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We study the quantum sheaf cohomology of flag manifolds with deformations of the
tangent bundle and use the ring structure to derive how the deformation transforms under
the biholomorphic duality of flag manifolds. Realized as the OPE ring of A /2-twisted two-
dimensional theories with (0,2) supersymmetry, quantum sheaf cohomology generalizes the
notion of quantum cohomology. Complete descriptions of quantum sheaf cohomology have
been obtained for abelian gauged linear sigma models (GLSMs) and for nonabelian GLSMs
describing Grassmannians. In this paper we continue to explore the quantum sheaf cohomol-
ogy of nonabelian theories. We first propose a method to compute the generating relations
for (0,2) GLSMs with (2,2) locus. We apply this method to derive the quantum sheaf coho-
mology of products of Grassmannians and flag manifolds. The dual deformation associated
with the biholomorphic duality gives rise to an explicit IR duality of two A /2-twisted (0,2)
gauge theories.
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1 Introduction

Quantum cohomology has been an important concept in algebraic geometry and string the-
ory. It captures nonperturbative corrections to charged matter couplings in heterotic string
compactifications when the gauge connection is determined by the spin connection. In this
case, the worldsheet theory has (2,2) supersymmetry. The coupling constants of the four-
dimensional theory can be computed by the A and B model topological field theories. The
OPE ring of the A model gives rise to quantum cohomology, which has been well-studied in
the mathematics literature.

Quantum sheaf cohomology is a generalization of quantum cohomology. It emerges when
the worldsheet theory has only (0,2) supersymmetry. In this case, the charged matter cou-
plings can be computed by the A/2 and B/2 pseudo-topological field theories [I]. (See also
e.g. [13H29].) The moduli space of the (0,2) theory may contain a locus on which supersym-
metry is enhanced to (2,2). It was shown in [2] that the OPE rings of the A/2 and B/2
models, which are finite-dimensional truncations of the infinite-dimensional chiral ring, are
still topological at least in a neighborhood of the (2,2) locus.

Quantum sheaf cohomology is the OPE ring of the A/2 model, which reduces to the
ordinary quantum cohomology on the (2,2) locus. If the left moving fermions couple to a
vector bundle £ over the target space X, then the underlying bigraded vector space of this
ring is

& H7(x, A0EY),

p,q
whose product structure encodes the (0,2) generalization of Gromov-Witten invariants. On
the moduli space of (0,2) deformations, there are codimension-one degenerate loci, along
which the theory does not define a vector bundle or the quantum sheaf cohomology cannot
be described as a deformation of the ordinary quantum cohomology. But if the moduli
space has a (2,2) locus, then these loci do not intersect the (2,2) locus. We take the (0,2)
deformations discussed in this paper to be generic so that they do not lie on the degenerate
loci.

Quantum sheaf cohomology on toric varieties has been studied in detail. A general de-
scription of the ring structure has been found from both physical perspectives [3|14] and
mathematical perspectives [0l[6]. It is shown that quantum sheaf cohomology can be repre-
sented by generators and relations.

A first step toward a description of the quantum sheaf cohomology associated with non-
abelian GLSMs is the study of deformed tangent bundles of Grassmannians. A purely
mathematical derivation of the classical sheaf cohomology of Grassmannians can be found
in [7]. Quantum corrections are taken into account in [§] by using the relations encoded in
the one-loop effective potential.



In this paper, we first propose a method to compute the ring relations of quantum sheaf
cohomology for any (0,2) GLSM which has a (2,2) locus on its moduli space. Though the
one-loop effective potential on the Coulomb branch encodes the quantum relations, it does
not contain enough information for the purpose of writing down all the relations in a gauge
invariant way. So our idea is to make use of the localization formula of [9] to deduce the
classical relations and then use the one-loop relations to incorporate quantum corrections.
(See e.g. [30H32] for more discussions on localization.) We describe this method in detail in
section

We first apply this method to Grassmannians to reproduce the result of [7,[8] and gen-
eralize it to the direct product of an arbitrary number of Grassmannians. We then use this
method to study the quantum sheaf cohomology of deformed tangent bundles of flag mani-
folds. The flag manifold F'(ky, k2, - - , k,, N) can be described by the geometric phase of an
N = (2,2) GLSM with

Ulky) x U(ky) x -+ x U(ky)

gauge group, one chiral multiplet in the bifundamental representation of U(k;) and U (k1)
for each ¢ and N chiral multipliets in the fundamental representation of U(k,) [10]. We
deform the theory by turning on nontrivial E-terms and thus break the (2,2) supersymme-
try to (0,2) supersymmetry. The deformation of the F-terms is parameterized by a set of
constants u; and a set of N x N matrices 4; fort =1,--- ,n, s=1,--- ,n—1. It turns out
that the quantum sheaf cohomology of flag manifolds can be written as

C[xgl)axél) ,ZL'§2),--- ax§n+1)>]/([+R)a

where I and R are ideals of relations to be computed in later sections. In this representation,
only the ideal R depends on the (0,2) deformation given by the E-terms.

There is a biholomorphic duality between F'(ky, k2, -+, N) and F(N—k,, N—k,_1,--- ,N—
ki1, N). When there is a deformation on F(kj, ko, -+, N) given by the data uf and Ay,
there should be a dual deformation on F(N — k,, N — k,_1,--- ,N — ky, N) given by u'}
and A} such that the deformed tangent bundles coincide. A natural question to ask is
how the two sets of data are related. If we can express u/; and A} as functions of
and A;, we get a pair of (0,2) GLSMs in IR duality, an analogue of Seiberg duality. One
side of the duality is a U(ky) x U(ky) X -+- x U(k,) quiver gauge theory, the other is a
UN —k,) X UN — k,—1) X -+ X U(N — k1) quiver gauge theory. The same problem can
be studied for product of Grassmannians. We will solve this problem in section (] by using
ring relations of the quantum sheaf cohomology.

This paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we first discuss general issues regarding
(0,2) deformation of GLSMs and then address our algorithm computing the ring structure
of quantum sheaf cohomology corresponding to (0,2) theories with (2,2) locus. We apply
this method to deformed tangent bundles of Grassmannians and products of multiple Grass-
mannians. We study general flag manifolds in section [3l We first review the structure of



ordinary quantum cohomology and rewrite it in a form that is suitable for generalizing to
the (0,2) case. Then we use our method to compute the quantum sheaf cohomology of flag
manifolds. In section dl we derive the explicit relationship between the (0,2) deformations
associated with the biholomorphic duality of flag manifolds. This correspondence amounts
to an analogue of Seiberg duality of (A/2-twisted) (0,2) quiver gauge theories.

2 Quantum sheaf cohomology of (0,2) GLSMs

2.1 (0,2) deformation

As mentioned in the introduction, we only consider N = (0,2) GLSMs with N = (2, 2) loci.
Since our interests lie in quantum sheaf cohomology, which does not depend on nonlinear
deformations, we can assume that the theory under consideration is defined by some linear
deformation of the E-terms of an N' = (2,2) theory. More precisely, let’s consider a GLSM
with gauge group G and corresponding Lie algebra g. The theory consists of a g-valued
vector multiplet, a chiral multiplet ¥ in the adjoint representation of g, chiral multiplets ®;
and Fermi multiplets A;. For each ¢, ®; and A; are in the same representation R; of g. The
FE-functions are given by

D\ = E(%,®),
where E is a holomorphic function linear in ¥ and in each ®/. On the (2,2) locus, the E
functions are given by

E' =%,

where Y acts on ®° according to the representation R;.

For example, the Grassmannian G(k, N) is described by a U(k) gauge theory with N
chiral multiplets and N fermi multiplets in the fundamental representation of U(k). Then
the E-functions with linear deformation are given by

DA, = S00; + AL(Trs) ), (1)

up to a field redefinition, where a, § are gauge indices and A is an N x N matrix. If we
take S to be the universal bundle and V to be the trivial bundle of rank N over G(k, N),
then the deformation given above defines a deformed tangent bundle through the short exact
sequence
0-SeS"LVves' —£—0. (2)
The above map ¢g can be represented as
ag — agxiﬁ + agAj-:cgé,

where z is the homogeneous coordinate of the Grassmannian. On the (2,2) locus A vanishes
and &£ becomes the tangent bundle. For special values of A, the deformation does not define a

>



vector bundle or the quantum sheaf cohomology is not a deformation of the ordinary quantum
cohomology. These values form codimension-one subvarieties, called the degenerate loci, of
the whole (0,2) moduli space, see [7,[8] for more details.

For the theories studied in this paper, we only consider the generic case, i.e. we assume
the (0,2) deformation is not on a degenerate locus of the moduli space.

2.2 Ring structure

The ring structure of quantum sheaf cohomology can be derived from the OPE on the
Coulomb branch. We denote the scalar component of ¥ by . On the Coulomb branch,
the operators in the quantum sheaf cohomology correspond to gauge invariant polynomials
in the diagonal elements of o. For example, for the Grassmannian G(k, N), because the
Weyl group is the permutation group of k elements, the operators in the quantum sheaf
cohomology are symmetric polynomials in the diagonal elements of o.

For Grassmannians, the classical relations have been derived using purely algebro-geometric
techniques in [7], and quantum corrections are computed in [8] by use of the one-loop effective
potential on the Coulomb branch.

In this paper we are going to study more complicated nonabelian gauge theories and we
will adopt another approach. This approach makes use of the localization formula of [9] and
equations of motion derived from the one-loop effective potential. We now discuss the idea
of this approach.

On the Coulomb branch, the E-functions read
Ei = UQE?(¢)>
where Ef are holomorphic functions. Then the mass matrix of the matter multiplets is
0F;
0% l4mp
Gauge invariance and the U(1)g symmetry imply that the matrix M is block diagonal, with
each block mixing fields with the same R-charge and the same weight of the gauge symmetry.
Let us denote by M, ,.) the block associated with the weight p, of the representation ~ of
the gauge group. We denote by 7, the R-charge of the corresponding chiral multiple. For

the theories we consider in this paper, 7, = 0. The common zero set of all the M, , )’s is
the origin.

Mij —

The localization formula of [9] expresses the A/2-twisted correlation functions on the
sphere as a sum over flux sectors with each summand given by a Jeffrey-Kirwan-Grothendieck

!Then the corresponding fermi multiplet has R-charge 7., — 1.
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residue. Explicitly, for any operator O(c) written as a gauge invariant polynomial, the
correlation function is
_1)N*

(O(0)) = ( ] > ¢*JKG — Res[n) 2, (0)O(0)doy A -+ A dowe, (3)

kelgv

where

270 = ()T ® D TTa(o)* T TT (det(Mep) ™. (4)

a>0 v pyERy
Here W is the Weyl group of the gauge group. N, is the number of chiral multiplets with
R-charge 2. T'gv = Z™() is the dual lattice of the weight lattice and
¢" = exp(27miT k)

with 7 the complexified FI parameter. In (), the first product is taken over all the positive
roots of the gauge group. We define

A= H alo).

a>0

In @3), JKG — Res|n] refers to the Jeffrey-Kirwan-Grothendieck residue, which depends on
an element 7 in the dual space of the Cartan subalgebra of the gauge group. The correlation
function does not depend on the choice of 7. As in [9], we take n to be the effective FI
parameter at infinity on the Coulomb branch:

1 .
n=¢&+ %bo Ah_{go log A, (5)
where ¢ is the FI parameter appearing in the FI term of the UV GLSM and
bo=2 > pi (6)
i piER;

where ¢ runs over all the chiral multiplets and p; runs over all the weights of the represenation
R;. For example, b§ = N for all a = 1,--- , k in the Grassmannian case described in the last
subsection.

An operator O is zero in the quantum sheaf cohomology if and only if the A/2 correlation
function

(OrO) =0 (7)

for any operator O. We will first derive the classical relations, so we take the ¢ — 0 limit in
@) and thus keep only the & = 0 term. As we will see, for the theories we consider in this



paper, 7 lies in the cone spanned by all the weights p, appearing in (), so the JKG-residue
reduces to the ordinary Grothendieck residue at o = 0. Because r., = 0, () implies
A2OR0O
eS(Q)
ny preRy (det(M(’YvP’y)))

for any operator O. Thus A? - Og must lie in the ideal generated by det(M, , ) with v
and p, running over all the representations and weights of the matter multiplets due to the
property of Grothendieck residues [

R

dOl/\---/\dO'rk(G) =0

In general, the quantum sheaf cohomology of the theories we consider is of the form
A/(I + R),

where A is a free C-algebra, [ is an ideal independent of the (0,2) deformation while the
ideal R depends on the deformation.

Assuming we know the ideal R on the (2,2) locus, the relations off the (2,2) locus can be
found via the following procedure. First, we turn off the (0,2) deformation. Let us denote the

(2,2)

mass matrices on the (2,2) locus by M(i’ ..y~ From the discussion above, the (2,2) relations

in R multiplied by A% can be expressed as polynomials in det(M((j 2 ) Let R(2 ) be a set
of relations generating R on the (2,2) locus, then we can write
2,2)
AR = P, (det(M(>2)))
for some polynomials P,.

Next we turn on (0,2) deformation and use the expressions for det(M(, ,.)) with generic
M2 Y.
(r:p ))

A2RT = Pr(det(M(%pﬂ{))).

Once we rewrite the relations R, above in a gauge invariant way, we get a set of generators
of R in the classical limit for generic (0,2) deformation. Note that this is guaranteed because
the deformation is not on the degenerate locus.

deformations to substitute det(M

At a generic point on the Coulomb branch, the effective J-functions are [3],4],9]
1 a
=T —%Z Z pvlog det (My,p.)) —§Za ,
Y pyERy a>0

where a is the index of the Cartan subalgebra. Quantum corrections to the relations can be
incorporated by using the equations of motion derived from the effective .J-functions above,

which read .
HH (det(]w(w)v)»p7 = (—1)Ze0"g, (8)

Y Py
for all a. From these equations one can compute the quantum relations.

2See (0.7) of [11].



2.3 Grassmannians

In order to illustrate the idea, let’s follow the procedure described in the last subsection to
reproduce the quantum sheaf cohomology of the Grassmannian G(k, N) found in [7,§].

Let’s denote the diagonal elements of ¢ by o,,a =1,--- , k. We have seen the operators
are given by symmetric polynomials in o,. There are various choices for a basis of the
symmetric polynomials, we could in principle take any choice as a basis of the quantum
sheaf cohomology. It turns out that the Schur polynomials provide a natural choice due to
their geometric interpretation as Schubert classes.

The Schur polynomials in & variables are labeled by dominant integral weights of u(k),
which correspond to partitions of integer into at most k parts. We will denote by S, the Schur
polynomial associated with the weight p. Such a weight can be written as u = (pq, fio, - -+, fis)
where the p;’s form a sequence of nonincreasing integers. We will use (1¥) to denote the
partition of s into s parts, i.e.

The ordinary cohomology ring of G(k, N) can be written as

C[l’l,l’g,"' ,yl,yg,---]/([—l—R). (9)

The ideal R is generated by
{xiayj | . > ka] >N — k}>
and [ is generated by
{ Z :ziyj|m>0}.
i+j=m

Of course we could use the relations of I to express x as polynomials of y, which read
T = (—1)" det(y14j-i)1<i,j<m.

and thus reproduce the usual representation [12]. The geometric meaning of these relations
becomes transparent once we identify x; with the i-th Chern class of the universal bundle
S and y; with the j-th Chern class of the universal quotient bundle Q, where S and Q are
related through the Euler sequence

0—-S—=V—-09—0.

As in [§], by interpreting the o,’s as Chern roots of SV, we get

T = (—1)25(11)(0'),

yj =S (0). (10)



The vanishing of x; for ¢ > k is merely a consequence of the fact that there are k variables.
In order to apply our method discussed in section 2.2, we need to express the relations y;
multiplied by A? as polynomials of det(Mf’z)). For that purpose, we need the following
definition of Schur polynomials

det )\—i-k i iy
Si(o) = ST s (1)

where A = [],_,(0a —0p) (A =1 when k£ = 1). In the current situation, det(Mém)) =oV
on the (2,2) locus. Using (II]) and expanding the determinant along the first row, we get

A2yN_k+T_AZ )et det(M2?)o714,, (12)

where

Ha: H(O'i—O'j)

i,j#a
for k > 2 and 6, = 1 for kK = 1,2. Note that

k
_1\a—1_m _ Oa 0 S m S k— 27
Z( 1) Ta Ha N { S(m_k+1)(U)A, m 2 k—1. (13)

a=1

Off the (2,2) locus, the relations z; for i > k are unchanged due to (I0). Assume that the
relations yy_g4, for r > 0 are deformed to Ry_j, off the (2,2) locus. To compute Ry_j4,

we use the (0,2) expression of det(M,) to substitute det(MS>?) in (). If we use L;(Q) to
denote the i-th characteristic polynomial of a matrix 2, then

N
det(M,) = det(o,] +114) = > oL (1 A).
i=0
From (I2)) and (I3), we get

RN_pyr =A Z )o=t det(M,)o" 6,
(14)

mln{N,N k+r}

= Z ]i(y1A>yN—k+r—i-

=0
Then the ideal R in (@) is generated by
{R, | r>N —k}

10



in the classical limit.
To get the quantum relations, we use the identity
det(M,) +q =0,
derived from the one-loop effective J-function
Jo = —1In[—g " det(M,)] .

Here we treat ¢ as a degree N element in the quantum sheaf cohomology. From (I4]) and

(@3), we get

k
2 _ _1\e—1_r—1 _ Oa 1§7’§k‘—1,
Ao = qA;( e 6. = { —qA*Spy(0), >k

In view of (I0), the identity above means

RN —ktr + qyr—i =0
for » > k in the quantum sheaf cohomology ring. So if we define

R o Rr, T’<N,
" Rr+qu—N7 T>Na

then the ideal R is generated by
{R,|r>N—k}.

This is in agreement with the result of [7,[§].

2.4 Product of Grassmannians

In this subsection we use our method to derive a new result, namely the quantum sheaf
cohomology on direct product of multiple Grassmannians. We start with the product of two
Grassmannians.

The direct product of two Grassmannians G(ki, N1) x G(kq, No) can be realized by a
U(ky) x U(ks) gauge theory. On the (2,2) locus, the U(k;) and U(kz) sectors decouple, there
are N chiral multiplets in the fundamental representation of U(k;) and N, chiral multiplets
in the fundamental representation of U(kz). In (0,2) language, we denote by &4 and A, the
chiral and fermi multiplets in the fundamental representation of U(ks) and by X the chiral

11



multiplet in the adjoint representation of U(ks) for s = 1,2. Off the (2,2) locus, the two
sectors are coupled by FE-terms:

DA =088 + (S10AY + 5,081 @,

D Ao = 0u25,0 + (81502 + 2,0D2) 0y (15)
foriy, 51 =1,--- ,Ny,i9,90=1,--- No,a,b=1,--- [ ky,a,0=1,---  ko.
Define
Mg = 0101 + (Troy)A + (Tros) B,
My, = 0901 + (Troy)C + (Troy) D,
then
det(My,) = Zal "' L((Troy ) A + (Troy) B)
(16)

det(Ma,) = 20—2“1 (Tra,)C + (Trog) D).

On the (2,2) locus, A = B =C = D = 0 and det(M>?) = 6,2 det (M) = 0,2, Since
by = Ny fora =1,--- ,ky and b = Ny for a = k; +1,- kg, we see 1) deﬁned in (IE) is
indeed in the cone spanned by all the weights of the representation of the chiral multiplets.

The classical cohomology of G(ki, N1) x G(ka, N3) is

AG (ke N x Gk, No) = ClT11, D12, -+ Y11, Y12, -+ T2, Tz, -+ 5 Yor, Y2, - 1/ (L+ R),  (17)

where [ is generated by

{ Y mavye Y Ty, | m >0, my > 0}

i1+j1=m1 ia+jo=mo

and R is generated by
{z1,, Y1510 T2y Y24o | i1 > ki, 1 > Ny —ka, da > ko, jo > Ny — Ko}

Define
Ay = H(Ula - Ulb)> Ay = H(U2a - 025)-

a<b a<f

x5 and y,; are identified with the ¢-th Chern class of the universal bundle and the j-th Chern
class of the universal quotient bundle of G(ks, Ns) respectively, i.e.

Tsi = (_1)1'5(11-)(0-5)’

Ysj = S(j)(0s)- 18)

12



As in the case of a single Grassmannian, we have

ks
AYN,—karr = DsS(Ny—kotr) (05) = Z(—l)a_1 det(M>?)o,7710,, (19)
a=1
for s = 1,2 on the (2,2) locus, where ;. = [] o (0sa — 0s). Now we turn on (0,2)

deformation by assigning nonzero values to the matrices A, B, C' and D. Define

min{r, Ny}

Ry, = Z Li(y11 A + ya1 By r—,
i=0
min{r,Na}

Ry, = Z Li(y11C + y21D)yo r—i

1=0

for r > 0. From (I6) and ([I8)), the right hand side of (I9) becomes

k1 Ni—ki+r
Z(—l)a_l det(Myg)o1y 01q = A Z Li(y11 A + Y21 B)Y1, Ny —ky4r—is
a=1 1=0
ko No—ko+r (20)
Z(—l)a_l det(Maq ) ool 020 = Ay Z Li(y1nC + Y21 D) Yo, Ny~ ke 4r—i-
a=1 1=0

Then (I9) implies that the classical sheaf cohomology is given by (I7) with R generated by
{213, Rujy, @2iy, Rojy | 1> ki, 1 > Ni—ky, do > Ko, jo > Ny — Ko}

Thus we have obtained the representation of classical sheaf cohomology on G(ki, Ni) X
G (ka, N3).

Now we turn to the quantum case. Vanishing of the effective J-functions implies
det(Mla) = —q1, det(Mga) = —(Q2. (21)

Again, to deduce the quantum relations, we simply replace det(M;,) and det(Ms,) on the
left hand side of (20) using (2I)) and employ (I3]) to get

RlT:fth:O, 7’>N1—k’1,t>N2—k’2,

where
R — Ry, r < Ny,
I Ry, +qyr—n,, 7= Ny,
B — Ry, t < No,
2 Ry + qoyi—n,, t = No.

13



Note that deg(q;) = Ny, deg(q2) = No. We conclude that the quantum sheaf cohomology of
G(k’l,Nl) X G(k’g,Ng) is

Ak N)xGkaoN2) = Cloan, Tiz, -+ s yin, iz, o1, Doz, L Yan, Yoo, /(T + R), (22)
where [ is the same as the (2,2) case and R is generated by
{21y, Riji, Toiy, Rajy | 1> ke, g1 > Ny —ky, ia > ko, jo > Na — kol
Following the same procedure, the result can be generalized to the direct product of

arbitrarily many Grassmannians G(ki, N1) X G(ko, No) X -+ X G(ky, N,) with the (0,2)
deformation given by

Dyl =05, + ) (i) Au®,, s=1,--n, (23)

t=1

where A, is an Ny x Ny matrix for every t. The generators of the quantum sheaf cohomology
are Ty, Ysj, for s =1,--- n,is > 0,5, > 0. The ring can be written as

AG(k1,Nl)XG(kz,Ng)x---xG(kn,Nn) = C[%z‘l,yul@iz, Y2izs " Tnig ymn]/(f + R) (24)
for i, > 1, where I is generated by
{ Z xSisy8j5|S:1>"'>n>m8>O}
Z's‘i‘js:Tns

and R is generated by f%srs fors=1,---,n,rs > Ny — ks, where

R — Zyig{m’§5} 12(2?21 ytlAst)ys,r—ia r< Ns>
’ Zgg{rm 2 IZ(Z:L:l ytlAst)ys,r—i + QSys,r—Nsa r 2 Ns-

3 Flag manifolds

For every sequence of integers (ki, ko, -+, k,) with 0 < ky < ko < -+ < k, < N, the flag
manifold F(ky, ks, -+, kn, N) is defined by the set of flags in CV

F(]fl,]fg,”- ,kn,N) = {(Vkl, ,an) € G(l{il,N) X e X G(kn,N)‘Vkl C---C an}
The (2,2) GLSM describing F'(kq, ko, -+ , ky, N) is a quiver gauge theory with gauge group
U(ky) x -+- x U(ky,) [10]. For each s = 1,---,n — 1, there is a chiral multiplet ®g 4

14



transforming in the fundamental representation of U(ks) and in the antifundamental repre-
sentation of U(k,1). There are also chiral multiplets @}, ; transforming in the fundamental
representation of U(k,), i =1,---, N. The quiver diagram of this theory is

There is a flag of universal subbundles

0=8Sy =S =S8, =Sy =0,

where the fibers of these bundles at any point of the flag manifold form the flag corresponding
to that point, so S; has rank k;. We can regard @, ,,; as the inclusion map Ss — S,41. The
conjugate of ® ;1 can be viewed as the dual map S/ ; — S.'.

The tangent bundle T'F of the flag manifold can be described by the following short exact
sequence

0-Ps'esH@S @S —TF 0. (25)
i=1 i=1
The diagonal of g consists of the inclusion maps S ® S; — S’ ® S;11, and the subdiagonal
above the diagonal consists of the dual maps S§;; ®S;+1 = S ®S;41. The deformed tangent

bundle is defined by deforming the map ¢ in (25). Before discussing the deformation, let’s
first look at the structure of the ordinary cohomology.

3.1 Quantum cohomology

In this subsection we describe the structure of the ordinary quantum cohomology of flag
manifolds. We will give a representation suitable for generalization to the (0,2) case. (See
[33-38] for more details on quantum cohomology of flag manifolds.)

First, we need to introduce some notations. All the cohomology rings we talk about
in this paper are actually graded algebras. For a set of homogeneous elements x; with
deg(zs) = s, =0,1,2,---, and zy = 1 we write

[z] = Z Ts.

Sometimes, a sequence x, terminates at finite degree s = sy, we still use the definition above
by assuming xs = 0 for s > s9. The equality

means xr, = y, for all s > 0, and



means zs = 0 for s > 0.

We use xgs) to denote the i-th Chern class of S;/S,_1 for s = 1,--- . n + 1, where
So = 0,841 = O%N. The quantum cohomology of F(ky, ky,--- ,k,, N) is generated by

all :)32(:) with s =1,--- ., n+1and i, =1, --- ks — ks_1, i.e. the quantum cohomology of
F(ky, ko, -+, kn, N) has the form

1 2 2 n+1 n+1
C[:L’E),“' xl(cl) l’g),'-' 7xl(cg)—k17"' 7x§ )7"' 7x§\7—ki]/[q' (26)

The ideal of relations I, is generated by the coefficients of A in the polynomial [10]
MV — det(H + M),
where H is the N x N matrix

SRR 371211) 0 - —(=1kHRg ... 0 0 0
1 -+ 0 0o --- 0 0 0 0
0 -1 2 z) (—1)ksF2g 0 0
0 0 -1 0
o -~ 0 0 .- 0 . . s AR Iggj;i_l Iggj;i
0 0 0 0 -1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 -1 0
For any integer [ such that 1 <[ <n and n + 1 variables X3, ---, X, 41, define

(X1 Xy X)) = (KXo Xopn) |y x, =g,
Expanding the determinant along the lines shows

det(H + \I) = Z Ty T, (Q1Q2 - Qnt)

la<lgy1-1
0<s<s(n)

up to signs that can be absorbed through redefinition of the ¢;’s, where

—ks—1

Z)\ks 312(5

s(n) =n/2 for even n and s(n) = (n+1)/2 for odd n. By setting A = 1, we see the relations
in I, are given by

Z 7, - (][ ®] - 2] = 1 (27)

la<la+171
0<s<s(n)
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with deg(qs) = ksy1 — ks—1. In the classical limit, i.e. g, — 0 for all s = 1,--- n, 21)
reduces to the relation of classical cohomology of F'(ky, ko, -+, kn, N):

[I(l)][I@)] e [93(”“)] -1

Now we give another representation of the quantum cohomology of F'(ky, ks, - -+ , k,, N),

which has a form more suitable for (0,2) generalization. First we extend the set of generators

by allowing the subscript of ZEES)

to

to take all positive integers. We claim that (26]) is isomorphic

ClzM, 28 2P Y (T + R), (28)

where [ is generated by the homogeneous components of
[x(l)][x(z)] e [x("+1)] —1 (29)

and R is generated by isgf), s=1,- n+1i;> ks, — ke . Here 7" = 2" and

(s) _
i,g,s) — Iz“s)a (5-1) r < ks ks—2> (30)
Ty + qg—lyr_kﬁ_ksfw r Z ks - ks—2
fors=2,---,n+1and y,(«s) is defined to satisfy
[Ny = 1. (31)

(26) and (28]) are obviously equivalent in the classical limit. Now we show these two repre-
sentations are equivalent for arbitrary gs.

By definition,
2] = [F9] — gyt V), 2< s <+ L

Plugging the expression above in the relation (29), we get

2] (9] = aily™]) (29 = @ly®) - (E"] = quly™]) = 1.

By using the definition of [y*)] (BI]), the left hand side of the identity above can be shown

to be equal to
Z 7, (EDED] - 3.

la<lgy1—1
0<s<s(n)

Comparing to (27)), we see (28)) is isomorphic to (20]) for arbitrary ¢;. We will see the quantum
sheaf cohomology has the same form as (28)) with the ideal R deformed. By the argument
above we have shown that, on the (2,2) locus, the quantum sheaf cohomology reduces to the
ordinary quantum cohomology (20)).

17



3.2 Deformed tangent bundle

The deformed tangent bundle of F'(ky, ks, - - ,k,, N) can be described by turning on (0,2)
deformations of the quiver GLSM. Again, these deformations are encoded in the E-terms.
Denote by A; ;41 the Fermi multiplet corresponding to the chiral multiplet ®;;,q, i.e. A; 44
and ®;;;; combine to give the (2,2) chiral multiplet when the deformations are turned off.
Up to field redefinitions, the E-terms with the most general linear deformations are given by

E—l—A/\s,s—i-l = (bs,s—i-lE(S) - Z(S—i_l)q)s,s—i-l + Z uf(TrZ(t))q)&S-‘rl?

t=1
32
s=1,---,n—1 (32)

D+A" n+l (b"v"'f‘lg(n) + (TI"Z )Atjq)n n+1> t,7=1,---,N,

where we have suppressed the gauge indices. X is the chiral multiplet in the adjoint rep-
resentation of U(k;). The parameters u; are constants and A; are N x N matrices. When
A; = uf =0, we recover the N = (2,2) theory.

The deformed tangent bundle £ is defined by the following short exact sequence

0P8 084 ADS! ©Siu =& 0. (33)

i=1 i=1
Comparing to (25]), we see ¢’ — g is given by

(CARNC AR L0 g (uiTw(t)@lg, ufTra(t)<I>23, e ,Tra(t)Atén,nH).

Generally speaking, the dimension of the moduli space of (0,2) deformation is not the
same as the number of parameters in the E-terms. The actual dimension of the moduli space
is given by the dimension of the cohomology group H ! X EndTX) for target space X. For
example, the Grassmannian G(k, N) hasé dimH'(G(k,N),End TG(k,N)) = N? — 1, but
there are N? parameters encoded in the matrix A in (EI]) Actually, the deformed tangent
bundle is isomorphic to the tangent bundle when A is proportional to the identity matrix
[7,8]. This accounts for the difference between the dimension of the moduli space and the
number of constants parameterizing the (0,2) deformation. This difference also exists in the
case of general flag manifolds. When X = F(ky, ks, -+ , k,, N), since there are n(n—1)+nN?
parameters in ([B2), one should expect

dimHAY(X,EndTX) < n(n — 1) +nN?.

We leave an explicit computation of H*(X,End TX) to future work.

3This can be computed by the Borel-Weil-Bott Theorem.
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3.3 Coulomb branch

As in the previous examples, once we get the classical relations, the quantum relations can
be obtained by using the equations of motion derived from the one-loop effective J-functions
on the Coulomb branch.

At a generic point of the Coulomb branch, the gauge group is broken to [, U(1)".

The massless degrees of freedom are the dlagonal entries of 0®), s = 1,--- ,n. We denote by
o) the a-th diagonal element of ¢®) and Tro(®) = ZIZS 1 ol The mass matrlces are
S)) = a (SH + ZufTr (t
s=1,---,n—1, a:1,~-,ks, b=1, -+ ks1, (34)
= oI+ Z(Tra(t)
t=1

On the (2,2) locus, we interpret o) as the Chern roots of S.. Since 2 is the r-th Chern

class of S;/S,_1, we can write x&s) as polynomials in o:

5651) (1)7”5(1f)(0'(1))7
= > S ) (=1 Su) (@), s =2, ,n, (35)

i+j=r
2" = Sy (o).

For fixed s < n, the degree r component of [zM][z®]- - [2®)] is (—1)"Sr)(0®), which is

the degree r elementary symmetric polynomial in ¢®) up to sign. Consequently, all the

polynomials invariant under the permutation of (af), e ,U,(i)) for all s can be generated by

2@ i=1--- n+l.
Note that (B31I) implies

1) = S(r)(O'(l)),
yﬁs) = Z (—1)i5(1i)(U(S_l))s(j)(a(s)% s=2,---,m, (36)

i+j=r

it = (1) S (0™).
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According to (R]), the equations of motion on the Coulomb branch read

Hm(l) =—q, a=1,- ki,

b=1

det(M,) = —qn H m(” )

3.4 Quantum sheaf cohomology
The quantum sheaf cohomology of F'(ki, ko, - , k) take the form of ([28). As before, I is
independent of the deformation and is generated by the homogeneous components of

[x(l)] [x(2)] e [x(nﬂ)] —1.

One can compute that by defined in () is given by
0= ka1 — kot D ki<a< ki s=1,+-,n, k=0, ks = N.
Let’s denote by p;, the weight associated with ml(;)), s=1,---,n—1, and by p} the weight

associated with M,. Then
Z Zp%b +sza>

s=1 as,bs

which shows that 7 lies in the cone spanned by all the weights associated with the matter
multiplets. Thus, from the discussion of section 2.2, the generators of R multiplied by A?
can be written as polynomials in mf{? and det M,. Following the same spirit, we first find
these polynomials on the (2,2) locus and then extend them to the (0,2) region by modifying
the expressions of mf{? and det M, accordingly.

On the (2,2) locus, A; = u{ = 0 in (32)) and (34]). The relations 2 =0 for r > ky are
merely the consequence of the first equation of (35). Define

e § (Gt

60 = [[ (0 =)



From (35]) and
det(M??) = gV

kst1 kst1 kst1 ]
H m((j))(zp) _ H(U((ls) . Ués+1)) _ Z O((lg)kSJrl—Z(_l)iS(li)(0.(8-1-1))’
b=1 b=1 i=0
we get
ks kst1
AP =3 (1)@ T ml) Y, s=1,-- -1,
a: b=1 (38)
AW = (1) et (M) o
a=1
for r > 0, where we have used (I3]). From the formula above, (37) and
ks ks )
[Tmie? = (=15 3o (=1) (),
a=1 i=0
we obtain
ks—1

s+1 s— s 7 s—
oot = =D Sk (09) (< 1) S0y (7Y,
1=0

for s =1,---  n, which recovers the (2,2) quantum relations (30) from (B€) up to signs that
can be absorbed in gs.

Now we turn on (0,2) deformation. We follow our previous method and replace mgf,)@’z)

and det(Mém)) with the expressions for m((l? and det(M,) given by (B4). Define u®® =
S uwTr(e®), s=1,---,n—1, and

From (34), we see m3) = o8 — 6" = 5§ — 6™ Thus we have

s)ks+1—0 i ~ (s
g (1)1 (65TY).

ks+1 ks+1

0 = [T i =
b=1

Then in the generic case, ([B8)) becomes

=0

ks

a=1

min{ksy1,ks+1—ks+7}

=A®) > (=1)" Sy (6 ) Stk 1 -k br—iy (0).

=0
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Therefore if we define
R®) = Z( 1)'Siy (6 (6)S;y (e ), s=2,--- n,
i+j=r
then the (2,2) relations x ) become R( in the (0,2) case for s = 2,--- ,n and is > ks —ks_;.

Another set of relations is obtained by modifying the second equation of (38]). In the
(0,2) case, since det(M,) = ZN_O PN with I = LY ATro®), the right hand side

of ([B8) becomes
min{N,N—kn+r}

Z LSt r—iy (™)

i=0
in the general case. If we define

min{N,r} min{N,r}

R£n+1): Z IS (0 Z Lz n+1’
=0

then the (2,2) relations "™ becomes R in the (0,2) case for i > N — k,.

Quantum corrections can be incorporated by using (37) and

ks
Hml()Z) _ Zo-(s—i-l s Z S(lz ( )
b=1

Now it is easy to see that if we define

min{ks—2,r—ks+ks—2}

- R 4 gy i (—1)k Z% [Sr—kathso—i (0T (=1)1S i) (672,
RT - r Z ks - ks—27
RY). r<ke— koo

for s =2,--- ,n+ 1, then the quantum sheaf cohomology ring of F'(ky, ko, -, k,, N) with
deformation given by (32]) is

AF (k1 koo on,N) = (C[Igl)axgl) T 7$§2)7 T ’I§n+1)7 /(I + R), (39)
where [ is generated by the homogeneous components of
[2W)[z@] .. [zHD] — 1
and R is generated by
{xﬁf’,REs’ | iy > ky,ig > ks — ks 1,8=2,--- ,n+1}.

Note that for any ¢ and r, R is invariant under the permutation of (Jf), e ,a,(;)) for all
s, thus from the discussion below (B5]), it is indeed a polynomial in the generators.
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4 Dual deformation

There is a biholomorphic duality between F'(ky, ks, -+ , kp, N) and F(N—k,, N—k,_1,--+ ,N—
ki, N) which maps S; to (O®N/S,,11_;)V. If we turn on a (0,2) deformation on F (ky, ko, - - - , kn, N)
defined by parameters uj and A;, there should be a corresponding deformation defined by

u;® and A}, which determines the same deformed tangent bundle. This leads to an IR duality
between a U(ky) x U(ks) x ---U(k,) GLSM and a U(N —k,,) X U(N —k,_1) x -+ - U(N — ky)
GLSM with (0,2) supersymmetry. The quiver diagrams of the two theories are

<I>12 CI>23 q>n71,n q>n,n+1
< - — — — <————"'<————@<————N
A1z Aas An—1n Appyr L—

and
@/

@ <I>‘l12 @ CI>/23 n—1,n @ n,n+1
< - — — — < - — — —""'=< — — — — <————N
Ay Ay A1 A, —

where k; = N — ky 414, solid arrows represent chiral multiplets and dashed arrows repre-
sent fermi multiplets. In this section, we study the relationship between (u, A) and (v, A’)
through the quantum sheaf cohomology. We start with the duality of Grassmannians.

4.1 Dual deformation of products of Grassmannians

Suppose that the deformation on G(k, N) is given by an N x N matrix A as in (). Under
the duality, the short exact sequence (2)) dualizes to

020RQ" =2V =£& =0 (40)

on G(N —k, N), which does not have a direct physical realization. But since £’ is a deformed
tangent bundle over G(N —k, N), in general it should be equivalently described by the short
exact sequence

058082 YVeS =& -0 (41)

with some deformation given by an N x N matrix A". If A and A’ define isomorphic deformed
tangent bundles, the sheaf cohomology rings must be isomorphic. The two rings are given
by

Ac.ny = Cl, 9, 41,42, -+ ]/({ + R),

as in (@), and
AG(N—k,N) = C[Z'll,lé, e >y£>yéa oo ]/(I, + R,)

respectively. I’ is generated by the homogeneous components of
][y = 1,
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R’ is generated by x},i > N — k, and

min{N,r}

R.= Y LA, r>k

1=0

On the (2,2) locus, z; and y; are Chern classes of S and Q, the isomorphism between the
rings is thus given by the following

[ Agie,ny — Agv—k,n)
z; = (=1)"y;
v,

To make the notation succinct, we take the redefinition 2} — (—1)‘z} and y, — (—1)‘y}. This
does not change the representation of the ring and the isomorphism now reads

f(xi) = i, f(yi) = @
Off the (2,2) locus, the isomorphism becomes

[ Acie,ny — Aav—k,n)
R, — ZIZ';-,

ie. [z] = [R],[R] = [¢]. We write
I = L(nA), I} =IL(/A).

By definition
[R] = [Ny], [R]=I[Iy],

which yields

1] = [[[«]ly] = [RI[R] = [][[]ly] = [I']. (42)
Consequently, the isomorphism of the rings suggests y; A’ = y1 A up to linear transformation
of CV. Moreover,

y=—a1=—R|=—-I —y, = —yTrA — ¢/,
which implies A
A= 1+ TrA (43)

As a consistency check, we perform the duality twice and get

/
" A

T 1+ TrA
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Note that quantum corrections do not change this result because [R] = [I][y] 4 ¢[y] implies
+a=[T+q

and we can take ¢ = ¢/, i.e. the two GLSMs in duality have the same FI parameter and
f-angle, and the E-terms are related through (43)). The matrices with TrA = —1 seem to
signal a new singular locus, however we expect the divergence of (43]) along this locus is
due to the failure of the assumption that the dual vector bundle can be described by the
short exact sequence ([AIl) on G(N — k, N). Along such locus, the dual bundle can only be
described by (@0).

This method can be generalized to products of Grassmannians. Assume that the defor-
mation on G(k1, N7) x G(kq, N3) is given by N; x Nj matrices A, B and Ny X Ny matrices
C,D as in (I5). The quantum sheaf cohomology is given by (22]). On the other hand, the
deformation on G(Ny — ki, N1) x G(Ny — ko, No) is given by A’ B, ", D’. We take

L; = Iz‘(ynA + 9213)7 Iy = L-(yuC + yle)

and correspondingly on the dual side. The isomorphism is given by

[w:] = [Ri] = [l L] + gilwi),

| (44)
(Ri] = [willL] + aslys]) = [=}], ©1=1,2,
from which we get
(1] = (1], L] = [13]
as ([@2) by identifying ¢; with ¢/. This implies
yuA+ynB =y A +yy B, (45)

ynC +ynD = y;;C" +yy D'
up to linear transformation of CV. From the degree one terms of (44]) we get the equations

{ (1+Tr(A))x + Te(B)ra = 15,
TI"(C)I’H + (1 + TT(D))x21 = yél?

which can be solved to give

( ii ) - % < 1—+T3(Ol))) 1_+T;E~j(9/)1) ) < Z; ) : (46)

where
m = (1+Tr(A))(1+ Tr(D)) — Tr(B)Tr(C).
Because ys1 = —41, ([6) means
1+ Tr(D Tr(C Tr(B 1+ Tr(A
YA+ yaB =y, (—7+ x >A+ x >B) + Yoy ( i )A _ o7 r( )B) ,
m m m m
1+ Tr(D Tr(C Tr(B 1+ Tr(A
y11C +ynD =y, (—L()CJr LD) + Y3 ( - )C _ it I )D) )
m m m m
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Then we see from (45) that the dual deformations are related by
A B \_1(AB —1—"Tr(D) Tr(B)
¢ D) m\C D Tr(C) —1-Tr(A4) )
We can also take duality on only one of the Grassmannians. For example, the same

method leads to A Tr(B)
( A B ) _ ( T Irm(A) _1+T(r(§1)A+B )
’ ’ = C Tr(B
¢ D TIFT(A)  14+Te(A) ¢+D

on G(Nl — ]{Zl,Nl) X G(]{ZQ,NQ), and

Tr(C) B
( A B ) _ < A- B~ )

' D C— Tr(C) D — D

1+Tr(D) 1+Tr(D)

on G(k‘l, Nl) X G(N2 — k‘g,Ng).

From (24)), the same method can be generalized to G(k1, N1) X G(ka, Na) X -+ - X G(kp, Ny,).
We just state the result for later use.

Assume the deformation on G(ki, Ny) X G(ka, No) x -+ x G(k,, N,,) is given by the
matrices Ay as in (23). Fix an integer p, 1 < p < n, and take the dual deformation on
G(Ny — k1, Ny) x -+ - X G(N, — kp, Np) X G(kpy1, Npt1) X - - - x G(ky, N,,) to be given by A’,,
then

p
Ay == fula, 1<i<p,
t=1
P (47)
Alsj = Asj - thjAsta p‘|—1 S] <n,

t=1

where

f=T""g=T"'W
with
Ej - 52']' +Tr(Aij)a 7’7] = ]-7 Ry 2
WZ] :TI'(A”), 1= 17 » P, .]:p_'_lv , 1.
Thus, starting from G(ky, N1) X G(k2, N3) X -+ x G(ky, N,), by taking dualities we get
> (7)==
: i
1=0

different UV gauge theories dual to each other in the IR.
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4.2 Dual deformation of flag manifolds

Now we study the duality on general flag manifolds. As mentioned at the beginning of this
section, we want to find the relationship between (uf, A;) and (v}, A’;). We have seen the
simplest situation, the Grassmannians, in the last subsection. The key point was to derive
[I] = [I'] using the isomorphism between the quantum sheaf cohomology rings.

When u = v = 0, we see from (B9)) that the ideal R is generated by 2V 2 0 5™ and

217227 P 7%

jof for iy > ks — ks_1. The biholomorphic isomorphism identifies S; on F'(ky,- -+, k,, N)
with (O®N/S,11;)Y on F(N — ky,---, N — k;, N). Since [z)] is interpreted as the total
Chern class of §;/S;_1, the isomorphism between the quantum sheaf cohomology rings gives

rise to the following identities

=)
2] + iy )

") + g ()Nl ™),
AR C Vi A

[+ g (=) 2y = ] + gy,
1)+ ga(=1) [y "] = [,

where the prime indicates the corresponding quantities on the dual side and we have used
the fact that [R"*Y] = [I][x™*V]. In the classical limit, one can deduce

1] = [1] (49)
from [zM][z®)] ... [z("*V] = 1. Actually, by taking

G =dq,, (-1 =q, (-1, g (=1) =,

one can show that (49) still holds even when quantum corrections are taken into account.
This implies

Z A Tro; = Z AlTro; (50)
P =1

up to linear transformation of CV. Taking the degree one terms on both sides of [{S)), we
get
RON—GE)

(S) _ x/§n+2 S)’ s=2 - n, (51)

It 2t
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Equation (B8] yields
(1) _

xy’ = —Troy,
() = o ~T =2,
Ty = 105 Ios, s = 4, T
+1
2" = Tya,,
and
(1) _ /
'y = —Troy,
(s) / ! _
" =Tro,_y —Tro,, s=2,--- n,
+1
2/ = Tro!

Together with (BII), these identities give rise to the relationship between Tro, and Tro,

—1—Tr4, —Trd, --- --. —TrA, Troy
1 -1 0o ... 0 Tro,
0 1 -1 .- 0 :
0 e 1 -1 Tr.an
0O 0 -+ --- 1 Tl"Ué
0 -+« -+ 1 =1 Tror
=| 0 1 -1 0 :
1 -1 0 0 Tro!,

which enables us to express Tro, in terms of Tro! and vise versa. Then (B0) tells us that
the two deformations are related by

n -1
= <1+ZTrAj> [— <1+ > TrAj) Anprci+ (Trdn ) Y Ay (52)
j=1 Jj#En—i+1 Jj#En—i+1
Obviously, this result recovers ([@3]) when n = 1.

Actually (52) can be obtained from another approach which generalizes to the case with
nonzero u and u’. We now turn to this approach.

Consider the embedding
F(k‘l,k‘g,"',k’n,N)'—)G(k’l,N)X'-'XG(/{?n,N) (53)

which sends a flag Vi, € --- C Vi, to (Vi,,---,Vk,). Generally speaking, the tangent
bundles of F'(ky, ks, -+, kn, N) and G(ky, N)x- - -XG(k,, N) can be deformed independently.
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However, the two tangent bundles can also be deformed in a coordinated fashion. Specifically,
for any deformed tangent bundle £ of the flag manifold, there is a deformed tangent bundle
€ of the ambient space such that the quotient £ /& is isomorphic to the normal bundle N/
of the flag manifold inside the product of Grassmannians. If £ is the deformed tangent
bundle over G(N — k,, N) x - - - x G(N — ky, N) dual to &, then the corresponding deformed
tangent bundle over F(N — k,, N — ky,_1,--+ , N — k1, N) should be given by &£ such that
£'/€" is isomorphic to the normal bundle N7 of F(N — ky, N — ky_1,--- , N — ki, N) inside
G(N —k,,N) x ---x G(N — k1, N), i.e. we have the following commutative diagram:

The embedding (B3]) can be realized physically by identifying
Pszs = ®5,5+lgz+1®s+1,5+22213 e q)nm-i-lin

with the homogeneous coordinates on G(ks, N) for s = 1,--- ,n. Each P has a companion
fermi multiplet Wy, i.e. P; and Wy combine to form a (2,2) chiral multiplet on the (2,2) locus.
It is easy to see

n
U, = E ‘Pn,n+1 e '(I)l+1,l+2/\l,l+lq)l—l,l T ®875+1’
l=s

from which we compute
n—1
D, U, = P,%, + (Try,) (At +) ugl> D, (54)

where we have used (B2]).

According to (23), (54) tells us that the deformed tangent bundle £ of G(ky, N) x - - - x
G(kp, N) is given by the N x N matrices Ay as in (23) with

n—1
Ag=A+ > ufl, s<n-—1,

a=s

Ant - At'
Applying the above argument to F'(N —k,, N—k,_1,-+-, N—ky, N), we see the deformation
of G(N —k,,N) x --- x G(N — k1, N) is given by the matrices By with

n—1
By =A;+ ) ul, s<n-—1,

Bmg = Aé
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By switching the order, it is straightforward to see that the deformation of G(N — ki, N) X

-+ X G(N — k,, N) is given by the matrices A’, with
Ay = A;L+1—t7

n—1
/ / 1t
Ay =A 1+ g W d, 5> 2.

t=n+1—s

Then the result of section .1l shows
Algt = - Z AslMlt>
=1

where

M=T"1
with T defined by

t=1

n—1
Ty =6, + Tr <Aj + Z@l) .

Equivalently, if we define

n—1
Xlt = —At — ZUi],
=1

s—1
XSt:ut 78227"'ana
and
Y
Xlt - An-i—l—t’
/o In—s+1 _
Xst =Up_t11, S= 27 , 1,
then (B55) can be written as
X' =XT7

(55)

(57)

Equation (57)) establishes the relationship between the deformation on F(N — k,, N —
kn_1,--+,N — ki, N) and the deformation on F(ky, ks, - ,k,, N). In physical language,
this equation gives the IR (A/2-twisted) duality between the corresponding (0,2) quiver

gauge theories. When u =« = 0, (57)) reproduces (52).

For example, when n = 2, (57) shows that the duality between F'(kq, ko, N) and F(N —

ko, N — ky, N) is given by

1=
Ay = [—(1 4+ TrAy) A + (TrA) Ay — (14 TrAy)uiI + TrAjug)/m,
u'y = [(1+ TrAy)ub — (TrAy)ul]/m,
w'y = [(1+ TrAy)ul — (TrAy)ud]/m,
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where
m=1+u;N+ (1 —uyN)TrA; + (1 +ujN)TrA,.

As in the case of Grassmannians, the locus with non-invertible T" does not contribute a new
component to the degenerate loci. However, along this locus the duality formula (57) is not
applicable because the dual deformed tangent bundle cannot be described by a short exact
sequence of the form (B3)).

5 Conclusions

In this paper we have proposed a method to compute the ring structure of quantum sheaf
cohomology associated with (0,2) GLSMs with (2,2) locus. We applied this method to
products of Grassmannians and flag manifolds, which are described by nonabelian gauge
theories, and represented the quantum sheaf cohomology rings in terms of generators and
relations (24) ([B9). We used our result to derive the dual deformations associated with
the biholomorphic duality of flag manifolds ([@7) (57)). Our description breaks down on
codimension-one subvarieties of the moduli space of (0,2) deformations. These degenerate
loci do not intersect the (2,2) locus.

There are a couple of open questions remaining. We did not compute the dimension of
the moduli space of (0,2) deformation. The number of parameters we used to describe the
deformation should be greater than the actual dimension of the moduli space in general.
The ring structure of the quantum sheaf cohomology has not been proved mathematically
even for Grassmannians. Such proof should in principle involve techniques of sheaf theory on
Quot schemes. However, a purely mathematical derivation of the classical sheaf cohomology
ring of flag manifolds should be a generalization of the derivation for Grassmannians in
[7]. A mathematical proof of the dual deformation and the computation of quantum sheaf
cohomology associated with (0,2) theories without (2,2) locus are left for the future.
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