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Abstract

We continue the study of a relationship between the instanton expansion of the Seiberg-Witten
(SW) prepotential of D = 4, N' = 2 SU(2) SUSY gauge theory and the Monstrous moonshine.
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Extending the previous results, we show for the cases of Ny = 2 and 3 that ¢ = e
the complex gauge coupling, again has an expansion whose coefficients are all integer-coefficient
polynomials of the moonshine coefficients of the modular j-function in terms of an appropriate

expansion variable. We also demonstrate that the new method of calculating the SW prepotential

developed here is useful by performing some explicit computations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, an explicit relationship between the instanton expansion of the Seiberg-Witten
(SW) prepotential B, | of D =4, N' =2 SU(2) SUSY gauge theory and the Monstrous
moonshine BQ] was studied ﬂﬂ] (See ] and
There, by a simple method to obtain SW prepotentials using the modular j-function, it was

in terms of A% = % (N; =0)

| for reviews on the respective topics.).

shown that the coefficients of the expansion of ¢ = e*™"

A2

or 32a?

(Nf = 1) are all integer-coefficient polynomials of the moonshine coefficients of the
modular j-function®. In this paper, we continue this study; we further examine whether the
same phenomenon is also observed for Ny = 2 and 3 and show that it is indeed the case.

As already emphasized in @], the relation between the SW theory and the Monstrous
moonshine is not at all surprising in itself, since SW curves are elliptic curves and the mod-
ular j-function is a bijection between the fundamental domain and the complex plane, and
thus describes the modulus of an elliptic curve. On the other hand, it has been known for
some time ] that the u-plane integral ] for a certain “mock modular form” arising in
the elliptic genus of K3 yields the SO(3) Donaldson invariants of P? (See ] and references
therein for more recent discussions.). Since the former exhibits a similar moonshine phe-
nomenon called the Mathieu moonshine M], while the latter are certain correlation functions
of a twisted 4D N = 2 SO(3) supersymmetric gauge theory [17], this observation may be
the first example of a connection between a moonshine phenomenon and a supersymmetric
gauge theory (albeit a twisted one), which is nontrivial. In contrast, the correspondence we
will use is not that somewhat indirect and intricate, but more direct and easy to understand.
Nonetheless, there are other reasons to focus on the relationship.

One of them is as an effective tool for calculating the prepotential. This method can
be applied to any theory as long as its SW curve is an elliptic curve, as in E-string theory.
We will demonstrate that the method developed in [10] for calculating the prepotentials is
useful by implementing it in SU(2) SW theory with N; = 2 and 3. To date, various ways of
computing the SW prepotential are available, but our method is more efficient than A-model

like computations such as the Nekrasov instanton counting @, ], and simpler than other

! Here, as in the standard literature on the SW theory, a is the eigenvalue of the SU(2) adjoint scalar
playing the role of the Higgs, and 7 is the complex gauge coupling ;r_g + % identified as the modulus of
the elliptic fiber over the u-plane of the SW curve.



B-model like approaches (e.g. @QD as we do not need to compute the dual period ap.
Our approach is simply to develop a series, so there is no way to go wrong (as long as one
can use computational software like Mathematica). For example, by using our method we
found four typos in the result of the Ny = 3 prepotential computed by ] long time ago,
as shown in the text 2.

Another nontrivial observation in the connection between the SW theory and Monstrous
moonshine is a possible relationship between two different 2d conformal field theories (CFTs)
with different central charges. We will show (as was done in [10]) that the quantity ¢ allows
an expansion in which the coefficients are integer-coefficient polynomials of the moonshine
Fourier coefficients. This means that ¢ is also expressed in terms of integer-coefficient poly-
nomials of the dimensions of representations of the Monster group. As pointed out in Q,
since the dimensions of representations of the Monster are related to the vertex operator
CFT B] whereas each instanton contribution of the SW prepotential is written as a cor-

relation function of the Liouville theory [31], our observation suggests that those are related

in some way. What exactly that is remains as a problem to be solved in the future.

II. SW PREPOTENTIAL FROM THE MODULAR ;-FUNCTION

Let us consider a SW curve given in the Weierstrass form
V?=X?+ f(w)X + g(u). (1)

We can obtain the value of the modular j-function as

, 123 - 4f(u)?
i) = 3 2 (2)
Af(u)? +27g(u)
We expand the right hand side of this equation (2)) by u around u = oo, thereby we get

%—expansion of %

2miT

On the other hand, the modular j-function has an expansion in terms of ¢ = ¢ as

i) =2+ Y 3)

2 A similar method for computing the prepotential was already used in ] The reference to the j-function
in SW theory itself is of course much older, e.g., the g-expansion for the j-function can be found in @]

(but no reference to the Monstrous moonshine).



n 0 1 2 3 4 )

an 744 196884 21493760 864299970 20245856256 333202640600

whose coefficients a,, are integers. Specifically, the first few terms of the expansion (3 are:

Thus we find %—expansion of g as

—l+a (1)2+(a2+a)(1)3+(a3+3aa +a)<1)4
q ] Oj 0 1 j 0 1Q0 2 j

1\?

+ (aé + 6a(2)a1 + Qaf + dagas + ag) (3) (4)
1\° 1\’

+ (ag + IOagal + 1Oa0af + 10a3a2 + dajas + dagas + a4) (—) + O((—,) )
J J

by solving inversely the equation (3]).

Substituting %—expansion of % into this equation (), we can get %—expansion of ¢q. Fur-
thermore, L-expansion of 1 is known from the period integral on the SW curve ] and we
obtain %—expansion of g. Since the complex structure modulus 7 and the SW prepotential
F are related as ,

r=2 ()
we finally get the expression of the prepotential F by integrating %—expansion of ¢ with
respect to a twice.

This procedure was performed in @] for Ny = 0 and 1, thereby an explicit relationship
between the instanton expansion and the moonshine was obtained. Below we will do this

for the cases Ny =2 and 3. ®

3 It is known , @] that the monodromy groups in these cases are the congruence subgroups I'(2) and
To(4) of SL(2,7Z), respectively. The Hauptmoduln for these reduced monodromy groups, that is, the
weight-0 modular forms associated with these congruence subgroups, also allow expansions in term of ¢
known as the McKay-Thompson series, whose coefficients are a sum of traces of a particular element of

the Monster group B] The analysis of such modular rational elliptic surfaces was recently worked out in

(33,34,



Ny =2 case

Let us consider the N' =2 SU(2) SUSY gauge theory with N; = 2 hypermultiplets. The
SW curve is given by

in the quartic-polynomial representation [21]. This is equivalent to the Weierstrass form
Y= X%+ f(u,my,me) X + g(u, my, my), (7)
f(u,my,my) = —%4 + 4N>mymsy — ?zﬁ (8)
g(u,my, mo) = A*(mi +m3) — 3 (A4 + 8A\*myma ) u + 12178u3 (9)

Substituting (§) and (@) into the definition of the j-function (), we have an expansion of %
1

= U? — (i +m3)U? + [ris(haths + 64) — 704)U*

— 72(riy iy — 16) (1] +1h3)U°
— 16[27 (1} + 1hy) — By — 102mim3 + 537611, — 18688|U°
— 3456(1mmhe — 40) (myme — 4) (] + m3) U’
— 2304(rrng — 4)[27 (] + mhy) — 2mim; + 303 + 2880,y — 11008] U®
— 110592(rig 1ty — 112) (1hythe — 4)* (] + m3) U”
— 221184 (1hyris — 4)* [27 (1] + 1iy) — i3 + 66mims + 21121, — 8576] U
+ 955514880 (ring 1y — 4)° (] + 13 ) U
— 1769472(1hyrhe — 4)* [270 (1] + 1) — Binims + 8161mim; + 17472y, — 73984| U™
+ 382205952(1hy 1y — 4)* (e + 176) (] + m3) U™
— 254803968 (1hy1iy — 4)* [27 (1h] + 1h3) — Mg + 450mim3 + 76801, — 33536] U
+0(UY),
(10)

A2 sz—
= Gau’ :

where we have introduced U =

To relate a and u, we use the fact H that Z is given by

1 5 123
da F<12=12=1’ j )

T 11
Ou \/ﬁ(_gf(uvmlvm2>)z ( )

bt



where F(a,b,c; z) is a hypergeometric function. Since we have the U-expansion of % (I,
we can obtain the U-expansion of a after substituting (I0) into (IIJ) and integrating with
respect to U. Therefore, defining A = SL\/ia’ U is conversely expanded by this A as

U = A% — 8(rury + 1)A° + 24 (mf + m3) A + 24 (mim3 — 8rmymg + 1) A
+ 16(39+4m1m2)(m1 —|—m2)A12 (12)
— 881 (1] + 1vy) + 563 + 660 m; + 112811y + 56] A™ + O(A™).
By using this expression in (), we obtain A2-expansion of % Thus, substituting this

expansion into (#]), we find A%-expansion of g,

q=A"— (i +m3)A® + [(ap — 720) + 48y1hs + s | A®
+ [(1224 — 2a0) (] + m3) — 48rmg (M + m;)} A"
+ [(321648 — 1440a0 + aj + a1) + 4(ap — 120)mirm; + 32(3ag — 2056)1i, 17y 13)
+48mims + (ag — 504) (] + my)] A
+ [(—666024 + 3888ag — 3ag — 3ar) (] + m3) — (744 + 2ao) (i + m3my)
+(114944 — 192aq) (g + mom}) | A™ + O(A'),
whose coefficients are integer-coefficient polynomials of the moonshine Fourier coefficients

(.-



Next, we take logarithm of ¢ as the complex modulus 7 is given by ¢ = €*™". We have

2miT = log (A*) — (M} + m3) A® + (2a0 — 1440 — iy — 1y + 961y 1hg) A*
1
g(m1 + 113) (3ag — 1512 + 1} + iy — mim3) A°
1
+7 [(2a§ — 2880aq + 4a; + 249792) — i} — 1 + (dag + 384)mim;
+(192ag — 124928)1175] A®

% (] +m3) [(5ag — 6120ag + 10a; — 92520) + 1] + 1}

+(240ag — 124800)ri1 1715 + i1y — iy — mimg] A" (14)
+ % [—y? — iy + (288ag — 87552)minms

+(288ag — 394752a0 + 576a; + 22620672) 7172

+(12a§ — 2880ag + 24a; — T466688)mims;

+(3ag — 3024ag + 6a; — 390096) (1} + 1in3)

+(2a§ — 4320ag + 12aga; 4+ 1929888ay — 8640a; + 6as — 53824512)] A"
+0(AY)

Integrating (I4) with respect to a twice, we can finally derive 277 times the Ny = 2 prepo-
tential.

Now let us show the results of our calculations. The N; = 2 prepotential FV/=2 takes

the form
2%k
Np=2 _ ia® a\? o ga Nj=2
FHf 271' lg(A) (5log2—2—|—z Z Z]—" ( ) ’ (15)
where first few instanton expansion coefficients ]-",iv =% s given by
Np=2 = —1 i PN 24 1 1
2 1006+ 3972 — g (7 a), (16)
Nf=2 3 ~2 ~ 9 1 -6 -6
T 8192 120 1
73 S193 1+ 172) = g (7 7). (17)
Ny=2 5 5 2 ~ 2 5 B 1 o 4 "
t T 3ar7res 16384 T 196608 ) (18)

Note that we define m; = 87\“ = &m; and F, Nr=2 i the above expression is related to F7 in
] as F''~*(here)=

— 5% 2:F2, A(here)= Ay,

In this notation, we can obtain the coefficients of the instanton expansion .7:,?[ =% which

include the moonshine Fourier coefficients a,, from the integration of (I4l). Here we show

7



the coefficients of the instanton expansion of N; = 2 prepotential up to order 4:

_ 1 1
T e [(2ag — 1440) — (1} + d) + 96110 19
i (8v2)1 3.2 g [ ) = (i) e (19)
N,=2 1 1
F.l=7 = —(m2 4+ m2)[(3ag — 1512) + (mf + m) — m2m?2 20
3 (8\/7) . 3( 1 2)[( 0 ) ( 1 2) 1 2} ( )
_ 1 1
FV=2 o~ 2 [(242 — 2880ag + 4ay + 249792) — (8 +
T (8V2)RT6 4[( 0 o ) — ()
+(4ag + 384)mim; + (192a0 — 124928)rv 7o | (21)

Substituting the coefficients of j-function a,, into above expressions, we can derive explicit
results of the instanton expansion and we have succeeded to reproduce all known results
Fi=% for k = 2,3, 4 from the coefficients of A%, A% A% in (Id)), respectably.
Indeed, substituting ag = 744 and m; = 8m; into (IJ), then we get
Ny=2 % [(2@0 — 1440) — 84(m1 -+ mz) + 96 - 82m1m2]

F pr—

’ (8v2)*-3
—L 1mm 1(m—|—m)
= 2006 T 322 T g\t

which is consistent with the known k = 2 expression of Ff=2 in ] Also, the expansion

coefficients ]-",iv =2 for larger k can similarly be calculated from the coefficients of A% in (T.

Ny =3 case

A similar result can be obtained in the case of Ny = 3. The SW curve in this case is

9 9 A m1+m2+m3 2
=2t —ud e 5 + A(x +m)(z+mo)(z+ms)  (22)

in the quartic-polynomial representation H] This is equivalent to the Weierstrass form

Y2 :X3_'_f(u7m17m27m3)X+g(u7m17m27m3)7 (2?))

At A2 16u? A%
f(u,ml,mg,mg) = _ﬁ —Z(m%—i—mgij%) 3 +T, (24)

AS A 2 2 2/, 2. 2 2.2 2.2
g(u,my, mg, m3) = 55206 + @(ml +ms+ m3) + A (m1m2 + mamsz + m37”1)

A* 2 16
~ U1 + 3A2 (mi+m3 +m3) + EAmlmgmy)
A3 128 5A2
12m1m2m3 + W’lﬁ + Tu? (25)



From the definition of the j-function (2) and then using (24]) and (2H), we get an expansion

of %,

1
== U+ (M} +mj +mj — 752) U
J

+ [1472(] + 103 + m3) — (im3 + h3m; + mam?) — 56y — 368640]U°

+ [=704 (] + iy + 1) — 2656 (i3 + iy + mamt) 4+ mimimg
+64rh1gring (15 4 3 + m3) + 1057792 + 13 + m3) — 149094400] U*

+ 8 [—123392 (i} + 1y + 1n3) + 70123520 (1} + i + 1) — 75489281 1harhs
+144(1him] + g} + mam?) — 337408 (i3 + i} + mim?)
+21376rm1hathg (] + s + 1m3) — Iriurnerg (mims + mam; + mam;) (26)
—6748635136] U°

+ 16 [18688 (1] + 1S + 1) — 48361472(1n] + iy + 1) + Siivi s
+15678832640 (1] + 13 + 1h3) + 116686848 (i3 + 1z + maimy)
+136704 (riyri; + g + i) — 27 (Mg + Mg + mgmy)
—20165427201h 1M1 + 1102028810 7h0173 (1 + 15 + 113
—53761m 1 (1] + 1y + 1vy) — 205447 g (i ms + s + mamg)
+102m3mamms (] + 3 + m3) — 1136991928320] U° + O(U)

: — _A? A 64m,
where we have introduced U = 5, m; = >+,

Similarly to the Ny = 2 case, we again use (IIl) and then get the U-expansion of a.



Defining A = m, U is conversely expanded by this A as

U= A? —8A" — 8[(m} + m3 + m3) + rymnarig — 7] A°
+ 8[22(r} + 13 +m3) + 3(Mims + maymg + mgmi) + 40y mers — 48] A®
+ 8 [3(rn} 4 1y 4 1ng) — 312(mhf + g + 1h3) — 132(mim3 + hims + mam; )
—840ri oty — 241y harig (M + 3 + h3) + 3mimam; + 323] A'
+ 16 [—48(rivy + 1y + 1) + 1806 (1] + 13 + 1) + 1616 (him; + mam; + mam;)
+39 (13 + g + i) + 65281 marng + 728y et (M + s + m3)
+dn g (mims + mams; + mims ) + 268m;mam; — 1080] A™
— 8 [56 (1§ + s + ) — 1802 (ry + 1y + 1) + 37160(1m; + 3 + m3)
+58704 (mim3 + mim; + mam; ) + 5496 (mim3 + mgi; + mams ) + 56mimang
+81 (rivfrg + 1hgring + gt ) 4+ 1699280 ot + 455041y g (] + 3 + )
+1128ryhgring (1] + 1y + 1) + 6176mmharhg (i + mams + mams )
+41832m 3 + 660mimanm; (mi + m5 + mj) — 14344] A™ + O(A'").
(27)
By using this expression in (26), we obtain A%-expansion of % Thus, substituting this

expansion into () and taking logarithm, we find A%-expansion of ¢,

q=—A%+ [(ao — 744) + (] + 3 + m3) | A*
+ [(—356664 + 1488ag — ay — ay) + (1464 — 2a) (1] + 13 + m3)
— (imim3 + m3m3 + mami) — 48mymarg| A°
[(—140379008 + 1266864ao — 2232aj + aj — 2232a1 + 3aga; + as) (28)
+(1034496 — 4416a0 + 3ag + 3a1) (1] + 13 4+ m3) + mimams
+(ag — 720) (i} + 1y + 1h3) + (dag — 2688) (i + mams + mzmy)

+(96ag — 70144 )1y rharing + 48 rhgrng (i + i + m3) | A® + O(A").

10



Its logarithm yields
2miT = log (=A%) + [(744 — ag) — (M} + 3 +m3)] A?
(159792 — 1488aqg + ag + 2a;) + (2ao — 1440) (] + 3 + 103)

+ 1y + 1) + 967y hgring | A

+ Wi

4392a — 3ag — 6a; — 426456) (] + m3 +1m3) — (hf + Mg + ms)

+(1512 — 3ag) (w3 + mams + mami) + (103296 — 144ag) iy marig | A°

3
(i
[(36893760 — 1069992aq + 2232ag — aj + 4464a; — 6agar — 3as)
(
(
[

(8515094496 561516032aq + 2533728a3 — 2976a; + ag + 50674564,

RS

—17856agas + 12agar + 6a7 — 8928as + 12agas + 4as) + dagrimims
+ (4137984@0 — 8832a§ + 4a8 — 17664a1 + 24aga; + 12a4
—132871168) (1] + 3 + m3) — (mf + m + mj)

+(249792 — 2880ag + 2a + 4ay) (1} + iy + 1)

+ (26941440 — 280576a0 4+ 192a5 + 384ay ) iy mharhs

+ (454656 — 10752a0 + 8ag + 16ay) (i3 + mam3 + mam?)

+(192aq — 124928)rivinorng (M + 3 4 m3) | A® + O(A').

(29)

Integrating (29) with respect to a twice, we can finally derive 27i times the N; = 3 prepo-

tential.

In this case, the N; = 3 prepotential FVr=3 is

-2
o [ (2 vz B0 St 5504 (2)

2k

11

, (30)



where first few instanton expansion coefficients ]-",iv = s given in B] by

=t = 335514432 - 40196 (173 + 173 + m2) + 31—27’71177127’713 + 4—18 (Y + 5 +ig) - (31)
FYT = B (8 4 4 8) — i
= % (23 + m3md + mdind) — ﬁ () + 1 + 1) (32)
F = 45035996527370496 * 1030795215104 (723 5+ 77g) + W75456ﬁ“m277~13
b (4 4 ) e (i g+ i)
+ ﬁmlmmg (MY + 15 +5) + Toaeyminyin; — ﬁ (3 +mj +m5) .

(33)

Note that we define m; = 64/’{“ = 64m; and ]-",iv /=% in the above expression is related to .7:,3’

in B] as '~ (here)= —2e F2, A(here)= As.

In this notation, we have succeeded to reproduce all known results .7-",?22: % for k = 2,3,4
from the coefficients of A*, A% A% in ], respectively.

For example, we take the third term of (29)) and integrating with respect to a twice, we
get the coefficient of A* term as

_ 1 1

FNe= o © L [(159792 — 1488ag + a2 + 2a;) + (2ag — 1440) (172 + 12 + 2

N TN o g 2a1) (200 )y 1 o 1)
— (1} + 1 + 1g) + 961 Thaths)

B 1 N 1 (

33554432 4096

which corresponds to .7-"2N = in 1) correctly.

- N _ 1. 1, . - -
mi 4+ mj +m3) + 35/l + (] + my + m3)

III. COMPARISON WITH NEKRASOV PARTITION FUNCTION

As is well known, the SW prepotential is also obtained by Instanton counting by Nekrasov
: ] Our results are of course in full agreement with those obtained that way. We will

see this briefly below.

Nf=3

The instanton partition function is calculated as a sum over all possible Young tableaus

parametrized as Y = (A > Ay > -+ ), where )\, is the height of the /-th column. In the case

12



of D =4, N =2 SU(2) gauge theory with N; = 3, the instanton partition function is *

ljr\gt ’ Z A‘Y‘Zvector }_})Zantifund (67 ?7 Nl)Zantifund (67 }77 MQ)qund(a7 }77 _,u3) (34>

(Y1,Y2)
Here
Zyeeror(a,Y) = [ (2065 — e1Ly, (s) + e2(Ay,(s) + 1))
i,0=1,2 s€Y;
X H(—2a5ij + €1Lyi(t) — Eg(ij (t) -+ 1) —+ €+)_1,
n (35)
qundaY,u HHCL(; +€1l—1)—|—€2( —1)—,u—|—€+),
i=1,2 s€Y;
Zantlfund H H CL(S + 61 l - ]-) + 62( - 1) + ,U),
i=1,2 s€Y;
where we define €, = €; + €3, 0y = +1, 0 = —1 and
0 for i = 7,
0ij = 1fori=1andj=2, (36)

—1fori=2and j = 1.
For a box s at the coordinate (¢, m), the leg-length Ly (s) = X, — ¢ and the arm-length

Ay (s) = Ay — m where X is the length of the m-th row. The prepotential can be obtained

in the limit where the deformation parameters go to zero (with a fixed ratio €;/e;):

Finst = hmO( 6162) log Zinst - (37)
€1,2—
Therefore, FNs=3 is expanded as
FNg=3 1 mi 4 m3 + m3 N gy A
33554432 4096 32 ) @
3 o R N L VUL 3 oo o9 9.\ A°
B (33554432(m1 ity 1M5) + —omee= + gy (T, + g + gy | —
: o ~ 2 ~ 2 ~ 2 7 ~ o~ o~
* (4503599627370496 T 3ar77as ™ T ) T opgignang s
5 4 4 s 25 N
+ T3garmrag T e + 1) + gam s (M -+ i + mgm)
5 AS
Ao (T2 -+ M2 4+ m2 ~2~2~2 )\ 9
+ 196608m1m2m3(m1 + m; + m3) _'_16384 1m2m3> p; + O(A).
(38)

4 We use the notation used in @], where the terms €; Ly, (t) and —ex Ay, () in the second line of eq.(A.3)
in @] should read ¢; Ly, (t) and —e3 Ay, (t), respectively, and are corrected in (B3]).

13



(i=1,2,3) and A = Ao

S A
Note that we have defined m; = i

Nolal
Ny=2
Next, let us consider the case of Ny = 2. We take a limit where po — 0o while keeping

paAs = A2 fixed. In this limit, the partition function becomes:

ler\gt ? Z AzlYlZvector(a' Y)Zantlfund(a Y ,Ul)qund(a' Y ,U3) (39)

(Y17Y2)

Therefore, the expansion of FVr=2 is

1 1 1 At 3 A6
Np=2 _ = A2 L a ~2 -2y
d TR (4096 Ty ) 7 " g02 (M) o)
b D N o ~ 2~ 2 i 9
o 2 L on
* (134217728 " Toeeos M2 T 16384m1m2) 5+ O,

where m; = %,ul, My = %Mg and A = 2/%

Comparing ([B]) with BI)~@3) and {0) with (I6)~(I8]), they perfectly agree except
for >°.m?*. The first term of eq(@):% is known to be required from U(1) factor, but this
is beyond the scope of our study and will not be discussed further here.

As we can see above, we need to compute to the 8th order term in the instanton expansion
in order to derive all terms of our 4th order F, in our method. This is because Nekrasov’s
instanton partition function is a A-expansion while our expansion is in terms of a, where in
the latter the coefficients are homogeneous polynomials of A and m;’s, as is always the case

in such B-model-like approaches.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, we have confirmed that for both cases of Ny = 2 and 3, ¢ allows an
expansion in terms of A = 8\f (Ny = 2) or 64fa (Ny = 3) in which the coeflicients
are integer-coefficient polynomials of the moonshine coefficients. As we mentioned at the
beginning of this paper, this fact suggests an unknown relationship between the vertex
operator algebra CFT and the Liouville CFT. The details of that relationship would be

worth studying and will be discussed elsewhere.
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On the other hand, the method to compute the instanton expansion of the SW prepo-
tential developed in m] and this paper is efficient and simple. We have not only re-derived
all the known expansions of the Ny = 0,...,3 prepotentials but found some typos in the
literature. For instance, in the Ny = 3 prepotential presented in section 6 of ]: (1)
—a?(m?m2 + ---) in [---] of F® should read —3a*(m?m?2 + ---). (2) In {---} of F©),
the term —6600a%mm3m3 is missing. (3) 330(mim2 + ---) in {---} of F© should read
3300(mim3 + ---). (4) Also in F© 2310(m?m3 + ---) should be 2310(m%m$ + ---). Tt is
also easy and straight-forward to derive higher order terms by our method, and will also be
applied to E-string theory.

There are several possible directions to extend the present study. One direction is to
consider a theory with SU(3) or a higher rank gauge group instead of SU(2). This would
generally lead to a high genus SW curve, which would not fit with the elliptic functions
involving the Monstrous moonshine. However, it should be mentioned that ref.[35] considers
special loci of SU(3) Coulomb branch that parametrize a family of elliptic curves.

The Hauptmoduln for various rational elliptic surfaces (see e.g.[34]) could also be similarly
used as an analogue of the j-function to compute prepotentials of the corresponding SW
theories. For example, the Ny = 2 theory we considered in this paper has the congruence
subgroup I'(2) as the monodromy group, whose corresponding Hauptmodul is known to be
the modular A-function. Thus, instead of the j-function, we could use it to expand ¢ or
the prepotential in some variable, in which the coefficients would now be polynomials of the
coefficients of the McKay-Thompson series, and hence of the characters of the Monster.

Finally, let us comment on other moonshine phenomena |16, 136] than the Monstrous
moonshine. Since we used the special properties of the modular j-function to compute the
instanton partition functions, we were naturally led to think about the Monstrous moon-
shine. On the other hand, in other moonshine phenomena, the Mathieu moonshine for exam-
ple, the expansion of the elliptic genus of K3 in terms of N/ = 4 superconformal characters,
or equivalently the g-expansion of a certain mock modular form, gives coefficients which are
related to dimensions of representations of My,, the Mathieu group. As already mentioned
in Introduction, this connection between the mock modular form and the (twisted) SUSY
gauge theory is very different from that between the j-function and SUSY gauge theories in

our discussion.
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