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Abstract

We compute the N = 2 supersymmetric partition function of a gauge theory on a four-dimensional

compact toric manifold via equivariant localization. The result is given by a piecewise constant

function of the Kähler form with jumps along the walls where the gauge symmetry gets enhanced.

The partition function on such manifolds is written as a sum over the residues of a product of

partition functions on C
2. The evaluation of these residues is greatly simplified by using an “ab-

struse duality” that relates the residues at the poles of the one-loop and instanton parts of the C
2

partition function. As particular cases, our formulae compute the SU(2) and SU(3) equivariant

Donaldson invariants of P2 and Fn and in the non-equivariant limit reproduce the results obtained

via wall-crossing and blow up methods in the SU(2) case. Finally, we show that the U(1) self-dual

connections induce an anomalous dependence on the gauge coupling, which turns out to satisfy a

N = 2 analog of the N = 4 holomorphic anomaly equations.
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1 Introduction, summary and open questions

The study ofN = 2 supersymmetric Yang-Mills gauge theories in four dimensions (SYM) led
to many interesting and deep results which opened a new perspective in the understanding
of non-perturbative effects in gauge theories [1, 2].

Major progresses in this respect have been obtained by making use of equivariant local-
ization for the gauge theory in the so-called Ω-background [3]. This allowed for the exact
computation of the supersymmetric path integral and low energy effective action on R

4 [3–5]
and its orbifolds by a discrete group R4/Γ [6–11]. The first explicit computation of the
gauge theory partition function on a compact manifold, using equivariant localization, was
performed in [12] on the four sphere S4 and extended to the squashed case in [13]. These
results were generalised to some non-orientable manifolds in [14,15]. The extension of these
results to toric compact manifolds was prompted by [16], and the S2 × S2 and P2 cases
were considered in [17–19]. The gauge partition function was formally written as a contour
integral picking a specific set of poles associated to (semi-)stable gauge bundles. For recent
results see also [20, 21].

In this paper, building on the above mentioned results, we propose a formula valid for
arbitrary compact toric manifolds and arbitrary rank of the gauge group for the topologi-
cally twisted theory. The computation of the gauge theory partition function on compact
manifolds presents a main additional difficulty with respect to the non compact case, namely
one has to perform an integration over the Coulomb branch parameters, which are in this
case integrable zero modes of the dynamical fields. After the topological twist, the N = 2
gauge theory turns into a cohomological field theory [22] and therefore the correlators of
BPS protected observables are expected to be independent both on the metric and on the
gauge coupling. Indeed this is not trivial in cohomology, because of boundary effects in
the field space. As we will show the integration over the zero modes induces an anoma-
lous dependence in these parameters having two related important consequences: the first
is to produce some constraints on the sum over the fluxes of the gauge field, which in turn
induces a non-trivial wall-crossing behaviour of the partition function. The second is that
the partition function acquires an anomalous dependence on the gauge coupling which can
be characterised in terms of a holomorphic anomaly equation. Indeed, the Coulomb moduli
space over which we integrate is non compact and this induces an anomaly arising from the
boundary term. Moreover, in the topologically twisted N = 2 theory the coupling appears
in the gauge fixing term which is metric dependent. This in turn implies an induced anoma-
lous dependence of the partition function on the metric of the manifold and the related wall
crossing behaviour.

A careful analysis of the zero modes sector gives a prescription for the computation of the
partition function. After gauge fixing the Weyl symmetry, the partition function is written
as a sum over the residues characterised by an ordering of the fluxes of the gauge field along
the Kähler two-form. This ordering is crucial in selecting the relevant contributions 7. The

7Notice that on non compact manifolds, like ALE spaces, the sum over all fluxes is unconstrained since
the Weyl symmetry is explicitly broken by the choice of the scalar vev at infinity.
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integral over the zero modes turns out to be ill defined at the walls of marginal stability
where two (or more) fluxes coincide. The resulting partition function is therefore piece-wise
dependent on the choice of Kähler two-form, with jumps at the walls where two (or more)
fluxes of the gauge field curvature along the Kähler two-form get equal.

On the mathematical side, gauge theory correlators compute the Donaldson invariants
of the four manifold [22]. More precisely, the supersymmetric partition function in the Ω-
background computes equivariant Donaldson invariants [23]. The above mentioned jumps
of the gauge theory partition function correspond to the well known wall-crossing behaviour
in Donaldson theory, which in the framework of algebraic geometric is induced by changes
in the stability conditions of the sheaves. The sum over gauge theory fluxes is shown to
properly select the (semi-)stable equivariant sheaves and to nicely reproduce their topological
classification [24, 25]. The results we obtain for the partition function are tested against
existing results in the mathematical literature for the SU(2) case, based on wall crossing
and blow up formulae. Some new explicit predictions for the SU(3) case on P

2 will also be
given.

The anomalous dependence on the gauge coupling discussed above is expected to be the
UV ancestor of the holomorphic anomaly equations in the IR, closely connected to analogous
results first found in string theory models [26] then in the case of the computation of the
partition function of the N = 4 SYM [27] and in the Donaldson invariants generating
functions [28–31]. More recently, the derivation of the holomorphic anomaly for the twisted
version of the N = 4 SYM and its relation with the mock modular forms has been discussed
in [32]. It would be also interesting to extend our approach to the topologically twisted
theories considered in [33, 34] which generically localize both to point-like instantons and
anti-instantons configurations.

In this paper we mainly focus on the holomorphically decoupled sector of the theory and
rely on equivariant localization. The path integral computing the partition function of a
gauge theory on a toric manifold localizes on the fixed points of the torus action, namely
on point like instantons sitting at the origin of each toric patch covering the manifold. The
path integral is computed in terms of the residues of a product of partition functions, one
for each toric patch. The residues are taken at the fixed points of the torus action and are
specified by the fluxes of the gauge field along the Cartan subalgebra. To compute such
residues we use a surprising “duality” relation between the residues computed at the poles
of the one-loop and instanton part of the partition function. This duality is rooted in the
so called AGT correspondence [35] which connects the partition functions of the N = 2
class S theories to the conformal blocks of a two dimensional conformal field theory (CFT).
In the case of SU(2) SYM such “duality” between the residues is a direct consequence of
the Zamolodchikov recursion relations for the conformal blocks [36]. In this paper we will
present a generalization of such relation, valid for higher rank unitary gauge groups. Once
again the gauge theory quantities can be put in correspondence with the two-dimensional
CFT ones: the poles of the one-loop and instanton partition functions can, in fact, be put
in correspondence with the conformal dimensions of the null states of the reducible Verma
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module and the roots of the associated Kac determinant [37]8.

There are several open questions and aspects to be further analyzed, let us mention some
of them. It would be interesting to extend the present computations to gauge theories with
fundamental and adjoint matter fields and perform a more thorough analysis of the higher
rank cases. The latter point would provide new results for the Donaldson invariants in the
higher rank case for which very few results are known at the moment, with the notable
exception of [39, 40]. Moreover, it would be useful for a large N analysis and for the study
of holography for compact manifolds. Also, the insertion of defect operators would be an
interesting aspect to investigate.

The results obtained in this paper are based on equivariant localization on the microscopic
UV Lagrangian in the Ω-background. It would be very interesting to study the limit of
vanishing Ω-background in order to establish a connection with the integration over the u-
plane [41] which is based on an IR analysis using the abelian effective gauge theory. This
would possibly allow to make manifest the duality properties of the partition function and in
particular to connect our results on the N = 2 holomorphic anomaly to the theory of mock
modular forms.

Further directions concern the uplift of our results to five and six dimensional gauge
theories. In the case of the product manifolds M ×S1 and M ×T 2 this would correspond on
the mathematical side to K-theoretic and elliptic Donaldson invariants respectively. More
generally, one could try to extend the gluing techniques exploited in this paper to toric
manifolds in higher dimensions.

The paper is organized as follows: in section 2, we use the localization method to derive a
formula for the gauge partition function on a compact manifolds. We describe the integration
over the zero modes and the holomorphic anomaly in the gauge coupling. In section 3
we discuss the properties of the localized partition function which will be relevant for the
computations of the following sections and in particular we discuss a remarkable duality
between the perturbative and the instanton part of the partition function which will greatly
simplify our computations. In section 4 we specialise the findings of the previous sections to
the case of toric manifolds. In section 5 and 6 we analyse the cases of SU(2) gauge theory
on P2 and Fn manifolds. In section 7 we present some preliminary results for the SU(3)
partition function on P2. Finally, several useful results are collected in the Appendices.

2 Localization on compact manifolds

It is well known that the N = 2 SYM with gauge group U(N) can be formulated on any
differentiable Riemaniann four-manifold by making use of twisted supersymmetry [22]. The
bosonic content of the N = 2 gauge supermultiplet includes a gauge vector A, a complex
scalar Φ and a self-dual two-form B+ which is an auxiliary field. The fermionic components

8This generalization has been obtained in collaboration with R.Poghossian in an unpublished work. Later
it has been applied to the SYM with gauge groups of rank two in [38].
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are a one-form Ψ, a scalar η and a self-dual two-form χ+. Fields are paired by a scalar
supersymmetry charge Q.

2.1 Equivariant localization

The supercharge Q can be viewed as an equivariant derivative acting on the supermanifold
with coordinates the fields M = (A, Φ̄, χ+) and equivariant differentials dM = (Ψ, η, B+).
The supersymmetry action can be further deformed using an isometry δV of M

Q = Q+ i ιV = d+ i ιΦ + i ιV , Q2 = δΦ + δV (2.1)

where ιV , ιΦ is the contraction along the vector field V and Φ, i.e. i ιΦdM = δΦM, i ιV dM =
δVM. The V -deformation represents the Ω-deformation of the theory. In the toric case, it is
a U(1)2 local Lorentz rotation which, for each toric patch, is the local Ω-background on C2

with the appropriate choice of weights (See Section 4 for details). The scalar supercharge
action is

QA = Ψ, QΨ = i ιV F +DΦ, QΦ = i ιVΨ,

QΦ̄ = η, Qη = iιVDΦ̄ + [Φ, Φ̄],

Qχ+ = B+, QB+ = iLV χ
+ + [Φ, χ+],

(2.2)

with LV = (DιV + ιV D) = −iδV the covariant Lie derivative associated to the action of the
vector field V and D = d+ [A, ·] the covariant derivative. Notice that the consistency of the
last line implies that the self-duality of the two forms is preserved by the V -action, namely
LV ⋆ = ⋆LV . This is equivalent to the statement that V generates an isometry of the four
manifold.

The N = 2 SYM Lagrangian can be written

L =
iτ

8π
Tr (F ∧ F ) +QV (2.3)

where τ is the complex coupling, the trace is in the fundamental representation and

V = Tr
[
iχ+ ∧ F+ +

g2

4
χ+ ∧ B+ +Ψ ∧ ⋆(QΨ)† + η ∧ ⋆(Qη)†

]
. (2.4)

Consistently, the action is gauge and LV invariant. In (2.4), after integrating out the auxiliary
field B+, one gets

L =
iτ

8π
Tr
(
F− ∧ F−)+ iτ̄

8π
Tr
(
F+ ∧ F+

)
+ . . . (2.5)

where τ = θ
2π

+ i4π
g2
. In the topological theory τ and τ̄ are independent parameters. Indeed,

at the quantum level, the real part of τ is not a physical parameter, since it can be absorbed
by an anomalous U(1)R transformation.
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SUSY fixed points: The path integral of the deformed gauge theory localizes around
the fixed locus of the supersymmetry. To identify the set of fixed points of the twisted
supersymmetry (2.2), we start by setting as usual all fermions to zero and then we impose
the vanishing of their supersymmetric transformations

i ιV F +DΦ = 0 , iιV DΦ̄ + [Φ, Φ̄] = 0 . (2.6)

By applying ιV to the first equation and using ι2V = 0 and the reality condition Φ† = Φ̄ one
finds

ιV DΦ̄ = 0 . (2.7)

Using (2.7) into (2.6), we get
[Φ, Φ̄] = 0 (2.8)

which projects the field Φ onto the Cartan subalgebra. Finally acting with the covariant
derivative on the l.h.s. of (2.6) one finds

LV F = [F,Φ] = 0 (2.9)

where in the last equation we used the reality of F and (2.8). At the supersymmetric fixed
points one then finds for the equivariant gauge field

F
∣∣
f.p.

= (F + Φ)f.p. = diag{F1, . . .FN}, (2.10)

where

Fu = Fpoint
u + Fflux

u , where Fflux
u = 2π

χ∑

ℓ=1

kℓ
uwℓ . (2.11)

In (2.11) {wℓ}, ℓ = 1, . . . χ is a basis of H2
V (M ;Z), χ being the Euler characteristic of the

manifoldM . The first term in (2.11) describes point-like instantons sitting at the fixed points
of the toric action, while the second describes the equivariant fluxes of the gauge field.

BPS observables: The BPS observables of the topologically twisted gauge theory are
built by the equivariant version of the usual descent equations [18]. The supersymmetry
transformations (2.2) can be succinctly rewritten as the equivariant Bianchi identity [42]

DF ≡ (−Q+D + iιV ) (F +Ψ+ Φ) = 0 . (2.12)

for the equivariant curvature
F = F +Ψ+ Φ (2.13)

Indeed, (2.2) can be obtained from the above by expanding in the de Rham form degree.
In these variables the supersymmetric action takes the simple form

Stop =
iτ

8π

∫

M

trF2 (2.14)
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More generally, one can consider the intersections of the equivariant forms built out of F
with elements of the equivariant cohomology of the manifold, T ∈ H•

V (M) as

Stop,sources ≡
∫

M

T ∧ P(F). (2.15)

with P a gauge invariant function of F. In the following we will discuss the case in which P
is a quadratic polynomial, while for compact toric manifolds the source T reads

T = 2πi τ + xℓwℓ + xℓℓ′wℓ ∧ wℓ′ + T . (2.16)

Moreover, T is an arbitrary polynomial of order two in the equivariant parameters and
X = {xℓ, xℓℓ′} are the variables of the Donaldson polynomials. Actually, these generate
the equivariant extension of surface and local observables which are the relevant ones for the
computation of Donaldson polynomials. Let us remark that the set of equivariant observables
is richer than the non-equivariant ones and the equivariant Donaldson polynomials give a
finer characterization of the differentiable manifolds. From the quantum field theory view
point, this is because the Ω-background probes the gauge theory revealing a finer BPS
structure.

2.2 Integrating around fixed points

The computation of the partition function proceeds by integrating the zero modes around
the supersymmetric fixed points (2.11) and then by using the localization formulae.

At the origins of the toric patches, which are fixed points under the toric action, the
supersymmetry equations become exactly those of point like instantons sitting at the origin
of C2 after the replacement a → aℓ, ǫa → ǫℓa and q → qℓ. Therefore the contribution of
Fpoint to the gauge theory partition function factorises in a product of local factors, each of
them being given by the partition function ZC2(aℓα, ǫ

ℓ
1, ǫ

ℓ
2, q

ℓ) with scalar vevs aℓα, equivariant
parameters ǫℓ and gauge couplings qℓ determined by the non-trivial gluing of the charts. The
expansion of the scala vevs is along the Cartan generators hα’s, α = 1, . . . , N − 1 are the
generators of the Cartan subgroup of the gauge group, satisfying

Tr (hαhβ) = Gαβ (2.17)

where Gαβ is the Lie algebra Cartan matrix.
The couplings qℓ = q eΩℓ , where Ωℓ is the the zero form part of T evaluated at the fixed

point in chart ℓ, take properly into account the contribution of surface and local observables.
The equivariant parameters ǫℓa describe the transformation properties of the local coor-

dinates zℓa with respect to the U(1)2 isometry of the manifold. The parameters aℓα describe
the asymptotic values of the scalar field in the chart ℓ and of the gauge fluxes

rsα =
1

2π

∫

Ds

Fα =
1

2π
kℓ
α

∫

Ds

wℓ (2.18)
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where Ds are the divisors of M , s = 1, . . . b2 = χ− 2, b2 being the second Betti number. We
see that the contribution of the gauge fluxes interlaces with that of point like instantons.

We denote by Zfull the contribution of Fpoint to the gauge partition function

Zfull(aα, r
s
α, ǫ1, ǫ2, q, X) =

χ∏

ℓ=1

ZC2(aℓα, ǫ
ℓ
1, ǫ

ℓ
2, q

ℓ) (2.19)

with
aℓα = aα + kℓ

α ǫ
ℓ
1 + kℓ+1

α ǫℓ2 = aα + rsαC
ℓ
s(ǫ1, ǫ2) (2.20)

where the Cℓ
s(ǫ1, ǫ2) are some linear combinations of the ǫ’s determined by the toric geometry

(see below for details). Finally aα = a1α (or equivalently aα), parametrizes the scalar vev in
the first chart. On an open toric variety the final result would then be given just by the sum
over the gauge theory fluxes of the above formula, producing a function of the asymptotic
values of the scalar fields aα at the boundary . On a compact manifold one has instead to
further proceed to integrate over these parameters, which are in this case normalizable zero
modes of the dynamical fields in the path integral.

Integrating out the zero modes: We proceed now to perform the path integral over
the zero modes of the fields. These zero modes are in the Cartan subalgebra of the SU(N)
gauge group. Since we are considering compact toric surfaces, which are simply connected,
there are no zero modes for the one-form fields A and Ψ. Moreover, the zero modes of B+

and χ+ are aligned along the Kahler form ω

χ+ = χα h
α ω , B+ = bα h

α ω

Φ = aα h
α , η = ηαh

α (2.21)

The indices are raised and lowered using (2.17). The zero modes are invariant configurations
in the field space under the V -isometry action, therefore Q2 = 0 in this sector and the
coefficients in (2.21) are constant.

It is important to notice that the presence of bosonic and fermionic zero modes leads to
an ambiguity in the definition of the path integral measure. Indeed the fermionic zero modes
χ, η do not appear in the gauge theory action (2.3), moreover Zfull(aα) is meromorphic in
aα and if integrated over the zero modes aα, āα would yield a divergent result. To cure this
ambiguity, we deform the action by adding the Q-exact term

QV ′ = 2isQTr [Im(Φ)χ+ ∧ ω] , (2.22)

where s ∈ R is a real gauge-fixing parameter 9. Collecting the contributions from (2.4) and
(2.22) one finds the zero modes action

Szeromodes = sηαχ
α + 2is Im(aα)b

α +
g2

4
bα b

α + 2πi bακα (2.23)

9We take s to be positive for the sake of simplicity. Actually the result of the zero modes integration
does not depend on s.
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where we normalise the volume as
∫
M
ω ∧ ω = 1 and we introduce the notation

κα =
1

2π

∫

M

ω ∧ Fα = βℓ k
ℓ
α (2.24)

with

βℓ =
1

2π

∫

M

ω ∧ wℓ. (2.25)

2.3 The SU(2) case

Let us consider the SU(2) case. The integrals over (η, χ, b) can be easily performed

∫
dχ dη dbe

[

s
2
η χ− g2

8
b2−2πi b κ−is Im(a)b

]

=
s
√
2π

g
e
− 2

g2
(sIm(a)+2πκ)2

(2.26)

leading to

ZM =
1

4π2

∑

r

s
√
2π

g

∫

C

da ∧ dā e
− 2

g2
(sIm(a)+2πκ)2

Zfull(a, r
s, ǫa, q, X) (2.27)

To perform the integral over a, we observe that the partition function Zfull(a, r
s, ǫa, q, X) is

a meromorphic function of the moduli with poles in the Cartan variable a located along the
real axis and at ∞. Therefore, one can write

Zfull(a, r
s, ǫa, q, X) = [regular part] +

∑

P

ResPZfull(a, r
s, ǫa, q, X)

a− P
+ [more singular terms]

(2.28)
Since the theory is asymptotically free we expect that the regular part in a can be regularized
out of the integral. All the poles are crucially along the real axis. The contribution of the
more singular terms vanishes upon integration over Re(a). The contribution of the second
term leads to

∫

C

da ∧ dā

4π2

e
− 2

g2
(sIm(a)+2πκ)2

a− P
=

∫

R2

dx dy

2π2i

e
− 2

g2
(sy+2πκ)2

x+ iy
= −

∫

R

dy

2π
e
− 2

g2
(sy+2πκ)2

sgn(y)

=

√
2g

2πs

∫ 2
√

2πκ
g

0

e−y′2dy′ =
g

2s
√
2π

Erf(
2
√
2πκ

g
) (2.29)

where we wrote a−P = x+ iy and used
∫
R

dx
x+iy

= −(πi)sgn(y) and Erf(x) = 2√
π

∫ x

0
e−u2

du.

Plugging the result of the integral into (2.27) one finds

ZM = 1
2

∑

rs

∑

(k1,k2)

Erf
(
2
√
2πκ/g

)
Resa=a(k

1,k2)Zfull(a, r
s, ǫa, q) . (2.30)
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We notice that the whole dependence on s cancels as expected. We will see that the poles in
the a plane are labeled by two integers (k1, k2) that can be grouped together in rs. In terms
of these variables the partition function takes the form

ZM = 1
2

∑

kℓ

Erf
(
κ
√
2πτ2

)
Resa=0Zfull(a, k

ℓ, ǫa, q) (2.31)

where, as usual, τ2 is the imaginary part of τ .

Holomorphic decoupling limit: A decoupling limit of the gauge parameter can then
be defined by tuning g → 0 keeping τ finite 10. In this limit, the Erf-function reduces to a
sign(κ) factor. Alternatively, the same result is obtained by performing first the limit g → 0
and then the integral over the zero modes. In this way, the integral (2.26) is replaced by

∫
dχ dη dbe[

s
2
η χ−2πi bκ−is Im(a)b] = π δ

(
Im(a) +

2πκ

s

)
(2.32)

The integral over a reduces then to an integral over Re(a) along the line Im(a) = −2πκ/s
and it can be written as a sum over all the residues weighted by the sign of κ

ZM = 1
2

∑

kℓ

sign(κ)Resa=0Zfull(a, k
ℓ, ǫa, q) =

∑

kℓ,κ>0

Resa=0Zfull(a, k
ℓ, ǫa, q) . (2.33)

We notice that the partition function depends on the choice of the Kahler form ω, only
through the restriction κ = βℓk

ℓ > 0 in the sum over the k’s with βℓ the equivariant volumes
defined in (2.25). This implies in particular, that the partition function is piecewise constant
along the space of Kahler forms with jumps across the walls where a Kahler cone chamber
vanishes (see Sect.4 and Sect.6 for details).

It is important to observe that the condition κ > 0 in the sum can be viewed as a
restriction to slope stable gauge bundles. Moreover, we will later show that only stable and
semi-stable sheafs contribute to the sum (2.33), since the contributions coming from the
tuplets {kℓ} associated to unstable sheafs will always cancel against identical contributions
with opposite signs coming from the tuplets in their Weyl orbit. This provides as highly
non-trivial consistency check of the localization formula (2.33) and suggests a generalization
to higher rank that we will briefly sketch in the next section.

2.4 The higher rank case

A localization formula for the higher rank case can be obtained following mutatis mutandis
the same steps, but now the derivation involve a multiple integration over the Cartan modes
aα, α = 1, . . .N − 1. Again the integration over the real parts of aα picks the residues at
aα = 0 (let us say in the order a1 >> a2) while that over the imaginary parts will now

10We notice that we can tune the gauge -fixing parameter g to any value independently from τ . Setting
g = 0 corresponds to the δ-gauge.
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produce a generalized error function. Again, one expects that in the limit g → 0, this error
function should reduce to a piece-wise constant sign-function with jumps in the moduli space
of Kahler forms along the walls of marginal instability. A path integral derivation of this
formula goes beyond the scope of this paper, but in analogy with the results for SU(2) we
expect again a formula given in terms of a sum of residues of Zfull over the tuplets {kℓ

α}
associated to slope stable gauge bundles or equivariantly equivalent stable sheafs.

In this section, we review the concept of slope stability for U(N) gauge bundles. We refer
the reader to Appendix D for a review on sheaf stability.

A bundle E is said to be (semi) stable if for every proper sub-bundle G ⊂ E the slope

µ(E) =

∫
M
c1(E) ∧ ω

r(E)
(2.34)

of the bundle is greater or equal than the slope µ(G) of the sub-bundle. Here c1(E) = 1
2π
F (E)

is the first Chern class and r(E) is the rank. The semi stability of the bundle is equivalent
to the hermitian Yang-Mills equations via the Hitchin-Kobayashi correspondence [43, 44].
Namely, for an holomorphic vector bundle E, we have

ω ∧ FE = 2πµ(E)ω ∧ ω 1E . (2.35)

Actually, if the vector bundle E admits a sub-bundle G, then its gauge connection splits in
blocks as11

AE =

(
⋆ v
v† AG

)
(2.36)

and its curvature as

FE =

(
⋆ ⋆
⋆ FG + v ∧ v†

)
. (2.37)

Inserting the last in the hermitian Yang-Mills condition above and projecting on the sub-
bundle G one finds that

ω ∧ [FG + v ∧ v†] = 2πµ(E)ω ∧ ω 1G . (2.38)

Taking the trace, integrating over M , and using that
∫
Tr (v ∧ v†)∧ω ≥ 0, we find the slope

semi stability condition
µ(G) ≤ µ(E) (2.39)

Evaluating (2.39) for all possible sub-bundles and using (2.24), we find the N−1 inequalities

1

n

n−1∑

α=0

κN−α ≤ 1

N

N−1∑

α=1

κα for n = 1, . . . N − 1 (2.40)

In particular for N = 2, 3 one finds

SU(2) : κ ≥ 0

SU(3) : κ1 + κ2 ≥ 0 and 2κ1 ≥ κ2 (2.41)

11Notice that the specific block diagonal decomposition is obtained by fixing the Weyl group symmetry.
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As anticipated, the restriction κ > 0 in the localization formula sum (2.33), ensures that
only slope semi (stable) bundes contribute to the partition function. Similarly for SU(3) we
expect that the partition function should be given by a sum (with some signs determined by
the path integral) restricted to bundles satisfying the slope stability condition (2.41).

The equivariant version of slope stability conditions has been worked out by Klyacho
in [45]. Equivariant stability is again defined by the requirement that the slope µ(F ) of an
equivariant subsheaf F of the sheaf E is smaller than the slope of the sheaf itself µ(E). For
SU(2) and SU(3) on P2 one finds (see Appendix for details)

SU(2) : km ≤ kn + kp

SU(3) : km
1 ≤ 1

3

∑

α,ℓ

kℓ
α , km

2 + kn
2 ≤ 1

3

∑

α,ℓ

kℓ
α

km
1 + k1

2 + k2
2 + k3

2 ≤ 2
3

∑

α,ℓ

kℓ
α , km

1 + kn
1 + kp

2 ≤ 2
3

∑

α,ℓ

kℓ
α (2.42)

with m 6= n 6= p is always understood. There are 3 conditions for SU(2) and 12 for SU(3)
where the two lines arise from one and two-dimensional sub-sheafs. The two notions of
stability are equivalent, so one expect that only bundles satisfying these more restrictive
conditions will contribute to the partition function.

In section 7 we will apply these ideas to the SU(3) theory and evaluate the first instanton
corrections to the Donaldson partition function on P2.

2.5 Holomorphic anomaly equation

The anomalous dependence in the gauge fixing parameter g of the N = 2 partition function
can be physically understood as coming from the contribution of abelian anti-instantons.
These are the fluxes of the gauge field along the Kähler form, contributing to the zero-mode
action as it follows from (2.5). The anomalous dependence can be obtained by taking the
derivative of (2.31) with respect to the coupling g. By using the fact that

τ
1/2
2

∂

∂τ̄
Erf(κ

√
2πτ2) = i

κ√
2
(qq̄)κ

2/2 (2.43)

one finds

τ
1/2
2

∂

∂τ̄
ZM =

πi

2
√
2

∑

kℓ

κ(qq̄)κ
2/2Resa=0Zfull(a) (2.44)

The q
κ2

2 term cancels against a similar contribution coming from the classical part12. This
provides a generalization of the well known holomorphic anomaly equation in the N = 4
SYM discussed in [32].

An alternative derivation of the above equation for SU(2) N = 2 SYM can also be given
by proceeding to the direct evaluation of the derivative of the partition function with respect

12Remember that τ̄ ≡ τ − i 8π
g2
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to the gauge coupling g. This leads to the calculation of the v.e.v. of a Q-exact operator
which is nonetheless different from zero due to boundary effects. Indeed, by deriving with
respect to g one gets the following integral over the zero-modes

− 4

g

∂

∂g
ZM =

∫
db

da dā

4π2
dχ dηQ

(
χb e−

g2

8
b2−2iπbκZfull(a)

)
(2.45)

where Zfull is a meromorphic function of a (we omitted for simplicity its dependence on the
other parameters which does not matter for the present argument). By using the fact that
on the zero modes Q = η ∂

∂ā
+χ ∂

∂b
, we can absorb the fermionic zero modes (χ, η) and reduce

(2.45) to a boundary term

∫
db

da dā

4π2

∂

∂ā

(
b e−

g2

8
b2−2πibκZfull(a)

)
(2.46)

Now by using the analytic properties of Zfull(a) and
∂
∂ā

1
a
= −πδ(2)(a) we get

− 4

g

∂

∂g
ZM =

i

2

∑

kℓ

ResZfull

∫
db b e−

g2

8
b2−2πibκ =

√
2τ

3/2
2

∑

kℓ

(Resa=0Zfull(a)) κ e
−2κ2πτ2

(2.47)
in agreement with (2.44). Alternatively one could evaluate the boundary term at infinity
leading to the same result. Let us observe that the derivation we outlined here is valid for
generalN = 2 gauge theories, the details of the theory depending on the explicit form of Zfull.
The situation is very different from the N = 4 theory because of the non renormalization of
the gauge coupling and the corresponding vanishing of the U(1)R anomaly. This is due to the
appearance of extra zero modes. In this case it is the non-abelian sector of the R-symmetry
group which is anomalous, inducing a non-trivial bundle structure of the zero-modes over
the fixed point locus. The boundary term is therefore obtained in terms of the non-trivial
Chern classes of the R-symmetry bundle. This more intricate structure has been analysed
in detail in [32] from the viewpoint of the effective abelian theory in the IR.

3 The partition function on C
2

In order to set the notation, let us briefly recollect here the results for the partition function
of the SYM on C2 which are needed in the subsequent sections. For a pure U(N) SYM on
C

2 we have a product of the classical, one loop and instanton contributions

ZC2 = Zclassical,C2 Zone−loop,C2 Zinst,C2 (3.1)

with a parametrizing the expectation value at infinity of the scalar field in the vector mul-
tiplet, ǫa describing the Ω-background and q = e2πiτ . The classical part is given by

Zclass,C2 = q
−

∑
u a2u

2ǫ1ǫ2 = q
−

∑
u,v a2uv

4Nǫ1ǫ2 , (3.2)
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with auv = au − av with u = 1, . . . , N . The results for the SU(N) theory are recovered by
imposing the traceless condition

∑
u au = 0. The one-loop partition function reads

Z1loop,C2 =
N∏

u 6=v=1

1

Γ2(auv)
(3.3)

with Γ2(x) the Barnes Gamma function (see Appendix B for definitions and details). Finally
the instanton partition function is given by a sum over the array Y = {Yu} of N Young
diagrams

Zinst,C2 =
∑

Y

q|Y | ZY (3.4)

where

ZY =

N∏

u,v=1

∏

(i,j)∈Yu

[
auv + ǫ1(i− lvj)− ǫ2 (j − 1− l̃ui)

]−1

×
∏

(i,j)∈Yv

[
auv − ǫ1(i− 1− luj) + ǫ2 (j − l̃vi)

]−1

(3.5)

{luj} and {l̃ui} denote the length of the rows and columns respectively of the diagram Yu,
and |Y | counts the total number of boxes in Y . For instance in the case of the SU(2) theory
one finds, setting a = a12

Zinst,C2(a, ǫ1, ǫ2, q) = 1 +
2 q

ǫ1 ǫ2 ((ǫ1 + ǫ2)2 − a2)
(3.6)

+q2
2(4ǫ21 + 4ǫ22 − a2) + 17ǫ1ǫ2

ǫ21 ǫ
2
2 ((ǫ1 + ǫ2)2 − a2)((ǫ1 + 2ǫ2)2 − a2)((2ǫ1 + ǫ2)2 − a2)

+ . . .

More generally, the instanton partition function for SU(2) can be written in the Zamolod-
chikov’s form [36]

Zinst,C2(a) = 1 +

∞∑

m,n=1

qmnRmnZinst(mǫ1 − nǫ2)

(a+mǫ1 + nǫ2)(−a +mǫ1 + nǫ2)
(3.7)

Rmn = 2

m∏

i=−m+1

n∏

j=−n+1
(i,j)6=(0,0),(mn)

1

iǫ1 + jǫ2
(3.8)

The instanton partition function can then be written in general as an infinite sum in qk with
coefficients given by rational functions with poles at au = ±a

(m,n)
u where

a(m,n)
uv = muvǫ1 + nuvǫ2 (3.9)

with mu, nu some positive integers. On the other hand Zone−loop (see (B.3) and (B.5)) has
zeros exactly at these locations for ǫ1ǫ2 > 0, so the full partition has no poles in this case.

Remark 1. The partition function ZC2 has poles if and only if ǫ1ǫ2 < 0.
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3.1 An abstruse duality

In this section we show that the residues of the gauge partition function at the poles of its
one-loop and instanton parts exactly coincide.

3.1.1 The SU(2) case

We start by considering the SU(2) case. We will show that the following identity holds

lim
a→0

ZC2(a+ a(m,n))

ZC2(a+ â(m,n))
= −sign(ǫ1) (3.10)

with
a(m,n) = mǫ1 + nǫ2, â(m,n) = mǫ1 − nǫ2 (3.11)

where m,n are arbitrary non-zero integers. Similar formulae exists in the case in which we
flip the sign of m with sign(ǫ1) replaced by sign(ǫ2). To prove the duality relations we first
observe that

Zclass,C2(â(m,n)) = Zclass,C2(a(m,n))qmn (3.12)

that follows from (3.2). On the other hand, using (3.7) one finds that for mn > 0

Resa=a(m,n)(Zinst,C2(a)) = −qmn RmnZinst,C2(â(m,n))

2(mǫ1 + nǫ2)
(3.13)

Finally, let us consider the one-loop partition function. To this aim, it is convenient to use
the representation

∏

i

(xi

Λ

)
= Exp

(
− d

ds

[
Λs

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

dt

t
ts
∑

i

e−xit

]

s=0

)
(3.14)

to write products/determinants as sums/traces. Using this representation one can write the
one-loop partition function as

Z1loop,C2 = Exp

(
− d

ds

[
Λs

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

dt

t
ts χC2(y, t1, t2)

]

s=0

)
(3.15)

in terms of the character χC2

χC2(y, t1, t2) =
y + y−1

(1− t1)(1− t2)
(3.16)

counting the Lie valued holomorphic funtions on C
2 and

t1 = e−t ǫ1 , t2 = e−t ǫ2 , y = e−t a. (3.17)
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The ratio between Zone−loop,C2(a+ amn) and Zone−loop(a+ âmn) can be computed in terms of
the difference of the corresponding characters. For instance, for ǫ1, ǫ2 > 0, the difference of
the associated characters in the limit where y = e−ta ≈ 1 reduces to

χC2(y tm1 t
n
2 , t1, t2)− χC2(y tm1 t

−n
2 , t1, t2) =

(
tm1 t

n
2y+ y−1t−m

1 t−n
2 − ytm1 t

−n
2 − y−1t−m

1 tn2
)

(1− t1)(1− t2)

≈
m−1∑

i=−m

n−1∑

j=−n
(i,j)6=(0,0)

e−t(iǫ1+jǫ2) + y−1 (3.18)

One can recognize in the double sum of the right hand side of (3.18) the character associated
to the product (3.8)

Rmn

2(mǫ1 + nǫ2)
=

m−1∏

i=−m

n−1∏

j=−n
(i,j)6=(0,0)

1

iǫ1 + jǫ2
(3.19)

We conclude then that

Rmn

2(mǫ1 + nǫ2)

[
Z1loop,C2

−a

]

a=a+a(m,n)

≈ −Z1loop,C2 |a=â(m,n) (3.20)

Collecting (3.12), (3.13) and (3.20) one finds that the second line of (3.10) is verified. A
similar analysis holds for ǫ1 < 0 leading again to (3.18) with y−1 replaced by y contributing
an extra minus sign.

3.1.2 The higher rank case

A generalization of the abstruse duality formula (3.10) holds for theories with unitary gauge
groups of arbitrary rank. We have no proof of this duality but we checked its validity up to
four instantons for SU(3) and SU(4) gauge theories. We claim that the expansions of the
gauge partition functions around the poles of its one-loop and instanton parts are related by

lim
au→0

ZC2(au + a
(m,n)
u , ǫa, q)

ZC2(au + â
(m,n)
u , ǫa, q)

= −sign(ǫ1) (3.21)

with
a(m,n)
u = muǫ1 + nuǫ2 , â(m,n)

u = a(m,n)
u + n1 ǫ2(δuN − δu1) (3.22)

and (mu, nu) two ordered sequences of positive integers

m1 > m2 > . . .mN = 0 , n1 > n2 > . . . > nN = 0 (3.23)

Explicitly

a
(m,n)
1 = m1ǫ1 + n1ǫ2

a
(m,n)
û = mûǫ1 + nûǫ2

a
(m,n)
N = 0

â
(m,n)
1 = m1ǫ1

â
(m,n)
û = mûǫ1 + nûǫ2

â
(m,n)
N = n1ǫ2

(3.24)
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with û running from 2 to N − 1. Similar identities hold for any choice of SU(N) roots
αvv′ = (δuv − δuv′). For the classical part one finds

Zclass,C2(â(m,n)
u ) = Zclass,C2(a(m,n)

u )qm1n1 (3.25)

that follows from (3.2). As before, the ratio of one-loop contributions can be extracted from
the difference of the one-loop characters

∆χ(t1, t2) = χC2(yu y
(m,n)
u , t1, t2)− χC2(yu ŷ

(m,n)
u , t1, t2) (3.26)

with y
(m,n)
u = e−t a

(m,n)
u , ŷ

(m,n)
u = e−t â

(m,n)
u , yu = e−tau . Plugging these formulae into (3.26)

one finds generically for ǫ1, ǫ2 > 0 in the limit yu ≈ 1

∆χ(t1, t2) =
1

(1− t1)(1− t2)

∑

u,v

yuvt
muv

1 tnuv

2

(
1− t

n1(δuN+δv1−δu1−δvN )
2

)

≈ 1

(1− t1)(1− t2)

[
(tm1

1 − t−m1
1 )(tn1

2 − t−n1
2 ) +

N−1∑

û=2

(tmû

1 − t−m1û
1 )(tnû

2 − t−n1û
2 )

+
N−1∑

û=2

(tm1û
1 − t−mû

1 )(tn1û
2 − t−nû

2 )

]
+

N−1∑

u=1

(y−1
uN + y−1

1u − 2) (3.27)

≈
m1−1∑

i=−m1

n1−1∑

j=−n1

ti1 t
j
2 +

N−1∑

û=2

[
mû−1∑

i=−m1û

nû−1∑

j=−n1û

ti1 t
j
2 +

m1û−1∑

i=−mû

n1û−1∑

j=−nû

ti1 t
j
2

]
+

N−1∑

u=1

(y−1
uN + y−1

1u − 2)

leading to

Z1loop,C2(au + a
(m,n)
u )

Z1loop,C2(au + â
(m,n)
u )

≈
au→0

−P (ǫ1, ǫ2) a1

N−1∏

û=2

(aûa1û) (3.28)

with

P (ǫ1, ǫ2) =

m1−1∏

i=−m1

n1−1∏

j=−n1

(iǫ1 + jǫ2)

N−1∏

û=2

[
mû−1∏

i=−m1û

nû−1∏

j=−n1û

(iǫ1 + jǫ2)

m1û−1∏

i=−mû

n1û−1∏

j=−nû

(iǫ1 + jǫ2)

]

(3.29)

In the case where mu1nu1 = (mu − m1)(nu − n1) = 0 for a given u, the corresponding
term a1û in (3.28) is missing. For the ratio of the instanton contributions one finds

Zinst,C2(au + a
(m,n)
u )

Zinst,C2(au + â
(m,n)
u )

≈
au→0

qm1n1

P (ǫ1, ǫ2) a1
∏N−1

û=2 (aûa1û)
(3.30)

Collecting (3.25),(3.28) and (3.30) one finds

ZC2(a(m,n)
u , ǫa, q) ≈ −ZC2(â(m,n)

u , ǫa, q) (3.31)
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as claimed. For ǫ1 < 0 the same results are found with a flipped overall sign.
For example for SU(3) taking m1 = m2 = n1 = n2 = 1, one finds from (3.28)

Z1loop,C2(au + a
(m,n)
u )

Z1loop,C2(au + â
(m,n)
u )

≈
au→0

−a1a2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)
2 (3.32)

and

Zinst,C2 = 1 + 2q
a21 + a22 − a1 a2 − 3(ǫ1 + ǫ2)

2

ǫ1 ǫ2 (a
2
1 − (ǫ1 + ǫ2)2)(a

2
2 − (ǫ1 + ǫ2)2)(a

2
12 − (ǫ1 + ǫ2)2)

+ . . .

≈ q Zinst,C2(â
(m,n)
u , q)

ǫ1 ǫ2 (ǫ1 + ǫ2)2a1a2
+ . . . (3.33)

4 The partition function on M

The gauge theory partition function on a compact toric M (2.33) is given as a residue
formula of the exact semiclassical integrand Zfull. This in turn can be written as a product
of a classical, one-loop and instanton contribution

Zfull(au, k
ℓ
u) =

N∏

u 6=v

Zclassical(auv, k
ℓ
uv)Zone−loop(auv, k

ℓ
uv)Zinst(auv, k

ℓ
uv) (4.1)

each one given as a product of contributions for each toric patch. In the case of SU(2), one
can simply relabel the variables (a12, k

ℓ
12) → (a, kℓ). The formulae for Zone−loop(auv, k

ℓ
uv),

Zinst(auv, k
ℓ
uv) SU(N) follow from those of SU(2) by sending (a, kℓ) to (auv, k

ℓ
uv) and taking

the product over all pairs (u, v) with u 6= v. Without loss of information we can then restrict
to the SU(2) case. The classical part is given explicitly for the SU(N) case. In the following,
after fixing the relevant data of the toric geometry, we compute the classical, one-loop and
instanton contributions separately.

4.1 The toric data

As explained in section 2, the function Zfull(a, k
s, ǫa, q) can be written as a product of par-

tition functions ZC2(aℓ, ǫℓ1, ǫ
ℓ
2, q

ℓ) accounting for the contributions of instantons localized at
the origins of each chart ℓ = 1, . . . χ covering the manifold M . The equivariant parameters
ǫℓa describe the transformation properties of the local coordinates zℓa with respect to the
action of the vector field V on the manifold. For a toric manifold, they can be determined
recursively (see Appendix A for details) starting from (ǫ11, ǫ

1
2) = (ǫ1, ǫ2) via the relation

(ǫℓ+1
1 , ǫℓ+1

2 ) = (−Cℓ+1,ℓ+1 ǫ
ℓ
1 + ǫℓ2,−ǫℓ1) (4.2)

with Cℓℓ′ = Dℓ · Dℓ′ the intersection matrix between the equivariant divisors Dℓ. We recall
that only b2 = χ−2 divisors are homotopically independent, so we can take the subset {Ds},
s = 1, . . . b2 as a basis of homotopically independent cycles.
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Similarly, the scalar vevs, which parametrise the solutions of (2.10), can be written as in
(2.20). Finally, as anticipated in Sect.2, the Donaldson observables are characterised by the
choice of an equivariant polyform (2.16). We normalise the two forms {wℓ} such that

1

(2π)2

∫

M

wℓ ∧ w′
ℓ =

1

2π

∫

Dℓ

wℓ′ = Cℓℓ′ (4.3)

As we said already, in presence of Donaldson observables, the induced gauge coupling in each
chart is given by qℓ = q eΩℓ with Ωℓ given by the zero form part of T evaluated at the fixed
point, zℓ1 = zℓ2 = 0, in chart ℓ.

Classical term: The contribution of the classical action to the partition function on M
can be written as

Zclass(a,k, ǫ1, ǫ2, q, X) =

χ∏

ℓ=1

Zclass,C2(aℓ, ǫℓ1, ǫ
ℓ
2, q

ℓ) = q∆k+c21
N−1
2N e∆

Ω

(4.4)

with c21 =
∫
M
c1 ∧ c1 =

1
(2π)2

∫
M
trF ∧ trF and

∆k = −
∑

u,v

χ∑

ℓ=1

(
auv + kℓ

uvǫ
ℓ
1 + kℓ+1

uv ǫℓ2
)2

4Nǫℓ1ǫ
ℓ
2

= −
∑

u,v

Cℓmk
ℓ
uvk

m
uv

4N

∆Ω = −
∑

u,v

χ∑

ℓ=1

(
auv + kℓ

uvǫ
ℓ
1 + kℓ+1

uv ǫℓ2
)2

Ωℓ

4Nǫℓ1ǫ
ℓ
2

(4.5)

We notice that the partition function does not depend on an overall U(1) shift of the fluxes
kℓ
u → kℓ

u + cℓ, so we can use this freedom for example to set c21 = 0, 1, ..[N/2] in the case of
SU(N) theory.

In deriving the right hand side of (4.5) we used the identities

χ∑

ℓ=1

1

ǫℓ1ǫ
ℓ
2

=

(
1

ǫℓ+1
2

+
1

ǫℓ1

)
= 0

(
ǫℓ1
ǫℓ2

+
ǫℓ−1
2

ǫℓ−1
1

)
= Cℓℓ (4.6)

following from (A.11). Remarkably, the classical partition function onM without observables
does not depend on the scalar vev a.

One loop term: By making use of (3.3), the one loop partition function on M can be
written as the product

Zone−loop(a,k, ǫ1, ǫ2, q, X) =

χ∏

ℓ=1

Zone−loop,C2(aℓ, ǫℓ1, ǫ
ℓ
2, q

ℓ) (4.7)
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We will first prove that, although each factor is given by an infinite product, the total result
involves only a finite number of factors. To see this, it is convenient to consider the character
representation of the one-loop contributions, so from (3.16) we get

χM(k|y, t1, t2) =
χ∑

ℓ=1

y
(
tℓ1
)kℓ (

tℓ2
)kℓ+1

+ y−1
(
tℓ1
)−kℓ (

tℓ2
)−kℓ+1

(1− tℓ1)(1− tℓ2)
=
∑

m,n,p

dkmnp t
m
1 t

n
2 y

p (4.8)

It is easy to see that χM(k|y, t1, t2) is a finite polynomial given that it is a rational function
and that it has no poles in the limit where one of the tℓa goes to one. For instance, for a
given ℓ, in the limit where tℓ1 ≈ 1, the two terms ℓ and ℓ+ 1 in the sum lead to

χoneloop

∣∣
tℓ1≈1

≈ y



(
tℓ1
)kℓ (

tℓ2
)kℓ+1

(1− tℓ1)(1− tℓ2)
+

(
tℓ+1
1

)kℓ+1 (
tℓ+1
2

)kℓ+2

(1− tℓ+1
1 )(1− tℓ+1

2 )


+ . . . ≈ 0 + regular terms (4.9)

where we used that (tℓ+1
1 , tℓ+1

2 ) = (tℓ2(t
ℓ
1)

Cℓℓ , (tℓ1)
−1) as it follows from (4.2). Consequently,

the one-loop partition function can be written as the finite product

Zoneloop(a,k, ǫ1, ǫ2) =
∏

m,n,p

(p a+mǫ1 + nǫ2)
−dkmnp (4.10)

with p = ± and where dkmnp are the expansion coefficients of the one-loop character.

Instanton term: The instanton contribution is

Zinst(a,k, ǫ1, ǫ2, q, X) =

χ∏

ℓ=1

Zinst,C2(aℓ, ǫℓ1, ǫ
ℓ
2, q

ℓ) (4.11)

with Zinst,C2 given as a sum over Young diagrams contributions (3.4).

4.2 The residue sum

In this section we study the residues of Zfull in the SU(2) case. We start by focusing on the
contribution of a single chart ZC2(aℓ, ǫℓa, q

ℓ). Near a ≈ 0 this function can have a zero or a
pole depending on the relative signs of the ǫℓ’s and whether or not the kℓ,kℓ+1s are zero. The
different cases are listed in the following:

• when kℓ, kℓ+1 6= 0, the function ZC2(aℓ, ǫℓa, q
ℓ) has a pole if ǫℓ1ǫ

ℓ
2 < 0 and is regular

otherwise

• when kℓ = 0, the result is the same if ǫℓ2 < 0 and gets suppressed by an extra factor of
a if ǫℓ2 > 0. Similar suppression factors are obtained for kℓ+1 = 0 in the case of ǫℓ1 < 0
and ǫℓ1 > 0 respectively.
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Using the fact that in a compact toric manifold there are two and only two patches with
ǫℓ1ǫ

ℓ
2 > 0 (see Remark 3 in Appendix), we conclude that

Remark 2. The pole of Zfull associated to a tuplet of non-vanishing integers {kℓ} is always
of order χ− 2. On the other hand, since ǫℓ1ǫ

ℓ+1
2 is always negative, every vanishing kℓ in the

tuplet reduces the order of the pole by one.

Now let us consider the sum over the residues of Zfull. It is convenient to introduce the
following operator

Pℓ(k
ℓ′) = (−1)δℓℓ′kℓ′ (4.12)

that flips the sign of the ℓth component of the vector k.
Then we state the following property

Resa=0

m+χ−2∏

ℓ=m

(1 + Pℓ)Zfull(a,k, ǫa, q) = 0 ∀m ∈ {1, . . . , χ} (4.13)

To prove this, we recall that for any k, the full partition function has at most χ − 2 poles.
Let us consider first the χ = 3 case. In this case one has a single pole so each term in the
product contributes with its residue. According to the abstruse duality (3.10), under a flip of
the sign kℓ, this term picks up the sign ǫℓ1ǫ

ℓ+1
2 = −1, so the two contributions cancel against

each other. Similarly for χ = 4 one can achieve a similar cancellation after flipping two signs
in (4.12). A detailed derivation of the general case is presented in the Appendix C.

An important consequence of (4.13) is that the sum over all tuplets {kℓ} of the residues
of Zfull cancels, so that a non-trivial result is found for the sum (2.33) weighted by sign(κ).

It is important to observe that the residue of Zfull for a given k gives in general a result
involving negative powers of q and divergent contributions in the non-equivariant limit ǫa →
0, while the partial sum

Zorbit(k, ǫa, q) =
1

2ζk
Resa=0

[
χ∏

ℓ=1

(1 + Pℓ)sign(κ)Zfull(a,k, ǫa, q)

]
(4.14)

involving the residue of Zfull and all its sign flips does not include the terms with negative
powers of q, although it still can be divergent in the non-equivariant limit. Here ζk is the
number of zero entries in {kℓ}. This allows us to write the partition function as a sum over
orbits labeled by tuplets {kℓ} of non-negative integers

ZM(ǫa, q) =
∑

k≥0

Zorbit(k, ǫa, q) (4.15)

Moreover, the orbits of the vector {kℓ} with positive components only can be classified
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into three groups

Stable ∀ ki 2βi k
i <

χ∑

ℓ=1

βℓ k
ℓ (4.16)

Semi stable ∃ ki 2βi k
i =

χ∑

ℓ=1

βℓ k
ℓ (4.17)

Unstable ∃ ki 2βi k
i >

χ∑

ℓ=1

βℓ k
ℓ (4.18)

It is easy to see that the contributions from unstable orbits exactly cancel. In this case one
can write

Zunst orbit(k, ǫa, q) =
1

2ζk
Resa=0

[
(1 + Pi)

χ∏

ℓ 6=i

(1 + Pℓ)sign(κ)Zfull(a,k, ǫa, q)

]
(4.19)

=
1

2ζk
Resa=0

[
(1 + Pi)sign(κ)

χ∏

ℓ 6=i

(1 + Pℓ)Zfull(a,k, ǫa, q)

]
= 0

where in the last line we used the fact that if k belongs to an unstable orbit all the flips in
signs of the kℓ 6=i do not change the sign of κ. The last equation follows then from (4.13).

Finally in the case of semi-stable orbits, some contributions are missing since κ = 0 for
specific choices of signs. The contribution of the tuplet {kℓ} from a semi stable orbit is two
times less than that of the same tuplet for a stable orbit.

One can see a correspondence between the classification of tuplets of fluxes {kℓ} (4.16-
4.18) and Klyachko’s classification of sheaves on a manifold (and therefore between the poles
of the partition function and the sheaves on a manifold) [24,45]. According to Klyachko every
sheaf is characterized by χ filtrations of vector spaces. If we identify the fluxes {kℓ} with the
positions of the jumps in the filtrations, we will see that (4.18) corresponds to the filtrations
defining only unstable sheaves, while (4.16) is the necessary condition to have a stable sheaf
among all the sheaves described by corresponding filtrations. The intermediate condition
(4.17) guarantees that there is a semistable sheaf among all of the sheaves described by the
corresponding filtrations (see Appendix D for the details). The fact that the contribution
of the unstable orbits vanish is in agreement with the known fact that unstable sheaves do
not contribute to the Donaldson invariants. The correspondence between the poles of the
partition function and the sheaves on a toric manifold was first noted in [18].

An interesting observation is that the contribution of an orbit Zorbit(k, ǫa, q) changes ex-
actly when some of the sheaves defined by the corresponding filtrations change their stability
type.

4.3 Comparison against wall-crossing formulae

In this section we check that the localization formula for the Donaldson partition function
agrees with the results obtained via wall-crossing. We focus on SU(2) SYM on a compact
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toric manifold with χ > 3. Let us consider the difference between the partition functions for
two different choices of the Kahler form, ω and ω′. The localization formula for the difference
can be written in the form

Zω
M − Zω′

M = 2
∑

r∈Z2(χ−2)+c1
κκ′<0

Resa=∞Zfull(a
1, r, ǫ1, ǫ2, q, X) (4.20)

for gauge bundles of fixed torsion class c1 = 0, 1. The sum with κκ′ < 0 can be alternatively
written as twice the sum over those rs satisfying κ > 0 and κ′ < 0. This sum can be
interpreted as the contribution of the jumps made by the partition function when crossing
the walls κ = 0 in the space of Kähler forms.

We denote by r̂ = kℓωℓ|2−form = [F ] ∈ H2(M) the non-equivariant class of the gauge field
strength F . The two-form r̂ is determined by the coefficients rs. We notice that the condition
κκ′ ∼ (

∫
ω ∧ r̂)(

∫
r̂ω′∧) < 0 requires that r̂ is a space-like form

∫
r̂ ∧ r̂ < 0 since ω, ω′ are

time-like forms
∫
ω ∧ ω > 0,

∫
ω′ ∧ ω′ > 013 and belong to the Kähler cone. Consequently

∆k = −1

8

∫
r̂ ∧ r̂ > 0 (4.21)

and therefore the difference (4.20) has a well defined weak coupling expansion given by
truncating the sum over the rs to a given value of ∆k. On the other hand for manifolds
with χ = 3, namely P2, κκ′ = r2 > 0 so the difference vanishes and no walls are found as
expected.

In the mathematical language, following [23], a wall is defined as follows.
Definition. For every class ξ ∈ H2(M,Z) \ {0} such that 〈ξ · ξ〉 < 0 there is a wall

W ξ := {L ∈ H2(M,R) | 〈L · ξ〉 = 0} of type c1, c2 if
1. W ξ 6= ∅;
2. ξ + c1 is divisible by 2 in H2(M,Z);
3. c21 − 4c2 ≤ 〈ξ · ξ〉.

As it is shown in [23] the difference between the equivariant Donaldson invariants Φ̃ in
a chamber containing a polarization ω and a chamber containing a polarization ω′ can be
found as

Φ̃ω
c1 − Φ̃ω′

c1 =
∑

ξ

δ̃ξ (4.22)

where the sum goes over all classes ξ defining the walls of given c1 and arbitrary c2 such that∫
ω′ · ξ < 0 <

∫
ω · ξ and the contribution from a class ξ is given by

δ̃ξ = Resa=∞
∏

l

ZC2(ǫ
(l)
1 , ǫ

(l)
2 , a− i∗Pl

ξ̃, q e
i∗Pl

Ω
) (4.23)

with Ω being a form defining the observable and ξ̃ being any equivariant extension of the
class ξ. We identify the class ξ with the non-equivariant two-form r̂. Then taking into

13We remind that since b+2 = 1 the space H2(M) with scalar product
∫
a∧b has a Minkowski-like signature
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account that aℓ − aℓ−1 = i∗Pℓ−1
ξ̃ − i∗Pℓ

ξ̃ (see the localization theorem in [46]) we see that
formulae (4.20) and (4.22) match up to an overall numerical coefficient in the definition of
the Donaldson invariants.

5 Donaldson invariants for P
2

In this section we consider SU(2) SYM on P2. The results on P2 are well known for any
choice of c1, so one can use them to test our approach.

5.1 Geometric data

v2

v1

v3

σ1

σ2

σ3

v∗2−v∗2

−v∗1

v∗1 −v∗3

v∗3

σ∗
1

σ∗
2

σ∗
3

Figure 1: Toric fan of P2.

The fan of P2 is specified by the vectors (see Appendix A for a brief introduction on toric
geometry):

(v1, v2, v3) = (e1, e2,−e1 − e2) (v∗1, v
∗
2, v

∗
3) = (−e∗2, e

∗
1, e

∗
2 − e∗1) (5.1)

The three vectors satisfy
v1 + v2 + v3 = v∗1 + v∗2 + v∗3 = 0 (5.2)

Comparing with the general toric formula

vℓ−1 + vℓ+1 − hℓ vℓ = 0 (5.3)

we conclude that hℓ = −Cℓℓ = −1. The non-trivial intersection numbers are

Dℓ ·Dℓ = Dℓ ·Dℓ+1 = 1 (5.4)

In addition, the relation (5.2) determines the weights of the homogeneous coordinates in the
description of the toric manifold as the quotient of C3 \ {0} by the equivalence relation

(y1, y2, y3) ∼ (λ y1, λ y2, λ y3) (5.5)
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In table 1 we display the local coordinates (zℓ1, z
ℓ
2) in each chart ℓ and the corresponding

equivariant parameters (ǫℓ1, ǫ
ℓ
2).

For the zero form part of wℓ at the origin zℓ
′

1 = zℓ
′

2 = 0 of chart ℓ′ one finds

[
wℓ
]
ℓ′
=




ǫ1 0 ǫ1 − ǫ2
ǫ2 ǫ2 − ǫ1 0
0 −ǫ1 −ǫ2


 (5.6)

We collect the geometric data in Table 1. Finally the Kähler form on P2 is w = α(w1+w2+w3)
with α a real positive number giving the volume of the manifold which was normalized to 1
in section 2.2.

ℓ (zℓ1, z
ℓ
2) (ǫℓ1, ǫ

ℓ
2) aℓ Ωℓ

1
(

y1
y3
, y2
y3

)
(ǫ1, ǫ2) a+ k1ǫ1 + k2ǫ2 x1ǫ1 + x2ǫ2 + x12 ǫ1 ǫ2 + T

2
(

y2
y1
, y3
y1

)
(ǫ2 − ǫ1,−ǫ1) a+ k2(ǫ2 − ǫ1)− k3ǫ1 x2(ǫ2 − ǫ1)− x3ǫ1 + x23 (ǫ21 − ǫ1 ǫ2) + T

3
(

y3
y2
, y1
y2

)
(−ǫ2, ǫ1 − ǫ2) a− k3ǫ2 + k1(ǫ1 − ǫ2) x1(ǫ1 − ǫ2)− x3ǫ2 + x13 (ǫ22 − ǫ1 ǫ2) + T

Table 1: Observables on P2.

5.2 Donaldson invariants

To compare with the existing literature we set the Donaldson variables to

x3 = z , x13 = x23 = −x12 = x , T = xǫ1ǫ2 , x1 = x2 = 0 (5.7)

or equivalently
Ωℓ =

(
0,−zǫ1 + x(ǫ1)

2,−zǫ2 + x(ǫ2)
2
)

(5.8)

The classical contribution to the partition function becomes

Zclass = q∆k+
c21
4 e∆

Ω

(5.9)

where

∆k = −r2

4
, r = k1 + k2 + k3 , c21 = r mod 2 (5.10)

As we discussed before, for P2 there are only poles of order one. Let us consider the con-
tribution of an orbit defined by the triplets {k1, k2, k3} of positive integers14. Such orbit
contains 4 terms with κ ≥ 0. The types of orbits can be grouped as follows:

14Triplets involving a vanishing kℓ lead to a regular Zfull with vanishing residue.
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Figure 2: Poles of Zfull (with r = k1 + k2 + k3 = 6) in the U(2) theory on P2.

• Unstable orbits: they are generated from a triplet (k1, k2, k3) violating one of the
triangle inequalities, let us say k1+k2 < k3. There are four contributions (±k1,±k2, k3)
which cancel against each other in pairs.

• Stable orbits: they are generated from a triplet, satisfying the triangle inequalities
ki + kj > kk, and its flips. They contribute with a factor 2− 6 = −4.

• Semistable orbits: they are generated from a triplet (k1, k2, k3) saturating one of the
triangle inequalities, let us say k1 + k2 = k3. A contribution is missing, so that their
contribution is weighted by a factor 2− 4 = −2.

If one of the ki’s is zero, the number of flips is two times less, but it is compensated with
the additional factor 1/2ζ from (4.14).

In Fig 2, we display the poles in the a-plane for r = 6. Stable points are points inside the
triangle, while semi-stable ones lie at the boundary of the triangle. The partition function
can then be written as

ZM(ǫa, q) = −4
∑

k≥0

Zstable point(k, ǫa, q)− 2
∑

k≥0

Zsemi stable point(k, ǫa, q) (5.11)

The contributions of each orbit can be computed by using the abstruse duality (3.10). Indeed,
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since Zfull has at most a single pole, its residue can be written as

Resa=0Zfull(a,k, ǫa, q) = Resâ=0Zfull(â,k, ǫa, q)

= q∆̂k+
c21
4 e∆̂ΩẐ1loop(k, ǫ1, ǫ2)

∏

ℓ

Zinst,C2(âℓ, ǫℓ1, ǫ
ℓ
2, q

ℓ) (5.12)

with

∆̂k = 1
4

(
2k1k2 + 2k2k3 + 2k3k1 − (k1)2 − (k2)2 − (k3)2

)

Ẑ1loop(k, ǫ1, ǫ2) =
∏

m,n,p

(mǫ1 + nǫ2)
−dkmn (5.13)

with dkmnp the expansion coefficients of the one-loop dual character

χ̂M(k|t1, t2) =
χ∑

ℓ=1

(
tℓ1
)kℓ (

tℓ2
)−kℓ+1

+
(
tℓ1
)−kℓ (

tℓ2
)kℓ+1

(1− tℓ1)(1− tℓ2)
− 1 =

∑

m,n

dkmn t
m
1 t

n
2 (5.14)

where the −1 removes the zero eigenvalue associated to the residue. It is interesting to
observe that the stable orbits are characterised by polynomials with expansion coefficients
dkmn all positive, while semi-stable ones correspond to characters with all positive coefficients
except one. The same pattern is observed for higher rank theories. We stress the fact that,
although the two sides of equation (5.12) lead to the same results, the right hand side of
(5.12) is easier to evaluate since ∆̂k is always positive and the instanton part is regular at
â(mn).

In order to compute the Donaldson invariants up to order q2, for instance, it is enough
to take the sum over k with kℓ ≤ 3. The non-trivial contributions come from the orbits

c1 = 1 k = {(1, 1, 1), (1, 2, 2), . . . .}+ permutations

c1 = 0 k = {(1, 1, 2), (1, 2, 3), . . . .}+ permutations (5.15)

where the terms “+permutations” in the above formula are referred to the permutations of
k. Setting

Zc21
(P2, q) = −1

4
ZM

∣∣
c21=k1+k2+k3 mod 2

(5.16)

one finds

Zc21=1(P
2, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) = q e

1
4
(xǫ1ǫ2−z(ǫ1+ǫ2)) + q2

(e 1
4
(xǫ1(ǫ2−ǫ1)−z(3ǫ1+ǫ2))

ǫ21(ǫ1 − ǫ2)ǫ2
+ (5.17)

+
(ǫ21 + ǫ22)e

1
4
(xǫ1ǫ2−z(ǫ1+ǫ2))

2ǫ21(ǫ1 − ǫ2)2ǫ22
+

e
1
4
(xǫ1(4ǫ1+ǫ2)−z(5ǫ1+ǫ2))

2ǫ21(ǫ1 − ǫ2)2
+

+
e

1
4
(xǫ2(ǫ1+4ǫ2)−z(ǫ1+5ǫ2))

2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)2ǫ22
+

e
1
4
(x(ǫ1−ǫ2)ǫ2−z(ǫ1+3ǫ2))

ǫ1(ǫ2 − ǫ1)ǫ22
−

− e
1
4
(xǫ1ǫ2−z(ǫ1+ǫ2))

ǫ1(ǫ1 − ǫ2)2ǫ2
− e−

3
4
z(ǫ1+ǫ2)− 1

4
x(ǫ21−7ǫ1ǫ2+ǫ22)

ǫ1(ǫ1 − ǫ2)2ǫ2

)
+ . . .
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Zc21=0(P
2, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) = q

(e− 1
4
xǫ1(ǫ1−4ǫ2)−zǫ2(ǫ1 − 2ǫ2)

2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)ǫ2
+

e−zǫ1+xǫ1ǫ2−
xǫ22
4 (2ǫ1 − ǫ2)

2ǫ1(ǫ1 − ǫ2)
−

− e−
1
4
x(ǫ1+ǫ2)2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)

2ǫ1ǫ2

)
+ . . .

(5.18)

In the limit of ǫ1, ǫ2 → 0 one recovers the standard non-equivariant Donaldson invariants

Zc21=1(P
2, q) = q +

q2

16

(
19

x2

2!
+ 5

xz2

2!
+ 3

z4

4!

)
+ . . . (5.19)

Zc21=0(P
2, q) = −3qz

2
+ q2

(
−13

8

x2z

2!
− xz3

3!
+

z5

5!

)
+ . . . (5.20)

6 Gauge theories on Fn

In this section we consider SU(2) gauge theories on Fn.

6.1 Geometric data

v1

v2
v3

v4

σ1

σ2

σ3 σ4

v∗2

v∗1

−v∗1

v∗4

v∗3

−v∗3

σ∗
1

σ∗
2

σ∗
3

σ∗
4

Figure 3: The toric fan of Fn. σℓ labels the cone of dimension two relative to the ℓ-th C2

coordinates patch.

The four vectors of the toric fan of Fn satisfy the relations

v1 + v3 + nv4 = v2 + v4 = 0 (6.1)

leading to the identification

(y1, y2, y3, y4) ∼ (λ y1, λ
′ y2, λ y3, λ

′λn y4) (6.2)

The non-trivial intersection numbers following from (6.1) are

C44 = −C22 = n , Cℓ,ℓ±1 = 1 (6.3)
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The zero form part of wℓ′ at the origin of chart ℓ can be found as

[
wℓ′
]
ℓ
=




ǫ1 0 0 ǫ1
ǫ2 ǫ2 + nǫ1 0 0
0 −ǫ1 −ǫ1 0
0 0 −ǫ2 − nǫ1 −ǫ2


 (6.4)

The coefficients of the non-equivariant curvature are

r = k1 + k3 − n k2

r′ = k2 + k4 (6.5)

We collect the geometric data in Table 2.

ℓ (zℓ1, z
ℓ
2) (ǫℓ1, ǫ

ℓ
2) aℓ Ωℓ

1
(

y1
y3
,
y2yn3
y4

)
(ǫ1, ǫ2) a+ k1ǫ1 + k2ǫ2 x1ǫ1 + x2ǫ2 + x12ǫ1ǫ2

2
(

yn1 y2
y4

, y3
y1

)
(nǫ1 + ǫ2,−ǫ1) a+ k2(nǫ1 + ǫ2)− k3ǫ1 x2(ǫ2 + nǫ1)− ǫ1x

3 − x23(ǫ1ǫ2 + nǫ21)

3
(

y3
y1
, y4
yn1 y2

)
(−ǫ1,−nǫ1 − ǫ2) a− k3ǫ1 − k4(nǫ1 + ǫ2) −x3ǫ1 − x4(ǫ2 + nǫ1) + x34(ǫ1ǫ2 + nǫ21)

4
(

y4
y2yn3

, y1
y3

)
(−ǫ2, ǫ1) a− k4ǫ2 + k1ǫ1 x1ǫ1 − x4ǫ2 − x14ǫ1ǫ2

Table 2: Geometric data for Fn.

6.2 The Donaldson invariants

We take the Kähler form to be ω = αw1 + βw2 with α− nβ > 0, and set the parameters of
the observables as

x1 = x2 = 0, x3 = z1, x
4 = z2

x12 = x23 = x14 = 0, x34 = x

Or equivalently

Ωℓ =
(
0,−z1ǫ1,−z1ǫ1 − z2(ǫ2 + nǫ1) + x(ǫ1ǫ2 + nǫ21),−z2ǫ2

)
(6.6)

The maximal order of a pole is χ− 2 = 2 and any kℓ becoming zero decreases its order by
one, see Fig 4 for an example.

The classical contribution to the partition function is

Zclass = q∆k+
c21
4 e∆

Ω

(6.7)

where we choose the first Chern class to be c1 = (rmod 2)w3 + (r′mod 2)w4, so that

∆k =
1

4
(2 r r′ + n r′2)

c21 = 2(rmod 2)(r′mod2) + n(r′ mod 2)2 (6.8)
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Figure 4: Poles of Zfull in the U(2) theory on F0 for (r, r′): a) (-4,3), b) (4,3)

Hirzebruch surface F0

In order to compute the Donaldson invariants up to q2 it is enough to take values up to
ki = 2. To be more precise, the non-trivial contributions come from the orbits

c1 = (0, 0) k = {(0, 1, 2, 1), (1, 0, 1, 2), (1, 2, 1, 0), (2, 1, 0, 1), (1, 1, 1, 1), (1, 2, 1, 2), (2, 1, 2, 1)}
c1 = (0, 1) k = {(1, 0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 1, 0), (1, 1, 1, 2), (1, 2, 1, 1), (2, 0, 2, 1), (2, 1, 2, 0)}
c1 = (1, 1) k = {(0, 1, 1, 2), (0, 2, 1, 1), (1, 0, 2, 1), (1, 1, 0, 2), (1, 1, 2, 0), (1, 2, 0, 1)

, (2, 0, 1, 1), (2, 1, 1, 0)} (6.9)

For the equivariant Donaldson invariants one gets

Zc1=(0,0)(F0, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) = q
((ǫ1 − ǫ2)e

− 1
4
x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2−z2ǫ2

2ǫ1ǫ2
− (ǫ1 − ǫ2)e

− 1
4
x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2−z1ǫ1

2ǫ1ǫ2
+ (6.10)

+
(ǫ1 + ǫ2)e

− 1
4
x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2−z1ǫ1−z2ǫ2

2ǫ1ǫ2
− (ǫ1 + ǫ2)e

− 1
4
x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2

2ǫ1ǫ2

)
+ . . .

Zc1=(1,0)(F0, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) = q
(
− e−

1
4
(x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2+4z2ǫ2+z1(2ǫ1−ǫ2))

ǫ2
+

e−
xǫ21
4

− 1
4
z1(2ǫ1+ǫ2)

ǫ2

)
+ . . . (6.11)

Zc1=(1,1)(F0, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) = q2
(e− 1

4
(xǫ21+2z1ǫ1+3z2ǫ1+z1ǫ2)

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)
+

e
1
4
(−x(ǫ1−2ǫ2)2+3z1(−2ǫ1+ǫ2)+z2(ǫ1−4ǫ2))

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)
−

− e
1
4
(−x(ǫ2−2ǫ1)2+z1(ǫ2−4ǫ1)+3z2(ǫ1−2ǫ2))

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)
− e−

1
4
(xǫ22+3z1ǫ2+z2(ǫ1+2ǫ2))

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)
−

− e
1
4
(−x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2−3z1(2ǫ1+ǫ2)+z2(ǫ1−2ǫ2))

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)
+

e
1
4
(−4xǫ21−z1(4ǫ1+ǫ2)+3z2ǫ1)

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)
−(6.12)

− e
1
4
(−x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2+z1(−2ǫ1+ǫ2)−3z2(ǫ1+2ǫ2))

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)
+

e
1
4
(−4xǫ22+3z1ǫ2−z2(ǫ1+4ǫ2))

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)

)
+ . . .

31



In the non equivariant limit ǫ1, ǫ2 → 0 one finds

Zc1=(0,0)(F0, q) = q (−z1 − z2)−
1

960
q2 (z1 + z2)

(
525x2 + 20x

(
z21 + 8z2z1 + z22

)

−4
(
z41 − 6z2z

3
1 + 16z22z

2
1 − 6z32z1 + z42

))
+ . . .

Zc1=(1,0)(F0, q) =
q2 (2160x2z2 − 20z31 (7x− 8z22)− 240xz2z

2
1 − 60xz1 (17x− 16z22) + 31z51 − 140z2z

4
1)

3840

+q
(
z2 −

z1
2

)
+ . . .

Zc1=(1,1)(F0, q) =
1

48
q2 (z1 + z2)

(
−6x+ 13z21 − 22z2z1 + 13z22

)
+ . . . (6.13)

The results for c1 = (0, 1) and c1 = (1, 1) perfectly match those obtained using the wall
crossing formulae. Indeed, in these two cases, an empty room exists and the contribution of
every orbit is equal to a contribution of its flip with rr′ ≤ 0 with an additional factor (−4) for
the stable points and (−2) for the semistable ones in agrement with the wall crossing results.
On the other hand, in the case c1 = (0, 0) there is no empty room, and the contribution of
the orbits k = (1, 1, 1, 1) is not proportional to a contribution of any of its flips satisfying
the condition rr′ ≤ 0.

Hirzebruch surface F1

Again, in order to compute the Donaldson invariants up to q2 it is enough to take values of
the gauge fluxes up to ki = 2. The non-trivial contributions come from the orbits

c1 = (0, 0) k = {(1, 0, 1, 2), (1, 1, 2, 1), (2, 1, 1, 1)}
c1 = (0, 1) k = {(1, 0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 2, 2), (1, 2, 1, 1), (2, 0, 2, 1), (2, 1, 1, 2)}
c1 = (1, 0) k = {(1, 1, 1, 1)}
c1 = (1, 1) k = {(1, 0, 2, 1), (1, 1, 1, 2), (1, 2, 2, 1), (2, 0, 1, 1), (2, 2, 1, 1)}

For the equivariant Donaldson invariants one gets

Zc1=(0,0)(F1, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) =
q

2
(
e−

1
4
x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2−z2ǫ2(ǫ1 − ǫ2)

ǫ1ǫ2
+

e−z1ǫ1−z2(ǫ1+ǫ2)−
xǫ22
4 (2ǫ1 + ǫ2)

ǫ1(ǫ1 + ǫ2)
−

− ez1ǫ2−
1
4
x(ǫ1+2ǫ2)2(ǫ1 + 2ǫ2)

ǫ2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)

)
+ . . . (6.14)

Zc1=(0,1)(F1, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) = q e
1
4
(−(z1+z2)ǫ1+(z1−2z2)ǫ2−xǫ22) + . . . (6.15)

Zc1=(1,0)(F1, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) = q
ez1ǫ1 − 1

ǫ1
e−z1ǫ1−

xǫ22
4

− 1
4
z2(ǫ1+2ǫ2) + . . . (6.16)
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Zc1=(1,1)(F1, q, ǫ1, ǫ2) = q2
(
− e−

xǫ22
4

−z2(ǫ1+ǫ2)− 3
4
z1(3ǫ1+ǫ2)

2ǫ1(ǫ1 + ǫ2)
+

e
1
4
(−xǫ22+z1(ǫ2−ǫ1)−4z2(ǫ1+ǫ2))

2ǫ1(ǫ1 + ǫ2)
− (6.17)

− e
1
4
(−x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2−4z2ǫ2+z1(ǫ2−3ǫ1))

2ǫ1ǫ2
+

e
1
4
(z1(ǫ1−3ǫ2)−x(ǫ1−ǫ2)2−4z2ǫ2)

2ǫ1ǫ2
−

− e
1
4
(−x(ǫ1+2ǫ2)2)+z1(ǫ1+3ǫ2)(ǫ1 + 2ǫ2)

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)
+

e−
1
4
x(ǫ1+2ǫ2)2− 3

4
z1(ǫ1−ǫ2)(ǫ1 + 2ǫ2)

2ǫ1ǫ2(ǫ1 + ǫ2)

)
+ . . .

In the non-equivariant limit ǫ1, ǫ2 → 0 one finds

Zc1=(0,0)(F1, q) = −3
2
q (z1 + z2)

Zc1=(0,1)(F1, q) = q +
q2

384

(
228x2 + 60x (z1 + z2)

2 − 29z41 + 12z2z
3
1 + 18z22z

2
1 + 12z32z1 + 3z42

)

Zc1=(1,0)(F1, q) = qz1

Zc1=(1,1)(F1, q) = −3

2
q2z1(z1 + z2) (6.18)

7 SU(3) gauge theory on P
2

In this section we compute the first instanton corrections to the Donaldson partition function
for a theory with gauge group SU(3) living on P2. The sum over the gauge fluxes is spanned
now by two triplets of integers (kℓ

1|kℓ
2) with ℓ = 1, 2, 3. Using the Weyl symmetry in each

chart one can order the tuplet such that kℓ
1 > kℓ

2 > 0. A scan over all tuplets with kℓ
α ≤ 2

shows that the leading contributions arise at order q2, from the three tuplets

(kℓ
1|kℓ

2) = (1, 2, 2|1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 1|1, 1, 1), (2, 1, 2|1, 1, 1). (7.19)

The three terms contribute at order q2, with a q∆k+
1
3 = q−6 coming from the classical part

and a factor qk
ℓ
1k

ℓ
1 = q2+2+4 coming from the instanton partition function in the three charts

covering P2. An explicit evaluation of the residues leads to

Resaα=0 Z(1,2,2|1,1,1) = −q2e

(

− z(ǫ1+2ǫ2)
3

+ 1
3
x(ǫ1ǫ2−ǫ22)

)

ǫ1 (ǫ1 − ǫ2)
+ . . .

Resaα=0 Z(2,1,2|1,1,1) =
q2e

(

− z(2ǫ1+ǫ2)
3

+ 1
3
x(ǫ1ǫ2−ǫ21)

)

(ǫ1 − ǫ2) ǫ2
+ . . .

Resaα=0 Z(2,2,1|1,1,1) = −q2e

(

− 2z(ǫ1+ǫ2)
3

+ 1
3
x(5ǫ1ǫ2−ǫ21−ǫ22)

)

ǫ1ǫ2
+ . . .

(7.20)

where the dots stands for higher instanton corrections.
The results (7.20) can be alternatively found by exploiting the abstruse duality. Indeed,

since Zfull(aα, q) has a single pole in a1 = a2 = 0, the residue receives contribution only
from the leading term near the pole in each chart. Consequently, these contributions can be
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related using the abstruse duality (3.21) in each chart to the residue of the partition function
at âα = 0. More precisely, one finds

Resaα=0Zfull(aα, k
ℓ
α, ǫa, q) = −Resâα=0Zfull(âα, k

ℓ
α, ǫa, q) (7.21)

Notice that this relation holds for any tuplet such that the partition function exhibit a single
pole at the origin. Remarkably, the right hand side of (7.21) can be easily evaluated to
all orders in q. The crucial simplification follows from the fact that for kℓ

1 > kℓ
2 > 0, the

instanton partition function in the right hand side of (7.21) is regular at aα = 0, so one has
to deal with a residue of the much simpler one-loop part. The result can be written as

Resâα=0Zfull(âα, k
ℓ
α, ǫa, q) =

Zclass(â
k

α, k
ℓ
α, ǫa, q)Zinst(â

k

α, k
ℓ
α, ǫa, q)∏

m,n(mǫ1 + nǫ2)d
k
mn

(7.22)

where dkmn follows from the dual one-loop character evaluated at aα = 0 (the residue of the
one-loop partition function)

χ̂M(k|t1, t2) =
χ∑

ℓ=1

3∑

u 6=v=1

yk,ℓu (yk,ℓv )−1

(1− tℓ1)(1− tℓ2)
= 2 +

∑

m,n

dkmn t
m
1 t

n
2 (7.23)

with the 2 taking care of the residue and

yk,ℓ1 = t
kℓ1
1 yk,ℓ2 = t

kℓ2
1 t

kℓ+1
2

2 yk,ℓ3 = t
kℓ+1
1

2 (7.24)

One finds:

χ̂M((1, 2, 2|1, 1, 1)|t1, t2) =
1

t1
+

t2
t1

χ̂M((2, 1, 2|1, 1, 1)|t1, t2) =
1

t2
+

t1
t2

χ̂M((2, 2, 1|1, 1, 1)|t1, t2) = t1 + t2 (7.25)

Reading dkmn from (7.25) and plugging them into (7.22) one reproduces the denominators
of (7.20) while the numerators come from the classical part of the partition function. The
instanton contributes as 1 at this order, but an exact formula follows from (7.22) if all
instanton terms are kept.

Putting together all pieces, we find that that each contribution in (7.20) is divergent in
the limit ǫa → 0 but their sum is finite. Indeed, the sum of the three terms leads to

ZM(X, q) ∼ − q2

18
(30x+ z2) + . . . (7.26)

with dots denoting higher ǫ’s and instanton contributions. Other contributions of tuplets in
the Weyl orbits of these three terms will lead to the same results up to signs, so the total
contribution of the three orbits will be again proportional to (7.26).
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Finally we notice that the tuplets (7.19) with (κ1, κ2) = (5, 3) satisfy the slope stable
conditions (2.41) and (1, 2, 2|1, 1, 1), (2, 1, 2|1, 1, 1), (2, 2, 1|1, 1, 1) satisfy (2.42) as expected
for a contributing term.
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A Toric geometry

In this appendix we give a brief review of toric geometry. A toric variety M of complex
dimension two is specified by a set of vectors {vℓ} ∈ Z2. Each cone σℓ generated by (vℓ, vℓ+1)
is isomorphic to a copy of C2, and the set of cones, the so called fan, defines a covering of
M . The variety M defined by the fan {σℓ} is compact if the fan covers the whole R2, and
the index ℓ is understood mod χ, i.e vχ+1 = v1. The variety is smooth if any point in σℓ∪Z2

can be written as a linear combination of vℓ and vℓ+1 with positive integer coefficients. We
restrict ourselves to compact smooth varieties. The manifold can be equipped with χ global
coordinates (y1, . . . , yχ).

The vectors vℓ ∈ R2 satisfy the relations

vℓ−1 + vℓ+1 − hℓ vℓ = 0 ℓ = 1, . . . χ (A.1)

We notice that only χ− 2 of these relations are independent. To each ray vℓ we associate a
divisor Dℓ ∼ P1 defined as yℓ = 0

The integers hℓ specify the self-intersection numbers of the divisors in the toric geometry.
More precisely, the intersection pairing Dℓ ·Dm = Cℓm is given by

Cℓℓ = −hℓ , Cℓ,ℓ+1 = Cℓ+1,ℓ = 1 (A.2)

Given a cone σℓ, we define the dual cone σ∗
ℓ as a set of vectors v∗ ∈ R2 such that v∗ · w > 0

∀w ∈ σℓ. Equivalently, the generators (v∗ℓ+1,−v∗ℓ ) of the dual cone σ∗
ℓ are defined by the

conditions
v∗ℓ · vℓ = 0 , v∗1ℓ v2ℓ − v1ℓ v

∗2
ℓ > 0 (A.3)
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For a vector vℓ = (v1ℓ , v
2
ℓ )

T one finds the dual vector v∗ℓ = (v2ℓ ,−v1ℓ )
T .

(A.1) leads to the χ− 2 equivalences

∀λ ∈ C
∗ (y1, . . . , yχ) ∼ (λCs1y1, . . . , λ

Csχyχ), s = 1, . . . χ− 2 (A.4)

To each dual cone σ∗
ℓ one can associate a chart Uℓ isomorphic to C2. Local coordinates in

these charts can be taken to be

zℓ1 =

χ∏

ℓ′=1

y
v∗
ℓ+1·vℓ′

ℓ′ , zℓ2 =

χ∏

ℓ′=1

y
−v∗

ℓ
·vℓ′

ℓ′ (A.5)

Using (A.1) it is easy to see that zℓa are invariant under the action (A.4).
We introduce a (C∗)2 action acting on the homogenous coordinates yℓ as

y1 → eǫ1 y1 , y2 → eǫ2 y2 , yℓ>2 → yℓ . (A.6)

The action on the local coordinates can then be written as

zℓa → eǫ
ℓ
a zℓa (A.7)

with
(ǫℓ1, ǫ

ℓ
2) = (v∗ aℓ+1 ǫa , −v∗ aℓ ǫa) = (v2ℓ+1ǫ1 − v1ℓ+1ǫ2,−v2ℓ ǫ1 + v1ℓ ǫ2) (A.8)

The origin of a patch Uℓ (z
ℓ
1, z

ℓ
2) = 0 is invariant under the toric action. We denote this

fixed point as Pℓ and in terms of the global coordinates it can be written as (yℓ, yℓ+1) = 0.
Note that every divisor Dℓ contains two fixed points, namely Pℓ−1 and Pℓ.

Taking

v1 = (01) v2 = (10)

v∗1 = (1, 0) − v∗2 = (0, 1) (A.9)

one finds
(ǫ11, ǫ

1
2) = (ǫ1, ǫ2) (A.10)

The remaining ǫℓa can be found from the recursive relations

(ǫℓ+1
1 , ǫℓ+1

2 ) = (hℓ+1 ǫ
ℓ
1 + ǫℓ2,−ǫℓ1) (A.11)

following from (A.1).

Remark 3. An important remark is that for any compact toric variety there are two and
only two patches with ǫℓ1ǫ

ℓ
2 > 0.

Indeed, as it follows from (A.8) the signs of ǫℓ1, ǫ
ℓ
2 depend only on which side of the line

v2ǫ1 − v1ǫ2 the vectors vℓ+1, vℓ lie. Since the cones are convex they cover the whole R
2 and

ǫℓ1, ǫ
ℓ
2 cannot be zero, the above statement follows.
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Remark 4. sign(ǫℓ1ǫ
ℓ+1
2 ) = sign(−(ǫℓ1)

2) = −1.

An equivariant two form w on M is defined as a form satisfying

Qξ w = dw + iξw = 0 (A.12)

with iξdza = ǫaza the contraction with respect to the action of the V vector field. To each
divisor Dℓ one can associate a Poincaré dual equivariant form wℓ such that

1

2π

∫

Dℓ

wℓ′ = Cℓℓ′ (A.13)

The zero form part of wℓ evaluated at the origin of a patch Uk, which we denote as [wℓ]k, is
the equivariant pullback ι∗P k →֒Mωℓ of the form ωℓ via the embedding P k →֒ M . The precise
form of [wℓ]k can be computed using localization. Let α be an equivariant form. Then, with
the help of the localization theorem one can write

∫

M

α ∧ wℓ = (2π)2
∑

Pk∈M

ι∗Pk →֒M(α ∧ wℓ)

ǫ
(k)
1 ǫ

(k)
2

= (2π)2
χ∑

k=1

[α]k [w
ℓ]k

ǫ
(k)
1 ǫ

(k)
2

(A.14)

The same integral can be computed as an integral over the dual divisor Dℓ of the equivariant
pullback ι∗Dl →֒Mα via the embedding Dl →֒ M . The integral localizes around the fixed
points Pℓ−1 and Pℓ intersecting the divisor

∫

M

α ∧ wℓ = 2π

∫

Dℓ

α = (2π)2

(
[α]ℓ−1

ǫ
(ℓ−1)
1

+
[α]ℓ

ǫ
(ℓ)
2

)
(A.15)

Comparing ( A.14) and ( A.15) one finds

[wℓ]k = ι∗P k →֒Mwℓ = δk,ℓ ǫ
(ℓ)
1 + δk,ℓ−1 ǫ

(ℓ−1)
2 (A.16)

Consistently, one can also check that the intersection matrix computed with the local-
ization theorem gives the expected result

Clm =
1

(2π)2

∫
wℓ ∧ wm =

∑

k

[wℓ]k[w
m]k

ǫ
(k)
1 ǫ

(k)
2

(A.17)

B The Barnes double gamma function

The Barnes double gamma function is defined via analytic continuation to the whole complex
plane of the integral

log Γ2(x|ǫ1, ǫ2) =
d

ds

[
Λs

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

dt

t

ts e−xt

(1− e−ǫ1t)(1− e−ǫ2t)

]

s=0

(B.1)
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in the region x > 0 where the integral converges. Using the representation of the logarithm

log

(
Λ

x

)
=

d

ds

(
Λs

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

dt

t
ts e−xt

)

s=0

(B.2)

the double gamma function can be written as an infinite product of zeros or poles according
to the domain of definition. For example for ǫ1, ǫ2 > 0 writing

log Γ2(x|ǫ1, ǫ2) =
∞∑

i,j=0

d

ds

[
Λs

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

dt

t
ts e−t(x+iǫ1+jǫ2)

]

s=0

=
∞∑

i,j=0

log

(
Λ

x+ iǫ1 + jǫ2

)

one can represent the Γ2(x) function as the infinite product of poles

Γ2(x|ǫ1, ǫ2) =
∞∏

i,j=0

(
Λ

x+ iǫ1 + jǫ2

)
x, ǫ1, ǫ2 > 0 (B.3)

Similarly in the region ǫ1 > 0 > ǫ2 one writes

e−xt

(1− e−ǫ1t)(1− e−ǫ2t)
=

e−xt+ǫ2t

(1− e−ǫ1t)(1− eǫ2t)
= −

∑

i,j=1

e−(x+(i−1)ǫ1−jǫ2)t (B.4)

and the Γ2(x) admits a representation as the infinite product of zeros

Γ2(x|ǫ1, ǫ2) =
∞∏

i,j=1

(
x+ (i− 1)ǫ1 − jǫ2

Λ

)
x, ǫ1 > 0 > ǫ2 (B.5)

C Proof of (4.13)

Let us consider first a variety with χ = 3 (for instance, P2). Every point {kℓ} contributes at
most with a simple pole, so in order to compute the residue at the point a = 0, we have to
take only the leading term in the Laurent expansion of the partition function in each chart.
The abstruse duality relates the leading term in each chart to the one obtained from it by
flipping the sign of a kℓ. Since every kℓ appears twice in the product

∏3
ℓ=1 Z

ℓ, once in the
ℓ-th patch and once in the (ℓ− 1)-th patch, according to (3.10) one finds

PℓResa=0Z
χ=3
full (k) = sign[ǫ

(ℓ−1)
1 ǫℓ2]Resa=0Z

χ=3
full (k) = −Resa=0Z

χ=3
full (k) (C.1)

where the last identity follows from (A.11). So we conclude that

Resa=0

[
(1 + Pℓ)Z

χ=3
full (a,k, ǫa, q)

]
= 0 (C.2)

and so the residue is also zero. Now let us consider a variety with χ = 4 (Fn, for example).
We would like to prove that

Resa=0

[
(1 + Pℓ)(1 + Pℓ+1)Z

χ=4
full (a,k, ǫa, q)

]
= 0 (C.3)
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If the tuplet{kℓ} contributes as a simple pole, the previous argument is applicable and (C.3)
follows. If the tuplet contributes a double pole, the residue results from taking the leading
terms in the Laurent expansion of three of the charts and one subleading term. If the
subleading term is taken from a chart different from ℓ, it is unaffected by the sign flips Pℓ

or Pℓ+1 and the identity (C.3) follows.
Finally, let us consider the term where the subleading contribution comes from the ℓ-th

patch. The flipping of kℓ and kℓ+1 affects the subleading contribution. Let us note that
if ǫℓ1ǫ

ℓ
2 > 0, the ℓ-th patch contributes as a regular point (aℓ)0 and hence the subleading

term is an odd function of aℓ. If ǫℓ1ǫ
ℓ
2 < 0 the patch contributes as a simple pole and so the

subleading term is an even function of aℓ. All together, one can say that

PℓPℓ+1SubleadZ
ℓ
C2 = −sign(ǫℓ1ǫ

ℓ
2)SubleadZ

ℓ
C2 (C.4)

Therefore one finds

(1 + PℓPℓ+1)Z
χ=4
full =

[
1− sign(ǫℓ−1

1 ǫℓ1ǫ
ℓ
2ǫ

ℓ+1
2 )

]
Zχ=4

full = 0, (C.5)

(Pℓ + Pℓ+1)Z
χ=4
full = Pℓ [1 + PℓPℓ+1]Z

χ=4
full = 0. (C.6)

Similar manipulations hold for χ > 4, with χ− 2 sign flips.

D Klyachko’s classification of sheaves

Here we follow the identification between the fluxes and the positions of the jumps in Kly-
achko’s filtrations first suggested in [18] (see their Appendix A).

According to [24, 45] an equivariant reflexive sheaf on a smooth toric variety M can be

defined by a tuple of χ non increasing filtrations of vector spaces E
(ℓ)
i , ℓ ∈ {1 . . . χ}

C
N = Eℓ

−∞ . . . ⊇ E
(ℓ)
i ⊇ E

(ℓ)
i+1 ⊇ . . . Eℓ

∞ = 0 (D.1)

A sheaf is stable if and only if for any proper subspace F ⊂ E = CN the following
inequality holds [47]

1

dimF

∑

i∈Z

χ∑

ℓ=1

i dim

(
F ∩ E

(ℓ)
i

F ∩ E
(ℓ)
i+1

)∫

M

wℓ∧ω <
1

dimE

∑

i∈Z

χ∑

ℓ=1

i dim

(
E

(ℓ)
i

E
(ℓ)
i+1

)∫

M

wℓ∧ω, (D.2)

where wℓ is a form dual to the divisor Dℓ and ω is the Kahler form. A semistable sheaf is
defined by the non strict inequality (D.2). A strictly semistable sheaf is semistable but not

stable. Indeed, a gauge bundle E associated to the spaces E
(ℓ)
i is stable if for any equivariant

sub-bundle F associated to the induced spaces F ∩ E
(ℓ)
i (D.2) holds, or equivalently if the

slope of the equivariant sub-bundle is smaller than that of the slope of the bundle itself

µ(F) < µ(E). (D.3)

To understand the content of the stability conditions (D.2) it is convenient to introduce the

tuplets of integers {k(ℓ)
α } describing the positions along the i-line in the ℓth-sequence of the

jumps from C
α to C

α−1. Here for simplicity we use the shift symmetry to set the location
of the first jump in each sequence at the origin, i.e. k

(ℓ)
N = 0.
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D.1 SU(2) case

In this simple case there are at most two jumps in a filtration with one one-dimensional
intermediate space, which we will denote as P (ℓ). The only non trivial choice for F is
F = P (ℓ′) for some ℓ′. Let us first take the sheaves characterised by a tuplet of filtrations
with two jumps and P (ℓ) 6= P (ℓ′) for all ℓ 6= ℓ′. Then (D.2) reduces to

∀ ℓ′ βℓ′ k
ℓ′ ≤ 1

2

χ∑

ℓ=1

βℓ k
ℓ (D.4)

with

βℓ =
1

2π

∫

M

w ∧ wℓ (D.5)

If the inequalities (D.4) are strictly true for any ℓ′, then (D.2) holds for any F and the sheaf
is stable.

We notice that if the choice of the subspaces P (ℓ) is more degenerated, then (D.4) is
not a sufficient condition for a sheaf to be stable. For example, if P (ℓ) = P (ℓ′) for any
ℓ, ℓ′ ∈ {1, . . . , χ}, then (D.2) is always false for F = P (ℓ), even if (D.4) is still true. It means
that the corresponding sheaf is unstable. Therefore we see that (D.4) is only a necessary
(but not sufficient) condition for a sheaf defined by the tuplet of filtrations with the positions
of the jumps {kℓ} to be stable.

In the same way one can see that (4.17) guarantees that there are some strictly semistable
sheaves among all of the sheaves corresponding to a tuplet of filtrations with the jumps at
{kℓ}. If both (4.16) and (4.17) are not satisfied then the non strict version of (D.2) cannot
be satisfied and so (4.18) is a sufficient condition for all the corresponding sheaves to be
unstable. Taking into account also the filtrations with one jump from C2 directly to 0 one
will end up with the same inequalities (4.16 - 4.18) with the corresponding k(ℓ) = 0.

D.2 SU(3) case

Now let us consider the SU(3) gauge theory. The information about the subspaces of the
filtrations relevant for the stability conditions in this case can be represented by points and
lines in the projective plane. Indeed, two-dimensional subspaces of C3 can either coincide or
intersect at a one-dimensional space; a one-dimensional space either lies in a two-dimensional
space or has no non-trivial intersection with it; for any two non-coinciding one-dimensional
spaces there exist one and only one two-dimensional subspace, which include them both
(which is their direct sum). Lines and dots on the projective plane have similar properties.
The projective plane is required to avoid the existence of parallel lines. The choices for F in
this case are given by one and two-dimensional subspaces of C3, represented by points and
lines respectively.

To each divisor Dℓ in the toric manifold one can associated a line L(ℓ). We denote by
P (ℓ) ∈ L(ℓ) a generic point in this line and by Vℓℓ′ a vertex at the intersection of the lines.
For P2 the most non-degenerated choice of the subspaces corresponds to the diagram drawn
in the following picture
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L(1)

L(2)

L(3)

P (1)

P (2)

P (3)

There are now four relevant choices for F :

• F = P (m): A point intersects itself and the line that it contains it, so F ∩ L(m) =
F ∩ P (m) = F leading to

∀m k
(m)
1 ≤ 1

3

3∑

ℓ=1

(k
(ℓ)
1 + k

(ℓ)
2 ) (D.6)

• F = L(m) ∩L(n) = Vmn: A vertex intersects two lines F = F ∩L(m) = F ∩L(n) leading
to

∀m 6= n k
(m)
2 + k

(n)
2 ≤ 1

3

3∑

ℓ=1

(k
(ℓ)
1 + k

(ℓ)
2 ) (D.7)

• F = L(m): A line intersects itself on a line, a point contained in it on a point, and any
other line on a vertex, so: F ∩L(m) = F , F ∩P (m) = P (m), F ∩L(n) = Vmn, leading to

∀m 1
2
(k

(m)
1 + k

(1)
2 + k

(2)
2 + k

(3)
2 ) ≤ 1

3

3∑

ℓ=1

(k
(ℓ)
1 + k

(ℓ)
2 ) (D.8)

• F = P (m) ⊕ P (n): A line connecting two points intersects the two points and all the
lines contained on a point, so F ∩L(m) = F ∩P (m) = P (m), F ∩L(n) = F ∩P (n) = P (n),
F ∩ L(3) = P̃ (p), leading to

∀m 6= n 6= p 1
2
(k

(m)
1 + k

(n)
1 + k

(p)
2 ) ≤ 1

3

3∑

ℓ=1

(k
(ℓ)
1 + k

(ℓ)
2 ) (D.9)

Like in the SU(2) case, the resulting 12 conditions are necessary but not sufficient condi-
tions for stability, because they are given by the most non-degenerated choice of the subspaces
of the filtrations.

41



References

[1] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, Electric - magnetic duality, monopole condensation, and
confinement in N=2 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, Nucl. Phys. B 426 (1994) 19
[hep-th/9407087].

[2] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, Monopoles, duality and chiral symmetry breaking in N=2
supersymmetric QCD, Nucl. Phys. B 431 (1994) 484 [hep-th/9408099].

[3] N. A. Nekrasov, Seiberg-Witten prepotential from instanton counting,
Adv.Theor.Math.Phys. 7 (2004) 831 [hep-th/0206161].

[4] U. Bruzzo, F. Fucito, J. F. Morales and A. Tanzini, Multiinstanton calculus and
equivariant cohomology, JHEP 0305 (2003) 054 [hep-th/0211108].

[5] R. Flume and R. Poghossian, An Algorithm for the microscopic evaluation of the
coefficients of the Seiberg-Witten prepotential, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A18 (2003) 2541
[hep-th/0208176].

[6] F. Fucito, J. F. Morales and R. Poghossian, Multi instanton calculus on ALE spaces,
Nucl. Phys. B703 (2004) 518 [hep-th/0406243].

[7] G. Bonelli, K. Maruyoshi and A. Tanzini, Instantons on ALE spaces and Super
Liouville Conformal Field Theories, JHEP 1108 (2011) 056 [1106.2505].

[8] G. Bonelli, K. Maruyoshi and A. Tanzini, Gauge Theories on ALE Space and Super
Liouville Correlation Functions, Lett.Math.Phys. 101 (2012) 103 [1107.4609].

[9] G. Bonelli, K. Maruyoshi, A. Tanzini and F. Yagi, N=2 gauge theories on toric
singularities, blow-up formulae and W-algebrae, JHEP 1301 (2013) 014 [1208.0790].

[10] U. Bruzzo, M. Pedrini, F. Sala and R. J. Szabo, Adv. Math. 288 (2016), 1175-1308
doi:10.1016/j.aim.2015.11.005 [arXiv:1312.5554 [math.AG]].

[11] U. Bruzzo, F. Sala and M. Pedrini, Adv. Math. 272 (2015), 20-95
doi:10.1016/j.aim.2014.11.019 [arXiv:1311.2861 [math.AG]].

[12] V. Pestun, Localization of gauge theory on a four-sphere and supersymmetric Wilson
loops, Commun.Math.Phys. 313 (2012) 71 [0712.2824].

[13] N. Hama and K. Hosomichi, Seiberg-Witten Theories on Ellipsoids,
JHEP 1209 (2012) 033 [1206.6359].

[14] A. Bawane, S. Benvenuti, G. Bonelli, N. Muteeb and A. Tanzini, N = 2 gauge theories
on unoriented/open four-manifolds and their AGT counterparts, JHEP 07 (2019) 040
[1710.06283].

[15] B. Le Floch and G. J. Turiaci, AGT/Z2, JHEP 12 (2017) 099 [1708.04631].

42

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)90124-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9407087
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9407087
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)90214-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9408099
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9408099
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.2003.v7.n5.a4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0206161
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0206161
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/054
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0211108
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0211108
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X03013685
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0208176
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0208176
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2004.09.014
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0406243
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0406243
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2011)056
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2505
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-012-0553-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1107.4609
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2013)014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.0790
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.5554
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.2861
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-012-1485-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/0712.2824
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2012)033, 10.1007/JHEP10(2012)051
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.6359
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)040
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06283
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)099
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.04631


[16] N. Nekrasov, “Localizing gauge theories.”
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/253129819_Localizing_gauge_theories,
2003.

[17] A. Bawane, G. Bonelli, M. Ronzani and A. Tanzini, N = 2 supersymmetric gauge
theories on S2 × S2 and Liouville Gravity, JHEP 07 (2015) 054 [1411.2762].

[18] M. Bershtein, G. Bonelli, M. Ronzani and A. Tanzini, Exact results for N = 2
supersymmetric gauge theories on compact toric manifolds and equivariant Donaldson
invariants, JHEP 07 (2016) 023 [1509.00267].

[19] M. Bershtein, G. Bonelli, M. Ronzani and A. Tanzini, Gauge theories on compact toric
surfaces, conformal field theories and equivariant Donaldson invariants,
J. Geom. Phys. 118 (2017) 40 [1606.07148].

[20] G. Beaujard, J. Manschot and B. Pioline, [arXiv:2004.14466 [hep-th]].

[21] D. Rodriguez-Gomez and J. Schmude, JHEP 05 (2015), 111
doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2015)111 [arXiv:1412.4407 [hep-th]].

[22] E. Witten, Topological Quantum Field Theory, Commun.Math.Phys. 117 (1988) 353.

[23] L. Gottsche, H. Nakajima and K. Yoshioka, Instanton counting and Donaldson
invariants, J. Differential Geom. 80 (2008) 343 [math/0606180].

[24] A.A.Klyachko, Moduli of vector bundles and numbers of classes, Funct Anal Its Appl
25 (1991) 67.

[25] M. Kool, Euler characteristics of moduli spaces of torsion free sheaves on toric
surfaces, Geometriae Dedicata (2014) [0906.3393v3].

[26] M. Bershadsky, S. Cecotti, H. Ooguri and C. Vafa, Holomorphic anomalies in
topological field theories, AMS/IP Stud. Adv. Math. 1 (1996) 655 [hep-th/9302103].

[27] C. Vafa and E. Witten, A Strong coupling test of S duality,
Nucl. Phys. B 431 (1994) 3 [hep-th/9408074].

[28] A. Malmendier and K. Ono, Moonshine and Donaldson invariants of CP2, 1207.5139.

[29] M. Griffin, A. Malmendier and K. Ono, SU(2)-Donaldson invariants of the complex
projective plane, Forum Math. 27 (2015) 2003 [1209.2743].

[30] G. Korpas and J. Manschot, Donaldson-Witten theory and indefinite theta functions,
JHEP 11 (2017) 083 [1707.06235].

[31] G. Korpas, J. Manschot, G. W. Moore and I. Nidaiev, Mocking the u-plane integral,
1910.13410.

43

http://www.researchgate.net/publication/253129819_ Localizing_ gauge_ theories
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2015)054
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.2762
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2016)023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.00267
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomphys.2017.01.012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.07148
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.14466
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.4407
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01223371
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0606180
https://arxiv.org/abs/math/0606180
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10711-014-9966-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.3393v3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(93)90548-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9302103
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9302103
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)90097-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9408074
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9408074
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.5139
https://doi.org/10.1515/forum-2013-6013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.2743
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)083
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06235
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.13410


[32] A. Dabholkar, P. Putrov and E. Witten, Duality and Mock Modularity, 2004.14387.

[33] G. Festuccia, J. Qiu, J. Winding and M. Zabzine, Twisting with a Flip (the Art of
Pestunization), Commun. Math. Phys. 377 (2020) 341 [1812.06473].

[34] G. Festuccia and M. Zabzine, S-duality and supersymmetry on curved manifolds,
2007.12001.

[35] L. F. Alday, D. Gaiotto and Y. Tachikawa, Liouville Correlation Functions from
Four-dimensional Gauge Theories, Lett. Math. Phys. 91 (2010) 167 [0906.3219].

[36] R. Poghossian, Recursion relations in CFT and N=2 SYM theory,
JHEP 0912 (2009) 038 [0909.3412].

[37] G. Watts, Determinant Formulae for Extended Algebras in Two-dimensional
Conformal Field Theory, Nucl. Phys. B 326 (1989) 648.

[38] R. Poghossian, Recurrence relations for the W3 conformal blocks and N = 2 SYM
partition functions, JHEP 11 (2017) 053 [1705.00629].

[39] M. Marino and G. W. Moore, The Donaldson-Witten function for gauge groups of
rank larger than one, Commun. Math. Phys. 199 (1998) 25 [hep-th/9802185].

[40] A. Daemi and Y. Xie, Sutured Manifolds and Polynomial Invariants from Higher Rank
Bundles, arXiv e-prints (2017) arXiv:1701.00571 [1701.00571].

[41] G. W. Moore and E. Witten, Integration over the u plane in Donaldson theory,
Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 1 (1997) 298 [hep-th/9709193].

[42] L. Baulieu, G. Bossard and A. Tanzini, Topological vector symmetry of BRSTQFT and
construction of maximal supersymmetry, JHEP 0508 (2005) 037 [hep-th/0504224].

[43] S. K. Donaldson and P. B. Kronheimer,The geometry of Four Manifolds, Oxford
Mathematical Monographs, Oxford: Clarendon Press

[44] D. S. Freed and K. K. Uhlenbeck, Instantons and four-manifolds, New York: Springer

[45] A.A.Klyachko, Equivariant Bundles on Toral Varieties, Mathematics of the
USSR-Izvestiya 35 (1990) 337.

[46] R. M. M. Goresky, R. Kottwitz, Equivariant cohomology, Koszul duality and the
localization theorem, Invent. math. 131 (1998) 25.

[47] E. S. Allen Knutson, Sheaves on toric varieties for physics, Advances in Theoretical
and Mathematical Physics 2 (1998) 873.

44

https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.14387
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-020-03681-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.06473
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.12001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11005-010-0369-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.3219
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/12/038
https://arxiv.org/abs/0909.3412
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90548-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)053
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.00629
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050494
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802185
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9802185
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.00571
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.00571
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1997.v1.n2.a7
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9709193
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9709193
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/08/037
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0504224
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0504224

	1 Introduction, summary and open questions
	2 Localization on compact manifolds
	2.1 Equivariant localization
	2.2 Integrating around fixed points
	2.3 The SU(2) case
	2.4 The higher rank case
	2.5 Holomorphic anomaly equation

	3 The partition function on C2 
	3.1 An abstruse duality
	3.1.1 The SU(2) case
	3.1.2 The higher rank case


	4 The partition function on M
	4.1 The toric data
	4.2  The residue sum
	4.3 Comparison against wall-crossing formulae

	5  Donaldson invariants for P2
	5.1 Geometric data
	5.2 Donaldson invariants

	6 Gauge theories on Fn
	6.1 Geometric data
	6.2 The Donaldson invariants

	7 SU(3) gauge theory on P2
	A Toric geometry
	B The Barnes double gamma function
	C Proof of (4.13)
	D Klyachko's classification of sheaves
	D.1 SU(2) case
	D.2 SU(3) case


