arXiv:2010.11021v1 [math-ph] 21 Oct 2020

TOPOLOGICAL RECURSION FOR THE EXTENDED OOGURI–VAFA PARTITION FUNCTION OF COLORED HOMFLY-PT POLYNOMIALS OF TORUS KNOTS

PETR DUNIN-BARKOWSKI, MAXIM KAZARIAN, ALEKSANDR POPOLITOV, SERGEY SHADRIN, AND ALEXEY SLEPTSOV

Abstract. We prove that topological recursion applied to the spectral curve of colored HOMFLY-PT polynomials of torus knots reproduces the n-point functions of a particular partition function called the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function. This generalizes and refines the results of Brini–Eynard– Mariño and Borot–Eynard–Orantin.

We also discuss how the statement of spectral curve topological recursion in this case fits into the program of Alexandrov–Chapuy–Eynard–Harnad of establishing the topological recursion for general weighted double Hurwitz numbers partition functions (a.k.a. KP tau-functions of hypergeometric type).

Contents

1. Introduction 1 1.1. Organization of the paper 3 1.2. Acknowledgments 3 2. Extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function and topological recursion 3 2.1. Semi-infinite wedge formalism 3 2.2. Extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function 4 2.3. Spectral curve topological recursion 5 2.4. Alexandrov–Chapuy–Eynard–Harnad framework 6 2.5. Reformulation of topological recursion for the correlation differentials of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function 8 2.6. Proof of topological recursion 8 3. Energy operator and cut-and-join equation 9 3.1. Vertex operators and an equation for the partition function 9 3.2. Equations for n-point functions 10 3.3. Equations for the extended Ooguri-Vafa n-point functions 11 3.4. Analytic continuation of the cut-and-join equation 13 4. Quadratic loop equations 14 4.1. Notation and conventions 14 4.2. Guide to the proof 15 4.3. Holomorphic expressions 15 4.4. Obstructions to holomorphicity 17 4.5. Analysis of the coefficients 18 4.6. Proof of the quadratic loop equation 19 References 19

1. Introduction

The spectral curve topological recursion for colored SUpNq torus knot invariants was first proposed by Brini–Eynard–Mariño in [BEMn12]. In that paper they investigated a conjectural equivalence (mirror symmetry) between A and B models of open topological string theory. They proposed a B-model geometry, which generalized the previously obtained results for a colored framed unknot and made it possible to do explicit calculations in this geometry. The proposed procedure assigns the data of a spectral curve to each torus knot T rQ, P s and allows one to calculate its SUpNq invariants using topological recursion. The topological recursion was derived from the loop equations of the matrix model that precisely describes these knot invariants, originally proposed in [LR99, DT07, Mn05]. Although this derivation of topological recursion in [BEMn12] should rather be considered a conjecture, soon the development of the 1

matrix model technique allowed Borot–Eynard–Orantin to prove the statement of Brini–Eynard–Mariño, see [BEO15] (see also [BEW17, BGK15] for clarification of some further technical details).

To be more precise, we recall that the spectral curve topological recursion (originally studied in the matrix model context for partular matrix models in e.g. [AMM05, AMM07, CE06a, CE06b, CEO06] and then formally defined for arbitrary abstract spectral curves in [EO07, Ora07], see also [Eyn14b]) is a recursive procedure that in its simplest version associates to a Riemann surface Σ with some extra data (the so-called spectral curve initial data) symmetric meromorphic n-differentials ω_{g,n} defined on Σ^n. The conjecture of Brini–Eynard–Mariño / theorem of Borot–Eynard–Orantin states that these differentials contain the information about the Ooguri–Vafa partition function Z for the torus knot T rQ, P s:

(1.1) Z “ Zpq, A | p̄q :“ ÿ R H_RpT rQ, P s; q, Aq s_Rpp̄q

(we explain the ingredients of this formula and recall all necessary definitions below). This partition function is the generating function of the colored SUpNq invariants (related to the colored HOMFLY polynomials H_RpT rQ, P s; q, Aq by specializing the variable A “ q^N ) of the knot T rQ, P s and describes the expansion of the Chern-Simons theory around the trivial flat connection.

This statement, however, leaves a feeling of dissatisfaction, since one has to cut off plenty of information contained in the differentials ω_{g,n} via some symmetrization procedure to get the coefficients of the Ooguri– Vafa partition function, and it is by no means a natural thing to do from the point of view of the topological recursion theory. On the other hand, it was observed in [DBPSS19] that the Ooguri–Vafa function has the same drawback from the point of view of the theory of KP integrability. Namely, following the ideas of [MMM13, MMS13] it was shown in [DBPSS19] that there exists a very natural extension of the Ooguri– Vafa parition function to a tau-function of KP hierarchy of hypergeometric type [KMMM95, OS01], more precisely, to a reparametrized generating function of double Hurwitz numbers. Note that in order to get the Ooguri–Vafa parition function from the extended Ooguri–Vafa parition function one has to cut off plenty of coefficients via exactly the same symmetrization procedure as the one applied to ω_{g,n} in the topological recursion setup.

These considerations led to a natural conjecture, posed in [DBPSS19], that related full expansions of the correlation differentials ω_{g,n} constructed via topological recursion from the Brini–Eynard–Mariño spectral curve data with the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition functions. A thorough combinatorial analysis of the latter function performed in [DBPSS19] confirmed many expected properties that would follow from this conjecture. In fact, the results of [DBPSS19] reduced this conjecture to the so-called quadratic loop equation [BEO15, BS17], and its proof (and, as an immediate corollary, a proof of the topological recursion for the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function) is the main result of this paper.

There are also additional broader contexts where the results of our paper are potentially interesting. One is the general approach to the topological recursion for the hypergeometric KP tau-functions (generating the so-called weighted Hurwitz numbers), due to Alexandrov–Chapuy–Eynard–Harnad. The hypergeometric tau-functions are forced to depend on an additional parameter ℏ that controls the genus expansion and according to [APSZ20] adapts the hypergeometric tau-functions to the theory of ℏ-quantization of the dispersionless KP hierarchy [TT95, NZ16]. We prove that the Brini–Eynard–Mariño spectral curve and the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function fit into the Alexandrov–Chapuy–Eynard–Harnad framework once we allow to consider the ℏ^2-deformations of the initial data of hypergeometric tau-functions. This makes the case of the Brini–Eynard–Mariño spectral curve close to the case of the so-called r-spin Hurwitz numbers, where the effect of ℏ^2-deformation of the initial data of hypergeometric tau-functions is also present [BKL^`17, DBKPS19b], and it raises immediately a lot of open questions on the general role of the ℏ^2-deformations in the Alexandrov–Chapuy–Eynard–Harnad framework for the topological recursion for weighted Hurwitz numbers. These questions are beyond the scope of this paper, but they are considered and partly answered in [BDBKS20a, BDBKS20b].

Another context is as follows: there is a mirror symmetry statement of remodelling type proved recently by Fang–Zong in [FZ19]. They show that the open Gromov–Witten invariants of the resolved conifold with the special choice of Langrangian corresponding to a torus knot [DSV13] are contained in the aforementioned differentials ω_{g,n}, and are obtained by exactly the same symmetrization procedure as the colored HOMFLY-PT polynomials (and thus coincide with the colored HOMFLY-PT polynomials of the torus knot used in the construction of the Lagrangian). To this end it is very interesting whether the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function has any geometric counterpart. At the moment neither of the two geometric approaches considered in [FZ19] (localization formula for the space of maps of bordered Riemann surfaces and relative Gromov–Witten theory) has any obvious refinement that would match the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function. However, what we get for free is the explicit form of the ELSV-type formula for the n-point functions of the Ooguri–Vafa partition function, cf. [FZ19, p. 35]

(we recall that there is always an ELSV-type formula for the expansions of the correlations differentials obtained via topological recursion in terms of the tautological classes and cohomological field theories on the moduli space of curves [Eyn14a, DBOSS14]).

1.1. Organization of the paper. Section 2 contains all preliminaries on the formalism of free fermions that we use throughout the paper, the definition of the (extended) Ooguri–Vafa partition functions, a detailed explanation of the statement on topological recursion, its proof modulo the technical results from the rest of the paper, and a discussion of the embedding of the results that we obtain into the Alexandrov–Chapuy–Eynard–Harnad framework for topological recursion for general weighted Hurwitz numbers.

Section 3 discusses an evolutionary equation for the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function obtained from the energy operator, and the analytic extension of the resulting equation for the n-point functions of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function to the whole spectral curve of Brini–Eynard–Mariño.

In Section 4 we use the equations obtained in the previous section to prove the quadratic loop equations, which is the main technical result of this paper used in Section 2 in the proof of the topological recursion.

1.2. Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank B. Bychkov and A. Mironov for useful discussions and B. Fang for useful correspondence.

S. S. was supported by the Netherland Organization for Scientific Research. P.D.-B. and A. S. were supported by the Russian Science Foundation (Grant No. 20-71-10073).

This project has started when S. S. was visiting the Faculty of Mathematics at the National Research University Higher School of Economics and the Laboratory of Mathematical and Theoretical Physics at the Moscow Institute of Science and Technology, and S. S. would like to thank both institutions for warm hospitality and stimulating research atmosphere.

2. Extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function and topological recursion

In this Section, we first briefly recall some basic definitions and facts from the semi-infinite wedge formalism, since we use it below in various definitions and computations. Then we recall the definition of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function from [DBPSS19] that contains, in particular, the full information about the colored HOMFLY-PT polynomials of the torus pP, Qq knot. We also recall the conjecture on the spectral curve topological recursion for the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function posed in [DBPSS19]. We explain how this conjecture fits into the general proposal of Alexandrov–Chapuy– Eynard–Harnad [ACEH18, ACEH20] on topological recursion for the partition functions of weighted double Hurwitz numbers (also known as KP tau functions of hypergeometric type). This allows us to formulate (in Subsection 2.5) the main theorem of this paper (the preceding subsections can be seen as the motivation for it), which is a reformulation in ACEH terms of the above-mentioned conjecture. Finally, in Subsection 2.6, we present a proof of the main theorem modulo the technical results on the loop equations obtained in the rest of the paper.

2.1. Semi-infinite wedge formalism. Let us briefly recall some basic facts from the semi-infinite wedge formalism which is going to be used in what follows (for more details see [Kac90, MJD00]).

Let V be an infinite dimensional vector space with a basis labeled by the half integers; denote the basis vector labeled by m{2 by m{2, so V “ À iPZ`^1_2 i. The semi-infinite wedge space V is spanned by

all wedge products of the form

(2.1) i_1 ^ i_2 ^ ¨ ¨¨

for any decreasing sequence of half integers pi_kq such that there is an integer c (called the charge) with i_k ` k ´^1_2 “ c for k sufficiently large. We denote the inner product for which this basis is orthonormal by p¨, ¨q. The zero charge subspace V_0 Ă V of the semi-infinite wedge space is spanned by the vectors v_λ indexed by integer partitions λ “ pλ_1 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě λ_ℓq, ℓ ě 0, defined as

(2.2) v_λ :“ λ_1´ 1 2 ^ λ_2´ 3 2 ^ λ_3´ 5 2 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ .

In particular, the vector v_H “ ´^1_2 ^ ´^3_2 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ P V_0 that corresponds to the empty partition is called the vacuum vector and usually denoted by |0y

For an operator P on V_0 we define the vacuum expectation value of P by xPy :“ x0|P|0y, where x0| is the dual of the vacuum vector with respect to the inner product p¨, ¨q and called the covacuum vector. We will also refer to these vacuum expectation values as (disconnected) correlators.

For k P Z`^1_2 define the operator ψ_k : V Ñ V by ψ_k : pi_1 ^ i_2 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ q ÞÑ pk ^ i_1 ^ i_2 ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ q. It increases the charge by 1. The operator ψ^˚_k is defined to be the adjoint of the operator ψ_k with respect to the inner product p¨, ¨q. Then for i, j P Z `^1_2 define the operator E_{ij} as E_{ij} :“ :ψ_iψ^˚_j :, where the normal order product :ψ_iψ^˚_j : is defined as follows:

(2.3) :ψ_iψ^˚_j : :“ # ψ_iψ^˚_j if j ą 0 ; ´ψ^˚_j ψ_i if j ă 0 .

The operator E_{ij} does not change the charge and can be restricted to V_0.

We will also need the following operators:

F_1 :“ ÿ kPZ`^1_2

kE_{k,k}; F_2 :“ ÿ kPZ`^1_2

k^2 2 E_{k,k}; α_m :“ ÿ kPZ`^1_2 E_{k´m,k}, m P Z. (2.4)

2.2. Extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function. Let us briefly recall the definition of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function, following [DBPSS19] (we refer the reader to that paper for more details and motivations).

2.2.1. Rosso–Jones formula and Ooguri–Vafa parition function. Let T rQ, P s be a torus knot. Then, for a given Young diagram R, its R-colored HOMFLY-PT polynomial in the spectral framing is defined by the following variation of the Rosso–Jones formula [RJ93]:

(2.5) H_RpT rQ, P s; q, Aq :“ A^{P |R|}¨ ÿ R_1$Q|R|

c^{R1}_R q^{2κR PQ} s^˚_{R1} pq, Aq ,

where |R| is the size of Young diagram R (the number of boxes in it); the functions s_R “ s_Rpp_1, . . . , p_{|R|}q are the Schur polynomials written in p-variables, and s^˚_R :“ s_R|_{@i pi “p}˚_i , with

p^˚_i :“

A^i ´ A^{´i} q^i ´ q^{´i} ; (2.6)

the coefficients c^{R1}_R are integer numbers determined by the following equation:

s_Rpp_Q, p_{2Q}, . . . , p_{p|R|´1qQ}, p_{|R|Q}q “ ÿ R_1 $Q|R|

c^{R1}_R ¨ s_{R1} pp_1, p_2, . . . , p_{|R1|}q;

(2.7)

and κ_R :“ ř pi,jqPRpi ´ jq is the eigenvalue of F2 on vR (the summation runs over the boxes in the Young

diagram of the partition R).

Now for a moment let us omit the restriction (2.6) and define the extended colored HOMFLY-PT polynomial:

(2.8) H_RpT rQ, P s; pq :“ A^{P |R|}¨ ÿ R_1$Q|R|

c^{R1}_R q^{2κR PQ} s_{R1} ppq .

Here when writing p in the arguments we assume the whole sets of variables p_1, . . . , p_{|R|} and p_1, . . . , p_{|R1|} on the LHS and on the RHS, respectively.

The Ooguri–Vafa partition function [OV00] for the torus knot T rQ, P s depends on two sets of variables, p “ tp_1, p_2, . . . u and p̄ “ tp̄_1, p̄_2, . . . u, and is defined as Zpp, p̄q :“ ÿ R H_RpT rQ, P s; pq s_Rpp̄q . (2.9)

The sum goes over all Young diagrams of all sizes, including the empty one (in that case the corresponding term in the sum is just equal to 1); and by writing p̄ in the argument of s_R on the RHS we mean the restriction of the whole infinite set of variables tp̄_1, p̄_2, . . . u to the number of arguments in s_R, i.e. tp̄_1, . . . , p̄_{|R|}u.

Theorem 3.7 of [DBPSS19] (derived from the representation of the Ooguri–Vafa partition function obtained in [MMS13]) states that the Ooguri–Vafa partition function can be expressed as follows in the semi-infinite wedge formalism: Zpp, p̄q “ C exp ~_8 ÿ j“1 α_{´j} p_j j ¸ exp ^ ℏ P Q F_2 ˙ exp ~_8 ÿ i“1 α_{iQ}pp̄_i ¨ QA^{iP} q iQ ¸G , (2.10)

where

(2.11) ℏ “ 2 log q.

2.2.2. Extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function. Now we define the extended Ooguri-Vafa partition function, following [DBPSS19], which extends Z to p̄’s with fractional indices: Definition 2.1. The extended Ooguri-Vafa partition function is

Z^{ext}pp, p̄q :“ C exp ~_8 ÿ j“1 α_{´j} p_j j ¸ exp ^ ℏ P Q F_2 ˙ exp ~_8 ÿ i“1 α_ipp̄_{i{Q}QA^{iP {Q}q i ¸G . (2.12)

Here p “ tp_1, p_2, . . . u, p̄ “ tp_{i{Q}|i P Z_{ą0}u.

Remark 2.2. Note that Z is recovered from Z^{ext} by keeping only p̄_{i{Q} with integer indices, i.e. (2.13) Zpp_1, p_2, . . . ; p̄_1, p̄_2, . . . q “ Z^{ext}pp_1, p_2, . . . ; p̄_{1{Q}, p̄_{2{Q}, . . . q|_{@i,Q∤i: pi{Q “0}. Remark 2.3. The reason to define such an extension is that this extension takes the form of the generating function of double Hurwitz numbers, after the following change of variables: p̃_i :“ p̄_{i{Q}QA^{iP {Q}, i ě 1 ;

(2.14)

u :“ P Q ℏ . (2.15)

In terms of these variables we get:

Z^{ext}pp, p̃q “ C exp ~_8 ÿ i“1 α_ip_i i ¸ exp puF_2q exp

~_8 ÿ j“1 α_{´j}p̃_j j ¸G , (2.16)

which is precisely the standard form of the generating function of double Hurwitz numbers.

We are actually interested in the restriction of Z^{ext}pp, p̄q to the topological locus, which is a physical jargon for the substitution p “ p^˚, where

p^˚_i “

A^i ´ A^{´i} e^{ℏi{2} ´ e^{´ℏi{2} . (2.17)

Denote (2.18) Z^{ext} “ Z^{ext}pp̄q :“ Z^{ext}pp, p̄q ˇ ˇ_{p“p˚} .

2.2.3. The n-point functions. Now let us define the n-point functions of the extended Ooguri-Vafa partition function. Let

C^{pgq}_{μ1 ...μn} :“ rℏ^{2g´2`n}s B Bp̄_{μ1{Q} . . . B Bp̄_{μn{Q} log Z^{ext} ˇ ˇ ˇ_{p̄“0} .

(2.19)

Remark 2.4. Note that after the restriction (2.18), the ℏ parameter enters not only the middle exponential in (2.12), but also the one on the left.

Now, following [DBPSS19], we have Definition 2.5. The n-point functions H_{g,n} of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function are

H_{g,n}pΛ_1, . . . , Λ_nq :“ Q^{´n} 8ÿ μ_1 ...μ_n“1 C^{pgq}_{μ1 ...μn} nź i“1 Λ^{´μi}_i .

(2.20)

2.3. Spectral curve topological recursion.

2.3.1. Formulation of topological recursion. The spectral curve topological recursion [CE06a, EO07, Ora07, Eyn14b] associates to a Riemann surface Σ (the so-called spectral curve) equipped with two functions X, y : Σ Ñ C and a symmetric bidifferential B on Σ^2 “ Σ ^ Σ satisfying some extra conditions a family of meromorphic symmetric n-differentials (CEO-differentials) ω_{g,n} defined on Σ^n, g ě 0, n ě 1. We assume that dX is meromorphic and all critical points p_1, . . . , p_r of X are simple, y is holomorphic near p_i and dy -“ 0 at p_i, i “ 1, . . . , r, and B has no singularities except for a double pole on the diagonal with biresidue 1. We set by definition ω_{0,1} “ y dX{X, ω_{0,2} “ B, and for 2g ´ 2 ` n ą 0 we define: ω_{g,n}pz_{t1,...,nu}q “ 1 2 rÿ i“1 Res_{zÑpi} ş_{σi pzq} z ω_{0,2}p¨, z_1q ω_{0,1}pσ_ipzqq ´ ω_{0,1}pzq ” ω_{g´1,n`1}pz, σ_ipzq, z_{t2,...,nu}q` (2.21) ÿ g_1`g_2 “g I_1 \I_2 “t2,...,nu pg_i ,|I_i|q-“p0,0q

ω_{g1 ,1`|I1|}pz, z_{I1} qω_{g2 ,1`|I2|}pσ_ipzq, z_{I2} q ı .

Here z_i is some coordinate on the i-th copy of Σ in Σ^n, σ_i is the deck transformation for X near the point p_i, i “ 1, . . . , r, and all ω_{´1,n}, n ě 1, are set to be equal to 0. Furthermore, for a set I, we write z_I “ tz_iu_{iPI} .

Remark 2.6. Note that we can add to ω_{0,1} any differential invariant under the deck transformations σ_i, i “ 1, . . . , r, and this does not change any ω_{g,n} for 2g ´ 2 ` n ě 0.

2.3.2. Main theorem. Let us state the main theorem of the present paper (which was formulated in [DBPSS19] as a conjecture).

Theorem 2.7. For 2g ´ 2 ` n ě 0, the correlation differentials of the extended Ooguri-Vafa partition function

ω_{g,n} :“ d_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ d_nH_{g,n} “ Q^{´n} 8ÿ μ_1 ...μ_n“1 C^{pgq}_{μ1 ...μn} nź i“1 p´μ_iq dΛ_i Λ^{μi`1}_i , (2.22)

satisfy the CEO spectral curve topological recursion on the spectral curve Σ “ C P^1 zC with the global coordinate U, where C is a contour connecting the points U “ A^{´P {Q´1} and U “ A^{´P {Q`1}, for the data X “ X^{BEM}, y “ y^{BEM}, and B “ dU_1dU_2{pU_1 ´ U_2q^2, where

ΛpUq :“ U ^ 1 ´ A^{P {Q`1}U 1 ´ A^{P {Q´1}U ˙P {Q , (2.23)

X^{BEM} :“ Λ^{´Q}pUq ,

(2.24)

y^{BEM} :“ γ logpUq ` δ log ´ 1 ´ A^{P {Q`1}U ¯ ´ δ log ´ 1 ´ A^{P {Q´1}U ¯ , (2.25)

and γ and δ are chosen such that ^ Q P γ δ ˙ P SLp2, Zq .

(2.26)

We will see below that this theorem (or, more precisely, its equivalent reformulation introduced in the next subsection) follows from Theorem 2.19 (which is the main technical result of the present paper) taken together with the results of [DBPSS19].

Remark 2.8. In the case pg, nq “ p0, 1q, the correlation differential ω_{0,1} “ d_1H_{g,n} is not equal to y^{BEM} dX^{BEM}{X^{BEM}, but the difference

(2.27) ω_{0,1} ´ y^{BEM} dX^{BEM} X^{BEM} “ ^ γ Q log X^{BEM}´ 1 Q log A^2 ˙ dX^{BEM} X^{BEM} is invariant under all deck transformations, as is allowed by Remark 2.6. See [DBPSS19, Section 9.1].

Remark 2.9. The choice X “ Λ^{´Q} differs from what was stated in [DBPSS19] (where X “ Λ^Q was used). However, in the formula for topological recursion (2.21) this just amounts to taking the opposite sign in for ω_{0,1}, which corresponds to the fact that in the present paper we just use the definition of topological recursion with a different sign convention as opposed to [BEMn12, Equation (3.55)] and [DBPSS19]. The reason for the change of the sign convention is the link to the Alexandrov–Chapuy–Eynard–Harnad theory that we establish below.

Remark 2.10. Note that for the purpose of definition of the spectral curve topological recursion, we have to treat A as some fixed complex number, rather than a formal variable as in the definition of the HOMFLY-PT polynomials. For the purposes of the present paper, A can be an arbitrary complex number, apart from the mild restrictions requiring that the zeroes of dΛ should be finite and simple and should not have the same absolute values as either A or A^{´1}. Note that dΛpUq “ 0 is equivalent to

(2.28) pA^{´P {Q}U^{´1}q^2´ ´ A ` 1` P Q ˘ ` A^{´1} ` 1´ P Q ˘¯ pA^{´P {Q}U^{´1}q ` 1 “ 0,

so the first condition just means that at the zeros of dΛ the coordinate z :“ A^{´P {Q}U^{´1} is not equal to 0, 8, 1, or ´1. We can also assume without loss of generality that |A| ă |A^{´1}|.

2.4. Alexandrov–Chapuy–Eynard–Harnad framework. In [ACEH18, ACEH20] a rather general Hurwitz-type problem was considered (specifically, polynomially weighted double Hurwitz numbers), and it was proved that the corresponding n-point functions satisfy topological recursion on a specific spectral curve determined by the way the numbers are weighted. It turns out that while the results of these papers are not directly applicable to our case, it is still possible to use their setup, in particular, their formula for the spectral curve.

2.4.1. Functions X and y. Specifically, for a Hurwitz-type problem coming from the partition functions (2.18), the function X and y on the ACEH spectral curve (cf. also [BDBKS20a]) take the form X^{ACEH} “ z ϕpŠpzqq^{´1}

(2.29) y^{ACEH} “ Špzq,

(2.30) where

ϕpyq “ exp ´P Q y ¯ , (2.31)

Špzq “^8 ÿ j“1 p^˚_j |_{ℏ“0}z^j “ 8ÿ j“1 A^j ´ A^{´j} j z^j “ ´ logp1 ´ Azq ` logp1 ´ A^{´1}zq.

(2.32)

Let us determine how the ACEH-functions X^{ACEH} and y^{ACEH} are related to X^{BEM} and y^{BEM}.

Proposition 2.11. For U “ A^{´P {Q}z^{´1}, we have:

X^{ACEH}pzq “ A^{P {Q} ` X^{BEM}pUq

˘_{1{Q} , (2.33) y^{ACEH}pzq “ Qy^{BEM}pUq ` γ log X^{BEM}pUq ´ log A^2

(2.34)

Proof. Indeed,

A^{P {Q}Λ^{´1} “ A^{P {Q}U^{´1} ^ 1 ´ A^{P {Q´1}U 1 ´ A^{P {Q`1}U ˙P {Q “ A^{2P {Q}z ^ 1 ´ A^{´1}z^{´1} 1 ´ Az^{´1}

˙_{P {Q} (2.35) “ z ^ 1 ´ Az 1 ´ A^{´1}z

˙_{P {Q} “ z exp ^ ´ P Q ` ´ logp1 ´ Azq ` logp1 ´ A^{´1}zq ˘ ˙

and Qpy^{BEM} pUq ´ γ log ΛpUqq ´ log A^2

(2.36) “ Q ´ γ log U ` δ log ´ 1 ´ A^{P {Q`1}U ¯ ´ δ log ´ 1 ´ A^{P {Q´1}U ¯¯

´ γ log U´ γP Q logp1 ´ A^{P {Q`1}Uq` γP Q logp1 ´ A^{P {Q´1}Uqq ´ log A^2

“ log ´ 1 ´ A^{P {Q`1}U ¯ ´ log ´ 1 ´ A^{P {Q´1}U ¯ ´ log A^2

“ log ` 1 ´ Az^{´1} ˘ ´ log ` 1 ´ A^{´1}z^{´1} ˘ ´ log A^2

“ log ^ 1 ´ A^{´1}z 1 ´ Az ˙ . □ Corollary 2.12. We have

(2.37) ω_{0,1} “ y^{ACEH} dX^{ACEH} X^{ACEH} . Proof. Indeed,

y^{ACEH} dX^{ACEH} X^{ACEH} “ ` Qy^{BEM}pUq ` γ log X^{BEM}pUq ´ log A^2 ˘ 1 Q dX^{BEM} X^{BEM} , (2.38)

and the latter expression is equal to ω_{0,1} by Equation (2.27). □

Now let us determine which form does the definition (2.20) of the n-point functions H_{g,n} take in the ACEH coordinates. Using the fact that X^{ACEH} “ A^{P {Q}Λ^{´1} and Equation (2.14), we can rewrite Equation (2.20) as H_{g,n} “ Q^{´n}A^{´nP {Q} 8ÿ μ_1...μ_n“1 C^{pgq}_{μ1 ...μn} nź i“1 ` X^{ACEH} i ˘_{μi} (2.39)

“ 8ÿ μ_1 ...μ_n“1 rℏ^{2g´2`n}s B Bp̃_{μ1} . . . B Bp̃_{μn} log Z^{ext} ˇ ˇ ˇ_{p̃“0} nź i“1 ` X^{ACEH} i ˘_{μi} . The latter form is the standard one in the ACEH theory. Note that in the last line the derivatives are with respect to p̃-variables defined in (2.14) as opposed to the p̄-variables used in (2.19).

2.5. Reformulation of topological recursion for the correlation differentials of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function. In this subsection we can finally reformulate Theorem 2.7 in the ACEH form, in which we are going to prove it further in the paper.

Convention 2.13. From now on and for the rest of the paper, we adopt the convention that X and y stand for X^{ACEH} and y^{ACEH}, respectively.

Recall formulas (2.16)-(2.17) and (2.39) for the extended Ooguri-Vafa partition function and the corresponding n-point functions respectively, in p̃-variables:

Z^{ext}pp̃q “ C exp ~_8 ÿ i“1 α_ip^˚_i i ¸ exp ^ P Q ℏF_2 ˙ exp ~_8 ÿ j“1 α_{´j}p̃_j j ¸G , (2.40)

p^˚_i “

A^i ´ A^{´i} e^{ℏi{2} ´ e^{´ℏi{2} , (2.41) H_{g,n}pX_1, . . . , X_nq “ 8ÿ μ_1 ...μ_n“1 rℏ^{2g´2`n}s B Bp̃_{μ1} . . . B Bp̃_{μn} log Z^{ext} ˇ ˇ ˇ p̃“0 nź i“1 X^{μi}_i . (2.42)

Now, the results of Section 2.4 imply that Theorem 2.7 can be equivalently reformulated as follows:

Theorem 2.14. The correlation differentials of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function

ω_{g,n} :“ d_1 ¨ ¨ ¨ d_nH_{g,n}

(2.43)

satisfy topological recursion for the spectral curve data Σ “ C P^1 zC with the global coordinate z, where C is a contour connecting the points z “ A and z “ A^{´1}, equipped with the functions

Xpzq “ z exp ^ ´ P Q ypzq ˙ , (2.44)

ypzq “ log ^ 1 ´ A^{´1}z 1 ´ Az ˙ , (2.45)

and the symmetric bidifferential B “ dz_1dz_2{pz_1 ´ z_2q^2.

The remainder of the paper is devoted to proving this theorem.

Remark 2.15. Note that compared to the theory developed in [ACEH18, ACEH20], in our case

(2.46) 8ÿ i“1 p^˚_i z^i “ ℏz^B_{Bz} ζpℏz^B_{Bz} q ypzq “ ypzq ` Opℏ^2q,

where ζptq :“ e^{t{2} ´ e^{´t{2}, as opposed to the standard ACEH convention that ř_8 i“1 p^˚_i z^i “ ypzq. This means that the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition functions falls in the extension of the ACEH theory, where the data specifying the partition function can depend on ℏ^2. Another example where the ACEH theory computes via the topological recursion some ℏ^2-deformed partition function is the case of Hurwitz numbers with completed cycles, see [BKL^`17, DBKPS19b]. All these examples inspired a systematic study of the ℏ^2-extension of the ACEH theory, see [BDBKS20a, BDBKS20b].

2.6. Proof of topological recursion. We follow the scheme of the proof of topological recursion suggested in [BS17], see also [BEO15]. Namely according to [BS17, Theorem 2.2], the system of correlation differentials ω_{g,n} defined on the spectral curve satisfies the topological recursion if and only if it satisfies the projection property, the linear loop equations, and the quadratic loop equations.

In the case of the correlation differentials of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function, the first two properties are superseded by the so-called quasi-polynomiality property, see [DBPSS19, Theorems 7.1 and 8.1] (cf. Remark 8.2 in op. cit.). So, this way we reduce the proof of topological recursion to the statement that the correlation differentials of the extended Ooguri–Vafa partition function satisfy the quadratic loop equation. Let us formulate this statement explicitly.

Notation 2.16. Denote (2.47) W_{g,n}pz_{t1,...,nu}q :“ ω_{g,n}pz_{t1,...,nu}q{ nź j“1 d log Xpz_j q.

Definition 2.17. We say that a system of meromorphic differentials ω_{g,n} satisfies the quadratic loop equations if for any g ě 0, n ě 0 the expression (2.48) W_{g´1,n`2}pz, σ_ipzq, z_{t1,...,nu}q` ÿ g_1 `g_2“g I_1 \I_2 “t1,...,nu

W_{g1 ,1`|I1|}pz, z_{I1} qW_{g2 ,1`|I2 |}pσ_ipzq, z_{I2} q

is holomorphic in z for z Ñ p_i, where p_i are the zeroes of dX.

Notation 2.18. Let

(2.49) D_X :“ X d dX . Theorem 2.19. Functions W_{g,n} coming from multidifferentials ω_{g,n} of (2.43), i.e. given by (2.50) W_{g,n}pz_{t1,...,nu}q “ D_{X1} ¨ ¨ ¨ D_{Xn} H_{g,n}, for functions H_{g,n} defined by (2.39), satisfy the quadratic loop equation (2.48).

This theorem is proved in Section 4. By [BS17, Theorem 2.2] and [DBPSS19, Theorem 8.1 and Remark 8.2] it implies Theorem 2.7.

Remark 2.20. The same method of proving the topological recursion, that is, a combinatorial-algebraic proof of quasi-polinomiality and a subsequent derivation of the quadratic loop equation is used in a number of papers, see [BKL^`17, DBKPS19b, DBKPS19a, KPS19]. The technical details of the proofs are, however, quite different, and in our case we have to combine, quite non-trivially, a set of ideas from these references.

3. Energy operator and cut-and-join equation In this section we use the energy operator to derive a cut-and-join equation for the extended Ooguri– Vafa partition function. This type of cut-and-join equations was used earlier in [GGPN13] and [DBKPS19a] for the monotone single Hurwitz numbers, and here we follow very closely a very general computation of the second named author in [Kaz20], see also [Kaz19].

The second goal of this section is to analytically extend the cut-and-join equation (originally derived as an equation for formal power series X_1, . . . , X_n near X_1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ X_n “ 0) to an equation for the globally define n-point functions.

3.1. Vertex operators and an equation for the partition function. Let us for the duration of Sections 3.1 and 3.2 forget about the specifics of the (extended) Ooguri-Vafa partition function and consider a general partition function of the form Z “ @ 0 ˇ ˇ exp

~_8 ÿ i“1 α_ip_i i ¸ Dpℏq exp

~_8 ÿ j“1 α_{´j} s_j jℏ ¸ ˇ ˇ 0D, (3.1)

where Dpℏqv_λ “ ś pi,jqPλ ϕpℏpi ´ jqq, where the indices pi, jq of boxes of Young diagram λ run as follows:

j “ 1, . . . , ℓpλq, i “ 1, . . . , λ_j ; and ϕpyq :“ 1` ř_8

k“1 φ_k y^k is some formal power series. Define the coefficients c_{r,j} , r ě 0, j ě 1, by

ℓ`j´^1_2ź

k“ℓ`^1_2 ϕpℏkq “ 8ÿ r“0 c_{r,j} ℏ^r r! ^ ℓ` j 2 ˙_r . (3.2)

Define the differential operators

(3.3) Q̂_{r,m} :“ ru^rs ÿ n`kě1 a_1 ,...,a_ně1 b_1 ,...,b_k ě1 ř a_i“ ř b_i `m

1 ζpuq 1 n!k! «_n ź i“1 ζpua_iq a_i p_{ai} ff«_k ź i“1 ζpub_iq b_i b_iB Bp_{bi} ff ,

r ě 0, m P Z. The simplest cases are Q̂_{0,´m} “^{mB}_{Bpm} and Q̂_{0,m} “ p_m for m ą 0.

Lemma 3.1. We have: 8ÿ i“1 p_i iB Bp_i Z “ 8ÿ m“1 s_m ℏ 8ÿ r“0 c_{r,m}ℏ^rQ̂_{r,m}Z. (3.4)

Proof. Consider the energy operator F_1 “ ř ℓPZ`12 ℓEℓℓ. Note that

F_1|0y “ 0 ;

(3.5) exp ~_8 ÿ j“1 α_{´j} s_j jℏ ¸ F_1 exp ~ ´ 8ÿ j“1 α_{´j} s_j jℏ ¸ “ F_1´ 8ÿ j“1 α_{´j} s_j ℏ ; (3.6)

Dpℏq ~ F_1´ 8ÿ j“1 α_{´j} s_j ℏ ¸ Dpℏq^{´1} “ F_1´ 8ÿ j“1 s_j ℏ ÿ ℓPZ`12 E_{ℓ`j,ℓ} ℓ`j´^1_2ź

k“ℓ`^1_2 ϕpℏkq . (3.7)

Using these three equations and Equation (3.2), we have: @ 0 ˇ ˇ exp

~_8 ÿ i“1 α_ip_i i ¸ F_1Dpℏq exp

~_8 ÿ j“1 α_{´j} s_j jℏ ¸ ˇ ˇ 0D (3.8)

“ @ 0 ˇ ˇ exp

~_8 ÿ i“1 α_ip_i i ¸ ¨ ˚ ˝ 8ÿ j“1 s_j ℏ ÿ ℓPZ`12 E_{ℓ`j,ℓ} 8ÿ r“0 c_{r,j} ℏ^r r! ^ ℓ` j 2 ˙_r ˛ ‹ ‚Dpℏq exp

~_8 ÿ j“1 α_{´j} s_j jℏ ¸ ˇ ˇ 0D .

Define the operators

(3.9) Q_{r,m} :“ ÿ ℓPZ`12 E_{ℓ`m,ℓ} pℓ `^m_2 q^r r! , r ě 0, m P Z.

According to [Kac90, Chapter 14], for any vector v_λ we have @ 0 ˇ ˇ ~_8 ÿ i“1 α_ip_i i ¸ Q_{r,m}v_λ “ Q̂_{r,m} @ 0 ˇ ˇ ~_8 ÿ i“1 α_ip_i i ¸ v_λ. (3.10)

Applying (3.10) to Equation (3.8) we obtain the statement of the lemma. □

Remark 3.2. Note that the coefficients s_m, m ě 1, are allowed to be formal power series in ℏ^2 in the computation above.

3.2. Equations for n-point functions. For a general Z as in (3.1) we consider the n-point functions

H_{g,n} “ rℏ^{2g´2`n}s ÿ d_1,...,d_n B^n log Z Bp_{d1} ¨ ¨ ¨ Bp_{dn} ˇ ˇ ˇ_{p“0} nź i“1 X^{di}_i . (3.11)

Let D_{Xi} “ X_i^d_{dXi} , as in (2.49). Lemma 3.1 implies the following equation for some slight modification of the n-point functions. Corollary 3.3. We have:

~_n ÿ i“1 D_{Xi} ¸ H̃_{g,n} “ (3.12) 8ÿ m“1 s_m 8ÿ r“0 c_{r,m} ÿ tě0,dě0 t`2d“r 1 t! ÿ ℓ“1,...,t or ℓ“0 if t“0 1 ℓ! ÿ tku\

Ů_ℓ

j“1 K_j “�n� Ů_ℓ

j“1 T_j “�t� T_j ‰H g´d“ ř_ℓ j“1 g_j `t´ℓ g_1 ,...,g_ℓě0

Q^{pkq}_{d,m,t} „_ℓź j“1 H̃_{gj ,|Tj |`|Kj |}pξ_{Tj} , X_{Kj} q ȷ

where ÿ dě0 Q^{pkq}_{d,m,t} z^{2d} “ z ζpzq ζpzD_{Xk} q zD_{Xk} ˝ X^m_k˝ tź j“1 ~^ ξ_j “x_k ˝ ζpzD_{ξj} q z ¸ . (3.13)

The modification of n-point functions that we have to use is the following. For pg, nq -“ p0, 2q we set H̃_{g,n} “ H_{g,n}. For pg, nq “ p0, 2q we set H̃_{0,2}pξ_i, ξ_j q :“ H_{0,2}pξ_j , ξ_j q;

(3.14)

H̃_{0,2}pξ_j , X_j q :“ H_{0,2}pξ_i, X_j q ` log ^ ξ_i ´ X_j ξ_iX_j ˙

(here we have slightly abused the notation, treating H̃_{0,2} with two ξ-arguments differently from H̃_{0,2} with one ξ-argument and one X-argument; note that there is at least one ξ-argument in every H̃_{g,n} entering (3.13)).

Proof. The proof literally repeats step by step the proof of [BKL^`17, Proposition 13]. See also a different exposition in [Kaz20]. □

Remark 3.4. Assume now that s_m “ ř_8 a“0 s_{m,a}ℏ^{2a}. Then the formula above gets a correction, namely ~_n ÿ i“1 D_{Xi} ¸ H̃_{g,n} “ (3.15) 8ÿ mě1 aě0 s_{m,a} 8ÿ r“0 c_{r,m} ÿ tě0,dě0 t`2d“r 1 t! ÿ ℓ“1,...,t or ℓ“0 if t“0 1 ℓ! ÿ tku\

Ů_ℓ

j“1 K_j “�n� Ů_ℓ j“1 T_j “�t� T_j ‰H g´d´a“ ř_ℓ j“1 g_j `t´ℓ g_1 ,...,g_ℓě0

Q^{pkq}_{d,m,t} „_ℓź j“1 H̃_{gj ,|Tj |`|Kj |}pξ_{Tj} , X_{Kj} q ȷ

(note the appearance of ´a in the LHS of the second line from the bottom in the list of conditions of the large sum).

3.3. Equations for the extended Ooguri-Vafa n-point functions. Let’s adapt Equation (3.15) to the case of Z^{ext} of (2.40). Consider the n-point functions given in Equation (2.42):

H_{g,n} “ rℏ^{2g´2`n}s ÿ d_1,...,d_n B^n log Z^{ext} Bp̃_{d1} ¨ ¨ ¨ Bp̃_{dn} ˇ ˇ ˇ ˇ_{p̃“0} nź i“1 X^{di}_i . (3.16)

In our case Dpℏq “ exppℏ^P_Q F_2q, which implies that ϕpℏzq “ exppℏ^P_Q zq. Therefore, ś_{ℓ`m´} 1_2

j“ℓ`^1_2 ϕpℏ P Q jq “ exppm^P_Q ℏpℓ `^m_2 qq, which implies that c_{r,m} “ ´ m^P_Q ¯_r

for any r ě 0 and m ě 1. The coefficients s_m are equal to p^˚_i “ pA^m ´ A^{´m}qℏm{mζpℏmq. Denote the coefficients of expansion of z{ζpzq by B_i, that is, z{ζpzq “ ř_8 i“0 B_iz^{2i}. Then s_{m,a} “ B_am^{2a´1}pA^m ´ A^{´m}q. Therefore, Equation (3.15) in our case takes the following form:

Lemma 3.5. We have: ~_n ÿ i“1 D_{Xi} ¸ H̃_{g,n} (3.17)

“ ÿ mě1 aě0 dě0

ÿ tě0 1ďkďn B_am^{2a} A^m ´ A^{´m} m ^ P Q m ˙_{2d`t}

ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} X^m_k ĄDH^{k,t}_{g´d´a,n},

where (3.18) ĄDH^{k,t}_{g´d´a,n} :“ ÿ ℓ“1,...,t or ℓ“0 if t“0 1 ℓ! ÿ Ů_ℓ

j“1 K_j “�n�ztku Ů_ℓ

j“1 T_j “�t� T_j ‰H g´d´a“ ř_ℓ j“1 g_j `t´ℓ g_1,...,g_ℓě0

tź i“1 1 t! ~^ ξ_i “X_k ζpuD_{ξi} q u ¸ „_ℓ ź j“1 H̃_{gj ,|Tj |`|Kj |}pξ_{Tj} , X_{Kj} q ȷ

Remark 3.6. Note that the sum over a and d in (3.17) is finite due to ĄDH^k_{g´d´a,n} vanishing for d`a ą g.

According to [DBPSS19, Theorem 8.1], the formal power series H̃_{g,n} can also be considered as the expansions of the globally defined meromorphic functions on the rational spectral curve with the global coordinate z, where X “ Xpzq is given in Equation (2.44). Abusing the notation a little bit, we denote these meromorphic functions also by H̃_{g,n}. Our goal is to interpret Equation (3.17) as an equation for meromorphic functions on the curve.

Let X_i “ Xpz_iq. Assume that |A| ď |A^{´1}|. We have the following lemma:

Lemma 3.7. For pg, nq ‰ p0, 1q, for each k “ 1, . . . , n the corresponding summand on the right hand side of Equation (3.17) is a finite linear combination of rational functions in z_1, . . . , z_n with the coefficients given by power series in z_k that converge to holomorphic functions on the disk t|z_k| ă |A|u.

Proof. Note that the terms in the sum in (3.18) sometimes contain factors H̃_{0,1}pξ_sq (this happens when one of the g_j is zero, and the corresponding K_j is empty, while |T_j | “ 1). Now let us define by (3.19) }DH^{k,t}_{g´d´a,n} the sum (3.18) where in all the terms which contain factors of H̃_{0,1}pξ_sq the corresponding operators u^{´1}ζpuD_{ξs} q are replaced by u^{´1}ζpuD_{ξs} q ´ D_{ξs} . In other words, }DH^{k,t}_{g´d´a,n} is ĄDH^{k,t}_{g´d´a,n} where we represent u^{´1}ζpuD_{ξi} q as D_{ξi} `O_i, expand all these brackets, and then drop all terms containing D_{ξi}H̃_{0,1}pξ_iq. Note that this definition implies that any sum of the form

(3.20) 8ÿ t“0 κ_t ĄDH^{k,t}_{g´d´a,n} can be rewritten as

(3.21) 8ÿ t_1 ,t_2“0 κ_{t1 `t2} 1 t_1! ´ D_{Xk} H̃_{0,1}pX_kq

¯_{t1} }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} .

by setting t “ t_1 ` t_2, where t_1 counts the D_{ξi}H̃_{0,1}pξ_iq factors. Here we used the fact that

(3.22)

t_1ź

i“1 ^ ξ_{si} “X_k D_{ξsi} H̃_{0,1}pξ_{si} q “ ´ D_{Xk}H̃_{0,1}pX_kq

¯_{t1} . Apply this (3.20) ù (3.21) procedure to the k-th summand on the right hand side of Equation (3.17).

We obtain: ÿ mě1 aě0 dě0 B_am^{2a} A^m ´ A^{´m} m 8ÿ t_1,t_2“0 ^ P Q m ˙_{2d`t1`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} X^m_k 1 t_1! ´ D_{Xk}H̃_{0,1}pX_kq

¯_{t1} }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n}. (3.23)

Note that only finitely many terms in the sum over t_2 give a nonvanishing contribution to the RHS of (3.23). This can be seen as follows. }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} is still a sum of terms of the form

(3.24) ℓź j“1 H̃_{gj ,|Tj |`|Kj |}pξ_{Tj} , X_{Kj} q,

acted upon with some operators, and subject to the conditions

Ů_ℓ

j“1 K_j “ �n�ztku,

Ů_ℓ j“1 T_j “ �t_2�, T_j ‰ H, g´d´a “ ř_ℓ j“1 g_j `t_2 ´ℓ, g_1, . . . , g_ℓ ě 0. Now for each H̃_{gj ,|Tj |`|Kj |}pξ_{Tj} , X_{Kj} q entering the expression for }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} either K_j ‰ H, or g_i ‰ 0, or |T_j | ě 2, or it is actually a H̃_{0,1}. All cases but the latter correspond to increases in ř_ℓ j“1 g_j ` t_2 ´ ℓ, and it is bounded from above by g. In the latter case the operator acting on H̃_{0,1} is u^{´1}ζpuD_{ξs} q ´ D_{ξs} , whose series expansion in u starts with a term proportional to u^1, and the total power of u is bounded from above by 2d (which is itself bounded from above by 2g), due to ru^{2d}s being present in the formula. Thus the total number of ξ-arguments of }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n}, denoted by t_2, is bounded from above for fixed g and n.

We can take the sum over t_1 in (3.23) and obtain ÿ mě1 aě0 dě0 B_am^{2a} A^m ´ A^{´m} m 8ÿ t_2“0 ^ P Q m ˙_{2d`t2}

ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} X^m_k exp ^ P Q m D_{Xk} H̃_{0,1}pX_kq ˙ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} . (3.25)

Recall that our spectral curve has the form

(3.26) Xpzq “ z exp ^ ´ P Q ypzq ˙ and y “ D_XH̃_{0,1}pXq,

which means that

(3.27) X^m_k exp ^ P Q m D_{Xk}H̃_{0,1}pX_kq ˙ “ z^m_k , and thus we can rewrite (3.25) in terms of variables z_k instead of X_k as ÿ mě1 aě0 dě0 B_am^{2a} A^m ´ A^{´m} m 8ÿ t_2 “0 ^ P Q m ˙_{2d`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} z^m_k }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} (3.28)

“ ÿ aě0 dě0 8ÿ t_2“0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n}^8 ÿ m“1 m^{2a`2d`t2´1} ` A^m ´ A^{´m} ˘ z^m_k ¸

Consider the sum over m in the above expression. It can be rewritten as follows:

(3.29) 8ÿ m“1 m^{2a`2d`t2´1} ` A^m ´ A^{´m} ˘ z^m_k “ ^ z d dz ˙_{2a`2d`t2 8}ÿ m“1 A^m ´ A^{´m} m z^m_k . Under the assumption that |z_k| ă |A| ă |A^{´1}| the sum

(3.30) 8ÿ m“1 A^m ´ A^{´m} m z^m_k converges to (3.31) log ` 1 ´ A^{´1}z_k ˘ ´ log p1 ´ A_kzq .

Note that there is a nonzero contribution of 2a ` 2d ` t_2 “ 0 only for pg, nq “ p0, 1q. Indeed, for a “ d “ t_2 “ 0 the factor }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} is nonzero only for g “ 0, n “ 1, since otherwise in the corresponding (3.18)-like expression either the condition g ´ d ´ a “ ř_ℓ

j“1 g_j ` t ´ ℓ or the condition

Ů_ℓ j“1 K_j “ �n�ztku, respectively, cannot be satisfied, which makes the sum empty.

Thus for pg, nq ‰ p0, 1q we can assume that 2a ` 2d ` t_2 ą 0. This means that function (3.31) once substituted into (3.28) via (3.29) gets acted upon by at least one instance of the operator zd{dz, which makes it a rational function in z_k. All the sums are now finite, and all the other factors and operators preserve the property of a function of z_k being a rational function, which implies the statement of the lemma (taking also into account the fact that the dependence of our k-th summand on all other z_i for i ‰ k is rational, as follows from all H_{g,n}, pg, nq ‰ p0, 1q, being rational functions on the spectral curve, as implied by [DBPSS19, Theorem 8.1]). □ An immediate corollary of this lemma is the following:

Corollary 3.8. For |z_i| ă |A|, i “ 1, . . . , n, the cut-and-join equation (3.17) implies the following identity of meromorphic functions:

~_n ÿ i“1 D_{Xi} ¸ H̃_{g,n} (3.32)

“ ÿ aě0 dě0 ÿ 1ďkďn 8ÿ t_2 “0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n}^8 ÿ m“1 m^{2a`2d`t2´1} ` A^m ´ A^{´m} ˘ z^m_k ¸

“ ÿ aě0 dě0 ÿ 1ďkďn 8ÿ t_2 “0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} ^ z_k d dz_k ˙_{2a`2d`t2} log 1 ´ A^{´1}z_k 1 ´ Az_k ¸ .

3.4. Analytic continuation of the cut-and-join equation. For the purposes of topological recursion we are interested of the behavior of the expression (3.32) on the whole spectral curve (specifically, near the branching points of Xpzq). We have to analytically continue the functions from the previous subsection beyond the disks t|z| ă |A|u.

Recall that we assume |A| ă |A^{´1}|, and there are three rings in which we would like to consider the re-expansion of the right hand side of (3.31): R_1 :“ t0 ă |z| ă |A|u,

(3.33) R_2 :“ t|A| ă |z| ă |A|^{´1}u,

(3.34) R_3 :“ t|A|^{´1} ă |z| ă 8u

(3.35) (R_1 is just the original disk t|z| ă |A|u, but from now on we exclude z “ 0 and call it a ring to unify the terminology).

We have the following re-expansions of (3.31) in these rings:

z P R_1 : 8ÿ m“1 A^m ´ A^{´m} m z^m_k , (3.36)

z P R_2 : ´ log z` 8ÿ m“1 A^{´m} m z^{´m}´ 8ÿ m“1 A^{´m} m z^m,

z P R_3 : 8ÿ m“1 A^{´m} ´ A^m m z^{´m}. We have

Lemma 3.9. Consider the point pq_1, . . . , q_nq, where q_i P R_{ti} , i “ 1, . . . , n, t_i P t1, 2, 3u. Near this point, the analytic extension of Equation (3.32) is still the sum of n summands for k “ 1, . . . , n, where the k-th summand is ÿ aě0 dě0 8ÿ t_2“0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n}^8 ÿ m“1 m^{2a`2d`t2´1}pA^m ´ A^{´m}qz^m_k ¸ , (3.37)

q_k P R_1; ÿ aě0 dě0 8ÿ t_2 “0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} ~ ´ δ_{2a`2d`t2,0} log z_k ´ δ_{2a`2d`t2,1}

(3.38)

´ 8ÿ m“1 p´mq^{2a`2d`t2´1}A^{´m}z^{´m}_k´ 8ÿ m“1 m^{2a`2d`t2´1}A^{´m}z^m_k ¸¸ , q_k P R_2; ÿ aě0 dě0 8ÿ t_2“0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n}^8 ÿ m“1 p´mq^{2a`2d`t2´1}pA^m ´ A^{´m}qz^{´m}_k ¸ , (3.39)

q_k P R_3

Proof. Observe that the choice of the ring where the point q_k belongs affects only the k-th summand on the right hand side of (3.32) (all other summands depend on z_k through the globally defined rational functions). To this end, we have to replace the function log ` 1 ´ A^{´1}z_k ˘ ´ log p1 ´ Az_kq in the k-th summand on the right hand side of Equation (3.32) by one of its expansions given by (3.36). □

Remark 3.10. The functions z_k in the expansions of log ` 1 ´ A^{´1}z_k ˘ ´ log p1 ´ Az_kq in (3.37)-(3.39) can now be replaced back by X_k exp

´_P

Q D_{Xk} H̃_{0,1}pX_kq ¯ , k “ 1, . . . , n. Remark 3.11. Note that for pg, nq “ p0, 1q (which is the only case when 2a ` 2d ` t_2 “ 0 gives a nonzero contribution) the cut-and-join equation just turns into the equation of the spectral curve.

4. Quadratic loop equations In this Section we use the analytic extension of the cut-and-join equation, obtained in the previous section in order to prove Theorem 2.19, that is, to prove the quadratic loop equation for the n-point functions. The latter is the only missing ingredient in the proof of the topological recursion outlined in Section 2.6. Essentially, we follow the same scheme of proof as in [KPS19], and it is based on the system of formal corollaries of quadratic loop equations obtained in [DBKPS19b].

4.1. Notation and conventions. Let p be a critical point of X. We denote by S_zfpzq (respectively, Δ_zfpzq) the symmetrization fpzq ` fpσpzqq (respectively, the antisymmetrization fpzq ´ fpσpzqq) of a function fpzq with respect to the deck transformation σ of Xpzq near p.

One of the properties of the operators S_z and Δ_z that we use below is the identity

(4.1) S_zfpz_1, . . . , z_nq ˇ ˇ ˇ_{zi“z} “ 2^{1´n} ÿ I\J“�n� |J|P2Z ´ ź iPI S_{zi} ¯´ ź jPJ Δ_{zj} ¯ fpz_1, . . . , z_nq ˇ ˇ ˇ_{zi“z}

that is valid for any n ě 1 [BKL^`17, DBKPS19b, KPS19].

Furthermore, introduce the notation

W_{g,t`n}pξ_{�t�}, X_{�n�}q :“ D_{ξ1} ¨ ¨ ¨ D_{ξm} D_{X1} ¨ ¨ ¨ D_{Xn}H̃_{g,t`n}pξ_{�t�}, X_{�n�}q;

(4.2)

W_{g,t,n}pw_{�t�} | z_{�n�}q :“ tÿ ℓ“1 1 ℓ! ÿ Ů_ℓ

j“1 K_j “�n� Ů_ℓ

j“1 T_j “�t�

T_j ‰H g“ ř_ℓ j“1 g_j `t´ℓ g_1,...,g_ℓě0

ℓź j“1 W_{gj ,|Mj |`|Kj |}pξ_{Mj} , x_{Kj} q, (4.3)

where we assume that ξ_i :“ Xpw_iq, i “ 1, . . . , m, and X_j :“ Xpz_j q, j “ 1, . . . , n. Denote also (cf. (3.13)) ÿ dě0 Q̃_{d,m,t}pz_0qz^{2d} “ z ζpzq ζpzD_{Xpz0q}q zD_{Xpz0q} ˝ Xpz_0q^m˝ tź j“1 ^ “ |_{wj “z0} ‰ ˝ ζpzD_{Xpwj q}q zD_{Xpwj q} ˙ , (4.4)

where “ |_{wj “z0} ‰ F pwq – Res_{w“z} F pwq dXpwq Xpwq ´ Xpzq . (4.5)

Remark 4.1. Note that the definition of the Q̃_{d,m,t} differs from the definition of Q_{d,m,t} given by Equation (3.13) by an extra factor of D_{Xpwj q} in the denominator in the fraction in the brackets. This change is related to the fact that in this section we prefer to work with W rather than DH̃.

Introduce one more notation:

(4.6) QLE_{g,n`1} “ QLE_{g,n`1}pz_0; z_{�n�}q :“ r|_{w1“z0} s r|_{w2 “z0} s Δ_{w1} Δ_{w2} W_{g,2,n}pw_1, w_2 | z_{�n�}q.

Since W_{g,n} satisfy the linear loop equations for any g ě 0, n ě 1 [DBPSS19, Theorem 8.1 and Remark 8.2], Theorem 2.19 can be equivalently reformulated as follows (cf. [BS17, Section 2.4] and [BKL^`17, Lemma 20], and [DBKPS19b, Section 3.2]):

Theorem 4.2. For any g ě 0 and n ě 0 the expression QLE_{g,n`1} is holomorphic in z_0 at z_0 Ñ p.

Remark 4.3. Note that in order to prove the equivalence of the statements of Theorems 4.2 and 2.19 one has to adjust a little bit the definition of Δ_{w1} Δ_{w2} W_{0,2}pw_1, w_2q to treat properly the pole at the anti-diagonal. We refer for the details to [DBKPS19b, Section 3.1]. This adjustment doesn’t affect the argument below.

4.2. Guide to the proof. Let us summarize the main steps of the proof of Theorem 4.2 presented below. Firstly, we use the linear loop equations proved in [DBPSS19] and the analytic continuation of the cut-and-join equation obtained in Section 3.4 in order to obtain some expressions that depend on g and n and are holomorphic in z_0 near the point p. These expressions depend on the ring (3.33)-(3.35) where p belongs and are collected in Lemma 4.4.

Secondly, we assume that the quadratic loop equation is satisfied for any pg^1, n^1q such that 2g^1 ´ 2` pn^1 ` 1q ă 2g ´ 2 ` pn ` 1q and use this assumption along with the linear loop equations in order to get simpler expressions than in Lemma 4.4 that are still holomorphic in z_0 near the point p. The results of these computations are collected in Corollary 4.6.

The expressions in Corollary 4.6 are represented as QLE_{g,n`1} times some prefactors defined locally in a neighborhood of the point p (the form of the prefactor depends on the ring where the point p belongs). As a third step of the proof, we prove in Lemma 4.8 that these prefactors are invertible holomorphic functions. This observation allows us to prove Theorem 4.2 by induction, see Section 4.6 .

4.3. Holomorphic expressions. The goal of this Section is to obtain some expressions in terms of the functions W and operators Q̃ that are holomorphic in a distinguished variable z_0 at z_0 Ñ p.

Lemma 4.4. Depending on the ring (3.33)-(3.35) where p belongs, one of the following expressions is holomorphic in z_0 near p:

S_{z0} » — – ÿ mě1 aě0 ÿ tě1 dě0 pA^m ´ A^{´m}qB_a p^P_Q q^{t`2d}m^{t´1`2d`2a} t! Q̃_{d,m,t}pz_0qW_{g´d´a,t,n}pw_{�t�} | z_{�n�}q fi ffi fl , (4.7)

if p P R_1;

S_{z0} » — – ÿ mě1 aě0 ÿ tě1 dě0 A^{´m}B_a p^P_Q q^{t`2d}m^{t´1`2d`2a} t! ´ p´1q^tQ̃_{d,´m,t}pz_0q ´ Q̃_{d,m,t}pz_0q ¯ W_{g´d´a,t,n}pw_{�t�} | z_{�n�}q fi ffi fl , (4.8)

if p P R_2; S_{z0} » — – ÿ mě1 aě0 ÿ tě1 dě0 pA^{´m} ´ A^mqB_a p^P_Q q^{t`2d}m^{t´1`2d`2a}p´1q^t t! Q̃_{d,´m,t}pz_0qW_{g´d´a,t,n}pw_{�t�} | z_{�n�}q fi ffi fl , (4.9)

if p P R_3.

Proof. Consider Equation (3.32) assuming that we have n ` 1 variables, z_0, . . . , z_n, that is, its left hand side reads

´ ř_n i“0 D_{Xi} ¯ H̃_{g,n`1}. The summation over k on the right hand side runs also from 0 to n, and near the point pq_0, . . . , q_nq P R_{i0} ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ R_{in} , 1 ď i_0, . . . , i_n ď 3, the right hand side turns into a sum of n ` 1 summands given by Formulas (3.37), (3.38), or (3.39) (where one has still to change index n in the factor }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n} to n ` 1 to reflect that we have n ` 1 variables now), depending on the ring R_{ij} where the point q_j belongs, j “ 0, . . . , n. We have:

(4.10)

´ nÿ i“0 D_{Xi} ¯ H̃_{g,n`1} “^n ÿ k“0 Y_{k,ik} in R_{i0} ^ R_{i1} ^ ¨ ¨ ¨ ^ R_{in} ,

where Y_{k,ik} , k “ 0, . . . , n, i_k “ 1, 2, 3, is equal to ÿ aě0 dě0 8ÿ t_2 “0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2}

ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n`1}^8 ÿ m“1 m^{2a`2d`t2´1}pA^m ´ A^{´m}qz^m_k ¸ (4.11)

for i_k “ 1; ÿ aě0 dě0 8ÿ t_2 “0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2}

ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n`1} ~ ´ δ_{2a`2d`t2,0} log z_k ´ δ_{2a`2d`t2,1}

(4.12)

´ 8ÿ m“1 p´mq^{2a`2d`t2´1}A^{´m}z^{´m}_k´ 8ÿ m“1 m^{2a`2d`t2´1}A^{´m}z^m_k ¸¸

for i_k “ 2; ÿ aě0 dě0 8ÿ t_2“0 B_a ^ P Q ˙_{2d`t2} ru^{2d}s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xk} q uD_{Xk} ~ }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n`1}^8 ÿ m“1 p´mq^{2a`2d`t2´1}pA^m ´ A^{´m}qz^{´m}_k ¸ (4.13)

for i_k “ 3.

Let p be a critical point of X and assume that R_{i0} Q p. Apply S_{z0} (the symmetrization with respect to the deck transformation near the point p in the coordinate z_0) to the both sides of Equation (4.10). Note that the linear loop equations proved in [DBPSS19] imply that S_{z0}

´ ř_n i“0 D_{Xi} ¯ H̃_{g,n`1} and S_{z0} Y_{k,ik} , k “ 1, . . . , n are holomorphic for z_0 Ñ p (in the latter cases the dependence on z_0 is only present in the factor }DH^{k,t2}_{g´d´a,n`1}). Therefore, we obtain that S_{z0} Y_{0,i0} is holomorphic for z_0 Ñ p if p P R_{i0} , i_0 “ 1, 2, 3.

Consider the expression S_{z0} Y_{0,i0} . If i_0 “ 2, there are two exceptional terms, one for 2a ` 2d ` t_2 “ 0 and one for 2a ` 2d ` t_2 “ 1. These exceptional terms occur only when a “ d “ 0 and either t_2 “ 0 or t_2 “ 1. In the first case, Equation (4.10) is just the equation of the spectral curve, and t_1 “ 1. In the second case, t_1 “ 0. Therefore, in both exceptional cases the corresponding exceptional terms in S_{z0} Y_{0,i0} are holomorphic by the linear loop equations.

For any i_0 “ 1, 2, 3, consider all non-exceptional terms in S_{z0} Y_{0,i0} . In each case we have there a factor, which is the sum of two terms of the shape˘ ř_8 m“1p˘mq^{2a`2d`t2´1}A^{˘m}z^{˘m}_0 . Replace z_0 by X_0 exp

´_P

Q D_{X0}H̃_{0,1}pX_0q ¯ . Then the computation in Section 3.3 run backwards explains how to assemble the expansions of the non-exceptional terms of S_{z0} Y_{0,i0} in D_{X0}H̃_{0,1}pX_0q for i_0 “ 1, 2, 3, respectively, into the formulas (4.7), (4.8), (4.9), respectively. More precisely, we apply all the steps from (3.32) back to (3.17)-(3.18) to D_{X1} ¨ ¨ ¨ D_{Xn} Y_{0,i0} , i_0 “ 1, 2, 3, and take into account the differences between ĄDH, Q and W, Q̃ mentioned in Remark 4.1. Note that the t_2 “ 0 term gets canceled after the application of S_{z0} , and thus the sum over t in (4.7)-(4.9) starts with t “ 1. □

4.4. Obstructions to holomorphicity. Assume that the quadratic loop equations hold for all pg^1, n^1q with 2g^1 ´ 2 ` pn^1 ` 1q ă 2g ´ 2 ` pn ` 1q. Then [KPS19, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3] (itself direct corollaries of [DBKPS19b, Corollary 3.4 and Remark 3.3]) say:

Lemma 4.5. For any r ě 0 and any h, k ě 0 such that 2h ´ 1 ` k ´ r ď 2g ´ 2 ` n, the expression

(4.14) r`1ÿ t“1 1 t! ÿ 2α_1 `¨¨¨`2α_t `t“r`1 tź j“1 ^ “ |_{wj “z0} ‰ D^{2αj}_{Xpwj q} p2α_j ` 1q! ˙ ÿ I\J“�t� |I|P2Z ź iPI Δ_{wi} ź jPJ S_{wj} W_{h`pt´r´1q{2,t,k}pw_{�t�} | z_{�k�}q

is holomorphic in z_0 at z_0 Ñ p. Moreover, if we apply to it an arbitrary operator OpXpz_0q, D_{Xpz0q}q polynomial in Xpz_0q and D_{Xpz0q} this expression remains holomorphic in z_0 at z_0 Ñ p. Furthermore, for any r ě 1, the expression

ÿ k,α_1 ,...,α_{2k} ℓ,β_1,...,β_ℓ 2k`2α_1 `¨¨¨`2α_{2k} `ℓ`2β_1`¨¨¨`2β_ℓ“r`1

1 ℓ!p2kq! ℓź i“1 “ |_w1_{i“z0}

‰ D^{2βi}_{Xpw}1_{iq} p2β_i ` 1q!

S_w1_i 2kź i“1 r|_{wi “z0} s D^{2αi}_{Xpwiq} p2α_i ` 1q!

Δ_{wi} W_{g`p2k`ℓ´r´1q{2,ℓ`2k,n}pw^1_{�ℓ�}, w_{�2k�} | z_{�n�}q

(4.15)

´ ~ ÿ 2k`ℓ“r`1 k ℓ!p2kq!

pS_{z0} W_{0,1}pXpz_0qqq^ℓ pΔ_{z0} W_{0,1}pXpz_0qqq^{2k´2} ¸ QLE_{g,n`1} is holomorphic at z_0 Ñ p.

Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.4 have the following direct corollary. Assume that the quadratic loop equations hold for all pg^1, n^1q with 2g^1 ´ 2 ` pn^1 ` 1q ă 2g ´ 2 ` pn ` 1q.

Corollary 4.6. Depending on the ring (3.33)-(3.35) where p belongs, one of the following expressions is holomorphic in z_0 near p: ¨ ˚ ˝ ÿ lě0 2Ně2 8ÿ m“1 A^m ´ A^{´m} m X^m ^ P Q m ˙_{2N`l} pSyq^l 2^l l!

pΔyq^{2N´2} 2^{2N´2} p2Nq! N ˛ ‹ ‚ QLEg,n`1, (4.16)

if p P R_1; ¨ ˚ ˝ ÿ lě0 2Ně2 8ÿ m“1 A^{´m} m ` p´1q^{2N`l}X^{´m} ´ X^m

˘ ^ P Q m ˙_{2N`l} pSyq^l 2^l l!

pΔyq^{2N´2} 2^{2N´2} p2Nq! N ˛ ‹ ‚ QLEg,n`1, (4.17)

if p P R_2; ¨ ˚ ˝ ÿ lě0 2Ně2 8ÿ m“1 A^{´m} ´ A^m m X^{´m} ^ ´ P Q m ˙_{2N`l} pSyq^l 2^l l!

pΔyq^{2N´2} 2^{2N´2} p2Nq! N ˛ ‹ ‚ QLEg,n`1, (4.18)

if p P R_3.

In order to shorten the notation we use here X for Xpz_0q and y for ypz_0q.

Proof. The proof repeats mutatis mutandis the proof of the holomorphicity of [KPS19, Equation (42)]. Indeed, using Equation (4.1) and the fact that S_{z0} Xpz_0q “ 2Xpz_0q and Δ_{z0} Xpz_0q “ 0, we have:

S_{z0} » — –˘ ÿ mě1 aě0 ÿ tě1 dě0 A^{˘m}B_am^{2a´1} p˘m^P_Q q^{t`2d} t! Q̃_{d,˘m,t}pz_0qW_{g´d´a,t,n}pw_{�t�} | z_{�n�}q fi ffi fl “ (4.19)

˘ ÿ mě1 aě0 A^{˘m}B_am^{2a´1} ÿ d^1ě0 ^ ˘m P Q ˙_{2d}1

ru^{2d1} s u ζpuq ζpuD_{Xpz0q}q uD_{Xpz0q} Xpz_0q^{˘m} ÿ rě0 ^ ˘m P Q ˙_{r`1} 1 2^r ^

r`1ÿ t“1 1 t! ÿ 2α_1 `¨¨¨`2α_t `t“r`1 tź j“1 ^ “ |_{wj “z0} ‰ D^{2αj}_{Xpwj q} p2α_j ` 1q! ˙ ÿ I\J“�t� |I|P2Z ź iPI Δ_{wi} ź jPJ S_{wj} W_{g´a`pt´r´1q{2,t,k}pw_{�t�} | z_{�k�}q .

According to Lemma 4.5, the last line in this expression is always a holomorphic function unless a “ d^1 “ 0. In the latter case, we can subtract and add the term in the second line of Expression (4.15), that is,

˘ ÿ mě1 A^{˘m} m Xpz_0q^{˘m} ÿ rě0 ^ ˘m P Q ˙_{r`1} 1 2^r ^ (4.20) ~ ÿ 2k`ℓ“r`1 k ℓ!p2kq!

pS_{z0} W_{0,1}pXpz_0qqq^ℓ pΔ_{z0} W_{0,1}pXpz_0qqq^{2k´2} ¸ QLE_{g,n`1}

We see that the difference of the right hand side of Equation (4.19) and Expression (4.20) is an infinite series of functions holomorphic in z_0 at z_0 Ñ p. Depending on the ring where p belongs, we choose the˘ signs exactly as in the corresponding two summands in the statement of Lemma 4.4. Then this infinite series of functions converges to a holomorphic function in the neighborhood of p (the convergence is easy to see by exactly the same computation as in Sections 3.3 and 3.4).

Thus, up to a factor of 1{2, Expression (4.7) (respectively, (4.8), (4.9)) is equal in a neighborhood of the point p to the sum of a holomorphic function and Expression (4.16) (respectively, (4.17), (4.18)). Then the holomorphicity of Expressions (4.7)-(4.9) implies the holomorphicity of Expressions (4.16)-(4.18). □

4.5. Analysis of the coefficients. The expressions in large brackets in (4.16)-(4.18) can be further simplified. Recall that X denotes Xpz_0q and y denotes ypz_0q. We have:

Lemma 4.7. The prefactors of QLE_{g,n`1} in expressions (4.16)-(4.18) are equal to

1 2Δy P Q ~ Az_0 1 ´ Az_0 ´ Az_0e^{´ PQ Δy} 1 ´ Az_0e^{´ PQ Δy} ¸ ´ 1 2Δy P Q ~ A^{´1}z_0 1 ´ A^{´1}z_0 ´ A^{´1}z_0e^{´ PQ Δy} 1 ´ A^{´1}z_0e^{´ PQ Δy} ¸ , (4.21) 1 2Δy P Q ~ A^{´1}z^{´1}_0 e^{PQ Δy} 1 ´ A^{´1}z^{´1}_0 e^{PQ Δy} ´ A^{´1}z^{´1}_0 1 ´ A^{´1}z^{´1}_0 ¸ ´ 1 2Δy P Q ~ A^{´1}z_0 1 ´ A^{´1}z_0 ´ A^{´1}z_0e^{´ PQ Δy} 1 ´ A^{´1}z_0e^{´ PQ Δy} ¸ , (4.22) 1 2Δy P Q ~ A^{´1}z^{´1}_0 e^{PQ Δy} 1 ´ A^{´1}z^{´1}_0 e^{PQ Δy} ´ A^{´1}z^{´1}_0 1 ´ A^{´1}z^{´1}_0 ¸ ´ 1 2Δy P Q ~ Az^{´1}_0 e^{PQ Δy} 1 ´ Az^{´1}_0 e^{PQ Δy} ´ Az^{´1}_0 1 ´ Az^{´1}_0 ¸ , (4.23)

respectively.

Proof. It is convenient to change the summation index from N to N^1 “ N ´ 1. Note that 8ÿ l,N^1“0 8ÿ m“1 A^mX^m m ^ P Q m ˙_{2N} 1_{`l`2} pSyq^l 2^l l!

pΔyq^{2N 1} 2^{2N 1} p2N^1q! 1 2 p2N^1 ` 1q

(4.24)

“ 1 2 ^ P Q ˙_{2 8}ÿ m“1 m^2 A^mX^m m 8ÿ l“0 1 l! ^ 1 2 P Q m Sy ˙_{l 8}ÿ

N^1“0 1 p2N^1 ` 1q! ^ 1 2 P Q m Δy ˙_{2N} 1

“ 1 2 ^ P Q ˙_{2 8}ÿ m“1 m^2 A^mX^m m exp ^ 1 2 P Q m Sy ˙ exp ^ 1 2 P Q m Δy ˙ ´ exp ^ ´ 1 2 P Q m Δy ˙

P Q m Δy “ 1 2Δy P Q 8ÿ m“1 ´´ AXe^{12 PQ Sy}e^{12 PQ Δy} ¯_m ´ ´ AXe^{12 PQ Sy}e^{´ 12 PQ Δy} ¯_m¯

“ 1 2Δy P Q ~ AXe^{PQ} p^{Sy2 ` Δy2} q 1 ´ AXe^{PQ} p^{Sy2 ` Δy2} q ´ AXe^{PQ} p^{Sy2 ´ Δy2} q 1 ´ AXe^{PQ} p^{Sy2 ´ Δy2} q ¸

“ 1 2Δy P Q ~ Az_0 1 ´ Az_0 ´ Az_0e^{´ PQ Δy} 1 ´ Az_0e^{´ PQ Δy} ¸ . This computation as well as its close analogs for 8ÿ l,N^1“0 8ÿ m“1 A^{˘m}X^{˘m} m ^ ˘ P Q m ˙_{2N} 1_{`l`2} pSyq^l 2^l l!

pΔyq^{2N 1} 2^{2N 1} p2N^1q! 1 2 p2N^1 ` 1q

(4.25)

imply the statement of the lemma. □

Assume that p -“ 0, 1, ´1, A, A^{´1}. It is a condition on A that we allow according to Remark 2.10. Under this assumption we have:

Lemma 4.8. Expressions (4.21)-(4.23) give invertible holomorphic functions in the variable z near z “ p.

Proof. At the branch point z Ñ p we have Δy Ñ 0. The corresponding limits of (4.21)-(4.23) exist. Moreover, they all coincide and are equal to 1 2 P^2 Q^2 Ap pAp ´ 1q^2 ´ 1 2 P^2 Q^2

A^{´1}p pA^{´1}p ´ 1q^2 “ 1 2 P^2ppp^2 ´ 1qpA^{´1} ´ Aq Q^2pp ´ Aq^2pp ´ A^{´1}q^2 . (4.26)

Under the assumption on p that we made these limits are not equal to zero. □

4.6. Proof of the quadratic loop equation. In this Section we finally prove Theorem 4.2 that the quadratic loop equations hold in our case, that is, we prove that QLE_{g,n`1} is holomorphic in z_0 at z_0 Ñ p. The proof follows the same scheme as in [DBKPS19b] and [KPS19], we use induction on the negative Euler characteristic 2g ´ 2 ` pn ` 1q.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The base case g “ n “ 0 is evident since the function y is holomorphic near the critical points of dX. Under the assumption that the quadratic loop equations are valid for all 2g^1 ´ 2 ` pn^1 ` 1q ă 2g ´ 2 ` pn ` 1q, Corollary 4.6 implies that QLE_{g,n`1} is holomorphic in z_0 at z_0 Ñ p when multiplied by one of the prefactors (4.21)-(4.23), depending on the ring where the point p belongs. According to Lemmata 4.7 and 4.8 these prefactors are invertible holomorphic functions in z_0 at z_0 Ñ p. Therefore, QLE_{g,n`1} is holomorphic as well. □

References

[ACEH18] A. Alexandrov, G. Chapuy, B. Eynard, and J. Harnad. Weighted Hurwitz numbers and topological recursion: an overview. J. Math. Phys., 59(8):081102, 21, 2018. doi:10.1063/1.5013201.

[ACEH20] A. Alexandrov, G. Chapuy, B. Eynard, and J. Harnad. Weighted Hurwitz numbers and topological recursion. Comm. Math. Phys., 375(1):237–305, 2020. doi:10.1007/s00220-020-03717-0.

[AMM05] A. S. Aleksandrov, A. D. Mironov, and A. Yu. Morozov. Partition functions of matrix models as the first example of special functions in string theory. A Hermitian one-matrix model with finite-size matrices. Teoret. Mat. Fiz., 142(3):419–488, 2005. doi:10.1007/s11232-005-0031-z.

[AMM07] A. Alexandrov, A. Mironov, and A. Morozov. Instantons and merons in matrix models. Phys. D, 235(1-2):126– 167, 2007. doi:10.1016/j.physd.2007.04.018.

[APSZ20] A. Andreev, A. Popolitov, A. Sleptsov, and A. Zhabin. Genus expansion of matrix models and ℏ expansion of kp hierarchy, 2020. arXiv:2008.06416.

[BDBKS20a] B. Bychkov, P. Dunin-Barkowski, M. Kazarian, and S. Shadrin. Explicit closed algebraic formulas for Orlov- Scherbin n-point functions. arXiv e-prints, Aug 2020. arXiv:2008.13123.

[BDBKS20b] B. Bychkov, P. Dunin-Barkowski, M. Kazarian, and S. Shadrin. A paper in preparation. 2020. [BEMn12] Andrea Brini, Bertrand Eynard, and Marcos Mariño. Torus knots and mirror symmetry. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 13(8):1873–1910, 2012. doi:10.1007/s00023-012-0171-2.

[BEO15] Gaëtan Borot, Bertrand Eynard, and Nicolas Orantin. Abstract loop equations, topological recursion and new applications. Commun. Number Theory Phys., 9(1):51–187, 2015. doi:10.4310/CNTP.2015.v9.n1.a2.

[BEW17] Gaëtan Borot, Bertrand Eynard, and Alexander Weisse. Root systems, spectral curves, and analysis of a Chern-Simons matrix model for Seifert fibered spaces. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 23(2):915–1025, 2017.

doi:10.1007/s00029-016-0266-6.

[BGK15] Gaëtan Borot, Alice Guionnet, and Karol K. Kozlowski. Large-N asymptotic expansion for mean field models with Coulomb gas interaction. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (20):10451–10524, 2015.

doi:10.1093/imrn/rnu260.

[BKL^`17] Gaëtan Borot, Reinier Kramer, Danilo Lewanski, Alexandr Popolitov, and Sergey Shadrin. Special cases of the orbifold version of Zvonkine’s r-ELSV formula. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:1705.10811, May 2017.

arXiv:1705.10811.

[BS17] Gaëtan Borot and Sergey Shadrin. Blobbed topological recursion: properties and applications. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 162(1):39–87, 2017. doi:10.1017/S0305004116000323.

[CE06a] Leonid Chekhov and Bertrand Eynard. Hermitian matrix model free energy: Feynman graph technique for all genera. J. High Energy Phys., 2006(3):014, 18, 2006. doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2006/03/014.

[CE06b] Leonid Chekhov and Bertrand Eynard. Matrix eigenvalue model: Feynman graph technique for all genera. J. High Energy Phys., 2006(12):026, 27, 2006. doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2006/03/014.

[CEO06] Leonid Chekhov, Bertrand Eynard, and Nicolas Orantin. Free energy topological expansion for the 2-matrix model. J. High Energy Phys., (12):053, 31, 2006. doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2006/12/053.

[DBKPS19a] P. Dunin-Barkowski, R. Kramer, A. Popolitov, and S. Shadrin. Cut-and-join equation for monotone Hurwitz numbers revisited. J. Geom. Phys., 137:1–6, 2019. doi:10.1016/j.geomphys.2018.11.010.

[DBKPS19b] P. Dunin-Barkowski, R. Kramer, A. Popolitov, and S. Shadrin. Loop equations and a proof of Zvonkine’s qr-ELSV formula. arXiv e-prints, May 2019. arXiv:1905.04524.

[DBOSS14] P. Dunin-Barkowski, N. Orantin, S. Shadrin, and L. Spitz. Identification of the Givental formula with the spectral curve topological recursion procedure. Comm. Math. Phys., 328(2):669–700, 2014.

doi:10.1007/s00220-014-1887-2.

[DBPSS19] Petr Dunin-Barkowski, Aleksandr Popolitov, Sergey Shadrin, and Alexey Sleptsov. Combinatorial structure of colored HOMFLY-PT polynomials for torus knots. Commun. Number Theory Phys., 13(4):763–826, 2019.

doi:10.4310/cntp.2019.v13.n4.a3.

[DSV13] D.-E. Diaconescu, V. Shende, and C. Vafa. Large N duality, Lagrangian cycles, and algebraic knots. Comm. Math. Phys., 319(3):813–863, 2013. doi:10.1007/s00220-012-1563-3.

[DT07] Yacine Dolivet and Miguel Tierz. Chern-Simons matrix models and Stieltjes-Wigert polynomials. J. Math. Phys., 48(2):023507, 20, 2007. doi:10.1063/1.2436734.

[EO07] B. Eynard and N. Orantin. Invariants of algebraic curves and topological expansion. Commun. Number Theory Phys., 1(2):347–452, 2007. doi:10.4310/CNTP.2007.v1.n2.a4.

[Eyn14a] B. Eynard. Invariants of spectral curves and intersection theory of moduli spaces of complex curves. Commun. Number Theory Phys., 8(3):541–588, 2014. doi:10.4310/CNTP.2014.v8.n3.a4.

[Eyn14b] Bertrand Eynard. An overview of the topological recursion. In Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians—Seoul 2014. Vol. III, pages 1063–1085. Kyung Moon Sa, Seoul, 2014.

[FZ19] Bohan Fang and Zhengyu Zong. Topological recursion for the conifold transition of a torus knot. Selecta Math. (N.S.), 25(3):Paper No. 35, 44, 2019. doi:10.1007/s00029-019-0483-x.

[GGPN13] I. P. Goulden, Mathieu Guay-Paquet, and Jonathan Novak. Monotone Hurwitz numbers in genus zero. Canad. J. Math., 65(5):1020–1042, 2013. doi:10.4153/CJM-2012-038-0.

[Kac90] Victor G. Kac. Infinite-dimensional Lie algebras. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, third edition, 1990.

doi:10.1017/CBO9780511626234.

[Kaz19] M. Kazarian. Topological recursion for generalized Hurwitz numbers. Talk at Skoltech Center for Advanced Studies, Dec. 9, 2019. URL: https://youtu.be/Hq7RVZBAsf8.

[Kaz20] M. Kazarian. A paper in preparation. 2020.

[KMMM95] S. Kharchev, A. Marshakov, A. Mironov, and A. Morozov. Generalized Kazakov-Migdal- Kontsevich model: group theory aspects. Internat. J. Modern Phys. A, 10(14):2015–2051, 1995.

doi:10.1142/S0217751X9500098X.

[KPS19] R. Kramer, A. Popolitov, and S. Shadrin. Topological recursion for monotone orbifold Hurwitz numbers: a proof of the Do–Karev conjecture. arXiv e-prints, Sep 2019. arXiv:1909.02302.

[LR99] Ruth Lawrence and Lev Rozansky. Witten-Reshetikhin-Turaev invariants of Seifert manifolds. Comm. Math. Phys., 205(2):287–314, 1999. doi:10.1007/s002200050678.

[MJD00] T. Miwa, M. Jimbo, and E. Date. Solitons, volume 135 of Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000. Differential equations, symmetries and infinite-dimensional algebras, Translated from the 1993 Japanese original by Miles Reid.

[MMM13] Andrei Mironov, Alexei Morozov, and Andrey Morozov. Character expansion for homfly polynomials i: Integrability and difference equations. In Strings, gauge fields, and the geometry behind: the legacy of Maximilian Kreuzer, pages 101–118. World Scientific, 2013.

[MMS13] A. D. Mironov, A. Yu. Morozov, and A. V. Sleptsov. Genus expansion of HOMFLY polynomials. Theoret. and Math. Phys., 177(2):1435–1470, 2013. Russian version appears in Teoret. Mat. Fiz. 177 (2013), no. 2, 179–221. doi:10.1007/s11232-013-0115-0.

[Mn05] Marcos Mariño. Chern-Simons theory, matrix models and topological strings, volume 131 of International Series of Monographs on Physics. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2005.

doi:10.1093/acprof:oso/9780198568490.001.0001.

[NZ16] S. M. Natanzon and A. V. Zabrodin. Formal solutions to the KP hierarchy. J. Phys. A, 49(14):145206, 20, 2016. doi:10.1088/1751-8113/49/14/145206.

[Ora07] Nicolas Orantin. From matrix models’ topological expansion to topological string theories: counting surfaces with algebraic geometry. PhD thesis, Université Paris 6 – Pierre et Marie Curie, 9 2007. URL:

https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.2992.

[OS01] A. Yu. Orlov and D. M. Shcherbin. Hypergeometric solutions of soliton equations. Teoret. Mat. Fiz., 128(1):84– 108, 2001. doi:10.1023/A:1010402200567.

[OV00] Hirosi Ooguri and Cumrun Vafa. Knot invariants and topological strings. Nuclear Phys. B, 577(3):419–438, 2000. doi:10.1016/S0550-3213(00)00118-8.

[RJ93] Marc Rosso and Vaughan Jones. On the invariants of torus knots derived from quantum groups. J. Knot Theory Ramifications, 2(1):97–112, 1993. doi:10.1142/S0218216593000064.

[TT95] Kanehisa Takasaki and Takashi Takebe. Integrable hierarchies and dispersionless limit. Rev. Math. Phys., 7(5):743–808, 1995. doi:10.1142/S0129055X9500030X.

(P. Dunin-Barkowski) Faculty of Mathematics, National Research University Higher School of Economics, Usacheva 6, 119048 Moscow, Russia; HSE–Skoltech International Laboratory of Representation Theory and Mathematical Physics, Skoltech, Nobelya 1, 143026, Moscow, Russia; and ITEP, 117218 Moscow, Russia Email address: ptdunin@hse.ru

(M. Kazarian) Faculty of Mathematics, National Research University Higher School of Economics, Usacheva 6, 119048 Moscow, Russia; and Center for Advanced Studies, Skoltech, Nobelya 1, 143026, Moscow, Russia Email address: kazarian@mccme.ru

(A. Popolitov) Institute for Information Transmission Problems, Moscow 127994, Russia; and ITEP, Moscow 117218, Russia; and Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Dolgoprudny 141701, Russia Email address: popolit@gmail.com

(S. Shadrin) Korteweg-de Vries Institute for Mathematics, University of Amsterdam, Postbus 94248, 1090 GE Amsterdam, The Netherlands

Email address: s.shadrin@uva.nl

(A. Sleptsov) ITEP, Moscow 117218, Russia; Institute for Information Transmission Problems, Moscow 127994, Russia; and Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, Dolgoprudny 141701, Russia

Email address: sleptsov@itep.ru