the ¢-KZ
equation, directly establishing the quantum ¢-Langlands correspondence between the electric block and the
magnetic block. Moreover, we do not need to insert an additional stable envelope for the elliptic setup
compared with the trigonometric situation [AO16].

2.1.4 Trigonometric conformal block

We denote (-)oo = (+;¢5 *)oo and [] = PE[]~!. We consider the trigonometric conformal block associated
with the configuration k = (ki,...,k,) given by

1 logz 1 = i (x4 (Kata/7i)so
vE o= = 2 log aqg fdx oo T id)oe L
o e (5 S B ) faa T T e T G
a=1,.. 7”
(g1 k A /2]
S 12;] _aafzd | 2.64
XymH[ H Koao /2 (2.64)
1<J =1 a<e(i)
Lemma 2.18. The trigonometric version of Lemma 2.16 holds,
vl = 2Tl : (2.65)
1...n a A)qz— an nl...n—1

where the factor £* — k,, corresponds to the weight associated with the n-th operator (see also (2.52)).

Proof. We have

k
\IJEI, n
Un—qy  Gn

ZHT& 1ng i Ho 1 %ﬁ dxi 7lo:i§1 ﬁ xlj H K aa/xz)oo
= exp | ——— —loga x,

k! log g5 ! = 2 “ sl 2mix; oy (1) 00 - aa/:z?z)oO

[z 1y | lan/zi] [aq /2]
X SymH j H
z [4] el [Kpan /] a<e(i) [KaGa /4]

zi—qy 'z Bo _p k logz_ k
i=1,..kn, 2 2 ' log =z Lo % dr; “esa x” (Ko aa/xl o

= exp loga . 2

k! <1quz azl a) 21_-[ 2miz; i 1;[ (1%4§) o0 H " (a/Ti)oo

1,...n

> Sym H qlle H [an/xi] H [aa/xi] , (266)

z 1<i<j<k ]7, i=kn+1 [Knan/xz] a<c(i) [Kaaa/wi]

where we denote

I%%- T %% 1% ooy e

1<i<j<k [x”] 1<i>k, <j>k [x”] 1<i<j<kn kn+1<i<j<k [x”]
Changing the ordering of the z-variables, (z1,...,zr) = (Tk,+1,--., Tk, 1,...,Zk, ) (the stable envelope is
invariant under this change due to the symmetrization), we obtain the result. O

Proposition 2.19. Let h, be an operator that counts the weight of the a-th operator. Then, we have the
q¢-KZ equation,

\I/(fl___n 1 = Ra+1,a(q2aa+1/aa)"‘Rn,a(q2an/ao¢)zhnR1,a(a1/aa)"'Rafl,a(aozfl/aa)\:[jelmn .
(2.68)



(a) Single screened case (b) Double screened case
Figure 1: Quivers for Wy, , (A1) block. The red edge describes the interaction of two nodes (the so-called

0d theory contribution).

Compared with the elliptic case (Theorem 2.17), there is no dependence of the dynamical parameter z

in the trigonometric ¢-KZ equation except for the factor z"»

2.2 Double screening current

We now consider the vertex operator screened by both types of the screening currents S; ;. We assume
|Q1,2| > 1.

Definition 2.20. We define the (m;|mz)-screened vertex operator,

mlma2 2 R dxo’,i
Z\milm2) (g) = ?{ ] T[T I @ox(@/2oi 2K)Se(z00) | Zx(a),  [dz] = HHW. (2.69)
v ce2 \i=1,...,m, ce2i=1 %

We apply the ordered product under the radial ordering configuration,

Ty, = Timy—1 >~ = T12~T11 > Q
" " (2.70)
T2 mo ™ T2ma—1 > " > T22 > T21 > G

Since S; and So commute, we do not need to specify the ordering between the - and xo-variables.

Let (kqilky) = (k11,k1.2,- -, k1n | k21, k22, .., k2,). We denote 6 = 2\o for o € 2. Then we have the
conformal block of the screened vertex operators in the chamber denoted by Ci3. 5, : a1 &= as = -+ > an,

wi ) (g, K) = (0] Z8 1" (an) 252122 (ag) - 28812 (a,) 0) /(0] Zic, (a1) Zkc, (a2) -+~ Zic,, (an) [0)

= I 2= C"’“ j{dx I] ®s(z,.0) Stabo_(z,,0) ] - - —— (2.71)

ey ey i W= @@ni/r5)(1 = qrvgj/1,4)

This conformal block computes the intersecting vortex theory supported on C,, and C,, [GLFPP16, PP16,
KN21]. From the geometric point of view, it is constructed from the intersection of (moduli spaces of)
quasimaps, which gives rise to the doubled version of the handsaw quiver (Fig. 1b). It can be seen as 121\1
quiver theory as it involves two gauge nodes with two bifundamental matters. In fact, this configuration is
closely related to U(kq|kz) supergroup gauge theory [KP19, Kim23].

Pole structure We reparametrize the x; p-variables, (25,i)i=1,...k, = (Zo,a,i)a=1,...n,i=1,....k,.o- Lhere are
three possible types of the poles for o € 2, 6 = 2\0, (i) 5,0 = aaquo, (i) 25,0, = xa,a,j(<i)£]6q§§07 and
(ili) Zp,a,i = T5,a,j¢-- Here we take the following poles:

—Vo,a,1

—V, “+v, _ —V, i
Lo,a,l = aly ) Zo,a,i = Lo,a,i—19595 TeniToeint aocq qa 7, (272)
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where (V. )a=1,..n IS & set of inverse partitions,
Va=0<1v101 < <Viak..), Vo= (ko <1201 < < aksa)- (2.73)

The entries of v1 o, are all non-negative, while those of 15, can be negative, 15 4,; > —k1 . We take the
type (iii) poles for the zs-variable to have the negative value through the following path, 141 = @a,
T1,0,2 = Aad2, -5 Tla,d = aaqg_l, then z2.41 = %1,0,d92 = aaqg, which corresponds to 15 o1 = —d, and
also v o =0fori=1,...,dwithd=#{114:=0,i=1,..., k1 o} = k1, —€(v1,o) (the length of partition
A denoted by £(A) = A7).

FEzxample 2.21. In the case n = 1 with k; = k11 = 6, k2 = ko1 = 8, we may have the following configuration,

—1 \—’ f(lll) X kg

(2.74)

> g1

where
vy = (070707071a2)5 Vo = (_47 _4a _37_3a_1707273)’ (275)
with £(v1) = 2 and thus d = 4.

Combining —v1 4, V3 ,, and also the rectangular part of the size (1 ) X ka,q (the green part in Exem-
ple 2.21), the whole part is interpreted as (an inverse of) the fat hook partition, which parametrizes the irre-
ducible representation of supergroup U(k1 |k2,o). This counting rule is naturally seen as a two-dimensional
analog of the two-leg PT count: We may have two boundary conditions parametrized by one-dimensional
partitions (ki o and kg o for each a =1,...,n).

Proposition 2.22. Let K, = ¢{**¢5"", to.a € Z>o for 0 = 1,2, a = 1,...,n. Then, ¥& = 0 unless
0< ko,a < Ho,o-

This is a double version of Proposition 2.7, which is also called the (two-dimensional version of) pit
condition [BFM15]. Moreover, Proposition 2.12 can be also generalized to the current case: Starting with
the 5d A/ =1 U(n) gauge theory on C,, x C4, x S* with n fundamental and n antifundamental matters with
the Higgsing condition K, = m,/ms = qf”’qé“’, we obtain the intersecting defect partition function, which
realizes the double screening current situation [DGH10, BTZ11, GLFPP16, PP16, GLFMS17, NPZ17, KN21].
As mentioned above, the double screening current situation may be seen as the two-dimensional two-leg PT
count. From this point of view, the 3d/5d relation is then interpreted as the two-dimensional version of
DT/PT correspondence, equivalence of DO brane counting and D2 brane counting. We see the higher-

dimensional uplift of this story in the following section.
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3 W (4y) conformal block

q1,2,3,4

We consider the W-algebra associated with Ao quiver (Jordan quiver) introduced in [KP15], which depends
on four parameters {¢, }re4 with the condition,

71924394 = 1. (3.1)

Identifying {q1,2,34} with the equivariant parameters associated with C*, this is the Calabi-Yau 4-fold

condition.

Definition 3.1. For A C 4, we denote A = 4\A. We define the vertex operators {S1 23.4,Z} associated
with Ay quiver, obeying the following OPEs for lgs] > 1, 0 € 4,

’ ('75//-755(1;1)00 (hwl/x;qgl)w
So(2)Sy(z") = oa , 2a
(23] (g5 ' /745 ) oo 1;[ (gora’ /735 ) oo (3:22)
So(x)sa/(x/) = Sﬁ(qul/l‘) ) So (1”)50(1‘) = SW(QJ’x/x,) ) (U 7é U/) (32b)
7oy = BT T345 ) oo e ()= o T/ a5 oo .
So(0)2se(e) (' /2305 oo Ael)Sa (1) (K~ lgo ' a/a' g5 oo | (3:20)
Zg(x)z = (K2)Zk(x), (3.2d)
with the § function,
) = (1 - qu)(l - Sch,/)
Sao'( ) - (1 — J,')(l — Zngg/) . (33)
For |¢,| < 1, we instead have
e o (@2540)00 (Q%fl/x§%)oo .
30(@)Se(@) = (402" /2345)o0 12 (45723 00)o0 (34a)
SJ(LL')ZK(:C/) _ (402’ /73 G0 ) oo ZK(CC/)SJ(.%') _ (K_lx/xl§QU)oo (3.4D)

(qux’/as;qa)oo ’ (x/z/;QJ)oo

In this case, we do not impose the non-trivial relation between z and S, as in (2.2c). We remark that
S, and S,/ commute if 0 # o’. See (3.2b).

Remark 3.2. The vertex operator Z would be identified with (the rank-one case of) ¢; in [Shil9, §2.3],
associated with the framing spaces of the affine Laumon space. Moreover, (the rank-one case of) their

screening current .S; agrees with (one of) ours, S.

Lemma 3.3. For o € 4, we write & = 4\o. For |g,| > 1, we may rewrite the screening current OPE as

follows,
S ( )S ( /)_ ((m//‘r)i1§qgl)oo(%’a”(m//x)i1§qgl)oo G(QU’x//x§qgl)e(qa”x//x;qgl) ( "ol e 7)
o\T)3s\T") = / +1. ,—1 ’ +1. ,—1 0z /2 a=1)0 1 =LY g,0 g
(qa’(x /l’) ;4o )oo(Qo’”(x /Ll?) 3 4o )oo ({E /x7QU ) (qg’a”x /mv%f )
(3.5a)
/ +1. -1 .6 o ’ : -1
—_ (('T /l‘) 7qo- )OO Ha‘ co (q (E/(E QG' ) (35b)

(4o (@ /2) 5 05 oo [T s (0o (/)5 05 o 02" fa305 )
3.1 Single screening current

In this subsection, we set S(x) = S4(x) and assume |g4] > 1. We apply the same definition for the screened

vertex operator as before (Definition 2.3).
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Proposition 3.4. We have the two different integral formulas for the conformal block in the chamber

Cilo.m:ar >=ag = -+ > Ap,
G, (@ K) = (012 (@) 25 (@2) - 25 (an) [0) / (01 Zic, (1) 2, (a2) -+ Zic, (a) [0)
K —~—F
= C%k(f) 7{ [dz] @,/ (2, a)Staby,, (2, ), (3.62)
: ¥
K —~—M
= ) J 1) 0} (. )STab 00, (3.60)
: %l
where the principal parts are defined by
k
@59 o 3 K aa/xz q )oo
@E.g/ (&, Q) _ (Qj jvqa' ) (%x ]7qo' y Yo , (37&)
’ g ngega/(qa”mz],(b [e%e) :p’ aa/xi,qo— )00
a=1,...,n
k -1
ijs [e’e) K fe% v Ye oo
@y(g,a) _ H (I'J ds ) - H a /‘T ‘. ) ’ (37b)
i Horew(torijiao )oo =1 (aa/Ti; 45 oo
with the constant term under a slight modification from (2.13),
CO—)E 0N )= ﬁ . .
i=1 e(ZKi7q0' )
We define two different off-shell elliptic (pre-)stable envelopes as follows,
a=rra 0 o"Ljiy (s
Stabo_ o k(Z,a) = SymH 1, e (402513 45")
iy 0(jis a0 )0 drzrjisas )
y ﬁ [o<ei 0aa/zia; 0K aciy /253 65") Tlas iy 0(Kata /@i 45 ") (3.98)
i=1 o 0(Kaaa/zi05 ")
Staby (2, a) = SymH M
L 000
y ﬁ Ha<c(i) O(an/s; q;l)ﬁ(szac(i)/xi; (I;l) Ha>c(i) O(Kata/2s; (I;l) (3.9b)
i=1 szl G(Kaa'a/-r%q:f_l)
Proof. 1t directly follows from Definition 3.1 with Lemma 3.3. O

—~F

For the moment, the choice of o’ € 4 in ®F 4.0 and Staby, ., is not unique. It would be determined by the
The conformal block in the “Fock formula” (3.6a) is identified
as the Coulomb branch localization formula of the 3d ADHM sigma model [CHK19, CDZ20], where the

corresponding matter content is described by the quiver diagram given in Fig. 2a. Namely, it turns out to be

specialization of the parameter K, = q,.

the vertex function associated with the quasimaps to the Hilbert scheme of points on C? denoted by Hilby, (C?)
for n = 1 [DS19], and the corresponding Quot scheme for n > 1. In the “MacMahon formula” (3.6b), it
turns out to be similarly the vertex function for the quasimaps to Hilby(C?) [CZ23, Pia23] and also the
higher-rank analog. See the corresponding quiver in Fig. 2b. One can realize two different forms based on
the same vertex operator as observed before [KN23].

—~—FM
The stable envelopes Stab are associated with the degree n tensor product of Fock and the MacMahon

——FM
modules of quantum toroidal gl; as discussed below. We remark that Stab defined above are not yet
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precisely the stable envelopes: The expression of §‘EEI/)F does not agree with that given by Smirnov [Smil8]
(in the case n = 1, hence associated with Hilby (C?)) although they have a close form. The stable envelope for
C3 is not yet even constructed. For generic (n, k), the stable envelopes for C? and C? should be parametrized
by n-tuple 2d and 3d partitions of size k. For this purpose, it would be plausible to update the definition
of the screened vertex operator (Definition 2.3) in order that it depends on 2d/3d partitions. We may need

the tree structure as discussed in [Smil8] for the case C2. In order to emphasize this point, we would also

——FM
call Stab the “pre-stable envelopes”.

3.1.1 Fock formula

Pole structure Let z,; = Tity o ke for i = 1,...,k, as before. The poles of the contour integral are
parametrized by n-tuple partitions A = (A1,...,\,), hence corresponding to the n-tensor product of the

Fock modules of quantum toroidal gl;,

Ta,1 = aa(u_na ', Loy = xa,j(<i)Q1Q4_n°'i or ma,j(<i)‘]2£]4_na’i . (3~10)

Hence, we have
La,i = aaQil 1‘];2 1Q4 ot S (ilviQ) € Ao, (311)

where we denote the position of the i-th coordinate in the partition A, by ¢ = (i1,42) for simplicity. As
pointed out in [CDZ20], the configuration PPy := {m, ;,% = (i1,92) € Aa}a=1,... n is interpreted as an n-tuple
inverse plane partition whose base is fixed by the partitions A = {A,}. Similarly to Propositions 2.7 and
2.22, we should impose K, = g3 to realize this pole structure. Namely we take <I>£;3 for the principal part of

the conformal block. It has been known that this box counting structure agrees with the one-leg PT3 count.

Vertex function In order to deal with the conformal block, we introduce the combinatorial notations.
Let A, be a partition and ¢ = (i1,42) € Ay for @ = 1,...,n. We denote by A}, the transposition of \,. We
define the arm length and the leg length as follows,

aq (1) = Aa iy — i2, Ia(1) = Ay iy — 91 (3.12)
We have the following formula.

Lemma 3.5. Let 0, = {aagi™ ! ’2 Nae Lyomi(in,iz)era € PPy, and we denote () = (343 Doo. Then, we
have the following combinatorial formula for the contour integral,

—1\k 331]
IA(Q):%?{[ H% ooH 2 11 {aa/7) 1

oy (q1,2%i5) o0 —_ oo (1221 /0 ) 00

= H H(aﬁaql o (i) +1 2—&,3(2) -1 H 450l Ig(4) aa()+1)oo ' (3.13)

1<a,B<n [i€Xg i€

Proof. This can be shown in the same way as Lemma 2.10. We rewrite the contour integral as the equivariant

index,

In(a) = ch A [Plv (P1,KKY — NK" — ngKNV)] , (3.14)
4 (13N
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where chPa = [],c4(1 —¢qo) and ch Qs = [[,c4 ¢ for A C 4. Noticing (see, e.g., [Nak99, Kim20] for
details)

i —ag(i —I5(i) aa(i
ch[PKKY — NKY — QuKNY]y =~ > ago [ S i@ g @@ 4 37 g " 0gg=0+1 ) | (3.15)
B 1<a,f<n =y i€Aa
and then evaluating the index, we obtain the formula. O

This is the g-shifted version of the Nekrasov partition function of U(n) gauge theory on C, x C,, x
St [Nek02, NOO03], which is given by the equivariant integral over the instanton moduli space isomorphic to
the Hilbert scheme of points on C? and its higher-rank analog.

We evaluate the contour integral with the poles given in (3.11). The principal part of the conformal block

is given as follows.

Theorem 3.6. For i = (i1,is) and j = (j1, j2), we write ¢iy = q( 1d2) ¢ ¢%2. We denote (-)m = (545 Dm
and 0(-) = 0(-;q; ). We put K, = g3 for a = 1,...,n. Then, the contribution of the principal part of the

conformal block associated with the poles specified in (3.11) is given as follows,

1
H?{ [dz] Df5(z,0) =2y Y Zx (3.16)
At TEPPy
where
k ,
7y = _(CI# I twosma® TT | T @sed O 6 @) TT @soay Va2 |
(42 )k (ar2)k 1<a,B<n 1<a,B<n |icAs i€a
z€>\
(3.17a)
i /i i
Zy = H (01,2080 012/ q12) 75 —as H (q12aﬁa/Q1i2)77ra,i . (3.17b)
i)#£(B (aﬁaqm/(hz)ms j—Ta, I(Q12aﬁa‘h2/qlz)m j—Tai o,f=1,..., (Q123a50‘/q12)_7"mi

1€

This is a higher-rank version of the vertex function associated with the Hilbert scheme of points on
C? given by [DS19, CDZ20]. See also [CHK19]. In this expression, there is no counting parameter in the
summation over m € PP,. In fact, the stable envelope gives rise to the factor 217l in the summation, which

is a consequence of the quasiperiodicity of the kernel function ¢ (-,-) as seen in Proposition 2.11.

3.1.2 MacMahon formula

Pole structure Let z,; = Tity o ke for i =1,...,k, as before. The poles of the contour integral are
parametrized by n-tuple plane partitions = = (m1,...,T,),
—Na,1 —Na,i —Na,i —Na,i
Tal =0y 'y Tai = Taj<iy@idy ' OT Tq j(<i)q2dy O Zoj(<i)q3qs " - (3.18)

Hence, we have

1 1 1 —Pa,i . S
Tai = aaqy @R qE g ", i = (61,4, 13) € Ta (3.19)
where SPr := {paijk,? = (i1,92,93) € Ta}ta=1,.. n is interpreted as an n-tuple inverse solid partition with

the fixed base given by the plane partition m = {m,}.

" SIS C I X:) 1)
Proposition 3.7. Let K, = ¢|'* ¢4 ¢4* , pta € Zsp for a« = 1,...,n. Then, Z; = 0 unless (ua’ +

1 ,u(Q) +1 u(?’) +1) & 7,
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Vertex function The contour integral evaluated with the poles (3.19) gives rise to the following vertex

function. We denote g}y; = qg%’h’h) = qi' g2 g% for i = (iy, iz, 13).

Theorem 3.8. We denote (-),, = (+;¢; )m- The contribution of the principal part of the conformal block
associated with the poles specified in (3.19) is given as follows,

1
o [dz] <I>4 z,a) Z Z, (3.20)
> J{p} BGSPi
where
5 (q1,2,3)% ch 1 1 KKY - NKY - NKVY 3.21
T = (q_l) A ]-3123 ( _Q1,2,3) - + 0 9 ( a)
4 ] sl
7 _ H (Q1,2,3a5aqﬁ)pﬁ,j—m,z‘ H (aﬁo‘qi_l)_p“vi (3.21b)
£ (i) £(B.5) (a'ﬁocqji)/)li,j_poc,i a,B=1,...n (KﬁaﬁaQZl)fpa,i
1ET o

This is a higher-rank version of the vertex function associated with the Hilbert scheme of points on C3
given by [CZ23, Pia23]. Again, there is no counting factor z/2/ in the summation over p € SPx, which can

be imposed by the stable envelope thanks to the quasiperiodicity of the kernel function ¢k (-, ).

3.2 Multiple screening current

We consider the conformal block of the multi-screened vertex operators, and discuss its relation to the

enumerative invariants.

Definition 3.9. Let m = {my}req € Zéo We define the m-screened vertex operator,

Z(ﬂl) a)

j{dz
.

N

H Po, K <ma

o,

a ,zK>Sa(xa,1:) Zk(a) H

0€4,|qs|>1 \i=1,...,mc 7 0€4,|qo|<1 \i=1,....,mc

, zK) So(Zo,i)

(3.22)

When we consider the quadruple screened case (m, > 0 for all 0 € 4), one cannot take all the parameters
lg5] > 1 nor |¢,| < 1 as a consequence of the condition (3.1). Hence, we should consider both situations in

this case. For the other cases, we can take all the parameters |¢,| > 1 or |¢,| < 1 for simplicity.

Fock formula We take K, = q4 and k, = (ka,1,ka,2,kq,3,0) for all @« = 1,...,n to consider the Fock
formula. We assume |q1 23] > 1. Then, we have the contour integral formula of the conformal block as

follows,
k k k k
Ve (a5q0) = (0205 (1) 28 (as) -+ 25 (@n) 10) /(01 Zg, (a1)Zg, (a2) - - Zg, () [O)

H Cok % [dz] H <I> (z,,a Stabg4 k(Z H H 8~ (qo0r j/T0oi).  (3.23)

oe3 ko! o€l 0,0'€8 i=1,.
7j=1,. k

The poles of this contour integral are parametrized by n-tuple three-dimensional partitions with a triple
of boundary two-dimensional partitions {A,},c3. If there is no interaction between different directions

organized by the 8 functions, it is just a union of three inverse plane partitions {PP Ag}geg similar to
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(a) Single case (F) (b) Single case (M) (c) Triple case (F) (d) Quadruple case (M)

Figure 2: Quivers for W, , ,, (Ag) block. (F) and (M) stand for the Fock and the MacMahon formula,
respectively. The solid (dashed) lines indicate the chiral (Fermi) multiplets, and the red ones are multiple

0d theory contributions.

Wy, (A1) algebra as seen in §2.2. Due to the 8 function factors, the pole structure turns out to be compatible
with the PT3 count.

The conformal block (3.23) is identified with the partition function of gauge origami of D2 branes sup-
ported on {C, },e3, whose matter content is given by the quiver shown in Fig. 2c. Each direction gives rise to
the vertex function associated with the quasimaps in the corresponding geometry, and the total contribution
would be given by the equivariant Euler characteristics of the moduli space of the intersecting sheaves, that

we call the origami vertex function.

MacMahon formula We finally consider the fully generic situation. The conformal block of the multi-

screened vertex operator is given by the following contour integral,
UE (@ K) = (0128 (@1)Z8 (a2) -+ 2% (a0) 0) /(0] Zie, (a1)Zic, a2) -+ Z 0
€. \GL8) = K, \01)£k; (a2 ko (an)[0) /(0| Zk, (a1)Z Kk, (a2) K, (an) [0)
Co.k ——M
= H ]i)a? %y[dx] H (Dg/l(&U?Q)Stabo,E(&aaQ) H H Sﬁ(qg$g/7j/mg,i) . (324)

oc4 oc4 o,0'e4 i=1,... .k,

J=1k g

For o € 4 with |¢,| < 1, the principal part and the stable envelope are understood through the analytic

/_\—/M
01,2,3407 55,4 Staba’k‘qh2=3,4%ql_,;,3,4'
lg1,2.3] > 1 and |g4] < 1. In this case, the fourth-direction should be differently treated although the final
result is expected to be symmetric for g; 234. Such an asymmetric treatment gives rise to a peculiar sign

continuation <I>1(\,/[| Due to the condition (3.1), we take for example

factor specific to the 4-fold counting [Nek17d, NP18]. The poles of the contour integral are parametrized
by n-tuple four-dimensional partitions with a quadruple of boundary three-dimensional plane partitions
{7, }oca, and its structure is expected to be compatible with (the higher-rank version of) the four-leg PT4
count discussed in the literature [CKM19, Mon22, Liu23, NP23].

The conformal block (3.24) is the partition function of gauge origami of D2 branes on {C, },c4 described
by the quiver shown in Fig. 2d. Again from the geometric point of view, it would be identified with the fully

generic origami vertex function in C2.

Conjecture 3.10. The conformal blocks (3.23) and (3.24) are the rank-n multi-leg PT vertex of C* and C*.

25



A Special functions

Definition A.1 (¢-hypergeometric series, e.g., [GR04]). The ¢-hypergeometric series is defined

ay - Gp B (a1y...yar;9)a n I+s—r
r¢s b 45T _Z(— ((_1)dq( )) xdv

bly---abSaQ;q)d

where we denote

T

(a1, ariq)a = [ J(aisq)a-

i=1

Proposition A.2 (Heine’s transformation formula). Let |z| < 1. We have

a b b,ax;q)oo c/b x
201 Sq;x :%%ﬁl ;b (bl < 1)
c — (¢ @5 q) oo ar —

a,b; q) o c/a x
= ((.)2¢1 sgal| (la] <1)
C7x7Q)oo be —

Definition A.3 (Elliptic gamma function). For p,q € C* with |p|, |¢| < 1, we define

(pgz""sp, @)oo
[(z;p,q) = W
obeying the functional relation
T'(pz;p, q) ['(g2;p,q)
—— =0(z;q), ——= =10(z;p).
['(2;p,q) (z:9) ['(z;p,q) (=)

Definition A.4 (Elliptic hypergeometric series, e.g., [Ros16]). We define

ay o Qr4l A1y. ., Q 3q,D)d
r1E; iamiz sz(( 1’b Tzlf ’ ))
1 e - d>0 q,01,-.-,0r54,P)d
where
r d
(a1, ariq,p)a = [[(assap)a,  (aiq,p)a =[] 0(aq™sp).
i=1 n=0

The parameters should obey the balancing condition,

a1a2...ar+1:qb1...br'
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