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Abstract: We study ring of functions on the (classical and quantized) phase space of 2d BF

theory with the gauge group GLN coupled to a 1d quantum mechanics with global symmetry

GLK . These functions are gauge-invariant local observables of the coupled system, which

appears as boundary side of an early example of twisted holography involving stacks of N

D2-branes and K D4-branes intersecting along a real line. We first construct the classical

phase space of this system and describe its ring of functions and their large-N limit. We next

compute the Hilbert series of these algebras for finite-N and also in the large-N limit. We

then study the quantization of this phase space and the deformation quantization of its ring

of functions, elaborate its relation to the Yangian, and construct its co-product. Finally, we

identify these quantized algebras with the quantized Coulomb-branch algebras of certain 3d

N = 4 quiver gauge theories.
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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].
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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 GLN coupled to

a 1d fermionic1 quantum mechanics with global symmetry GLK (the boundary side) and the

algebra of scattering states computed using Witten digrams of 4d Chern-Simons theory with

gauge group GLK (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 (ψ,ψ)

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

ψaB
nψb, a, b = 1, · · · ,K, n ≥ 0, (1.1)

in the large-N limit is the Yangian of glK .

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-N 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,ψ, ψ).

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

1There 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].

– 2 –



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 2NK. This is shown in Corollary

3.2.

2. C[M(N,K)], the algebra of functions onM(N,K) is generated by the set {ψBnψ; Tr(Bn)}.

Note that the operators Tr(Bn) are dual to the gravitons while determinant (det(Bn))

and subdeterminant operators are dual to giant gravitons in the bulk. We then find

that M(N, 1) ≃ A2N . Furthermore, by defining the morphism

ηab : M(N,K) ! M(1,K)

(B,ψ, ψ) ! (B,ψb, ψa);
(1.2)

we show that the products of ηab for various a and b is a closed embedding
∏

1≤a,b≤K

ηab : M(N,K) −֒! M(N, 1) ×A(N) M(N, 1)×A(N) · · · ×A(N) M(N, 1), (1.3)

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

{ψia, ψbj} = δabδij ,

{Bmn, Bpq} = δpnBmq − δmqBpn,

{Bmn, ψbj} = {Bmn, ψia} = 0,

(1.4)

Defining T
(n)
ab ≡ ψaB

nψb, with the convention T
(−1)
ab = δab, we show that

{T
(p)
ab , T

(q)
cd } =

min(p,q)−1∑

i=−1

(
T
(p+q−1−i)
cb T

(i)
ad − T

(i)
cb T

(p+q−1−i)
ad

)
. (1.5)

In Section 4, we consider the large-N limit of M(N,K) and its ring of functions C[M(N,K)].

The main results of this section as as follows

1. We show that
⋃

N M(N,K) is Zariski-dense in L−GLK ×L−GL1, where L
−GLK 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(∞,K) ∼= L−GLK ×L−GL1. This in turn

would imply that

C[M(∞,K)] ∼= C[L−GLK ]⊗ C[L−GL1]. (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(∞,K)] in Proposition 5.3.

In Section 6, we move to the quantization C~[M(N,K)] of the ring of functions C[M(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
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1. We first prove the commutator of T
(n)
ab

[T
(p)
ab , T

(q)
cd ] = ~

min(p,q)−1∑

i=−1

(
T
(i)
cb T

(p+q−1−i)
ad − T

(p+q−1−i)
cb T

(i)
ad

)
. (1.7)

This is equivalent to the RTT relation if one defines the generating functions Tab(z)

(the RTT generators) of T
(n)
ab by the following power-series expansion at z ! ∞

Tab(z) ≡
∑

n≥−1

T
(n)
ab z

−n−1 = δab + ψa

1

z −B
ψb.

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

map

Y~(glK ⊕ gl1) := Y~(glK)⊗ Y~(gl1) ։ C~[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 R4 × C, where the theory is A-twisted

along R4 and B-twisted along C. These theories coming from a configuration of branes2,

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 GLN with the following action

SBF =

∫

R2
x,w

TrN(BFA), (2.1)

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.
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Rx Ry Rv Rw Cz # of branes

D2 × × N

D4 × × × K

Table 1. The brane configuration that realizes our twisted holography setup. The subscripts on Rx

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 ∈ Ω0(R2
x,w, glN ) is an adjoint-valued scalar, A ∈ Ω1(R2

x,w, glN ) is the gauge field for

the gauge group GLN with curvature FA = dAA = dA + A ∧ A, and the trace is taken over

the fundamental representation of glN , 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 GLK [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:

ψa ∈ Ω0(Rx,N) with a = 1, · · · ,K3, and the conjugate field ψa ∈ Ω0(Rx,N), where bar

denotes the antifundamental representation. The action of this theory is given by

SQM =

∫

L

K∑

a=1

ψa(d+A)ψa, (2.2)

where we have denoted Rx 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 glK [[z]] =∏
n≥0 glK⊗zn (at least classically). 4) The bulk closed-string theory sector, which is a mixture

of the Kähler gravity along R4
x,y,v,w and BCOV theory along Cz [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 R2
x,w×R+,r×S

3,

where r ≡ (y2 + v2 + zz̄)
1
2 parameterizes R+, and the background 3-form field measures the

flux through S3. 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 i = 1, · · · ,K has been used for the global symmetry indices in [8].
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K coincident D4-branes

wrapping R2
x,v × Cz

gl K
C
he
rn
-S
im
on
s

th
eo
ry

2d black branes

N coincident D2-branes

wrapping R2
x,w

gl N
BF

th
eo
ry

Line defects

along Rx

Local operators

of the boundary theory

Figure 1. The holographic setup. N coincident D2-branes are hosting a glN 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 glK 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

dψa = dψa = 0,

dB −
K∑

a=1

ψaψaδw=0 = 0.
(2.3)

The solution is that ψa and ψa are constant along the line defect, B is constant on the regions

w < 0 and w > 0, and

Bw>0 −Bw<0 =

K∑

a=1

ψaψa.

So the phase space is parametrized by Bw>0, ψ
a and ψa, modulo the GLN action. This is

the quiver variety (categorical quotient) associated to the framed quiver in Figure 2. Let us

– 6 –



N

ψ ψ

KK

B

Figure 2. The quiver description of the phase space.

denote this quiver variety by M(N,K) = Rep(N,K)/GLN , 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 SBF +SQM, where SBF 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 ZN
sl2

studied in [36]. Recall that the degree ZN
sl2

is defined by the degree N based quasi-map space of the flag variety of SL2. Explicitly, this

is the space of polynomials Q(z), P (z) such that degQ < N and P is a monic polynomial of

degree N . In particular, ZN
sl2

is isomorphic to the affine space A2N . The isomorphism between

M(N, 1) and ZN
sl2

is given by the map

(B,ψ, ψ) 7! (P (z) = det(z −B), Q(z) = ψ adj(z −B)ψ). (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 PN is the parabolic Laumon space, i.e. the

moduli space of degree N rank K subsheaves F of rank 2K trivial vector bundle on P1 such

that F|∞ is a sub-bundle and is a fixed rank K flag of C2K , and ZN is the parabolic Zastava

space associated to SL2K and the parabolic subgroup P ⊂ SL2K which stabilizes a fixed rank

K flag in C2K [37]. In fact PN is isomorphic to the moduli space of stable representations

of the quiver in Figure 2, denoted by Ms(N,K), where the stability condition is that if

V ⊂ CN , B(V ) ⊂ V and Im(ψ) ⊂ V then V = CN . The stability condition implies that

the action of GLN on the stable representations is free, thus Ms(N,K) is smooth. Since

the parabolic Zastava space ZN is affine, the Laumon resolution PN
! ZN factors through
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the affinization of PN = Ms(N,K), which is M(N,K), and M(N,K) ! ZN is finite since

Laumon resolution is proper. Moreover, PN
! ZN 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

P1 to Grassmannian Gr(K, 2K) which sends ∞ 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 ⊂ CN , B(V ) ⊂ V and V ⊂ ker(ψ) then V = 0. The semi-

simplification map Ms(N,K) ! M(N,K) is also isomorphism on the regular locus, since

GLN acts on a stable and co-stable representation freely with closed orbit. This implies that

the morphism M(N,K) ! ZN is birational. Since M(N,K) is affine quotient of a smooth

variety normal M(N,K) is normal, thus M(N,K) ! ZN 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 ∼= Ms(N,K) −! M(N,K) ∼= ZN ,

such that Ms(N,K) −! M(N,K) is a resolution of singularities, and it is isomorphism when

restricted on M(N,K)reg.

Lemma 3.1. For the resolution of singularities f : Ms(N,K) −! M(N,K), we have

OM(N,K)
∼= Rf∗OMs(N,K), i.e.

(1) Rif∗OMs(N,K) = 0 for i > 0,

(2) the natural homomorphism OM(N,K) ! f∗OMs(N,K) is 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 Rih∗(KX) = 0 for i > 0. Moreover let L be an ample

line bundle on X, then Rih∗(KX ⊗L) = 0 for i > 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 : Ms(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 Ms(N,K) is trivial.

Proof. Denote by V the tautological sheaf on Ms(N,K), which is the descent of CN along the

quotient Reps(N,K) ! Ms(N,K), and denote by W the framing vector space, then there is

a short exact sequence

0 −! End(V) −! End(V)⊕W ⊗ V∗ ⊕W ∗ ⊗ V −! TMs(N,K) −! 0. (3.2)
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Here TMs(N,K) is the tangent sheaf of Ms(N,K). From this short exact sequence we get

KMs(N,K) = detT ∗
Ms(N,K)

∼= det(W ⊗ V∗)⊗ det(W ∗ ⊗ V) ∼= OMs(N,K).

�

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

Rif∗OMs(N,K)
∼= Rif∗KMs(N,K) = 0,

for i > 0, by Grauert-Riemenschneider vanishing theorem. Since M(N,K) is normal and f

is birational, we also have OM(N,K)
∼= f∗OMs(N,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 ωM(N,K)

is

ωM(N,K)
∼= Rf∗KMs(N,K)

∼= Rf∗OMs(N,K)
∼= OM(N,K),

which is a line bundle, thus M(N,K) has Gorenstein singularities. �

3.2 Factorization

There is an obvious morphism:

fN1,N2 : M(N1,K)×M(N2,K) −! M(N1 +N2,K), (3.3)

(B(1), ψ(1), ψ
(1)

)× (B(2), ψ(2), ψ
(2)

) 7!

([
B(1) 0

0 B(2)

]
,

[
ψ(1)

ψ(2)

]
,
[
ψ
(1)

ψ
(2)
]
.

)
(3.4)

Consider the natural projection

ΦN : M(N,K) −! A(N). (3.5)

Here ΦN maps a triple (B,ψ, ψ) to the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of B, and

A(N) is the N ’th symmetric product of affine line A1, which parametrizes coefficients of the

characteristic polynomial of B. Denote by
(
A(N1) × A(N2)

)
disj

the open subset of A(N1)×A(N2)

such that eigenvalues of B(1) is disjoint from eigenvalues of B(2). Analogous to the K = 1

case discussed in [36], we have the following factorization isomorphism

Proposition 3.1. The restriction of fN1,N2 on
(
A(N1) ×A(N2)

)
disj

is isomorphism:

fN1,N2 : (M(N1,K)×M(N2,K))disj
∼= M(N1 +N2,K)×A(N1+N2)

(
A(N1) × A(N2)

)
disj

.

Here (M(N1,K)×M(N2,K))disj is the restriction of M(N1,K)×M(N2,K) on
(
A(N1) × A(N2)

)
disj

.

Corollary 3.2. M(N,K) is a normal affine variety of dimension 2NK.
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Proof. M(N,K) is normal and affine since is the quotient of an affine space by GLN , we only

need to show that its dimension is 2NK. By the factorization isomorphism, it suffices to

show that dimM(1,K) = 2K. Note that M(1,K) is isomorphic to the A1 times the space

of K ×K matrices of rank ≤ 1 and the latter has dimension 2K − 1. �

Using the normalization map M(N,K) ! ZN we have the following result:

Proposition 3.2. The morphism ΦN : M(N,K) ! A(N) is equidimensional.

Proof. It suffices to show that the projection Φ′
N : ZN

! A(N) is equidimensional, since

M(N,K) ! ZN is finite. Here we prove that the central fiber Φ′−1
N (0) has dimension (2K −

1)N , and the dimensions for other fibers follow from factorization isomorphism.

To compute dimΦ′−1
N (0), we use the description of the central fiber for parabolic Zastava

in [37, 3.5], and obtain that

Φ′−1
N (0) ∼= Gr

Nθ
P ∩GrU(P−) ⊂ GrSL2K

. (3.6)

Here P ⊂ SL2K 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 θ = diag(1, 0, · · · , 0,−1) is the

longest coroot of sl2K . Then Gr
Nθ
P ∩GrU(P−) ⊂ Gr

Nθ
∩GrU(B−) and the latter has dimension

〈Nθ, ρ̌〉 = (2K − 1)N , thus dimΦ′−1
N (0) ≤ (2K − 1)N . Since the generic fiber of ΦN has

dimension (2K−1)N , we also have the other direction of inequality dimΦ′−1
N (0) ≥ (2K−1)N .

Hence dimΦ′−1
N (0) = (2K − 1)N . �

Corollary 3.3. The morphism ΦN : M(N,K) ! A(N) is flat.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.2, Corollary 3.1, and the miracle flatness theorem [39,

Tag 00R4] �

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(Bn), ψaB
mψb. (3.7)

Here 1 ≤ n ≤ N , 0 ≤ m ≤ N−1 and 1 ≤ a, b ≤ K. When K = 1, it turns out that there is no

relations between these generators, i.e. Tr(B), · · · ,Tr(BN ), ψψ, ψBψ, · · · , ψBN−1ψ give rise

to an isomorphism M(N, 1) ∼= A2N . In fact, since we know that dimM(N, 1) = 2N and the

map M(N, 1) ! A2N 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(Bn), ψaB
mψb give rise

to a morphism ηab : M(N,K) ! M(1,K) sending a triple (B,ψ, ψ) to (B,ψb, ψa). From the

above discussions, we have

– 10 –
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Proposition 3.3. The product of ηab is a closed embedding

∏

1≤a,b≤K

ηab : M(N,K) −֒! M(N, 1) ×A(N) · · · ×A(N) M(N, 1), (3.8)

where the right hand side has K2 copies of M(N, 1). Moreover,
∏

1≤a,b≤K ηab is compatible

with factorization isomorphism fN1,N2.

3.4 Poisson structure

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

{ψia, ψbj} = δabδij , {Bmn, Bpq} = δpnBmq − δmqBpn, {Bmn, ψbj} = {Bmn, ψia} = 0. (3.9)

Here we treat ψ,ψ as usual bosonic variables, i.e. commute instead of anti-commute with

each other. This Poisson structure comes from the classical limit of U~(glN )⊗WeylNK , where

WeylNK is the Weyl algebra generated by ψ,ψ. It is easy to see that the Poisson structure is

equivariant under the GLN 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 T
(n)
ab = ψaB

nψb, and we use the convention T
(−1)
ab = δab, then denote by Tab(z)

the power series expanded at z ! ∞:

Tab(z) =
∑

n≥−1

T
(n)
ab z

−n−1 = δab + ψa

1

z −B
ψb.

Proposition 3.4. The Poisson brackets between T
(k)
ab are:

{T
(p)
ab , T

(q)
cd } =

min(p,q)−1∑

i=−1

(
T
(p+q−1−i)
cb T

(i)
ad − T

(i)
cb T

(p+q−1−i)
ad

)
. (3.10)

And for all n ≥ 1, Tr(Bn) is Poisson central.

Proof. This is the classical limit of (6.3). �

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

{ψia, ψbj} = δabδij , {Bmn, Bpq} = δnp
∑

a

ψaqψma − δmq

∑

a

ψanψpa,

{Bmn, ψbj} = {Bmn, ψia} = 0,

(3.11)

– 11 –



3.5 Multiplication morphism

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

mN1,N2 : M(N1,K)×M(N2,K) −! M(N1 +N2,K), (3.12)

(B(1), ψ(1), ψ
(1)

)× (B(2), ψ(2), ψ
(2)

) 7!

([
B(1) ψ(1)ψ

(2)

0 B(2)

]
,

[
ψ(1)

ψ(2)

]
,
[
ψ
(1)

ψ
(2)
])

. (3.13)

We have the following elementary property of the multiplication morphism.

Proposition 3.5. The multiplication morphism mN1,N2 is dominant.

Proof. It suffices to prove that the composition f−1
N1,N2

◦ mN1,N2 is dominant when restricted

on
(
A(N1) × A(N2)

)
disj

. First of all, we construct a GLN1 ×GLN2 equivariant map

m̃N1,N2 : (Rep(N1,K)× Rep(N2,K))disj −! (Rep(N1,K)× Rep(N2,K))disj ,

such that m̃N1,N2 descends to f−1
N1,N2

◦mN1,N2 after taking the quotient by GLN1 ×GLN2 . The

construction is as follows. If the spectra of B1 and B2 are disjoint from each other, then

linear map Mat(N1, N2) ! Mat(N1, N2),X 7! B1X −XB2 is an isomorphism. Let A be the

unique N1 ×N2 matrix such that

B(1)A−AB(2) = ψ(1)ψ
(2)

holds.

Then we can use the matrix
[
1 A

0 1

]
to diagonalize

[
B(1) ψ(1)ψ

(2)

0 B(2)

]

and it accordingly maps
[
ψ
(1)
, ψ

(2)
]
to
[
ψ
(1)
, ψ

(2)
− ψ

(1)
A
]
and

[
ψ(1), ψ(2)

]t
to
[
ψ(1) +Aψ(2), ψ(2)

]t
.

Hence we define m̃N1,N2 as

(B(1), ψ(1), ψ
(1)

)× (B(2), ψ(2), ψ
(2)

) 7! (B(1), ψ(1) +Aψ(2), ψ
(1)

)× (B(2), ψ(2), ψ
(2)

− ψ
(1)
A).

(3.14)

Notice that the tangent map dm̃N1,N2 is an isomorphism at any point (B(1), 0, ψ
(1)

)×(B(2), ψ(2), 0),

so m̃N1,N2 is generically étale thus it is dominant. Then it follows that mN1,N2 is dominant. �

Proposition 3.6. The multiplication morphism mN1,N2 has following properties

(1) mN1,N2 is Poisson,

(2) mN1+N2,N3 ◦(mN1,N2×Id) = mN1,N2+N3 ◦(Id×mN2,N3), i.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 fN1,N2 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

ιN,N ′ : M(N,K) −! M(N ′,K), (3.15)

(B,ψ, ψ) 7!

([
B 0

0 0

]
,

[
ψ

0

]
,
[
ψ 0
])

. (3.16)

Note that ι∗N,N ′(Tr(Bn)) = Tr(Bn), ι∗N,N ′(T
(m)
ab ) = T

(m)
ab , so ι∗N,N ′ is surjective, thus ιN,N ′ is a

closed embedding.

Proposition 3.7. The embedding ιN,N ′ has following properties

(1) ιN ′,N ′′ ◦ ιN,N ′ = ιN,N ′′ ,

(2) ιN,N ′ is Poisson,

(3) mN ′
1,N

′
2
◦
(
ιN1,N

′
1
× ιN2,N

′
2

)
= ιN1+N2,N

′
1+N ′

2
◦mN1,N2 .

Proof. Property (1) is obvious from definition of ιN,N ′ , (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 ′
1 = N1, N

′
2 = N2 + 1 or N ′

1 = N1 + 1, N ′
2 = N2. The first case is obvious from the

definition of embedding and multiplication morphism, so we only need to consider the case

when N ′
1 = N1 + 1, N ′

2 = N2. It amounts to showing that






B(1) 0 ψ(1)ψ

(2)

0 0 0

0 0 B(2)


 ,



ψ(1)

0

ψ(2)


 ,
[
ψ
(1)

0 ψ
(2)
]



is equivalent to






B(1) ψ(1)ψ

(2)
0

0 B(2) 0

0 0 0


 ,



ψ(1)

ψ(2)

0


 ,
[
ψ
(1)

ψ
(2)

0
]



under the action of some matrix W ∈ GLN1+N2+1. It is elementary to check that

W =

[
IdN1 0

0 wN2wN2−1 · · ·w1

]

does the job, where wi ∈ GLN2+1 switches row i and row i+ 1. �
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4 Large-N Limit

In this section we use the embeddings ιN,N ′ : 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−(GLK ×GL1), defined below. It is known that

L−(GLK ×GL1) quantizes to the Yangian Y~(glK ⊕ gl1), and we will explore the quantized

version of the larg-N limit in the next section.

Definition 4.1. Define C[M(∞,K)] to be the subalgebra of lim
 −

N

C[M(N,K)] generated by

T
(n)
ab and Tr(Bm), for all n,m ∈ Z≥0 and 1 ≤ a, b ≤ K. And then define M(∞,K) =

SpecC[M(∞,K)].

Denote by L− GLK the group of power series

1 +
∞∑

i=1

giz
−i, gi ∈ glK , (4.1)

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

morphism

iN = (πN , ϕN ) :M(N,K) ! L−GLK ×L−GL1, (4.2)

(B,ψ, ψ) 7!

(
1 + ψ

1

z −B
ψ,

1

zN
det(z −B)

)
, (4.3)

which is a closed embedding because T
(n)
ab and Tr(Bm) generate C[M(N,K)]. Here (z−B)−1

is expanded as a power series of matrices in z−1. It is known that L−GLK is a Poisson-Lie

group scheme whose Poisson structure comes from the Manin triple

(glK((z−1)), z−1glK [[z−1]], glK [z]).

Explicitly, let T
(n)
ab , n ≥ −1 be the function on L−GLK that takes the value of ab component

of gn+1 and we use the convention that T
(−1)
ab = δab, then the Poisson structure on L−GLK

is determined by the equation

(u− v){Tab(u), Tcd(v)} = Tad(v)Tcb(u)− Tad(u)Tcb(v), where Tab(u) =
∞∑

i=−1

T
(i)
ab u

−i−1. (4.4)

Compare equation (4.4) with equation (3.10), and we have

Proposition 4.1. The morphism iN : M(N,K) ! L−GLK ×L−GL1 is Poisson.

Proposition 4.2. iN is compatible with embedding ιN,N ′ and multiplication mN1,N2, i.e.

(1) iN ′ ◦ ιN,N ′ = iN ,
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(2) iN1+N2 ◦mN1,N2 = m ◦ (iN1 × iN2).

Here m : L−(GLK ×GL1) × L−(GLK ×GL1) ! L−(GLK ×GL1) is the multiplication map

of the group L−(GLK ×GL1).

Proof. (1) is obvious from definition. (2) can be shown by direct computation. If (B(1), ψ(1), ψ
(1)

)

is a point in M(N1,K) and (B(2), ψ(2), ψ
(2)

) is a point in M(N2,K), then πN1+N2 ◦ mN1,N2

maps this pair of representations to

1 +
[
ψ
(1)

ψ
(2)
](

z −

[
B(1) ψ(1)ψ

(2)

0 B(2)

])−1 [
ψ(1)

ψ(2)

]

= 1 +
[
ψ
(1)

ψ
(2)
](

z −

[
B(1) ψ(1)ψ

(2)

0 B(2)

])−1 [
ψ(1)

ψ(2)

]

= 1 + ψ
(1) 1

z −B(1)
ψ(1) + ψ

(2) 1

z −B(2)
ψ(2)

+

∞∑

i,j=0

ψ
(1)
(
B(1)

)i
ψ(1)ψ

(2)
(
B(2)

)j
ψ(2)z−i−j−2

=

(
1 + ψ

(1) 1

z −B(1)
ψ(1)

)(
1 + ψ

(2) 1

z −B(2)
ψ(2)

)
.

And we also have ϕN1+N2 ◦mN1,N2 = m ◦ (ϕN1 ×ϕN2) 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−(GLK ×GL1) makes it a Poisson-Lie group, i.e. m is Poisson. (2) is a direct

consequence of Proposition 4.2. �

Since iN is compatible with ιN,N ′ , it makes sense to take the ind-scheme
⋃

N M(N,K)

inside L−GLK ×L−GL1.

Theorem 4.1.
⋃

N M(N,K) is Zariski-dense in L− GLK ×L−GL1.

Proof. It suffices to show that for every N , there exists N ′ such that L−
N GLK ×L−

N GL1 is a

closed subscheme of M(N ′,K). Denote by m = mL− GLK
× mL−

N
GL1

the multiplication map

on L−GLK ×L−GL1. We make two observations

(1) L−
1 GLK ×{1} ⊂ M(K,K). This is because S × {1} ⊂ M(K,K), where S is the

subvariety of L−
1 GLK :

1 +
g

z
, g ∈ glK such that rank(g) ≤ 1.

then we can apply the multiplication m K times to obtain L−
1 GLK ×{1}, more precisely,

we have following linear algebra fact:
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– Every matrix M ∈ glK can be written as a linear combination M = X1+ · · ·+XK

such that rank(Xi) ≤ 1 and XiXj = 0 if i < j.

This can be interpreted as

1 +
M

z
=

(
1 +

X1

z

)
· · ·

(
1 +

XK

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 AMA−1 for some A ∈ GLK , so without loss of

generality, we assume that M is a Jordan block Jλ, and then take Xi = atibi, where

ai = (0, · · · , 0, λ, 1, 0, · · · , 0), i < K and i’th component is λ,

aK = (0, · · · , 0, λ),

bi = (0, · · · , 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0), i’th component is 1.

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

block.

(2) {1}×L−
1 GL1 ⊂ M(1,K), this is because {1}×L−

1 is the the image of points (b, 0, 0) ⊂

M(1,K).

(3) The multiplication map mL− GLK
: L−

1 GLK ×L−
N GLK ! L−

N+1GLK is dominant. In

effect, the tangent map dmL− GLK
at the point

(
1, 1 + 1/z + · · ·+ 1/zN

)
is

(
X

z
,
Y1
z
, · · · ,

Yi
zi
, · · · ,

YN
zN

)
7!

X + Y1
z

, · · · ,
X + YN
zN

,
X

zN+1
(4.5)

where left hand side is a tangent vector at
(
1, 1 + 1/z + · · ·+ 1/zN

)
, and right hand

side is a tangent vector at 1+ 1/z + · · ·+1/zN ∈ L−
N+1GLK . Since X,Y1, · · · , YN take

value in all matrices in glK , the linear map (4.5) is surjective and thus is an isomorphism

by dimension counting. It follows that mL− GLK
: L−

1 GLK ×L−
N GLK ! L−

N+1GLK is

étale at the point
(
1, 1 + 1/z + · · ·+ 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−
1 GLK ×L−

1 GL1 ⊂ M(K+1,K). (3) implies

that m :
(
L−
1 GLK ×L−

1 GL1

)
×
(
L−
N GLK ×L−

N GL1

)
! L−

N+1GLK ×L−
N+1GL1 is dominant.

By induction onN , we have inclusions L−
N GLK ×L−

N GL1 ⊂ M((K+1)N,K). This concludes

the proof. �

Corollary 4.1. M(∞,K) ∼= L−GLK ×L−GL1, i.e.

C[M(∞,K)] ∼= C[L−GLK ]⊗ C[L−GL1]. (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 : Ms(N,K) −! M(N,K), whereMs(N,K)

is the moduli space of stable representations of the quiver in the Figure 2. The action of gauge

group GLN on the space of stable representations Reps(N,K) is free, so the quotient map

Reps(N,K) ! Ms(N,K) is a principal GLN -bundle. The gauge node vector space CN is a

trivial bundle on Rep(N,K) but it is endowed with a non-trivial equivariant structure under

the action of GLN , then it descend to a locally free sheaf V on Ms(N,K) since the GLN

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 Ms(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 i(Ms(N,K),Det⊗n) = 0, for all i > 0 and n ≥ 0. (5.1)

Definition 5.1. The C[M(N,K)] module of level n, denoted by Γ(N,K, n), is defined by

the global section of n’th power of tautological line bundle, i.e.

Γ(N,K, n) = Γ(Ms(N,K),Det⊗n). (5.2)

In this section, we compute the Hilbert series of C[M(N,K)] and Γ(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 GLK ×C×
q × C×

t , where GLK is the flavour

symmetry which acts on the framing vector space, C×
q scales B by B 7! q−1B, and C×

t

scales ψ by ψ 7! t−1ψ. The convention of the inverse q−1 and t−1 is such that the functions

Tr(Bn) and ψaB
mψb scales by q

n and qmt respectively (since functions are dual to the space).

Although C[M(N,K)] is infinite dimensional, every C×
q × C×

t -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 KGLK
(pt)[[q, t]]. Similarly, the same properties hold for Γ(N,K, n). The goal of

this section is to compute the these elements.

Definition 5.2. Let KGLK
(pt) = Q[x±1 , · · · , x

±
K ]SK , where SK is the permutation group act-

ing on x1, · · · xK . We use shorthand notation f(x) for a function of x1, · · · , xK , and f(x−1) =

f(x−1
1 , · · · , x−1

K ). Denote by ZN,K(x; q, t) the element of C[M(N,K)] in KGLK
(pt)[[q, t]], and

denote by Z
(n)
N,K(x; q, t) the element of Γ(N,K, n) in KGLK

(pt)[[q, t]].

By Lemma 5.1, we have Z
(n)
N,K(x; q, t) = χ(Ms(N,K),Det⊗n). The case K = 1 is triv-

ial: The functions Tr(B), · · · ,Tr(BN ), ψψ, ψBψ, · · · , ψBN−1ψ give rise to an isomorphism

M(N, 1) ∼= A2N . 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 Ms(N,K) ∼=

M(N,K). In fact, Det in this case is a trivial bundle, with C×
q ×C×

t -weight (1, 0), thus

Z
(n)
N,1(x; q, t) = qnZN,1(x; q, t) =

qn

(q; q)N (t; q)N
. (5.3)

Here we use the q-Pochhammer symbol (a; q)n = (1 − a)(1 − aq) · · · (1 − aqn−1). The case

when K > 1 is trickier. In principal, one can use the localization technique to get a formula

of χ(Ms(N,K),Det⊗n) in terms of summation over fixed points, but it involves complicated

denominators that make it hard to extract the power series in q and t 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 GLK , and finally apply the known

results on the geometry of the affine Grassmannian of GLK to finish the calculation. We

present the final result here and explain the calculation in steps afterwards.

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

Z
(n)
N,K(x; q, t) =

1

(q; q)N

∑

µ

t|µ|Hµ+(nN )(x; q)s(µ1)(x
−1) · · · s(µN )(x

−1). (5.4)

Here the summation is over arrays µ = (µ1, · · · , µN ) ∈ ZN
≥0, (nN ) is the array consisting

of N copies of n, i.e. (n, n, · · · , n), |µ| =
∑N

i=1 µi, s(µi)(x) is the Schur polynomial of the

partition (µi), and Hλ(x; q) is the generalized transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial of the

array λ, defined in (A.6).

5.1 Reduction steps

Recall that the stability condition in the definition of Ms(N,K) is that if V ⊂ CN , B(V ) ⊂ V

and Im(ψ) ⊂ V then V = CN , in particular the sub-quiver consisting of arrows (B,ψ) is stable

under the same stability condition, so we have:

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

scheme of A1 which parametrizes length N quotients of O⊕K
A1 , denoted by QuotN (A1,O⊕K

A1 ):

Ms(N,K) = V(V ⊗W ∗)

QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 )

p

Here V is the tautological sheaf on QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ), and W is the framing vector space.

Proof. Consider a point (B,ψ, ψ) ∈ Ms(N,K), the action B on CN makes it into a C[z]-

module such that z acts as B. The stability on (B,ψ) is equivalent to that CN is a quo-

tient module of a free module of rank K. This gives rise to a morphism p : Ms(N,K) !

QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ), and the extra information in Ms(N,K) compared to the Quot scheme is a

homomorphism from the universal quotient V to the framing vector space W , so Ms(N,K)

is represented by V(V ⊗W ∗). �
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Lemma 5.2 implies that

χ(Ms(N,K),Det⊗n) =

∞∑

m=0

tmχ(QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ),Symm(V ⊗W ∗)⊗ Det

⊗n). (5.5)

Here in each summand, χ(QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ),Symm(V ⊗ W ∗)) is in KGLK

(pt)[[q]]. 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 : QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) −! A(N)

where A(N) is the N ’th symmetric product of A1, which is identified with the Hilbert scheme

of N points on A1 and h is the Hilbert-Chow morphism for the Quot scheme. In the language

of quivers, h maps (B,ψ) to the spectrum of B, regarded as a divisor of degree N on A1.

Lemma 5.3. The central fiber h−1(0) of the Hilbert-Chow morphism h : QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) −!

A(N), endowed with reduced scheme structure, is isomorphic to Gr
Nω1

GLK
in the affine Grass-

mannian GrGLK
. Here ω1 = (1, 0, · · · , 0) is the first fundamental coweight of GLK .

Proof. The central fiber h−1(0) represents submodules of C[z]⊕K 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]]⊕K whose cokernels are finite of length N , this is Gr
Nω1

GLK
. �

Proposition 5.1. The Hilbert-Chow morphism h : QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) −! A(N) is flat.

Proof. By the deformation theory, QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) is smooth of dimensionNK. h−1(0)red ∼=

Gr
Nω1

GLK
has dimension (K − 1)N , which equals to dimQuotN (A1,O⊕K

A1 ) − dimA(N), thus h

is flat along h−1(0) by miracle flatness theorem [39, Tag 00R4]. Since flatness is an open

condition, h is flat in an open neighborhood of h−1(0). Since Hilbert-Chow morphism h is

proper, there is an open neighborhood U of 0 ∈ A(N) such that h|h−1(U) is flat. Finally

h is equivariant under the C× action on A1 which contracts A(N) to 0, so the flatness is

transported from U to the whole A(N). �

Proposition 5.1 provides a tool that reduces the computation of Euler character to the

central fiber. In effect, to compute χ(QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ),F) for a locally free sheaf F , we can

apply C×
q -localization to its derived pushforward Rh∗(F):

χ(QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ),F) = χ(A(N), Rh∗(F)) =

χ(h−1(0),F|h−1(0))∏N
i=1(1− qi)

, (5.6)

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

Proposition 5.1), and the denominator comes from the tangent space of A(N) at 0 which has

C×
q -weights −1, · · · ,−N .

Proposition 5.2. The central fiber h−1(0) is isomorphic to Gr
Nω1

GLK
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 h−1(0) is generically reduced. We claim that h is smooth

at the point zNω1 . Assume that the claim is true, then h is smooth in an open neighborhood

of zNω1 , thus h−1(0) is generically reduced.

The claim follows from the deformation theory of QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ). Namely, if e1, · · · , eK

is the basis of O⊕K
A1 , then zNω1 corresponds to short exact sequence

0 −! E −! O⊕K
A1 −! Q −! 0

such that E is the subsheaf of O⊕K
A1 generated by zNe1, e2, · · · , eK . Then the tangent space

of QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) at zNω1 is

HomO
A1
(E , Q).

In particular, the tangent space contains HomO
A1
(zNOA1 ,OA1/zNOA1) as a subspace, and

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

tangent map at zNω1 is surjective, thus h is smooth at zNω1 . �

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. It 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 ∈ A(N) such that Det|h−1(U) is ample relative to U . And h is equivariant

under the C× action on A1 which contracts A(N) to 0, so the relative ampleness is transported

from U to the whole A(N), i.e. Det is relatively ample over A(N). Since A(N) is affine,

Det on the Quot scheme QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) is ample. Since the projection Ms(N,K) !

QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) is a vector bundle, the pullback of Det, which is the tautological line bundle

on Ms(N,K), is ample. �

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

Z
(n)
N,K(x; q, t) = χ(Ms(N,K),Det⊗n)

=
1

(q; q)N

∞∑

m=0

tmχ(Gr
Nω1

GLK
,Symm(V ⊗W ∗)⊗O(n)),

(5.7)

where V is the restriction of the universal quotient sheaf to Gr
Nω1

GLK
.

Remark 5.1. One can show that QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) is isomorphic to Gr

ω1,··· ,ω1

GLK ,A(N) , defined as the

closure of SymN
(
Grω1 ×A1

)
|A(N)\A(N−1) in the symmetrized Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian

of GLK on A(N), here A(N−1)
!֒ A(N) embeds diagonally. Moreover the isomorphism is

GLK ×C×
q -equivariant and commutes with projections to A(N):
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QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 ) Gr

ω1,··· ,ω1

GLK ,A(N)

A(N)
h π

Here π is the structure map of symmetrized Beilinson-Drinfeld Grassmannian.

Furthermore, one can show that the Picard groups of Ms(N,K) and QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 )

are generated by the tautological line bundle, i.e.

Pic(Ms(N,K)) = Pic(QuotN (A1,O⊕K
A1 )) = Z · Det.

5.2 Calculation on affine Grassmannian

It remains to do the calculation on affine Grassmannian for

∞∑

m=0

tnχ(Gr
Nω1

GLK
,Symm(V ⊗W ∗)⊗O(n)) = χ(Gr

Nω1

GLK
, S•

t (V ⊗W ∗)⊗O(n)).

Here we use the notation S•
t (V ⊗W ∗) =

⊕
m≥0 t

n Symm(V ⊗W ∗). To start with, note that

there is a convolution map on GrGLK
:

m : Grω1
GLK

×̃Gr
(N−1)ω1

GLK
−! Gr

Nω1

GLK
,

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

lution product is that

O ∼= Rm∗O. (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

χ(Gr
Nω1

GLK
, S•

t (V ⊗W ∗)⊗O(n)) = χ
(
Grω1

GLK
×̃Gr

(N−1)ω1

GLK
, S•

t (m
∗V ⊗W ∗)⊗O(n)

)
.

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

Lemma 5.4. m∗VN is an extension of p∗V1 by the twist of VN−1, denoted by ṼN−1, i.e. there

is a short exact sequence

0 −! ṼN−1 −! m∗VN −! p∗V1 −! 0.

Here p : Grω1
GLK

×̃Gr
(N−1)ω1

GLK
! Gr

Nω1

GLK
is the projection to the first component map, and ṼN−1

is the sheaf GLK(K)
GLn(O)

× VN−1.

Proof. VN is the universal quotient of C[[z]]⊕K . Denote the kernel by LN . Then the pullback

of VN to the twisted product Grω1
GLK

×̃Gr
(N−1)ω1

GLK
is by definition the extension of V1 by VN−1,

except that in the definition of VN−1 the free module C[[z]]⊕K is replaced by L1 (this is the

meaning of twist). �
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Note that V1 is of rank one, so it is by definition the determinant line bundle O(1) on the

affine Grassmannian GrGLK
restricted on Grω1

GLK
. The convolution map easily generalizes to

multiple copies of GrGLK
:

m : Grω1
GLK

×̃ · · · ×̃Grω1
GLK

−! Gr
ω1

GLK
,

and we can apply Lemma 5.4 recursively and see that m∗VN 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:

χ(Gr
Nω1

GLK
, S•

t (V ⊗W ∗)⊗O(n))

=χ(Grω1
GLK

×̃ · · · ×̃Grω1
GLK

, S•
t ((O(1) + Õ(1) + · · ·+ Õ(1))⊗W ∗)⊗ (O(n)⊠̃ · · · ⊠̃O(n)))

=
∑

µ

T |µ|χ(Grω1
GLK

×̃ · · · ×̃Grω1
GLK

,O(µ1 + n)⊠̃ · · · ⊠̃O(µN + n))χ(Sµ1(W ∗)) · · ·χ(SµN (W ∗)).

(5.9)

Here the summation is over arrays µ = (µ1, · · · , µN ) ∈ ZN
≥0, |µ| =

∑N
i=1 µi, and χ(S

k(W ∗))

is the GLK -equivariant K-theory class of the k’th symmetric tensor product of W ∗, where

W is the fundamental representation of GLK . It is well-known that χ(Sk(W ∗)) = s(k)(x
−1),

where s(k)(x) is the Schur polynomial of the partition (k). Finally, the remaining part of

the computation, which is the character of O(µ1 + n)⊠̃ · · · ⊠̃O(µN + n), is related to a well-

understood family of symmetric functions, the transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial. In

fact we have

χ(Grω1
GLK

×̃ · · · ×̃Grω1
GLK

,O(µ1 + n)⊠̃ · · · ⊠̃O(µN + n)) = Hµ+(nN )(x; q). (5.10)

where Hµ(x; q) is the generalized transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial of the array µ +

(nN ) (see (A.6)). For the derivation of this formula, see Corollary B.2 in the appendix.

5.3 N ! ∞ limit

Recall that C[M(∞,K)] is the subalgebra of lim
 −

N

C[M(N,K)] generated by T
(n)
ab and Tr(Bm),

for all n,m ∈ Z≥0 and 1 ≤ a, b ≤ K (Definition 4.1).

Lemma 5.5. C[M(∞,K)] contains all T ×C×
q ×C×

t eigenvectors in lim
 −

N

C[M(N,K)], where

T ⊂ GLK is the maximal torus.

Proof. We claim that for fixed n ∈ Z≥0, the dimension of C×
q -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

C[M(N ′,K)] ։ C[M(N,K)] has C×
q -weights > n. To see why this is true, we take N such

that L−
n GLK ×L−

n GL1 ⊂ M(N,K) (N can be (n + 1)K according to the proof of Theorem

4.1), then ker(C[M(N ′,K)] ։ C[M(N,K)]) is a subquotient of ker(C[L− GLK ×L−GL1] ։
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C[L−
n GLK ×L−

n GL1]), and the latter is an ideal generated by elements of C×
q -weights greater

than n.

Now assume that a ∈ lim
 −

N

C[M(N,K)] is a T ×C×
q ×C×

t eigenvector, and let its C×
q be n.

Then there exists N such that for all N ′ > N the kernel of C[M(N ′,K)] ։ C[M(N,K)] has

C×
q -weights greater than n. Consider the image of a in C[M(N,K)], denoted by a, and take a

T ×C×
q ×C×

t -equivariant lift of a along the projection C[L−GLK ×L−GL1] ։ C[M(N,K)],

and we denote the lift by a′, then a − a′ has C×
q -weight n and is zero in C[M(N,K)], thus

a− a′ is in the kernel of C[M(N ′,K)] ։ C[M(N,K)] for all N ′ > N , which forces a = a′ in

C[M(N ′,K)] because of weight consideration, therefore a = a′ in lim
 −

N

C[M(N,K)]. �

Proposition 5.3. The Hilbert series of C[M(∞,K)] equals to the N ! ∞ limit of Hilbert

series of C[M(N,K)], i.e.

C[M(∞,K)] =
1

(q; q)∞
lim

N!∞

∑

µ

t|µ|Hµ(x; q)s(µ1)(x
−1) · · · s(µN )(x

−1) (5.11)

Proof. TheN ! ∞ limit of Hilbert series of C[M(N,K)] enumerates T×C×
q ×C×

t eigenvectors

in lim
 −

N

C[M(N,K)], which is the same as T×C×
q ×C×

t eigenvectors in C[M(∞,K)], by Lemma

5.5. �

On the other hand, C[M(∞,K)] is freely generated by ψaB
nψb,Tr(B

m), which makes

its Hilbert series easily computed by

PE
(
(t+ tq + tq2 + · · · )χ(glK)

)
PE(q + q2 + · · · ). (5.12)

Here χ(glK) is the character of the adjoint representation of GLK , and PE is the plethestic

exponential. Note that χ(glK) can be written as a symmetric function 1 +
sλad (x)

hK(x) , where

λad is the Young tableaux corresponding to the adjoint representation of SLK , and hK(x) =

x1x2 · · · xK . Moreover,

PE(q + q2 + · · · ) =
∞∏

i=1

1

1− qi
=

1

(q; q)∞
.

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.

lim
N!∞

∑

µ

t|µ|Hµ(x; q)s(µ1)(x
−1) · · · s(µN )(x

−1) = PE

(
t

1− q

(
1 +

sλad
(x)

hK(x)

))
. (5.13)

Here λad is the Young tableaux corresponding to the adjoint representation of SLK , hK(x) =

x1x2 · · · xK , 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:

[ψia, ψbj] = ~δabδij , [Bmn, Bpq] = ~(δpnBmq − δmqBpn), [Bmn, ψbj ] = [Bmn, ψia] = 0. (6.1)

This is the algebra U~(glN ) ⊗ WeylNK , and we define the quantized ring of functions on

the phase space C~[M(N,K)] by the invariant part (U~(glN )⊗WeylNK)GLN . Since GLN is

reductive, we have C~[M(N,K)]/(~) = C[M(N,K)]. Note that C~[M(N,K)] possesses a

natural grading by setting

deg(ψ) = 0,deg(ψ) = 1,deg(B) = 1,deg(~) = 1. (6.2)

Lemma 6.1. C~[M(N,K)] is flat over C[~].

Proof. Since U~(glN ) ⊗ WeylNK is flat over C[~], the subalgebra C~[M(N,K)] is ~-torsion

free, thus it is also flat over C[~]. �

Remark 6.1. On the stable moduli Ms(N,K) there is a notion of quantized structure sheaf,

namely, consider the completion of U~(glN )⊗WeylNK in the ~-adic topology, this allows us to

localize it in the Zariski topology of the affine space Rep(N,K), and by taking GLN -invariant

on the open locus of stable representations Reps(N,K), we get a sheaf of flat C[[~]]-algebras on

Ms(N,K), denoted by ÔMs(N,K). By construction we have ÔMs(N,K)/(~) = OMs(N,K). This

sheaf is related to C~[M(N,K)] as follows. By construction we have a natural homomorphism

of algebras C~[M(N,K)] ! Γ(Ms(N,K), ÔMs(N,K)), which preserves the grading (6.2). On

the other hand, by Lemma 3.1 below, we have

• H i(Ms(N,K), ÔMs(N,K)) = 0, for i > 0.

• Γ(Ms(N,K), ÔMs(N,K)) is a flat C[[~]]-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 Γ(Ms(N,K), ÔMs(N,K)).

T
(n)
ab = ψaB

nψb and Tr(Bk) generate C[M(N,K)], so they generate C~[M(N,K)] as

well, and it is easy to see that Tr(Bk) commutes with all elements in U~(glN ) ⊗ WeylNK ,

therefore Tr(Bk) is central. We denote by Tab(z) the power series expanded at z ! ∞:

Tab(z) =
∑

n≥−1

T
(n)
ab z

−n−1 = δab + ψa

1

z −B
ψb.

Proposition 6.1. The commutators between T
(k)
ab are:

[T
(p)
ab , T

(q)
cd ] = ~

min(p,q)−1∑

i=−1

(
T
(i)
cb T

(p+q−1−i)
ad − T

(p+q−1−i)
cb T

(i)
ad

)
. (6.3)
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Proof. It is easy to see that (6.3) is equivalent to

[T
(p+1)
ab , T

(q)
cd ]− [T

(p)
ab , T

(q+1)
cd ] = ~

(
T
(p)
cb T

(q)
ad − T

(q)
cb T

(p)
ad

)
.

We compute the left hand side of the above equation:

[T
(p+1)
ab , T

(q)
cd ]− [T

(p)
ab , T

(q+1)
cd ] = ψamψcr

(
[(Bp+1)mn, (B

q)rs]− [(Bp)mn, (B
q+1)rs]

)
ψbnψds

= ~ψamψcr

(
q∑

i=1

(Bi−1)rn(B
p+1+q−i)ms − (Bi+p)rn(B

q−i)ms

)
ψbnψds

− ~ψamψcr

(
q+1∑

i=1

(Bi−1)rn(B
p+1+q−i)ms − (Bi+p−1)rn(B

q+1−i)ms

)
ψbnψds

= ~ψamψcr ((B
p)rn(B

q)ms − (Bq)rn(B
p)ms)ψbnψds,

which is exactly the right hand side. �

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

[Tab(u), Tcd(v)] =
~

u− v
(Tcb(u)Tad(v)− Tcb(v)Tad(u)) . (6.4)

The classical embedding M(L,K) !֒ M(N,K) for L < N can be quantized as follows.

Consider the left ideal of U~(glN )⊗WeylNK generated by Bij and ψia for all L < i, j ≤ N and

1 ≤ a ≤ K, denote it by I0L,N , then IL,N := (U~(glN )⊗WeylNK)GLN−L ∩ I0L,N is a two-sided

ideal in (U~(glN )⊗WeylNK)GLN−L , where GLN−L acts on indices L < i, j ≤ N . It is easy to

see that

(U~(glN )⊗WeylNK)GLN−L = (U~(glL)⊗WeylLK)⊕ IL,N

as vector spaces, thus U~(glL) ⊗ WeylLK = (U~(glN )⊗WeylNK)GLN−L /IL,N . Restricting

to C~[M(N,K)] = (U~(glN )⊗WeylNK)GLN , we get a map C~[M(N,K)] ! C~[M(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 ~.

Theorem 6.1. For every N there is a surjective map of algebras

Y~(glK ⊕ gl1) := Y~(glK)⊗ Y~(gl1) ։ C~[M(N,K)].

Here we define Y~(gl1) as the algebra C[L−GL1][~]. These maps are compatible in the sense

that for N > L the diagram

Y~(glK ⊕ gl1) C~[M(N,K)]

C~[M(L,K)]
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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(Bk). More

precisely, write C[L−GL1] = C[m1,m2, · · · ], where mi is the function that takes the value

of ai in the power series 1 +
∑

i≥1 aiz
−i ∈ L−GL1, and define the “power sum” generators

p1, p2, · · · by

∑

n≥1

pn
nzn

= − log


1 +

∑

n≥1

mn

zn


 .

We define the map Y~(gl1) ! C~[M(N,K)] by pn 7! Tr(Bn). Let the RTT generators of

Y~(glK) be T(u), and we define Y~(glK) ! C~[M(N,K)] by T(u) 7! T (u). Then Y~(glK) ⊗

Y~(gl1) ! C~[M(N,K)] is surjective since it is surjective modulo ~. The compatibility is

clear from construction. The intersection of kernels is zero because C~[M(N,K)] is flat over

C[~] and the intersection of kernels modulo ~ is zero. �

6.1 Another map from Y~(glK ⊕ gl1) to C~[M(N,K)]

Recall that the phase spaceM(N,K) is actually a Hamiltonian reduction of (B+, B−, ψ, ψ) by

the moment map equation B+−B− = ψψ. In the previous discussions we use the convention

B = B+, so there is another set of generators ψBk
−ψ and Tr(Bk

−) of C[M(N,K)]. It is easy

to see that the subalgebra in C[M(N,K)] generated by ψBk
+ψ is the same as the subalgebra

generated by ψBk
−ψ. However, the subalgebra generated by Tr(Bk

+) is not the same as the

subalgebra generated by Tr(Bk
−). This means that we have two distinct maps from C[L−GL1]

to C[M(N,K)].

After quantization, the commutation relation between B− are

[B−,ij, B−,kl] = ~(δilB−,kj − δkjB−,il).

Definition 6.1. The quantum moment map µ : glN ! U~(glN )⊗ U~(glN )⊗WeylNK is

µ(Eij) = B+,ij −B−,ij − ψiψj + ~Nδij . (6.5)

And the quantum Hamiltonian reduction (U~(glN )⊗ U~(glN )⊗WeylNK) �µ GLN is defined

as the GLN invariant of U~(glN )⊗U~(glN )⊗WeylNK quotient by the left ideal generated by

µ(glN ). Denote the quantum Hamiltonian reduction by AN,K .

Obviously there are two isomorphisms between C~[M(N,K)] and AN,K , corresponding

to two set of generators which are packaged in the generating functions

Tab(u) = δab + ψa

1

u−B+
ψb, Z(u) = 1− ~Tr

(
1

u−B+

)
,

T ab(u) = δab + ψa

1

u+B−
ψb, Z(u) = 1− ~Tr

(
1

u+B−

)
.

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

Tab(u)T bc(−u) = δac, (6.6)

Tab(u)T ba(−u+K~) = KZ(u)Z(−u+K~) (6.7)

Proof. First of all, we compute

Tab(u)T bc(w) = δac + ψa

1

u−B+
ψc + ψa

1

w +B−
ψc + ψa

1

u−B+
ψbψb

1

w +B−
ψc

= δac + ψa

1

u−B+
ψc + ψa

1

w +B−
ψc + ψa

1

u−B+
(B+ −B−)

1

w +B−
ψc

= δac + (u+ w)ψa

1

u−B+

1

w +B−
ψc.

Taking w = −u, we get Tab(u)T bc(−u) = δac. Contracting with δac, we get

Tab(u)T ba(w) = K + (u+ w)Tr

(
1

w +B−
ψψ

1

u−B+

)
−K~(u+ w)Tr

(
1

w +B−

1

u−B+

)

= K + (u+ w)Tr

(
1

w +B−
(B+ −B−)

1

u−B+

)
+ ~(u+ w)Tr

(
1

w +B−

)
Tr

(
1

u−B+

)

−K~(u+ w)Tr

(
1

w +B−

1

u−B+

)
.

Here the second equality follows from moment map condition. Taking w = −u+K~, we get

Tab(u)T ba(−u+K~) = K

(
1− ~Tr

(
1

u−B+

))(
1− ~Tr

(
1

−u+K~+B−

))
.

�

Recall that the quantum determinant of T (u) is defined as

qdetT (u) =
∑

σ∈SK

sgn(σ)Tσ(1),1(u+
K − 1

2
~) · · · Tσ(K),K(u−

K − 1

2
~). (6.8)

It is proposed in [27] that quantum determinant of T (u) should be related to Capelli’s deter-

minant of B±, we prove it in the next proposition.

Proposition 6.2. Let C+(u) be the Capelli’s determinant of B+

C+(u) =
∑

σ∈SN

sgn(σ)(u − (N − 1)~−B+)σ(1),1 · · · (u−B+)σ(N),N , (6.9)

and similarly let C−(u) be the the Capelli’s determinant of −B−, then

qdetT (u) = (−1)N
C−(−u+ K−1

2 ~)

C+(u+ K−1
2 ~)

. (6.10)
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Proof. Let f(u) = qdetT (u) · C+(u + K−1
2 ~)/C−(−u + K−1

2 ~), then compare the quantum

Liouville formula [41]:

Tab(u)T ba(−u+K~) = K
qdetT (u− K−1

2 ~)

qdetT (u− K+1
2 ~)

, (6.11)

with Lemma 6.2, we get f(u)/f(u − ~) = 1, so f(u) does not depend on u, thus f(u) =

limu!∞ f(u) = (−1)N , i.e. qdetT (u) = (−1)NC−(−u+ K−1
2 ~)/C+(u+ K−1

2 ~). �

Now we have RTT generator T (u) and its inverse T (−u), then the J-generators of the

Yangian for slK can be obtained from them, in fact one define Bavr =
1
2(B+ +B−), and

J
(n)
ab = ψaB

n
avrψb, (6.12)

then J
(0)
ab are generators of glK and they act on J

(1)
ab as adjoint representation, and

[J
(1)
ab , J

(1)
cd ] = ~(δbcJ

(2)
ad − δadJ

(2)
cb ) +

~

4
(J

(0)
ed J

(0)
ae J

(0)
cb − J

(0)
eb J

(0)
ce J

(0)
ad ). (6.13)

The above commutation relation shows that J̃
(0)
ab = J

(0)
ab − 1

K
δabJ

(0)
cc and J̃

(1)
ab = J

(1)
ab − 1

K
δabJ

(1)
cc

generate the image of the subalgebra Y~(slK) ⊂ Y~(glK ⊕ gl1).

6.2 Defining ideal of C~[M(N,K)]

In this subsection we present some observations about the ideal of the quotient map Y~(glK ⊕

gl1) ։ C~[M(N,K)].

Definition 6.2. Fix N , define a power series C(u) = zN +
∑

n>0 Cnu
N−n with coefficients

Cn ∈ Y~(gl1) by

1−
N~

u
− ~

∑

n>0

pn
un+1

=
C(u− ~)

C(u)
. (6.14)

Here pn are the power sum generators of Y~(gl1). Let RTT generator of Y~(glK) be T(u) =

1+
∑

n≥0 T
(n)u−n−1, and write the quantum minor of T(u) for row indices a = (a1 < · · · < ai)

and column indices b = (b1 < · · · < bi) as

Ta,b(u) =
∑

σ∈Si

sgn(σ)Tσ(a1),b1(u+
i− 1

2
~) · · ·Tσ(ai),bi(u−

i− 1

2
~). (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− ~Tr

(
1

u−B

)
=
C(u− ~)

C(u)
, (6.16)

therefore the image of C(u) in C~[M(N,K)] is C(u). In the classical limit ~ ! 0, C(u) is the

det(u−B), and Cn ≡ (−1)nmn mod ~, where mn are the generators of C[L−GL1] that take

the value of an in the power series 1 +
∑

n≥1 anz
−n ∈ L−GL1.
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Theorem 6.2. The kernel of Y~(glK ⊕ gl1) ։ C~[M(N,K)] is generated by all coefficients

for negative powers in u in the power series

C(u), C(u+
i− 1

2
~)Ta,b(u), (6.17)

for all a = (a1 < · · · < ai), b = (b1 < · · · < bi) and all 1 ≤ i ≤ K.

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: T
(m)
ab +

∑N
n=1CnT

(m−n)
ab = 0 for all m ≥ N , which is equivalent

to that C(u)Tab(u) is a polynomial. It follows from (6.10) that C(u + K−1
2 ~)qdetT (u) is a

polynomial. Next we consider the embedding C~[M(N, i)] !֒ C~[M(N,K)] by B 7! B and

ψis 7! ψias and ψsi 7! ψasi. This implies that C(u + i−1
2 ~)Ta,a(u) are polynomials for all

a = (a1 < · · · < ai) and all 1 ≤ i ≤ K. After taking commutators with T
(0)
ab for various

indices a and b, we see that all coefficients for negative powers in u in the power series

C(u+ i−1
2 ~)Ta,b(u) are ~-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 Y~(glK ⊕ gl1) ։ C~[M(N,K)] is generated by all

coefficients for negative powers in u in the power series (6.17). By the flatness over C[~]

(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 2NK, this implies the result. To prove the claim, we write down the image of

(6.17) in the Drinfeld’s generators of Y~(glK ⊕ gl1):

Hi(u) = C(u)δi,1
Ai−1(u+ ~

2 )Ai+1(u+ ~
2 )

Ai(u)Ai(u+ ~)
(6.18)

Ei(u) = C(u+
i− 1

2
~)Ti,i+(u)Ai(u)

−1, Fi(u) = C(u+
i− 1

2
~)Ai(u)

−1
Ti+,i(u), (6.19)

where 1 ≤ i ≤ K − 1, A0(u) = 1, Ai(u) = C(u + i−1
2 ~)Ti,i(u), i = (1 < · · · < i) and

i+ = (1 < · · · < i − 1 < i+ 1). Compare this formula with [42, Corollary B.17] we conclude

that the quotient of Y~(glK⊕gl1) by the ideal generated by all coefficients for negative powers

in u in the power series (6.17) is the truncated Yangian Y
Nλ
0 [mL

1 , · · · ,m
L
N ,m

R
1 , · · · ,m

R
N ]~ for

slK , where λ = ω1 + ωK−1 and ωi is the i’th fundamental coweight of slK , and the mass

parameters WL(u) =
∏N

i=1(u−mL
i ),WR(u) =

∏N
i=1(u−mR

i ) are identified through

WL(u) = C(u−
1

2
~), WR(u) = (−1)NC−(−u+

K

2
~). (6.20)

Since Y
Nλ
0 [mL

1 , · · · ,m
L
N ,m

R
1 , · · · ,m

R
N ]~/(~) = C[W

Nλ
0,SLK

] and W
Nλ
0,SLK

is a reduced and irre-

ducible scheme of dimension 2NK, 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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1 N − 1 N

K

N − 1 1

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 Ai(u) for 1 ≤ i ≤ K − 1 are mapped to
∏N

r=1(u− ~− wi,r), where wi,r 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.

N

N

N

K − 1 gauge nodes

N

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

∆ : Y
(N1+N2)λ

0 [mL
1 , · · · ,m

L
N1+N2

,mR
1 , · · · ,m

R
N1+N2

]~ −! (6.21)

Y
N1λ

0 [mL
1 , · · · ,m

L
N1
,mR

1 , · · · ,m
R
N1

]~ ⊗C[~] Y
N2λ

0 [mL
N1+1, · · · ,m

L
N1+N2

,mR
N1+1, · · · ,m

R
N1+N2

]~

which is compatible with the coproduct on Y~(slK). In the RTT generators, we can write the

coproduct explicitly as

∆(Tab(u)) = Tac(u)⊗ Tcb(u), ∆(C(u)) = C(u)⊗ C(u). (6.22)

or equivalently

∆(T ab(u)) = T cb(u)⊗ T ac(u), ∆(C−(u)) = C−(u)⊗ C−(u). (6.23)

– 30 –



Note that this coproduct is a map of Y~(glK ⊕ gl1)-bimodules.

An interesting feature of this coproduct is that it does not comes from a truncation of

coproduct for Y~(glK ⊕ gl1). In fact (6.16) together with (6.22) implies that 1−~Tr
(

1
u−B

)
is

group-like, and we compute that ∆(Tr(B)) = Tr(B)⊗1+1⊗Tr(B)−~N1N2. The rank of the

truncation explicitly enters the coproduct formula, this means that we need to upgrade the

rankN into a variable in the large N limit. Namely we define the C[~]-bialgebra Y~,δ(glK⊕gl1)

as the Yangian extended by central element δ, i.e. Y~(glK ⊕ gl1)[δ], and the coproduct

∆(Tab(u)) = Tac(u)⊗ Tcb(u), ∆(δ) = δ ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ δ, (6.24)

∆(pn) = pn ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ pn − ~
n−1∑

i=0

pi ⊗ pn−1−i,

where pn, n > 0 are the power sum generators of Y~(gl1) and p0 := δ, and the counit

ǫ(Tab(u)) = δab, ǫ(pn) = ǫ(δ) = 0. (6.25)

Under the natural quotient map Y~,δ(glK⊕gl1) ։ C~[M(N,K)] defined as T(u) 7! T (u), pn 7!

Tr(Bn), δ 7! N , the coproduct (6.24) truncates to (6.22).

Motivated by (6.14), we define power series A(u) = 1 +
∑

n>0 Anu
−n,An ∈ Y~,δ(gl1) by

(
1−

~

u

)−δ

1− ~

∑

n≥0

pn
un+1


 =

A(u− ~)

A(u)
. (6.26)

Then the second line of (6.24) can be written in a compact form

∆(A(u)) = A(u)⊗ A(u). (6.27)

In fact Y~,δ(glK ⊕ gl1) is a C[~]-Hopf algebra with antipode S

S(T(u)) = T
−1(u), S(δ) = −δ, S(A(u)) = A

−1(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 C~[M(N,K)] and Coulomb branch algebra associated to the quiver in

Figure 4.

Given a quiver Q, we denote by A~
C(Q) the quantum Coulomb branch algebra associated

to the quiver Q with all mass deformation turned on [42], i.e.

A~
C(Q) := H

(GL(V )O×GL(W )O)⋊C×

∗ (R),

see [42] for more details.
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1 N − 1 N N

1

K + 1 gauge nodes

N − 1 1

Figure 5. The quiver for the Weyl algebra WeylN(K+N).

Example 6.1. It is known that the quantum Coulomb branch algebra of the quiver of Figure 5

is the Weyl algebra WeylN(K+N). Its classical limit is the generalized transverse sliceW
λ∗

N

w0(λ∗

N
),

where λN is the N ’th fundamental coweight of GLN(K+N) and w0 is the longest element of the

Weyl group of GLN(K+N) and λ
∗
N = −w0(λN ). The projection GLN(K+N)((z)) ! GrGLN(K+N)

identifies W
λ∗

N

w0(λ∗

N
) with the cotangent bundle of the orbit UλN

· z−λN , where UλN
is the

unipotent group whose Lie algebra is the −1 eigenspace of λN .

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

1 2 N − 2 N − 1

N

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

is known as T [SU(N)], its Coulomb branch algebra is isomorphic to U~(glN ). An explicit way

to see this isomorphism is by looking at the evaluation representation of Y~(glN ) : Tij(u) 7!

δij +
Eij

u
, where Eij are the generators of U~(glN ) satisfying relations [Eij , Ekl] = ~(δjkEil −

δilEkj). Define

An(u) = u[n]Tn,n(u), u
[n] := (u+

n− 1

2
~)(u+

n− 3

2
~) · · · (u−

n− 1

2
~),

where Tn,n(u) is the quantum determinant of the submatrix of T(u) consisting of first n rows

and first n columns. Write An(u) = un+
∑

i>0A
(i)
n un−i, then the kernel of Y~(glN ) ։ U~(glN )
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contains A
(p)
n for all p > n and for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N . In the Drinfeld generators, we have

Hn(u) =
An−1(u+ ~

2 )An+1(u+ ~
2 )

An(u)An(u+ ~)
, 1 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, A0(u) = 1.

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

generated by A
(p)
n for all p > n and for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N (and invert ~ if possible) is the truncated

Yangian Y
NωN−1

0 [m1, · · · ,mN ]~ for slN , where ωN−1 is the (N−1)’st fundamental coweight of

slN , and the mass parametersW (u) =
∏N

i=1(u−mi) are identified asW (u) = AN (u+~). The

classical limit of Y
NωN−1

0 [m1, · · · ,mN ]~ is the function ring of W
NωN−1

0,SLN
, which is reduced and

irreducible of dimension N2. On the other hand, the classical limit of U~(glN ) is the function

ring of gl∗N , which has dimension N2 and embeds into W
NωN−1

0,SLN
as a closed subscheme, thus

U~(glN ) 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 Qbal ⊂ Q is formed by those edge-loop-free nodes i ∈ Q0

such that 2 dimVi = dimWi +
∑

j aij dimVj where aij is the number of edges between i and

j. It is well-known that Qbal is a union of finite ADE quivers, unless Qbal is a union of

connected components of Q 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 L̃bal, acts

on the Coulomb branch algebra A~
C(Q), such that the infinitesimal action is generated by

1
~ [H

(1)
i , •], 1~ [E

(1)
i , •], 1~ [F

(1)
i , •] for those i ∈ Qbal

0 .

Example 6.3. In the case that Q is of ADE type with gauge dimension vector v and flavour

dimension vector w, the classical Coulomb branch MC(Q) is the Poisson variety W
λ∗

µ∗ , where

λ =
∑

i∈Q0
wiλi, µ = λ−

∑
i∈Q0

viαi, λ
∗ = −w0(λ), λi are fundamental coweights and αi are

fundamental coroots and w0 is the longest element in the Weyl group of G. It is shown in [43,

Example A.5] that Lbal action can be identified with the natural action of StabG(µ
∗) on W

λ∗

µ∗

when µ is dominant. This holds for general µ. In fact we can take a dominant ν such that

〈ν, α̌i〉 = 0,∀i ∈ Qbal
0 and µ+ ν is dominant, then the shift map i0,ν∗ : C[W

λ∗+ν∗

µ∗+ν∗ ] ! C[W
λ∗

µ∗ ]

commutes with the action of StabG(µ
∗) ⊂ StabG(µ

∗+ν∗). Since i0,ν∗ is Poisson and preserves

E
(1)
i , F

(1)
i ,H

(1)
i for i ∈ Qbal

0 , it follows that the action of Lbal constructed in [43, Proposition

A.3] commutes with the shift map. Since the action of Lbal agrees with the natural one for

StabG(µ
∗) on W

λ∗+ν∗

µ∗+ν∗ , and the shift map is birational and equivariant for both of actions,

these two actions agree on W
λ∗

µ∗ as well.

Remark 6.5. Suppose that there is another action of L̃bal on A~
C(Q) which acts trivially on

~, not necessarily the one constructed in [43, Appendix A], such that these two actions agree

after modulo ~ and mass parameters (generators of H∗
GL(W )(pt)), then these two actions must

agree on A~
C(Q). In fact A~

C(Q) is a flat deformation of A~
C(Q)/(~,mass) and the deformation

spaces of modules for reductive group are trivial.

Consider a quiver Q containing following part

– 33 –



1 2 N − 1 N

Figure 7. The quiver Q.

ThenA~
C(Q) admits an action of SLN , and also a grading (C× action) coming from π0(GrGLN

)

which commutes with the SLN action, thus A~
C(Q) admits an action of GLN . Denote the

following quiver by Q′

N

Figure 8. The quiver Q′.

then we have

Lemma 6.3. A~
C(Q

′) ∼= A~
C(Q)GLN .

Proof. Consider the affine Grassmannian GrGLN
and denote by AQ (resp. AQ′) the ring

object in DGLN (O)⋊C×(GrGLN
) coming from pushing forward of the dualing complex on the

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

have AQ
∼= AR

!
⊗ AQ′ [43], where AR is the regular ring object with a natural GLN action

(which is called the right action in [43]). Therefore we have

A~
C(Q)GLN = H∗

GLN (O)⋊C×(GrGLN
,AR

!
⊗AQ′)GLN = H∗

GLN (O)⋊C×(GrGLN
, IC0

!
⊗AQ′)

= Ext∗GLN (O)⋊C×(IC0,AQ′) = A~
C(Q

′).

�

Example 6.4. In the example of WeylN(K+N), StabSLN(K+N)
(w0(λ

∗
N )) = SLN × SLN+K acts

on WeylN(K+N) = Diff~(C
N ⊗ CK+N) naturally via regarding CN as fundamental repre-

sentation of SLN and CK+N as antifundamental representation of SLK+N , and modulo ~

the action becomes the natural one on the cotangent bundle of the orbit UλN
· z−λN , thus
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by the above remark we see that the action of Lbal = SLN × SLN+K on WeylN(K+N) is

the natural one described above. Moreover the grading coming from π0(GrGLN
) is that

degE
(p)
N = −1,degF

(p)
N = 1, and this grading enlarges the action of SLN × SLN+K to the

action of GLN ×GLN+K on WeylN(K+N) = Diff~(C
N ⊗ CK+N) via regarding CN as funda-

mental representation of GLN and CK+N as antifundamental representation of GLK+N .

Applying Lemma 6.3 to the quiver in the Figure 5 with K = 0, then we see that

U~(glN ) ∼= WeylGLN

N2 , which is nothing but the free field realization of U~(glN ). Then it

follows that C~[M(N,K)] ∼= WeylGLN ×GLN

N(K+N) where the action comes from the restriction of

GLN ×GLN+K to GLN ×GLN . Apply Lemma 6.3 again, followed by removing the edge

between flavours as it has no effect on Coulomb branch, we see that C~[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

U~(glN+K)GLN ∼= Y
λ
0 [m

L
1 , · · · ,m

L
N ,m

R
1 , · · · ,m

R
N+K ]~,

where the right-hand-side is a truncated Yangian for slK and λ = Nω1+(N +K)ωK−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-N

and also large-N limit. We gave characterization of the finite-N 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 glK 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,K(x; q, t)

Z∞,K(x; q, t)
= 1 +

∞∑

k=1

qkN Ẑk,K(x; q, t). (7.1)

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 λ = (1α1 , 2α2 , · · · ), the Hall-Littlewood polynomial Pλ(x; q)

is defined in n ≥ l(λ) =
∑

i≥1 αi variables x1, · · · , xn by the formula

Pλ(x; q) =
1∏

i≥0[αi]q!

∑

w∈Sn

w


xλ

∏

i<j

1− qxj/xi
1− xj/xi


 . (A.1)

Here α0 is defined so that
∑

i≥0 αi = α0 + l(λ) = n, and xλ = xλ1
1 · · · xλn

n , and we use the

standard q-number notation

[n]q =
1− qn

1− q
, [n]q! = [n]q[n− 1]q · · · [1]q,

[
n

k

]

q

=
[n]q!

[k]q![n− k]q!
.

The Hall-Littlewood polynomial Pλ(x; q) is an interpolation between Schur symmetric

functions sλ(x) and monomial symmetric functions mλ(x), in fact we have

Pλ(x; 0) = sλ(x), Pλ(x; 1) = mλ(x). (A.2)

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

sλ(x) =
∑

λ,µ

Kλµ(q)Pµ(x; q). (A.3)

In particular, by (A.2) we have

Kλµ(0) = δλµ.

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 pk, that is

ΛF = F[p1, p2, · · · ].

Let R be a ring containing F, A be a formal Laurent series with R coefficients in inde-

terminates a1, a2, · · · , we define pk[A] to be the result of replacing each indeterminate ai in

A by aki . Then for any f ∈ ΛF, the plethystic substitution of A into f , denoted f [A], is the

image of f under the homomorphism sending pk to pk[A].

Example A.1. We list some special cases here.
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• Let A = a1 + · · · + an, then pk[A] = ak1 + · · · + akn = pk(a1, · · · , an), and thus for any

f ∈ ΛF, we have f [A] = f(a1, · · · , an).

• Let A,B be formal Laurent series with R coefficients, then pk[A±B] = pk[A]± pk[B].

• Let PE = exp (
∑∞

k=1 pk/k), then we have

PE[A+B] = PE[A]PE[B], PE[A−B] = PE[A]/PE[B].

For a single variable x, we have PE(x) = 1
1−x

, thus for a summation X = x1+x2+ · · · ,

PE(X) =
∏

i≥1

1

1− xi
, PE(−X) =

∏

i≥1

(1− xi).

For the rest of this section, we fix the notation X = x1 + x2 + · · · .

Definition A.3. The Jing operators are the coefficients Sq
m = [um]Sq(u) of the operator

generating function Sq(u) defined by

Sq(u)f = f [X + (q − 1)u−1]PE[uX]. (A.4)

Proposition A.1. Jing operators Sq
m satisfy relations:

Sq
nS

q
m+1 − qSq

m+1S
q
n = qSq

n+1S
q
m − Sq

mS
q
n+1. (A.5)

For a proof, see [46, Proposition 2.12], mind that our q is denoted by t there and our Sq
m

is denoted by H−m there.

Definition A.4. Let µ = (µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µl) be a Young tableaux (partition), define the

transformed Hall-Littlewood polynomial by

Hµ(x; q) = Sq
µ1
Sq
µ2

· · ·Sq
µl
(1). (A.6)

For a general array µ = (µ1, · · · , µl) ∈ Zl
≥0, 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 Sq
µ1 · · ·S

q
µl

for an

array µ = (µ1, · · · , µl) ∈ Zl
≥0 into a linear combination of operators Sq

µ′
1
· · ·Sq

µ′

l

such that

µ′1 ≥ · · · ≥ µ′l, 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 Hµ are related to the clas-

sical Hall-Littlewood polynomials Pµ by

Hµ[(1− q)X; q] = (1− q)l(µ)
µ1∏

i=1

[αi(µ)]q!Pµ(x; q). (A.7)

They are uniquely characterized by the following properties.
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(i) Hµ(x; q) ∈ sµ(x) + Z[q] · {sλ(x) : λ > µ},

(ii) Hµ[(1 − q)x; q] ∈ Z[q] · {sλ(x) : λ ≤ µ}.

And Hµ is related to Schur functions by

Hµ(x; q) =
∑

λµ

Kλµ(q)sλ(x). (A.8)

It turns out that we can rewrite the definition of Jing operators without referring to the

generating function Sq(u).

Lemma A.1. For an n-variable function f ∈ F[p1, · · · , pn](q), where pk(x) = xk1 + · · ·+ xkn,

Jing operator Sq
m acts on it as

(Sq
mf)(x; q) =

n∑

i=1

f(x1, · · · , qxi, · · · , xn; q)
xmi∏

j 6=i(1− xj/xi)
. (A.9)

Proof. Notice that

PE(uX) =

n∏

i=1

1

1− uxi
=

n∑

i=1

1

1− uxi

∏

j 6=i

1

1− xj/xi
. (A.10)

Without loss of generality, we assume that f = pk1 · · · pks , then by definition, Sq
m is the

coefficient of um in the series expansion

(pk1 + (qk1 − 1)u−k1) · · · (pks + (qks − 1)u−ks)

n∑

i=1

1

1− uxi

∏

j 6=i

1

1− xj/xi
.

Let us fix an index i in the summation, then for this summand, its [um] coefficient is

(pk1 + (qk1 − 1)xk1i ) · · · (pks + (qks − 1)xksi )
xmi∏

j 6=i(1− xj/xi)

= (xk11 + · · ·+ qk1xk1i + · · ·+ xk1n ) · · · (xkss + · · ·+ qksxksi + · · · + xksn )
xmi∏

j 6=i(1− xj/xi)

= f(x1, · · · , qxi, · · · , xn; q)
xmi∏

j 6=i(1− xj/xi)
.

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 Sq
m. Recall that

KGLn ×C×(pt) = Q[x±1 , · · · , x
±
n , q

±]Sn . (B.1)

– 38 –



Here we take rationalized coefficients in the K-theory. Notice that Q[p1, · · · , pn, q
±] ⊂

KGLn ×C×(pt) is a subalgebra.

Consider the affine Grassmannian GrGLn = GLn(K)/GLn(O), and let ω1 = (1, 0, · · · , 0)

be the first fundamental coweight of GLn, then the GLn(O)-orbit Grω1 is isomorphic to Pn−1

and it is fixed by the C×-rotation.

The category that we are interested in isDb
GLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn

), the GLn(O)⋊C×-equivariant

bounded derive category of coherent sheaves on GrGLn . Here coherent sheaves on ind-scheme

like GrGLn are defined to have finite type support, so for any F ∈ Db
GLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn), we

have χ(F) ∈ KGLn(O)⋊C×(pt) = KGLn ×C×(pt).

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

m : GrGLn ×̃GrGLn = GLn(K)
GLn(O)

× GLn(K)/GLn(O) ! GLn(K)/GLn(O). (B.2)

Here the map sends (g1, g2) to g1g2. The convolution map of GrGLn
induces a functor ⋆ :

Db
GLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn)×Db

GLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn) ! Db
GLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn) defined as

F ⋆ G = Rm∗(F⊠̃G).

Passing to the K-theory, we obtain an map

⋆ : KGLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn)⊗KGLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn) −! KGLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn). (B.3)

In fact, the ⋆-product on KGLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn
) is associative, and moreover we have the fol-

lowing.

Theorem B.1. The algebra KGLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn
) endowed with ⋆-product is isomorphic to

SHn, the spherical part of double affine Hecke algebra of GLn.

The part of story which is relevant to us is that the convolution between GrGLn
and the

identity point makesKGLn(O)⋊C×(pt) = Q[x±1 , · · · , x
±
n , q

±]Sn into a module ofKGLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn
),

and we can realize Jing operators Sq
m geometrically from KGLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn) as follows.

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

and from the construction of O(1) we know that it is GLn(O) ⋊ C×-equivariant. Let us use

O(m)|Grω1 to denote i∗i
∗O(1)⊗m where i : Grω1

!֒ GrGLn
is the natural embedding. Since i

is GLn(O)⋊C×-equivariant, O(m)|Grω1 is also GLn(O)⋊C×-equivariant.

Proposition B.1. For F ∈ Db
GLn(O)⋊C×(GrGLn

), let χ = χ(F) ∈ Q[x±1 , · · · , x
±
n , q

±]Sn be the

equivariant Euler characteristic of F , similarly let χ̃ = χ(O(m)|Grω1 ⋆F). Then

χ̃(x; q) =

n∑

i=1

χ(x1, · · · , qxi, · · · , xn; q)
xmi∏

j 6=i(1− xj/xi)
. (B.4)

Proof. Let p : GrGLn
×̃GrGLn

! GrGLn
be the projection to the first component map, i.e.

p(g1, g2) = g1, this is a fibration with fibers isomorphic to GrGLn . Then by the projection

formula we have

χ(O(m)|Grω1 ⋆ F) = χ(Pn−1,O(m)⊗ Li∗Rp∗F̃). (B.5)
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Here F̃ = O⊠̃F is the twist of F on GrGLn
×̃GrGLn

. We use the localization on Pn−1 to

compute the right hand side of (B.5) as following. Let the maximal torus of GLn be T , then

T -fixed points of Pn−1 are [1, 0, · · · , 0], · · · , [0, · · · , 1, · · · , 0], · · · , [0, · · · , 1] (in homogeneous

coordinates of Pn−1), label these points by e1, · · · , en. Observe that

(1) The fiber of determinant line bundle O(1) at ei has T -weight xi,

(2) The tangent space at ei has T -weights xi/xj , j ∈ {1, · · · , n}\{i},

(3) The fiber of Li∗Rp∗F̃ at ei has the same T -weights as χ(F), but the C×-action is

different, because the fiber p−1(ei) is is identified with GrGLn via a translation g 7!

zωi−ωi−1g and the new C× acts through the diagonal of C×
rotation × Ti, where Ti is the

i’th C×-component of T . In other word, the fiber of Li∗Rp∗F̃ at ei has the T × C×-

weights

χ(F)(x1, · · · , qxi, · · · , xn; q).

Then (B.4) follows from applying localization to O(m) ⊗ Li∗Rp∗F̃ using three observations

made above. �

Comparing (B.4) and (A.9), we have the following

Corollary B.1. If χ(F) ∈ Q[p1, · · · , pn, q
±] ⊂ KGLn ×C×(pt), then

χ(O(m)|Grω1 ⋆F) = Sq
mχ(F). (B.6)

From this corollary we see that the operatorO(m)|Grω1⋆(−) is a geometrization of the Jing

operator Sq
m. In fact, it extends the domain of Sq

m to KGLn ×C×(pt) = Q[p1, · · · , pn, h
−1
n , q±],

and negative m is also allowed.

Corollary B.2. Let µ = (µ1, · · · , µl) be an array of nonnegative integers, then

Hµ(x; q) = χ(GrGLn
,O(µ1)|Grω1 ⋆ · · · ⋆O(µl)|Grω1 ). (B.7)

Proof. Combine (B.6) with the definition of Hµ in terms of iterative action of Sq
µi (A.6). �

Corollary B.3. Let Gr
Nω1 be the closure of the GLn(O)-orbit through zNω1 , then

χ(Gr
Nω1 ,O(k)) = H(kN )(x; q). (B.8)

Here (kN ) is the partition consisting of N copies of k, i.e. (k, k, · · · , k).

Proof. Let m : GrGLn ×̃GrGLn · · · ×̃GrGLn ! GrGLn be the convolution map of N -copies

of GrGLn , it is easy to see from the definition of determinate line bundle that there is a

GLn(O)⋊C×-equivariant isomorphism

m∗O(1) ∼= O(1)⊠̃ · · · ⊠̃O(1).
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It is known that m(Grω1 ×̃ · · · ×̃Grω1) = Gr
Nω1 , and it is birational, thus m is a resolution

of singularities. It is also known that Gr
Nω1 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

χ(Gr
Nω1 ,O(k)) = χ(Grω1 ×̃ · · · ×̃Grω1 ,m∗O(k))

= χ(GrGLn
,O(k)|Grω1 ⋆ · · · ⋆O(k)|Grω1 )

= H(kN )(x; q).

�
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