arXiv:1712.10255v3 [hep-th] 27 Aug 2018

UT-17-34

An Elliptic Vertex of Awata-Feigin-Shiraishi type for M-strings

Rui-Dong Zhu

Department of Physics, The University of Tokyo Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo, Japan

Abstract

We write down a vertical representation for the elliptic Ding-Iohara-Miki algebra, and construct an elliptic version of the refined topological vertex of Awata, Feigin and Shiraishi . We show explicitly that this vertex reproduces the elliptic genus of M-strings, and that it is an intertwiner of the algebra.

1 Introduction

The AGT relation [1, 2] is an intriguing string duality connecting 4d N = 2 gauge theories and 2d CFTs. It was inspired by the class S construction [3] of N = 2 gauge theories by compactifying certain 6d N = (2, 0) SCFT on a punctured Riemann surface. There is a similar proposal [4] for 5d N = 1 gauge theories, whose dual is proposed to be q-deformed W-algebras. The class S picture clearly does not explain the origin of this q-deformed W-symmetry, and that the 5d AGT relation reduces to the original AGT proposal in the q → 1 limit suggests that another picture might exist for this kind of relations, which can be converted to the class S picture through a series of string dualities. Interestingly, in 2011, an alternative but equivalent realization of the refined topological vertex to the original Iqbal-Kozcaz-Vafa (IKV) version [5] was reported by Awata, Feigin, and Shiraishi (AFS) [6], to be identified as the intertwiner^1 in a so-called Ding-Iohara-Miki (DIM) algebra [7, 8]. This underlying algebra is established to be a q-deformed W_{1+∞} algebra [8], and in [9] (see also [10]), it is conjectured to be the same W_∞[μ] algebra used in the higherspin AdS_3/CFT_2 holography [11] up to a u(1)-extension. In [6], the (p, q)-brane web [12] used to construct 5d gauge theories, which is dual to the toric diagram of the toric Calabi-Yau manifold in the topological string approach [13], is interpreted as a web of representations of the DIM algebra. This suggests a potential connection between the toric diagram and the origin of the W-symmetry of gauge theories. Indeed, a linear W_{1+∞} symmetry is discovered in the B-model on the mirror Calabi-Yau [14] in the unrefined limit. There is another type of q-deformed W-algebra associated to the quiver of 5d gauge theories discovered in [15]. Let us denote this W-algebra associated to the quiver Γ as W_{q,t}(Γ) and the W-lagebra associated to the gauge group g in the original AGT proposal as W_{q,t}(g) (these q-deformed W-algebras associated to Lie algebra g, W_{q,t}(g), are the same as those defined in [16]). W_{q,t}(Γ) transforms to W_{q,t}(g) under the fiber-base duality [17], which interchanges D5-branes and NS5-branes in terms of the brane web. Interestingly, the fiber-base duality can be found in the SL(2, Z) automorphism [8] of the DIM algebra, as explained in [18] that both W_{q,t}(g) and W_{q,t}(Γ) are embedded respectively in the vertical and horizontal representation of the DIM algebra. More generally, truncation of the (p, q)-brane web at different angles gives rise to various W-algebras as discussed in [19]. It is then natural to expect a detailed investigation on the DIM algebra will reveal the nature of the AGT relation, even though neither the field-theory realization of q-W algebras nor the worldsheet formulation of the refined topological string is clear at the current stage.

It was soon discovered that the partition function of 6d N = (1, 0) theory realized by compactified (p, q)-brane web along the NS5-brane direction[20] also has interpretation as a conformal block in the elliptic Virasoro algebra [21, 22]. The 6d partition function is computed with the refined topological vertex on a compactified toric Calabi-Yau [23, 20, 21], and the system is argued to be dual to the system of M2 branes suspended between parallel M5 branes, or the M-strings (on A-

1The IKV refined topological vertex is the tensor element of this intertwiner under some proper basis.

type ALE space [24]). An alternative derivation of the 5d and 6d AGT relation from the M-string was provided in [25, 26]. On the other hand, a natural elliptic extension of the DIM algebra was constructed in a rather different context [27], and we refer to this algebra as the elliptic DIM algebra in this article. As already discussed in [21], the elliptic Virasoro algebra can be embedded into the coproduct of two horizontal representations of the elliptic DIM algebra constructed in [27], and thus it is natural to expect that one can formulate the M-strings computation in a similar way to [6] with a web of representations of the elliptic DIM algebra.

In this paper, we first write down a representation of the elliptic DIM algebra in analogy to the vertical representation of the usual DIM algebra, and then we construct an elliptic version of the refined topological vertex. As the main claim of this paper, we prove the AFS property, which states that the elliptic AFS vertex is indeed an intertwiner of the elliptic DIM algebra (the algebra acts in the adjoint way to the vertex). At the end, we conclude the article by discussing the application of these vertices to the elliptic AGT relation.

The following figure sketches another point of this paper: the elliptic genus of M-strings (instanton partition function of 6d theories) can be produced with the elliptic vertex introduced in this paper.

C_{(μν),(ξ,ζ),λ}

Notation related to Young diagrams For a given Young diagram λ, we decompose it into a series of non-negative integer numbers {λ_i|i ∈ Z_+} satisfying, λ_1 ≥ λ_2 ≥ λ_3 ≥ . . . . These numbers correspond to the number of boxes in each column of the Young diagram. We denote λ^t as the transpoed Young diagram of λ, and (i, j) ∈ λ stands for the box in the i-th row and j-th column in λ. All notations used in this article are listed in the following table.

Figure 1: An example of Young diagram λ and boxes in A(λ) (shaded) and in R(λ) (dotted). (Boxes in A(λ) do not belong to λ, and R(λ) ⊂ λ. We always have |A(λ)| − |R(λ)| = 1. )

terminology notation meaning arm length a(i, j) a(i, j) = λ^t_j − i leg length ℓ(i, j) ℓ(i, j) = λ_i − j coordinate of a box x = (i, j) ∈ λ χ_x χ_x = vq^{i−1}_1 q^{j−1}_2 with v the highestweight parameter of λ set of all boxes that can be added to λ A(λ) see Figure 1 set of all boxes that can be removed from λ

R(λ) see Figure 1 size of λ |λ| |λ| = ∑ i λ_i The Frobenius coordinate (α_1, α_2, . . . , α_s|β_1, β_2, . . . , β_s) of a Young diagram λ is defined by α_i = a(i, i) + 1 2 , β_i = ℓ(i, i) + 1 2 , for i = 1, 2, . . . , s. (1.1)

s represents the number of boxes in the diagonal direction of λ. Note that ∑ i(α_i + β_i) = |λ| and exchanging α_i and β_i transforms λ to λ^t.

2 Elliptic Genus of M-strings

The elliptic genus of M-strings [20] can be computed from the refined topological string on a Calabi- Yau geometry specified by a toric diagram with its top and bottom external legs identified together. It can also be interpreted as the instanton partition function of the corresponding 6d N = (1, 0) theory on R^4 × T^2 with omega background twisting. This partition function is an elliptic version of the Nekrasov partition function, which is a natural consequence from the fact that the refined topological vertex on toric Calabi-Yau is dual to 5d N = 1 theory constructed from (p, q)-brane web, and the compactification (i.e. identification of external legs) of this brane web along the NS5 direction lifts the theory to 6d. We give a brief review on it in this section, by rederiving it on the compactified toric Calabi-Yau, with the Awata-Feigin-Shiraishi (AFS) version of the refined topological vertex [6] (see also [18] for a review and generalization). The derivation for the partition function of a strip with arbitrary even number of horizontal legs was originally done in [21]. The building block for a compactified brane web is

Φ^∗[v_1]

Φ[v_2]

We note that by replacing Φ^∗ and Φ with the generalized AFS vertices introduced in [18], it is possible to build the compactified brane web with arbitrary rank of gauge group. What we need to do is to take the trace over the Fock space of the horizontal representation of the DIM algebra. There are various of ways to compute the trace in the Fock space, and one of them is reviewed in Appendix A. The trace of : Φ[v_2]Φ^∗[v_1] can be evaluated to^2 ∏ n>0 1 − p^n t^∗(λ, v_1)t(μ, v_2) tr_τ : Φ^∗_λ[v_1]Φ_μ[v_2] :

= exp ( − ∑ n>0 1 n p^n 1 − p^n 1 (1 − t^n)(1 − q^{−n}) ( 1 + q^n_3 − γ^n ( v_1 v_2 )_n − γ^n ( v_2 v_1 )_n

−(1 − t^n)(1 − q^{−n}) (( χ_y v_2 )_n − γ^{−n} ( χ_y v_1 )_n − γ^{−n} ( χ_x v_2 )_n + q^{−n}_3 ( χ_x v_1 )_n)

−(1 − t^n)(1 − q^{−n}) (( v_1 χ_x )_n − γ^n ( v_1 χ_y )_n − γ^n ( v_2 χ_x )_n + q^n_3 ( v_2 χ_y )_n)

+(1 − t^n)^2(1 − q^{−n})^2 ( q^{−n}_3 ( χ_x χ_x′ )_n − γ^{−n} ( χ_y χ_x )_n − γ^{−n} ( χ_x χ_y )_n − ( χ_y χ_y′ )_n)) , (2.1)

where q_3 := t/q = γ^2, p = e^{−τ} is the modulus of the torus, and the AFS vertices are given by

Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v] = t_n(λ, u, v) : Φ_∅(v) ∏ x∈λ η(χ_x) :, (2.2)

Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] = t^∗_n(λ, u, v) : Φ^∗_∅(v) ∏ x∈λ ξ(χ_x), (2.3)

with the normalization factors t_n(λ, u, v) = (−uv)^{|λ|} ∏ x∈λ (γ/χ_x)^{n+1}, (2.4) t^∗_n(λ, u, v) = (γu)^{−|λ|} ∏ x∈λ (χ_x/γ)^n, (2.5)

2We used a convenient notation in this equation that whenever x, or x^′ (resp. y or y^′) appears, it is summed over all boxes in x, x^′ ∈ λ (resp. y, y^′ ∈ μ). This convenient notation is used throughout this section.

and the vertex operators,

V_±(z) = exp ( ± ∑ n≥1 1 n z^{∓n} 1 − q^{∓n} a_{±n} ) , (2.6)

Φ_∅(v) = V_−(v)V_+(v), (2.7) Φ^∗_∅(v) = V^{−1}_− (γv)V^{−1}_+ (v/γ), (2.8)

η(z) = exp ( ∑ n≥1 1 − t^{−n} n z^na_{−n} ) exp ( − ∑ n≥1 1 − t^n n z^{−n}a_n ) , (2.9)

ξ(z) = exp ( − ∑ n≥1 1 − t^{−n} n γ^nz^na_{−n} ) exp ( ∑ n≥1 1 − t^n n γ^nz^{−n}a_n ) , (2.10)

expressed in q-bosons satisfying [a_n, a_{−m}] = n 1 − q^{|n|} 1 − t^{|n|} δ_{n,m}. (2.11)

q and t are two Ω-background parameters, and γ is a short notation for γ = (t/q)^{1/2}. χ_x is a coordinate-like complex number assigned to each box x in the Young diagram λ associated to the Coulomb branch parameter^3 v. When x is in the i-th row and j-th column, χ_x = vq^{i−1}t^{−j+1}. We note that u-dependence of the AFS vertex was not explicitly written in the l.h.s. of equation (2.1), as it only appears in the overall normalization factor t and t^∗ and cancels out on the r.h.s. Refer to [6, 18] for more details about the AFS vertex.

Equation (2.1) can be divided into four parts. First we have an overall factor which does not depend on λ or μ, i.e. terms in the first line of equation (2.1) combined with a similar factor from the contraction of Φ^∗_λ and Φ_μ, G^{ellip}(γv_1, v_2; q, t, p) := exp [_∞ ∑ n=1 1 n 1 (1 − q^{−n})(1 − t^n)

((γv_1/v_2)^n − p^n 1 − p^n ( 1 + q^n_3 − γ^n ( v_1 v_2 )_n − γ^n ( v_2 v_1 )_n))] . (2.12)

This is an elliptic version of the original overall factor G(γv_1, v_2; q, t) := exp (∑_∞ n=1 1 n (γv_1 /v_2)^n (1−q^{−n})(1−t^n ) ) with an additional new prefactor Z^{ellip} := exp ( − ∞∑ n=1 1 n 1 + q^n_3 (1 − q^{−n})(1 − t^n)(1 − p^n) ) . (2.13)

3To be more precise, it is the position parameter for the associated D5 brane in the brane web. The ratio of two v’s parameterizes the Coulomb branch.

The second part depends on both λ and μ, and it is an elliptic version of the bifundamental contribution. Up to the original bifundamental contribution coming from the contraction of Φ^∗ and Φ, Z_{bfd}(v_1, λ, v_2, μ|γ^{−1}) = ∏ x∈λ,y∈μ ( 1 − qγχ_x tv_2 ) ( 1 − γv_1 χ_y ) ( 1 −^{γqχx}_{χy} ) ( 1 −^{t−1γχx}_{χy} ) ( 1 −^{γχx}_{χy} ) ( 1 −^{qt−1γχx}_{χy} ), (2.14)

and we have in addition, exp ( − ∑ n>0 1 n p^n 1 − p^n ( γ^{−n} ( χ_y v_1 )_n + γ^{−n} ( χ_x v_2 )_n + γ^n ( v_1 χ_y )_n + γ^n ( v_2 χ_x )_n

−(1 − t^{−n})(1 − q^n) ( γ^n ( χ_y χ_x )_n + γ^n ( χ_x χ_y )_n)))

= ( pγ^{−1} χ_y v_1 ; p ) ∞ ( pγ^{−1} χ_x v_2 ; p ) ∞ ( pγ v_1 χ_y ; p ) ∞ ( pγ v_2 χ_x ; p ) ∞ × ( pt^{−1}γ^{χy}_{χx} ; p ) ∞ ( pqγ^{χy}_{χx} ; p ) ∞ ( pγ^{χy}_{χx} ; p ) ∞ ( pq^{−1}_3 γ^{χy}_{χx} ; p ) ∞

( pt^{−1}γ^{χx}_{χy} ; p ) ∞ ( pqγ^{χx}_{χy} ; p ) ∞ ( pγ^{χx}_{χy} ; p ) ∞ ( pq^{−1}_3 γ^{χx}_{χy} ; p ) ∞ , (2.15)

which combine together into Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, μ|γ^{−1}) = ∏ y∈μ θ_p(γv_1/χ_y) ∏ x∈λ θ_p(γ^{−1}χ_x/v_2) ∏ x∈λ,y∈μ θ_p(t^{−1}γχ_x/χ_y)θ_p(qγχ_x/χ_y) θ_p(γχ_x/χ_y)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 γχ_x/χ_y)

, (2.16)

where the θ-function θ_p(z) is defined by

θ_p(z) = (z; p)_∞ ( pz^{−1}; p ) ∞ = ∏ k≥0 ( 1 − p^kz ) ∏ k≥0 ( 1 − p^{k+1}z^{−1} ) . (2.17)

This is precisely the elliptic Nekrasov factor, and we review its several equivalent expressions in Appendix C.

The remaining two parts correct the vector multiplet contributions of λ and μ respectively. The factor associated to λ reads exp [ ∑ n>0 1 n p^n 1 − p^n ( q^{−n}_3 ( χ_x v_1 )_n + ( v_1 χ_x )_n − (1 − t^n)(1 − q^{−n})q^{−n}_3 ( χ_x χ_x′ )_n)] , (2.18)

and that for μ is given by exp [ ∑ n>0 1 n p^n 1 − p^n (( χ_y v_2 )_n + q^n_3 ( v_2 χ_y )_n − (1 − t^n)(1 − q^{−n}) ( χ_y χ_y′ )_n)] . (2.19)

Note that the vector multiplet contribution comes from the inner product of Φ^∗ and Φ, it is corrected by both a (2.18)-like factor and also a (2.19)-like factor. Taking into account of the γ^{−1} shift in (2.16), we find that Z^{ellip}_{vec} (v, λ) = Z_{bfd}(v, λ; v, λ|1)^{−1}. (2.20)

Therefore, we see that the partition function of the 6d theory on T^2 can also be built with building blocks of Z^{ellip}_{bfd} and Z^{ellip}_{vec} , i.e. elliptic Nekrasov factors. In section 5, we will show that the elliptic vertex introduced there reproduces the above instanton partition function (elliptic genus) by reproducing the correct expressions of Z^{ellip}_{bfd} and Z^{ellip}_{vec} .

3 Elliptic Ding-Iohara-Miki Algebra [27]

In the following sections, we construct an elliptic topological vertex, which is formulated on the toric diagram (brane web before compactification) while reproduces the elliptic partition function. We start from the definition and basic properties of the elliptic DIM algebra.

Definition 1 The elliptic DIM algebra is specified by the generators ψ^±(z), x^±(z), and the following relations (q_1q_2q_3 = 1),

[ψ^±(z), ψ^±(w)] = 0, (3.1)

ψ^+(z) ψ^−(w) = g_{ellip} (γ̂z/w) g_{ellip} (γ̂^{−1}z/w) ψ^−(w) ψ^+(z) (3.2) ψ^±(z) x^+(w) = g_{ellip} ( γ̂^{± 12} z/w ) x^+(w) ψ^±(z) (3.3) ψ^±(z) x^−(w) = g_{ellip} ( γ̂^{∓ 12} z/w )_{−1} x^−(w) ψ^±(z) (3.4) x^±(z) x^±(w) = g_{ellip} (z/w)^{±1} x^±(w) x^±(z) (3.5) [ x^+(z), x^−(w) ] = θ_p(q_1)θ_p(q_2) (p; p)^2_∞ θ_p(q_1q_2) ( δ (γ̂w/z) ψ^+ ( γ̂^{12} w ) − δ ( γ̂^{−1}w/z ) ψ^− ( γ̂^{− 12} w )) , (3.6)

with, g_{ellip}(z) = ∏ i θ_p(q_iz) θ_p(q^{−1}_i z)

. (3.7)

Remark: There is an apparent automorphism of the algebra, i.e. interchanging among the parameters q_1 ↔ q_2 ↔ q_3. We set, when no further instruction is added, q_1 = q, q_2 = t^{−1} and q_3 = q^{−1}_1 q^{−1}_2 = t/q in this article.

This algebra admits a Hopf algebra structure, with a standard Drinfeld coproduct, as can be already seen in the discussion of Ding and Iohara’s original paper [7]. We have the following lemma for the concrete form of the coproduct and it is shown by explicit computation in Appendix D.

Lemma 1 The elliptic DIM algebra is equipped with the following coproduct structure. Δ(x^+(z)) = x^+(z) ⊗ 1 + ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}z), Δ(x^−(z)) = x^−(γ̂_{(2)}z) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) + 1 ⊗ x^−(z), Δ(ψ^+(z)) = ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} z), Δ(ψ^−(z)) = ψ^−(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z),

(3.8)

where γ̂_{(1)} = γ̂ ⊗ 1 and γ̂_{(2)} = 1 ⊗ γ̂. □ Remark: We note that from θ_p(z^{−1}) = −z^{−1}θ_p(z), an important property, g_{ellip}(z^{−1}) = g_{ellip}(z)^{−1}, (3.9) holds for the algebra.

Remark: Unlike in the usual DIM, the mode expansion of x^±(z) and ψ^±(z) are all given by [27] x^±(z) =: ∑ n∈Z x^±_n z^{−n}, ψ^±(z) =: ∑ n∈Z ψ^±_n z^{−n}, (3.10)

the direct consequence of which is that ψ^±_0 are no longer centers of the algebra.

4 Representations of Elliptic DIM

In this section, we briefly discuss several representations of the elliptic DIM, in analogy to the vertical and horizontal representations of the usual DIM algebra. These representations will be used in the construction of the elliptic vertex in the next section. An important feature of these representations is that in the p → 0 limit, they reduce to well-defined and yet non-trivial representations of the usual DIM algebra, that is to say, if we further expand the generators of the elliptic DIM with respect to p, as x^±(z) =: ∑ n∈Z,m∈Z_{≥0} x^±_{m,n}z^{−n}p^m, ψ^±(z) =: ∑ n∈Z,m∈Z_{≥0} ψ^±_{m,n}z^{−n}p^m, (4.1)

ψ^±_{0,0} are mapped to constants in these representations (since they are central elements in DIM), and give rise to an additional label to γ̂ to this class of representations.

4.1 Vertical Representation

Recall that the (0, N) vertical representation of the normal DIM reads x^+(z) |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩ ∝ z^{−N+1} ∑ x∈A(⃗λ) δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx} 1 zY_{⃗λ} |⃗v, ⃗λ + x⟩⟩, x^−(z) |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩ ∝ z^{N−1} ∑ x∈R(⃗λ) δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx} z^{−1}Y_{⃗λ}(zq^{−1}_3 ) |⃗v, ⃗λ − x⟩⟩, ψ^±(z) |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩ ∝ Ψ_{⃗λ}(z) |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩, which preserves the norm ⟨⟨⃗v, ⃗λ |⃗v, ⃗μ⟩⟩ = δ_{⃗λ,⃗μ}a^{−1}_{⃗λ} with a natural dual representation. A similar representation labeled by one Young diagram of the elliptic DIM which preserves the elliptic instanton partition function can be constructed. The existence of this representation is the key to build the elliptic vertex.

Proposition 1 The following action of generators on the basis labeled by the highest-weight parameter v and a Young diagram λ gives a representation of the elliptic DIM algebra at γ̂ = 1. x^+(z) |v, λ⟩⟩ = b (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ x∈A(λ) δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θ 1 zY^{ellip}_λ (z) |v, λ + x⟩⟩, (4.2)

x^−(z) |v, λ⟩⟩ = b^{−1}γ^{−1} (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ x∈R(λ) δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θz^{−1}Y^{ellip}_λ (zq^{−1}_3 ) |v, λ − x⟩⟩, (4.3) ψ^±(z) |v, λ⟩⟩ = γ^{−1}Ψ^{ellip}_λ (z) |v, λ⟩⟩, (4.4) where the elliptic Y-function is given by Y^{ellip}_λ (z) = ∏ x∈A(λ) θp(χx/z) ∏ x∈R(λ) θp(χx/(zq3)) , (4.5)

Ψ^{ellip}_λ (z) = Y^{ellip}_λ (zq^{−1}_3 )/Y^{ellip}_λ (z), (4.6) and we introduced a notation Res_{z→x}^θf(z) = 1 (p; p)^2_∞

Res_{z→x} f(z), (4.7)

as an elliptic residue. A(λ) and R(λ) are respectively the set of boxes that can be added to or removed from the Young diagram λ to create a Young diagram with size |λ| ± 1. b is a free parameter here. We call this representation the vertical representation of the elliptic DIM algebra. □

The proof is due to the explicit computation and we present it in Appendix F. There is one important point to stress here. It may appear in the above expression of the vertical representation that the representations of ψ^+(z) and ψ^−(z) are the same, but they are in fact different expansion of the same function. In the calculation of Appendix F, to establish the representation with the generalized Ramanujan’s identity (E.1), we replace θ-functions in ψ^+, θ_p(z), with the identity θ_p(z) = −zθ_p(z^{−1}) to obtain the expression of ψ^−. Note that

θ_p(z) = (1 − z) ∞∏ i=1 (1 − p^iz)(1 − p^iz^{−1}), (4.8)

is symmetric about z ↔ z^{−1} in the infinite product, and thus replacing θ_p(z) with θ_p(z) = −zθ_p(z^{−1}) is essentially replacing (1 − z) with −^{(1−z−1)}_{z−1} . When a θ_p(z) is in the denominator, this operation gives rise to a difference proportional to the δ-function.

The simplest way to work out the double expansion of ψ^±(z), (4.1), is to first split the θ-function as (4.8) into an infinite product, which is symmetric about z ↔ z^{−1}, and the part that survives in the p → 0 limit (we call it the DIM part), and we expand the infinite product with repsect to p in the same way as the well-known expansion of θ_p(z) presented in (B.3) and the DIM part about z (resp. z^{−1}) for ψ^+ (ψ^− resp.). This difference on expansion can be viewed as inherited from the representation of the usual DIM algebra obtained in the p → 0 limit, as the only difference between ψ^± comes from the factors in the DIM part.

We have

ψ^±_{0,0} = γ^{∓1}, (4.9)

in this representation.

Remark: We fixed the overall scaling of x^± in the above expressions, but left the relative scaling b to be free for now. It turns out that there is a nice and natural choice of b for a particular expression of the elliptic vertex.

To construct a dual vertical representation, we need to fix a_λ, the inner product of two dual states, in the elliptic case. Recall that in the usual DIM, we can choose a_{⃗λ} = Z_{vect}(⃗v, ⃗λ) N∏ l=1 (γv_l)^{−|⃗λ|} ∏ x∈⃗λ χ_x, (4.10)

then the most natural candidate in the elliptic case is obtained by simply replacing Z_{vect} with its elliptic version, (2.20), using Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v, λ; v^′, ν|μ) = ∏ (i,j)∈λ θ_p ( (v/v^′)μ^{−1}q^{−νtj +i}t^{−λi+j−1} ) ∏ (i,j)∈ν θ_p ( (v/v^′)μ^{−1}q^{λtj −i+1}t^{νi−j} ) , (4.11) i.e. a^{ellip}_λ = Z^{ellip}_{vect} (v, λ)(γv)^{−|λ|} ∏ x∈λ χ_x. (4.12)

Using the recursive relations of Z^{ellip}_{vect} (v, λ) presented in Appendix C, we have a^{ellip}_{λ+x} a^{ellip}_λ = θ_p(q^{−1}_3 ) θ_p(q_1)θ_p(q_2) γχ^{−1}_x Res_{z→χx}^θ 1 Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 )Y_λ(z)

, (4.13) a^{ellip}_{λ−x} a^{ellip}_λ = − θ_p(q^{−1}_3 ) θ_p(q_1)θ_p(q_2) γ^{−1}χ^{−1}_x Res_{z→χx}^θY_λ(zq^{−1}_3 )Y_λ(z), (4.14)

where we used the identity θ_p(z^{−1}) = −z^{−1}θ_p(z).

With (4.13) and (4.14), it is straightforward to derive the following corollary. Corollary 1 The following dual vertical representation, ⟨⟨v, λ| ψ^±(z) = γ^{−1}Ψ^{ellip}_λ (z)⟨⟨v, λ| , (4.15) ⟨⟨v, λ| x^+(z) = − γ^{−1}b (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ x∈R(λ) ⟨⟨v, λ − x| δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θz^{−1}Y^{ellip}_λ (zq^{−1}_3 ), (4.16)

⟨⟨v, λ| x^−(z) = − b^{−1} (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ x∈A(λ) ⟨⟨v, λ + x| δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θ 1 zY^{ellip}_λ (z) , (4.17)

admits a norm structure ⟨⟨v, λ |v, μ⟩⟩ = δ_{λ,μ} ( a^{ellip}_λ )_{−1} . Remark: We will denote the map from elements of the elliptic DIM algebra to operators in the vertical representation space by ρ^{(0,1)}v . Its action on the ket (resp. bra) basis is given by the vertical (resp. dual vertical) representation described above. The corresponding representation space is denoted as F^{(0,1)}v . The label (ℓ_1, ℓ_2) = (0, 1) is inherited from the representation of DIM, and in the current case ρ^{(ℓ1,ℓ2)}v (γ̂, ψ^+_{0,0}/ψ^−_{0,0}) = (q^{ℓ1/2}_3 , q^{−ℓ2}_3 ).

4.2 Horizontal representations [27]

We completely follow the convention used in [27] in this subsection.

Definition 2 (elliptic boson) The elliptic boson is constituted of two copies of Heisenberg algebras with the normalization,

[a_m, a_n] = m(1 − p^{|m|}) 1 − q^{|m|} 1 − t^{|m|} δ_{m+n,0}, [b_m, b_n] = m 1 − p^{|m|} (qt^{−1}p)^{|m|} 1 − q^{|m|} 1 − t^{|m|} δ_{m+n,0}, (4.18)

and a_n and b_n commute with each other.

Definition 3 We define

η(z) =: exp ( − ∑ n≠0 1 − t^{−n} 1 − p^{|n|} p^{|n|}b_n z^n n ) exp ( − ∑ n≠0 1 − t^n 1 − p^{|n|} a_n z^{−n} n ) :, (4.19)

ξ(z) =: exp ( ∑ n≠0 1 − t^{−n} 1 − p^{|n|} γ^{−|n|}p^{|n|}b_n z^n n ) exp ( ∑ n≠0 1 − t^n 1 − p^{|n|} γ^{|n|}a_n z^{−n} n ) :, (4.20)

φ(z) =: exp ( − ∑ n>0 (1 − t^n)(qt^{−1}p)^n 1 − p^n (1 − γ^{2n})γ^{n/2}b_{−n} z^{−n} n ) exp ( ∑ n>0 1 − t^{−n} 1 − p^n (1 − γ^{2n})γ^{−n/2}a_{−n} z^n n ) :, (4.21)

φ̄(z) =: exp ( ∑ n>0 (1 − t^{−n})(qt^{−1}p)^n 1 − p^n (1 − γ^{2n})γ^{n/2}b_n z^n n ) exp ( − ∑ n>0 1 − t^n 1 − p^n (1 − γ^{2n})γ^{−n/2}a_n z^{−n} n ) : . (4.22)

As shown in [27] we have the following representation of the elliptic DIM labeled by n. Proposition 2 The following map gives a representation of the elliptic DIM algebra at γ̂ = γ, x^+(z) → uγ^nz^{−n}η(z), x^−(z) → u^{−1}γ^{−n}z^nξ(z), ψ^+(z) → γ^{−n}φ̄(z), ψ^−(z) → γ^nφ(z). (4.23) u is the highest-weight parameter of the representation. We denote this map with the notation ρ^{(1,n)}u , and F^{(1,n)}u as the representation space of it^4. □ We check this claim in Appendix G.

Remark: In the definition of vertex operators (4.19)-(4.22), we observe that whenever b_n appear, it is always accompanied by a factor p^{|n|}. We can absorb this factor into the normalization of b_n, and then the Heisenberg algebra of b_n becomes completely commutative in the limit p → 0. In this limit, b_n no longer contributes any factor to the correlators, and can be completely dropped out. Therefore, the vertex operators (4.19)-(4.22) reduce to those used in the (1, n) representation of DIM algebra [28, 6], when we take p → 0.

Remark: Note that ψ^±_{0,0} = γ^{∓n}, and indeed (ℓ_1, ℓ_2) = (1, n) for the representation (4.23).

5 Elliptic Awata-Feigin-Shiraishi vertex

As explained in [18], in the AFS approach, each D5-brane (or (1, 0)-brane) in the brane web is mapped to a vertical representation in the algebra and each (n, 1)-brane to a (1, n) horizontal

4F^{(1,n)}_u for any n and u is essentially a tensor product of two Fock spaces.

representation. The highest weight parameters u’s and v’s respectively have the physical meaning of the position parameters of NS5 and D5-branes. At the intersections of three branes, we assign AFS vertices to the brane web, and the VEV of the product of all these vertices gives the instanton partition function of the brane web. In the elliptic case, we will use the elliptic vertex introduced in the this section instead, and will adopt the same rule of assignment to the brane web (without compactification).

Definition 4 (elliptic vertex) We introduce the following elliptic vertices Φ^{(n)} : F^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ F^{(0,1)}_v → F^{(1,n+1)}_{−uv} , (5.1) Φ^{∗(n)} : F^{(1,n+1)}

−uv → F^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ F^{(0,1)}_v , (5.2) and define them in terms of their vector components, Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v] := Φ^{(n)}[u, v] |v, λ⟩⟩ = t_n(λ, u, v) : Φ_∅(v) ∏ x∈λ η(χ_x) :, (5.3) Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] := ⟨⟨v, λ| Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v] = t^∗_n(λ, u, v) : Φ^∗_∅(v) ∏ x∈λ ξ(χ_x) :, (5.4)

where t_n and t^∗_n are again given by t_n(λ, u, v) = (−uv)^{|λ|} ∏ x∈λ (γ/χ_x)^{n+1}, (5.5) t^∗_n(λ, u, v) = (γu)^{−|λ|} ∏ x∈λ (χ_x/γ)^n, (5.6) and Φ_∅(v) =: exp ( − ∑ n≠0 1 n q^{−n}v^n (1 − q^{−n})(1 − p^{|n|}) p^{|n|}b_n ) exp ( ∑ n≠0 1 n v^{−n} (1 − q^{−n})(1 − p^{|n|}) a_n ) :, (5.7)

Φ^∗_∅(v) =: exp ( ∑ n≠0 1 n γ^{−|n|}q^{−n}v^n (1 − q^{−n})(1 − p^{|n|}) p^{|n|}b_n ) exp ( − ∑ n≠0 1 n γ^{|n|}v^{−n} (1 − q^{−n})(1 − p^{|n|}) a_n ) : . (5.8)

□ Proposition 3 The contraction between elliptic vertices can be computed to the following results.

Φ_μ[u_2, v_2]Φ_λ[u_1, v_1] = G̃^{−1}(v_1, v_2)Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, v_2; λ, μ|1)^{−1} : Φ_μ[u_2, v_2]Φ_λ[u_1, v_1] :, (5.9) Φ^∗_μ[u_2, v_2]Φ^∗_λ[u_1, v_1] = G̃^{−1}(v_1, v_2q^{−1}_3 )Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, v_2q^{−1}_3 ; λ, μ|1)^{−1} : Φ^∗_μ[u_2, v_2]Φ^∗_λ[u_1, v_1] :, (5.10)

Φ_μ[u_2, v_2]Φ^∗_λ[u_1, v_1] = G̃(v_1, v_2γ^{−1})Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, v_2γ^{−1}; λ, μ|1) : Φ_μ[u_2, v_2]Φ^∗_λ[u_1, v_1] :, (5.11) Φ^∗_μ[u_2, v_2]Φ_λ[u_1, v_1] = G̃(v_1, v_2γ^{−1})Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, v_2γ^{−1}; λ, μ|1) : Φ^∗_μ[u_2, v_2]Φ_λ[u_1, v_1] : . (5.12) where

G̃(v_1, v_2) = exp ( ∑ n>0 1 n (v_1/v_2)^n (1 − t^n)(1 − q^{−n})(1 − p^n) ) exp ( ∑ n>0 1 n p^n 1 − p^n q^n_3 (v_2/v_1)^n (1 − q^{−n})(1 − t^n) ) , (5.13)

and we used the identity (C.8), Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, v_2; λ, μ) = ∏ x∈λ θ_p ( χ_x v_2q_3 ) ∏ y∈μ θ_p ( v_1 χ_y ) ∏ x∈λ,y∈μ θ_p(qχ_xχ^{−1}_y )θ_p(t^{−1}χ_xχ^{−1}_y ) θ_p(χ_xχ^{−1}_y )θ_p(χ_xχ^{−1}_y q^{−1}_3 )

. (5.14)

□ Remark: We note that up to a factor independent of v_1 and v_2, G̃(v_1, v_2) matches the overall factor G^{ellip}(v_1, v_2; q, t, p) derived in (2.12).

Corollary 2 With the above properties (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), (5.12) of the elliptic vertices, we reproduce the elliptic genus of M-strings computed for example in [21].

Proof: What needs to be reproduced is the elliptic Nekrasov factor (2.16) from the contraction of vertex operators in the horizontal representation and (2.20) from the vertical representation. We recall how the AFS vertices are glued together: they are simply multiplied together according to the brane web, and we take the vacuum expectation value of the multiplied object to obtain the partition function. In the vertical representation, in order to use the concrete expressions (5.3) and (5.4), we insert the identity operator id = ∑ λ |v, λ⟩⟩a^{ellip}_λ ⟨⟨v, λ| into F^{(0,1)}v , and (2.20) is reproduced from (see Figure 2) t_{−1}(λ, u, v)t^∗_{−1}(λ, u^∗, v)a^{ellip}_λ = ( − u u^∗γ )_{|λ|} Z^{ellip}_{vect} (v, λ), (5.15) where q := −^u_{u∗γ} is the gauge coupling associated to F^{(0,1)}v . The remaining part is trivial from the contraction (5.9), (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12). Refer to, for example, [18] or [29] for how to construct an instanton partition with a given shape of quiver. □ The main claim of this paper is that the elliptic vertex defined above not only reproduces the elliptic genus of M-strings, but is also an important building element of the underlying elliptic DIM algebra, i.e. the intertwiner of the algebra.

Theorem (AFS property) The AFS property of the intertwiner,

Φ^{(n)}[u, v](ρ^{(0,1)}_v ⊗ ρ^{(1,n)}_u )Δ(g(z)) = ρ^{(1,n+1)}_u′ (g(z))Φ^{(n)}[u, v], (5.16) (ρ^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ ρ^{(0,1)}_v )Δ(g(z))Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v] = Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v]ρ^{(1,n+1)}_{−uv} (g(z)). (5.17)

with g = x^±, ψ^±, holds for elliptic vertices.

Φ^{(−1)}_λ [u, v]

Φ^{∗(−1)}_λ [u^∗, v]

Figure 2: A typical representation web (toric diagram) for M-strings.

□ The proof is given in Appendix H by explicit computation.

6 Conclusion & Discussion

In this article, we constructed a vertical representation whose basis is labeled by one Young diagram for the elliptic DIM algebra at γ̂ = 1, and based on it, we did a parallel work to [6] to build an elliptic vertex, whose VEV associated to certain class of representation webs (see Figure 2) reproduces the partition function of corresponding 6d N = (1, 0) SCFTs (or equivalently, elliptic genus of Mstrings) up to some factor independent of Coulomb branch (or Kähler) parameters. There are, however, still a lot of open questions for future works, and we list some of them here with brief and limited discussions attached.

Iqbal-Kozcaz-Vafa analogue of the elliptic vertex We note that essentially what is done in this article is to replace the trace of a free boson with the VEV of two copies of free bosons (elliptic boson) for the AFS refined topological vertex, and this is known as the Clavelli-Shapiro [30] trick (see also [31] for a brief review) in the literature. In the IKV version of the refined topological vertex, the bifundamental factors obtained in the unpreferred direction (which corresponds to the horizontal representation direction in the AFS approach) can also be viewed as VEVs of vertex operators by using the vertex operator expression of the skew Schur function s_{μ/ν} (⃗x) = ⟨ν| V_+(⃗x) |μ⟩ = ⟨μ| V_−(⃗x) |ν⟩ , (6.1) where |μ⟩, |ν⟩ are the fermion basis associated to the Frobenius coordinate of Young diagrams μ, ν (see (1.1) and [5]) and

J_n := ∑ j∈Z+1/2 ψ_{−j} ψ^∗_{j+n}, V_±(⃗x) = exp (_∞ ∑ n=1 1 n ∑ i x^n_i J_{±n} ) . (6.2)

We can also apply the Clavelli-Shapiro trick to these vertex operators and work out the IKV version of the elliptic vertex, or we can follow the discussion in [6] to work the IKV version as the matrix element of the elliptic vertex introduced in this article . The details are reported in [32].

Representations of elliptic DIM As we have already remarked in section 4.1 and 4.2, all the representations of the elliptic DIM algebra we considered in this article have the special property ψ^±_{0,0} = constant. This property is inherited through the coproduct, due to the fact that the expansion only contains non-negative powers of p. In this paper, it follows from the fact that in the p → 0 limit the representation we consider always reduces to a representation of the DIM algebra. It seems that representations with ψ^±_{0,0} central might only be a subclass of all representations of the elliptic DIM algebra. We do not know any concrete example of more general representations, which does not satisfy this property, and if there exists such an example, it will be curious what kind of role it can play in the classification of 6d gauge theories.

Generalized elliptic vertex It is possible to write down a vertical representation with ψ^±_{0,0} = γ^{∓n} labeled by n Young diagrams for the elliptic DIM algebra at γ̂ = 1. This can be done simply by replacing the Y-function with Y^{ellip}_{⃗λ} (z) = ∏ x∈A(⃗λ) θp(χx/z) ∏ x∈R(⃗λ) θp(χx/(zq3)) , (6.3)

where for ⃗λ = (λ^{(1)}, λ^{(2)}, . . . , λ^{(n)}), A(⃗λ) = A(λ^{(1)}) ∪ A(λ^{(2)}) ∪ · · · ∪ A(λ^{(n)}) and R(⃗λ) = R(λ^{(1)}) ∪ R(λ^{(2)}) ∪ · · · ∪ R(λ^{(n)}), and properly adjusting the prefactors to symmetrize the expression for x^± and ψ^±. With this representation, we can construct the generalized elliptic vertex as done in [18], and this generalized vertex simplifies the computation for higher rank gauge groups a lot, allowing us to make general statements.

qq-character of Kimura-Pestun’s picture Since the AFS property, (5.16), (5.17), holds for the elliptic vertex introduced in this article, a parallel analysis to that done in [18] can be repeated to construct quantities in the algebra commutating with the T -operator, which is product of Φ and Φ^∗ and whose VEV gives the instanton partition function of the corresponding brane web. These quantities are argued to correspond to Kimura-Pestun’s generators [15] of the quiver W-algebra, W_{q,t}(Γ). The generalization of [15] to 6d is presented in [33]. We note that these generators take almost the same form as their siblings in 5d, and resemble the structure of the qq-character generators built from “surface” operators in [34]. It will be very interesting to find the correspondings of the “surface” operators in the elliptic DIM algebra.

qq-character in vertical representation and constrains on matter contents Another way to derive the qq-characters from the DIM algebra was proposed in [35], in which we convert the Ward identity of elements of the DIM algebra acting on the brane web to the contour integral, e.g. for a pure SU(n) gauge theory, ∮ dx 2πi 1 (x − z) ⟨ x^nY(xq^{−1}_3 ) + qν̃^{−1} Y(x) ⟩ , (6.4)

where ν̃ = ∏_n i=1 ( −^1_{viq3} ) . The Ward identity states that the sum of all residues over {χ_x|x ∈ A(λ) ∪ R(λ)} when evaluated on |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩ in the expectation value ⟨. . . ⟩ = ∑ λ t_{−1}(λ, u, v)t^∗_{−1}(λ, u^∗, v)a_λ⟨⟨⃗v, ⃗λ| . . . |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩ ∑ λ t_{−1}(λ, u, v)t^∗_{−1}(λ, u^∗, v)a_λ⟨⟨⃗v, ⃗λ| id |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩ , (6.5)

is zero. Y(x) is an operator not specified in this article, and we only need its property that ⟨⟨⃗v, ⃗λ| Y(x) |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩ = Y_{⃗λ}(x)⟨⟨⃗v, ⃗λ |⃗v, ⃗λ⟩⟩. At the end, we find that the integral around x ∼ z can be expressed as the sum of residues around x ∼ 0 and x ∼ ∞. It turns out that ⟨ z^nY(zq^{−1}_3 ) + qν̃^{−1} Y(z) ⟩ = T_n(z), (6.6)

with T_n(z) some polynomial of z of degree n. We can also add additional matter flavors and nontrivial Chern-Simons level to the theory, and as discussed in [35], by requiring that T_n(z) remains to be a polynomial of degree n, we can recover the constraint on number of flavors and Chern-Simons level for 5d SU(n) originally derived in [36].

We can repeat the same computation with the elliptic vertices, and interestingly, we see that if either the number of fundamental hypermultiplets or the number of anti-fundamental hypermultiplets is not equal to n in SU(n), there will be an essentail singularity at x = 0 or x = ∞, due to the wild behavior of θ_p(x) at the origin and the infinity, and the above method to derive the qq-characters will break down. This result agrees with that obtained from the discussion of gauge anomaly cancellation in [37]. With a similar reasoning, Chern-Simons-like contributions are banned in the partition function.

With D-type quiver? A reflection state constructed in [29] can also be used in the elliptic DIM algebra to build gauge theories with D-type or affine D-type quiver. 6d theories with affine D-type quiver is classified in [37] as one of the little string theories. It will be very interesting to investigate these theories in details with the elliptic vertex in the future.

There appeared different approaches to obtain the Nekrasov partition function by using the blowup equation [38] for generic Calabi-Yau manifolds and the (q, t)-KZ equations [39]. It would be extremely interesting to see the connection with these works.

Acknowledgement

The author would like to thank Yutaka Matsuo, Taro Kimura, Hironori Mori, Kimyeong Lee, Jean- Emile Bourgine, Omar Foda, Hong Zhang for inspiring discussions, and especially Yutaka Matsuo, Omar Foda for advice and comments on the draft. RZ thanks the mathematical research institute MATRIX in Australia where part of this research was performed at the occasion of the workshop “Integrability in Low Dimensional Quantum Systems”. RZ is supported by JSPS fellowship for Young students, and thanks the hospitality of Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics during his short stay, when this project was initiated, and East Asia Joint Workshop on Fields and Strings 2017 (KEK Theory Workshop 2017) for giving him the opportunity to present part of the results in this work.

A Trace over Fock Space

We consider the correlation function in a thermalized harmonic oscillator, described by [ α, α^† ] = 1. (A.1)

The modulus of the thermal circle is set to be τ. Using the orthogonality of the Gaussian integral, ∫ dzdz̄ z^nz̄^me^{−zz̄} = n!δ_{n,m}, (A.2) where we chose the normalization of the measure to be dzdz̄ =^1_π rdrdθ, we can rewrite the thermalized correlation function for : ϕ(α, α^†) : to

tr_τ : ϕ(α, α^†) := ∑ n≥0 1 n! e^{−nτ} ⟨0| α^n : ϕ(α, α^†) : α^{†n} |0⟩ = ∫ dzdz̄ e^{−zz̄} ⟨0| e^{αz̄} : ϕ(α, α^†) : e^{e−τ α†z} |0⟩ . (A.3) Using the property of the coherent state αe^{e−τ α†z} |0⟩ = ze^{−τ} e^{e−τ α†z} |0⟩ , ⟨0| e^{αz̄} α^† = ⟨0| e^{αz̄}z̄, (A.4) the correlation funciton can be converted into a usual integral, tr_τ : ϕ(α, α^†) := ∫ dzdz̄ e^{−(1−e−τ )zz̄}ϕ(e^{−τ} z, z̄). (A.5) A useful example is : ϕ(α, α^†) := exp (cα) exp ( dα^† ) , (A.6) for which tr_τ : ϕ(α, α^†) := 1 1 − e^{−τ} exp ( e^{−τ} 1 − e^{−τ} cd ) . (A.7) For the Heisenberg algebra, [â_n, â_m] = nδ_{n+m,0}, (A.8) the torus correlation function is defined with the propagator L_0 = ∑ n>0 â_{−n}â_n instead of α^†α. We therefore have tr_τ : ∏ n>0 ϕ_n(â_n, â_{−n}) := ∏ n>0 ∫ dz_ndz̄_n e^{−(1−e−nτ )znz̄n} ϕ_n(e^{−nτ} z_n, nz̄_n). (A.9) Again for the example, ϕ_n(â_n, â_{−n}) =: exp (c_nâ_{−n}) exp (d_nâ_n) :, (A.10) we have tr_τ : ∏ n>0 ϕ_n(â_n, â_{−n}) := exp ( ∑ n>0 n e^{−nτ} 1 − e^{−nτ} c_nd_n − log(1 − e^{−nτ} ) ) . (A.11)

B Properties of θ-function

Our definition of the θ-function is θ_p(z) = (z; p)_∞(pz^{−1}; p)_∞. (B.1) The Laurent expansion of θ_p(z) over z can be obtained from the Jacobi triple identity, ∞∏ i=1 (1 − x^{2i})(1 + x^{2i−1}y)(1 + x^{2i−1}y^{−1}) = ∞∑ n=−∞ x^{n2} y^n, (B.2) by putting xy = −z, x^2 = p, (p; p)_∞(z; p)_∞(z^{−1}p; p)_∞ = ∞∑ n=−∞ (−1)^np^{n2−n2} z^n. (B.3)

One can find the proof of this identity in various literatures, for example a physically motivated derivation in [40], and we clearly see that it is a well-defined Taylor expansion about p. Similarly when we encounter θ_p(z)^{−1}, we can expand^1_{(zp;p)∞} and^1_{(z−1p;p)∞} about p, with a prefactor^1_{1−z} = ∑ n∈Z_{≥0} z n multiplied. Collecting all these contributions, we can obtain a double expansion about both p and z for a general function of the form ∏ i θ_p(a_iz) ∏ j θ_p(b_j z) .

From the definition of the θ-function, it is straightforward to check that

θ_p(z^{−1}) = −z^{−1}θ_p(z), (B.4) θ_p(zp^n) = (−z)^{−n}p^{− n(n−1)2} θ_p(z). (B.5)

C Rewriting the Nekrasov Factor

The elliptic version of the Nekrasov factor is defined as [20, 21] (see also [34]) Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν|μ) = ∏ (i,j)∈λ θ_p ( (v_1/v_2)μ^{−1}q^{νtj −i}_1 q^{−λi+j−1}_2 ) ∏ (i,j)∈ν θ_p ( (v_1/v_2)μ^{−1}q^{−λtj +i−1} 1 q^{νi−j}_2 ) . (C.1)

Using the recursive formulae (C.5) and (C.6) derived in [35], we have Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ + x; v_2, ν|μ) Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν|μ) = ∏ y∈A(ν) θ(χxχ −1 y q^{−1}_3 ) ∏ y∈R(ν) θp(χxχ −1 y ) , (C.2) Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ − x; v_2, ν|μ) Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν|μ) = ∏ y∈R(ν) θ(χxχ −1 y ) ∏ y∈A(ν) θp(χxχ −1 y q^{−1}_3 )

, (C.3) Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν + x|μ) Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν|μ) = ∏ y∈A(λ) θ(χxχ −1 y ) ∏ y∈R(λ) θp(χxχ −1 y q^{−1}_3 )

, (C.4) Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν − x|μ) Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν|μ) = ∏ y∈R(λ) θp(χxχ −1 y q^{−1}_3 ) ∏ y∈A(λ) θ(χxχ −1 y ) . (C.5)

Combining these identities with Z^{ellip}_{vect} (v, λ) = Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v, λ; v, λ|1)^{−1}, we obtain Z^{ellip}_{vect} (v, λ + x) Z^{ellip}_{vect} (v, λ) = 1 θ_p(q_1)θ_p(q_2) ∏ y∈R(λ) θp(χxχ −1 y )θ_p(χ_yχ^{−1}_x q^{−1}_3 ) ∏_{y∈A(λ)} y≠x θ_p(χ_xχ^{−1}_y q^{−1}_3 )θ_p(χ_yχ^{−1}_x )

, (C.6) Z^{ellip}_{vect} (v, λ − x) Z^{ellip}_{vect} (v, λ) = 1 θ_p(q_1)θ_p(q_2) ∏ y∈A(λ) θp(χxχ −1 y q^{−1}_3 )θ_p(χ_yχ^{−1}_x ) ∏_{y∈R(λ)} y≠x θ_p(χ_xχ^{−1}_y )θ_p(χ_yχ^{−1}_x q^{−1}_3 )

. (C.7)

Starting from the initial value Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, ∅; v_2, ∅|μ) = 1, it is straight forward to derive the equivalent expression, which is repeatedly used in the Awata-Feigin-Shiraishi approach, Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν|μ) = ∏ x∈λ θ_p ( χ_xμ^{−1} v_2q_3 ) ∏ y∈ν θ_p ( v_1μ^{−1} χ_y ) ∏ x∈λ,y∈ν θ_p(qχ_xχ^{−1}_y μ^{−1})θ_p(t^{−1}χ_xχ^{−1}_y μ^{−1}) θ_p(χ_xχ^{−1}_y μ^{−1})θ_p(χ_xχ^{−1}_y q^{−1}_3 μ^{−1})

.(C.8)

In the derivation of the above expression, we used the elliptic version of the shell formula, ∏ x∈A(λ) θp(χx/z) ∏ x∈R(λ) θp(χx/z) = θ_p(v/z) ∏ x∈λ θ_p(q_1χ_x/z)θ_p(q_2χ_x/z) θ_p(χ_x/z)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 χ_x/z)

, (C.9)

where v = χ_{(1,1)} is the Coulomb parameter associated to the Young diagram λ, and the identity θ_p(z^{−1}) = −z^{−1}θ_p(z).

Another well-known equivalent form of the Nekrasov factor is frequently used in the Iqbal- Kozcaz-Vafa approach [5], and its elliptic version is simply given by Z^{ellip}_{bfd} (v_1, λ; v_2, ν|μ) = ∞∏ i,j=1 θ_p(v_1μ^{−1}/v_2q^{−λti +j}_1 q^{λj −i+1}_2 ) θ_p(v_1μ^{−1}/v_2q^j_1q^{−i+1}_2 )

. (C.10)

D Coproduct of Elliptic DIM

The standard Drinfeld coproduct is given by,

Δ(x^+(z)) = x^+(z) ⊗ 1 + ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}z), Δ(x^−(z)) = x^−(γ̂_{(2)}z) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) + 1 ⊗ x^−(z), Δ(ψ^+(z)) = ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} z), Δ(ψ^−(z)) = ψ^−(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z),

(D.1)

where γ̂_{(1)} = γ̂ ⊗ 1 and γ̂_{(2)} = 1 ⊗ γ̂. Let us confirm it by explicit computation.

Δ(x^+(z))Δ(x^+(w)) = x^+(z)x^+(w) ⊗ 1 + x^+(z)ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}w) + ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z)x^+(w) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}z) +ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z)ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}z)x^+(γ̂_{(1)}w) = g_{ellip}(z/w)x^+(w)x^+(z) ⊗ 1 + g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w/z)^{−1}ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w)x^+(z) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}w) +g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z/w)x^+(w)ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}z) +g_{ellip}(γ̂_{(1)}z/(γ̂_{(1)}w))ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w)ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}w)x^+(γ̂_{(1)}z) = g_{ellip}(z/w)Δ(x^+(w))Δ(x^+(z)), where in the last line, we used g_{ellip}(z^{−1}) = g_{ellip}(z)^{−1}.

Δ(x^−(z))Δ(x^−(w)) = x^−(γ̂_{(2)}z)x^−(γ̂_{(2)}w) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z)ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w) + x^−(γ̂_{(2)}z) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z)x^−(w) +x^−(γ̂_{(2)}w) ⊗ x^−(z)ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w) + 1 ⊗ x^−(z)x^−(w) = g(γ̂_{(2)}z/(γ̂_{(2)}w))^{−1}x^−(γ̂_{(2)}w)x^−(γ̂_{(2)}z) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w)ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) +g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z/w)^{−1}x^−(γ̂_{(2)}z) ⊗ x^−(w)ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) +g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w/z)x^−(γ̂_{(2)}w) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w)x^−(z) + g_{ellp}(z/w)^{−1}1 ⊗ x^−(w)x^−(z) = g_{ellip}(z/w)^{−1}Δ(x^−(w))Δ(x^−(z)). g_{ellip}(z^{−1}) = g_{ellip}(z)^{−1} is again used.

Δ(ψ^+(z))Δ(ψ^−(w)) = ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z)ψ^−(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} w) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} z)ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w) = g_{ellip}(γ̂_{(1)}γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z/(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} w)) g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1}_{(1)}γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z/(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} w)) g_{ellip}(γ̂_{(2)}γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} z/(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w)) g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1}_{(2)}γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} z/(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w)) ψ^−(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} w)ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w)ψ^+(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} z) = g_{ellip}(γ̂_{(1)}γ̂_{(2)}z/w) g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1}_{(1)}γ̂^{−1}_{(2)} z/w) ψ^−(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} w)ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w)ψ^+(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} z).

Δ(ψ^±(z))Δ(x^+(w)) = ψ^±(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z)x^+(w) ⊗ ψ^±(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z) + ψ^±(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z)ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w) ⊗ ψ^±(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z)x^+(γ̂_{(1)}w) = g_{ellip}(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(1)} γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z/w)x^+(w)ψ^±(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^±(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z) + g_{ellip}(γ̂_{(1)}γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w/(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z)) g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1}_{(1)} γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w/(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z) gellip(γ̂ 1/2 (2) γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} z/(γ̂_{(1)}w)) g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z/(γ̂_{(1)}w)) ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} w)ψ^±(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}w)ψ^±(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z)

= g_{ellip}(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(1)} γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z/w)Δ(x^+(w))Δ(ψ^±(z)).

Δ(ψ^±(z))Δ(x^−(w)) = ψ^±(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z)x^−(γ̂_{(2)}w) ⊗ ψ^±(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z)ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w) + ψ^±(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^±(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z)x^−(w) = g_{ellip}(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} z/(γ̂_{(2)}w))^{−1} g_{ellip}(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} z/(γ̂_{(2)}w))^{−1 gellip(γ̂} −1 (2) γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z/(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w)) g_{ellip}(γ̂_{(2)}γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z/(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w))

x^−(γ̂_{(2)}w)ψ^±(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w)ψ^±(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z)

+g_{ellip}(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(2)} γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z/w)^{−1}ψ^±(γ̂^{±1/2}_{(2)} z) ⊗ x^−(w)ψ^±(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z) = g_{ellip}(γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(2)} γ̂^{∓1/2}_{(1)} z/w)^{−1}Δ(x^−(w))Δ(ψ^±(z)).

Finally we have, [ Δ(x^+(z)), Δ(x^−(w)) ] = [ x^+(z) ⊗ 1 + ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z) ⊗ x^+(γ̂_{(1)}z), x^−(γ̂_{(2)}w) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w) + 1 ⊗ x^−(w) ]

= θ_p(q_1)θ_p(q_2) (p; p)^2_∞θ_p(q_1q_2) ( δ(γ̂_{(1)}γ̂_{(2)}w/z)ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} γ̂_{(2)}w) − δ(γ̂^{−1}_{(1)}γ̂_{(2)}w/z)ψ^−(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} γ̂_{(2)}w) ) ⊗ ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w) + θ_p(q_1)θ_p(q_2) (p; p)^2_∞θ_p(q_1q_2) ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z) ⊗ ( δ(γ̂_{(2)}w/(γ̂_{(1)}z))ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w) − δ(γ̂^{−1}_{(2)} w/(γ̂_{(1)}z))ψ^−(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} w) )

= θ_p(q_1)θ_p(q_2) (p; p)^2_∞θ_p(q_1q_2) ( δ(γ̂_{(1)}γ̂_{(2)}w/z)Δ(ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w)) − δ(γ̂^{−1}_{(1)}γ̂^{−1}_{(2)} w/z)Δ(ψ^−(γ̂^{−1/2}_{(1)} γ̂^{−1/2}_{(2)} w)) ) .

We note that ψ^−(γ̂^{1/2}_{(1)} z)⊗x^+(γ̂_{(1)}z) commutes with x^−(γ̂_{(2)}w)⊗ψ^+(γ̂^{1/2}_{(2)} w) following from g_{ellip}(z^{−1}) = g_{ellip}(z)^{−1}. We remark that the standard Drinfeld coproduct structure holds as long as g_{ellip}(z)^{−1} = g_{ellip}(z^{−1}) is satisfied.

E Generalized Ramanujan’s Identity

The generalized Ramanujan identity is given by N∏ i=1 1 θ_p(x_i/z) M∏ j=1 θ_p(y_j/z) − N∏ i=1 −z/x_i θ_p(z/x_i) M∏ j=1 ( − θ_p(z/y_j ) z/y_j ) = ∑ i δ(x_i/z) (p; p)^2_∞ ∏ k≠i 1 θ_p(x_k/x_i) M∏ j=1 θ_p(y_j/x_i). (E.1)

Proof: We rewrite N∏ i=1 1 θ_p(x_i/z) M∏ j=1 θ_p(y_j/z) = N∏ i=1 1 (1 − x_i/z)(px_i/z; p)_∞(pz/x_i; p)_∞ M∏ j=1 (1 − y_j/z)(py_j/z; p)_∞(pz/y_j ; p)_∞

= ∏_M j=1(1 − y_j/z) ∏_N i=1(1 − x_i/z) ∏_M j=1(py_j/z; p)_∞(pz/y_j ; p)_∞ ∏_N i=1(px_i/z; p)_∞(pz/x_i; p)_∞ , and N∏ i=1 −z/x_i θ(z/x_i) M∏ j=1 ( − θ_p(z/y_j ) z/y_j ) = N∏ i=1 −z/x_i (1 − z/x_i) M∏ j=1 (1 − z/y_j ) −z/y_j ∏_M j=1(py_j/z; p)_∞(pz/y_j ; p)_∞ ∏_N i=1(px_i/z; p)_∞(pz/x_i; p)_∞ . There is a common factor in the above two terms, and the remaining part reduces to the well-known identity of δ-function in the non-elliptic case, ∏ i(1 − a_iz) ∏ j(1 − b_j z) − z^{|{i}|−|{j}|} ∏ i(z^{−1} − a_i) ∏ j (z^{−1} − b_j ) = ∑ k ∏ i(1 − a_i/b_k) ∏ j≠k(1 − bj /bk) δ(b_kz). (E.2)

F Check of Vertical Representation

As done in [18], all defining relations of the elliptic DIM but the commutation relation of [x^+, x^−] can be satisfied with the key property of the Y-function, Y^{ellip}_{λ+x} (z) Y^{ellip}_λ (z) = θ_p(qχ_x/z)θ_p(t^{−1}χ_x/z) θ_p(χ_x/z)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 χ_x/z) =: S^{ellip}(χ_x/z), (F.1) following from the shell formula (C.9), since again g^{ellip}(z) = S^{ellip}(z) S^{ellip}(q_3z) . (F.2)

The remaining relation to check is [ x^+(z), x^−(w) ] = θ_p(q)θ_p(t^{−1}) (p; p)^2_∞θ_p(q^{−1}_3 ) δ(w/z) ( ψ^+(z) − ψ^−(z) ) . (F.3)

We have [ x^+(z), x^−(w) ] |v, λ⟩⟩ = θ_p(q)θ_p(t^{−1})γ^{−1} (p; p)^4_∞θ_p(q^{−1}_3 ) δ(z/w) ∑ x∈A(λ) δ(χ_x/z) Res_{z→χx}^θ Y^{ellip}_λ (zq^{−1}_3 ) zY^{ellip}_λ (z) + ∑ x∈R(λ) δ(χ_x/z) Res_{z→χx}^θ Y^{ellip}_λ (zq^{−1}_3 ) zY^{ellip}_λ (z) |v, λ⟩⟩,

and we recognize the r.h.s. as the r.h.s. of the generalized Ramanujan’s identity (E.1) for Ψ^{ellip}_λ (z) by recalling the definition of the Y-function (4.5) and the elliptic residue (4.7). Therefore let us denote the equation after the use of (E.1) as [ x^+(z), x^−(w) ] |v, λ⟩⟩ = θ_p(q)θ_p(t^{−1})γ^{−1} (p; p)^2_∞θ_p(q^{−1}_3 ) δ(z/w) [ Ψ^{ellip}_λ (z)|_{|z|<1} − Ψ^{ellip}_λ (z)|_{|z|>1} ] |v, λ⟩⟩, (F.4) where Ψ^{ellip}_λ (z)|_{|z|<1} = ∏ x∈A(λ),y∈R(λ) θ_p(q_3χ_x/z)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 χ_y/z) θ_p(χ_y/z)θ_p(χ_x/z) , (F.5)

Ψ^{ellip}_λ (z)|_{|z|<1} = q^{−1}_3 ∏ x∈A(λ),y∈R(λ) θ_p(q^{−1}_3 z/χ_x)θ_p(q_3z/χ_y) θ_p(z/χ_y)θ_p(z/χ_x) , (F.6)

and we note that we have to expand the above expressions honestly with the double-expansion (about p and z) expression of θ_p(z) and θ_p(z)^{−1} to obtain the representation of ψ^±_k on |v, λ⟩⟩. See Appendix B for more details on this expansion.

G Check of Horizontal Representation

From η(z)η(w) = θ_p(w/z)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 w/z) θ_p(qw/z)θ_p(t^{−1}w/z) : η(z)η(w) :, (G.1) η(w)η(z) = θ_p(z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 z/w) θ_p(qz/w)θ_p(t^{−1}z/w) : η(z)η(w) :, (G.2)

we obtain η(z)η(w) = θ_p(qz/w)θ_p(t^{−1}z/w)θ_p(q_3z/w) θ_p(q^{−1}z/w)θ_p(tz/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 z/w) η(w)η(z), (G.3) which reproduces the commutation relation, x^+(z)x^+(w) = θ_p(qz/w)θ_p(t^{−1}z/w)θ_p(q_3z/w) θ_p(q^{−1}z/w)θ_p(tz/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 z/w) x^+(w)x^+(z). (G.4) The contraction between two ξ’s is ξ(z)ξ(w) = θ_p(z/w)θ_p(z/wq^{−1}_3 ) θ_p(t^{−1}z/w)θ_p(qz/w) : ξ(z)ξ(w) :, (G.5) which has the same commutation relation as x^−(z)x^−(w). η(z)φ(w) = θ_p(tγ^{−1/2}w/z)θ_p(q^{−1}γ^{−1/2}w/z)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 γ^{−1/2}w/z) θ_p(t^{−1}γ^{−1/2}w/z)θ_p(qγ^{−1/2}w/z)θ_p(q_3γ^{−1/2}w/z) : η(z)φ(w) :, (G.6) and φ(w)η(z) =: φ(w)η(z) :, (G.7) are combined into φ(z)η(w) = θ_p(t^{−1}γ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(qγ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q_3γ^{−1/2}z/w) θ_p(tγ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}γ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 γ^{−1/2}z/w) η(w)φ(z). (G.8) It has the same commutation relation as that between ψ^−(z) and x^+(w). η(z)φ̄(w) =: η(z)φ̄(w) :, (G.9) and φ̄(w)η(z) = θ_p(tγ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}γ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 γ^{−1/2}z/w) θ_p(t^{−1}γ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(qγ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q_3γ^{−1/2}z/w) : φ̄(w)η(z) : . (G.10) lead to φ̄(z)η(w) = θ_p(t^{−1}γ^{1/2}z/w)θ_p(qγ^{1/2}z/w)θ_p(q_3γ^{1/2}z/w) θ_p(tγ^{1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}γ^{1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 γ^{1/2}z/w) η(w)φ̄(z), (G.11) which is the same commutation relation as that between ψ^+(z) and x^+(w). The contraction for φ (resp. φ̄) with ξ(z) can be obtained by exchanging numerators and denominators in the computation for η(z) and shifting z^n by γ^{−|n|}: φ(z)ξ(w) = ( θ_p(t^{−1}γ^{1/2}z/w)θ_p(qγ^{1/2}z/w)θ_p(q_3γ^{1/2}z/w) θ_p(tγ^{1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}γ^{1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 γ^{1/2}z/w) )_{−1} ξ(w)φ(z), (G.12) φ̄(z)ξ(w) = ( θ_p(t^{−1}γ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(qγ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q_3γ^{−1/2}z/w) θ_p(tγ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}γ^{−1/2}z/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 γ^{−1/2}z/w) )_{−1} ξ(w)φ̄(z), (G.13) which indeed reproduce the commutation relation between x^− and ψ^∓ respectively. The last commutation relation [x^+, x^−] fixes the prefactor of ψ^±. η(z)ξ(w) = θ_p(qwγ/z)θ_p(t^{−1}wγ/z) θ_p(wγ/z)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 wγ/z) : η(z)ξ(w) :, (G.14) ξ(w)η(z) = θ_p(qzγ/w)θ_p(t^{−1}zγ/w) θ_p(zγ/w)θ_p(q^{−1}_3 zγ/w) : ξ(w)η(z) :, (G.15)

: η(z)ξ(w) := exp ( ∑ n≠0 1 − t^{−n} 1 − p^{|n|} p^{|n|} b_n n (γ^{−|n|}w^n − z^n) ) exp ( ∑ n≠0 1 − t^n 1 − p^{|n|} a_n n (γ^{|n|}w^{−n} − z^{−n}) ) : . (G.16)

We note that the r.h.s. in the first two equations above are exactly the same, but expanded in different ways with respect to z/w, exactly as in the generalized Ramanujan’s identity (E.1). Using (E.1), we have [η(z), ξ(w)] = δ(γw/z) θ_p(q)θ_p(t^{−1}) (p; p)^2_∞θ_p(q^{−1}_3 )

: exp ( ∑ n>0 1 − t^{−n} 1 − p^n p^n b_n n (γ^{−n} − γ^n)w^n )

× exp ( ∑ n>0 1 − t^n 1 − p^n a_n n (γ^n − γ^{−n})w^{−n} ) : +δ(γz/w) θ_p(qq_3)θ_p(t^{−1}q_3) (p; p)^2_∞θ_p(q_3)

: exp ( − ∑ n>0 1 − t^n 1 − p^n p^n b_{−n} n (γ^{−n} − γ^n)w^{−n} ) exp ( − ∑ n>0 1 − t^{−n} 1 − p^n a_{−n} n (γ^n − γ^{−n})w^n ) : = θ_p(q)θ_p(t^{−1}) (p; p)^2_∞θ_p(q^{−1}_3 ) ( δ(γw/z)φ̄(γ^{1/2}w) − δ(γz/w)φ(γ^{−1/2}w) ) . (G.17)

We thus see that indeed the horizontal representation x^+(z) → uγ^nz^{−n}η(z), x^−(z) → u^{−1}γ^{−n}z^nξ(z), ψ^+(z) → γ^{−n}φ̄(z), ψ^−(z) → γ^nφ(z), (G.18) satisfies the defining relations of the elliptic DIM.

H Proof of AFS property

To check the AFS property for these vertices, we need the following results of contractions between vertex operators. η(z)Φ_λ[u, v] = 1 Y_λ(z) : η(z)Φ_λ[u, v] :, (H.1) Φ_λ[u, v]η(z) = − vq_3 z 1 Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 )

: Φ_λ[u, v]η(z) :, (H.2)

ξ(z)Φ_λ[u, v] = Y_λ(γ^{−1}z) : ξ(z)Φ_λ[u, v] :, (H.3) Φ_λ[u, v]ξ(z) = −γ^{−1} z v Y_λ(zγ^{−1}) : Φ_λ[u, v]ξ(z) :, (H.4)

φ(z)Φ_λ[u, v] =: φ(z)Φ_λ[u, v] :, (H.5)

Φ_λ[u, v]φ(z) = γ^2 Y_λ(zγ^{−1/2}) Y_λ(zγ^{−1/2}q^{−1}_3 )

: Φ_λ[u, v]φ(z) :, (H.6)

φ̄(z)Φ_λ[u, v] =

Y_λ(zγ^{1/2}q^{−1}_3 ) Y_λ(zγ^{1/2})

: φ̄(z)Φ_λ[u, v] :, (H.7)

Φ_λ[u, v]φ̄(z) =: Φ_λ[u, v]φ̄(z) :, (H.8)

η(z)Φ^∗_λ[u, v] = Y_λ(zγ^{−1}) : η(z)Φ^∗_λ[u, v] :, (H.9)

Φ^∗_λ[u, v]η(z) = −γ^{−1}z/vY_λ(zγ^{−1}) : Φ^∗_λ[u, v]η(z) :, (H.10) ξ(z)Φ^∗_λ[u, v] = 1 Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 )

: ξ(z)Φ^∗_λ[u, v] :, (H.11) Φ^∗_λ[u, v]ξ(z) = − v z 1 Y_λ(z) : Φ^∗_λ[u, v]ξ(z) :, (H.12)

φ(z)Φ^∗_λ[u, v] =: φ(z)Φ^∗_λ[u, v] :, (H.13) Φ^∗_λ[u, v]φ(z) = γ^{−2} Y_λ(zγ^{−3/2}) Y_λ(zγ^{1/2})

: Φ^∗_λ[u, v]φ(z) :, (H.14)

φ̄(z)Φ^∗_λ[u, v] = Y_λ(zγ^{−1/2}) Y_λ(zγ^{−5/2}) : φ̄(z)Φ^∗_λ[u, v] :, (H.15)

Φ^∗_λ[u, v]φ̄(z) =: Φ^∗_λ[u, v]φ̄(z) : . (H.16)

We check the AFS property for g = x^±(z), ψ^±(z) one by one as follows. We have

ρ^{(1,n+1)}

−uv (x^+(z))Φ^{(n)}[u, v] − Φ^{(n)}[u, v](ρ^{(0,1)}_v ⊗ ρ^{(1,n)}_u ) ( ψ^−(z) ⊗ x^+(z) ) = − ∑ λ a_λuvγ^{n+1}z^{−(n+1)}η(z)Φ^{(n)}_λ ⟨⟨v, λ| − ∑ λ a_λuγ^nz^{−n}γ^{−1}Ψ_λΦ^{(n)}_λ η(z)⟨⟨v, λ| = −uvγ^{n+1}z^{−(n+1)} ∑ λ a_λ ( 1 Y_λ(z) | | | z∼∞ − 1 Y_λ(z) | | | z∼0 ) : η(z)Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v] : ⟨⟨v, λ| , which exactly matches,

Φ^{(n)}[u, v]ρ^{(0,1)}_v (x^+(z)) = ∑ λ a_λΦ^{(n)}_λ [u, v]⟨⟨v, λ| x^+(z) = − γ^{−1}b (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ ∑ x∈R(λ) a_λΦ^{(n)}_λ ⟨⟨v, λ − x| δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θz^{−1}Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 )

= − γ^{−1}b (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ^′ ∑ x∈A(λ^′) a_λ′ a_λ′_{+x} a_λ′ Φ^{(n)}_λ′_{+x}⟨⟨v, λ^′| δ(z/χ_x) θ_p(t)θ_p(q^{−1}) θ_p(q_3)

Y_λ′ (χ_xq^{−1}_3 ) = −uvγ^{n+1} b (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ^′ ∑ x∈A(λ^′) a_λ′ χ^{−(n+1)} x : η(χ_x)Φ^{(n)}_λ′ : ⟨⟨v, λ^′| δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θ 1 zY_λ′ (z) , by using the generalized Ramanujan’s identity (E.1) and setting b = 1.

For x^−, we have ρ^{(1,n+1)}

−uv (x^−(z))Φ^{(n)}[u, v] − Φ^{(n)}[u, v](ρ^{(0,1)}_v ⊗ ρ^{(1,n)}_u ) ( 1 ⊗ x^−(z) ) = − ∑ λ a_λu^{−1}v^{−1}γ^{−(n+1)}z^{n+1}ξ(z)Φ^{(n)}_λ ⟨⟨v, λ| − ∑ λ a_λu^{−1}γ^{−n}z^nΦ^{(n)}_λ ξ(z)⟨⟨v, λ| = − ∑ λ a_λu^{−1}v^{−1}γ^{−(n+1)}z^{n+1} ( Y_λ(γ^{−1}z) | z∼∞ − Y_λ(γ^{−1}z) | z∼0 ) : ξ(z)Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v] : ⟨⟨v, λ| , (H.17) matching with

Φ^{(n)}[u, v](ρ^{(0,1)}_v ⊗ ρ^{(1,n)}_u ) ( x^−(γz) ⊗ ψ^+(γ^{1/2}z) ) = b^{−1} (p; p)^2_∞ γ^{−n} ∑ λ ∑ x∈A(λ) a_λ : Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v]φ̄(γ^{−1/2}χ_x) : ⟨⟨v, λ + x| δ(γz/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θ 1 zY_λ(z) = − b^{−1} (p; p)^2_∞ u^{−1}v^{−1}γ^{−(n+1)} ∑ λ^′ ∑ x∈R(λ^′) a_λ′ (χ_x/γ)^{n+1} : Φ^{(n)}_λ′ [u, v]ξ(γ^{−1}χ_x) : ⟨⟨v, λ^′| δ(γz/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θz^{−1}Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 ), where we used φ̄(z) =: η(γ^{1/2}z)ξ(γ^{−1/2}z) :, (H.18) and Res z→χ_x/γ θz^{−1}Y_λ(zγ^{−1}) = Res_{z→χx}^θz^{−1}Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 ). (H.19)

For ψ^±,

ρ^{(1,n+1)}

−uv (ψ^+(z))Φ^{(n)}[u, v] = ∑ λ a_λγ^{−(n+1)}Ψ_λ(zγ^{1/2}) : φ̄(z)Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v] : ⟨⟨v, λ| , (H.20)

ρ^{(1,n+1)}

−uv (ψ^−(z))Φ^{(n)}[u, v] = ∑ λ a_λγ^{n+1} : φ(z)Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v] : ⟨⟨v, λ| , (H.21) and Φ^{(n)}[u, v](ρ^{(0,1)}_v ⊗ ρ^{(1,n)}_u ) ( ψ^+(γ^{1/2}z) ⊗ ψ^+(z) ) = ∑ λ a_λγ^{−n}γ^{−1}Ψ_λ(zγ^{1/2}) : Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v]φ̄(z) : ⟨⟨v, λ| , (H.22)

Φ^{(n)}[u, v](ρ^{(0,1)}_v ⊗ ρ^{(1,n)}_u ) ( ψ^−(γ^{−1/2}z) ⊗ ψ^−(z) ) = ∑ λ a_λγ^nγ^{−1}Ψ_λ(zγ^{−1/2})γ^2Ψ^{−1}_λ (zγ^{−1/2} : Φ^{(n)}_λ [u, v]φ(z) : ⟨⟨v, λ| . (H.23)

They agree with each other again, and we see that the AFS property holds for Φ^{(n)}[u, v].

For Φ^∗, The confirmation for g = x^+ goes as,

(ρ^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ ρ^{(0,1)}_v )(x^+(z) ⊗ 1)Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v] − Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v]ρ^{(1,n+1)}_{−uv} (x^+(z)) = ∑ λ a_λ |v, λ⟩⟩ ( uγ^nz^{−n} Y_λ(zγ^{−1}) | |_{z∼∞} : η(z)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] : +uvγ^{n+1}z^{−(n+1)}(−γ^{−1}z/v) Y_λ(zγ^{−1}) | |_{z∼0} : Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v]η(z) : ) = ∑ λ a_λ |v, λ⟩⟩uγ^nz^{−n} ( Y_λ(zγ^{−1}) | |_{z∼∞} − Y_λ(zγ^{−1}) | |_{z∼0}) : η(z)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] :, (H.24) and (ρ^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ ρ^{(0,1)}_v )(ψ^−(γ^{1/2}z) ⊗ x^+(γz))Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v] = γ^nb (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ a_λ ∑ x∈A(λ) δ(zγ/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θ 1 zY_λ(z) |v, λ + x⟩⟩ : φ(zγ^{1/2})Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] : = − γ^nb (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ^′ ∑ x∈R(λ^′ ) a_λ′ γ^{−1}χ^{−1}_x δ(zγ/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θY_λ′ (zq^{−1}_3 ) |v, λ^′⟩⟩γu(γ/χ_x)^n : η(χ_xγ^{−1})Φ^{∗(n)}_λ′ [u, v] : = − uγ^nb (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ^′ ∑ x∈R(λ^′ ) a_λ′ δ(zγ/χ_x)z^{−n} Res_{z→χx}^θz^{−1}Y_λ′ (zq^{−1}_3 ) |v, λ^′⟩⟩ : η(z)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ′ [u, v] :, (H.25) where we used

φ(z) =: η(zγ^{−1/2})ξ(zγ^{1/2}), (H.26)

and (H.19) again.

For g = x^−, we have

(ρ^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ ρ^{(0,1)}_v )(x^−(z) ⊗ ψ^+(z))Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v] − Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v]ρ^{(1,n+1)}_{−uv} (x^−(z)) = u^{−1}γ^{−n}z^n ∑ λ a_λγ^{−1}Ψ_λ(z) |v, λ⟩⟩ 1 Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 )

: ξ(z)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] :

−u^{−1}v^{−1}γ^{−(n+1)}z^{n+1} ∑ λ a_λ |v, λ⟩⟩ v z 1 Y_λ(z) : ξ(z)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] :

= u^{−1}γ^{−(n+1)}z^n ∑ λ a_λ ( 1 Y_λ(z) | | | z∼∞ − 1 Y_λ(z) | | | z∼0 ) |v, λ⟩⟩ : ξ(z)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] :, (H.27) matching with

(ρ^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ ρ^{(0,1)}_v )(1 ⊗ x^−(z))Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v] = b^{−1}γ^{−1} (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ a_λ ∑ x∈R(λ) δ(z/χ_x) Res_{z→χx}^θz^{−1}Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 ) |v, λ − x⟩⟩Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v]

= − b^{−1}γ^{−1} (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ^′ ∑ x∈A(λ^′) a_λ′ δ(z/χ_x)γχ^{−1}_x Res_{z→χx}^θ 1 Y_λ′ (z) |v, λ^′⟩⟩γ^{−1}u^{−1}χ^n_x/γ^n : ξ(χ_x)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ′ [u, v] :

= − b^{−1}γ^{−(n+1)} (p; p)^2_∞ ∑ λ^′ ∑ x∈A(λ^′) a_λ′ δ(z/χ_x)z^n Res_{z→χx}^θ 1 zY_λ′ (z) |v, λ^′⟩⟩ : ξ(χ_x)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ′ [u, v] : . (H.28)

For g = ψ^±, we have

(ρ^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ ρ^{(0,1)}_v )(ψ^+(z) ⊗ ψ^+(γ^{−1/2}z))Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v] = ∑ λ a_λγ^{−1}Ψ_λ(zγ^{−1/2}) |v, λ⟩⟩γ^{−n} Y_λ(zγ^{−1/2}) Y_λ(zq^{−1}_3 γ^{−1/2}

: φ̄(z)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] :, (H.29)

(ρ^{(1,n)}_u ⊗ ρ^{(0,1)}_v )(ψ^−(z) ⊗ ψ^−(γ^{1/2}z))Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v] = ∑ λ a_λγ^{−1}Ψ_λ(zγ^{1/2}) |v, λ⟩⟩γ^n : φ(z)Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v] :, (H.30)

respectively equal to

Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v]ρ^{(1,n+1)}_{−uv} (ψ^+(z)) = γ^{−(n+1)} ∑ λ a_λ |v, λ⟩⟩ : Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v]φ̄(z) :, (H.31) Φ^{∗(n)}[u, v]ρ^{(1,n+1)}_{−uv} (ψ^+(z)) = γ^{n+1} ∑ λ a_λ |v, λ⟩⟩γ^{−2}Ψ_λ(zγ^{1/2}) : Φ^{∗(n)}_λ [u, v]φ(z) : . (H.32)

Q.E.D.

References

[1] L. F. Alday, D. Gaiotto, and Y. Tachikawa, “Liouville Correlation Functions from Four-dimensional Gauge Theories,” Lett.Math.Phys. 91 (2010) 167–197,

arXiv:0906.3219 [hep-th].

[2] N. Wyllard, “A_{N−1} conformal Toda field theory correlation functions from conformal N=2 SU(N) quiver gauge theories,” JHEP 11 (2009) 002, arXiv:0907.2189 [hep-th].

[3] D. Gaiotto, “N=2 dualities,” JHEP 2012 no. 08, (2012) 034, arXiv:0904.2715 [hep-th]. [4] H. Awata and Y. Yamada, “Five-dimensional AGT Conjecture and the Deformed Virasoro Algebra,” JHEP 01 (2010) 125, arXiv:0910.4431 [hep-th].

[5] A. Iqbal, C. Kozcaz, and C. Vafa, “The Refined Topological Vertex,” JHEP 2009 no. 0910, (2009) 069, arXiv:hep-th/0701156 [hep-th].

[6] H. Awata, B. Feigin, and J. Shiraishi, “Quantum Algebraic Approach to Refined Topological Vertex,” JHEP 2012 no. 03, (2012) 041, arXiv:1112.6074 [hep-th].

[7] J. Ding and K. Iohara, “Generalization of Drinfeld quantum affine algebra,” Lett. Math.

Phys. 41 no. 2, (1997) 181–193, arXiv:q-alg/9608002v2 [math.RT].

[8] K. Miki, “A (q, γ) analog of the W_{1+∞} algebra,”

Journal of Mathematical Physics 48 no. 12, (2007) 3520.

http://scitation.aip.org/content/aip/journal/jmp/48/12/10.1063/1.2823979.

[9] T. Prochazka, “W-symmetry, topological vertex and affine Yangian,”

arXiv:1512.07178 [hep-th].

[10] M. Fukuda, S. Nakamura, Y. Matsuo, and R.-D. Zhu, “SH^c Realization of Minimal Model CFT: Triality, Poset and Burge Condition,” JHEP 11 (2015) 168,

arXiv:1509.01000 [hep-th].

[11] M. R. Gaberdiel and R. Gopakumar, “An AdS_3 Dual for Minimal Model CFTs,” Phys.Rev.D 83 no. 6, (2011) 066007, arXiv:1011.2986 [hep-th].

[12] O. Aharony, A. Hanany, and B. Kol, “Webs of (p,q) 5-branes, Five Dimensional Field Theories and Grid Diagrams,” JHEP 9801 (1998) 002, arXiv:hep-th/9710116 [hep-th].

[13] N. Leung and C. Vafa, “Branes and Toric Geometry,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2 (1998) 91–118, arXiv:hep-th/9711013 [hep-th].

[14] M. Aganagic, R. Dijkgraaf, A. Klemm, M. Marino, and C. Vafa, “Topological Strings and Integrable Hierarchies,” Commun. Math. Phys. 261 (2006) 451–516,

arXiv:hep-th/0312085 [hep-th].

[15] T. Kimura and V. Pestun, “Quiver W-algebras,” arXiv:1512.08533 [hep-th].

[16] E. Frenkel and N. Reshetikhin, “QUANTUM AFFINE ALGEBRAS AND DEFORMATIONS OF THE VIRASORO AND W-ALGEBRAS,” Comm. Math. Phys. 178 no. 1, (1996) 237–264, arXiv:q-alg/9505025 [q-alg].

[17] S. Katz, P. Mayr, and C. Vafa, “Mirror symmetry and Exact Solution of 4D N=2 Gauge Theories I,” Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 1 (1998) 53–114, arXiv:hep-th/9706110 [hep-th].

[18] J.-E. Bourgine, M. Fukuda, K. Harada, Y. Matsuo, and R.-D. Zhu, “(p,q)-webs of DIM representations, 5d N=1 instanton partition functions and qq-characters,” JHEP 2017 no. 11, (2017) 034, arXiv:1703.10759 [hep-th].

[19] D. Gaiotto and M. Rapcak, “Vertex Algebras at the Corner,” arXiv:1703.00982 [hep-th].

[20] B. Haghighat, A. Iqbal, C. Kozcaz, G. Lockhart, and C. Vafa, “M-strings,” ArXiv e-prints (2013) , arXiv:1305.6322 [hep-th].

[21] F. Nieri, “An elliptic Virasoro symmetry in 6d,” ArXiv e-prints (2015) ,

arXiv:1511.00574 [hep-th].

[22] A. Iqbal, C. Kozcaz, and S.-T. Yau, “Elliptic Virasoro Conformal Blocks,” ArXiv e-prints (2015) , arXiv:1511.00458 [hep-th].

[23] T. J. Hollowood, A. Iqbal, and C. Vafa, “Matrix Models, Geometric Engineering and Elliptic Genera,” JHEP 0803 (2008) 069, arXiv:hep-th/0310272 [hep-th].

[24] B. Haghighat, C. Kozcaz, G. Lockhart, and C. Vafa, “On orbifolds of M-Strings,” Phys.Rev.D 89 (2014) 046003, arXiv:1310.1185 [hep-th].

[25] M.-C. Tan, “An M-Theoretic Derivation of a 5d and 6d AGT Correspondence, and Relativistic and Elliptized Integrable Systems,” JHEP 12 (2013) 031,

arXiv:1309.4775 [hep-th].

[26] M.-C. Tan, “Higher AGT Correspondences, W-algebras, and Higher Quantum Geometric Langlands Duality from M-Theory,” JHEP , arXiv:1607.08330 [hep-th].

[27] Y. Saito, “Elliptic Ding-Iohara Algebra and the Free Field Realization of the Elliptic Macdonald Operator,” ArXiv e-prints (2013) , arXiv:1301.4912 [math.QA].

[28] B. Feigin, K. Hashizume, A. Hoshino, J. Shiraishi, and S. Yangida, “A commutative algebra on degenerate CP^1 and Macdonald polynomials,” J. Math. Phys. 50 no. 9, (2009) 095215,

arXiv:0904.2291 [math.QA].

[29] J.-E. Bourgine, M. Fukuda, Y. Matsuo, and R.-D. Zhu, “Reflection states in Ding-Iohara-Miki algebra and brane-web for D-type quiver,” JHEP 12 (2017) 015,

arXiv:1709.01954 [hep-th].

[30] L. Clavelli and J. A. Shapiro, “Pomeron factoriation in general dual models,” Nucl.Phys.B 57 no. 2, (1973) 490–535.

[31] H. Fan, B.-y. Hou, K.-j. Shi, and W.-l. Yang, “Bosonization of vertex operators for Zn symmetric Belavin model and its correlation functions,” J. Phys. A 30 (1997) 5687–5696,

arXiv:hep-th/9703126 [hep-th].

[32] O. Foda and R.-D. Zhu, “An elliptic topological vertex,” arXiv:1805.12073 [hep-th].

[33] T. Kimura and V. Pestun, “Quiver elliptic W-algebras,” arXiv:1608.04651 [hep-th].

[34] T. Kimura, H. Mori, and Y. Sugimoto, “Refined Geometric transition and qq-characters,” ArXiv e-prints (2017) , arXiv:1705.03467 [hep-th].

[35] J.-E. Bourgine, M. Fukuda, Y. Matsuo, H. Zhang, and R.-D. Zhu, “Coherent states in quantum W_{1+∞} algebra and qq-character for 5d Super Yang-Mills,” PTEP 2016 no. 12, (2016) 123B05, arXiv:1606.08020 [hep-th].

[36] K. Intriligator, D. Morrison, and N. Seiberg, “Five-Dimensional Supersymmetric Gauge Theoris and Degenerations of Calabi-Yau Spaces,” Nucl.Phys.B 497 (1997) 56–100,

arXiv:hep-th/9702198 [hep-th].

[37] L. Bhardwaj, “Classification of 6d N=(1,0) gauge theories,” arXiv:1502.06594 [hep-th].

[38] M.-x. Huang, K. Sun, and X. Wang, “Blowup Equations for Refined Topological Strings,”

arXiv:1711.09884 [hep-th].

[39] H. Awata, H. Kanno, A. Mironov, A. Morozov, K. Suetake, and Y. Zenkevich, “(q, t)-KZ equations for quantum toroidal algebra and Nekrasov partition functions on ALE spaces,”

arXiv:1712.08016 [hep-th].

[40] P. Ginsparg, “Applied Conformal Field Theory,” Fields, Strings, and Critical Phenomena session XLIX (1988) , arXiv:hep-th/9108028 [hep-th].