arXiv:2212.09011v1 [math-ph] 18 Dec 2022

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION OF THE COTANGENT BUNDLE OF A GRASSMANNIAN

VITALY TARASOV^∘ AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO^⋆

⋆Department of Mathematics, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill Chapel Hill, NC 27599-3250, USA

∘Department of Mathematical Sciences, Indiana University –Purdue University Indianapolis 402 North Blackford St, Indianapolis, IN 46202-3216, USA

Key words: Grassmannian, quantum differential equation, q-hypergeometric solution

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 14N35, 53D45, 14D05, 33C70

Abstract. We describe the monodromy of the equivariant quantum differential equation of the cotangent bundle of a Grassmannian in terms of the equivariant K-theory algebra of the cotangent bundle. This description is based on the hypergeometric integral representations for solutions of the equivariant quantum differential equation. We identify the space of solutions with the space of the equivariant K-theory algebra of the cotangent bundle. In particular, we show that for any element of the monodromy group, all entries of its matrix in the standard basis of the equivariant K-theory algebra of the cotangent bundle are Laurent polynomials with integer coefficients in the exponentiated equivariant parameters.

In memory of Igor Krichever (1950–2022)

Contents

1. Introduction 2 2. Equivariant quantum differential equation 3 2.1. Equivariant cohomology of T^∗Gr(k, n) 3 2.2. Equivariant quantum differential equation 4 2.3. Equivariant K-theory of T^∗Gr(k, n) 5 2.4. Transition map 5 3. Trigonometric weight functions 7 3.1. Definition 7 3.2. Proof of Propositions 2.3 8 3.3. Determinants 9 4. Solutions of quantum differential equation 11 4.1. Weight function and master function 11 4.2. Solutions Ψ^0_I (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_I (z; h; p) 12 4.3. Solutions and K-theory 13 4.4. Monodromy of solutions 14

∘E-mail: vtarasov@iupui.edu, supported in part by Simons Foundation grants 430235, 852996 ⋆E-mail: anv@email.unc.edu, supported in part by NSF grants DMS-1665239, DMS-1954266

2 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

5. Integral formula for solutions of quantum differential equation 16 5.1. Integral formula for solutions 16 5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.2 17 5.3. Proof of Theorem 4.10 25 6. Proofs 25 6.1. Proof of Propositions 4.2 25 6.2. Determinant formula 26 Appendix A. Schur polynomials 26 References 28

1. Introduction

This paper has grown in 2019 from our attempts to understand what is written in the paper [AO] by M. Aganagic and A. Okounkov on the monodromy of the quantum difference equations in the equivariant K-theory of Nakajima varieties.^⋄ We consider the simplest example of a Nakajima variety — the cotangent bundle T^∗Gr(k, n) of a Grassmannian Gr(k, n) . In this example we describe the monodromy of solutions of the quantum differential equation in the equivariant cohomology of T^∗Gr(k, n) , which is arguably a more difficult problem than the description of the monodromy of the quantum difference equation in the equivariant Ktheory of T^∗Gr(k, n) , since solutions of the differential equations are multivalued functions while solutions of the difference equations are univalued.

While the study of the monodromy of the difference equations in [AO] is based on the algebraic geometry of the moduli spaces of quasi-maps, our tools are based on the identification, presented in [GRTV, MO, RTV1], of the equivariant quantum differential equations with the dynamical differential equations in the theory of quantum integrable systems, on the one hand, and based on the integral representations for solutions of the dynamical equation constructed in [TV1, MV, TV4], on the other hand.

We consider the cotangent bundle T^∗Gr(k, n) with the natural torus T = (C^×)^n × C^× action. The equivariant quantum differential equation for T^∗Gr(k, n) is a linear system of ordinary differential equations in one complex variable p , depending on the equivariant parameters z = (z_1, . . . , z_n), h . The equivariant quantum differential equation has singular points at p = 0, 1, ∞ . To describe the monodromy, it is enough to describe the following three linear operators: the operator μ^0 of the monodromy of solutions around p = 0 , the operator μ^∞ of the monodromy of solutions around p = ∞ , and the operator of the analytic continuation of solutions from a neighbourhood of the point p = 0 to a neighbourhood of the point p = ∞ .

We parametrize solutions of the quantum differential equation by elements of the equivariant K-theory algebra K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) see Section 4.3. For each X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , we associate two solutions of the quantum differential equation, Ψ^0_X and Ψ^∞_X . The solution Ψ^0_X is first defined in a neighborhood of p = 0 and then analytically continued to the universal cover of C \{0,1} , while the solution Ψ^∞_X is first defined in a neighborhood of p = ∞ and

⋄ When the second author of this paper was a student at Kolmogorov’s boarding high school in Moscow for mathematically gifted students, his one-year-older friend Lenya Levin, see [Le], was teaching him the basics of automata theory. Among other things Lenya was preaching that the language of a higher level machine sounds for a lower level machine like white noise!

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 3

then analytically continued to the universal cover of C \{0,1} . In Theorem 4.9, we describe the monodromy operator μ^0 in terms of the solutions Ψ^0_X , and the monodromy operator μ^∞ in terms of the solutions Ψ^∞_X . In Theorem 4.10, we show that the solutions Ψ^0_X defined in a neighborhood of the point p = 0 and solutions Ψ^∞_X defined in a neighborhood of the point p = ∞ are related via the transition map τ : K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) → K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) introduced in Section 2.4, Ψ^∞_{τ X} (z; h; p) = Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) .

This describes the analytic continuation of solutions of the quantum differential equation from a neighbourhood of the point p = 0 to a neighbourhood of the point p = ∞ .

Furthermore, Theorem 4.12 shows that for any element of the monodromy group, all entries of its matrix in the standard basis of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) are Laurent polynomials with integer coefficients in the exponentiated equivariant parameters.

To prove Theorem 4.10, we write an integral formula for solutions of the quantum differential equation and express the result via the solutions Ψ^0_X and Ψ^∞_X parametrized by elements of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , see Theorem 5.2. Theorems 4.9, 4.10, 4.12, and 5.2 are the main results of the paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the equivariant quantum differential equation for T^∗Gr(k, n) and the equivariant K-theory algebra K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . In Section 3, we consider the trigonometric weight functions. In Section 4, we describe solutions of the quantum differential equation following [TV5], parametrized the solutions by elements of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , and prove Theorem 4.9 on the monodromy operators μ^0 and μ^∞ . In Section 5, we consider an integral formula for solutions of the quantum differential equation, and prove Theorems 5.2 and 4.10. In Section 6, we prove technical results used in the main part of the paper. We collect the facts about the Schur polynomials in Appendix.

We thank Andrey Smirnov for useful discussions. The second author thanks Max Planck Institute for Mathematics in Bonn for hospitality in May–June 2022.

2. Equivariant quantum differential equation

2.1. Equivariant cohomology of T^∗Gr(k, n) . Let k, n be nonnegative integers such that k ⩽ n . Consider the Grassmannian Gr(k, n) of k-dimensional subspaces in C^n and the cotangent bundle T^∗Gr(k, n) . We embed Gr(k, n) in T^∗Gr(k, n) as the zero section and consider the points of Gr(k, n) as points of T^∗Gr(k, n) .

Denote by I_{k,n} the set of k-element subsets of {1, . . . , n} . Let e_1, . . . , e_n be the standard basis of C^n . For any I ∈ I_{k,n} , let F_I ∈ Gr(k, n) ⊂ T^∗Gr(k, n) be the span of {e_i | i ∈ I }.

Let A ⊂ GL_n(C ) be the torus of diagonal matrices and T = A × C^× . The group A acts on C^n and hence on T^∗Gr(k, n) . Let the group C^× act on T^∗Gr(k, n) by multiplication in each fiber. We denote by −h its C^×-weight. The fixed points of the action of T on T^∗Gr(k, n) are the points F_I ∈ T^∗Gr(k, n) , I ∈ I_{k,n} .

Let E and E be the vector bundles over Gr(k, n) with fibers over a point F ∈ Gr(k, n) being F and C^n/F , respectively. Denote by γ = {γ_1, . . . , γ_k } and γ̄ = {γ̄_1, . . . , γ̄_{n−k} } the respective set of the Chern roots of E and E . Denote by z = {z_1, . . . , z_n } the Chern roots corresponding to the factors of the torus A .

4 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

Consider the equivariant cohomology algebra H^∗_T (T^∗Gr(k, n); C ) . Then H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) = (2.1) = C [γ ]^{Sk} ⊗ C [γ̄ ]^{Sn−k} ⊗ C [z ; h] /⟨^k∏ i=1 (u − γ_i) n−k∏ j=1 (u − γ̄_j) = n∏ a=1 (u − z_a) ⟩ , where u is an indeterminate. Notice that c_1(E) = γ_1 + . . . + γ_k and c_1(E) = γ̄_1 + . . . + γ̄_{n−k} are the equivariant first Chern classes of the vector bundles E and E , respectively. Moreover, c_1(E) + c_1(E) = z_1 + . . . + z_n .

2.2. Equivariant quantum differential equation. The quantum multiplication by divisors on H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) is described in [MO]. The fundamental equivariant cohomology classes of divisors on T^∗Gr(k, n) are linear combinations of c_1(E) and c_1(E) . The quantum multiplication c_1(E)∗_p : H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) → H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) by the divisor c_1(E) depends on a parameter p and is given in [MO], see Theorem 10.2.1 and Proposition 11.2.2 therein. The parameter p in this paper equals q^ℓ in [MO, Proposition 11.2.2]. The quantum multiplication by c_1(E) + c_1(E) does not depend on p and coincides with the ordinary multiplication by c_1(E) + c_1(E) = z_1 + . . . + z_n . Furthermore, the quantum multiplication by any polynomial g(z; h) coincides with the ordinary multiplication by g(z; h) .

The quantum connection ∇^{quant}_{k,n, p} for H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) is defined by the formula

(2.2) ∇^{quant}_{k,n, p} = p ∂ ∂p − c_1(E) ∗_p ,

see [MO, (1.15)]. The equation

(2.3) p ∂f ∂p = c_1(E) ∗_p f

for horizontal sections for the quantum connection is called the equivariant quantum differential equation. It can be viewed as an ordinary differential equation in p depending on z, h as parameters.

Lemma 2.1. Equation (2.3) depends holomorphically on z, h . For fixed z, h, equation (2.3) is Fuchsian with singular points at p = 0 , p = 1 , and p = ∞ .

Proof. The statement follows from [MO, Proposition 11.2.2]. □

Integral representations for solutions of the quantum differential equation were constructed in [TV3] as multidimensional hypergeometric integrals. In [TV4] , [TV5] , solutions were presented in another way in the form of multidimensional hypergeometric functions. We remind the construction from [TV4], [TV5] in Section 4.

In this paper we will describe the monodromy of equivariant quantum differential equation (2.3). To this end, we will describe the analytic continuation of its solutions around the singular points p = 0 and p = ∞ , and from a neighbourhood of p = 0 to a neighbourhood of p = ∞ . For the precise statements, see Theorems 4.9, 4.10.

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 5

For convenience of writing, instead of differential equation (2.3), we will consider the modified quantum differential equation

(2.4) p ∂f ∂p = c_1(E) ∗_p f − hp 1 − p min(0, n − 2k)f If f(p) solves equation (2.4), then (1 − p)^{h min(0, n−2k)}f(p) solves equation (2.3), and vice versa.

2.3. Equivariant K-theory of T^∗Gr(k, n) . We consider the equivariant K-theory algebra K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . Our general reference is [ChG, Ch.5].

Introduce new variables Γ = {Γ_1, . . . , Γ_k} , Γ̄ = {Γ̄_1, . . . , Γ̄_{n−k}} , Z = {Z_1, . . . , Z_n } and H. Let C [Γ^{±1}] , C [Γ̄^{±1}] , C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1} ] be the algebras of Laurent polynomials in the respective variables, and C [Γ^{±1}]^{Sk} , C [Γ̄^{±1}]^{Sn−k} the algebras of symmetric Laurent polynomials. Then K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) = (2.5)

= C [Γ^{±1}]^{Sk} ⊗ C [Γ̄^{±1}]^{Sn−k} ⊗ C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1}] /⟨^k∏ i=1 (u − Γ_i) n−k∏ j=1 (u − Γ̄_j) = n∏ a=1 (u − Z_a) ⟩ . Here u is an indeterminate, the variables Γ_1, . . . , Γ_k and Γ̄_1, . . . , Γ̄_{n−k} correspond to (virtual) line bundles denoted by the same letters such that E = Γ_1⊕. . .⊕Γ_k and E = Γ̄_1⊕. . .⊕Γ̄_{n−k} , and the variables Z_1, . . . , Z_n , H correspond to the factors of the torus T = (C^× )^n×C^× . The algebra K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) is a free module over K_T (pt) = C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1} ] .

Recall the fixed points F_I ∈ T^∗Gr(k, n) , I ∈ I_{k,n} , of the action of T on T^∗Gr(k, n) . The restriction of the class X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) to the point F_I will be denoted by X|_I .

In terms of the variables Γ, Γ̄, the restriction to the point F_I amounts to the substitution {Γ_1, . . . , Γ_k} → {Z_i | i ∈ I } , {Γ̄_1, . . . , Γ̄_{n−k}} → {Z_j | j ∉ I } . Consider the equivariant localization map

Loc : K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) → K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n)^T ) = ⨁ I∈I_{k,n} K_T (F_I ) Loc : X → ⨁ I∈I_{k,n} X|_I . The equivariant localization theory asserts that the map Loc is an embedding of algebras, see for example [ChG, Chapter 5], [RK, Appendix]. Moreover, an element ⨁ I∈I_{k,n}UI is in the image of Loc if and only if for any I ∈ I_{k,n} and any i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} , i ≠ j , the difference U_I − U_{si,j (I)} is divisible by Z_i − Z_j , where s_{i,j} ∈ S_n is the transposition of i, j .

2.4. Transition map. Consider additional variables T = {T_1, . . . , T_k} . For a Laurent polynomial P (T ; Z; H) symmetric in T_1, . . . , T_k , define the class P (Γ; Z; H) ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) via the substitution T_i → Γ_i , i = 1, . . . , k . Define also the class P (HΓ; Z; H) via the substitution T_i → HΓ_i , i = 1, . . . , k .

Let P be the space of Laurent polynomials P (T ; Z; H) that are symmetric polynomials

6 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

in T^{−1}_1 , . . . , T^{−1}_k of degree at most n − 1 in each of T^{−1}_1 , . . . , T^{−1}_k , and such that

(2.6) P (Z_a , HZ_a , T_3 , . . . , T_k ; Z; H) = 0 , a = 1, . . . , n . Set (2.7) E(T ; H) = k∏ i=1 k∏ j=1 j≠i (1 − HT_i/T_j) .

Proposition 2.2. For any P ∈ P, there are unique classes S^0_P , S^∞_P ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) such that P (Γ; Z; H) = E(Γ; H)S^0_P , P (HΓ; Z; H) = E(Γ; H)S^∞_P .

Abusing notation, we will write

S^0_P = P (Γ; Z; H)/E(Γ; H) , S^∞_P = P (HΓ; Z; H)/E(Γ; H) .

Proof. For I = {i_1 < . . . < i_k} ∈ I_{k,n} , denote Z_I = (Z_{i1} , . . . , Z_{ik} ) . Since P (T ; Z; H) is symmetric in T_1, . . . , T_k and has property (2.6), the values at T = Z_I of the rational functions P (T ; Z; H)/E(T ; H) , P (HT ; Z; H)/E(T ; H) ,

G^0_I (Z; H) =

P (Z_I ; Z; H) E(Z_I ; H)

, G^∞_I (Z; H) = P (HZ_I ; Z; H) E(Z_I ; H) , are Laurent polynomials in Z, H for all I ∈ I_{k,n} . Therefore, there exist unique classes S^0_P , S^∞_P ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) such that S^0_P |_I = G^0_I , S^∞_P |_I = G^∞_I for all I ∈ I_{k,n} . That proves Proposition 2.2. □ Consider the maps

π^0 : P → K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , P → P (Γ; Z; H)/E(Γ; H) , (2.8) π^∞ : P → K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , P → P (HΓ; Z; H)/E(Γ; H) . Proposition 2.3. The maps π^0 and π^∞ are isomorphisms of C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1}]-modules P and K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . Proposition 2.3 is proved in Section 3.2.

Define the transition map τ : K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) → K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) by the rule

(2.9) τ = π^∞(π^0)^{−1} .

Corollary 2.4. The map τ is an automorphism of the C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1}]-module K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . Recall that K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) is a free C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1} ]-module. Then given a basis of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , the maps τ and τ^{−1} are given by matrices with entries in C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1} ] . The determinant det τ does not depend on a choice of a basis of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . Proposition 2.5. We have det τ = H

−^{n(n−1)}_2 (_{n−1} k−1 ) .

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 7

Proof. The statement follows from formulae (3.10), (3.14) in Section 3.3 by extension of scalars from C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1} ] to rational functions C (Z^{±1}; H^{±1} ) . □ 3. Trigonometric weight functions 3.1. Definition. For a function f(T ) , denote Sym_T f(T ) = ∑ σ∈S_k f(T_{σ(1)}, . . . , T_{σ(k)}) . Set (3.1) U(T ; Z; H) = k∏ i=1 (_{i−1}∏ a=1 (1 − HZ_a/T_i) k∏ b=i+1 (1 − Z_b/T_i) k∏ j=i+1 1 − HT_j/T_i 1 − T_j /T_i ) .

Define the reduced trigonometric weight function (3.2) W(T ; Z; H) = Sym_T U(T ; Z; H) , the trigonometric weight function (3.3) W^0(T ; Z; H) = W(T ; Z; H) k∏ i=1 n∏ a=k+1 (1 − Z_a /T_i) , and the opposite trigonometric weight function (3.4) W^∞(T ; Z; H) = H^{k(k−1)/2} W(T ; Z; H) k∏ i=1 n∏ a=k+1 (1 − HZ_a /T_i) .

By the standard reasoning, the functions W, W^0, W^∞ are polynomials in T^{−1}_1 , . . . , T^{−1}_k , Z, H . Lemma 3.1. The functions W(T ; Z; H) , W^0(T ; Z; H) , W^∞(T ; Z; H) are symmetric in Z_1, . . . , Z_k , and in Z_{k+1}, . . . , Z_n .

Proof. The symmetry in Z_1, . . . , Z_k follows from the identity

(1 − Z_b/T_i)(1 − HZ_a/T_j )(T_i − HT_j) − (1 − Z_b/T_j )(1 − HZ_a/T_i)(T_j − HT_i) = = (1 − Z_a/T_i)(1 − HZ_b/T_j)(T_i − HT_j) − (1 − Z_a/T_j)(1 − HZ_b/T_i)(T_j − HT_i) .

The symmetry in Z_{k+1}, . . . , Z_n is manifest. □ For a permutation σ ∈ S_n , denote Z_σ = (Z_{σ(1)}, . . . , Z_{σ(n)}) . Recall the space P defined in Section 2.4.

Proposition 3.2. For any σ ∈ S_n , we have W^0(T ; Z_σ; H) ∈ P and W^∞(T ; Z_σ; H) ∈ P . Proof. The statement follows from formulae (3.1) – (3.4) by inspection. □

8 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

For I ∈ I_{k,n} , let σ_I ∈ S_n be the permutation of minimal length such that I = {σ_I (1), . . . , σ_I (k)} . Recall Z_I = (Z_{σI (1)}, . . . , Z_{σI (k)}) . Recall the function E(T ; H) given by (2.7). Set

(3.5) R(Z) = k∏ a=1 n∏ b=k+1 (1 − Z_b/Z_a) . Lemma 3.3. For any I, J ∈ I_{k,n} , we have

W^0(Z_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) = δ_{I,J} E(Z_I ; H) R(Z_{σI} ) ,

(3.6)

W^∞(HZ_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) = δ_{I,J} E(Z_I ; H) R(Z_{σI} ) .

Proof. The statement follows from formulae (3.1) – (3.4) by inspection. □ For any X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , set

W^0_X(T ; Z; H) = ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} W^0(T ; Z_{σI} ; H) R(Z_{σI} ) X|_I (Z; H) , (3.7)

W^∞_X (T ; Z; H) = ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} W^∞(T ; Z_{σI} ; H) R(Z_{σI} ) X|_I (Z; H) . By the standard reasoning, the functions W^0_X , W^∞_X are Laurent polynomials in T , Z, H . Furthermore, W^0_X , W^∞_X ∈ P by Proposition 3.2.

Recall the maps π^0 and π^∞ given by (2.8).

Proposition 3.4. We have π^0 W^0_X = X and π^∞ W^∞_X = X for any X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . Proof. By formulae (3.7), (3.6), we have W^0_X(Z_I ; Z; H) = X|_I (Z; H) , W^∞_X (HZ_I ; Z; H) = X|_I (Z; H) for all I ∈ I_{k,n} . This proves the statement. □ 3.2. Proof of Propositions 2.3. The maps π^0 and π^∞ are surjective by Proposition 3.4. The proofs of injectivity of π^0 and π^∞ are similar. We will prove below that the map π^0 is injective.

The proof of injectivity of π^0 is by induction on k . If necessary, we will indicate the dependence on k explicitly writing π^0_k , P_k , etc. To simplify writing, we will not show the dependence on Z, H explicitly.

Let k = 1 . The space P_1 consists of Laurent polynomials P (T_1) that are polynomials in T^{−1}_1 of degree at most n − 1 . If π^0_1 P = 0 , then P (Z_a) = 0 for all a = 1, . . . , n . Since P vanishes at n points, P = 0 identically.

Let k = 2 . The space P_2 consists of Laurent polynomials P (T_1, T_2) that are sym-

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 9

metric polynomials in T^{−1}_1 , T^{−1}_2 of degree at most n − 1 in each of T^{−1}_1 , T^{−1}_2 . In addition, P (Z_a , HZ_a) = 0 for all a = 1, . . . , n . If π^0_2 P = 0 , then P (Z_a , Z_b) = 0 for all a, b = 1, . . . , n , a ≠ b . Expand P as a polynomial in T^{−1}_2 ,

P (T_1, T_2) = n−1∑ i=0 ~P_i (T_1) T^{−i}_2 .

Since P ∈ P_2 , we have ~P_i ∈ P_1 for all i = 1, . . . , n. Then for any a = 1, . . . , n , the conditions P (Z_a , HZ_a) = 0 , P (Z_a , Z_b) = 0 , b ≠ a , yield ~P_i (Z_a) = 0 . Hence, ~P_i = 0 identically for all i = 1, . . . , n, and P = 0 identically.

In general, any P ∈ P_k is a symmetric polynomial in T^{−1}_1 , . . . , T^{−1}_k of degree at most n − 1 in each of T^{−1}_1 , . . . , T^{−1}_k . Furthermore, the vanishing conditions (2.6) yield (3.8) P (Z_I , HZ_a) = 0 , I ∈ I_{k−1, n} , a ∈ I , If π^0_k P = 0 , then (3.9) P (Z_I , Z_b) = 0 , I ∈ I_{k−1, n} , b ∉ I . Expand P as a polynomial in T^{−1}_k ,

P (T ) = n−1∑ i=0 ~P_i (T_1, . . . , T_{k−1}) T^{−i}_k . Since P ∈ P_k , we have ~P_i ∈ P_{k−1} for all i = 1, . . . , n. Then for any I ∈ I_{k−1, n} , conditions (3.8), (3.9) yield ~P_i(Z_I ) = 0 . Hence, π^0_{k−1} ~P_i = 0 , and ~P_i = 0 identically for all i = 1, . . . , n, by the induction assumption. Therefore, P = 0 identically. □ 3.3. Determinants. Using definition (2.9) of the transition map, τ = π^∞(π^0)^{−1} , formulae (3.7), and Proposition 3.4, we have

(τX)|_I (Z; H) = ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} W^0(HZ_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) E(Z_I ; H)R(Z_{σJ} ) X|_J (Z; H) , (3.10)

(τ^{−1}X)|_I (Z; H) = ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} W^∞(Z_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) E(Z_I ; H)R(Z_{σJ} ) X|_J (Z; H) .

Corollary 3.5. For any I, J ∈ I_{k,n} , we have ∑ K∈I_{k,n} W^∞(Z_I ; Z_{σK} ; H) W^0(HZ_K ; Z_{σJ} ; H) E(Z_K ; H)R(Z_{σK}) = δ_{I,J} E(Z_I ; H) R(Z_{σI} ) , (3.11) ∑ K∈I_{k,n} W^0(HZ_I ; Z_{σK} ; H) W^∞(Z_K ; Z_{σJ} ; H) E(Z_K ; H)R(Z_{σK}) = δ_{I,J} E(Z_I ; H) R(Z_{σI} ) .

10 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

Proof. The statement follows from formulae (3.10) □

Denote Z^{−1} = (Z^{−1}_1 , . . . , Z^{−1}_n ) . Set D(Z) = n∏ a=2 a−1∏ b=1 (1 − Z_a/Z_b)(^{n−2k−1} ), ~D(Z ; H) = n∏ a=1 n∏ b=1 b≠a (1 − HZ_a/Z_b)(^{n−2k−2} ), (3.12)

^D(Z ; H) = D(Z) D(Z^{−1}) ~D(Z ; H) . Proposition 3.6. We have det ( W^0(HZ_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) ) I,J ∈ I_{k,n} = H −^{n(n−1)}_2 (_{n−1} k−1 ) ^D(Z ; H) , (3.13) det ( W^∞(Z_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) ) I,J ∈ I_{k,n} = H n(n−1) 2 (_{n−1} k−1 ) ^D(Z ; H) . Proof. Denote D^0(Z ; H) = det ( W^0(HZ_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) ) . Consider extra variables Y = (Y_1, . . . , Y_n) . The determinant det ( W^0(HZ_I ; Y_{σJ} ; H) ) has (_{n−2} k−1 ) pairs of equal columns if Y_i = Y_j and (_{n−2} k−1 ) pairs of coinciding rows if Z_i = Z_j . Hence, det ( W^0(HZ_I ; Y_{σJ} ; H) ) is divisible by D(Y )D(Z^{−1}) as a Laurent polynomial in Y, Z, H . Therefore, D^0(Z ; H) is divisible by D(Z)D(Z^{−1}) .

By Proposition 3.2, W^0(HZ_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) is divisible by E(Z_I ; H) for every I ∈ I_{k,n} . Hence, D^0(Z ; H) , is divisible by ∏ I∈ I_{k,n} E(Z_I ; H) = ~D(Z ; H) , and thus by ^D(Z ; H) , because D(Z)D(Z^{−1}) and ~D(Z ; H) are coprime. Since multiplying both D^0(Z ; H) and ^D(Z ; H) by (Z_1 . . . Z_n)^{(n−1)}(^{n−1k−1} ) give polynomials in Z of the same homogeneous degree, we have D^0(Z ; H) = C^0(H) ^D(Z ; H) ,

where C^0(H) is a Laurent polynomials in H . In a similar way, we have det ( W^∞(Z_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) ) = C^∞(H) ^D(Z ; H) , where C^∞(H) is a Laurent polynomials in H .

Since by Corollary 3.5, C^0(H) C^∞(H) = 1 , we have C^0(H) = C^0(1)H^d for some integer d . Moreover, C^0(1) = 1 by Lemma 3.3.

Finally, by inspection of the equality D^0(Z^{−1}; H^{−1}) = C^0(H^{−1}) ^D(Z^{−1}; H^{−1}) we obtain that C^0(H^{−1}) = C^0(H)H^{n(n−1)}(^{n−1k−1} ) . Therefore, d = − n(n − 1) 2 ( n − 1 k − 1 ) . Proposition 3.6 is proved. □

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 11

Corollary 3.7. We have det ( W^0(HZ_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) E(Z_I ; H)R(Z_{σJ} ) ) I,J ∈ I_{k,n} = H −^{n(n−1)}_2 (_{n−1} k−1 ) , (3.14)

det ( W^∞(Z_I ; Z_{σJ} ; H) E(Z_I ; H)R(Z_{σJ} ) ) I,J ∈ I_{k,n} = H n(n−1) 2 (_{n−1} k−1 ) . Proof. Straightforward from formulae (2.7), (3.5), (3.12), (3.13). □

4. Solutions of quantum differential equation In this section, we remind the construction of solutions of quantum differential equation (2.3) given in [TV3], [TV4]. In the notation of those papers, we consider the case N = 2 , λ = (k, n − k) , q_1 = p^{−1}, q_2 = 1 , κ = −1 , q̃_1 = p, q̃_2 = 1 , κ̃ = 1 . We adapt formulae from [TV3], [TV4] to the notation used in this paper. We also eliminate or modify certain factors that are irrelevant for our consideration.

4.1. Weight function and master function. Introduce new variables t = {t_1, . . . , t_k} . For a function f(t) , denote Sym_t f(t) = ∑ σ∈S_k f(t_{σ(1)}, . . . , t_{σ(k)}) . Define the reduced weight function

W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) =

(4.1)

= Sym_t (_k∏ i=1 (_{i−1}∏ l=1 (t_i − γ_l − h) k∏ m=i+1 (t_i − γ_m) k∏ j=i+1 t_i − t_j − h t_i − t_j ))_{n−k}∏ s=1 (t_i − γ̄_s) .

Clearly, W(t; γ ; γ̄; h) is a polynomial in t .

Lemma 4.1. The function W(t; γ ; γ̄; h) is symmetric in γ_1, . . . , γ_k . Proof. The statement follows from the identity

(t_i − γ_m)(t_j − γ_l − h)(t_i − t_j − h) − (t_j − γ_m)(t_i − γ_l − h)(t_j − t_i − h) = = (t_i − γ_l)(t_j − γ_m − h)(t_i − t_j − h) − (t_j − γ_l)(t_i − γ_m − h)(t_j − t_i − h) . □ Set (4.2) Q(γ ; γ̄; h) = k∏ i=1 n−k∏ j=1 (γ_i − γ̄_j − h) . The product W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h)Q(γ; γ̄ ; h) is called the cohomological weight function.

12 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

Define the reduced master function Φ^{red}(t; z; h) = e^{nπ√−1 ∑kj=1 tj} × (4.3) × k∏ i=1 (_k∏ j=1 j≠i 1 Γ(t_j − t_i) Γ(1 + t_i − t_j − h) n∏ a=1 Γ(z_a − t_i) Γ(t_i − z_a − h) ) ,

where Γ is the Gamma-function, and the master function (4.4) Φ(t; z; h; p) = p^{∑kj=1 tj} Φ^{red}(t; z; h) . Example. Let k = 1 . Then W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) = n−k∏ i=1 (t_1 − γ̄_i) , Q(γ ; γ̄; h) = n−k∏ i=1 (γ_1 − γ̄_i − h) ,

Φ^{red}(t; z; h) = e^{nπ√−1 t1} n∏ a=1 Γ(z_a − t_1) Γ(t_1 − z_a − h) , Φ(t; z; h; p) = p^{t1} Φ^{red}(t; z; h) .

4.2. Solutions Ψ^0_I (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_I (z; h; p) . For a function f(t) and a point s = (s_1, . . . , s_k) , let Res_{t=s} f(t) be the iterated residue, (4.5) Res_{t=s} f(t) = Res_{t1=s1} . . . Res_{tk =sk} f(t) . For a subset I = {i_1 < . . . < i_k} ∈ I_{k,n} , denote z_I = (z_{i1} , . . . , z_{ik} ) , z_I + h = (z_{i1} + h, . . . , z_{ik} + h) .

Consider the series

F^0_I (z; h; p) = ( −Γ(−h) )_{−k} ∑ l∈Z^k_{⩾0} Res_{t=zI+l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ ; γ̄; h) ) p^{∑ki=1 li} , (4.6)

F^∞_I (z; h; p) = ( Γ(−h) )_{−k} ∑ l∈Z^k_{⩾0} Res_{t=zI+h−l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) ) p^{−∑ki=1 li} . (4.7)

Let L be the complement in C^n × C of the hyperplanes (4.8) z_a − z_b ∈ Z , z_a − z_b − h ∈ Z_{⩽0} , a ≠ b . Proposition 4.2. For any I ∈ I_{k,n} , the function F^0_I (z; h; p) is holomorphic in p for |p| < 1 , and the function F^∞_I (z; h; p) is holomorphic in p for |p| > 1 . The functions F^0_I (z; h; p) and F^∞_I (z; h; p) are holomorphic in z, h for (z, h) ∈ L . The statement is proved in Section 6.1.

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 13

Given I ∈ I_{k,n} , set Ψ^0_I (z; h; p) = p^{∑i∈I zi} F^0_I (z; h; p) Q(γ; γ̄ ; h) ,

(4.9) Ψ^∞_I (z; h; p) = p^{kh+∑i∈I zi} F^∞_I (z; h; p) Q(γ; γ̄; h) . By Proposition 4.2, the function Ψ^0_I (z; h; p) is holomorphic on the universal cover of the punctured unit disk 0 < |p| < 1 , and the function Ψ^∞_I (z; h; p) is holomorphic on the universal cover of the domain |p| > 1 .

Theorem 4.3. For any I ∈ I_{k,n} , the functions Ψ^0_I (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_I (z; h; p) are multivalued solutions of differential equation (2.4) for 0 < |p| < 1 and |p| > 1 , respectively. Proof. For the function Ψ^0_I (z; h; p) , the statement follows from [TV4, Theorem 9.5]. The proof of the statement for the function Ψ^∞_I (z; h; p) is similar. □ Corollary 4.4. For any (z, h) ∈ L and I ∈ I_{k,n} , the functions Ψ^0_I (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_I (z; h; p) can be analytically continued as functions of p to holomorphic functions on the universal cover of C \{0,1} .

Proof. The statement follows from Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 2.1. □

4.3. Solutions and K-theory. For X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , recall its restrictions X|_I (Z; H) , I ∈ I_{k,n} , to the fixed points. Set X́|_I (z; h) = X|_I (e^{2π√−1 z}1, . . . , e^{2π√−1 z}n ; e^{2π√−1 h} ) . Define the functions Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_X (z; h; p) by the rule

Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) = ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} X́|_I (z; h)Ψ^0_I (z; h; p) , (4.10)

Ψ^∞_X (z; h; p) = ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} X́|_I (z; h)Ψ^∞_I (z; h; p) .

By Corollary 4.4, for any (z, h) ∈ L , both Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_X (z; h; p) as functions of p are holomorphic functions on the universal cover of C \{0, 1} .

Let L^+ be the complement in C^n × C of the hyperplanes

(4.11) z_a − z_b − h ∈ Z_{⩽0} , a ≠ b .

Theorem 4.5. For any (z, h) ∈ L^+ and X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , the functions Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_X (z; h; p) are solutions of differential equation (2.4). Moreover, Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_X (z; h; p) are holomorphic functions of z, h in L^+.

Proof. By Proposition 4.2 and Theorem 4.3, the functions Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_X (z; h; p) are solutions of differential equation (2.4) holomorphic in L . The fact that Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) is regular at the hyperplanes z_a − z_b ∈ Z for all a ≠ b , and hence, extends to L^+, follows from [TV5, Proposition 4.13] since the first of formulae (4.10) matches formula [TV5, (4.41)]. The proof of the regularity of Ψ^∞_X (z; h; p) at the hyperplanes z_a − z_b ∈ Z for all a ≠ b , is

14 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

similar to the proof of [TV5, Proposition 4.13]. □

Consider the polynomials V_I , I ∈ I_{k,n} , defined by formula (A.1).

Proposition 4.6. The classes V_I (Γ) , I ∈ I_{k,n} , give a basis of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) as a free module over C [Z^{±1}; H^{±1} ] .

Proof. The statement follows from formula (A.5) and Corollary A.2. □

Denote H_{z0,h0} = H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) )/ ⟨z = z_0 , h = h_0 ⟩ .

Theorem 4.7. For any (z_0 , h_0) ∈ L^+, the functions Ψ^0_{VI(Γ)}(z_0 ; h_0 ; p) , I ∈ I_{k,n} , form a basis of solutions of quantum differential equation (2.4). Similarly, for any (z_0 , h_0) ∈ L^+, the functions Ψ^∞_{VI(Γ)}(z_0 ; h_0 ; p) , I ∈ I_{k,n} , form a basis of solutions of quantum differential equation (2.4).

Proof. The statement follows from Propositions 4.6, 6.2, and Lemma 6.1. □

Informally, Theorem 4.7 means that each of the assignments X → Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) and X → Ψ^∞_X (z; h; p) parametrize solutions of quantum differential equation (2.4) by elements of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . 4.4. Monodromy of solutions. Denote by U be the universal cover of C \ {0,1} . For a function f on U , we define below functions μ^0f and μ^∞f on U called the monodromies of f around zero and infinity, respectively.

For a point p ∈ U , denote by p_∗ its projection to C . Let χ^0_p and χ^∞_p be the paths on U starting at p that have the following properties. The projection of χ^0_p to C is a simple loop that starts and ends at p_∗ , encircles zero counterclockwise, and avoids the ray [1, ∞) ⊂ R . The projection of χ^∞_p to C is a simple loop that starts and ends at p_∗ , and encircles the segment [0, 1] ⊂ R counterclockwise. Denote by ι^0p and ι^∞p the end points of the paths χ^0_p and χ^∞_p , respectively. The points ι^0p and ι^∞p do not depend on the choice of the paths χ^0_p and χ^∞_p .

For a function f on U , define the functions μ^0f and μ^∞f by the rule

μ^0f(p) = f(ι^0p) , μ^∞f(p) = f(ι^∞p) .

The maps μ^0 and μ^∞ generate the monodromy group of quantum differential equation (2.4). We will describe the action of μ^0 and μ^∞ on solutions Ψ^0_X and Ψ^∞_X labeled by elements of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , see Theorems 4.9, 4.10. According to Theorem 4.7, this completely describes the monodromy of differential equation (2.4).

We begin with a specification of the definition of the solutions Ψ^0_I and Ψ^∞_I , see (4.9), as functions of p ∈ U . Fix a section of U continuous on C \ R_{⩾0} . Denote by B the image of C \ R_{⩾0} under this section. For p ∈ B , we define arg p to be the value of arg p_∗ such that −2π < arg p < 0 and define fractional powers p^s = |p|^se^{s arg p √−1} accordingly. Set B <1 = {p ∈ B , 0 < |p| < 1} , B >1 = {p ∈ B , |p| > 1} . Formulae (4.9), (4.6), (4.7) define the functions Ψ^0_I for p ∈ B <1 and the functions Ψ^∞_I for p ∈ B >1 . Then Ψ^0_I and Ψ^∞_I are extended as functions for p ∈ U by analytic continuation.

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 15

The solutions Ψ^0_X and Ψ^∞_X for X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) are defined as functions of p ∈ U by formulae (4.10).

Proposition 4.8. For any I ∈ I_{k,n} , we have

μ^0Ψ^0_I = Ψ^0_I ∏ i∈I e^{2π√−1 zi} and μ^∞Ψ^∞_I = Ψ^∞_I e^{2π√−1 kh} ∏ i∈I e^{2π√−1 zi} . Proof. Formulae (4.9) and Proposition 4.2 yield the first equality on B <1 and the second equality on B >1 . The statement holds on the universal cover U by analytic continuation. □

Theorem 4.9. For any X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , we have

μ^0Ψ^0_X = Ψ^0_{Γ1...Γk X} and μ^∞Ψ^∞_X = Ψ^∞_Hk_{Γ1...Γk X} .

Proof. The statement follows from formulae (4.10) and Proposition 4.8. □

Recall the transition map τ : K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) → K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , see (2.9).

Theorem 4.10. We have Ψ^∞_{τ X} (z; h; p) = Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) for any X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . Theorem 4.10 is proved in Section 5.3.

Consider the classes V_I (Γ) , I ∈ I_{k,n} . Define the matrices M(Z) = ( M_{I,J} (Z) ) I,J∈ I_{k,n} and T(Z ; H) = ( T_{I,J} (Z ; H) ) I,J∈ I_{k,n} as follows (4.12) Γ_1 . . . Γ_k V_I (Γ) = ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} M_{I,J} (Z)V_J (Γ) , τ ( V_I (Γ) ) = ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} T_{I,J} (Z ; H)V_J (Γ) .

Proposition 4.11. The matrix M(Z) is a Laurent polynomial in Z with integer coefficients. The matrices T(Z ; H) and T^{−1}(Z ; H) are Laurent polynomials in Z, H with integer coefficients.

Proof. The first statement follows from formula (A.5) and Corollary A.2. For the second statement, we use in addition formulae (3.1) – (3.3) and (3.10). □

Set Ḿ(z) = M ( e^{2π√−1 z1}, . . . , e^{2π√−1 zn} ) and T́(z; h) = T ( e^{2π√−1 z1}, . . . , e^{2π√−1 zn} ; e^{2π√−1 h} ) . Theorem 4.12. For any I ∈ I_{k,n} , we have

μ^0Ψ^0_{VI(Γ)} = ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} Ḿ_{I,J} (z) Ψ^0_{VJ(Γ)} , μ∞Ψ^0_{VI(Γ)} = e^{2π√−1 kh} ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} (T́ ḾT́^{−1} )_{I,J} (z; h) Ψ^0_{VJ(Γ)} ,

μ^0Ψ^∞_{VI(Γ)} = ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} (T́^{−1}ḾT́ )_{I,J} (z; h) Ψ^∞_{VJ(Γ)} , μ^∞Ψ^∞_{VI(Γ)} = e^{2π√−1 kh} ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} Ḿ_{I,J} (z) Ψ^∞_{VJ(Γ)} .

In particular, the entries of the monodromy matrices are Laurent polynomials in the variables e^{2π√−1 z1}, . . . , e^{2π√−1 zn} ; e^{2π√−1 h} with integer coefficients.

Proof. The statement follows from Theorems 4.9, 4.10, formulae (4.12), and Proposition 4.11. □

16 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

5. Integral formula for solutions of quantum differential equation

In this section we present integral formulae for solutions of differential equation (2.4). We use the integral formulae to prove Theorem 4.10 in Section 5.3.

5.1. Integral formula for solutions. Recall the function E(T ; H) given by (2.7), the function U(T ; Z; H) , see (3.1), the reduced weight function W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) , see (4.1), and the reduced master function Φ^{red}(t; z; h) , see (4.3). For any function F (T ; Z; H) , set

(5.1) F́ (t; z; h) = F ( e^{2π√−1 t1}, . . . , e^{2π√−1 tk} ; e^{2π√−1 z1}, . . . , e^{2π√−1 zn} ; e^{2π√−1 h} ) . Denote

(5.2) U(t; z; h) = Ú(t; z; h) k∏ i=1 n∏ a=k+1 ( 1 − e^{2π√−1 (za−ti)} ) . Let L^{int} ⊂ C^n × C be the following domain,

(5.3) L^{int} = {(z, h) | Re h < 0 , Re(z_i − z_{i+1} + h) > 0 , i = 1, . . . , n − 1} .

For (z, h) ∈ L^{int} and p ∈ C \ R_{⩾0} , consider the integral

(5.4) I(z; h; p) = 1 ( 2π √ −1 )_k ∫ I(z;h) p^{∑kj=1 tj} U(t; z; h) Φ^{red}(t; z; h) W(t; γ; γ̄; h) É(t; h) d kt .

Here the branch of p^{∑kj=1 tj} is fixed by the inequalities −2π < arg p < 0 , and the integration contour I(z; h) is such that Re t_i = Re(z_i + h/2) and Im t_i runs from −∞ to ∞ for all i = 1, . . . , k . Proposition 5.1. For (z, h) ∈ L^{int} and −2π < arg p < 0 , the integrand in formula (5.4) is regular on I(z; h) and the integral I(z; h; p) converges to a holomorphic function of z, h, p .

Proof. By formulae (2.7), (3.1), (4.3), the integrand in (5.4) equals C(z; h) p^{∑kj=1 tj} e^{π√−1 ∑kj=1 tj} W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) k∏ i=1 ( Γ(z_i − t_i) Γ(t_i − z_i − h) ×

(5.5)

× i−1∏ j=1 (t_i − t_j) Γ(t_j − t_i + h) Γ(z_j − t_i) Γ(1 + t_j − t_i − h) Γ(1 + z_j − t_i + h) n∏ j=i+1 Γ(t_i − z_j − h) Γ(1 + t_i − z_j ) ) , where C(z; h) does not depend on t, p . The poles of the integrand are at the hyperplanes (5.6) t_i − z_j ∈ Z_{⩾0} , i ⩾ j , t_i − z_j − h ∈ Z_{⩽0} , i ⩽ j , t_i − t_j − h ∈ Z_{⩾0} , i > j . Hence, the integrand is regular on I(z, h) under the assumption (z, h) ∈ L^{int} . An estimate of the integrand showing the convergence of the integral follows from the inequality

(5.7) | | | Γ ( α + x √ −1 ) Γ ( β + x √ −1 ) | | | ⩽ C^1 ( 1 + |x| )_{Re(α−β)}

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 17

that hold for any real x , fixed α, β such that Re β ∉ Z_{⩽0} , and some positive constant C_1 depending on α, β . □

Recall the class Q(γ ; γ̄ ; h) given by (4.2). Similarly to (4.9), define

(5.8) Ψ^{int}(z; h; p) = I(z; h; p) Q(γ; γ̄ ; h) ,

Recall the trigonometric weight function W^0(T ; Z; H) , see (3.3), and the maps π^0 and π^∞ given by (2.8). For a permutation σ ∈ S_n , define the classes Y^0_σ , Y^∞_σ ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , (5.9) Y^0_σ = π^0 ( W^0(T ; Z_σ; H) ) , Y^∞_σ = π^∞ ( W^0(T ; Z_σ; H) ) . Consider the solutions Ψ^0_{Y 0σ} (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_Y ∞_σ (z; h; p) of differential equation (2.4) given by (4.10). We regard them as functions of p ∈ C \ R_{⩾0} by identifying C \ R_{⩾0} and its image B in the universal cover of C \{0,1} , see Section 4.4.

Theorem 5.2. Given σ ∈ S_n , let (z_σ, h) ∈ L^{int}. Assume that p ∈ C \ R_{⩾0} . Then

(5.10) Ψ^{int}(z_σ; h; p) = ( Γ(−h) )_k Ψ^0_Y 0_σ (z; h; p) and Ψ^{int}(z_σ ; h; p) = ( Γ(−h) )_k Ψ^∞_Y ∞_σ (z; h; p) .

Theorem 5.2 is proved in the next section.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.2. It suffices to prove the statement for the identity permutation σ . To simplify writing, we will omit σ from the notation. We will prove the equality

(5.11) Ψ^{int}(z; h; p) = ( Γ(−h) )_k Ψ^0_Y 0 (z; h; p)

for |p| < 1 and the equality

(5.12) Ψ^{int}(z; h; p) = ( Γ(−h) )_k Ψ^∞_Y ∞(z; h; p)

for |p| > 1 . Then for an arbitrary p , these equalities will hold by analytic continuation.

Let |p| < 1 . Set z^⋆ = (z_1, . . . , z_k) . Recall

Ψ^0_Y 0 (z; h; p) =

(5.13)

= Q(γ ; γ̄; h) ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} (´ W^0(z_I ; z; h) É(z_I ; h) ∑ l∈Z^k_{⩾0} Res_{t=zI+l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ; γ̄; h) ) p^{∑ki=1(zi+li)} ) , see (5.9), (2.8), (4.10), (4.9), (4.6). By Lemma 3.3, the sum over I ∈ I_{k,n} in (5.13) reduces to a single term when I = {1, . . . , k} and z_I = z^⋆. Then using formulae (3.6), (3.5), and the definition of Ψ^{int}(z; h; p) , see (5.8), we convert equality (5.11) to the following form,

I(z; h; p) = (−1)^k k∏ a=1 n∏ b=k+1 ( 1 − e^{2π√−1 (zb−za)} ) × (5.14) × ∑ l∈Z^k_{⩾0} Res_{t=z}⋆_{+l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) ) p^{∑ki=1(zi+li)} ,

18 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

where I(z; h; p) is integral (5.4). To prove formula (5.14), we evaluate the integral I(z; h; p) via the sum of residues “to the right” of the integration contour I(z; h) .

Consider the p-independent part of the integrand in (5.4),

(5.15) F (t; z; h) =

U(t; z; h) Φ^{red}(t; z; h) W(t; γ ; γ̄; h) É(t; h) . Lemma 5.3. For l ∈ Z_{⩾0} , we have

Res_{tk =zk+ lk} . . . Res_{t1=z1+ l1} F (t; z; h) =

(5.16)

= Res_{t=z}⋆_{+l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ ; γ̄; h) )^k∏ a=1 n∏ b=k+1 ( 1 − e^{2π√−1 (zb−za)} ) . Proof. The functions U(t; z; h)/É(t; h) and W(t; γ; γ̄; h) are holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the locus t = z^⋆+ l , and the function Φ^{red}(t; z; h) has the form

Φ^{red}(t; z; h) = G(t; z; h) k∏ i=1 Γ(z_i − t_i) ,

where the function G(t; z; h) is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of t = z^⋆+ l . Therefore,

Res_{tk=zk+ lk} . . . Res_{t1=z1+ l1} F (t; z; h) = Res_{t1=z1+ l1} . . . Res_{tk =zk+ lk} F (t; z; h) = = U(z^⋆+ l; z; h) É(z⋆+ l; h) Res^{t=z⋆+l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) )

by definition (4.5) of Res_{t=z}⋆_{+l} . Since

U(z^⋆+ l; z; h) É(z⋆+ l; h) = k∏ a=1 n∏ b=k+1 ( 1 − e^{2π√−1 (zb−za)} ) , formula (5.16) follows. □ For m ⩽ k , denote t^{>m} = (t_{m+1}, . . . , t_k) . The sequence t^{>k} is empty and will be used for convenience. For nonnegative integers l_1, . . . , l_m , set

(5.17) F_{l1,...,lm}(t^{>m}; z; h) = Res_{tm=zm+ lm} . . . Res_{t1=z1+ l1} F (t; z; h) .

The function F_{l1,...,lk}(t^{>k} ; z; h) does not depend on t and we can omit the argument t^{>k}. Then formula (5.16) reads F_{l1,...,lk}(z; h) = Res_{t=z}⋆_{+l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) )^k∏ a=1 n∏ b=k+1 ( 1 − e^{2π√−1 (zb−za)} ) , and formula (5.14) takes the form

(5.18) I(z; h; p) = (−1)^k ∞∑ l_1,...,l_k=0 F_{l1,...,lk}(z; h) p^{∑ki=1(zi+li)} .

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 19

In what follows, we will prove formula (5.18). We start the proof with technical lemmas. The main part of the proof is given by Proposition 5.7. Formula (5.18) coincides with formula (5.20) for m = k .

Lemma 5.4. For nonnegative integers l_1, . . . , l_{m+1} , m < k , and any i = 1, . . . , m , we have Res_{tm+1=zi+ lm+1} F_{l1,...,lm}(t^{>m}; z; h) = − Res_{tm+1=zi+ li} F_{l1,...,li−1, lm+1, li+1,...,lm}(t^{>m}; z; h) . Proof. For each i = 1, . . . , m , the function F (t; z; h) as a function of t_1, . . . , t_{m+1} has the form G_i(t; z; h) H_i(t; z; h) e^{π√−1 (ti −tm+1)}(t_{m+1} − t_i) m∏ j=1 Γ(z_j − t_j ) Γ(z_j − t_{m+1}) ,

where the function G_i(t; z; h) is symmetric in t_i , t_{m+1} , holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the point t_{m+1} = z_i + l_{m+1} , t_j = z_j + l_j j = 1, . . . , m ,

and holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the point

t_{m+1} = z_i + l_i , t_i = z_i + l_{m+1} , t_j = z_j + l_j j = 1, . . . , i − 1, i + 1, . . . , m ,

while H_i(t; z; h) is a 1-periodic function of t_1, . . . , t_{m+1} holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the point t_{m+1} = z_i , t_j = z_j , j = 1, . . . , m . This implies the statement of Lemma 5.4. □ Lemma 5.5. For any i, j = 1, . . . , k , i ≠ j , and any a = 1, . . . , n , we have W(t; γ; γ̄; h)|_{ti=za, tj =za+h} = 0 in H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . Proof. Formula (4.1) implies that the expression W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h)|_{ti=za, tj =za+h} is divisible by the product ∏_k i=1(z_a − γ_i) ∏_{n−k} j=1 (z_a − γ̄_j) . This product equals zero in H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) according to relations (2.1). Hence, Lemma 5.5 follows. □ Lemma 5.6. For nonnegative integers l_1, . . . , l_m , m < k , the function F_{l1,...,lm}(t^{>m}; z; h) is regular at the hyperplanes t_{m+1} − z_i − l_i − h ∈ Z_{⩾0} , i = 1, . . . , m . Proof. By formulae (5.5), (5.17), F_{l1,...,lm}(t^{>m}; z; h) = (5.19) = C_{l1,...,lm}(z; h) e^{π√−1 ∑kj=m+1 tj} W(t; γ; γ̄; h)|_{t1=z1+ l1,..., tm=zm+ lm} ×

× k∏ i=m+1 ( Γ(z_i − t_i) Γ(t_i − z_i − h) m∏ a=1 (t_i − z_a − l_a) Γ(z_a − t_i) Γ(z_a + l_a − t_i + h) Γ(1 + z_a + l_a − t_i − h) Γ(1 + z_a − t_i + h) ×

× i−1∏ j=m+1 (t_i − t_j) Γ(t_j − t_i + h) Γ(z_j − t_i) Γ(1 + t_j − t_i − h) Γ(1 + z_j − t_i + h) n∏ j=i+1 Γ(t_i − z_j − h) Γ(1 + t_i − z_j ) ) ,

20 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

where C_{l1,...,lm}(z; h) does not depend on t . Therefore, F_{l1,...,lm}(t; z; h) has the form G(t; z; h) W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h)|_{t1=z1+ l1,..., tm=zm+ lm} m∏ j=1 Γ(z_j + l_j − t_{m+1} + h) Γ(1 + z_j − t_{m+1} + h) , where G(t; z; h) as a function of t_{m+1} is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the point t_{m+1} = z_i + l_i + r + h for any i = 1, . . . , m , and r ∈ Z_{⩾0} . The ratio of Gamma-functions

Γ(z_i + l_i − t_{m+1} + h) Γ(1 + z_i − t_{m+1} + h)

is a polynomial if l_i ⩾ 1 , and equals (z_i −t_{m+1} +h)^{−1} if l_i = 0 . In the last case, the function F_{l1,...,lm}(t; z; h) does not have a pole at t_{m+1} = z_i + h due to Lemma 5.5. Lemma 5.6 is proved. □

Recall the integral I(z; h; p) , see (5.4), and the functions F_{l1,...,lm}(t^{>m}; z; h) , see (5.17).

Proposition 5.7. Let |p| < 1 . For any m = 1, . . . , k , we have

(5.20) I(z; h; p) = (−1)^m ∞∑ l_1,...,l_m=0 I_{l1,...,lm}(z; h; p) p^{∑mi=1(zi+li)} , where I_{l1,...,lk}(z; h; p) = F_{l1,...,lk}(z; h) does not depend on p , and for m < k , (5.21) I_{l1,...,lm}(z; h; p) = 1 ( 2π √ −1 )_{k−m} ∫ I_m(z;h) p^{∑kj=m+1 tj} F_{l1,...,lm}(t^{>m}; z; h) dt_{m+1} . . . dt_k , the integration contour I_m(z; h) being such that Re t_i = Re(z_i + h/2) and Im t_i runs from −∞ to ∞ for all i = m + 1, . . . , k .

Proof. The statement is proved by induction on m . The base of induction at m = 1 amounts to evaluating integral (5.4) with respect to t_1 using the sum of residues in the halfplane Re t_1 > Re(z_1 + h/2) . The relevant poles of the integrand are of the form t_1 = z_1+ l_1 , l_1 ∈ Z_{⩾0} .

For the induction step, we evaluate integral (5.21) with respect to t_{m+1} using the sum of residues in the half-plane Re t_{m+1} > Re(z_{m+1} + h/2) . By formula (5.19) and Lemma 5.6, the relevant poles of the integrand are of the form t_{m+1} = z_i + l_{m+1} , i = 1, . . . , m + 1 , l_{m+1} ∈ Z_{⩾0} . Plugging the obtained series for I_{l1,...,lm}(z; h; p) into formula (5.20) and using formula (5.17), we get

I(z; h; p) = (−1)^{m+1} ∞∑ l_1,...,l_{m+1}=0 I_{l1,...,lm+1}(z; h; p) p^{∑m+1i=1 (zi+li)} + (5.22)

+ (−1)^{m+1} m∑ i=1 ∞∑ l_1,...,l_{m+1}=0 I^{(i)}_{l1,...,lm+1}(z; h; p) p^{zi+lm+1+∑mi=1(zi+li)}

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 21

where I^{(i)}_{l1,...,lm+1}(z; h; p) = = 1 ( 2π √ −1 )_{k−m−1} ∫ I_{m+1}(z;h) p^{∑kj=m+2 tj} Res_{tm+1=zi+ lm+1} F_{l1,...,lm}(t^{>m}; z; h) dt_{m+2} . . . dt_k .

The second term in the right-hand side of formula (5.22) equals zero because I^{(i)}_{l1,...,lm+1}(z; h; p) = − I^{(i)}_{l1,...,li−1, lm+1, li+1,...,lm, li}(z; h; p) by Lemma 5.4. This completes the induction step. Proposition 5.7 is proved. □

Formula (5.20) for m = k coincides with formula (5.18). This completes the proof of formula (5.18) and thus the proof of equality (5.11) for |p| < 1 .

Let |p| > 1 . Consider equality (5.12). We convert it to the following form,

I(z; h; p) =

(5.23) = ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} Ẃ^0(z_I + h; z; h) É(z_I ; h) ∑ l∈Z^k_{⩾0} Res_{t=zI+h−l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) ) p^{kh+∑i∈I zi−∑ki=1 li} .

To this end, we use the definition of Ψ^{int}(z; h; p) , see (5.8), and the definition of Ψ^∞_Y ∞(z; h; p) given by (5.9), (2.8), (4.10), (4.9), (4.7). To prove formula (5.14), we evaluate the integral I(z; h; p) via the sum of residues “to the left” of the integration contour I(z; h) .

For σ ∈ S_n , denote I_σ = {σ(1), . . . , σ(k)} ∈ I_{k,n} and z^⋆_σ + h = (z_{σ(1)} + h, . . . , z_{σ(k)} + h) . Denote by S_n[k] the set of σ ∈ S_n such that σ(i) ⩾ i for all i ⩽ k , and σ(i) > σ(j) for all i > j > k . Recall the function U(t; z; h) , see (5.2). By inspection of formulae (5.2), (3.1), we have U(z^⋆_σ + h; z; h) = 0 unless σ(i) ⩾ i for all i ⩽ k . Clearly, z^⋆_σ + h does not depend on the values σ(j) for j > k Thus formulae (3.2), (3.3) yield

(5.24) Ẃ^0(z_I + h; z; h) = ∑ σ∈S_n[k] I=I_σ U(z^⋆_σ + h; z; h) .

The rest of the proof of equality (5.12) for |p| > 1 is analogous to that of equality (5.11) for |p| < 1 , but involves more combinatorics due to the sum over S_n[k] in formula (5.24).

Recall the p-independent part F (t; z; h) of the integrand in (5.4), see (5.15). For m ⩽ k , denote t^{<m} = (t_1, . . . , t_{m−1}) . The sequence t^{<1} is empty and will be used for convenience. For σ ∈ S_n and nonnegative integers l_m, . . . , l_k , set (5.25) F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m} ; z; h) = Res_{tm=zσ(m)+h− lm} . . . Res_{tk =zσ(k)+h− lk} F (t; z; h) . The function F^σ_{l1,...,lk}(t^{<0}; z; h) does not depend on t and we can omit the argument t^{<0}.

22 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

Lemma 5.8. For σ ∈ S_n and l ∈ Z_{⩾0} , we have F^σ_{l1,...,lk}(z; h) = U(z^⋆_σ + h; z; h) É(z⋆_σ + h; h) Res^{t=z⋆σ+h−l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ ; γ̄; h) ) . Proof. The functions U(t; z; h)/É(t; h) and W(t; γ; γ̄; h) are holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the locus t = z^⋆_σ + h − l , and the function Φ^{red}(t; z; h) has the form

Φ^{red}(t; z; h) = G(t; z; h) k∏ i=1 Γ(t_i − z_i − h) , where the function G(t; z; h) is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of t = z^⋆_σ + h − l . Furthermore, the function U(t; z; h)/É(t; h) is 1-periodic in each of t_1, . . . , t_k . Hence, the statement follows. □ Notice that É(z^⋆_σ + h; h) = É(z_{Iσ}; h) . Then by formula (5.24) and Lemma 5.8, equality (5.23) takes the form (5.26) I(z; h; p) = ∞∑ l_1,...,l_k=0 ∑ σ∈S_n[k] F^σ_{l1,...,lk}(z; h) p^{∑ki=1(zσ(i)+h−li)} . In what follows, we will prove formula (5.26). We start the proof with technical lemmas.

The main part of the proof is given by Proposition 5.11. Formula (5.26) coincides with formula (5.28) for m = 1 .

Lemma 5.9. For σ ∈ S_n , nonnegative integers l_{m−1}, . . . , l_k , m ⩾ 2 , and any i = m, . . . , k , we have Res_{tm−1=zσ(i)+h− lm−1} F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) = − Res_{tm−1=zσ(i)+h− li} F^σ_{lm,...,li−1, lm−1, li+1,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) . Proof. For each i = m, . . . , k , the function F (t; z; h) as a function of t_{m−1}, . . . , t_k has the form G^σ_i (t; z; h) H^σ_i (t; z; h) e^{π√−1 (tm−1 −ti)}(t_i − t_{m−1}) k∏ j=m Γ(t_j − z_{σ(j)} − h) Γ(t_{m−1} − z_{σ(j)} − h) ,

where the function G^σ_i (t; z; h) is symmetric in t_{m−1} , t_i , holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the point t_{m−1} = z_{σ(i)} + h − l_{m−1} , t_j = z_{σ(j)} + h − l_j j = m, . . . , k , and holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the point t_{m−1} = z_{σ(i)} + h − l_i , t_i = z_{σ(i)} + h − l_{m−1} , t_j = z_{σ(j)} + h − l_j , j = m, . . . , k , j ≠ i , while H^σ_i (t; z; h) is a 1-periodic function of t_{m−1}, . . . , t_k holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the point t_{m−1} = z_{σ(i)} + h , t_j = z_{σ(j)} + h , j = m, . . . , k . This implies the statement of Lemma 5.9. □

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 23

Lemma 5.10. For σ ∈ S_n[k] and nonnegative integers l_m, . . . , l_k , m > 1 , the function F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) is regular at the hyperplanes t_{m−1} − z_{σ(i)} + l_i ∈ Z_{⩽0} , i = m, . . . , k . Proof. By formulae (5.5), (5.25), F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) = (5.27) = C^σ_{lm,...,lk}(z; h) e^{π√−1 ∑m−1j=1 tj} W(t; γ; γ̄; h)|_{tm=zσ(m)+h− lm,..., tk=zσ(k)+h− lk} ×

× m−1∏ i=1 ( Γ(z_i − t_i) Γ(t_i − z_i − h) i−1∏ j=1 (t_i − t_j ) Γ(t_j − t_i + h) Γ(z_j − t_i) Γ(1 + t_j − t_i − h) Γ(1 + z_j − t_i + h) ×

× k∏ j=m (z_{σ(j)} + h − l_j − t_i) Γ(t_i − z_{σ(j)} + l_j ) Γ(1 + t_i − z_{σ(j)} + l_j − 2h) n∏ j=i+1 Γ(t_i − z_j − h) Γ(1 + t_i − z_j ) ) ,

where C^σ_{lm,...,lk}(z; h) does not depend on t . Since σ(i) ⩾ i for i ⩽ k , the function F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) has the form G(t; z; h) W(t; γ; γ̄; h)|_{tm=zσ(m)+h− lm,..., tk =zσ(k)+h− lk} k∏ i=m Γ(t_{m−1} − z_{σ(i)} + l_i) Γ(1 + t_{m−1} − z_{σ(i)}) , where G(t; z; h) as a function of t_{m−1} is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the point t_{m−1} = z_{σ(i)} − l_i − r for any i = m, . . . , k , and r ∈ Z_{⩾0} . The ratio of Gamma-functions

Γ(t_{m−1} − z_{σ(i)} + l_i) Γ(1 + t_{m−1} − z_{σ(i)})

is a polynomial if l_i ⩾ 1 , and equals (t_{m−1} − z_{σ(i)})^{−1} if l_i = 0 . In the last case, the function F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) does not have a pole at t_{m−1} = z_{σ(i)} due to Lemma 5.5. Lemma 5.10 is proved. □ Recall the integral I(z; h; p) , see (5.4), and the functions F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) , see (5.25).

Denote by S_n[k, m] the set of σ ∈ S_n such that σ(i) = i if i < m , σ(j) ⩾ j if m ⩽ j ⩽ k , and σ(q) < σ(r) if k < q < r . For instance, S_n[k, 1] = S_n[k] . Proposition 5.11. Let |p| > 1 . For any m = 1, . . . , k , we have

(5.28) I(z; h; p) = ∞∑ l_m,...,l_k=0 ∑ σ∈S_n[k,m] I^σ_{lm,...,lk}(z; h; p) p^{∑ki=m(zσ(i)+h−li)} .

where I^σ_{l1,...,lk}(z; h; p) = F^σ_{l1,...,lk}(z; h) does not depend on p , and for m > 1 , (5.29) I^σ_{lm,...,lk}(z; h; p) = 1 ( 2π √ −1 )_{m−1} ∫ Ĩ_m(z;h) p^{∑kj=m+1 tj} F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) dt_1 . . . dt_{m−1} ,

24 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

the integration contour Ĩ_m(z; h) being such that Re t_i = Re(z_i + h/2) and Im t_i runs from −∞ to ∞ for all i = 1, . . . , m − 1 .

Proof. The statement is proved by induction on m . The base of induction at m = k amounts to evaluating integral (5.4) with respect to t_k using the sum of residues in the half-plane Re t_k < Re(z_k + h/2) . The relevant poles of the integrand are of the form t_k = z_i + h − l_k , i ⩾ k , l_k ∈ Z_{⩾0} , and a given i corresponds to the terms in formula (5.28) labeled by the unique permutation σ ∈ S_n[k, k] such that σ(k) = i .

For the induction step, we fix σ ∈ S_n[k, m] and evaluate integral (5.29) with respect to t_{m−1} using the sum of residues in the half-plane Re t_{m−1} > Re(z_{m−1} + h/2) . By formula (5.27) and Lemma 5.10, the relevant poles of the integrand are of the form t_{m−1} = z_i + h − l_{m−1} , i ⩾ m − 1, l_{m−1} ∈ Z_{⩾0} . Therefore, (5.30) I^σ_{lm,...,lk}(z; h; p) = ∞∑ l_{m−1}=0 n∑ i=m−1 I^{σ,i}_{lm−1,...,lk}(z; h; p) p^{zi+h−lm−1} , where I^{σ,i}_{lm−1,...,lk}(z; h; p) = = 1 ( 2π √ −1 )_{m−2} ∫ Ĩ_{m−1}(z;h) p^{∑m−2j=1 tj} Res_{tm−1 =zi+h−lm−1} F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) dt_1 . . . dt_{m−2} .

Consider the bijection between the set S_n[k, m − 1] and the set of pairs (σ, i) such that σ ∈ S_n[k, m] , i ∈ {m − 1, . . . , n} and i ∉ {σ(m), . . . , σ(k)} . It is given by sending ρ ∈ S_n[k, m − 1] to the pair ( σ, ρ(m − 1) ) , such that σ(m − 1) = m − 1 and σ(i) = ρ(i) if m ⩽ i ⩽ k . We have (5.31) Res_{tm−1 =zρ(m−1)+h−lm−1} F^σ_{lm,...,lk}(t^{<m}; z; h) = F^ρ_{lm−1,...,lk}(t^{<m−1} ; z; h) , Plugging series (5.30) for I^σ_{lm,...,lk}(z; h; p) into (5.28) and using formula (5.31), we get

I(z; h; p) = ∞∑ l_{m−1},...,l_k=0 ∑ ρ∈S_n[k,m−1] I^ρ_{lm−1,...,lk}(z; h; p) p^{∑kj=m−1(zσ(j)+h−lj)} + (5.32)

+ ∞∑ l_{m−1},...,l_k=0 ∑ σ∈S_n[k,m] k∑ r=m I^{σ,σ(r)}_{lm−1,...,lk}(z; h; p) p^{zσ(r)+h−lm−1+∑kj=m(zσ(j)+h−lj)} .

The first summand in the right-hand side comes from the terms in (5.30) with i ∉ {σ(m), . . . , σ(k)} and the second one comes from the terms with i ∈ {σ(m), . . . , σ(k)} . By Lemma 5.9, I^{σ,σ(j)}_{lm−1,...,lk}(z; h; p) = − I^{σ,σ(j)}_{lj, lm,...,lj−1, lm−1, lj+1,...,lk}(z; h; p) . Therefore, the second summand in the right-hand side of formula (5.32) equals zero. This completes the induction step. Proposition 5.11 is proved. □

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 25

Formula (5.28) for m = 1 coincides with formula (5.26). This completes the proof of formula (5.26) and thus the proof of equality (5.12) for |p| > 1 . Theorem 5.2 is proved.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 4.10. Let p ∈ C \ R_{⩾0} . Given σ ∈ S_n , Theorem 5.2 implies that

(5.33) Ψ^∞_Y ∞_σ (z; h; p) = Ψ^0_Y 0_σ (z; h; p)

for any z, h such that (z_σ, h) ∈ L^{int}. Since both functions Ψ^0_{Y 0σ} (z; h; p) and Ψ^∞_Y ∞_σ (z; h; p) are holomorphic as function of z, h for (z, h) ∈ L^+, see Theorem 4.5, equality (5.33) holds for any (z, h) ∈ L^+ by analytic continuation. By formulae (5.9) and definition (2.9) of the transition map τ , we have Y^∞_σ = τ Y^0_σ . Hence, Theorem 4.10 holds for all the classes Y^0_σ .

For any X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , formula (3.7) and Proposition 3.4 imply that X = ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} X|_I (Z; H) R(Z_{σI} ) Y^0_{σI} in the extension of K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) by rational functions of Z . Thus τX = ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} X|_I (Z; H) R(Z_{σI} ) Y^∞_{σI} , and formula (5.33) yields Ψ^∞_{τ X} (z; h; p) = Ψ^0_X (z; h; p) for any X ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) . Theorem 4.10 is proved.

6. Proofs

6.1. Proof of Propositions 4.2. It is known that for any compact subset K of (C \Z_{⩽0})× (C \Z_{⩽0} ) , there is a constant C such that

(6.1) | | | Γ(α + k) Γ(β + k) | | | ⩽ C (k + 1)^{α−β} for any k ∈ Z_{⩾0} and any (α, β) ∈ K . Recall also the formula

(6.2) Γ(x)Γ(1 − x) = π sin(πx) . Then by formulae (4.3), (6.2), (6.1), for any I ∈ I_{k,n} and any compact subset K of L , there is a constant C such that

(6.3) | Res_{t=zI+l} Φ^{red}(t; z; h) | ⩽ C ( k + ∑_k i=1 l_i )_{k−1−kh(n+1−k)} for any l ∈ Z^k_{⩾0} and any (z, h) ∈ K . This estimate implies similar estimates for the derivatives because Res_{t=zI+l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h) ) is a holomorphic function of z, h for (z, h) ∈ L .

Since Res_{t=zI+l} ( Φ^{red}(t; z; h)W(t; γ; γ̄ ; h) ) = W(z_I + l; γ; γ̄ ; h) Res_{t=zI+l} Φ^{red}(t; z; h)

26 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

and W(t; γ ; γ̄; h) is a polynomial, estimate (6.3) shows that the series in the right-hand side of (4.6) converges to a function holomorphic in p for |p| < 1 and holomorphic in z, h for (z, h) ∈ L . This proves Proposition 4.2 for the function F^0_I (z; h; p) .

The proof of Proposition 4.2 for the function F^∞_I (z; h; p) is similar.

6.2. Determinant formula. Recall H_{z0,h0} = H^∗_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) )/ ⟨z = z_0 , h = h_0 ⟩ . Consider the polynomials V_I , I ∈ I_{k,n} , defined by formula (A.1).

Lemma 6.1. For any (z_0 , h_0) , the classes V_I (γ) , I ∈ I_{k,n} , form a basis of H_{z0,h0} .

Proof. The statement follows from formula (A.5) and Corollary A.2. □ Recall U the universal cover of C \{0,1} and B the image of C \R_{⩾0} in U , see Section 4.4. The functions p^s and (1 − p)^s are defined on U such that their values on B are determined by the inequalities −2π < arg p < 0 and |arg(1 − p)| < π , respectively.

For (z_0 , h_0) ∈ L^+, p_0 ∈ U, and the classes V_I (Γ) ∈ K_T ( T^∗Gr(k, n) ) , I ∈ I_{k,n} , expand the elements Ψ^0_{VI(Γ)}(z_0 ; h_0 ; p_0) and Ψ^∞_{VI(Γ)}(z_0 ; h_0 ; p_0) using the basis V_J (γ) , J ∈ I_{k,n} , of H_{z0,h0} ,

Ψ^0_{VI(Γ)}(z_0 ; h_0 ; p_0) = ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} M^0_{I,J} (z_0 ; h_0 ; p_0)V_J (γ) ,

Ψ^∞_{VI(Γ)}(z_0 ; h_0 ; p_0) = ∑ J∈ I_{k,n} M^∞_{I,J} (z_0 ; h_0 ; p_0)V_J (γ) .

Proposition 6.2. Let (z, h) ∈ L^+. Then det ( M^0_{I,J} (z; h; p) ) I,J∈ I_{k,n} = ( 2π √ −1 )^{n(n−1)}_2 (_{n−2} k−1 ) p^k(^{nk} )^{∑na=1 za} (1 − p)^{hk}(^{nk} ) ×

(6.4) × e^{3π} √ −1 k(^{n−1}_{k−1} ) ∑_n a=1 z_a n∏ a=1 n∏ b=1 b≠a Γ(z_a − z_b − h)(^{n−2k−1} ) and (6.5) det ( M^∞_{I,J} (z; h; p) ) I,J∈ I_{k,n} = e π √ −1 hk(n−1)(^n_k ) det(M 0 I,J (z; h; p) ) I,J∈ I_{k,n} . Proof. Formula (6.4) follows from [TV5, Theorem 4.10] and Lemma A.1. Formula (6.5) follows from Theorem 4.10 and Proposition 2.5. □

Appendix A. Schur polynomials Given a subset I = {i_1 < . . . < i_m} of {1, . . . , n} , define a polynomial

(A.1) V_I (x_1, . . . , x_m) = det(x^{ib}_a )^m_{a,b=1} det(x^b_a )^m_{a,b=1} , symmetric in x_1, . . . , x_m . Up to a change of notation, the polynomials V_I (x_1, . . . , x_m) coincide with the Schur polynomials.

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 27 For I = {i_1 < . . . < i_m} ⊂ {1, . . . , n} , set ℓ(I) = ∑_m a=1 (i_a − a) and x_I = (x_{i1}, . . . , x_{im} ) .

Let σ_0 be the longest permutation, σ_0(a) = n + 1 − a , a = 1, . . . , n .

Lemma A.1. We have,

(A.2) det ( V_I (x_J ) ) I,J∈I_{k,n} = n−1∏ a=1 n∏ b=a+1 (x_b − x_a)(^{n−2k−1}).

Proof. Let A and B be the left-hand and right-hand sides of formula (A.2), respectively. They are polynomials in x_1, . . . , x_n . Since the homogeneous degree of V_I (x_1, . . . , x_k) equals ℓ(I) , see (A.1), the homogeneous degree of A is ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} ℓ(I) = 1 2 ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} ( ℓ(I) + ℓ(σ_0(I)) ) = k (n − k) 2 ( n k ) = n(n − 1) 2 ( n − 2 k − 1 ) ,

that equals the homogeneous degree of B . Furthermore, A is divisible by B by the standard reasoning. Therefore, A and B are proportional. Comparing the coefficients of the monomial ∏_n a=2 x^{(a−1)}(^{n−2k−1}) a in A and B completes the proof. □

For I ⊂ {1, . . . , n} , let Ī = {1, . . . , n} \ I be the complement of I . Set

(A.3) R(x_1, . . . , x_m ; y_1, . . . , y_{n−m}) = m∏ a=1 n−m∏ b=1 (y_b − x_a) .

The Laplace expansion of the determinant det(x^b_a )^n_{a,b=1} with respect of the first k and the last n − k rows together with the Vandermonde determinant formula yield

(A.4) ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} (−1)^{ℓ(I)} V_I (x_1, . . . , x_k) V¯_I (x_{k+1}, . . . , x_n) = R(x_1, . . . , x_k ; x_{k+1}, . . . , x_n) ,

and the Laplace expansion of det(x^b_a )^n_{a,b=1} with respect of the first k and the last n − k columns yields

(A.5) ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} V_J (x_I ) V¯_K(x¯_I ) R(x_I ; x¯_I )

= (−1)^{ℓ(J)} δ_{J,K} .

Corollary A.2. For any f ∈ C [x^{±1}_1 , . . . , x^{±1}_n ]^{Sk×Sn−k} , we have

(A.6) f(x_1, . . . , x_n) = ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} (−1)^{ℓ(I)} V_I (x_1, . . . , x_k) ∑ J∈I_{k,n} f(x_J , x¯_J ) V¯_I (x¯_J ) R(x_J ; x¯_J ) .

28 VITALY TARASOV AND ALEXANDER VARCHENKO

Proof. Changing the order of summation in the right-hand side of (A.6) and applying formulae (A.5), (A.4), (A.3), one has ∑ J∈I_{k,n} f(x_J , x¯_J ) R(x_J ; x¯_J ) ∑ I∈ I_{k,n} (−1)^{ℓ(I)} V_I (x_1, . . . , x_k) V¯_I (x¯_J ) =

= ∑ J∈I_{k,n} f(x_J , x¯_J ) R(x_1, . . . , x_k ; x¯_J ) R(x_J ; x¯_J ) = f(x_1, . . . , x_n) , since R(x_1, . . . , x_k ; x¯_J ) = 0 unless J = {1, . . . , k} , J̄ = {k + 1, . . . , n} . □

References

[AO] M. Aganagic, A. Okounkov, Elliptic stable envelopes, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 34 (2021), no. 1, 79–133; arXiv:1604.00423 [BMO] A. Braverman, D. Maulik, A. Okounkov, Quantum cohomology of the Springer resolution, Adv. Math. 227 (2011), no. 1, 421–458; arXiv:1001.0056 [ChG] N. Chriss, V. Ginzburg, Representation theory and complex geometry, Modern Birkhäuser Classics, Birkhäuser Inc., Boston, MA, 2010 [GRTV] V. Gorbounov, R. Rimányi, V.Tarasov, A.Varchenko, Quantum cohomology of the cotangent bundle of a flag variety as a Yangian Bethe algebra, J. Geom. Phys. 74 (2013), 56–86; arXiv:1204.5138 [Le] Leonid Levin, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Leonid Levin [MO] D. Maulik, A. Okounkov, Quantum groups and quantum cohomology, Astérisque 408 (2019), 1–209; arXiv:1211.1287 [MV] E. Mukhin, A.Varchenko, The qKZ equation in tensor products of irreducible sl_2- modules, in “Calogero–Moser–Sutherland Models”, CRM Series in Math. Phys., Springer, 2000, 347–384 [O] A. Okounkov, Lectures on K-theoretic computations in enumerative geometry, in “Geometry of moduli spaces and representation theory”, IAS/Park City Math. Ser. 24, AMS, Providence, RI, 2017, 251–380; arXiv:1512.07363 [RK] I. Rosu, Equivariant K-theory and equivariant cohomology, (with an appendix by A. Knutson and I. Rosu), Math. Zeit. 243 (2003), no. 3, 423–448 [RTV1] R. Rimányi, V.Tarasov, A.Varchenko, Partial flag varieties, stable envelopes and weight functions, Quantum Topology 6 (2015), no. 2, 333–364; arXiv:1212.6240 [RTV2] R. Rimányi, V.Tarasov, A.Varchenko, Elliptic and K-theoretic stable envelopes and Newton polytopes, Selecta Math. 25 (2019). no. 16, 1–43; arXiv:1705.09344 [RV] R. Rimányi, A.Varchenko, Equivariant Chern–Schwartz–MacPherson classes in partial flag varieties: interpolation and formulae, in “Schubert varieties, equivariant cohomology and characteristic classes”, EMS Ser. Congr. Rep., Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich, 2018, 225–235; arXiv:1509.09315 [TV1] V.Tarasov, A.Varchenko, Jackson integral representations for solutions to the quantized Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov Equation, St. Petersb. Math. J. 6, no. 2 (1994), 275– 313; hep-th/9311040

MONODROMY OF THE EQUIVARIANT QUANTUM DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION 29

[TV2] V.Tarasov, A.Varchenko, Geometry of q-hypergeometric functions, quantum affine algebras and elliptic quantum groups, Asterisque 246 (1997), 1–135; q-alg/9703044 [TV3] V.Tarasov, A.Varchenko, Hypergeometric solutions of the quantum differential equation of the cotangent bundle of a partial flag variety, Cent. Eur. J. Math. 12 (2014), no. 5, 694–710; arXiv:1301.2705 [TV4] V.Tarasov, A.Varchenko, q-Hypergeometric solutions of quantum differential equations, quantum Pieri rules, and Gamma theorem, J. Geom. Phys 142 (2019), 179– 212; arXiv:1710.03177 [TV5] V.Tarasov, A.Varchenko, Landau–Ginzburg mirror, quantum differential equations and qKZ difference equations for a partial flag variety, J. Geom. Phys 184 (2023), 104711; arXiv:2203.03039