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1 Introduction

Holography is one of the main active area of research in finding a theory of quantum gravity
[1, 2]. The prime example of this concept is The AdS/CFT Correspondence [3, 4].



Recently, a twisted version of The AdS/CFT Correspondence has been formulated by Costello
and Li [5, 6]. According to this framework, the holography can be understood as certain
algebraic relation, known as Koszul duality, between the algebra of operators in the two sides
of the correspondence (see [7] for an earlier example and also [8-23] for follow-up and related
works). For a recent and very readable review of Koszul duality aimed at physicists, we refer
the reader to [24]. An instance of this twisted version has been studied in [8], where it was
shown that the algebra of local operators in 2d BF theory with gauge group GLy coupled to
a 1d fermionic! quantum mechanics with global symmetry GLx (the boundary side) and the
algebra of scattering states computed using Witten digrams of 4d Chern-Simons theory with
gauge group GLg (the bulk side) match and in the large-N limit approach the Yangian (see
Theorem 1 on page 12 of [8]). Concretely, let B be the the B-field of BF theory and (¢, 1)
are the fields of quantum mechanical system living on the line. It was shown in [8] that the
subalgebra of a subset of local gauge-invariant operators of this system, which are given by

P B, ab=1,- K, n >0, (1.1)
in the large-N limit is the Yangian of gl.

In this paper, we study the same problem from the perspective of the geometry of the phase
space of 2d-1d coupled system. On of the reasons we are studying the problem from the
phase-space perspective is that it allows us to make statements about some aspects of this
example of twisted holography at finite N. Our strategy is to fist characterize the (classical
or quantized) algebra in the large-N limit and then find the finite- NV algebra as the quotient
of the large-N limit algebra by an ideal. Let the phase space of the coupled 2d-1d system be
denoted as M(N, K), which is parameterized by (B,,)).

Summary of the results

As we have explained so far, we study the phase space of the 2d BF theory coupled to a 1d
quantum-mechanical system. The basic logic of the paper is to first study the classical phase
space M(K, N) and its ring of functions C(K, N), and finally their large-N limit. We then
study modules for these algebras. Then, we considered the quantization of the classical phase
space and the deformation quantization C;[M (N, K)] of its ring of functions, which leads to
the algebra. We study its structure, especially its coproduct and its identification with the
Coulomb-branch algebra of 3d N’ = 4 theories.

Section 2 is devoted to the review of physical holographic setup. The main results of this
work can be summarized as follows.

In Section 3, we investigate the geometry of the phase space of BF theory coupled to our
quantum-mechanical system and study the algebra of functions in this phase space. The
main results of this section are the following

!There is nothing special about quantum mechanics to be fermionic. We pointed out it since it was used
in [8] for explicit computations. We could consider bosonic quantum mechanics and the resulting operator
algebra would be the same. However, the brane configuration which leads to the fermionic vs bosonic quantum
mechanics would be different [25, 26].



1. The first result is concerned with the structure of the phase space; we show that
M(N,K) is a normal affine variety of dimension 2N K. This is shown in Corollary
3.2.

2. CIM(N, K)], the algebra of functions on M(N, K) is generated by the set {) B™); Tr(B™)}.
Note that the operators Tr(B") are dual to the gravitons while determinant (det(B™))
and subdeterminant operators are dual to giant gravitons in the bulk. We then find
that M(N,1) ~ A2V, Furthermore, by defining the morphism

Nap : M(N, K) — M(1,K)
(B7w7a) - (Barl/}buaa);
we show that the products of 1y, for various a and b is a closed embedding

H ’I’}abIM(N,K)<—>M(N, 1) XA(N)M(Nyl) XAN) * - XA(N)M(Nv 1)7 (13)
1<a,b<K

(1.2)

where the right hand side has K2 copies of M(N,1). This is achieved in Proposition
3.3.

3. Next, we define the following Poisson structure on M(N, K) by
{Wia, Yy} = dabdi,
{an7 qu} = 5panq - 5qupn7 (14)
{an7 ¢bj} = {an7 ¢ia} = 07

Defining Tég) = 1, By, with the convention T’ éb_ U - Oap, We show that

min(p,q)—1
—1=4) (i i —1—i
TP TPy = > (1§ )Tl (1.5)
i=—1
In Section 4, we consider the large-N limit of M(N, K) and its ring of functions CIM (N, K)].
The main results of this section as as follows

1. We show that | M(N, K) is Zariski-dense in L™ GLg x L~ GL1, where L~ GL is the
loop group defined in (4.1). This result is the content of Theorem 4.1.

2. Using this result, we then show that M(oo, K) = L~ GLg xL~ GL;. This in turn
would imply that
C[M(o0, K)] 2 C[L™ GLg]| ® C[L™ GLy]. (1.6)

Section 5 is devoted to study of modules for C[M (N, K)]. The main result of this section
is the computation of Hilbert series for C[M (N, K)] in Theorem 5.1 and its large-N limit
C[M(o0, K)] in Proposition 5.3.

In Section 6, we move to the quantization C;[M (N, K)] of the ring of functions CIM (N, K)]
on the phase space. Quantization amounts to replace the Poisson brackets (1.3) with com-
mutators and studying the resulting algebras. The main results of this section are



1. We first prove the commutator of T ég)

min(p.q)~ -
(g )] —h Z <Tc(l§) (P‘H] 1-1) Tc(5+q_1_2)T¢§Zl)) ] (17)
i=—1

[T(p)

ab’

This is equivalent to the RTT relation if one defines the generating functions T, (%)
(the RTT generators) of TLEZL) by the following power-series expansion at z — oo

1
=> T Wyl = ab+¢ V-

- B
n>—1

2. We next present one of the main results of this work, i.e. we show that the surjective
map

Yi(olx © gly) == Ya(alx) ® Ya(gly) — Ci[M(N, K)] (1.8)

exists for any N. We present two arguments for the existence of this map in Theorem
6.1 and in Section 6.1. We also prove a particular observation of [27] according to which
the quantum determinant of Yangian, whose coefficient determine the center, determine
is given in terms of Capelli’s determinant, defined in (6.9).

3. The coproduct of the quantized algebra is constructed in Section 6.3.

4. Finally, we explain the identification between the quantized ring of functions on the
phase space C;[M(N, K)] and the Coulomb-branch algebra of certain 3d N’ = 4 quiver
gauge theories.

Some details are relegated to the appendices. The Hall-Littlewood polynomial has been
reviewed in Appendix A. Geometrization of the Jing operators, which are used in giving a
vertex-algebra definition of the Hall-Littlewood polynomials is explained in Appendix B.

2 The Holographic Setup

In this section, we briefly review the twisted holography setup of [8].

The starting point is 6d topological string theory on R* x C, where the theory is A-twisted
along R* and B-twisted along C. These theories coming from a configuration of branes?,

which is summarized in Table 1.

There are four main ingredients at play [29]: 1) the theory of open strings on the stack of D2
branes, which is the 2d BF theory with gauge group GLy with the following action

SBF = Trn(BFa), (2.1)
R w

2Similar to [8], we are following the convention used in [28] where Dp-brane in topological string theory
have p-dimensional world-volume in spacetime.



R; | Ry | Ry | Ry | C, | # of branes
D2 | x X N
D4 | x X X K

Table 1. The brane configuration that realizes our twisted holography setup. The subscripts on R,
et al denote the coordinates along that direction. We have used the same conventions as [8]. The last
column denotes the number of branes.

where B € QO(R%UJ,Q[N) is an adjoint-valued scalar, A € QI(R%W gly) is the gauge field for
the gauge group GLy with curvature F4 = dgA =dA + A A A, and the trace is taken over
the fundamental representation of gly, which we have denoted as N. This plays the role of
the boundary side of the correspondence; 2) the theory on the stack of D4-branes, which is 4d
Chern-Simons theory with gauge group GLg [7, 30]. Since we do not need this theory in this
paper, we are not describing its details and refer the reader to [8]; 3) the 1d intersection of
the two sets of branes, which introduces a line operator in both theories: the line operator in
the BF-theory side is described by a quantum mechanics with fermionic degrees of freedom:
Y € QO(R,,N) with a = 1,--- , K%, and the conjugate field 1, € Q°(R,,N), where bar
denotes the antifundamental representation. The action of this theory is given by

K
Sovi= [ S Ua(d+ A, (2.2)

L a=1

where we have denoted R, as L. A carton of the setup is shown in Figure 1. In the 4d Chern-
Simons theory side, we get a Wilson line taking values in some representation of gl [z] =
[L,50 0lx®2" (at least classically). 4) The bulk closed-string theory sector, which is a mixture
of the Kéhler gravity along Riyﬂ),w and BCOV theory along C, [31-34]. Furthermore, we
turn on a background 3-form flux field, which is sourced by D2-branes. This could deform the
topology of the closed-string background and also the theory living on the stack of D4-branes.
It turns out that the topology of the closed-string background is deformed to ]Ri,w xRy, xS
where r = (y? + v? + zz)% parameterizes R, and the background 3-form field measures the
flux through S2. The value of this flux is nothing but the number of D2-branes, which is N.
On the other hand, it turns out that the pullback of the 3-form to D4-branes vanishes, and
hence the theory of D4 branes is not deformed in the presence of this flux. Note that the
theory on D4-branes could in principle be coupled to the modes in the closed-string theory
living in the bulk. In the setup considered in [8], it is assumed that in the large-N limit,
there is no such coupling. This has been called rigid holography in the physics literature
[35]. Taking this point into account, the theory that effectively plays the role of bulk side
in our twisted holography setup is 4d Chern-Simons theory and we need to consider Witten
diagrams of this theory in the computations of scattering through the bulk.

3Note that there is a change of notation compared to [8]. Here, we have used a = 1,--- , K for the global
symmetry indices while ¢ = 1,--- , K has been used for the global symmetry indices in [8].
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Figure 1. The holographic setup. N coincident D2-branes are hosting a gl BF theory. These branes
should be thought of as the imaging of D2-branes deep in the bulk which are sourcing the bulk fields.
At the bottom of the figure, we have shown 2d black branes which are the D2-branes in the backreacted
geometry of the bulk. A 4d gl Chern-Simons theory lives on the of K coincident D4-branes. The
intersection of the two stack of branes is a line defect on which a fermionic quantum-mechanical system

lives.

We would like to analyze the phase space of 2d BF theory coupled to a 1d quantum mechanics
and its geometry. We choose the gauge A = 0. The equations of motion are

dy* = dy, =0,

Ko 2.3
dB — > 9" Pybu— = 0. 2

a=1

The solution is that 1) and 1, are constant along the line defect, B is constant on the regions
w < 0 and w > 0, and

K
Bus0 — Bu<o = Y _ ¢,
a=1

So the phase space is parametrized by B,sq, %® and ,, modulo the GLy action. This is
the quiver variety (categorical quotient) associated to the framed quiver in Figure 2. Let us
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Figure 2. The quiver description of the phase space.

denote this quiver variety by M(N, K) = Rep(N, K)/ GLx, where Rep(N, K) is the linear
space of representations of quiver in Figure 2. We study this space in Section 3.

3 Geometry of the Phase Space M(N, K)

In this section, we analyze the phase space of the coupled theory Sgr + Squm, where Sgr and
Sqm are given by (2.1) and (2.2), respectively.

3.1 Singularities and resolution

When K =1, M(N,1) is the Zastava space Zsj}; studied in [36]. Recall that the degree ZﬁN[2
is defined by the degree N based quasi-map space of the flag variety of SLo. Explicitly, this
is the space of polynomials Q(z), P(z) such that deg @ < N and P is a monic polynomial of
degree N. In particular, Zﬁg is isomorphic to the affine space A%V, The isomorphism between

M(N,1) and 25]}’2 is given by the map

(B, 9) = (P(2) = det(z — B), Q(2) = v adj(z — B)¥). (3.1)

Here adj(z — B) is the adjugate matrix of z — B.

For general K, then same argument in [36, Section 2] shows that the Laumon resolution
PN — ZN factors through M(N,K). Here PV is the parabolic Laumon space, i.e. the
moduli space of degree N rank K subsheaves F of rank 2K trivial vector bundle on P! such
that F|s is a sub-bundle and is a fixed rank K flag of C2/, and Z¥ is the parabolic Zastava
space associated to SLog and the parabolic subgroup P C SLsog which stabilizes a fixed rank
K flag in C?K [37]. In fact PV is isomorphic to the moduli space of stable representations
of the quiver in Figure 2, denoted by M?*(N, K), where the stability condition is that if
V c CVN, B(V) c V and Im(¢p) C V then V = C¥. The stability condition implies that
the action of GLy on the stable representations is free, thus M*(N, K) is smooth. Since
the parabolic Zastava space ZV is affine, the Laumon resolution PV — ZV factors through



the affinization of PV = M*(N, K), which is M(N, K), and M(N, K) — Z¥ is finite since
Laumon resolution is proper. Moreover, PY — Z¥ is isomorphism on the locus where the
subsheaf F is a sub-bundle, this corresponds to a map (instead of just a quasi-map) from
P! to Grassmannian Gr(K,2K) which sends oo to identity. We call this locus the “regular”
locus, and it has a quiver description as well: it parametrizes quiver representations that are
stable and also co-stable, i.e. if V.C CV, B(V) C V and V C ker(¢)) then V = 0. The semi-
simplification map M?*(N,K) — M(N, K) is also isomorphism on the regular locus, since
GLy acts on a stable and co-stable representation freely with closed orbit. This implies that
the morphism M(N, K) — Z¥ is birational. Since M(N, K) is affine quotient of a smooth
variety normal M(N, K) is normal, thus M(N,K) — Z% is the normalization. It turns
out that M(N, K) — ZN is isomorphism, which will be proven in a more general context
elsewhere.
Summarize the above discussions, we have morphisms of varieties:

PN = M*(N,K) — M(N,K) = 2V,

such that M*(N, K) — M(N, K) is a resolution of singularities, and it is isomorphism when
restricted on M(N, K)*8.

Lemma 3.1. For the resolution of singularities f : M*(N,K) — M(N,K), we have
Omn, k) = REOps (v k), e

(1) le*OM5(N,K) =0 fOTi > 0,

(2) the natural homomorphism Oxyn iy — fxOpnms (v i) 18 isomorphism.

The key to the proof of Lemma 3.1 is Grauert-Riemenschneider vanishing theorem, we recall
it here:

Theorem 3.1 (Grauert-Riemenschneider Vanishing). Let h : X — Y be a resolution of
singularities in characteristic zero, then R'h,(Kx) = 0 fori > 0. Moreover let L be an ample
line bundle on X, then R'h.(Kx ® L) =0 fori > 0. Here Kx is the canonical line bundle of
X.

For a proof (of a more general version of this theorem), see [38, Corollary 2.68]. We would
like to apply this theorem to f : M*(N,K) — M(N, K), but the sheaf in the theorem is
the canonical sheaf, not the structure sheaf. This is not an issue, because:

Lemma 3.2. The canonical line bundle on M?*(N, K) is trivial.

Proof. Denote by V the tautological sheaf on M*(N, K), which is the descent of CV along the
quotient Rep®(N, K) — M?*(N, K), and denote by W the framing vector space, then there is
a short exact sequence

0 — End(V) — End(V) o W@ V' @ W* @V — Ts(n,x) — 0. (3.2)



Here Tqs(n, k) is the tangent sheaf of M*(N, K). From this short exact sequence we get

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Since the canonical line bundle on M?*(N, K) is trivial, we have

R f.Opngs(n,i) = Rl ps (i) = 0,

for ¢ > 0, by Grauert-Riemenschneider vanishing theorem. Since M(N, K) is normal and f
is birational, we also have O, k) = [+Ops (v, K)- |

Corollary 3.1. M(N, K) has rational Gorenstein singularities.

Proof. M(N, K) has rational singularities by Lemma 3.1. Then the dualizing sheaf w(n, k)
is

Wwm(N,E) = REK s (v, k) & RSO ps(v,k) = O v, i)
which is a line bundle, thus M (N, K) has Gorenstein singularities. |
3.2 Factorization

There is an obvious morphism:

fvy Ny 2 M(N1, K) X M(Nay K) — M(N1 + No, K), (3.3)
—(1) —(2) BW 0 | oM gy
(B(l)a¢(1)7¢ ) X (3(2)7¢(2)7¢ ) = < 0 B(Z) ) 1/}(2) ) [T;Z)( ) TIZ)( )] . (34)
Consider the natural projection
Oy : M(N,K) — AN, (3.5)

Here ® maps a triple (B,1),1) to the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of B, and
AW) is the N’th symmetric product of affine line A', which parametrizes coefficients of the
characteristic polynomial of B. Denote by (A(Nl) X A(Nz))disj the open subset of AN x A(N2)

such that eigenvalues of BM is disjoint from eigenvalues of B®. Analogous to the K = 1
case discussed in [36], we have the following factorization isomorphism

Proposition 3.1. The restriction of fn, n, on (A(Nl) X A(NQ))diSj s isomorphism:

fN1,N2 : (M(vaK) X M(N27K))

disg = M(N1 + No, K) X (31 483) <A(N1) X A(N2)>

disj

Here (M(N1, K) x M(N2, K)) gi5; 18 the restriction of M(Ny, K)x M(Na, K) on (A1) x A(NQ))diSj.

Corollary 3.2. M(N, K) is a normal affine variety of dimension 2NK .



Proof. M(N, K) is normal and affine since is the quotient of an affine space by GLy, we only
need to show that its dimension is 2NK. By the factorization isomorphism, it suffices to
show that dim M(1, K) = 2K. Note that M(1, K) is isomorphic to the A! times the space
of K x K matrices of rank < 1 and the latter has dimension 2K — 1. |

Using the normalization map M(N, K) — Z we have the following result:
Proposition 3.2. The morphism ®y : M(N,K) — AWN) is equidimensional.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that the projection @' : zN — AW) ig equidimensional, since
M(N,K) — 2V is finite. Here we prove that the central fiber ®'(0) has dimension (2K —
1)N, and the dimensions for other fibers follow from factorization isomorphism.

To compute dim @']\71(0), we use the description of the central fiber for parabolic Zastava
in [37, 3.5], and obtain that

®1(0) = Grp’ M Gryp-) C Grsp,, (3.6)

Here P C SLog is the parabolic subgroup which stabilizes a fixed rank K flag in C2K,
U(P~) is the unipotent radical of the opposite of P, and 6 = diag(1,0,---,0,—1) is the
longest coroot of slag. Then @ge NGryp-) C aV'n Gry(p-) and the latter has dimension
(NO,p) = (2K — 1)N, thus dim ®;'(0) < (2K — 1)N. Since the generic fiber of ®y has
dimension (2K —1)N, we also have the other direction of inequality dim ®'*(0) > (2K —1)N.
Hence dim ®';'(0) = (2K — 1)N. [

Corollary 3.3. The morphism ®y : M(N,K) — AWN) is flat.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.2, Corollary 3.1, and the miracle flatness theorem [39,
Tag 00RA4] [
3.3 Generators of C[M(N, K)]

By invariant theory, the algebra of functions on M(N, K), denoted by C[M(N, K)], is gen-
erated by

Tr(B™), 1,B™p. (3.7)

Here1<n<N,0<m<N-land1l<a,b< K. When K =1, it turns out that there is no
relations between these generators, i.e. Tr(B),---, Tr(BYN), ¥, B, --- .y BNl give rise
to an isomorphism M(N,1) =2 A2V, In fact, since we know that dim M(N, 1) = 2N and the
map M(N,1) — A?Y is closed embedding, the map must be an isomorphism by dimensional
reason.

For general K, let us fix a pair of integers a, b, then the functions Tr(B™),v,B™y, give rise
to a morphism 74, : M(N, K) — M(1, K) sending a triple (B, ¥, ) to (B,s,%,). From the
above discussions, we have

— 10 —
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Proposition 3.3. The product of n. is a closed embedding

IT b : M(N, K) = M(N, 1) x ) -+ X g0 M(N, 1), (3.8)
1<a,b<K

where the right hand side has K? copies of M(N,1). Moreover, nga,bgK Nap 1S compatible
with factorization isomorphism fy, N,.

3.4 Poisson structure

Let us introduce a Poisson structure on the space of (B,1,v) as following

{sziaaabj} - abéij7 {an7 qu} - 5panq - 5qupnv {anyabj} = {Bm7hwia} =0. (39)

Here we treat 1,1 as usual bosonic variables, i.e. commute instead of anti-commute with
each other. This Poisson structure comes from the classical limit of U (gl ) ® Weyl y g, where
Weyly i is the Weyl algebra generated by 1,. It is easy to see that the Poisson structure is
equivariant under the GLy action, so it descends to M(N, K).

Remark 3.1. This is not the Poisson structure for the Zastava space. In fact, when K =1,
this Poisson structure on C[M (N, 1)] is trivial, see the Theorem 3.4 below.

Define Té:) = ,B™y, and we use the convention Tch_ b — dap, then denote by T,p(2)
the power series expanded at z — oo:

1

Tap(2) = Z Téz?)z_n_l = Oab +Eaz_—B¢b-

n>—1

Proposition 3.4. The Poisson brackets between Téf) are:
min(p,q)—1 ' ' ' '
e oy = Y (ryrt Il - Ty, (3.10)

i=—1
And for all m > 1, Tr(B™) is Poisson central.
Proof. This is the classical limit of (6.3). [

Remark 3.2. In [8], another presentation of Poisson structure is obtained:

{qﬁimgbj} = 5ab5ija {Bmm qu} = 5np Zaaqqﬁma - 5mq Zganqﬁpm ( )
a a 3.11

{anyabj} = {anywm} = O,

— 11 —



3.5 Multiplication morphism

Apart from the obvious factorization map (3.3), there is another map

my; N, 2 M(N, K) X M(No, K) — M(Ny + No, K), (3.12)
B W@ O oy —
vy ,ﬁ@]{¢”¢ﬂ). (3.13)

0 B®
We have the following elementary property of the multiplication morphism.

(B0 F ) x (B, 6@ ) (

Proposition 3.5. The multiplication morphism mp, n, is dominant.

Proof. It suffices to prove that the composition fz_v} N, © MA;, N, is dominant when restricted

on (A(N 1) x A(NQ)) dige First of all, we construct a GLy, x GLy, equivariant map

my, N, © (Rep(N1, K) x Rep(Na, K))g4isi — (Rep(N1, K) x Rep(Ng, K))

disj disj »

such that my, n, descends to f]_\,} N, ©Mn;, N, after taking the quotient by GLy, x GLy,. The
construction is as follows. If the spectra of B; and Bs are disjoint from each other, then
linear map Mat (N7, No) — Mat(Ny, N2), X — B1X — X By is an isomorphism. Let A be the

unique N1 X N matrix such that
BMA — AB® — W5 101ds.
Then we can use the matrix

1) W5
L4 to diagonalize B Ay
01 0 B(®

and it accordingly maps [E(l),a(m] to W(l),a(z) — E(I)A} and [qp(l),q/;(?)]t to [pM) + Ay p@1]",

Hence we define mpy, y, as

D) i (BD, M 4 4p® 5y x (B® 9@ G 5N 4),

(3.14)

M O 7D % (B® @ gl
(B, ) x (B, ¢

Notice that the tangent map dmy;, n, is an isomorphism at any point (BM, 0, E(l)) x(B®,y®,0),

S0 My, N, is generically étale thus it is dominant. Then it follows that my, n, is dominant. W
Proposition 3.6. The multiplication morphism mpy, N, has following properties

(1) mpn, n, is Poisson,

(2) MmN, 4+No N5 © (M, Ny X Id) = mn, Nyt v 0 (Id XMy, N ), t-e. multiplication is associative.

The proposition will be evident once we make connection to the multiplication map on
the loop group in the next section. Note that the factorization map fx, n, is not Poisson in
general.
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3.6 Embedding M(N,K) — M(N',K)

Suppose that N < N’, then we have a morphism

vt M(N,K) — M(N', K), (3.15)
(B, ), %) ( 138 : 15] , {E 0]). (3.16)

Note that ¢y, (Tr(B")) = Tr(B™), 'y v (Té;n)) = Té;n), S0 Uy v is surjective, thus uy nv is a

closed embedding.
Proposition 3.7. The embedding vy n+ has following properties
(1) tN' N7 © LN N' = LN N,

(2) iy N is Poisson,

(3) myy Ny © (LNl,N{ X LNQ,NQ) = LNy +Ny,NJ+ N} © TNy Ny

Proof. Property (1) is obvious from definition of ¢y 7, (2) is a corollary of Proposition 3.4,
only (3) needs explanation. Using property (1), the proof of (3) reduces to the cases of
either N| = N1, N, = No +1 or N = Ny + 1, N, = No. The first case is obvious from the
definition of embedding and multiplication morphism, so we only need to consider the case
when N{ = N; + 1, N, = Np. It amounts to showing that

BW 0 WA [p®
o0 o0 |,| 0], [E(” 0 E@)]
0 0 B® p

is equivalent to

BM ymy® o] [¢®
0 B® of, |[v@|, 5" 5 o]
0 0 o] [0

under the action of some matrix W € GLy, 4+ n,+1. It is elementary to check that

- 1w 0
0 wNWNy—1 -+ Wi

does the job, where w; € GLy,+1 switches row ¢ and row ¢ + 1. |
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4 Large-N Limit

In this section we use the embeddings ¢y ' : M(N,K) — M(N’, K) constructed in the
previous section to define the large-N limit of the family M(N, K) as the spectrum of
C*-finite elements in the inverse limit of algebras C[M(N, K)|, and show that the large-
N limit is isomorphic to the Poisson group L~ (GLg x GLy), defined below. It is known that
L~ (GLg x GL1) quantizes to the Yangian Y (gl @ gly), and we will explore the quantized
version of the larg-/N limit in the next section.

Definition 4.1. Define C[M (oo, K)] to be the subalgebra of lim C[M(N, K)] generated by
N

Tég) and Tr(B™), for all n,m € Z>p and 1 < a,b < K. And then define M(oc0,K) =
Spec C[M (o0, K)).

Denote by L™ GLg the group of power series
e .
1+ Zgi2_27 gi € 9lg, (4.1)

here the group structure is the multiplication of power series in matrices. Consider the
morphism

in = (7N, oN) M(N,K) — L™ GLg xL™ GLy, (4.2)

(B, 1, v) (1 + Eiw, zLN det(z — B)> , (4.3)

which is a closed embedding because Té:) and Tr(B™) generate C[M(N, K)]. Here (z — B)~!
is expanded as a power series of matrices in z~!. It is known that L~ GLg is a Poisson-Lie
group scheme whose Poisson structure comes from the Manin triple

(0l (=71), 27 el [ ] gl [2])-

Explicitly, let Tég), n > —1 be the function on L™ GLg that takes the value of ab component
(=1)

of gny1 and we use the convention that T, *’ = d4, then the Poisson structure on L™ GLg

is determined by the equation

(u — v{Tap(w), Tea(v)} = Toa(v)Tep(w) — Taa(u)Ten(v), where Top(u Z T4 u™ "t (4.4)
i=—1

Compare equation (4.4) with equation (3.10), and we have
Proposition 4.1. The morphism iy : M(N,K) — L™ GLg xL™ GL; is Poisson.
Proposition 4.2. iy is compatible with embedding vy N and multiplication my, n,, i.e.

(1) in'otn N =iN,

— 14 —



(2) Z‘N1-|-Nz OMpy;,N, = MO (iN1 X Z‘Nz)'

Here m : L~ (GLg x GL1) x L™ (GLg x GL1) — L™ (GLg x GL1) is the multiplication map
of the group L~ (GLg x GL1).

Proof. (1) is obvious from definition. (2) can be shown by direct computation. If (BM (1) E(l))
is a point in M(Ny, K) and (B(2),w(2),ﬁ(2)) is a point in M (N, K), then mn, +n, © M, N,
maps this pair of representations to
1) (1)72)
(1) () _ (A
L+ [1/1 ¥ ] <Z 0 B®

1
1) — BM Mg e
14 ( (
— 149" _B(1¢1+¢ _B@W
—(1) —2) ( @)\ (2) . —i—j—2
+ (0 ¢ B Pz
> (50) w5 (5)

_ - 1 1) —@2 1 )
_<1+1,z) 7;;—3(1)1’[) ><1+1,Z) 7}3_3(2)@0 :

And we also have ¢, +n, oMy, N, = Mo (¢n, X ¢n,) by the multiplicativity of determinants
of block diagonal matrices. |

Proof of Proposition 3.6. (1) follows from Proposition 4.1 and the fact that the Poisson struc-
ture on L™ (GLg x GL;) makes it a Poisson-Lie group, i.e. m is Poisson. (2) is a direct
consequence of Proposition 4.2. |

Since iy is compatible with ¢y nv, it makes sense to take the ind-scheme (J M(N, K)
inside L~ GLg x L~ GLj;.

Theorem 4.1. Jy M(N, K) is Zariski-dense in L~ GLg x L~ GL;.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that for every IV, there exists N’ such that Ly GLg xLy GL; is a
closed subscheme of M(N’, K). Denote by m = m/- g, x m Ly GL the multiplication map
on L~ GLg x L™ GL;. We make two observations

(1) L7 GLg x{1} € M(K,K). This is because S x {1} C M(K,K), where S is the
subvariety of L; GLk:

1+ g, g € glg such that rank(g) <1
z

then we can apply the multiplication m K times to obtain L] GLg x{1}, more precisely,
we have following linear algebra fact:

— 15—



— Every matrix M € gl can be written as a linear combination M = X; +---+ Xg
such that rank(X;) <1 and X;X; =0if i < j.

This can be interpreted as

M X X
1+_:<1+_1>...<1+_K>7
z z z

which is exactly what we want to show. To show this fact, we notice that the statement
is true for M if and only if it is true for AM A~! for some A € GLg, so without loss of
generality, we assume that M is a Jordan block Jy, and then take X; = afb;, where

a; =(0,---,0,\,1,0,---,0), i < K and i’th component is A,
aK = (07 707)\)7
b, =(0,---,0,1,0,--- ,0), ¢’th component is 1.

If M is a direct sum of Jordan blocks, then we take X, associated to each individual
block.

(2) {1} x L7 GL; € M(1, K), this is because {1} x L] is the the image of points (b,0,0) C
M(1, K).

(3) The multiplication map my- g, : Ly GLg xLy GLg — Ly, GLk is dominant. In
effect, the tangent map dmy,- g1, at the point (1, 1+1/z4---+ 1/2N) is

<£ﬁ Y; YN>HX+Y1 X+Yy X (4.5)

— T TE T T
where left hand side is a tangent vector at (1, 14+1/z4---+ 1/zN), and right hand
side is a tangent vector at 1+1/z+---+1/2N € Ly, GLk. Since X,Y7,---, Yy take
value in all matrices in gly, the linear map (4.5) is surjective and thus is an isomorphism
by dimension counting. It follows that my- gy, : L7 GLx XLy GLg — Ly, GLk is
étale at the point (1, 1+1/z4---+ 1/ZN), thus it is generically étale, and dominant.

Combine (1) and (2) and use the multiplication m (which is compatible with the multiplica-
tions of M(N, K)), then we have an inclusion L] GLx xL] GL; C M(K +1, K). (3) implies
that m : (Ll_ GLg <Ly GLl) X (LZ_V GLg XLy GLl) — Ly, GLk XLy, GL; is dominant.
By induction on NV, we have inclusions L GLg x Ly GL; C M((K+1)N, K). This concludes
the proof. |

Corollary 4.1. M(oo, K) = L™ GLg XL~ GLq, i.e.

C[M (o0, K)] = C[L~ GLg] ® C[L~ GL]. (4.6)
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5 Modules of C[M(N, K)| and their Hilbert series

Recall that we have a resolution of singularities f : M*(N, K) — M(N, K ), where M*(N, K)
is the moduli space of stable representations of the quiver in the Figure 2. The action of gauge
group GLy on the space of stable representations Rep®(N, K) is free, so the quotient map
Rep®(N, K) — M?*(N, K) is a principal GLy-bundle. The gauge node vector space C¥ is a
trivial bundle on Rep(N, K') but it is endowed with a non-trivial equivariant structure under
the action of GLy, then it descend to a locally free sheaf V on M?*(N, K) since the GLy
action on the stable locus is free. We call this locally free sheaf V the tautological sheaf, and
call its determinant line bundle the tautological line bundle, denoted by Det.

Lemma 5.1. The tautological line bundle Det is ample on M*(N, K).

This lemma will be proven in the next subsection. Apply the Grauert-Riemenschneider
vansihing theorem 3.1 to the tautological line bundle Det, we have

H'(M*(N, K),Det®") = 0, for all i >0and n > 0. (5.1)

Definition 5.1. The C[M(N, K)] module of level n, denoted by I'(N, K,n), is defined by
the global section of n’th power of tautological line bundle, i.e.

['(N,K,n) = '(M?*(N, K), Det®"). (5.2)

In this section, we compute the Hilbert series of C[M(N, K)| and I'(N, K,n). Before
starting, let us introduce some notations and explain what we are going to compute.

The quiver in Figure 2 admits an action of GLx xCJ x C;, where GL is the flavour
symmetry which acts on the framing vector space, C; scales B by B — ¢ 'B, and C/
scales 1) by 1 — t~1). The convention of the inverse ¢~ and ¢t~! is such that the functions
Tr(B™) and 1), By, scales by ¢" and ¢™t respectively (since functions are dual to the space).
Although C[M(N, K)] is infinite dimensional, every Cx x C/-weight space of C[M(N, K)]
is finite dimensional (we will see it later), thus it makes sense to regard C[M (N, K)] as an
element in Kqr,, (pt)[g,t]. Similarly, the same properties hold for I'(V, K,n). The goal of
this section is to compute the these elements.

Definition 5.2. Let Kqr,, (pt) = Q[:z:f, e ,:E}E]SK, where Sk is the permutation group act-
ing on x1,- - - rx. We use shorthand notation f(z) for a function of 1, --- , 2k, and f(z™!) =
f(:z:l_l, e ,xl}l). Denote by Zn k(x;q,t) the element of CIM(N, K)] in Kqr,, (pt)[g, t], and
denote by Z](\Z)K(x; q,t) the element of I'(N, K,n) in Kqar, (pt)[g, t].

By Lemma 5.1, we have Z](\Z)K(x;q,t) = x(M*(N,K),Det®"). The case K = 1 is triv-
ial: The functions Tr(B),--- , Tr(BN), Y1, By, --- ,4p BN~ give rise to an isomorphism
M(N,1) = A?N. The Lemma 5.2 below, together with the fact that the Hilbert-Chow map
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for Hilbert scheme of points on smooth curve is isomorphism, implies that M*(N, K) =
M(N, K). In fact, Det in this case is a trivial bundle, with C)* x C{*-weight (1,0), thus

n

Z$)(@a,t) = " Zna(wiq,t) = a (5.3)

’ NG
Here we use the g-Pochhammer symbol (a;¢q), = (1 —a)(1 — aq)--- (1 — ag"'). The case
when K > 1 is trickier. In principal, one can use the localization technique to get a formula
of x(M?*(N, K),Det®") in terms of summation over fixed points, but it involves complicated
denominators that make it hard to extract the power series in ¢ and ¢ explicitly. What we
will actually do, is to reduce the computation to Euler character of vector bundles on Quot
scheme, which is related to the affine Grassmannian of GLg, and finally apply the known
results on the geometry of the affine Grassmannian of GLx to finish the calculation. We
present the final result here and explain the calculation in steps afterwards.

Theorem 5.1. The Hilbert series of I' (N, K,n) is

1 _ _
2 50,0) = e S o) (#3005 (27 s (7). (54)
(G 9)v 4 £
Here the summation is over arrays ji = (1, ,uN) € Zgo, (nN) s the array consisting

of N copies of n, i.e. (n,n,---,n), |u| = Ziil Wis S(u;)(x) is the Schur polynomial of the
partition (u;), and Hy(x;q) is the generalized transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial of the
array A, defined in (A.6).

5.1 Reduction steps

Recall that the stability condition in the definition of M*(N, K) is that if V. c CY, B(V) Cc V
and Im(¢)) C V then V = C¥ in particular the sub-quiver consisting of arrows (B, 1) is stable
under the same stability condition, so we have:

Lemma 5.2. The moduli of stable representations M*(N, K) is a vector bundle over the Quot

scheme of A' which parametrizes length N quotients of OflK, denoted by QuotN(Al, (’)IflK):

M(N,K) = V(V @ W*)

Quot™V (AL, OPF)
Here V is the tautological sheaf on QuotN(Al, Off(), and W is the framing vector space.

Proof. Consider a point (B,1,¢) € M*(N,K), the action B on CV makes it into a C[z]-
module such that z acts as B. The stability on (B,) is equivalent to that CN is a quo-
tient module of a free module of rank K. This gives rise to a morphism p : M*(N,K) —
Quot™ (A, (’)I%K ), and the extra information in M?*(N, K) compared to the Quot scheme is a
homomorphism from the universal quotient V to the framing vector space W, so M*(N, K)
is represented by V(V @ W*). |
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Lemma 5.2 implies that
X(MP(N, K), Det®) = >~ 1™ x(Quot™ (A, OFF), Sym™(V @ W*) ® Det®"). (5.5)
m=0

Here in each summand, X(QuotN(Al,OilK),Symm(V ®@ W*)) is in Kar, (pt)[¢g]. So the
computation of C[M (N, K)] boils down to the computation of equivariant Euler characters
of sheaves on the Quot scheme.

The Quot scheme has a nice structure: there is morphism h : Quot™ (AY OflK ) — AD)
where A®) is the N’th symmetric product of A!, which is identified with the Hilbert scheme
of N points on A! and h is the Hilbert-Chow morphism for the Quot scheme. In the language
of quivers, h maps (B,) to the spectrum of B, regarded as a divisor of degree N on A'.

Lemma 5.3. The central fiber h='(0) of the Hilbert-Chow morphism h : Quot®™ (A, 01%11() —

AW endowed with reduced scheme structure, is isomorphic to Ggf; in the affine Grass-
mannian Grgr, . Here w; = (1,0,---,0) is the first fundamental coweight of GLk .

Proof. The central fiber h=!(0) represents submodules of C[z]®® whose cokernels are finite
of length N and are supported at 0, so by formal gluing theorem [39, Tag 0BP2], h~1(0)
represents submodules of C[z]®X whose cokernels are finite of length N, this is @gﬁ; [

Proposition 5.1. The Hilbert-Chow morphism h : QuotN(Al, OA%K) — AW s flat.

Proof. By the deformation theory, Quot™ (A, OEIK ) is smooth of dimension NK. h™1(0),eq &
@gﬁ; has dimension (K — 1)N, which equals to dim Quot™ (A, OEIK ) — dim AN thus h
is flat along h~'(0) by miracle flatness theorem [39, Tag 00R4]. Since flatness is an open
condition, h is flat in an open neighborhood of ~~'(0). Since Hilbert-Chow morphism A is
proper, there is an open neighborhood U of 0 € A®) such that h|h71(U) is flat. Finally
h is equivariant under the C* action on A' which contracts A®Y) to 0, so the flatness is
transported from U to the whole A®Y). |

Proposition 5.1 provides a tool that reduces the computation of Euler character to the
central fiber. In effect, to compute x(Quot™ (A, (9?&]( ), F) for a locally free sheaf F, we can
apply C;-localization to its derived pushforward Rh.(F):

xX(h=(0), Flp-1(0))
T, (1 —q)

where in the last equation we use the proper base change (since F is flat over AD) by

X(Quot™(AY, 0P, F) = x(A™, Rh,(F)) = : (5.6)

Proposition 5.1), and the denominator comes from the tangent space of AW at 0 which has
Cj-weights —1,--- , —N.

Proposition 5.2. The central fiber h=1(0) is isomorphic to @gf; as a scheme.
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Proof. In view of Lemma 5.3, the proposition is equivalent to that h=1(0) is reduced. Since
h is flat with domain and codomain being smooth, h~1(0) is a Cohen-Macaulay scheme,
therefore it is enough to show that A~1(0) is generically reduced. We claim that & is smooth

Nw1 - Assume that the claim is true, then h is smooth in an open neighborhood

at the point z
of zV*1, thus h=1(0) is generically reduced.
The claim follows from the deformation theory of Quot’¥ (A!, (Q%K ). Namely, if ey, - ,ex

is the basis of O%K , then 2N“1 corresponds to short exact sequence

0—>5—>(9§1K—>Q—>0

such that £ is the subsheaf of (9?&]( generated by zVei, es, -+ ,ex. Then the tangent space
of QuotN(Al,OflK) at zN91 is

Homop,, (£,Q).

In particular, the tangent space contains Homoe , (2N Op1, 041 /2N Op1) as a subspace, and

(N)

the latter projects isomorphically onto the tangent space of A at 0. In particular, the

tangent map at zV“! is surjective, thus h is smooth at zV«1. |

Note that the restriction of the tautological line bundle Det to the central fiber h~1(0)
is exactly the determinant line bundle O(1) on the affine Grassmannian. This enables us to
prove the aforementioned Lemma 5.1.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. 1t is well-known that the determinant line bundle O(1) on the affine
Grassmannian is ample [40], thus the restriction of the tautological line bundle Det to the
central fiber h~1(0) is ample. Since Hilbert-Chow morphism h is proper, there is an open
neighborhood U of 0 € AYY) such that Det| n-1(v) is ample relative to U. And h is equivariant
under the C* action on A which contracts A®Y) to 0, so the relative ampleness is transported
from U to the whole AW ie. Det is relatively ample over AN). Since A is affine,
Det on the Quot scheme QuotN(Al,(’)lflK) is ample. Since the projection M*(N,K) —
QuotY (AL, OA%K ) is a vector bundle, the pullback of Det, which is the tautological line bundle
on M*(N, K), is ample. [

By the Lemma 5.1 and localization formula (5.6), we reduce the calculation to

Z{ e (@30,1) = X(M*(N, K), Det®")

)

1 = Ny . .
(@) S X (Grgpy, Sym™(V @ W*) @ O(n)),

(5.7)

m=0

where V is the restriction of the universal quotient sheaf to @gf;

Remark 5.1. One can show that Quot™ (A, (’)I%K ) is isomorphic to @OélLKX(l ~), defined as the
closure of Sym® (Gr‘"1 xAl) X M\A(N-1) D the symmetrized Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian
of GLg on AW here AN=D — AW embeds diagonally. Moreover the isomorphism is

GLg xC-equivariant and commutes with projections to AD).
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Nal n®K AW, Wl
Quot™ (A%, O)1") ——— Grgp, am

I

ADY)

Here 7 is the structure map of symmetrized Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian.
Furthermore, one can show that the Picard groups of M*(N, K) and Quot® (A', 01%1]( )
are generated by the tautological line bundle, i.e.

Pic(M*(N, K)) = Pic(Quot™ (A", 0OP[)) = Z - Det.
5.2 Calculation on affine Grassmannian
It remains to do the calculation on affine Grassmannian for

S X (@rgrs, Sym™(V @ W*) @ O(n)) = x(Crar s, STV @ W*) @ O(n)).

m=0
Here we use the notation Sf(V @ W*) = P,,50t" Sym™(V @ W*). To start with, note that
there is a convolution map on Grgr,,:

~——(N—1 ——N
m: Grey, xGréLK oo _, GrGIoj;’

see appendix (B.2) for definition of the convolution product. The key property of the convo-

lution product is that

O = Rm.,0O. (5.8)

See the proof of appendix B.3 for an explanation of this isomorphism. Here O is the structure
sheaves, we omit the subscripts labelling the domain and codomain, since the meaning of the
homomorphism is clear. In view of (5.8), we have

X(Grart, Sp(V @ W*) @ O(n) = x (Gr‘élLK XCroy N SpmtY @ W) @ O(n)) .

Let us write V for V to indicate the rank of the gauge group.

Lemma 5.4. m*Vy is an extension of p*Vq by the twist of Vn_1, denoted by 171\7_1, i.e. there
s a short exact sequence

0— ]N}N_l — m*VN — p*V1 — 0.
. w1 ~—=—(N-1)w1 ——Nw1 . . . =
Herep: GrGLK X Grgy, . — Grgy,,. 18 the projection to the first component map, and Vn_1

GLn(0)
is the sheaf GLg(K) X Vn_1.

Proof. Vy is the universal quotient of C[2]®%. Denote the kernel by Ly. Then the pullback
of Vy to the twisted product Gr‘élLK Q@g\lc;l)wl is by definition the extension of V4 by Vn_1,
except that in the definition of Viy_1 the free module C[z]®¥ is replaced by L; (this is the

meaning of twist). [
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Note that V) is of rank one, so it is by definition the determinant line bundle O(1) on the
affine Grassmannian Grgr,, restricted on GrélLK. The convolution map easily generalizes to
multiple copies of Grar,:

. w1 > w oWl
m: Grgy, X x Grey o — Grar,

and we can apply Lemma 5.4 recursively and see that m*Vy is a consecutive extension of
(twisted) O(1). Since we only care about the Euler character, we can forget about the
extension structure and focus on the K-theory class, in other words, we have:

o Nw . *
X(Grar,, St (V® W) @ O(n))

=X(Creh XX Gy SP((O(1) + O1) +--- + O(1) ® W*) @ (O(n)R - --KO(n)))
=3 TGy, e X Ga L O + )8 BOGuy +n)) (S (7)) - x (SN (W)).
©

(5.9)

Here the summation is over arrays p = (u1,--- ,un) € ZY, |p| = SN | i, and X (SF(W*))
is the GL-equivariant K-theory class of the k’th symmgtric tensor product of W*, where
W is the fundamental representation of GL. It is well-known that x(S*(W*)) = sy (@™h),
where s(;)(z) is the Schur polynomial of the partition (k). Finally, the remaining part of
the computation, which is the character of O(uy + n)X---KO(uy + n), is related to a well-
understood family of symmetric functions, the transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial. In
fact we have

X(Gry . XX Grép,» O + n)X- - RO(uy +n)) = Hyy vy (739). (5.10)

where H &(x; q) is the generalized transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial of the array p +
(n™) (see (A.6)). For the derivation of this formula, see Corollary B.2 in the appendix.

5.3 N — oo limit

Recall that C[M (oo, K)] is the subalgebra of lim C[M(N, K)] generated by Té:) and Tr(B™),
N
for all n,m € Z>p and 1 < a,b < K (Definition 4.1).

Lemma 5.5. C[M(oo, K)] contains all T x C; x Ci* eigenvectors in lim CIM(N, K)], where
N
T C GLg is the mazximal torus.

Proof. We claim that for fixed n € Z>o, the dimension of C;-weight n space of C[M(N, K)]
stabilizes when N > 0, more precisely there exists N such that for all N’ > N the kernel of
CIM(N', K)] - CIM(N, K)] has C-weights > n. To see why this is true, we take N such
that L, GLg XL, GL; € M(N,K) (N can be (n+ 1)K according to the proof of Theorem
4.1), then ker(CIM(N', K)] - C[M(N, K)]) is a subquotient of ker(C[L~ GLg xL~ GL;] —
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C[L,, GLk x L, GL1]), and the latter is an ideal generated by elements of C,-weights greater
than n.
Now assume that a € lim C[M(N, K)] is a T' x C;* x C;* eigenvector, and let its C; be n.

Then there exists N such tl];[at for all N’ > N the kernel of CIM(N', K)] - C[M(N, K)| has
C; -weights greater than n. Consider the image of a in C[M(N, K], denoted by @, and take a
T x Cy x C{-equivariant lift of @ along the projection C[L™ GLx xL~ GL;] - C[M(N, K)],
and we denote the lift by @', then a — a’ has C;-weight n and is zero in C[M(N, K)], thus
a — a’ is in the kernel of CIM(N', K)] - C[M(N, K)] for all N’ > N, which forces a = a’ in
CIM(N', K)] because of weight consideration, therefore a = @’ in lim C[M(N, K)]. [ ]
N
Proposition 5.3. The Hilbert series of C[M(oo, K)] equals to the N — oo limit of Hilbert
series of CIM(N, K)], i.e.

CiM(o0, K)] =

1 ) ~ B
) A}EHOOZt\H\HE(:E;q)S(M)(:E 1)"'S(MN)($ 1) (5.11)
b [oe) H

Proof. The N — oo limit of Hilbert series of CIM (N, K)] enumerates T'xC xC;* eigenvectors
in limC[M (N, K)], which is the same as T'x C;* x C;* eigenvectors in C[M (oo, K)], by Lemma

N
5.5. |

On the other hand, C[M (oo, K)] is freely generated by 1,B™y, Tr(B™), which makes
its Hilbert series easily computed by

PE ((t+tqg+t¢* + - )x(olx)) PE(g+ ¢* + ). (5.12)

Here x (gl ) is the character of the adjoint representation of GLg, and PE is the plethestic
exponential. Note that x(glx) can be written as a symmetric function 1 + %,

A.q is the Young tableaux corresponding to the adjoint representation of SLg, and hx(x) =

where

Ti1xo -+ . Moreover,

11
I—¢  (¢:0)00

entg ot 1]

=1

Compare equation 5.11 with 5.12, we get the following interesting equation, which we do not
know other way to prove.

Corollary 5.1.

, - - S0, (%)
lim U, (25q)s H@™h) s (@) =PE o 1 4 Rea ) (5.13)
Zﬁ: 2 (k1) (N) < < >>

Here \,q is the Young tableaux corresponding to the adjoint representation of SLi, hi(x) =
r1xo -+ T, and PE is the plethestic exponential.
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6 Quantization of M(N, K)

In this section we study the quantization of M(N, K), namely we quantizes the Poisson
structure (3.9) to the commutation relation:

Wm;@bj] = h(sab(sija [an7 qu] = h(épanq - 5qupn)7 [anyabj] = [an7 wia] = 0. (61)

This is the algebra Up(gly) ® Weylyg, and we define the quantized ring of functions on
the phase space C;[M(N, K)] by the invariant part (Up(gly) ® Weyly )V, Since GLy is
reductive, we have C,[M(N, K)]/(kh) = CIM(N, K)]. Note that C,[M(N, K)] possesses a
natural grading by setting

deg(v) = 0,deg()) = 1,deg(B) = 1,deg(h) = 1. (6.2)
Lemma 6.1. C;[M(N, K)]| is flat over C[h].

Proof. Since Up(gly) @ Weyly g is flat over C[h], the subalgebra C,[M (N, K)] is hA-torsion
free, thus it is also flat over C[A]. |

Remark 6.1. On the stable moduli M?*(N, K) there is a notion of quantized structure sheaf,
namely, consider the completion of Up(gly)® Weyl v in the h-adic topology, this allows us to
localize it in the Zariski topology of the affine space Rep(V, K), and by taking GL y-invariant
on the open locus of stable representations Rep® (N, K), we get a sheaf of flat C[h]-algebras on
M?*(N, K), denoted by OMS(N k). By construction we have OMs(N,K)/(h) O s (n, k). This
sheaf is related to C,[M (N, K)] as follows. By construction we have a natural homomorphism
of algebras Cz[M(N, K)] — I'(M*(N, K), 6MS(N7K)), which preserves the grading (6.2). On
the other hand, by Lemma 3.1 below, we have

o H'(M*(N,K),Opps(nx) = 0, for i > 0.
o I'(M*(N,K), 6MS(N,K)) is a flat C[h]-algebra, which quantizes C[M (N, K)].

Since C;[M (N, K)] is generated by positive degree elements, we conclude that C,[M (N, K)] is
naturally identified with the subalgebra of homogeneous elements in I'(M*(N, K), O yqs(n, k7)) -

Té:) = ¢, B™p, and Tr(B*) generate C[M(N, K)], so they generate Cy[M(N, K)| as
well, and it is easy to see that Tr(B*) commutes with all elements in Up(gly) ® Weylyf,
therefore Tr(B*) is central. We denote by Ty;(2) the power series expanded at z — oo:

_ 1
=) T W2t = bg + 3, g

n>—1
Proposition 6.1. The commutators between Téf) are:
min(p,q)—
+q—1— +q—1—
TP T =n Y (ng>T<p ) gt (6.3)
i=—1
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Proof. Tt is easy to see that (6.3) is equivalent to

) - g = (191 11,

We compute the left hand side of the above equation:

[Té£+l)7 Tc(:jl)] - [Téf)vTc(g-i_l)] = Eam@cr ([(Bp+1)mn7 (Bq)T’S] - [(Bp)mm (Bq+1)TS]) YonVds
q
= Wam¥er (Z(Bi—l)MBp*l*q—")ms - (B"*P)MB‘I—Z')W) onhas
=1
q+1

- hEamEcr (Z(Bi_l)rn(Bp+l+q_i)ms - (Bi—i_p_l)rn(Bq—i_l_i)ms) wbnwds

=1
= ﬁaam%r ((Bp)rn(Bq)ms - (Bq)rn(Bp)ms) wbnwdm

which is exactly the right hand side. |

Remark 6.2. The commutators (6.3) is equivalent to the RTT equation
h

u—v

[Tab(u)7 Tcd(v)] = (ch(u)Tad(U) - ch(U)Tad(u)) : (64)

The classical embedding M(L, K) < M(N, K) for L < N can be quantized as follows.
Consider the left ideal of Uy (gly) ® Weyly i generated by B;; and 1, for all L < i,j < N and
1 <a < K, denote it by IgN, then Iy, v := (Un(gly) ® Weyly 1)1 N IgN is a two-sided
ideal in (Up(gly) @ Weyly ) "¥=L, where GLy_ 1 acts on indices L < 4,j < N. It is easy to
see that

(Un(gly) @ Weyly ) "1 = (Un(glp) © Weyl i) & I, v
as vector spaces, thus Up(gly) ® Weyl, x = (Un(gly) @ Weylyg)SFV-2 /I n. Restricting
to ChM(N, K)] = (Un(aly) ® Weyly i)™, we get a map Ci[M(N, K)] — CiM(L, K)]
between graded algebras, and this quantizes the embedding M(L,K) — M(N,K). This
map is surjective because it is surjective modulo 5.

Theorem 6.1. For every N there is a surjective map of algebras
Vi(glx @ gli) := Ya(alx) @ Ya(gl) — CalM(N, K)].

Here we define Yy(gly) as the algebra C[L~ GL1][h]. These maps are compatible in the sense
that for N > L the diagram

Yi(olg © gly) —— CoM(N, K)]



commutes. Moreover, the intersection of ideals of these maps is zero.

Proof. After quantization, we need to be careful about taking determinant. Instead of taking
coefficients in the characteristic polynomial of B, we use the natural generators Tr(B*). More
precisely, write C[L~ GL1] = C[my,mg,---|, where m; is the function that takes the value
of a; in the power series 1+ ) .., a;z~" € L~ GLq, and define the “power sum” generators

p1,p2,- -+ by

Pn My
P g 130 ).

nzh
n>1 n>1

We define the map Yj(gly) — Cu[M(N, K)| by p, — Tr(B™). Let the RTT generators of
Yi(gli) be T(u), and we define Yy(glx) — Cp[M(N, K)] by T(u) — T(u). Then Yj(gly) ®
Yi(gly) — Cu[M(N, K)] is surjective since it is surjective modulo A. The compatibility is
clear from construction. The intersection of kernels is zero because C;[M (N, K)| is flat over
C[h] and the intersection of kernels modulo # is zero. [ |

6.1 Another map from Yj(glx © gl;) to Cx[M(N, K)]

Recall that the phase space M (N, K) is actually a Hamiltonian reduction of (B, B_,,1) by
the moment map equation By — B_ = 1. In the previous discussions we use the convention
B = B, so there is another set of generators ¥ B*1) and Tr(B*) of CIM(N, K)]. Tt is easy
to see that the subalgebra in C[M (N, K)| generated by EBQ“_?[) is the same as the subalgebra
generated by 1 B¥1). However, the subalgebra generated by Tr(Bi) is not the same as the
subalgebra generated by Tr(B*). This means that we have two distinct maps from C[L~ GL;]
to CIM(N, K)].
After quantization, the commutation relation between B_ are

[B_ij, B_ j1] = h(6uB— rj — 0k B— ).
Definition 6.1. The quantum moment map p : gly — Un(gly) ® Un(gly) ® Weyl y i is
M(EZ]) = B—i—,ij — B_J'j — TZJZE] + hN(SZ] (65)

And the quantum Hamiltonian reduction (Up(gly) ® Un(gly) ® Weylyg) / GLy is defined
as the GLy invariant of Uy (gly) ® Un(gly) ® Weyly g quotient by the left ideal generated by
p(gly). Denote the quantum Hamiltonian reduction by A x.

Obviously there are two isomorphisms between C,[M(N, K)] and Ay g, corresponding
to two set of generators which are packaged in the generating functions

— 1 1
Tap(u) = dap +¢am¢baz(u) =1-hIr <u — B+> )

Tab(u) = Ogp + Ea#wb,7(u) =1-—hTr <

u+ B_ u—l—B_)'

The relations between two sets of generators are summarized in the next lemma.
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Lemma 6.2.

Tab(u)Tbc(—u) = 5ac; (66)
Top(W)Tpo(—u + Kh) = KZ(u)Z(—u+ Kh)

Proof. First of all, we compute

_ 1
Tab(u)Tbc( ) = 0gc + % wc + % wc + % wbwb w4+ B_ Pe
1
= buc+ Fa e + T +B_wc+w +<B+—B_)w+B_wc
1 1
= dac + (u—i_w)wau—Ber—l—B_wc'

Taking w = —u, we get Ty (u)The(—u) = d4e. Contracting with 4., we get

Tab(u)Tba('UJ) =K+ (U + w)ﬁ (w —|—1_B_ TJZ)EU —1B+> B Kh(u + ZU)TI. (w ‘:B_ u —1B+>

:K—I—(u—l—w)Tr< ! (B4 —B-) : >+h(u—|—w)Tr< : >Tr< : )

w+ B_ u— By w+ B_ u— By
1 1
— Kh T .
(u+w)Ty <w+B_u—B+>
Here the second equality follows from moment map condition. Taking w = —u + Kh, we get

Tup(w)Tho(—u+ Kh) = K <1 — hTr (u _1B+>> <1 — hTr <_u+th+B_>> .

Recall that the quantum determinant of T'(u) is defined as
K — K-1
qdetT(u) = Y sgn(0) T, (u+ Th) Ty (s (10— —5—h). (6.8)
ceCk

It is proposed in [27] that quantum determinant of T'(u) should be related to Capelli’s deter-
minant of By, we prove it in the next proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Let Cy(u) be the Capelli’s determinant of By

Ci(u) = Z sgn(o)(u — (N — 1)h — B+)cr(1),1 o (u— B+)O’(N),N7 (6.9)

ceECN

and similarly let C_(u) be the the Capelli’s determinant of —B_, then

1NC’ (— u+K_1h)

qdetT( ) ( C’+(u—|— K— lh)

(6.10)
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Proof. Let f(u) = qdetT'(u) - Cy(u + £3L1h)/C-(—u + £571R), then compare the quantum
Liouville formula [41]:

_ qdetT'(u — K—h)
Top(w)Tpe(—u+ Kh) = K 6.11
b()Tha(—u ) qdetT'(u — K—h) (6.11)
with Lemma 6.2, we get f(u)/f(u —h) = 1, so f(u) does not depend on u, thus f(u) =
limy oo f(u) = (-1)V, ie. qdetT(u) = (—1)NC_(—u+ EFLR)/C (u + EFLh). ]

Now we have RTT generator T'(u) and its inverse T((—u), then the J-generators of the
Yangian for slx can be obtained from them, in fact one define By, = %(B+ + B_), and

I =P, By, (6.12)
(1)

then Jég) are generators of gl and they act on J,,’ as adjoint representation, and

ce ad

I3 T = TS~ 60l D) + LR IO I —IDIOID). 63)

The above commutation relation shows that .J ég) =J ég) — %(ilbjc(g) and J (551)) =J é;) — %%ch(cl)
generate the image of the subalgebra Y (slx) C Ya(glyx @ gly).
6.2 Defining ideal of C;[M(N, K)]

In this subsection we present some observations about the ideal of the quotient map Y3 (glx @
gly) = Ca[M(N, K)].

Definition 6.2. Fix N, define a power series C(u) = 2% + Y C,uN ™" with coefficients

—h)
1———hzun+1: O (6.14)
n>0
Here p,, are the power sum generators of Y;(gly). Let RTT generator of Y;(glx) be T(u) =
1+Zn20 Ty ="=1 and write the quantum minor of T(u) for row indices a = (a; < --- < a;)
and column indices b = (by < --- < b;) as

1 —1 1 —1
TQ,Q(U) = Z Sgn(U)TJ(al),bl (’LL + Th) T Ta(ai),bi (u - 2
ceB;

h). (6.15)

Remark 6.3. Let C(u) be the Capelli’s determinant of B, then by the quantum Newton’s
formula [41], we have

1— ATy (u _1 B> = C(g(;)h), (6.16)

therefore the image of C(u) in Cx[M(N, K)] is C(u). In the classical limit & — 0, C'(u) is the
det(u— B), and C), = (—1)"m,, mod h, where m,, are the generators of C[L~ GL;]| that take
the value of a,, in the power series 1 + anl anz~ ™ € L™ GL;.
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Theorem 6.2. The kernel of Yi(glx @ gly) — Ci[M(N, K)] is generated by all coefficients
for negative powers in u in the power series

1—1
2
foralla= (a1 < <a;),b=(b1 <---<bj)and all1 <i<K.

C(u), Clu+

h)Tap(u), (6.17)

Proof. First of all, we show that (6.17) are mapped to polynomials. For C(u), its image is
the Capelli’s determinant C'(u) of B, which is a polynomial. Note that C'(u) is known to be
noncommutative version of characteristic polynomial in the sense that C(B) = 0 [41], thus
we have recursion relations: TCE;n) + Zﬁ;l C,T é;n_") = 0 for all m > N, which is equivalent
to that C(u)Ty(u) is a polynomial. It follows from (6.10) that C(u + £52h)qdetT (u) is a
polynomial. Next we consider the embedding C;[M(N,i)] — Cx[M(N, K)] by B — B and
Yis + Yiq, and Py — P, ;. This implies that C(u + 5h)T,4(u) are polynomials for all
a=(ag < -+ <a)andall 1 <i < K. After taking commutators with Tég) for various
indices a and b, we see that all coefficients for negative powers in u in the power series
C(u+ 51h)T, 4 (u) are h-torsion, and by the flatness (Lemma 6.1) they must be zero. Thus
we see that (6.17) are mapped to polynomials.

Next we show that the kernel of Yj(glx @ gl;) — Ci[M(N, K)] is generated by all
coefficients for negative powers in u in the power series (6.17). By the flatness over C[h]
(Lemma 6.1), it suffices to show that they generate the ideal modulo . In fact, we claim
that the scheme defined by vanishing of those coefficients modulo # is reduced and irreducible
of dimension 2/N K, this implies the result. To prove the claim, we write down the image of
(6.17) in the Drinfeld’s generators of Y;(glx @ gly):

Ai(u+HAip(u+h)

R)T, i+ (u)A;(u) ™, Fi(u) = Cu+

H;(u) = C(u)d (6.18)

i—1
2
where 1 < i < K —1, Ag(u) = 1, Aj(u) = Clu+ F50)T(u), i = (1 < .-+ < i) and
it=(1<---<i—1<i+1). Compare this formula with [42, Corollary B.17] we conclude
that the quotient of Y (gl @ gl;) by the ideal generated by all coefficients for negative powers

in u in the power series (6.17) is the truncated Yangian YO&[m{J, cooymE mit o mEy for

h)Ai(u)_lTﬁ&-(u), (6.19)

slg, where A = w1 + wix_1 and w; is the i’th fundamental coweight of slx, and the mass
parameters Wy (u) = Hfil(u —mb), Wg(u) = Hf\il(u — m?) are identified through

i

1 K
Wi (u) = Clu — 55), Wr(u) = (-1)NC_(—u+ ?h). (6.20)
Since Y(]M[mf, s omB mit o mB/(h) = (C[Wé\%LK] and Wé\%\LK is a reduced and irre-
ducible scheme of dimension 2N K, the theorem follows. |

Remark 6.4. We actually find an explicit S-duality isomorphism between quantized Higgs
branch of the 3d N' = 4 gauge theory associated to the quiver in Figure 3 and the quantized
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Figure 3. The quiver diagram for the Higgs-branch description

Coulomb branch of the 3d N/ = 4 gauge theory associated to the quiver in Figure 4. The
generator A;(u) for 1 <i < K — 1 are mapped to Hivzl(u — h — w; ), where w;, is the r’th
equivariant parameter of the i’th gauge node. The subalgebra of C;[M(N, K)] generated by
Ai(u) for 1 <i < K —1 is known as the Gelfand-Zeitlin subalgebra.

K — 1 gauge nodes

N N

Figure 4. The quiver diagram for the Coulomb-branch description. The corresponding gauge theory
is mirror-dual to the one described by the quiver in Figure 3.

6.3 Quantized coproduct

It is well-known that truncated Yangian has coproduct

(Ni+N2)A 1 L R R
A Yb [ml s TN Ny T 7mN1+N2]h i (6.21)
Nidr L R R NoX; I R R
YO [mlﬂ"' 7mN17m17--. 7mN1]ﬁ®(C[ﬁ} YO—[le-i-l?'” 7mN1+N27mN1+17.” 7mN1+N2]h

which is compatible with the coproduct on Y (slx). In the RTT generators, we can write the
coproduct explicitly as

A(Typ(w)) = Tye(u) @ Tep(u), A(C(u)) = C(u) @ C(u). (6.22)
or equivalently

A(Top(w)) = Tup(u) @ Tae(t), AC- (1)) = C—(u) ® C_(u). (6.23)
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Note that this coproduct is a map of Y;(glx @ gl;)-bimodules.

An interesting feature of this coproduct is that it does not comes from a truncation of
coproduct for Y (gl @ gl;). In fact (6.16) together with (6.22) implies that 1 — ATr (ﬁ) is
group-like, and we compute that A(Tr(B)) = Tr(B)®1+1®Tr(B) — ANy Na. The rank of the
truncation explicitly enters the coproduct formula, this means that we need to upgrade the
rank NNV into a variable in the large IV limit. Namely we define the C[h]-bialgebra Y}, 5(glx ®gl;)
as the Yangian extended by central element ¢, i.e. Y;(glg @ gly)[d], and the coproduct

A(Tap(0) = Tae(t) ® Tep(u), AS) =6@1+184, (6.24)
n—1
Alpn) =pn @1+ 1@pn—hY _ pi @ pn_1-i,
=0

where p,,,n > 0 are the power sum generators of Y;(gl;) and pg := §, and the counit
€(Tap(u)) = dap, €(pn) = €(0) = 0. (6.25)

Under the natural quotient map Y3 (gl ®gly) — Cp[M(N, K)| defined as T(u) — T'(u), pn, —
Tr(B™),0 — N, the coproduct (6.24) truncates to (6.22).
Motivated by (6.14), we define power series A(u) =1+, A u™", A, € Yy 5(gly) by

-5
<1—Z> L-hy | = %. (6.26)

n>0
Then the second line of (6.24) can be written in a compact form
A(A(u)) = A(u) @ A(u). (6.27)
In fact Y} 5(glx @ gly) is a C[h]-Hopf algebra with antipode S
S(T(u)) =T (u), S(0) = -6, S(A(u)) = A~ (u). (6.28)

6.4 Quantized phase space and Coulomb branch algebra

In this subsection we give a conceptual understanding of the identification between the quan-
tized phase space Cy[M(N, K)] and Coulomb branch algebra associated to the quiver in
Figure 4.

Given a quiver @), we denote by Ag(Q) the quantum Coulomb branch algebra associated
to the quiver @ with all mass deformation turned on [42], i.e.

9

see [42] for more details.
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K + 1 gauge nodes

r ~
...... @ @ N —

Figure 5. The quiver for the Weyl algebra Weyly x4 ny-

Ezample 6.1. It is known that the quantum Coulomb branch algebra of the quiver of Flgure

is the Weyl algebra Weyly k. ny. Its classical limit is the generalized transverse slice W NETOL
where Ay is the N’th fundamental coweight of GL (x4 ) and wy is the longest element of the
Weyl group of GLy (k1) and Ay, = —wo(An). The projection GLy(r13)(2)) = GraLy s n
identifies W?U*N with the cotangent bundle of the orbit Uy, - 27N where Uy, ~ is the

0(A%)
unipotent group whose Lie algebra is the —1 eigenspace of Ay.

Ezample 6.2. The 3d N = 4 gauge theory associated to the following quiver

Figure 6. The quiver diagram of T[SU(V)] theory.

is known as T[SU(N)], its Coulomb branch algebra is isomorphic to Ux(gly). An explicit way
to See this isomorphism is by looking at the evaluation representation of Yj(gly) : Tsj(u) —
dij 1 By , where Ej;; are the generators of Uy(gly) satisfying relations [Ejj, Ey) = h(d;Eiy —
6ZlEky). Deﬁne

n—1 n—3 n—1
i B (u—
Wut+ ——h)(u——

Ap(u) = u[”]Tﬂ@(u), ul® = (u+ h),

where T, ,(u) is the quantum determinant of the submatrix of T(u) consisting of first n rows
and first n columns. Write Ay (u) = u"+3",. ) An () yyn—i , then the kernel of Yy (gly) — Un(gly)
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contains A%p ) for all p>n and for all 1 <n < N. In the Drinfeld generators, we have

An_l(u + g)An+1(u + %)

() = =y A+ )

, 1<n<N-1, Ag(u) = 1.

Compare with [42, Corollary B.17] we conclude that the quotient of Y;(gly) by the ideal

generated by AP for all p >nand for all 1 <n < N (and invert A if possible) is the truncated
Yangian YONWAL1 [mi,- -+ ,my]p for sly, where wy_1 is the (IV —1)’st fundamental coweight of
sly, and the mass parameters W (u) = [, (u—m;) are identified as W (u) = Ay (u+7). The

Nuwn_ — Nuwn_
classical limit of ¥} “N-d [mq, -+ ,my]p is the function ring of W();)L#, which is reduced and

irreducible of dimension N2. On the other hand, the classical limit of Uy (gly) is the function

—Nuwn_
ring of gly, which has dimension N2 and embeds into WO;JL% as a closed subscheme, thus
Ur(gly) is isomorphic to the Coulomb branch algebra of quiver in the Figure 6, argued in the
same way as Theorem 6.2.

Recall that balanced subquiver Q" C @Q is formed by those edge-loop-free nodes i € Qg
such that 2dim V; = dim W, + > ; Gij dim V; where a;; is the number of edges between 7 and
j. Tt is well-known that QP is a union of finite ADE quivers, unless QP is a union of
connected components of @ of affine type with zero framing on them. It is shown in [42]

that if it is not the latter case then the corresponding ADE group, denoted by Lbal

, acts
on the Coulomb branch algebra Ag(Q), such that the infinitesimal action is generated by
%[Hi(l), o, %[Ei(l), o, %[Fi(l), o] for those i € Qb?l.

Ezxample 6.3. In the case that @ is of ADE type with gauge dimension vector v and flavour
dimension vector w, the classical Coulomb branch M(Q) is the Poisson variety Wf;*, where
A= Zier Widi, f = A — Zier via;, \* = —wg(A), \; are fundamental coweights and «; are
fundamental coroots and wy is the longest element in the Weyl group of G. It is shown in [43,
Example A.5] that L’ action can be identified with the natural action of Stabg(1*) on Wf;*
when p is dominant. This holds for general p. In fact we can take a dominant v such that
(v,&;) = 0,Vi € Qb and p + v is dominant, then the shift map ig -« : (C[Wffiz*] — (C[W/)f]
commutes with the action of Stabg(p*) C Stabg(p*+v*). Since ig,+ is Poisson and preserves
EZ-(l),Fi(l), Hi(l) for i € anl, it follows that the action of LP* constructed in [43, Proposition
A.3] commutes with the shift map. Since the action of LP* agrees with the natural one for

Stabg(u*) on Wﬁiz, and the shift map is birational and equivariant for both of actions,

. A
these two actions agree on W,,. as well.

Remark 6.5. Suppose that there is another action of LPal on Ag(Q) which acts trivially on
h, not necessarily the one constructed in [43, Appendix A], such that these two actions agree
after modulo & and mass parameters (generators of Her o (pt)), then these two actions must
agree on A%(Q). In fact A%L(Q) is a flat deformation of A% (Q)/(h, mass) and the deformation
spaces of modules for reductive group are trivial.

Consider a quiver () containing following part

— 33 —



Figure 7. The quiver Q.

Then A% (Q) admits an action of SLy, and also a grading (C* action) coming from m(Grar,y )
which commutes with the SLy action, thus A%(Q) admits an action of GLy. Denote the
following quiver by @’

AV —
Figure 8. The quiver @’.

then we have
Lemma 6.3. A%L(Q') = AL(Q)E~.

Proof. Consider the affine Grassmannian Grgr,, and denote by Ag (resp. Ag) the ring

object in Dqr, (0yxcx (GrgLy) coming from pushing forward of the dualing complex on the

BFN space of triples corresponding to quiver gauge theory @ (resp. @Q’), see [43]. Then we
|

have Ag = Ar ® Ag [43], where Ap is the regular ring object with a natural GLy action
(which is called the right action in [43]). Therefore we have
hi (\GL x : GL x !
AG(@Q)™N = Hop yoynex (Grany, Ar @ Ag) ™Y = Hop L0y wex (Grary, 1Co ® Agr)
= Ext{yp, (0yuex (IC0, Agr) = AL(Q).

Ezample 6.4. In the example of Weyly (g ny, Stabsty kv, (wo(Ay)) = SLy x SLyyk acts
on Weyly g iny = Diff,(CN @ CK+N) naturally via regarding CV as fundamental repre-
sentation of SLy and CKX*+V as antifundamental representation of SLx .y, and modulo A
the action becomes the natural one on the cotangent bundle of the orbit Uy, - 2~ N thus
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by the above remark we see that the action of LP¥ = SLy x SLyyx on Weyly g4y 18
the natural one described above. Moreover the grading coming from my(Grgr, ) is that
deg E](\‘?) = —1,deg F](\‘}D) = 1, and this grading enlarges the action of SLy X SLy1x to the
action of GLy x GLy1x on Weyly x4 n) = Diff,(CN ® CK+V) via regarding CV as funda-
mental representation of GLy and CX*+V as antifundamental representation of GLx 4 y.

Applying Lemma 6.3 to the quiver in the Figure 5 with K = 0, then we see that
Un(gly) = Weyl%%” , which is nothing but the free field realization of Uj(gly). Then it
follows that Cy[M(N, K)] = Weyl%%%f]\%LN where the action comes from the restriction of
GLy x GLyyx to GLy x GLy. Apply Lemma 6.3 again, followed by removing the edge
between flavours as it has no effect on Coulomb branch, we see that Cy[M (N, K)] is the
Coulomb branch algebra of the quiver in Figure 4.

Remark 6.6. Apply Lemma 6.3 to the quiver in the Figure 6 with N replaced by N + K, and
we see that
~ A
Uﬁ(g[N—i-K)GLN = }/E)_[m{/a te 7m]L\77 m?a o 7m1137+K]ﬁ7

where the right-hand-side is a truncated Yangian for sl and A = Nwy + (N + K)wg 1. This
is known as the centralizer construction of Yangian in the literature [41].

7 Conclusion and Outlook

In this paper, we have studied certain aspects of the twisted holography setup of [8] at finite-IV
and also large-N limit. We gave characterization of the finite-/NV subalgebra of gauge-invariant
observables, whose large-N limit has been studied in [8]. It is interesting to see that the finite-
N algebra is the truncated Yangian of gl which shows up as the quantized ring of functions
on the phase space of certain 't Hooft operators in 4d Chern-Simons theory studied by [44],
this hints a finite-N duality between the 4d Chern-Simons and 2d BF, which should be the
truncation of the large-N duality in [8]. More general features of this finite-N duality will
be explores in future publication. One more curious question is that whether we can find a
giant graviton expansion of the following form obtained in [20)]

Zn i (x;9,t)

o0
=1 kNZ\ . n -
Zoo,k (T34, 1) + Z 4 Zi, i (3¢, 1) (71)

k=1
This should be related to the index of 4d N =4 SYM theory. This and many other aspects
that have not been explored here will be considered in subsequent publications.
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A Hall-Littlewood Polynomials

In this appendix we review some background on symmetric functions, following section 3 of
[45].

Definition A.1. For a partition A = (1*,2%2,...), the Hall-Littlewood polynomial P, (z;q)
is defined in n > I(A) = 3,5, o; variables 1, -, x, by the formula

1—qx;/x;
Pu(riq) = S w (oA [ A ) (A1)
A [Tisolcilq I=olels! = i 1—xj/z;

Here aq is defined so that Zizo a; = ag +I(A) = n, and 22 = xi‘l

standard g-number notation

B n| [n],!
__1_qmm4—MMn—Hm~mm[Jq‘@@ﬁt%@'

The Hall-Littlewood polynomial Py(z;q) is an interpolation between Schur symmetric

-2z, and we use the

functions sy(x) and monomial symmetric functions my(z), in fact we have

Py(2;0) = sx(x), Pa(z;1) = my(z). (A.2)

Definition A.2. The Kostka-Foulkes functions are coefficients of the expansion

A(@) =Y K@) Pu(w; ). (A.3)
A

In particular, by (A.2) we have
Kxu(0) = 0xp-

A.1 Jing operators and transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomials

Naihuan Jing found a definition of Hall-Littlewood polynomials using vertex algebra [46].
Before giving his definition, we recall some plethystic notations.

The ring of symmetric functions over a base field F (assuming characteristic zero) is freely
generated by power sum functions pg, that is

AF = ]F[phpQu o ]

Let R be a ring containing F, A be a formal Laurent series with R coefficients in inde-
terminates aq,ag, -+, we define pi[A] to be the result of replacing each indeterminate a; in
A by af. Then for any f € Ap, the plethystic substitution of A into f, denoted f[A], is the
image of f under the homomorphism sending py, to pg[A].

Ezample A.1. We list some special cases here.
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e Let A=aj+ -+ ay, then pg[A] = a¥ +--- +a¥ = pr(as,--- ,a,), and thus for any
f € Ar, we have f[A] = f(a1,--- ,an).

e Let A, B be formal Laurent series with R coefficients, then px[A + B] = pi[A] £+ pi[B].
e Let PE = exp (> 72 pr/k), then we have
PE[A + B] = PE[A]PE[B], PE[A — B] = PE[A]/PE[B].
For a single variable z, we have PE(z) = 1Tlxv thus for a summation X =xz1+xo+---,
1
PE(X) = 1;[1 T PE(-X) = g(l — ;).
For the rest of this section, we fix the notation X = x1 +x9+ ---.

Definition A.3. The Jing operators are the coefficients S7, = [u™]S%(u) of the operator
generating function S%(u) defined by

Si(u)f = fX + (¢ — 1)u ' |PE[uX]. (A.4)
Proposition A.1. Jing operators S, satisfy relations:

SaSm41 — 4Smi1Sk =4Sy 41Sh — ShSn 1. (A.5)

m

For a proof, see [46, Proposition 2.12], mind that our ¢ is denoted by ¢ there and our Sy,
is denoted by H_,, there.

Definition A.4. Let g = (u1 > --- > ) be a Young tableaux (partition), define the
transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial by

Hg(x; q) =Sk Sk, Sk ). (A.6)
For a general array p = (u1, -+, ) € lem we define the generalized transformed Hall-

Littlewood polynomial by the same formula above.

Using relations (A.5) recursively, we can bring a product of operators S, --- S, for an
array g = (pi1,--+ , ) € leo into a linear combination of operators SZ,l . --SZ2 such that
Wy > -+ > p, in other words, a generalized transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial can be
written as linear combination of usual transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomials.

The following proposition summarizes the fundamental properties of transformed Hall-

Littlewood polynomials, for a proof, see [45, 3.4.3].
Proposition A.2. The transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomials H,, are related to the clas-
sical Hall-Littlewood polynomials P, by

M1
Hy[(1—)X;q) = (1 - ¢)'"® [ ]lew(w)]g!Pu(; q)- (A7)

i=1

They are uniquely characterized by the following properties.
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(i) Hu(w;q) € su(2) + Z[g] - {sr(x) : A > p},
(i) Hu[(1 —q)x;q] € Zlg] - {sa(x) : A < -

And Hy, is related to Schur functions by

Hy(x59) =Y Kau(q)sa(x). (A.8)
Ap

It turns out that we can rewrite the definition of Jing operators without referring to the
generating function S7(u).

Lemma A.1. For an n-variable function f € Fpy,--- ,p,](q), where pp(x) = x¥ 4+ - + 2k
Jing operator S}, acts on it as

xm

(S f)(@sq) = ;f(:ch S qTiy T q) A0 = Py (A.9)

Proof. Notice that

n

1 = 1 1
PE(uX) =[] T ; p—— 11 T~ (A.10)

i=1 ji

Without loss of generality, we assume that f = pg, - pk,, then by definition, S, is the
coefficient of ©™ in the series expansion

n

1 1
ki )Ry ks 1)k .
(P, + (q Ju™") - (prs + (g Ju ); 1—ux; g 1— )/

Let us fix an index 7 in the summation, then for this summand, its [u™] coefficient is

xm
(pry + (¢ = i) -+ (pr, + (g7 — 1)af) 2
' ’ ' Hj;éi(l — /)
_(k K, Ky s ks ks s ;"
( 1 i n) ( s 7 n)H]?ﬁZ(l_w]/wz)
xm
:f(flfl,“‘,qﬂf',"',x;q) ! .
' " Hj;éi(l — /i)
Summing over i gives the desired formula (A.9). [

B Affine Grassmannians and Geometrization of Jing Operators

In this section we give a geometric definition of Jing operators Sy,. Recall that

KGLn xCx (pt) = Q[xitv 7$$7qi]sn' (B'l)
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Here we take rationalized coefficients in the K-theory. Notice that Q[pi,- - ,pn, qi] C
KqL, xcx (pt) is a subalgebra.

Consider the affine Grassmannian Grgr,, = GL,(K)/ GL,(0O), and let wy = (1,0,--- ,0)
be the first fundamental coweight of GL,,, then the GL,, (O)-orbit Gr*! is isomorphic to P*~!
and it is fixed by the C*-rotation.

The category that we are interested in is D%LR(O) «cx (GraL, ), the GL, (O) xC*-equivariant
bounded derive category of coherent sheaves on Grgr,,. Here coherent sheaves on ind-scheme
like Grgr,,, are defined to have finite type support, so for any F € D%Ln(O)NCX (Grgr, ), we
have x(F) € KqL, 0)xcx (Pt) = KaL, xcx (Pt).

There is a convolution product on affine Grassmannian, defined as:

- GL,(0)
m: Grgr, X Grgr, = GL,(K) x  GL,(K)/GL,(0O) — GL,(K)/ GL,(O). (B.2)

Here the map sends (g1, 92) to giga. The convolution map of Grgr, induces a functor x :
DgLn(O)XCX (Grar,) DgLn(O)NCX (Grar,) — DbGLn(O)x(CX (Grar,, ) defined as

F *G = Rm,(FXG).
Passing to the K-theory, we obtain an map

* 1 Kqr,, (0)xcx (GraL,) ® Kar, 0)«cx (GraL,) — Kar,0)xcx (GraL, )- (B.3)

In fact, the x-product on Kqr,, 0)xcx (GraL,) is associative, and moreover we have the fol-
lowing.

Theorem B.1. The algebra Kgy,, (oyxcx (GraL,) endowed with x-product is isomorphic to
SHL,,, the spherical part of double affine Hecke algebra of GL,,.

The part of story which is relevant to us is that the convolution between Grgr,, and the
identity point makes Kqr,, (0yxcx (Pt) = Q[a:li, R Ll
and we can realize Jing operators Sy, geometrically from Kar, (0)xc* (Grgr,,) as follows.

There is a distinguished line bundle O(1) (determinant line bundle) on Grgy,, [40, 1.5],

and from the construction of O(1) we know that it is GL,,(O) x C*-equivariant. Let us use

into a module of K¢y, (0)xcx (GraL,),

O(m)|gr=1 to denote i,i*O(1)®™ where i : Gr** — Grgy,, is the natural embedding. Since i
is GL,(O) x C*-equivariant, O(m)|ge1 is also GL,,(O) x C*-equivariant.

Proposition B.1. For F € D?}Ln(O)X(CX (Grar,), let x = xX(F) € Q[zF, -+ ,a;k, g% be the
equivariant Euler characteristic of F, similarly let x = x(O(m)|g1 * F). Then

'

X(z;q) = ;X(ajh e QT 7xn;q)Hj#(1 = ol (B.4)

Proof. Let p : Grar, x Gragr, — Grgr, be the projection to the first component map, i.e.
p(91,92) = g1, this is a fibration with fibers isomorphic to Grgr,,. Then by the projection
formula we have

X(O(m)|gyer * F) = x(P"™*, O(m) @ Li*Rp.F). (B.5)
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Here F = OXF is the twist of F on Grar, X Grgr,. We use the localization on P"~! to
compute the right hand side of (B.5) as following. Let the maximal torus of GL,, be T, then
T-fixed points of P*~! are [1,0,---,0],---,[0,---,1,---,0],---,[0,---,1] (in homogeneous
coordinates of P"~1), label these points by e, -- ,e,. Observe that

(1) The fiber of determinant line bundle O(1) at e; has T-weight x;,
(2) The tangent space at e; has T-weights x;/x;,j € {1,--- ,n}\{i},

(3) The fiber of Li*Rp,F at e; has the same T-weights as x(F), but the C*-action is
different, because the fiber p~(e;) is is identified with Grgp, via a translation g —

z@i~@i-1g and the new C* acts through the diagonal of C, .. X T;, where T; is the
7’th C*-component of T. In other word, the fiber of Li*Rp,F at e; has the T x C*-
weights

X(]:)(:Eb y 4T, ,337“(])

Then (B.4) follows from applying localization to O(m) ® Li* Rp,F using three observations
made above. n

Comparing (B.4) and (A.9), we have the following
Corollary B.1. If x(F) € Qlp1, - ,pn,¢F] C Kqr, «cx (pt), then
X(O(m)|aran * F) = S7x(F). (B.6)

From this corollary we see that the operator O(m)|gw1x(—) is a geometrization of the Jing
operator Sy,. In fact, it extends the domain of Sy, to Kqr,, xcx (pt) = Qp1, -+ »pny b L, 47,
and negative m is also allowed.

Corollary B.2. Let i = (pu1,--- , ) be an array of nonnegative integers, then

H,(x;q) = x(Grar,, O(p1)|arer * - x O(ur) | gren ). (B.7)

Proof. Combine (B.6) with the definition of H,, in terms of iterative action of Si.(A6). W

Corollary B.3. Let G be the closure of the GL,,(O)-orbit through zN“1, then

——Nw
X(Gr, O(k)) = Hony (3 9). (B.8)
Here (EN) is the partition consisting of N copies of k, i.e. (k,k,--- k).

Proof. Let m : Grgr, X Grear, - - X Grgr, — Grgr, be the convolution map of N-copies
of Grgr,, it is easy to see from the definition of determinate line bundle that there is a
GL,,(O) x C*-equivariant isomorphism

m*O(1) 2 O(1)K - --KO(1).
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It is known that m(Gre! x --- x Gr*1) = @NM, and it is birational, thus m is a resolution
of singularities. It is also known that G has rational singularities (this is true for all
G(O)-orbit closure on affine Grassmannian of any reductive group G, see [47, Theorem 2.7]),
therefore Rm,O = O and Rm,.m*O(k) = O(k), thus

——Nw1

x(Gr " O(k)) = x(Gr¥t X --- x Gr**,m*O(k))
= X(GraL,, O(k)grer # - % O(k)|arer)

= H vy (73 q).
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