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Abstract.
We present the partition function of the refined Chern-Simons theory on S 3
with arbitrary A,B,C,D gauge algebra in terms of multiple sine functions. For
B and C cases this representation is novel. It allows us to conjecture duality to
some refined and orientifolded versions of the topological string on the resolved
conifold, and carry out the detailed identification of different contributions. The
free energies for D and C algebras possess the usual halved contribution from the
A theory, i.e. orientable surfaces, and contributions of non-orientable surfaces with
one cross-cup, with opposite signs, similar as for the non-refined theories. However,
in the refined case, both theories possess in addition a non-zero contribution of
orientable surfaces with two cross-cups. In particular, we observe a trebling of the
Kähler parameter, in the sense of a refinement and world-sheet (i.e. the number
of cross-cups) dependent quantum shift. For B algebra the contribution of Klein
bottles is zero, as is the case in the non-refined theory, and the one-cross-cup
terms differ from the D and C cases. For the (refined) constant maps terms
of these theories we suggest a modular-invariant representation, which leads to
natural topological string interpretation. We also calculate some non-perturbative
corrections.
Keywords: refined Chern-Simons theory, refined topological strings, duality,
Vogel’s universality.
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Introduction

The concept of gauge/string duality has been at the forefront of developments
in fundamental physics since its invention by ’t Hooft [1]. One of the simplest
cases where such a duality has been proven is the Chern-Simons/topological string
duality.
Witten’s work showed that Chern-Simons theory is a completely solvable gauge
theory with Wilson loops identifiable with knots [2]. The dual theory has been
identified by Gopakumar and Vafa by showing that SU (N ) Chern-Simons theory
on a 3-sphere can be interpreted at large N to be dual to the closed topological
string on the resolved conifold [3, 4, 5]. Not long after, it has been shown that for
the other classical gauge groups (SO, Sp) the dual large N theory corresponds to an
orientifold of the topological string on the resolved conifold [6]. In particular, these
works showed that the perturbative partition functions of both theories match for
a suitable identification of parameters.
Nekrasov’s instanton solution of N = 2 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory, and
its duality to M-theory, led to the development of a notion of a refined topological
string [7, 8]. Here, refinement refers to the fact that the theory possesses besides
the usual string coupling and Kähler parameters, a novel additional parameter.
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In their seminal work Aganagic and Shakirov were able to construct a novel
refined Chern-Simons theory [9, 10], which connects to Macdonald’s deformation
of characters and related objects of simple Lie algebras [11, 12, 13], as Macdonald
polynomials play a major role in their refined theory. They also showed that
for SU (N ) gauge group the refined Chern-Simons theory corresponds at large N
to the refined topological string on the resolved conifold. Subsequently, the case
of SO(2n) refined Chern-Simons was argued to be connected to the refined and
orientifolded topological string on the resolved conifold [14].
Somewhat orthogonal to these later developments, an universal expression for
the Chern-Simons partition functions on S 3 has been proposed in [15, 16], based on
the notion of Universal Lie Algebra of Vogel [17, 18]. This expression substitutes
Witten’s original representation of partition functions in terms of root system
data by an integral representation, depending on the coupling constant and the
homogeneous parameters of Vogel’s projective plane.
Surprisingly, it turned out that a slight generalization of the universal formulation also includes the refined Chern-Simons partition functions of AganagicShakirov, as derived for SU (N ) and SO(2n) groups in [19], and later extended
to the other groups in [20]. One of the reasons why the universal formulation is
of interest is because it allows to prove the gauge/string duality exactly, i.e., beyond perturbation theory. In particular, it has been shown in [21] that the duality
for SU (N ) Chern-Simons on S 3 and the topological string on the resolved conifold holds non-perturbatively. Another outcome of the universal formulation is
the suggestion that for exceptional gauge groups the corresponding Chern-Simons
theories are actually dual to the refined closed topological string on some other
backgrounds than the resolved conifold [22].
The aim of the present paper is, first, to express the partition functions of B
and C refined Chern-Simons theory on S 3 , derived in [20], in terms of multiple sine
functions. This requires a lengthy calculation, partially presented in Appendix B.
This form is necessary to achieve our second aim, namely to suggest the duality
of refined Chern-Simons theory with refined topological strings for the remaining
classical gauge groups SO(2n + 1), Sp(2n) (B, C type gauge algebras), as well
as a deeper analysis of the duality for SO(2n) (D type gauge algebra), already
suggested first in [14]. Another advantage of multiple sine form is that it contains
non-perturbative corrections [21], which we also derive below for D, C cases.
Our approach, as already mentioned, is based on a recently suggested compact form of the partition function of refined Chern-Simons theory on S 3 with an
arbitrary gauge group [20], i.e.,
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∨ −1 − r2

ZX (κ, y) = V ol(Q )

δ

y−1
Y
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y(α, ρ) − m (α,α)
2
.
δ

(1.1)

Here, V ol(Q∨ ) denotes the volume of the fundamental domain of the co-root
lattice of the simple Lie algebra X, r is the rank of the gauge group (simple Lie),
α+ its positive roots, y a refinement parameter assumed to be a positive integer
(y = 1 corresponds to the unrefined case), δ := κ + yt with κ the Chern-Simons
coupling, and t the group Coxeter number in an arbitrary normalization of the
invariant scalar product in the algebra (becomes the true Coxeter number in the
normalization with square of highest root equal to 2).
Note that the partition function (1.1) generalizes the partition functions of
all known particular cases of Chern-Simons on S 3 [9, 14, 10, 19]. An important
feature of (1.1) is that
ZX (0, y) = 1 .

(1.2)

The representation of ZX given in (1.1) can be transformed into [20, 19, 21]
ZX (κ, y) =



ty
δ
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2
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(1.3)
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(1.4)

where dim(y) := y(dim − r) + r and dim being the dimension of the corresponding
gauge algebra. FX (x, y) is the refined quantum dimension of the adjoint representation of the gauge algebra X, given by
FX (x, y) = r +

y−1 X 

X
ex(y(α,ρ)−m(α,α)/2) + e−x(y(α,ρ)−m(α,α)/2) .

(1.5)

m=0 α+

In particular, FX (x, y) can be expressed as a ratio [20]
FX (x, y) =

4

AX
,
BX

(1.6)

with AX a polynomial of q = exp(x), and BX a product BX = (q a − 1)(q b − 1) . . .
. The advantage of this representation is that it allows to express the partition
function in terms of multiple-sine functions.
The general formula, which follows from (1.3) and immediately leads to multiplesine representation, is [21, 20]
Z
dx sinh (x(ty − δ))
1
FX (2x, y) .
(1.7)
ln Z = −
4 R+ x sinh (xty) sinh (xδ)
E.g. in the simplest case of unrefined SU (N ) Chern-Simons theory one obtains
the partition function
√

ZA = √

δ S3 (1 + N |1, 1, δ)
.
N S3 (1|1, 1, δ)

(1.8)

As has been shown earlier in [23], this is a very convenient representation to
perform a further transformation into a Gopakumar-Vafa style BPS expansion.
The BPS expansion can be used to establish a duality to the (refined) topological
string. The duality has been established in a number of cases, but not for all.
The cases of the refined Chern-Simons theories with B, and C algebras, which
are included in the classical gauge algebras, have been among the uncovered in this
context. Actually, as we shall see, for the known D case a more detailed duality
relation will be suggested, with an exact identification (partially conjectured) of
different parts of the partition function through different kinds of string’s surfaces.
The outline is as follows. In section 2 we will state the partition functions for
refined Chern-Simons on S 3 with A,B,C,D type algebra in terms of multiple sine
functions. As the derivation is rather lengthy and technical, we only state the final
result and refer the reader to Appendices A and B for further details about the
calculations. In section 3 we perform a Gopakumar-Vafa type expansion of the
partition functions and discuss in detail matching of terms with expected worldsheet contributions for different kinds of surfaces. Section 4 briefly discusses some
non-perturbative aspects of unoriented contributions. We conclude in section 5
with comparison with known duality of D case, and open problems.
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The partition functions of the refined ChernSimons theory on S 3

The partition functions of the refined Chern-Simons theory on S 3 for A,B,C and D
gauge groups can be derived in terms of multiple sine functions using the expression
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(1.7) (cf. [21, 20]). In detail, taking into account the expression (1.6) for FX , i.e.
that its numerator can be represented as a sum of exponentials, we see that the
partition function (1.7) corresponds to a product of multiple sine functions Sr ,
defined by (see Appendix A for more details):
 I

Z
ezx
ezx
dx
dx
1
Q
Qr
ln Sr (z|ω) = (−1)
+
. (2.1)
ωi x − 1)
2
x rk=1 (eωi x − 1)
R+ x
k=1 (e
r

The partition function (1.7) is a product of (powers of) different multiple sine
functions up to fifth rank, as can be easily established from (1.7) and (2.1). This
expression can be simplified by making use of various identities of multiple sine
functions, presented in Appendix A. An outline of the derivation is given in Appendix B. We present below the final results, which we in addition verified by
numerical checks (making use of M athematica© ).

AN −1 The partition function of refined Chern-Simons on S 3 with SU (N ) gauge
group (i.e., AN −1 algebra) reads

 
  1 dim(y)
Z ∞
 x 
dx
ty 2
x
exp
, y − FA
,y
FA
ZA (a, y, δ) =
δ
x(ex − 1)
ty
δ
0
s
(2.2)
δ S3 (1 + ya|1, y, δ)
,
=
ya S3 (y|1, y, δ)
where a = t = N is (the inverse) parameter of the 1/N expansion. This expression
has been already derived in [21]. We further verified this expression numerically
for a random sample of points in the δ, N, y parameter space.

DN/2 The expression for SO(N ) algebras of type D (i.e., even N ) has been
originally derived in [21], and can be written in terms of multiple sine functions as
1
S3 (1 + ay|1, 2y, δ)
ZD = √
,
S
(y|1,
2y,
δ) S2 (2 − y + ya|2, 2δ)
2 3
with a = N − 1. We numerically verified this expression as well.

(2.3)

CN/2 The partition function for Sp(N ) algebras (type C, N even) can be calculated using the expression for FC derived in [20], and reads
S3 (1 + ya|1, 2y, 2δ) S2 (2 − y + ya|2, 4δ)
,
(2.4)
S3 (y|1, 2y, 2δ) S2 (2 − y + ya|2, 2δ)
with a = N + 1. The analytic derivation of the above ZC is far more involved than
the previous cases, and is outlined in Appendix B. Again, we numerically confirm
our analytic derivation.
ZC =

6

B(N −1)/2 Finally, for the remaining case of SO(N ) group with odd N , i.e., the
B series, we derived
ZB =

1 S3 (1 + ay|1, 2y, δ)
1
2 S3 (1|1, 2y, δ) S2 (y(a + 1)/2|y, δ)
S3 (y + ay|1, 2y, 2δ) S3 (1|1, 2y, 2δ)
×
,
S3 (1 + ay|1, 2y, 2δ) S3 (1 + y|1, 2y, 2δ)

(2.5)

with a = N − 1. As for the previous cases, we numerically verified this result.
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Chern-Simons / topological string duality

The Chern-Simons / topological string duality states that the partition function
of Chern-Simons theory on a 3-sphere is equivalent to the partition function of the
topological string on a specific Calabi-Yau manifold, namely a resolved conifold, as
originally put forward in [3, 4, 5, 24]. The duality can be extended to the refined
case [8, 7], as discussed more recently in [9, 14, 10, 19] for SU (N ) and SO(N ). In
particular, it has been shown in [21] that for non-refined SU (N ) the duality holds
non-perturbatively, and is therefore exact.
In this section we will derive from the partition functions of B, C, D types,
given in the previous section, the Gopakumar-Vafa type expansions. This form of
the partition functions is most suitable for a (refined) topological string interpretation. In particular, we propose that the well-known quantum shift of the Kähler
parameter [25, 26] now depends on world-sheet surface types, i.e., is different for
surfaces with zero, one, or two cross-cups. We will refer to this effect as a trebling
of the Kähler parameter.

3.1

Partition functions reformulation

The expressions for D and C partition functions most suitable for a topological
string interpretation can be obtained from the initial expressions given in equations
(2.3) and (2.4) by multiple sines manipulations, and read (again, we verified results
numerically):
p
S3 (1 + ya|1, y, δ)
1
p
×
(3.1)
ZD = √
2
S3 (y|1, y, δ)
p
S3 (y|1, y, δ)
S (2 + ya|1, 2y, δ)S2 (1 + ya|2y, δ)
p
p 3
×
(3.2)
S3 (y|1, 2y, δ)
S3 (1 + ya|1, y, δ) S2 (2 − y + ya|2, δ)
p
S2 (2 − y + ya|2, δ)
,
(3.3)
S2 (2 − y + ya|2, 2δ)
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ZC =
p

p

S3 (1 + ya|1, y, δ̄)
p
×
S3 (y|1, y, δ̄)

S3 (y|1, y, δ̄)
S (2 + ya|1, 2y, δ̄)S2 (1 + ya|2y, δ̄)
p 3
p
×
S3 (y|1, 2y, δ̄) S3 (1 + ya|1, y, δ̄) S2 (2 − y + ya|2, δ̄)

S (2 − y + ya|2, 2δ̄)
p2
,
S2 (2 − y + ya|2, δ̄)

(3.4)
(3.5)
(3.6)

where in the C case we introduced δ̄ := 2δ.
These formulae are quite remarkable. We see that the answers for D and C
almost coincide. Only the last fractions (3.3) and (3.6) are different, more precisely,
they are inverse to each other. The same feature is observed in the non-refined
limit, i.e., at y = 1. In this limit, the above expressions reduce to (see [23, 27]):
s
p
3
S3 (1 + a|1, 1, δ) S2 (1 + a|2, δ)
−4
,
(3.7)
ZD (y = 1) = 2
S3 (1|1, 1, δ) S2 (1 + a|2, 2δ)
and
− 14

ZC (y = 1) = 2

s

S3 (1 + a|1, 1, δ̄) S2 (1 + a|2, 2δ̄)
p
.
S3 (1|1, 1, δ̄)
S2 (1 + a|2, δ̄)

(3.8)

For simplicity, from now on we will omit in formulae for C the bar over δ. Note
that in the non-refined limit the last fraction can be interpreted as a contribution
of one-cross-cup non-orientable surfaces to the dual topological string partition
function [6]. Hence, their contributions to the free energy in the D and C cases
are the same, up to a sign. As we shall see soon, the same interpretation appears
to be suggestive for the refined case, with again D and C theories to differ simply
by the sign of the contribution of the one-cross-cup non-orientable surfaces. It is
remarkable that despite the complicated derivation of the refined formulae, such
a simple relation between the D and C theories persists.
Let us also rewrite the B theory in a form which will be advantageous for later
derivations:
p
1 S3 (1 + ya|1, y, δ)
p
×
(3.9)
ZB =
2
S3 (y|1, y, δ)
p
S3 (y|1, y, δ) S3 (1|1, 2y, 2δ)
×
(3.10)
S3 (1|1, 2y, δ) S3 (1 + y|1, 2y, 2δ)
p
p
S3 (1 + ya + δ|1, 2y, 2δ)
S3 (y + ay + 1|1, 2y, 2δ)
p
p
.
(3.11)
S3 (1 + ya|1, 2y, 2δ)
S3 (1 + y + ay + δ|1, 2y, 2δ)

8

Note that while in the non-refined limit (y = 1) the B and D theories coincide,
this does not hold anymore for the refined theories.

3.2

Gopakumar-Vafa expansions

In order to faciliate an interpretation of the partition functions (3.1) and (3.4) at
y 6= 1 in terms of the refined topological string theory, we transform the perturbative part of the sines into the Gopakumar-Vafa type expansions of the topological
string theory partition functions, following the recipe given in [23, 21]. In detail, by closing the integration contour in the upper semiplane in eq. (2.1) we
can express the integral as a sum of residues of the poles in the upper semiplane. The distinguished poles are those coming from the term (ex − 1) in the
denominator. Introducing the string coupling constant gs = 2πi/δ we can see
that these poles yield the perturbative contributions over gs , while the remaining poles yield non-perturbative terms ∼ exp (−1/gs ), cf., [23, 21]. Note that in
addition to Gopakumar-Vafa contributions topological strings have also contributions from constant maps. Such contributions come from the multiple sines in
partition functions not dependent on parameters a, i.e., on Kähler parameters, see
below. However, the similar approach, separating the ”perturbative” parts of constant maps, leads to the incomplete and/or incorrect results. We propose below a
correct method for handling constant maps.
D and C theories
The first fraction in the D (3.1) and C (3.4) partition functions corresponds to
the square root of the A type refined partition function (2.2). This is in agreement
with an orientifold interpretation. The corresponding perturbative part of the free
energy reads
gs

∞

∞

1X
e 2 n(1+2ay−y)
eτ0 n
1X
=
(3.12)
,
FA =
gs
gs
gs
gs
2
2
n(q n − q −n )(tn − t−n )
n(e 2 n − e− 2 n )(e 2 ny − e− 2 ny )
n=1

n=1

with
gs

gs

q = e 2 , t = e 2 y , τ0 =

gs
gs
(1 + 2ay − y) = gs ay + (1 − y) ,
2
2

(3.13)

which is the well-known refined (BPS) version of the Gopakumar-Vafa free energy
of the refined topological string on the resolved conifold, cf., [8]. This is dual to
the A type refined Chern-Simons theory.
An important feature of (3.12) is the quantum shift of the Kähler parameter
τ0 given in (3.13). At y = 1 τ0 turns into the classical Kähler parameter τ = ags .
We shall see that such quantum shifts take also place for the other parts of the
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partition functions of the B, C, D cases, with a novel and interesting detail – the
quantum shifts differ for different types of world-sheet surfaces.
Next, consider the last fractions (3.3) and (3.6. They coincide with those in
the non-refined case, and can be interpreted as the contribution of non-orientable
one-cross-cup surfaces [6]. However, the corresponding Kähler parameter is now
shifted, with a different shift than for the oriented surfaces. In detail, the perturbative contribution for D type reads
1

1 e 2 τ1 n
,
n − q −n )
n
(q
n=1,3,...

(3.14)

τ1 = gs (1 + ay − y) ,

(3.15)

X

and identically with opposite overall sign for the C case. This expression is odd over
the string coupling, provided τ1 is invariant. This agrees with an interpretation as
a contribution of non-orientable one cross-cup surfaces, since the power of coupling
constant is the Euler characteristic, and the Euler characteristic of such surfaces
is odd.
The remaining, coinciding, terms in the D and C partition functions (3.2),
(3.5) can be rewritten as
n

n

q
t
X 1
tn − q n
eτ2 n
2n (q 2n − q −2n )(tn + t−n )
gs
τ2 = (1 + 2ay − 2y)
2

(3.16)
(3.17)

This expression is even over gs , provided τ2 is invariant, and can therefore be
interpreted as a contribution of a Klein bottle with handles, since the Euler characteristics of such surfaces is even. Note that in the non-refined case there is no
such contribution [6], and in accordance this expression becomes zero at y = 1.
In summary, we observe that the single Kähler parameter τ = ags of the nonrefined case appears to treble into three parameters after refinement, i.e.,
1
gs
= yτ + (1 − y)gs
2
2
τ1 = (1 + ay − y)gs = yτ + (1 − y)gs
gs
1
τ2 = (1 + 2ay − 2y) = yτ + (1 − 2y)gs
2
2
τ = ags
τ0 = (1 + 2ay − y)

(3.18)
(3.19)
(3.20)
(3.21)

Note that τ0 , τ1 become τ at unrefined limit y = 1, but in the same limit
τ2 = τ − 21 gs , i.e. doesn’t coincide with initial Kähler parameter τ . However, the
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coefficient in front of exp(nτ2 ) in contribution (3.16) of two cross-cups surfaces
tends to zero, so altogether (3.16) tends to zero, as it should, since there is no such
contribution in the unrefined limit.
B theory
Finally, we shall carry out a similar analysis for the B type theory. We have the
same refined A type terms, which correspond to the contributions of Riemannian
surfaces, i.e., orientable surfaces with handles. These have even Euler characteristics. As before, we ignore the constant terms (3.10) and consider the remaining
contribution (3.11), whose GV type expansion can be calculated to be given by
1 B

1
e 2 τ1 n
,
n/2 − q −n/2 )(tn/2 + t−n/2 )
n
(q
n=1,3,...

(3.22)

1
1 1
τ1B = gs (ya − y + ) = yτ + (1 − y)gs .
2 2
2

(3.23)

X

This is the deformed version of the one-cross-cup term of the non-refined SO
theory. It is odd w.r.t. the string coupling gs , provided τ1B is unchanged. Note that
the deformation τ1B is different from τ1 in the D (and C) cases. We conclude that
in the B case there is no Klein bottle contribution, as in the non-refined case. The
initial Kähler parameter τ is shifted for Riemannian surfaces and for unorientable
one cross-cup surfaces as follows:
1
gs
= yτ + (1 − y)gs ,
2
2
1 1
1
= gs (ya − y + ) = yτ + (1 − y)gs ,
2 2
2
τ = ags .

τ0B = (1 + 2ay − y)

(3.24)

τ1B

(3.25)
(3.26)

We conclude that for the B case the shifts are identical, i.e., τ0B = τ1B . Taking into
account the absence of Klein bottles contribution, we see that refined B case is very
close to the unrefined D case. Main difference is in the one cross-cup contribution
(3.22), in the presence of (tn/2 + t−n/2 ) contribution in the denominator.

3.3

Refined constant maps

The constant maps contributions in the above partition functions correspond to
the multiple sine multipliers, which do not depend on the parameter a, i.e. those
independent on the Kähler parameter τ = ags /2. In case of the D theory there
are constant maps, coinciding with those in the A theory part (3.1) and for the
(as we shall see) Klein bottle contribution (3.2):
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p

S3 (y|1, y, δ)
S3 (y|1, 2y, δ)

(3.27)

The perturbative poles contribution in this expression is as follows:
∞
( qt )n
1X
2
n(q n − q −n )(tn + t−n )

(3.28)

n=1

This term is neither even, nor odd over the coupling constant gs (gs → −gs is
equivalent to q → 1/q, t → 1/t). Another drawback of this expression reveals itself
at y = 1 (q = t). It remains non-zero in this limit:
∞

1
1X
2n
2
n(q − q −2n )

(3.29)

n=1

However, the initial expression is
p
1
S3 (y|1, y, δ)
1
=p
= 2− 4
S3 (y|1, 2y, δ)
S2 (1|2, δ)

(3.30)

so its expansion should be zero. Resolution of this discrepancy is the following:
(3.29) is indeed the perturbative poles expansion of S2 (1|2, δ), but one has to
take into account the remaining non-perturbative poles, coming from the second
parameter, 2. These two contributions cancel due to their modular covariance
properties (i.e.
√ properties under gs → 1/gs ), providing final result according to
S2 (1|2, δ) = 2.
To handle this ambiguity, we suggest rewriting all terms corresponding to the
constant maps in an identical ”modularity-neutral” form, i.e. as follows:
q
p
(3.31)
Sr (z|w) = Sr2 = Sr (z|w)Sr (|w| − z|w)(−1)r+1
In this case, S2 (1|2, δ) will not contribute in the GV expression. Indeed, the
contributions of perturbative poles of the two S2 terms coming from S2 (1|2, δ) are:

ln S2 (1|2, δ) ∼

∞
X
1
egs n
n (e2gs n − 1)
n=1

∞
X
1
egs n
− ln S2 (1 + δ|2, δ) ∼ −
n (e2gs n − 1)
n=1
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(3.32)
(3.33)

which cancel each other out.
The refined constant maps term in (1.8), (3.7), corresponding to the Riemann
surfaces (i.e. orientable worldsheets), in GV form will contribute by the following
expression:
ln S3 (y|1, y, δ) = ln

p

S3 (y|1, y, δ)S3 (1 + δ|1, y, δ) ∼
∞
∞
g
s yn
X
e
egs n
1
1X1
1
−
=
−
2
n (egs n − 1)(egs yn − 1) 2
n (egs n − 1)(egs yn − 1)
n=1

(3.34)
(3.35)

n=1

n

n

q
t
1X1
tn + q n
−
2
n (q n − q −n )(tn − t−n )
gs

q=e2, t=e

gs y
2

(3.36)
(3.37)

This expression has the same limit in unrefined case at y = 1, however, it is
explicitly even w.r.t. the string coupling gs .
Without our recipe, the initial constant maps term S3 (y|1, y, δ) of refined A
theory leads to the expansion [21]
∞

1X
e−ngs (1−y)/2

,
s
2 n=1 n sinh ng2 s sinh nyg
2

(3.38)

To be even over gs it requires simultaneous change of y, hence uses an overall
invariance w.r.t. the transformation y → 1/y, gs → ygs , which is the feature of the
A theory, only.
One can present the product form of the (3.34), to compare it with MacMahon
(or refined MacMahon [8]) function:
n

n

q
t
X1
tn + q n
exp
n (q n − q −n )(tn − t−n )
∞
Y

i,j=1

!

=

1

(1 −

q i+1 tj−1 )(1

− q i−1 tj+1 )

(3.39)
(3.40)

which appear to be a q ↔ t symmetrized version of that in [8].
Next, consider the new form of the constant maps term for the refined D theory
(3.27):
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ln
qp

ln p

p

S3 (y|1, y, δ)
∼
S3 (y|1, 2y, δ)

S3 (y|1, y, δ)S3 (1 + δ|1, y, δ)

(3.41)

∼

(3.42)

q
t
1X1
tn − q n
−
4
n (q n − q −n )(tn + t−n )

(3.43)

S3 (y|1, 2y, δ)S3 (1 + y + δ|1, 2y, δ)
n

n

Remarkably, this expression is even in gs , which allows us to assume that it corresponds to the constant maps term of a two cross-cup non-orientable worldsheet
contribution.
Consider remaining constant maps terms, namely those in B case, two fractions
in (3.10). They are
n

n

q
t
S3 (y|1, y, δ) X
q n − tn
∼
ln
S3 (1|1, 2y, δ)
4n (q n − q −n ) (t−n + tn )

p

(3.44)

n=1

n/2

n/2

t
− qtn/2
X
S3 (1|1, 2y, 2δ)
q n/2

 n

∼−
ln
n
n
−2
S3 (1 + y|1, 2y, 2δ)
n/2 − q − 2
2
2n
q
t
+
t
n=1

(3.45)

so the sum of these two terms is the sum over odd n :

ln

p

S3 (y|1, y, δ) S3 (1|1, 2y, 2δ)
∼
S3 (1|1, 2y, δ) S3 (1 + y|1, 2y, 2δ)
tn/2
q n/2

n/2

− qtn/2

 n

−
n
n
n/2 − q − 2
t 2 + t− 2
n=1,3, 2n q
X

(3.46)
(3.47)

We see, that answer is even w.r.t. the string coupling, so we assume that
it again is coming from Klein bottles, representing their refined constant maps
contribution on orientifolded resolved conifold. At y = 1 this expression is zero.

4

Non-perturbative corrections

Non-perturbative corrections to the D theory were derived in [21]. In principle,
non-perturbative corrections are not obliged to be connected with the different
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types of world-sheet surfaces, which contribute to the perturbative (GopakumarVafa) expansion of the free energy. However, in our case they are. The reason being
that non-perturbative corrections are coming from poles other than 1/(ex − 1) of
each sine function. But sine functions in the partition functions are distributed,
according to above analysis, between different types of surfaces, and so naturally
the non-perturbative parts can be associated with the type of surface. This, in
turn, means that in each of these non-perturbative contributions to the refined
partition function we should use the corresponding shifted Kähler parameter. This
implies a corresponding rewriting of the formulae of [21]. The same expression
holds also for the C case with an appropriate sign change in the front of the onecross-cup contribution. For the B case one has to calculate one additional term
corresponding to the new one-cup non-orientable surfaces.
The explicit calculation of non-perturbative corrections for different types of
surfaces is straightforward. The resulting expression are however lengthy, and at
this moment there is no independent calculations for surfaces with one or two
cross-cups. Below we present explicit expressions for the Klein-bottle surfaces for
the D (and C) cases.
The constribution of non-perturbative poles for the D and C cases, i.e., obtained from expression (3.2) without the first fraction, which corresponds to constant maps terms, is given by the following expression
∞
X
1 K1
,
2n K2

(4.1)

n=1

where





2πin
2πiδn
K2 = −1 + e2πiδn 1 + e2πiny −1 + e y
−1 + e y
,
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(4.2)

and
K1 = − ei(a−1)nπy + e2ianπy − ei(a+1)nπy + 2e
+ 2e
+e

inπ(ay+2)
y

−e

inπ(ay 2 −y 2 +2)
y

2inπ(y 2 +ay+1)
y

+e

− einπ(ay+y+δ) + 2e
+e
+e
+e

inπ(ay 2 −y 2 +2δ)
y
2inπ(ay+δy+1)
y

− 2e

+e

− 2e

y
inπ(ay+2δy+1)
y

inπ(ay 2 +y 2 +2)
y

2inπ(y 2 +ay+δy+1)
y

−e

− 2e

+ 2e

inπ(ay+δ+2)
y

−e
−e

inπ(ay 2 −y 2 +δy+2)

y

− 2e

inπ(ay+2δy+δ+2)
y

inπ(2y 2 +ay+2)
y

inπ(ay 2 +y 2 +2δ)
y

y

inπ(ay 2 −y 2 +δy+2δ+2)

inπ(ay+2δy+2)
y

2inπ(ay+1)
y

inπ(2y 2 +ay+δ+2)
y

+e

+e

−e

+ 2e

inπ(ay+δ+1)
y

+ 2e

inπ(ay 2 −y 2 +2δ+2)
y

− 2e

inπ(ay+2δy+δ+1)
y

inπ(2y 2 +ay+1)
y

+ 2e

inπ(2y 2 +ay+δ+1)
y

−e

inπ(ay 2 −y 2 +δy+2δ)

+ 2e

inπ(ay+1)
y

+e

− 2e

2inπ(ay 2 +1)
y

− einπ(ay−y+δ)

2inπ(ay 2 +δ)
y

+e

2inπ(ay 2 +δ+1)
y

inπ(ay 2 +y 2 +2δ+2)
y

+e

y

y

− 2e

−e

inπ(ay 2 +y 2 +δy+2δ+2)
y

inπ(2y 2 +ay+2δy+2)
y

inπ(2y 2 +ay+2δy+δ+1)
y

− 2e

inπ(2y 2 +ay+2δy+δ+2)
y

Expressing δ in terms of the string coupling δ = 2πi/gs , we evidently get nonperturbative contributions of type exp(−1/gs ). (We did not explicitly substitute
in the above in order to avoid further complication of the lengthy expression.)
Similarly, one can introduce a Kähler parameter τ2 by expressing a in terms of τ2 ,
i.e., a = (2τ2 /gs + 2y − 1)/(2y).
Note that similar calculations of non-perturbative corrections, carried out in
[21, 23], coincide with purely string calculations [28, 29]. For the Klein bottle
contributions derived here, there is presently no corresponding calculation from
topological string theory available to compare with.

5

Conclusion

In this work we derived exact expressions for the partitions functions of the refined
Chern-Simons theories of B, C types (A, D were known earlier, cf., [9, 14, 10, 19,
21]) on S 3 in terms of multiple sine functions. Such expressions are convenient for
investigation of their dualities with topological strings, and for derivation of nonperturbative corrections. Although the derivation is lengthy (partially presented
in Appendix B), the answers are simple and very close to each other.
Then, following the now standard procedure, we derived a Gopakumar-Vafa
type representation of the free energies (i.e. separate the perturbative, over string
coupling constant, part), and suggest an identification of the contributions with
different types of world-sheet surfaces. We observed the trebling phenomenon. It
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(4.3)

inπ(ay 2 +y 2 +δy+2)

inπ(ay 2 +y 2 +δy+2δ)

inπ(2y 2 +ay+2δy+1)
y

−e

.

means that in the case of the refined theory the shifts of the initial Kähler parameter are different for three types of surfaces, contributing into partition function.
Two of these parameters can be described as deformations of the initial one, so
that in the non-refined limit, they tend to the initial Kähler parameter. The third
one, namely that for the Klein bottles, is not equal to the initial one at y = 1.
However, having that the coefficients corresponding to this surface becomes zero
in that limit, this third parameter does not contribute into the non-refined limit.
This interpretation should be stressed to be a hypothesis – a natural one,
though still to be confirmed by some independent string-theory calculations of the
refined amplitudes, connected with different orientifolded surfaces. Such calculations are yet to be carried out. However, this interpretation in terms of different
types of surfaces itself supports the idea of an existence of some microscopic theory
of the refined topological strings, which is still unknown (although consider [30]).
The expansion over the string coupling gs still satisfies the rules of the non-refined
case – the powers gχ are given by the Euler characteristics χ of the corresponding
surfaces. However, there is no path integral representation for the coefficients of
this expansion, which now depend on the additional refinement parameter y.
The results for D case can be compared with those in [14], where the GV type
partition function for D case was calculated for the first time, and a duality with
the refined topological strings was stated. The GV type part of our free energy
for D case (i.e., the sum of (3.12), (3.14), and (3.16)) coincides with their result
((7,8) or (7.9) in [14]), after a redefinition of variables. The difference is that here
we suggested a more detailed correspondence of terms of GV type expansion with
different types of surfaces, similar to that suggested in [6] in the non-refined limit
y = 1. Of course, our answers in the non-refined limit agree with those in [6].
This study can be continued in several directions. In [31] (in preparation) we
hope to address the limit of the Chern-Simons theories near the conifold singularity.
In this limit the corresponding partition functions appear to be coinciding with
the refined version of the universal volume of the groups. This slightly differs
from the previously studied refined matrix model [32], it is interesting to compare
conclusions of these two models.
Another possible direction of research is the extension of the approach presented on the exceptional gauge groups. In case of these groups the non-refined
Chern-Simons theory is suggested [22] to be dual to a refined topological string.
However, the problem of refined version of the Chern-Simons theories for the exceptional groups remains open.
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A

Multiple sine functions

For the readers convenience, we will recall in this appendix some basic properties
of the multiple sine functions Sr (z|ω) of importance for the derivations in this
work, see [33, 34].
The integral representation of multiple sine functions reads
Z
I
dx
dx
r1
r
ln Sr (z|ω) = (−1)
I(x, z|ω) + (−1)
I(x, z|ω)
2
x
R+ x
Z
(A.1)
1
dx
= (−1)r−1 I(x, z|ω) + (−1)r
I(x, z|ω) ,
2
R− x
with

ezx
,
ωi x − 1)
k=1 (e

I(x, z|ω) = Qr

and where the integration over the small circle at the origin proceeds counterclockwise.
Some basic properties of Sr (z|ω) useful for analytic manipulations:
r+1

Sr (z|a1 , ..., ar ) = Sr (a − z|a)(−1)

,

(A.2)

a = a1 + ... + ar ,

(A.3)

Sr (cz|ca1 , ..., car ) = Sr (z|a1 , ..., ar ) ,
Sr (z + ai |a1 , ..., ar )
Sr (z + ai |a1 , ..., ar ) =
,
Sr (z + ai |a1 , ..., ai−1 , ai+1 , ..., ar
Sr (z + a|2a, a2 ..., ar )Sr (z|2a, a2 ..., ar ) = Sr (z|a, a2 ..., ar ) ,
p
Sr (z|a, a, a3 ..., ar )
,
Sr (z + a|a, 2a, a3 ..., ar ) = p
Sr−1 (z|2a, a3 ..., ar )
r
b
S2 (a|a, b) =
,
a
√
a
S2 ( |a, b) = 2 ,
2
a+b
|a, b) = 1 ,
S2 (
2
x
S1 (x|w) = 2 sin(π ) .
w

(A.4)
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(A.5)
(A.6)
(A.7)
(A.8)
(A.9)
(A.10)
(A.11)

In our derivations we also made use of the relation
Sr (N y|ω) =

N
−1
Y

Sr (y +

ki =0,i=1,...,r

ki ωi
|ω) ,
N

(A.12)

and its y → 0 limit given by
N=

N
−1
Y

Sr (

ki =0,i=1,...,r, {k6=0}

ki ωi
|ω) .
N

(A.13)

Note that both products above run over all ki ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}, but in the later
the null-vector k = 0 is excluded.

B

Outline of the derivation of the partition
function for B, C

For the Cn algebras we choose the normalization with the square of the long root
being 4. Then FX reads
ACn
BCn

2
2y
BCn = (q − 1) q − 1


ACn = (q + 1)q y q 2ny − 1 q 2ny+1 − 1 +



q 2y − 1 (q ny − 1) q ny+1 − 1 q 2ny+1 − 1
FCn =

(B.1)
(B.2)
(B.3)
(B.4)

The starting point for the derivation of the partition function is formula (1.7),
which we present below in a form more appropriate for transformation into multiple
sine functions via expression (A.1), i.e.,

Z
e2xty − e2xδ
dx
1
ln Z = −
FX (2x, y) .
(B.5)
2 R+ x (e2xty − 1) (e2xδ − 1)
Next we substitute the expression for FX , and write the numerator of the
integrand as a sum of exponents with integer coefficients. Using (A.1) we obtain
the product/ratio of multiple sine functions in corresponding powers (given by
integer coefficients in front of exponents). Note that we can add to (A.1) (one half
of the) residue of the integrand at zero, which is zero. This means that when we
transform (B.5) into terms of multiple sine functions, we can assume that the first
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terms (Bernoulli polynomials) have been accounted for, since they sum up to zero.
We obtain
1
=(B.6)
ZC
S4 (2y|a)S4 (3y|a)S4 (1 + 3y|a)S4 (3y + ty|a)S4 (1 + 3y − y|a)S4 (2 + 3ty − y|a)
S42 (1 + y + 2ty|a)S4 (2 + y + 2ty|a)S4 (4y|a)S4 (y + ty|a)S4 (1 + y + ty|a)
S4 (2 + 4ty − y|a)S4 (1 + 4ty − y|a)S4 (1 + ty + 3y|a)S4 (2 + 4ty|a)
×
,
S2 (1 + 3ty + y|1, 2δ)S4 (2 + 4ty − 2y|a)S4 (y + 2ty|a)S4 (2 + 3ty + y|a)
with parameters of the sine functions given by a = (2, 2y, 2ty, 2δ), and we introduced Vogel’s parameter t = n + 1 for Cn algebra.
Next we apply the fusion property (A.6) to pairs (2,3), (5,6), (4,9) and (7,8)
in the numerator, and to pairs (1,2), (1,8), (4,5) and (6,9) of sine functions in the
denominator. Note that we numerated the sine functions in the numerator, and
separately in the denominator, from left to right. In particular, sine function number 1 in the denominator is fused twice, because the corresponding sine function
is squared. In all cases, the parameter of the fusion in (A.6) is a = 2. The result
of these fusions (in the same order) is given by
S4 (3y|b)S4 (1 + 3ty − y|b)S4 (3y + ty|b)S4 (1 + 4ty − y|b)
S4 (1 + y + 2ty|ab)S4 (y + ty|b)S4 (1 + 3ty + y|b)S4 (y + 2ty|b)
b = (1, 2y, 2ty, 2δ)

(B.7)
(B.8)

Further, consider the following two ratios in (B.6): The first sine in the numerator
together with the third one in the denominator, and the 10th sine in the numerator
paired with the seventh sine in the denominator. These factors simplify to
S4 (2y|a)
= S3 (2y|2, 2ty, 2δ)
S4 (4y|a)
1
S4 (2 + 4ty|a)
=
S4 (2 + 4ty − 2y|a)
S3 (2 + 4ty − 2y|2, 2ty, 2δ)

(B.9)
(B.10)

The ratio of the resulting triple sines can be transformed further:
S3 (2y|2, 2ty, 2δ)
S2 (2 + 2ty − 2y|2, 2δ)
=
S3 (2 + 4ty − 2y|2, 2ty, 2δ)
S2 (2 + 2ty − 2y|2, 2ty)
Altogether, we obtain for the (inverse of) the partition function:
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(B.11)

1
=
ZC
S4 (3y|b)S4 (1 + 3ty − y|b)S4 (3y + ty|b)S4 (1 + 4ty − y|b)
×
S4 (1 + y + 2ty|b)S4 (y + ty|b)S4 (1 + 3ty + y|b)S4 (y + 2ty|b)
S2 (2 + 2ty − 2y|2, 2δ)
S2 (2 + 2ty − 2y|2, 2ty)
b = (1, 2y, 2ty, 2δ)

(B.12)

In this expression we can again numerate the sines separately in the numerator
and denominator, and use the fusion formula (A.6), with parameter a = ty. The
pairs to fuse are (1,3) and (2,4) in the denominator, and the same pairs in the
numerator. The fusion yields
S4 (3y|c)S4 (1 + 3ty − y|c) S2 (2 + 2ty − 2y|2, 2δ)
S4 (1 + y + 2ty|c)S4 (y + ty|c) S2 (2 + 2ty − 2y|2, 2ty)
c = (1, 2y, ty, 2δ)

(B.13)
(B.14)

Next, we cancel all fourth sines:
S4 (1 + 3ty − y|c)
S3 (1 + 2ty − y|1, ty, 2δ)
=
S4 (1 + y + 2ty|c)
S3 (1 + 2ty − y|1, 2y, 2δ)
S3 (y|1, 2y, 2δ)
S4 (3y|c)
=
S4 (y + ty|c)
S3 (y|1, ty, 2δ)

(B.15)
(B.16)

Finally, one can cancel all sines with ty in the parameters, and obtain the final
answer for the partition function, i.e.,
1
S2 (2 + 2ty − 2y|2, 2δ)
S3 (y|1, 2y, 2δ)
=
.
ZC
S3 (1 + 2ty − y|1, 2y, 2δ) S2 (1 + ty − y|1, 2δ)

(B.17)

Compared with the initial expression, this is a remarkably simple answer. It can
be checked to coincide in the unrefined limit (y = 1) with the partition function
given in [23]. Another check is the numerical coincidence with the initial expression
(B.5) at random values of the three parameters δ, n, y.
A similar, although more cumbersome, calculation can be performed for the
B case, yielding (2.5). In particular, we made use of relations (A.12) and (A.13)
for the derivation. As before, we confirmed the validity of the final result by a
numerical check.

21

References
[1] G. ’t Hooft, A planar diagram theory for strong interactions, Nuclear Physics
B. (1974) 72 (3), 461. doi:10.1016/0550-3213(74)90154-0
[2] E. Witten, Quantum field theory and the Jones polynomial, Comm. Math.
Phys. 121 (1989), 351-399.
[3] Gopakumar, R., and C. Vafa, 1998a, “M-theory and topological strings, I”
hep-th/9809187.
[4] Gopakumar, R., and C. Vafa, 1998b, “M-theory and topological strings, II”
hep-th/9812127.
[5] Gopakumar, R., and C. Vafa, 1999, “On the gauge theory/ geometry correspondence,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 3, 1415; hep-th/9811131.
[6] S. Sinha and C. Vafa, SO and Sp Chern-Simons at Large N,
arXiv:hep-th/0012136 (2000).
[7] N. A. Nekrasov, “Seiberg-Witten prepotential from instanton counting,” Adv.
Theor. Math. Phys. 7 (2004) 831 arxiv:0206161.
[8] A. Iqbal, C. Kozcaz and C. Vafa, “The Refined topological vertex,” JHEP
0910 (2009) 069 arxiv:0701156.
[9] M. Aganagic and S. Shakirov, Knot Homology and Refined Chern-Simons
Index, Commun. Math. Phys. 333 (2015) 1, 187 [arxiv1105.5117hep-th].
[10] M. Aganagic and S. Shakirov, Refined Chern-Simons Theory and Knot Homology, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 85 (2012) 3 [arxiv1202.2489hep-th].
[11] I.G. Macdonald, A new class of symmetric functions , Publ.I.R.M.A., Strasbourg, Actes 20-e Seminaire Lotharingen, (1988), 131–171 .
[12] I.G. Macdonald, Orthogonal polynomials associated with root systems,
preprint(1988).
[13] I.G. Macdonald, Some conjectures for root systems, SIAM J.Math. Anal. 13:6
(1982), 988–1007.
[14] M. Aganagic and K. Schaeffer, Orientifolds and the Refined Topological
String, JHEP 1209 (2012) 084 [arxiv1202.4456hep-th].
[15] R.L. Mkrtchyan and A.P. Veselov, Universality in Chern-Simons theory,
JHEP08 (2012) 153, arXiv:1203.0766.

22

[16] R.L.Mkrtchyan,
Nonperturbative
JHEP09(2013)054, arXiv:1302.1507

universal

Chern-Simons

theory,

[17] P. Vogel, The Universal Lie algebra. Preprint (1999), https://webusers.imjprg.fr/˜pierre.vogel/grenoble-99b.pdf
[18] P.Vogel, Algebraic structures on modules of diagrams. Preprint (1995),
www.math.jussieu.fr/˜vogel/diagrams.pdf, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 215 (2011),
no. 6, 1292-1339.
[19] D. Krefl and A. Schwarz, Refined Chern-Simons versus Vogel universality,
Journal of Geometry and Physics, 74 (2013) 119-129, arXiv:1304.7873
[20] M.Y. Avetisyan, R.L. Mkrtchyan, On partition functions of refined ChernSimons theories on S3, arxiv 2107.08679 , J. High Energ. Phys. 2021, 33
(2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)033
[21] D. Krefl and R.Mkrtchyan, Exact Chern-Simons / Topological String duality,
arXiv:1506.03907, JHEP10, (2015), 45.
[22] R.L. Mkrtchyan, Chern-Simons theory with the exceptional gauge group as a
refined topological string, arXiv: 2007.09346, Physics Letters B, Volume 808,
10 September 2020, 135692, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135692
[23] R.L. Mkrtchyan, On a Gopakumar-Vafa form of partition function of ChernSimons theory on classical and exceptional lines, arXiv:1410.0376, JHEP12,
(2014), 171
[24] Ooguri, H., and C. Vafa, 2002, “Worldsheet derivation of a large N duality,”
Nucl. Phys. B 641, 3; eprint hepth/ 0205297.
[25] D. Krefl and J. Walcher, “Extended Holomorphic Anomaly in Gauge Theory,”
Lett. Math. Phys. 95 (2011) 67 arXiv:1007.0263 hep-th].
[26] D. Krefl and J. Walcher, “Shift versus Extension in Refined Partition Functions,” arXiv:1010.2635 hep-th.
[27] G. Lockhart and C. Vafa, Superconformal Partition Functions and Nonperturbative Topological Strings, arXiv:1210.5909, JHEP10 (2018) 051
[28] Y. Hatsuda, M. Marino, S. Moriyama and K. Okuyama, Non-perturbative
effects and the refined topological string, JHEP 1409 (2014) 168
arXiv:1306.1734[hep-th].

23

[29] Y. Hatsuda, Spectral zeta function and non-perturbative effects in ABJM
Fermi-gas, arxiv1503.07883[hep-th].
[30] Carlo Angelantonj, Ignatios Antoniadis, Ioannis Florakis and Hongliang
Jiang, Refined Topological Amplitudes from the Ω -Background in String
Theory, arXiv:2202.13205 [hep-th]
[31] M. Avetisyan and R. Mkrtchyan, Refined Chern-Simons / topological string
for classical gauge groups: conifold singularity, in preparation
[32] Krefl, D., Walcher, J. ABCD of beta ensembles and topological strings, J. High
Energ. Phys. 2012, 111 (2012), https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2012)111
[33] Atsushi Narukawa, The modular properties and the integral representations of
the multiple elliptic gamma functions, Adv. in Math. 189 (2) (2004) 247-267,
[34] Nobushige Kurokawa and Shin-ya Koyama, Multiple sine functions, Forum
Mathematicum 15(6) (2003), 839 - 876, DOI: 10.1515/form.2003.042

24

