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Abstract. We prove that the Hilbert scheme of k points on C2 (Hilbk[C2]) is self-dual
under three-dimensional mirror symmetry using methods of geometry and integrability.
Namely, we demonstrate that the corresponding quantum equivariant K-theory is invariant
upon interchanging its Kähler and equivariant parameters as well as inverting the weight
of the C×~ -action. First, we find a two-parameter family Xk,l of self-mirror quiver varieties
of type A and study their quantum K-theory algebras. The desired quantum K-theory of
Hilbk[C2] is obtained via direct limit l −→∞ and by imposing certain periodic boundary
conditions on the quiver data. Throughout the proof, we employ the quantum/classical
(q-Langlands) correspondence between XXZ Bethe Ansatz equations and spaces of twisted
~-opers. In the end, we propose the 3d mirror dual for the moduli spaces of torsion-free
rank-N sheaves on P2 with the help of a different (three-parametric) family of type A
quiver varieties with known mirror dual.
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1. Introduction

1.1. 3d Mirror Symmetry. 3d mirror symmetry is a relatively new phenomenon in math-
ematics. Like the well-studied case of 2d mirror symmetry, it assigns to a given space X its
mirror dual X ′ with certain relations to the geometric data of X. The 2d Mirror symmetry
turned out to be very fruitful, first in attacking the problems in theoretical physics and
enumerative geometry via Gromov-Witten theory; later it expanded its value to other parts
of mathematics through several possible formulations. Similar success is expected from the
3d counterpart.

Both 2d and 3d mirror symmetries originate in physics. While 2d mirror symmetry has
its roots in the topological string theory [HKK+], 3d mirror symmetry phenomenon relates
N = 4 supersymmetric 3d gauge theories [IS,dBHO+]. The moduli space of supersymmetric
vacua of such 3d theories can in general be represented as a union of two hyper-Kähler
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cones which are called Higgs branch and Coulomb branch. The resolution of the former is
described as a holomorphic symplectic quotient and for a wide variety of theories are known
as Nakajima quiver varieties [N1]. They are parameterized by vacuum expectation values
of 3d hypermultiplets. The latter spaces describe the physics of 3d vector multiplets and,
unlike Higgs branches, they receive quantum corrections. In the past several years a rigorous
mathematical treatment of 3d N = 4 Coulomb branches has been initiated by [N3, BFN].
They usually do not have a nice formulation as a holomorphic symplectic quotient except for
several rare but important situations such as quiver varieties of type A, hypertoric varieties,
Hilbert scheme of points in C2 and its instanton generalizations, etc.

Both Higgs and Coulomb branches admit deformations by two families of complex-valued
parameters – masses and Fayet-Iliopoulos (FI) parameters that play the role of 3d Abelian
coupling constants. The 3d mirror symmetry is understood as the transformation between
two theories where Higgs and Coulomb branches are exchanged (together with the corre-
sponding parameters). In other words, if theories A and B are 3d mirror dual to each other
then the Coulomb branch of theory A is isomorphic to the Higgs branch of theory B as
hyper-Kähler spaces and vice versa.

There are several formulations of what quantities one would like to compare for 3d mirror
dual spaces X and X ′. One may follow the “enumerative” path of 2d Mirror symmetry,
which relates enumerative invariants counting rational curves of X and X ′ through Gromov-
Witten theory. In this paper, we follow the enumerative approach applied to the three-
dimensional case. Intrinsically it is the closest to the physical interpretation of 3d mirror
symmetry, stating that partition functions of the dual theories agree.

Assuming that X and X ′ are both Nakajima quiver varieties, mathematically, 3d mir-
ror symmetry corresponds to the relations between vertex functions of the equivariant
quasimaps K-theoretic counts to Nakajima varieties. Given such variety X the FI pa-
rameters {zi}, in this case, are known as Kähler parameters which play a role of quantum
parameters in quantum K-theory, the mass parameters {ai} are known as the equivariant
parameters and correspond to the characters of the maximal torus A, acting on the framing
of X. Upon 3d mirror symmetry Kähler and equivariant parameters interchange.

For a given Nakajima variety X, vertex functions are analytic in {zi}. However, it is
known that they are the solutions to the difference equations in both Kähler and equivari-
ant parameters, known as quantum Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (qKZ) [FR2] and dynamical
equations correspondingly [TV1, TV2]. Upon 3d mirror symmetry, the equations are in-
terchanged and the vertex functions for X ′ are analytic in {ai}. Thus these two solutions,
analytic in {zi} and {ai}-variables are known as z and a solutions of the qKZ equations.
The transition matrix between these solutions introduced geometrically by Aganagic and
Okounkov [AO] is known as elliptic stable envelope and their comparison for X and X ′

is crucial for the establishment of the full enumerative setup of 3d mirror symmetry. For
recent study of elliptic stable envelopes in the context of 3d mirror symmetry and its flavors
see [KS,RSVZ1,RSVZ2,SZ,D1,D2,KZ1,BLPW1,BDGH,BLPW2].

1.2. Quantum K-theory Rings and 3d Mirror Symmetry. However, vertex functions
are not the only objects that one could compare for mirror pairs of Nakajima varieties. Like
in Gromov-Witten theory in the 2d mirror symmetry case, where the counts of rational
curves produced the deformation of the cohomology ring of X, known as quantum coho-
mology ring, the K-theoretic counts of quasimaps produce similar deformation in the K-
theoretic setting, namely the quantum equivariant K-theory ring Kq

T (X), where T = C×~ ×A
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is an extension of the torus A by the algebraic torus C×~ scaling cotangent directions in alge-
braic symplectic reduction producing Nakajima variety. One obtains a classical equivariant
K-theory ring of X, merely by sending all Kähler parameters to zero.

As it will be shortly explained below, the relations in the quantum K-theory ring are
defined by the asymptotic behavior of the solutions to qKZ equations and the statement of
the mirror symmetry on the level of quantum K-theory rings is simply the isomorphism of
algebras

Kq
T (X) = Kq

T ′(X
′) .(1.1)

In this paper we shall prove this theorem in most generality when X and X ′ are quivers of
type A.

The most important set of quiver varieties for us will be the two parameter family k, l ∈ N
of quivers which we call Xk,l Fig. 1. Each representative of this family is 3d self-mirror dual.
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Figure 1. Quiver family Xk,l.

This fact alone is not surprising – each quiver has k+l equivariant and k+l Kähler variables
which are exchanged under 3d mirror symmetry.

Our main theorem proves that the Hilbert scheme of k points on C2 is self-dual in the
sense of (1.1), viewed as the simplest quiver variety with one loop. The idea of the proof is
presented in Fig. 2. First, we take the direct limit l −→∞ in the Xk,l family to produce a
one-parameter family of self-mirror quivers Xk,∞ shown on the left in (1.1). Second, after
imposing certain periodic conditions on the quiver data we connect its K-theory with that
of the quiver on the right of the figure. As a consequence, the latter quiver variety is also
a self-mirror dual.
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Figure 2. Main idea of the proof of 3d self-mirror duality for ADHM spaces.

In the last Section we also indicate how to generalize the mirror map to the Atiyah-
Drinfeld-Hitchin-Manin (ADHM) instanton moduli spaces.
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1.3. Quantum K-theory rings of Nakajima Varieties and Bethe Algebra. The dif-
ference equations, which govern the quasimap enumerative geometry of quiver varieties,
have an intriguing connection with representation theory. Namely, the localized equivariant
K-theory can be identified with the weight subspace of the tensor product of certain rep-
resentations of the quantum algebra associated with a given quiver. In the case of quivers
of ADE type, these representations are the finite-dimensional representations of the corre-
sponding quantum affine Lie algebras. For quivers with one loop these algebras are known
as toroidal quantum algebras [FT, SV]. The aforementioned identification comes from the
natural action of the quantum algebra on this space, the so-called R-matrix in particular.
The appearance of the qKZ equations governing the vertex functions naturally emerges
from this geometric realization of the R-matrix. Upon this identification, the equivariant
parameters correspond to the evaluation parameters for quantum affine algebras, and Kähler
parameters parametrize the Cartan twist of the R-matrix. The deformation parameter of
the quantum group ~ can be identified with the character of the algebraic torus scaling the
cotangent directions in the symplectic reduction producing quiver variety.

At the same time, this representation space of the quantum algebra can be viewed as the
physical space of the integrable model, known as XXZ spin chain. The essence of integrability
is captured in the family of mutually commuting operators, known as Bethe algebra acting
on this space, which is constructed using quantum algebra generators. A particular set of
such operators naturally emerge from qKZ equations in the asymptotic which sends the
difference parameter to zero and converts the qKZ equation into the eigenvalue problem
for these operators. It is the question of simultaneous diagonalization of these operators’
integrable family, which physicists address as finding the spectrum of the integrable model.
In the 1980s physicists invented a procedure called algebraic Bethe Ansatz to solve this
problem explicitly and diagonalize the elements of Bethe algebra simultaneously. However,
the eigenvalues were parametrized by the solutions of the algebraic system of equations
known as Bethe Ansatz equations. From the qKZ perspective these equations could be read
off the asymptotics of its solutions, which is defined by the so-called Yang-Yang function
Y({ai}, {zi}, ~) [NRS,NS2,NS1,NPS], which, in its turn depends on Kähler and equivariant
parameters. The Bethe equations emerge as the critical conditions ai∂aiY = 0.

From a geometric perspective, Bethe algebra can be identified with the equivariant quan-
tum K-theory ring of a Nakajima variety, which we discussed above. The natural generators
of the quantum K-theory, the exterior powers of the tautological bundles are the natural
generators of the Bethe algebra as well – for each such tautological bundle the generating
function for its exterior powers is known as a Baxter Q-operator in the theory of quantum
integrable models [PSZ,KPSZ].

That leads us to another point of view on Bethe Ansatz equations, which is crucial for the
following. Each such Q-operator associated with the tautological bundle has a counterpart,
which geometrically can be characterized as the generator of the exterior powers of a “dual”
bundle. Together they satisfy nonlinear difference equations for its eigenvalues, known as
the QQ-system. Under mild non-degeneracy conditions, the space of solutions of the QQ-
system is equivalent to the space of solutions of the system of Bethe Ansatz equations.

The QQ-system for semisimple Lie algebras can be understood from a representation-
theoretic perspective: these are the relations between generators of the Grothendieck ring
of the extended category of finite-dimensional modules, obtained by adding certain infinite-
dimensional representations (known as prefundamenal representations) of Borel subalgebra
only (see [FH] for details).
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This QQ-system, however, has another geometric realization from the difference version
of certain connections on P1 known as Z-twisted ~−opers, which we discuss in the next
subsection.

1.4. The (G, ~)-opers and QQ-systems. The Z-twisted (G, ~)-opers (here G stands for
a complex semisimple Lie group) with regular singularities, producing the QQ-systems for
ADE type as well as for cyclic quivers, can be viewed as a deformation of the oper connec-
tions for principal G-bundles on P1, playing an important role in the geometric Langlands
correspondence. In this example, studied in detail by E. Frenkel and his collaborators
[F,FFTL], the opers with regular singularities and trivial monodromies were identified with
the solutions of Bethe Ansatz equations of the Gaudin model. The latter is a certain scaling
limit of the XXZ model. It turns out that (G, ~)-opers, which are certain ~-connections in
the sense of Baranovsky and Ginzburg [BG], produce a correct ~-deformation of this cor-
respondence replacing Gaudin model with XXZ model. The ~-connection is related to ~
multiplicative action on P1: z → ~z, so that locally it is understood as a group-valued object
A(z) ∈ G(z), with the ~-gauge transformations A(z) −→ g(~z)A(z)g−1(z), g(z) ∈ G(z).
The oper condition produces certain constraints on A(z) related to Borel reductions of the
corresponding G-bundle over P1, where this connection acts. In the case of G = SL(r + 1)
one can pass to the associated bundles and replace the reduction by Borel subgroup with the
full flag of vector bundles. The Z-twisted condition is the statement that the oper is gauge
equivalent to a regular semisimple element Z ∈ H ⊂ G. Of course, it is defined up to the
action of the Weyl group. To fix the element Z, one requires the corresponding ~-connection
to preserve another Borel reduction of G-bundle (in the case of SL(r + 1) another full flag
of vector bundles). The resulting object consisting of the following elements: i) principal
G-bundle over P 1, ii) its reduction to Borel subgroup, producing (G, ~)-oper condition, iii)
the other Borel reduction which this (G, ~)-oper preserves, and finally iv) the Z ∈ H twist,
is known as Miura (G, ~)-oper.

As it was proved in [FKSZ], there is a one-to-one correspondence between Z-twisted
Miura (G, ~)-oper with certain non-degeneracy conditions and solutions of the equations of
the QQ-system/XXZ Bethe Ansatz equations.

The framed quiver, which defines the quiver variety together with the equivariant data,
can as well define a class of Z-twisted Miura (G, ~)-opers: we identify parameters of framing

with regular singularities, the Kähler parameters {zi} with the root data of Z =
∏
i z
α̌i
i and

the degrees of the polynomials in the QQ-system with the ranks of the tautological bundles
of quiver variety.

Using the geometric interpretation, one can identify the algebra of functions on the space
of Miura (G, ~)-opers associated with a given quiver with the algebra Kq

T (X) for a given
quiver variety X.

An interesting feature of the introduced formalism is the following. In [FKSZ] we de-
veloped the transformations, which we called quantum Bäcklund transformations, between
various Miura (G, ~)-opers associated to a given (G, ~)-oper. These various Miura (G, ~)-
opers correspond to quiver varieties (provided that they exist) with isomorphic quantum
K-theory algebras. The quantum Bäcklund transformations correspond to the change of
stability parameter. Thus functions on (G, ~)-oper produce a family of isomorphic algebras
to a given (G, ~)-oper.

We note, that the difference oper construction can be used similarly with additive action
on P1. Then the related QQ-system produces the Bethe equations for XXX integrable
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model, which serves as an intermediate model between XXZ and Gaudin integrable models.
Instead of the quantum group, it is based on Yangians. Geometrically, in the context of
quiver varieties, QQ-system produces relations for the quantum cohomology ring.

Some of our primary targets in this paper are the Ar-quivers and their generalizations,
A∞-quivers, closely related to ADHM instanton spaces. In [KZ2] we introduced a notion
of Z-twisted Miura (GL(∞), ~)-opers, based on a completion of GL(∞) group, described
by the infinite QQ-systems. One can impose periodic conditions on them according to the
natural translational symmetry of the A∞ Dynkin diagram, thereby leaving us with a finite
number of parameters. We refer to such (GL(∞), ~)-opers as toroidal ~-opers. The resulting
algebra of functions on toroidal ~-opers coincides with the equivariant quantum K-theory
of ADHM instanton spaces treated as cyclic quiver varieties.

In [KSZ] we introduced another system of parameters for an (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper, which
corresponds to the roots of the polynomials defining the section of the line bundle from the
flag of bundles defining the Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper connection (cf. the standard Bethe
parameters corresponding to the roots of polynomials of the QQ-system).

These parameters, which we refer to as momenta of oper magnetic frame, allow an inter-
esting geometric formulation. For example, [GK,KPSZ], in the case of quiver variety corre-
sponding to cotangent bundle to full flag variety, momenta of magnetic frame accompanied
with Kähler parameters understood as the values of coordinates in symplectic phase space,
provide the interpretation of the algebra of functions on the space of Z-twisted (SL(r+1), ~)-
Miura opers as algebra of functions on the intersection of two Lagrangian subvarieties. One
of those subvarieties is given by setting coordinates equal to the Kähler parameters and an-
other one is defined by setting Hamiltonians of trigonometric Ruijsenaars-Schneider (tRS)
integrable many-body system to be equal to symmetric functions of the equivariant param-
eters. One can generalize that interpretation to other quivers by using the degeneration of
Kähler parameters in the case of a full flag (which means we will consider degenerate Miura
~-opers for the full flag). The resulting momenta variables, in this case, will be referred to
as momenta of the true magnetic frame. They are in one-to-one correspondence with the
oper magnetic frame.

This surprising relation between quantum spin chain integrable models of XXZ, XXX,
and Gaudin type, as well as some other variations, and multiparticle systems which involve
tRS systems and their various limits like Calogero model, is known as quantum/classical
duality [GK]. In the following, we will describe other incarnations of the quantum/classical
duality, their relations to 3d mirror symmetry, and string theory.

1.5. Quantum/Classical Duality and 3d Mirror Symmetry as Bispectral Dual-
ity. On the level of integrable systems this puts 3d mirror symmetry in the network of
the so-called bispectral dualities (in fact, terms 3d mirror and bispectral can be used inter-
changeably in this context). These dualities have been studied extensively in the literature
on integrable systems and representation theory [FK1, MTV2, FA, FK2, MTV1]. More re-
cently Gaiotto and the first author widely generalized these results by extending the network
of dualities (see Section 4 in [GK]). One can study bispectral dualities among tRS models
which live on the classical side of the quantum/classical duality as well as among XXZ spin
chains that belong to the quantum side. Thus at the trigonometric level (without invoking
elliptic functions) bispectral dualities and quantum/classical dualities together comprise a
closed network of dualities (see Fig. 3).
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XXZ!

<latexit sha1_base64="mvNOJNfNEHcf0xkeLdC7UTcXNa4=">AAAB9HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4KomIeix60GMF+wFtKJvNtl262cTdSaGE/g4vHhTx6o/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSKQw6Lrfzsrq2vrGZmGruL2zu7dfOjhsmDjVjNdZLGPdCqjhUiheR4GStxLNaRRI3gyGt1O/OeLaiFg94jjhfkT7SvQEo2glP+voiOAdTUOhJt1S2a24M5Bl4uWkDDlq3dJXJ4xZGnGFTFJj2p6boJ9RjYJJPil2UsMTyoa0z9uWKhpx42ezoyfk1Coh6cXalkIyU39PZDQyZhwFtjOiODCL3lT8z2un2Lv2M6GSFLli80W9VBKMyTQBEgrNGcqxJZRpYW8lbEA1ZWhzKtoQvMWXl0njvOJdVryHi3L1Jo+jAMdwAmfgwRVU4R5qUAcGT/AMr/DmjJwX5935mLeuOPnMEfyB8/kDzwSSIQ==</latexit>

tGaudin
<latexit sha1_base64="k7WsJ2nl4wrGNxTRA89WA6FQiME=">AAAB8HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKqMegF48RTFxJljA7mU2GzGOZmRXCkq/w4kERr36ON//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e6KU86M9f1vr7Syura+Ud6sbG3v7O5V9w/aRmWa0BZRXOkwxoZyJmnLMstpmGqKRczpQzy6mfoPT1QbpuS9Hac0EnggWcIItk56zLtaoDAMJ71qza/7M6BlEhSkBgWavepXt69IJqi0hGNjOoGf2ijH2jLC6aTSzQxNMRnhAe04KrGgJspnB0/QiVP6KFHalbRopv6eyLEwZixi1ymwHZpFbyr+53Uym1xFOZNpZqkk80VJxpFVaPo96jNNieVjRzDRzN2KyBBrTKzLqOJCCBZfXibts3pwUQ/uzmuN6yKOMhzBMZxCAJfQgFtoQgsICHiGV3jztPfivXsf89aSV8wcwh94nz99qJA1</latexit>

XXX

<latexit sha1_base64="vnnAUtxqOoESFvGK4Kx0E1WJqfw=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBU9kVqR6LHvRYwX5Au5RsNtuGJtk1yRbK0t/hxYMiXv0x3vw3pu0etPXBwOO9GWbmBQln2rjut1NYW9/Y3Cpul3Z29/YPyodHLR2nitAmiXmsOgHWlDNJm4YZTjuJolgEnLaD0e3Mb4+p0iyWj2aSUF/ggWQRI9hYyc96SiB1h9OQyWm/XHGr7hxolXg5qUCORr/81QtjkgoqDeFY667nJsbPsDKMcDot9VJNE0xGeEC7lkosqPaz+dFTdGaVEEWxsiUNmqu/JzIstJ6IwHYKbIZ62ZuJ/3nd1ETXfsZkkhoqyWJRlHJkYjRLAIVMUWL4xBJMFLO3IjLEChNjcyrZELzll1dJ66Lq1arew2WlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAPDWgCgSd4hld4c8bOi/PufCxaC04+cwx/4Hz+AMvukh8=</latexit>

rGaudin
<latexit sha1_base64="vnnAUtxqOoESFvGK4Kx0E1WJqfw=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBU9kVqR6LHvRYwX5Au5RsNtuGJtk1yRbK0t/hxYMiXv0x3vw3pu0etPXBwOO9GWbmBQln2rjut1NYW9/Y3Cpul3Z29/YPyodHLR2nitAmiXmsOgHWlDNJm4YZTjuJolgEnLaD0e3Mb4+p0iyWj2aSUF/ggWQRI9hYyc96SiB1h9OQyWm/XHGr7hxolXg5qUCORr/81QtjkgoqDeFY667nJsbPsDKMcDot9VJNE0xGeEC7lkosqPaz+dFTdGaVEEWxsiUNmqu/JzIstJ6IwHYKbIZ62ZuJ/3nd1ETXfsZkkhoqyWJRlHJkYjRLAIVMUWL4xBJMFLO3IjLEChNjcyrZELzll1dJ66Lq1arew2WlfpPHUYQTOIVz8OAK6nAPDWgCgSd4hld4c8bOi/PufCxaC04+cwx/4Hz+AMvukh8=</latexit>

rGaudin

<latexit sha1_base64="BS1zJ833s4H7FUm/gdyVtNpTSrQ=">AAACEnicbVC7TsMwFL3hWcorwMhiUSHBUiUIAWNFF8Yi0YfUhMpxndaq40S2g1RF/QYWfoWFAYRYmdj4G5w2A7QcydbROffq3nuChDOlHefbWlpeWV1bL22UN7e2d3btvf2WilNJaJPEPJadACvKmaBNzTSnnURSHAWctoNRPffbD1QqFos7PU6oH+GBYCEjWBupZ596EdbDIMjqk3tPs4iq2Y8W9J5dcarOFGiRuAWpQIFGz/7y+jFJIyo04Viprusk2s+w1IxwOil7qaIJJiM8oF1DBTZD/Gx60gQdG6WPwliaJzSaqr87MhwpNY4CU5kvqua9XPzP66Y6vPIzJpJUU0Fmg8KUIx2jPB/UZ5ISzceGYCKZ2RWRIZaYaJNi2YTgzp+8SFpnVfei6t6eV2rXRRwlOIQjOAEXLqEGN9CAJhB4hGd4hTfryXqx3q2PWemSVfQcwB9Ynz+RLJ6r</latexit>

C⇥ ⇥ C⇥

<latexit sha1_base64="mt7B9ZMQQw0aLcOctHBZkfxgPfM=">AAACC3icbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3Q4vgqiQi6rLYjcsK9gFNLZPppB06mYSZG6GE7t34K25cKOLWH3Dn3zhpA2rrgRkO59zLvff4seAaHOfLKqysrq1vFDdLW9s7u3v2/kFLR4mirEkjEamOTzQTXLImcBCsEytGQl+wtj+uZ377ninNI3kLk5j1QjKUPOCUgJH6dtkLCYx8P61P7zzgIdPzH//ofbviVJ0Z8DJxc1JBORp9+9MbRDQJmQQqiNZd14mhlxIFnAo2LXmJZjGhYzJkXUMlMfN66eyWKT42ygAHkTJPAp6pvztSEmo9CX1TmW2oF71M/M/rJhBc9lIu4wSYpPNBQSIwRDgLBg+4YhTExBBCFTe7YjoiilAw8ZVMCO7iycukdVp1z6vuzVmldpXHUURHqIxOkIsuUA1dowZqIooe0BN6Qa/Wo/VsvVnv89KClfccoj+wPr4Bz2+biQ==</latexit>

C⇥ ⇥ C
<latexit sha1_base64="AHb5NG9ZRdfbboWg2oj/vyfARHM=">AAACC3icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/oh69LC2Cp5KIqMdiLx4r2A9oatlsN+3SzSbsToQSevfiX/HiQRGv/gFv/hs3bUBtfTDweG+GmXl+LLgGx/myCiura+sbxc3S1vbO7p69f9DSUaIoa9JIRKrjE80El6wJHATrxIqR0Bes7Y/rmd++Z0rzSN7CJGa9kAwlDzglYKS+XfZCAiPfT+tTD3jINP4R7uZK3644VWcGvEzcnFRQjkbf/vQGEU1CJoEKonXXdWLopUQBp4JNS16iWUzomAxZ11BJzJJeOvtlio+NMsBBpExJwDP190RKQq0noW86s0P1opeJ/3ndBILLXsplnACTdL4oSASGCGfB4AFXjIKYGEKo4uZWTEdEEQomvpIJwV18eZm0TqvuedW9OavUrvI4iugIldEJctEFqqFr1EBNRNEDekIv6NV6tJ6tN+t93lqw8plD9AfWxzfNSJuJ</latexit>

C⇥ C⇥

<latexit sha1_base64="uYvvWnWW5/C+uafeDefNDQZgWC8=">AAACBHicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/oh57WSyCp5KIqMdiLx4r2FZoQtlsN+3SzSbsboQSevDiX/HiQRGv/ghv/hs3bUBtfTDweG+GmXlBwpnSjvNllVZW19Y3ypuVre2d3T17/6Cj4lQS2iYxj+VdgBXlTNC2ZprTu0RSHAWcdoNxM/e791QqFotbPUmoH+GhYCEjWBupb1e9COtREGTNqadZRBX6Efp2zak7M6Bl4hakBgVaffvTG8QkjajQhGOleq6TaD/DUjPC6bTipYommIzxkPYMFdjs87PZE1N0bJQBCmNpSmg0U39PZDhSahIFpjO/UC16ufif10t1eOlnTCSppoLMF4UpRzpGeSJowCQlmk8MwUQycysiIywx0Sa3ignBXXx5mXRO6+553b05qzWuijjKUIUjOAEXLqAB19CCNhB4gCd4gVfr0Xq23qz3eWvJKmYO4Q+sj28gAJhn</latexit>

C⇥ C

<latexit sha1_base64="EVUXUGEfOwD6yvSVe9f4F+l8QKo=">AAAB6HicdVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4GnpCyIy3gBePCZgFkiH0dHqSNj0L3T1CGPIFXjwo4tVP8ubf2FkEFX1Q8Hiviqp6QSq40hh/WIWNza3tneJuaW//4PCofHzSUUkmKWvTRCSyFxDFBI9ZW3MtWC+VjESBYN1ger3wu/dMKp7Et3qWMj8i45iHnBJtpFY6LFew7WCviq8QtnG1hr26Ia5bq7secmy8RAXWaA7L74NRQrOIxZoKolTfwan2cyI1p4LNS4NMsZTQKRmzvqExiZjy8+Whc3RhlBEKE2kq1mipfp/ISaTULApMZ0T0RP32FuJfXj/ToefnPE4zzWK6WhRmAukELb5GIy4Z1WJmCKGSm1sRnRBJqDbZlEwIX5+i/0mnajt122nVKg1vHUcRzuAcLsEBFxpwA01oAwUGD/AEz9ad9Wi9WK+r1oK1njmFH7DePgFKno0/</latexit>p

<latexit sha1_base64="EVUXUGEfOwD6yvSVe9f4F+l8QKo=">AAAB6HicdVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4GnpCyIy3gBePCZgFkiH0dHqSNj0L3T1CGPIFXjwo4tVP8ubf2FkEFX1Q8Hiviqp6QSq40hh/WIWNza3tneJuaW//4PCofHzSUUkmKWvTRCSyFxDFBI9ZW3MtWC+VjESBYN1ger3wu/dMKp7Et3qWMj8i45iHnBJtpFY6LFew7WCviq8QtnG1hr26Ia5bq7secmy8RAXWaA7L74NRQrOIxZoKolTfwan2cyI1p4LNS4NMsZTQKRmzvqExiZjy8+Whc3RhlBEKE2kq1mipfp/ISaTULApMZ0T0RP32FuJfXj/ToefnPE4zzWK6WhRmAukELb5GIy4Z1WJmCKGSm1sRnRBJqDbZlEwIX5+i/0mnajt122nVKg1vHUcRzuAcLsEBFxpwA01oAwUGD/AEz9ad9Wi9WK+r1oK1njmFH7DePgFKno0/</latexit>p

<latexit sha1_base64="EVUXUGEfOwD6yvSVe9f4F+l8QKo=">AAAB6HicdVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4GnpCyIy3gBePCZgFkiH0dHqSNj0L3T1CGPIFXjwo4tVP8ubf2FkEFX1Q8Hiviqp6QSq40hh/WIWNza3tneJuaW//4PCofHzSUUkmKWvTRCSyFxDFBI9ZW3MtWC+VjESBYN1ger3wu/dMKp7Et3qWMj8i45iHnBJtpFY6LFew7WCviq8QtnG1hr26Ia5bq7secmy8RAXWaA7L74NRQrOIxZoKolTfwan2cyI1p4LNS4NMsZTQKRmzvqExiZjy8+Whc3RhlBEKE2kq1mipfp/ISaTULApMZ0T0RP32FuJfXj/ToefnPE4zzWK6WhRmAukELb5GIy4Z1WJmCKGSm1sRnRBJqDbZlEwIX5+i/0mnajt122nVKg1vHUcRzuAcLsEBFxpwA01oAwUGD/AEz9ad9Wi9WK+r1oK1njmFH7DePgFKno0/</latexit>p

<latexit sha1_base64="zI2kgY/93CLq9KecqCBIUey3J1Y=">AAAB6HicdVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgaZkNIbveAl48JmASIVnC7KQ3GTP7YGZWDEu+wIsHRbz6Sd78GycPQUULGoqqbrq7glRwpQn5sApr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoo5JMMmizRCTyJqAKBI+hrbkWcJNKoFEgoBtMLud+9w6k4kl8racp+BEdxTzkjGojte4H5QqxHeJVyQUmNqnWiFc3xHVrddfDjk0WqKAVmoPye3+YsCyCWDNBleo5JNV+TqXmTMCs1M8UpJRN6Ah6hsY0AuXni0Nn+MwoQxwm0lSs8UL9PpHTSKlpFJjOiOqx+u3Nxb+8XqZDz895nGYaYrZcFGYC6wTPv8ZDLoFpMTWEMsnNrZiNqaRMm2xKJoSvT/H/pFO1nbrttGqVhreKo4hO0Ck6Rw5yUQNdoSZqI4YAPaAn9GzdWo/Wi/W6bC1Yq5lj9APW2ydWvo1H</latexit>x

<latexit sha1_base64="zI2kgY/93CLq9KecqCBIUey3J1Y=">AAAB6HicdVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgaZkNIbveAl48JmASIVnC7KQ3GTP7YGZWDEu+wIsHRbz6Sd78GycPQUULGoqqbrq7glRwpQn5sApr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoo5JMMmizRCTyJqAKBI+hrbkWcJNKoFEgoBtMLud+9w6k4kl8racp+BEdxTzkjGojte4H5QqxHeJVyQUmNqnWiFc3xHVrddfDjk0WqKAVmoPye3+YsCyCWDNBleo5JNV+TqXmTMCs1M8UpJRN6Ah6hsY0AuXni0Nn+MwoQxwm0lSs8UL9PpHTSKlpFJjOiOqx+u3Nxb+8XqZDz895nGYaYrZcFGYC6wTPv8ZDLoFpMTWEMsnNrZiNqaRMm2xKJoSvT/H/pFO1nbrttGqVhreKo4hO0Ck6Rw5yUQNdoSZqI4YAPaAn9GzdWo/Wi/W6bC1Yq5lj9APW2ydWvo1H</latexit>x

<latexit sha1_base64="zI2kgY/93CLq9KecqCBIUey3J1Y=">AAAB6HicdVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgaZkNIbveAl48JmASIVnC7KQ3GTP7YGZWDEu+wIsHRbz6Sd78GycPQUULGoqqbrq7glRwpQn5sApr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoo5JMMmizRCTyJqAKBI+hrbkWcJNKoFEgoBtMLud+9w6k4kl8racp+BEdxTzkjGojte4H5QqxHeJVyQUmNqnWiFc3xHVrddfDjk0WqKAVmoPye3+YsCyCWDNBleo5JNV+TqXmTMCs1M8UpJRN6Ah6hsY0AuXni0Nn+MwoQxwm0lSs8UL9PpHTSKlpFJjOiOqx+u3Nxb+8XqZDz895nGYaYrZcFGYC6wTPv8ZDLoFpMTWEMsnNrZiNqaRMm2xKJoSvT/H/pFO1nbrttGqVhreKo4hO0Ck6Rw5yUQNdoSZqI4YAPaAn9GzdWo/Wi/W6bC1Yq5lj9APW2ydWvo1H</latexit>x

<latexit sha1_base64="EVUXUGEfOwD6yvSVe9f4F+l8QKo=">AAAB6HicdVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4GnpCyIy3gBePCZgFkiH0dHqSNj0L3T1CGPIFXjwo4tVP8ubf2FkEFX1Q8Hiviqp6QSq40hh/WIWNza3tneJuaW//4PCofHzSUUkmKWvTRCSyFxDFBI9ZW3MtWC+VjESBYN1ger3wu/dMKp7Et3qWMj8i45iHnBJtpFY6LFew7WCviq8QtnG1hr26Ia5bq7secmy8RAXWaA7L74NRQrOIxZoKolTfwan2cyI1p4LNS4NMsZTQKRmzvqExiZjy8+Whc3RhlBEKE2kq1mipfp/ISaTULApMZ0T0RP32FuJfXj/ToefnPE4zzWK6WhRmAukELb5GIy4Z1WJmCKGSm1sRnRBJqDbZlEwIX5+i/0mnajt122nVKg1vHUcRzuAcLsEBFxpwA01oAwUGD/AEz9ad9Wi9WK+r1oK1njmFH7DePgFKno0/</latexit>p<latexit sha1_base64="zI2kgY/93CLq9KecqCBIUey3J1Y=">AAAB6HicdVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgaZkNIbveAl48JmASIVnC7KQ3GTP7YGZWDEu+wIsHRbz6Sd78GycPQUULGoqqbrq7glRwpQn5sApr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoo5JMMmizRCTyJqAKBI+hrbkWcJNKoFEgoBtMLud+9w6k4kl8racp+BEdxTzkjGojte4H5QqxHeJVyQUmNqnWiFc3xHVrddfDjk0WqKAVmoPye3+YsCyCWDNBleo5JNV+TqXmTMCs1M8UpJRN6Ah6hsY0AuXni0Nn+MwoQxwm0lSs8UL9PpHTSKlpFJjOiOqx+u3Nxb+8XqZDz895nGYaYrZcFGYC6wTPv8ZDLoFpMTWEMsnNrZiNqaRMm2xKJoSvT/H/pFO1nbrttGqVhreKo4hO0Ck6Rw5yUQNdoSZqI4YAPaAn9GzdWo/Wi/W6bC1Yq5lj9APW2ydWvo1H</latexit>x

<latexit sha1_base64="if2WweLvHkwl9aaGeXuIcWBcX68=">AAACEXicbVDLSsNAFL3xWesr6tLNYBG6KomIdlnoxmUF+4Amlsl00g6dTMLMRCihv+DGX3HjQhG37tz5N07aLLT1wAyHc+7l3nuChDOlHefbWlvf2NzaLu2Ud/f2Dw7to+OOilNJaJvEPJa9ACvKmaBtzTSnvURSHAWcdoNJM/e7D1QqFos7PU2oH+GRYCEjWBtpYFe9COtxEGTN2b2nWURV8S/LA7vi1Jw50CpxC1KBAq2B/eUNY5JGVGjCsVJ910m0n2GpGeF0VvZSRRNMJnhE+4YKbIb42fyiGTo3yhCFsTRPaDRXf3dkOFJqGgWmMl9ULXu5+J/XT3VY9zMmklRTQRaDwpQjHaM8HjRkkhLNp4ZgIpnZFZExlphoE2LZhOAun7xKOhc196rm3l5WGvUijhKcwhlUwYVraMANtKANBB7hGV7hzXqyXqx362NRumYVPSfwB9bnDyzannc=</latexit>

C⇥ ⇥ C⇥

<latexit sha1_base64="pkjVsgK9g5/9zATpz3O7MiVHA78=">AAACA3icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/ot70slgETyUR0R4LvXisYFuhCWWz3bRLN5uwOxFKKHjxr3jxoIhX/4Q3/42bNqC2Plh4+94MM/OCRHANjvNllVZW19Y3ypuVre2d3T17/6Cj41RR1qaxiNVdQDQTXLI2cBDsLlGMRIFg3WDczP3uPVOax/IWJgnzIzKUPOSUgJH69pEXERgFQdacesAjpn/+fbvq1JwZ8DJxC1JFBVp9+9MbxDSNmAQqiNY910nAz4gCTgWbVrxUs4TQMRmynqGSmHF+Nrthik+NMsBhrMyTgGfq746MRFpPosBU5hvqRS8X//N6KYR1P+MySYFJOh8UpgJDjPNA8IArRkFMDCFUcbMrpiOiCAUTW8WE4C6evEw65zX3subeXFQb9SKOMjpGJ+gMuegKNdA1aqE2ougBPaEX9Go9Ws/Wm/U+Ly1ZRc8h+gPr4xu/d5gz</latexit>

C⇥ C

<latexit sha1_base64="zI2kgY/93CLq9KecqCBIUey3J1Y=">AAAB6HicdVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgaZkNIbveAl48JmASIVnC7KQ3GTP7YGZWDEu+wIsHRbz6Sd78GycPQUULGoqqbrq7glRwpQn5sApr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoo5JMMmizRCTyJqAKBI+hrbkWcJNKoFEgoBtMLud+9w6k4kl8racp+BEdxTzkjGojte4H5QqxHeJVyQUmNqnWiFc3xHVrddfDjk0WqKAVmoPye3+YsCyCWDNBleo5JNV+TqXmTMCs1M8UpJRN6Ah6hsY0AuXni0Nn+MwoQxwm0lSs8UL9PpHTSKlpFJjOiOqx+u3Nxb+8XqZDz895nGYaYrZcFGYC6wTPv8ZDLoFpMTWEMsnNrZiNqaRMm2xKJoSvT/H/pFO1nbrttGqVhreKo4hO0Ck6Rw5yUQNdoSZqI4YAPaAn9GzdWo/Wi/W6bC1Yq5lj9APW2ydWvo1H</latexit>x<latexit sha1_base64="EVUXUGEfOwD6yvSVe9f4F+l8QKo=">AAAB6HicdVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4GnpCyIy3gBePCZgFkiH0dHqSNj0L3T1CGPIFXjwo4tVP8ubf2FkEFX1Q8Hiviqp6QSq40hh/WIWNza3tneJuaW//4PCofHzSUUkmKWvTRCSyFxDFBI9ZW3MtWC+VjESBYN1ger3wu/dMKp7Et3qWMj8i45iHnBJtpFY6LFew7WCviq8QtnG1hr26Ia5bq7secmy8RAXWaA7L74NRQrOIxZoKolTfwan2cyI1p4LNS4NMsZTQKRmzvqExiZjy8+Whc3RhlBEKE2kq1mipfp/ISaTULApMZ0T0RP32FuJfXj/ToefnPE4zzWK6WhRmAukELb5GIy4Z1WJmCKGSm1sRnRBJqDbZlEwIX5+i/0mnajt122nVKg1vHUcRzuAcLsEBFxpwA01oAwUGD/AEz9ad9Wi9WK+r1oK1njmFH7DePgFKno0/</latexit>p

<latexit sha1_base64="EVUXUGEfOwD6yvSVe9f4F+l8QKo=">AAAB6HicdVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4GnpCyIy3gBePCZgFkiH0dHqSNj0L3T1CGPIFXjwo4tVP8ubf2FkEFX1Q8Hiviqp6QSq40hh/WIWNza3tneJuaW//4PCofHzSUUkmKWvTRCSyFxDFBI9ZW3MtWC+VjESBYN1ger3wu/dMKp7Et3qWMj8i45iHnBJtpFY6LFew7WCviq8QtnG1hr26Ia5bq7secmy8RAXWaA7L74NRQrOIxZoKolTfwan2cyI1p4LNS4NMsZTQKRmzvqExiZjy8+Whc3RhlBEKE2kq1mipfp/ISaTULApMZ0T0RP32FuJfXj/ToefnPE4zzWK6WhRmAukELb5GIy4Z1WJmCKGSm1sRnRBJqDbZlEwIX5+i/0mnajt122nVKg1vHUcRzuAcLsEBFxpwA01oAwUGD/AEz9ad9Wi9WK+r1oK1njmFH7DePgFKno0/</latexit>p <latexit sha1_base64="zI2kgY/93CLq9KecqCBIUey3J1Y=">AAAB6HicdVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgaZkNIbveAl48JmASIVnC7KQ3GTP7YGZWDEu+wIsHRbz6Sd78GycPQUULGoqqbrq7glRwpQn5sApr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v5B+fCoo5JMMmizRCTyJqAKBI+hrbkWcJNKoFEgoBtMLud+9w6k4kl8racp+BEdxTzkjGojte4H5QqxHeJVyQUmNqnWiFc3xHVrddfDjk0WqKAVmoPye3+YsCyCWDNBleo5JNV+TqXmTMCs1M8UpJRN6Ah6hsY0AuXni0Nn+MwoQxwm0lSs8UL9PpHTSKlpFJjOiOqx+u3Nxb+8XqZDz895nGYaYrZcFGYC6wTPv8ZDLoFpMTWEMsnNrZiNqaRMm2xKJoSvT/H/pFO1nbrttGqVhreKo4hO0Ck6Rw5yUQNdoSZqI4YAPaAn9GzdWo/Wi/W6bC1Yq5lj9APW2ydWvo1H</latexit>x

Figure 3. The network of bispectral and quantum/classical dualities with
additive C and multiplicative C× dependence on momenta p and coordinates
x between classical many-body systems (middle) and quantum spin chains
(right).

Acronyms in the figure are the following. rCM, tCM – rational and trigonometric
Calogero-Moser systems; rRS, tRS – rational and trigonometric Ruijsenaars-Schneider sys-
tems; rGaudin, tGaudin – rational and trigonometric Gaudin models, XXX - Heisenberg
spin chain. The horizontal arrows are the bispectral dualities that interchange momenta
p and coordinates x in the corresponding classical systems in the middle of Fig. 3. For
instance, the Hamiltonians of the rRS model are trigonometric in momenta and rational in
coordinates, and in the tCM model, they are the opposite. The vertical downward arrows
show limits in the parameters [GK]. For instance, if we send the speed of light c to infinity
the tRS! model becomes the tCM model. In the former, the momenta enter its Hamiltonians
in the form exp(p/c) so they become rational in the nonrelativistic limit.

In the right column of Fig. 3 we see a similar pattern of dualities and limits for the
dual spin chains. As explained above there exists a quantum-classical duality between
tRS and XXZ chains. As part of the dictionary tRS coordinates become XXZ twists, tRS
energy levels translate into XXZ anisotropies (shifts of the spectral parameter), and the
tRS coupling constant is identified with the deformation parameter ~ on the spin chain. All
these variables take values in C×. We can now take identical limits on these parameters
and express them on the spin chain side. Thusly XXZ can degenerate into XXX or into
trigonometric Gaudin model depending on which parameter is downgraded from C× to C
and so on.

Let us describe the quantum/classical duality here for the case of XXZ Bethe equations
for the cotangent bundle to the partial flag variety T ∗Fln (more details to follow in Section
4). On the classical side, we have a pair of dual tRS models. The Hamiltonians of the tRS
model depend on coordinates χi and momenta pi , i = 1, . . . , n by taking traces of powers of
the tRS Lax matrix T . This Lax matrix together with another diagonal matrix M built out
of χi satisfy the defining relation for the Calogero-Moser space [O1] which treats M and T
on equal footing up to rescaling ~ −→ ~−1 (4.1) (for the tRS model ~ plays the role of the
coupling constant). The bispectral duality in this language consists in merely exchanging
M with T and ~ with ~−1. The dual model, tRS! is described by a similar relation where
T is diagonal and M plays the role of the tRS Lax matrix.

The explicit map from the tRS model to its dual tRS! can be implemented via the
Lagrangian correspondence. This also enables the connection with the dual XXZ chain
living on the quantum side. A Lagrangian subvariety L ⊂ M ×M! in the product of the
phase spaces of tRS and tRS! respectively coincides with space of solutions of the XXZ Bethe
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ansatz equations for T ∗Fln where ~ plays the role of the Planck’s constant. Moreover, this
Lagrangian admits two distinct 3d mirror dual descriptions in terms of a pair of T ∗Fln
varieties – in one description χi are the equivariant parameters, in the other, they are the
Kähler parameters.

By combining the magnetic frame and the oper frame formulations of the algebra of
functions on the space of Z-twisted (SL(r + 1), ~)-Miura opers/quantum equivariant K-
theory, one obtains 3d mirror self-duality of the full flag variety T ∗Fln.

This construction can be generalized to other quivers by degenerations of equivariant
parameters as we will show in this paper. One needs to consider restricted tRS models
and their duals instead where certain constraints on their coordinates are implemented.
For instance, in the case of the cotangent bundle to partial flag variety, the algebra of
functions on the space of Z-twisted (SL(r + 1), ~)-Miura opers as algebra of functions on
the intersection of two Lagrangian subvarieties, one of which is given by tRS Hamiltonians
being equal to symmetric functions of Kähler parameters and another one is obtained by
setting coordinates equal to equivariant parameters [BLZZ].

Another important version of this duality for the XXZ spin chain is as follows. We
already discussed Baxter Q-operators and their relation to the generators of Bethe algebra.
There is, however, another system of generators, known as fundamental Hamiltonians of
the spin chain, emerging as coefficients in the polar decomposition of transfer matrices,
which are related to the Q-operators via a rational transformation. The eigenvalues of the
transfer matrix naturally emerge in the ~-oper formulation as well. Namely, they serve as
generating functions for the coordinates on Z-twisted (SL(r+ 1), ~)-opers, and the rational
transformation from the Q-operators to transfer matrices is known as ~-Miura transform
[FR1].

1.6. String Theory Origins. The set of ideas to relate quantum spin chains and classical
integrable systems in the way presented in this paper originates from string theory. Physics
interpretation of the quantum/classical duality between the XXZ spin chain and tRS model
was developed in [GK] using Type IIB brane configuration which we shall briefly review in
Section 5.

The first brane configuration describes (in the field theory limit) the ground state of a
3d N = 2∗ quiver gauge theory whose color and flavor labels precisely correspond to quiver
data of X from (1.1). More specifically, the equations for the supersymmetric vacua of this
gauge theory are in one-to-one correspondence with the XXZ Bethe Ansatz equations such
that Bethe roots play the role of vacuum expectation values of twisted chiral superfields,
the equivariant parameters are mapped to the masses of hypermultiplets, and twists are the
Kähler parameters of X [NS2].

The second brane configuration, which can be obtained from the first one by continuous
transformation, describes the moduli space of vacua of a four-dimensional N = 2∗ theory
compactified on a segment with BPS boundary condition on the left and the right. This
moduli space is described by the moduli space of flat connections on punctured torus [DW],
which in this work we shall treat algebraically as the Calogero-Moser space [E]. The latter
space is described by a relation that involves two matrices M and T whose size is equal
to the number of particles in the dual tRS model. The left boundary conditions of the
gauge fields yield a Lagrangian submanifold described above which fixes the eigenvalues of
M in terms of the masses and imposes the so-called Slodowy structure on T . The right
boundary conditions give another Lagrangian submanifold which fixes the eigenvalues of T
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in terms of the FI parameters and imposes a Slodowy structure on M . The vacua of the
quiver gauge theory described in the previous paragraph are the intersection points of the
two Lagrangian submanifolds.

1.7. Plan of the Paper and Main Results. Section 2 is devoted to the structure of
nondegenerate Z-twisted (SL(r+1), ~)-opers. It is mostly a review, with the results adopted
to the needs of this paper (for a more detailed account see [KZ2,KSZ,FKSZ]). We discuss the
aforementioned notions of Z-twisted Miura ~ and their relations to the QQ-system/Bethe
equations, quantum Bäcklund transformations, and the ~-Wronskian formulation which
leads to the discussed above magnetic oper frame.

In Section 3 we discuss the relation between QQ-systems and various Ar-quivers. We
discuss some concrete examples, including an important family of Xk,l quivers. They gen-
eralize the quiver corresponding to the cotangent bundle of the full flag variety by inserting
a chain of extra l vertices with 1-dimensional framings. An important feature of this ex-
ample is that the oper magnetic frame coincides with the true magnetic frame as in the
case l = 0. That allows us to give a formulation of the algebra of functions on the related
space of Z-twisted Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-opers as the algebra of functions on the intersection
of two Lagrangian subvarieties as discussed above, one of which is given by setting tRS
Hamiltonians to be equal to certain symmetric functions of the regular singularities.

In Section 4 we discuss the tRS system in more detail and introduce the notion of the
electric frame. We start from a quiver corresponding to a cotangent bundle of the partial
flag and then introduce the recursive procedure of how to degenerate it to obtain electric
frame formulation for other quivers, in particular for Xk,l family.

In Section 5 we first discuss Ar-quiver varieties and the interpretation of quantum K-
theory rings in terms of algebras of functions on (SL(r+1), ~)-opers corresponding to given
quivers and the notion of 3d mirror symmetry on the level of those algebras. The second
part of that section is devoted to the “D-brane arithmetic”: the string theory interpretation
of quantum K-theories on quiver varieties and the prescription on how to calculate its 3d
Mirror.

Section 6 provides a general prescription for proving the 3d mirror symmetry in the case
of Ar quivers using the quantum/classical duality, i.e. identifying electric and magnetic
frames of 3d Mirror objects. We prove the 3d mirror theorem in type A in full generality
and then discuss quiver 3d mirror self-dual family Xk,l.

Section 7 is devoted to the properly computed direct limit of the equivariant quantum
K-theory rings of Xk,l family, taken with respect to l. As a result, we obtain the 3d mirror
self-dual A∞-quiver with every vertex having a 1-dimensional framing. Imposing a natural
periodicity condition (so that a mirror map is equivariant with respect to it), the resulting
quantum equivariant K-theory ring turns out to be one of the Hilbert space of points on C2.
This we prove 3d-mirror self-duality of the moduli spaces of torsion-free sheaves of rank 1
on C2.

In section 8 we propose the 3d Mirror dual varieties realized as Nakajima varieties as-
sociated to cyclic quiver) to torsion-free sheaves of rank N , which on the level of quantum
equivariant K-theory emerge from A∞-quivers with periodicity conditions. We show how
the same method, using finite rank Ar-quivers will allow us to prove the proposed duality.

1.8. Acknowledgements. We thank A. Smirnov for discussions at the early stage of the
project. P.K. is partially supported by AMS Simons grant. A.M.Z. is partially supported
by Simons Collaboration Grant, Award ID: 578501.
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2. SL(r + 1) ~-opers and Bethe Ansatz

2.1. Group-theoretic data and notations. Consider SL(r+ 1) be the simple algebraic
group of invertible (r + 1) × (r + 1) matrices over C. We fix a Borel subgroup B− with
unipotent radical N− = [B−, B−] of lower triangular matrices and strictly lower triangular
matrices correspondingly. The maximal torus is the corresponding set of diagonal matrices
H ⊂ B−. Let B+ be the opposite Borel subgroup containing H. Let {α1, . . . , αr} be the
set of positive simple roots for the pair H ⊂ B+. Let {α̌1, . . . , α̌r} be the corresponding
coroots. Then the elements of the Cartan matrix of the Lie algebra sl(r+ 1) of G are given
by aij = 〈aj , α̌i〉. The Lie algebra sl(r + 1) has Chevalley generators {ei, fi, α̌i}i=1,...,r, so
that b− = Lie(B−) is generated by the fi’s and the α̌i’s and b+ = Lie(B+) is generated
by the ei’s and the α̌i’s. In the defining representation α̌i ≡ Eii − Ei+1,i+1, ei ≡ Ei,i+1,
fi ≡ Ei−1,i, where Eij stand for the matrix with the only nonzero element 1 at ij-th place.
The fundamental weights ω1, . . . ωr are defined by the condition 〈ωi, α̌j〉 = δij .

2.2. Definition of Miura SL(r+1) ~-oper. Let’s consider the automorphism M~ : P1 −→
P1 sending z 7→ ~z, where ~ ∈ C× is not a root of unity. For any bundle F over P1, we
denote F ~ its pull-back under M~.

Definition 2.1. A meromorphic (GL(r + 1), ~)-oper on P1 is a triple (A,E,L•), where E
is a vector bundle of rank r + 1 and L• is the corresponding complete flag of the vector
bundles,

Lr+1 ⊂ ... ⊂ Li+1 ⊂ Li ⊂ Li−1 ⊂ ... ⊂ L1 = E,

where Lr+1 is a line bundle, so that A ∈ HomOU (E,E~) satisfies the following conditions:
i) A · Li ⊂ Li−1,
ii) There exists a Zariski open dense subset U ⊂ P1, such that the restriction of the connec-
tion A ∈ Hom(L•,L~

•) to U∩M−1
~ (U), which belongs to GL(r+1) and satisfies the condition

that the induced operator Ā : Li/Li+1 −→ L~
i−1/L

~
i is an isomorphism on U ∩M−1

~ (U).
An (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper is a (GL(r + 1), ~)-oper with the condition that det(A) = 1 on
U ∩M−1

~ (U).

Let us choose a trivialization so that Lr+1 is generated by the vector (0, . . . , 0, 1). Then
we obtain that locally the q-oper connection can be represented in the form

(2.1) A(z) =




? φ1(z) 0 0 . . . 0 0
? ? φ2(z) 0 . . . 0 0
? ? ? φ3(z) . . . 0 0
...

... · · · . . .
. . .

...
...

...
... · · · . . .

. . . φr−1(z) 0
? ? ? . . . . . . ? φr(z)
? ? ? . . . . . . ? ?




where elements on the superdiagonal φi(z) ∈ C(z) and the rest matrix elements are such
that their zeros and poles are outside the subset U ∩M−1

q (U) of P1.
Now we extend further this definition, adding extra Miura structure.

Definition 2.2. A Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper on P1 is a quadruple (E,A,L•, L̂•), where

(E,A,L•) is a meromorphic (SL(r+ 1), ~)-oper on P1 and L̂• = {Li} is another full flag of
subbundles in E that is preserved by the q-connection A.
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These two flags of bundles have various relative positions, namely if L• = g · L̂• and
g ∈ B−wB−, we say that they are in relative position w, where w is Weyl group element of
SL(r+1). One can show that on a certain Zariski dense subset they are in generic position,
namely w = w0, the longest element from the Weyl group. It was shown in [FKSZ] that
Miura opers satisfy the following structural theorem:

Theorem 2.3. Every Miura q-oper associated with the oper connection (2.1)can be written
in the form:

(2.2)
∏

i

gα̌ii e
φi(z)

gi
ei , gi ∈ C(z),

In other words, these are the matrices with nontrivial elements on the diagonal and above
the diagonal. The diagonal elements generate the abelian Cartan connection associated to
Miura oper, namely

AH(z) =
∏

i

gα̌ii .

2.3. Z-twisted Miura ~-opers. In this paper we consider a class of (Miura) ~-opers that
are gauge equivalent to a constant element of SL(r + 1) (as (SL(r + 1), ~)-connections).
Moreover, we assume that such element Z be the regular element of the maximal torus H.
One can express it as follows

(2.3) Z =
r∏

i=1

ζ ǎii , ζi ∈ C×.

Definition 2.4. A Z-twisted (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper on P1 is a (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper that is
equivalent to the constant element Z ∈ H ⊂ H(z) under the q-gauge action of SL(r+1)(z),
i.e. if A(z) is the meromorphic oper q-connection (with respect to a particular trivialization
of the underlying bundle), there exists g(z) ∈ SL(r + 1)(z) such that

A(z) = g(~z)Zg(z)−1.(2.4)

A Z-twisted Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-oper is a Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-oper on P1 that is equivalent
to the constant element Z ∈ H ⊂ H(z) under the ~-gauge action of B+(z), i.e.

A(z) = v(qz)Zv(z)−1, v(z) ∈ B+(z).(2.5)

It follows from Definition 2.4 that any Z-twisted (SL(r+1), ~)-oper is also Z ′-twisted for
any Z ′ in the Weyl group orbit of Z. But if we endow it with the structure of a Z-twisted

Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper (by adding a flag L̂• preserved by the oper ~-connection), then
we fix a specific element in this Sr+1-orbit.

Thus we have the following Proposition, which allows to characterize Z-twisted Miura
q-opers associated to Z-twisted q-opers.

Proposition 2.5. Let Z ∈ H be regular. For any Z-twisted (SL(r + 1), q)-oper (E,A,L•)
and any choice of the flag L̂• preserved by the oper ~-connection A, the resulting Miura
(SL(r + 1), q)-oper is Z ′-twisted for a particular Z ′ ∈ w · Z, where w is an element of the
Weyl group of SL(r + 1).

Now, if our Miura q-oper is Z-twisted (see Definition 2.4), then we also have A(z) =
v(qz)Zv(z)−1, where v(z) ∈ B+(z). Since v(z) can be written as

(2.6) v(z) =
∏

i

yi(z)
α̌in(z), n(z) ∈ N+(z), yi(z) ∈ C(z)×,
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the Cartan q-connection AH(z) has the form

(2.7) AH(z) =
∏

i

yi(~z)α̌i Z
∏

i

yi(z)
−α̌i

and hence we will refer to AH(z) as Z-twisted Cartan q-connection. This formula shows
that AH(z) is completely determined by Z and the rational functions yi(z), namely:

(2.8) gi(z) = ζi
yi(~z)
yi(z)

.

We note that AH(z) determines the yi(z)’s uniquely up to scalar.

2.4. Miura q-opers with regular singularities and nondegeneracy. Let {Λi(z)}i=1,...,r

be a collection of non-constant polynomials.

Definition 2.6. A (SL(r+1), ~)-oper with regular singularities determined by {Λi(z)}i=1,...,r

is a q-oper on P1 whose q-connection (2.1) may be written in the form

(2.9) A(z) =




? Λ1(z) 0 0 . . . 0 0
? ? Λ2(z) 0 . . . 0 0
? ? ? Λ3(z) . . . 0 0
...

... · · · . . .
. . .

...
...

...
... · · · . . .

. . . Λr−1(z) 0
? ? ? . . . . . . ? Λr(z)
? ? ? . . . . . . ? ?




A Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-oper with regular singularities determined by polynomials {Λi(z)}i=1,...,r

is a Miura (SL(r+ 1), ~)-oper such that the underlying q-oper has regular singularities de-
termined by {Λi(z)}i=1,...,r.

The following theorem follows from Theorem 2.3 and gives an explicit parameterization
of generic elements from the space of Miura opers.

Theorem 2.7. For every Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper with regular singularities determined
by the polynomials {Λi(z)}i=1,...,r, the underlying q-connection can be written in the form

(2.10) A(z) =
∏

i

gi(z)
α̌i e

Λi(z)

gi(z)
ei , gi(z) ∈ C(z)×.

Now we introduce the notion of nondegeneracy of Miura q-oper. We refer to [FKSZ] for
a geometric interpretationof this conditiona nd for its geometric origin.

Definition 2.8. A Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-oper A(z) of the form (2.10) is called nondegenerate
if the corresponding (H, ~)-connection AH(z) can be written in the form (2.7), where

• yi(z) are polynomial
• for all i, j, k with i 6= j and aik 6= 0, ajk 6= 0, the zeros and poles of yi(z) and yj(z)

are q-distinct from each other and from the zeros of Λk(z).

If we apply a ~-gauge transformation by an element h(z) ∈ H[z] to A(z), we get a new
Z-twisted Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-oper. However, the following proposition shows that it is
only nondegenerate if h(z) ∈ H. As a consequence, the Λk’s of a nondegenerate ~-oper are
determined up to scalar multiples.



3D MIRROR SYMMETRY FOR INSTANTON MODULI SPACES 13

Proposition 2.9. [FKSZ] If A(z) is a nondegenerate Z-twisted Miura
(SL(r + 1), ~)-oper and h(z) ∈ H[z], then h(~z)A(z)h(z)−1 is nondegenerate if and only if
h(z) is a constant element of H.

2.5. QQ-systems and Miura ~-opers. In the previous section we found the explicit
structure of the Z-twisted non-degenerate Miura (SL(r+ 1), ~)-oper with regular singular-

ities defined by {Λi(z)}i=(1,...,r) and associated with regular element Z =
∏
i ζ
α̌i
i . The local

expression, namely A(z) can be expressed as follows:

(2.11) A(z) =
∏

i

gi(z)
α̌i e

Λi(z)

gi(z)
ei , gi(z) = ζi

Q+
i (qz)

Q+
i (z)

.

where Q+
i (z) are polynomials (here we changed the notation yi(z) ≡ Q+

i (z)). From now on,
we will assume that Z satisfies the following property:

(2.12)
r∏

i=1

ζ
aij
i =

ζ2
j

ζj+1ζj−1
/∈ ~Z, ∀j = 1, . . . , r ,

where aij are matrix elements of the Cartan matrix for slr+1. Since
∏r
i=1 ζ

aij
i 6= 1 is a

special case of (2.12), this implies that Z is regular semisimple.

2.6. The SL(r + 1) QQ-system. In [FKSZ] the following statement was proven (we spe-
cialize that result to the case of SL(r + 1)):

Theorem 2.10. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of nondegenerate
Z-twisted Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-opers and the set of nondegenerate polynomial solutions of
the QQ-system

(2.13) ξiQ
+
i (~z)Q−i (z)− ξi+1Q

+
i (z)Q−i (~z) = Λi(z)Q

+
i−1(z)Q+

i+1(~z) , i = 1, . . . , r

subject to the boundary conditions Q±0 (z) = Q±r+1(z) = 1 and ξ0 = ξr+2 = 1 so that

ξ1 = ζ1, ξ2 =
ζ2

ζ1
, . . . ξr =

ζr
ζr−1

, ξr+1 =
1

ζr
.

Note, that ξi is the ith element on the diagonal of Z from (2.3).
We will say that a polynomial solution {Q+

i (z), Q−i (z)}i=1,...,r of (2.13) is nondegenerate if

the following conditions are satisfied: relation (2.12) holds; for i 6= j the zeros of Q+
i (z) and

Q−j (z) are q-distinct from each other and from the zeros of Λk(z) for |i−k| = 1, |j−k| = 1.

For the convenience we will rewrite (2.13) as follows:

(2.14) ξiφi(z)− ξi+1φi(~z) = ρi(z) ,

where

(2.15) φi(z) =
Q−i (z)

Q+
i (z)

, ρi(z) = Λi(z)
Q+
i−1(~z)Q+

i+1(z)

Q+
i (z)Q+

i (~z)
.

2.7. Extended QQ-system and Z-twisted (SL(r+1), ~)-opers. As it was demonstrated
in [FKSZ] for a simply-connected simple Lie group G the set of nondegenerate Z-twisted
Miura-Plücker q-opers includes as a subset the set of Z-twisted Miura (G, ~)-opers. The
opposite inclusion was possible provided that Z-twisted Miura-Plücker q-opers are in addi-
tion w0-generic (see Theorem 7.10). We will discuss this notion in detail later, in subsection
5.6.
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In this section we shall demonstrate that when G is a special linear group then we do not
need this extra condition and that the corresponding Z-twisted Miura-Plücker (SL(r+1), ~)-
oper will be Z-twisted Miura q-oper, namely there exists v(z) ∈ B+(z), such that the
q-connection A(z) reduces to an element of the form (2.3), or, equivalently

(2.16) v(~z)−1A(z) = Zv(z)−1 .

Moreover, we will construct explicit expression for v(z).
The following statement is a generalization of the result of [MV] to Z-twisted q-opers.

Theorem 2.11. Let A(z) be as in (2.11) and Z as in (2.3). Suppose Q−i,i+1,...,j(z) ( i, j ∈ Z,

i < j) are polynomials, satisfying equations:

ξi φi(z)− ξi+1 φi(~z) = ρi(z) , i = 1, . . . , r

ξi φi,i+1(z)− ξi+2 φi,i+1(~z) = ρi+1(z)φi(~z) , i = 1, . . . , r − 1

. . . . . .(2.17)

ξi φi,...,r−2+i(z)− ξr+i−1 φi,...,r−2+i(~z) = ρr−1(z)φi,...,r−3+i(~z) , i = 1, 2

ξ1φ1,...,r(z)− ξr+1φ1,...,r(~z) = ρr(z)φ1,...,r−1(~z) ,
where for all j > i

(2.18) φi,...,j(z) =
Q−i,...,j(z)

Q+
j (z)

.

Then there exist v(z) ∈ B+(z) such that (2.16) holds and is given by

(2.19) v(z) =
r∏

i=1

Q+
i (z)α̌i ·

r∏

i=1

Vi(z) ,

where

(2.20) Vi(z) =
r∏

j=i

exp (−φi,...,j(z) ei,...,j) , ei,...,j = [. . . [[ei, ei+1], ei+2] . . . ej ] .

Notice that although the expression for v(z) in (2.19) is rather complicated, the inverse
v(z)−1 can be succinctly presented as

(2.21) v(z)−1 =




1
Q+

1 (z)

Q−1 (z)

Q+
2 (z)

Q−12(z)

Q+
3 (z)

. . .
Q−1,...,r−1(z)

Q+
r (z)

Q−1,...,r(z)

0
Q+

1 (z)

Q+
2 (z)

Q−2 (z)

Q+
3 (z)

. . .
Q−2,...,r−1(z)

Q+
r (z)

Q−2,...,r(z)

0 0
Q+

2 (z)

Q+
3 (z)

. . .
Q−3,...,r−1(z)

Q+
r (z)

Q−3,...,r(z)
...

...
...

. . .
...

...

0 . . . . . . . . .
Q+
r−1(z)

Q+
r (z)

Q−r (z)

0 . . . . . . . . . 0 Q+
r (z)




.

Using this Lemma we can rewrite the q-connection (2.11) such that the roots of SL(r+1)
are placed in the decreasing order.

Lemma 2.12. Let

(2.22) ρi(z) = Λi(z)
Qi−1(qz)Qi+1(z)

Qi(qz)Qi(z)
.
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Then the (SL(r + 1), q)-oper reads

(2.23) A(z) =
1∏

i=r

Q+
i (qz)α̌i ·

1∏

i=r

e
ζi
ζi+1

ρi(z)ei ·
1∏

i=r

ζα̌i Q
+
i (z)−α̌i ,

or as a matrix

(2.24) A(z) =




g1(z) Λ1(z) 0 0 . . . 0 0

0 g2(z)
g1(z) Λ2(z) 0 . . . 0 0

0 0 g3(z)
g2(z) Λ3(z) . . . 0 0

...
... · · · . . .

. . .
...

...
...

... · · · . . .
. . . Λr−1(z) 0

0 0 0 . . . . . . gr(z)
gr−1(z) Λr(z)

0 0 0 . . . . . . 0 1
gr(z)




The first line of (2.17) is the SL(r + 1) QQ-system (2.14). Let us rewrite the above
equations in terms of the Q-polynomials:

ξiQ
+
i (~z)Q−i (z)− ξi+1Q

+
i (z)Q−i (~z) = Λi(z)Q

+
i−1(~z)Q+

i+1(z) ,

ξiQ
+
i+1(~z)Q−i,i+1(z)− ξi+2Q

+
i+1(z)Q−i,i+1(~z) = Λi+1(z)Q−i (~z)Q+

i+2(z) ,

. . . . . .(2.25)

ξiQ
+
r−2+i(~z)Q

−
i,...,r−2+i(z)− ξr−1+iQ

+
r−2+i(z)Q

−
i,...,r−2+i(~z) = Λr−1+i(z)Q

−
i,...,r−1+i(~z)Q

+
r+i(z) ,

ξ1Q
+
r (~z)Q−1,...,r(z)− ξr+1Q

+
r (z)Q−1,...,r(~z) = Λr(z)Q

−
1,...,r−1(~z) .

We shall refer to all equations of (2.25) as the extended QQ-system for SL(r+1). We call its
solution nondegenerate, if the resulting solution of the original QQ-system is nondegenerate.

Let us now show that starting from the solution of the nondegenerate QQ-system, we
obtain solutions to the extended QQ-system as well. To do that we need the result (which
is true for other simply laced groups) of [FKSZ]:

Theorem 2.13. The solutions of the nondegenerate SL(r+1) QQ-system are in one-to-one
correspondence to the solutions of the Bethe Ansatz equations for sl(r+ 1) XXZ spin chain:

(2.26)
Q+
i (~si,k)

Q+
i (~−1wki )

ξi
ξi+1

= − Λi(si,k)Q
+
i+1(~si,k)Q+

i−1(si,k)

Λi(~−1si,k)Q
+
i+1(si,k)Q

+
i−1(~−1si,k)

,

where Qi =
∏mi
k=1(z − si,k), Λi(z) =

∏li
k=1(z − ai,k), i = 1, . . . , r.

This Theorem can be extended as follows.

Theorem 2.14. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of nondegenerate
solutions of the extended QQ-system (2.25), the set of nondegenerate solutions of the QQ-
system (2.13), and the set of solutions of Bethe Ansatz equations (2.26).

Remark 2.15. We note here that the equations (2.26) emerge as a critical condition on a
Yang-Yang function:

(2.27) exp ai
∂Y

∂ai
= 1 ,
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where

Y ({ai}, {ξi}, {si,k}, ~) =

r∑

i=1

(
mi∑

a=1

li∑

b=1

`(si,a − αib + ε) + `(−αib + si,a + ε)

)

+
r∑

i=1

(
mi∑

a=1

mi+1∑

b=1

`(si,a − si+1,b + ε) + `(−si,a + si+1,b + ε)

)

+
r∑

i=1




mi∑

a,b=1

`(si,a − si,b + ε) + `(−si,a + si,b + ε) + (ζi+1 − ζi)
k∑

a=1

si,a


 ,(2.28)

where deg Λi(z) = li,

si,b = e2πσi,b , ai,b = e2πai,b , ~ = e2πε , ζi = e2πζi ,

and `(x) be a multi-valued function, which can be written in terms of quantum dilogarithm
Li2 (see [GK]), such that

exp 2π
∂`(x)

∂x
= 2 sinhπx .

In [FKSZ] Bäcklund transformations were introduced for Miura ~-opers (see Proposition
7.1) and were associated to the i-th simple reflection from the Weyl group:

Proposition 2.16. Consider the q-gauge transformation of the q-connection given by (2.11)

A 7→ A(i) = eµi(~z)fiA(z)e−µi(z)fi , where µi(z) =
Q+
i−1(z)Q+

i+1(z)

Qi+(z)Qi−(z)
.(2.29)

Then A(i)(z) can be obtained from A(z) by substituting in formula (2.11)

Qj+(z) 7→ Qj+(z), j 6= i,(2.30)

Qi+(z) 7→ Qi−(z), ζi 7→
ζi−1ζi+1

ζi
.(2.31)

It is possible that after the transformation the resulting operator gives rise to the non-
degenerate QQ-system. Denoting the the QQ-system after the Bäcklund transformation as

{Q̃±i }i=1,...,r, we obtain:

{Q̃+
j }j=1,...,r = {Q+

1 , . . . , Q
+
i−1, Q

−
i , Q

+
i+1 . . . , Q

r
+};(2.32)

{Q̃−j }j=1,...,r =
{
Q−1 , . . . , Q

∗−
i−1,−Q+

i , Q
−
i,i+1 . . . , Q

−
r

}

{ζ̃j}j=1,...,r =

{
ζ1, . . . , ζi−1,

ζi−1ζi+1

ζi
, . . . , ζr

}

The last line can be also rewritten in terms of ξ variables as follows:

{ξ̃j}j=1,...,r = {ξ1, . . . , ξi−1, ξi+1, ξi, ξi+2, . . . , ξr+1}
Here we placed Q−i,i+1 in the position Q−i+1, since the equation this new polynomial

satisfies, is the second one from the extended QQ-system. At the same time, the new
polynomial Q∗−i−1(z) does not belong to what we called the extended QQ-system.
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2.8. Line bundles and Wronskians. In this subsection we describe Z-twisted Miura
~-opers with regular singularities, following [KSZ]. Namely, we have a complete flag of
subbundles L• such that q-connection A maps Li into L

q
i−1 and the induced maps Āi :

Li/Li+1 −→ L~
i−1/L

q
i are isomorphisms for i = 1, . . . , r on U ∩M−1

~ (U), where U is the
Zariski open dense subset. Explicitly, considering the determinants

(2.33)



( i−2∏

j=0

(A(~i−2−jz)
)
s(z) ∧ · · · ∧A(~i−2z)s(~i−2z) ∧ s(~i−1z)



∣∣∣∣
ΛiL~i−1

r−i+2

for i = 1, . . . , r + 1, where s is a local section of Lr+1. From the definition we know that
(E,A,L•) is an (SL(r+1), ~)-oper if and only if at every point of U ∩M−1

~ (U), there exists
local section for which each such determinant is nonzero (see [KSZ]). When we encounter
the case of regular singularities, each Āi is an isomorphism except at zeroes of Λi and thus
we require the determinants to vanish at zeroes of the following polynomial Wk(s):

Wk(s) = P1(z) · P2(~2z) · · ·Pk(~k−1z), Pi(z) = ΛrΛr−1 · · ·Λr−i+1(z) .(2.34)

Recall that Miura condition implies that there exist a flag L̂• which is preserved by the
q-connection A. The Z-twisted condition implies that in the gauge when A is given by fixed
semisimple diagonal element Z ∈ H such flag is formed by the standard basis e1, . . . , er+1.

The relative position between two flags is generic on U∩M−1
~ (U). The regular singularity

condition implies that quantum Wronskians, namely determinants

(2.35) Dk(s) = e1 ∧ · · · ∧ er+1−k ∧ Zk−1s(z) ∧ Zk−2s(~z) ∧ · · · ∧ Zs(~k−2) ∧ s(~k−1z)

have a subset of zeroes, which coincide with those of Wk(s). To be more explicit, for
k = 1, . . . , r + 1, we have nonzero constants αk and polynomials

(2.36) Vk(z) =

rk∏

a=1

(z − vk,a) ,

for which
(2.37)

det




1 . . . 0 ξk−1
1 s1(z) · · · ξ1s1(~k−2z) s1(~k−1z)

...
. . .

...
...

...
. . .

...

0 . . . 1 ξk−1
k sr+1−k(z) . . . ξksr+1−k(~k−2z) sk(~k−1z)

0 . . . 0 ξk−1
k+1sr+1−k+1(z) . . . ξr+1−k+1sk+1(~k−2z) sk+1(~k−1z)

...
. . .

...
...

...
. . .

...

0 . . . 0 ξk−1
r+1 sr+1(z) . . . ξr+1sr+1(~k−2z) sr+1(~k−1z)




= αkWkVk ;

Since Dr+1(s) = Wr+1(s), we have Vr+1 = 1. We also set V0 = 1; this is consistent with
the fact that (2.35) also makes sense for k = 0, giving D0 = e1 ∧ · · · ∧ er+1.

We can also rewrite (2.37) as

(2.38) det
i,j

[
ξk−jr+1−k+isr+1−k+i(q

j−1z)
]

= αkWkVk ,

where i, j = 1, . . . , k.

Theorem 2.17 ([KSZ]). Polynomials {Vk(z)}k=1,...,r give the solution to the QQ-system

2.13 so that Q+
j (z) = Vj(z) under the nondegeneracy condition that for all i, j, k with i 6= j
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and aik 6= 0, ajk 6= 0, the zeros of Vi(z) and Vj(z) are q-distinct from each other and from
the zeros of Λk(z).

The following theorem allows to relate the section s(z), generating the line bundle Lr+1

with the elements of the extended QQ-system using the transformation (2.16).

Proposition 2.18. Let v(z) be the gauge transformation from (2.16) and s(z) be the section
generating Lr+1 in the definition of the (SL(r + 1), q)-oper. Then the components of s(z)
in the gauge when q-oper connection is equal to Z is given by:

(2.39) sr+1(z) = Q+
r (z) , sr(z) = Q−r (z) , sk(z) = Q−k,...,r(z) ,

for k = 1, . . . , r − 1.

It follows from the direct application of (2.21) Starting from (2.21) the Proposition follows
after acting with v(z)−1 on the basis vector er+1 = (0, 0, . . . , 0, 1).

One can show the extended QQ-system can be obtained from various minors in q-
Wronskian matrices. First, we will rewrite the extended QQ-system in a more convenient
way to relate it to the minors in the q-Wronskian matrix. Namely, we multiply Q-terms by
certain polynomials to get rid of the Λ-polynomials in the right hand side. This is done in
the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.19. The system of equations (2.17) is equivalent to the following set of equations

ξi D
+
i (~z)D−i (z)− ξi+1 D+

i (z)D−i (~z) = (ξi − ξi+1) D+
i−1(~z)D+

i+1(z) ,

ξi D
+
i+1(~z)D−i,i+1(z)− ξi+2 D+

i+1(z)D−i,i+1(~z) = (ξi − ξi+2) D−i (~z)D+
i+2(z) ,

. . . . . .(2.40)

ξi D
+
r+i−2(~z)D−i,...,r−1+i(z)− ξr+i−1,D

+
r+i−2(z)D−i,...,r−1+i(~z) = (ξi − ξr+i−1)D−i,...,r−2+i(~z)D

+
r+i−1(z) ,

ξ1D
+
r (~z)D−1,...,r(z)− ξr+1D

+
r (z)D−1,...,r(~z) = (ξ1 − ξr+1)D−1,...,r−1(~z) .

where index i ranges between the same values as in the corresponding equations in (2.17),
for the polynomials

(2.41) D+
k = Q+

k Fk , D−k = Q−k Fk~
1
2
k , D−l,...,k = Q−l,...,kFk~

1
2
l,...,k .

where

Fi(z) = Wr−i(~r−iz) , ~
1
2
l,...,i =

i−l∏

a=0

(ξl − ξl+a+1) .

For the future we shall refer to (2.40) as the extended DD-system for SL(r + 1) and to
its first line specifically as merely the DD-system.

As we shall see below, one can express the solutions of the QQ- and DD-systems in terms
of section s(z) of subbundle Lr+1. Following the discussion of [KSZ] (Section 4) we consider
the following matrices:
(2.42)

Mi1,...,ij =



ξj−1
i1

si1(z) · · · ξi1si1(~j−2z) si1(~j−1z)
...

. . .
...

...

ξj−1
ij

sij (z) · · · ξijsij (~j−2z) sij (~j−1z)


 , Vi1,...,ij =



ξj−1
i1

· · · ξi1 1
...

. . .
...

...

ξj−1
ij

· · · ξij 1


 ,
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where si are polynomials and Vi1,...,ij is the Vandermonde-like matrix whose determinant is

(2.43) detVi1,...,ij =
∏

i<j

(ξi − ξj) .

The extended DD-system can be recovered in the following way.

Proposition 2.20. There exist unique polynomials s1, . . . , sr+1 such that the polynomials
D−i,...i+k from (2.40) read

(2.44) D−i,...,i+k =
det Mi,i+k+2...,r+1

det Vi,i+k+2...,r+1
, i = 1, . . . , r , k = 0, . . . , r − i .

In particular,

(2.45) D+
i (z) =

det Mr+2−i,...,r+1(z)

det Vr+2−i,...,r+1
and D−i (z) =

det Mr+1−i,r+3−i,...,r+1(z)

det Vr+1−i,r+3−i,...,r+1
,

where matrix M , V are given in (2.42).

The proof of Proposition 2.20 partly based on Lemma 4.4 from [KSZ] which ensures that
polynomials D±i and Q±i can be written as quantum Wronskians. Later in the paper we
shall use this Lemma in the proof of 3d mirror symmetry for Xk,l.

Lemma 2.21. Suppose that γ1, . . . , γk−1 are nonzero complex numbers such that γj /∈ qN0γk
for j < k. Let f1, . . . , fk−1 be polynomials that do not vanish at 0, and let g be an arbitrary
polynomial. Then there exist unique polynomials f1, . . . , fk satisfying

(2.46) g = det



f1 γ1f

(1)
1 · · · γk−1

1 f
(k−1)
1

...
...

. . .
...

fk γkf
(1)
k · · · γk−1

k f
(k−1)
k


 .

3. Ar-quivers, QQ-systems and magnetic frame

3.1. Quiver data and Miura ~-opers. For us the framed Ar quiver means the graph
of Ar type with vertices labeled by natural numbers To each vertex we may attach a box
labeled by a natural number as well. We will refer to the boxes as framing of An graph.

v

w

v v v1 2

w w w

n-1

n-121 n

n

⇠1
<latexit sha1_base64="Zi6mG5uph2HVa18lb6/jG6OX3fg=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Ckksbb0VvXisYNpCG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOW0t/gxYMiXv1B3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzwpQzpR3nw1pZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHLZVkklCfJDyRnRArypmgvmaa004qKY5DTtvh+Grut++oVCwRt3qS0iDGQ8EiRrA2kt+7Z323Xyo7tufVLio15NjOAobUq5Wq5yA3V8qQo9kvvfcGCcliKjThWKmu66Q6mGKpGeF0VuxliqaYjPGQdg0VOKYqmC6OnaFTowxQlEhTQqOF+n1iimOlJnFoOmOsR+q3Nxf/8rqZjurBlIk001SQ5aIo40gnaP45GjBJieYTQzCRzNyKyAhLTLTJp2hC+PoU/U9anu2e295Npdy4zOMowDGcwBm4UIMGXEMTfCDA4AGe4NkS1qP1Yr0uW1esfOYIfsB6+wTW4Y62</latexit>

⇠2
<latexit sha1_base64="Sxp4aAQ5v/sJnUOn6vPVoRbFScQ=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Ckksbb0VvXisYNpCG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOW0t/gxYMiXv1B3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzwpQzpR3nw1pZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHLZVkklCfJDyRnRArypmgvmaa004qKY5DTtvh+Grut++oVCwRt3qS0iDGQ8EiRrA2kt+7Z32vXyo7tufVLio15NjOAobUq5Wq5yA3V8qQo9kvvfcGCcliKjThWKmu66Q6mGKpGeF0VuxliqaYjPGQdg0VOKYqmC6OnaFTowxQlEhTQqOF+n1iimOlJnFoOmOsR+q3Nxf/8rqZjurBlIk001SQ5aIo40gnaP45GjBJieYTQzCRzNyKyAhLTLTJp2hC+PoU/U9anu2e295Npdy4zOMowDGcwBm4UIMGXEMTfCDA4AGe4NkS1qP1Yr0uW1esfOYIfsB6+wTYZY63</latexit>

ar,1, . . . , ar,wra1,1, . . . , a1,w1

⇠r�1 ⇠r ⇠r+1

Figure 4. Generic Ar quiver variety

Thus we see that such quiver is entirely defined by two vectors with the components
v = (v1, . . . ,vr) and w = (w1, . . . ,wr), so that {vi}, {wi} ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , r. In the
following we will refer to quiver with this data as Yv,w and to wi as the rank of a framing
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of the i-th vertex. We associate a QQ-system to such quiver in the following way. We
assign to each vertex i with the label vi (we count vertices from left to right) the Q+

i (z)
-polynomial of degree vi. At the same time, we associate the polynomial Λi(z) of degree
wi to each vertex with the framing of rank wi.

We will refer to the resulting space of Z-twisted nondegenerate Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-opers,
associated with such QQ-systems and thus entirely defined by quiver as ~Op(Yv,w). Such op-
ers are defined by the position of regular singularities, i.e. roots {ak,j}j=1,...,r, k=1,...,deg(Λj) of

Λj(z)j=1,...,r, monic polynomials {Q+
j (z)}j=1,...,r defined by their Bethe roots {sk,j}

k=1,...,deg(Q+
j )

j=1,...,r ,

and {ξk}k=1,...,r+1 parametrizing the Z-twist.
We will refer to the following algebra as the algebra of functions on the space ~Op(Yv,w):

(3.1) Fun(~Op)(Yv,w) :=
S({ai}, {ξk}, ~)({si,k})

(Bethe equations)
,

i.e. rational functions (with coefficients being rational functions of {ai}, {ξk}, ~) of the
elementary symmetric functions of Bethe root variables (with symmetrization is over index
k for all i) with the relations on variables are given by Bethe equations from (2.26).

Remark 3.1. From a perspective of the integrable XXZ spin chains, this is known as Bethe
algebra represented in terms of nonlocal Hamiltonians (coefficients of expansion of the
Baxter Q-operators, with coefficients being elementary symmetric functions of Bethe roots),
considered in the weight sector determined by the data of the quiver Yv,w. Later we will
see other expressions for Bethe algebra using another set of Hamiltonians.

The following Proposition is a crucial property of quantum Bäcklund transformations,
which directly follows from Proposition 2.16:

Proposition 3.2. Conisider the quiver Yv,w and the related Z-twisted Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-
oper. Consider the quiver Yv′,w which corresponds to the Z-twisted Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-oper
after the series of Bäcklund transformations. Then Fun(~Op)(Yv,w) ∼= Fun(~Op)(Yv′,w),
where the isomorphism is given by the transformations of the QQ-system are given in the
Proposition 2.16.

At the same time, there is another presentation of the Miura (SL(r+1), ~)-opers, namely
using the section s(z) = (s1(z), s2(z), . . . , sr+1(z)), where si(z) = c̃i

∏
k(z − pki ), where we

labeled the roots of si(z) as pki . As we know from the definition of si, their degrees are
determined from the data on the quiver.

Let us introduce the algebra

Wr(Yv,w) :=
S({ai}, {ξk}, ~)({pki })
(Wronskian relations)

,

where S({ai}, {ξk}, ~)({pki }) stand for the rational functions of the elementary symmetric
functions of {pki } (with symmetrization over index k) so that the coefficients are rational
functions of {ai}, {ξk}, ~. The Wronskian relations are given in (2.37). We will refer to the
variables {pki } and {ξki ≡ ξi} as momenta and coordinates correspondingly.

Thus we have a theorem, which is a consequence of the results in Section 2.

Theorem 3.3. There is an isomorphism of algebras:

Fun(~Op)(Yv,w) = Wr(Yv,w).



3D MIRROR SYMMETRY FOR INSTANTON MODULI SPACES 21

Altogether, we call such represenation of Fun(~Op)(Yv,w) as oper magnetic frame.

Let us count the degrees of the components of the section of the ~-oper line bundle
section s(z) from (2.39), which describes quiver in Fig. 4 using the extended QQ-system
and Bäcklund transformations.

Lemma 3.4. Let the degree of si(z) in (2.39) be equal to ρi for i = 1, . . . , r. Then

(3.2) ρi − ρi+1 = wi + vi−1 + vi+1 − 2vi , i = 1, . . . , r − 1

with ρ0 = ρr+2 = 0 and ρr+1 = vr.

Proof. The proof can be performed using explicit formulae for the D± and Q± polynomials
(2.44) to show that

(3.3) ρi = vi−1 − vi +
r∑

a=i

wa , i = 1, . . . , r + 1 .

However, let us proceed combinatorially instead. Since the extended QQ-system (2.25) is
nondegenerate, in order to calculate the degrees of the components of the section (2.39), we
simply calculate them from the QQ-system in the iterative manner.

Let deg Q+
i = vi and deg Λi = wi. Recall that Q+

r = sr+1 and ρr+1 = vr. Starting from
the extended QQ-system (2.25) we perform Bäcklund transformation on the rth node

ξrQ
+
r (~z)Q−r (z)− ξr+1Q

+
r (z)Q−r (~z) = Λr(z)Q

+
r−1(~z) .

In order to calculate the degree of Q−r = sr which is equal to ρr = wr + vr−1 − vr. This is
consistent with (3.2).

Then we need to calculate the degrees of Q−r−1,r and others and verify that they satisfy

(3.2). This is, however, a daunting combinatorial process and there is plethora of cancella-
tions of degrees. In order to navigate this process consider the diagram from Fig. 3.1.

Q+
r�2 Q+

r�1 Q+
r

Q�
rQ�

r�1Q�
r�2

Q�
r�1,rQ�

r�2,r�1

Q�
r�2,r�1,r

. . .

. . .

...

. . .

. . .

+wr
+wr�1

⇢r = vr�1 � vr + wr

⇢r+1 = vr

⇢r�1 = vr�2 � vr�1 + wr + wr�1

Figure 5. Combinatorial proof of Lemma 3.4.

In this figure for each Q-polynomials there are incoming and outgoing arrows which
respectively designate adding or subtracting degrees of the polynomials from/to which these
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arrows connect. For every down arrow we add the degree of the framing wi. Note that
there is a closed loop with orange arrows which suggests that the corresponding degrees will
cancel. Indeed, from the corresponding QQ-relation

ξr−1Q
+
r (~z)Q−r−1,r(z)− ξr+1Q

+
r (z)Q−r−1,r(~z) = Λr(z)Q

−
r−1(~z) .

we get

ρr−1 = degQ−r−1,r = degQ−r−1 + wr − vr = vr−2 + vr − vr−1 + wr−1 + wr − vr

= vr−2 − vr−1 + wr−1 + wr .

We can proceed by induction to derive the remaining degrees ρi which satisfy (3.2).
�

3.2. Specific families of quivers and their QQ-systems. In this section we will de-
scribe families of quivers which will be the main examples in this paper.

First, we give an example of what we call a complete flag quiver family. It has only one
framing on the last vertex and it is labeled as shown on the picture:

1 2 n-1

n

n-2

We will denote the regular singularities for the corresponding quiver, i.e. the roots of the
ΛL polynomial as a1, . . . , aL.

In [KPSZ] (see also [KSZ]) we proved that in this case the polynomials si(z) are of degree
1.

Below we will give a more involved family of Ar − quivers, which we refer to as Xk,l, so
that r = l + k − 1 with the same property.

k

1

1 k-1 k

  k+1

k   1 k-1k

  1  k+1

k

1

k

1

k

1

k

1

⇠1
<latexit sha1_base64="Zi6mG5uph2HVa18lb6/jG6OX3fg=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Ckksbb0VvXisYNpCG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOW0t/gxYMiXv1B3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzwpQzpR3nw1pZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHLZVkklCfJDyRnRArypmgvmaa004qKY5DTtvh+Grut++oVCwRt3qS0iDGQ8EiRrA2kt+7Z323Xyo7tufVLio15NjOAobUq5Wq5yA3V8qQo9kvvfcGCcliKjThWKmu66Q6mGKpGeF0VuxliqaYjPGQdg0VOKYqmC6OnaFTowxQlEhTQqOF+n1iimOlJnFoOmOsR+q3Nxf/8rqZjurBlIk001SQ5aIo40gnaP45GjBJieYTQzCRzNyKyAhLTLTJp2hC+PoU/U9anu2e295Npdy4zOMowDGcwBm4UIMGXEMTfCDA4AGe4NkS1qP1Yr0uW1esfOYIfsB6+wTW4Y62</latexit>

⇠2
<latexit sha1_base64="Sxp4aAQ5v/sJnUOn6vPVoRbFScQ=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Ckksbb0VvXisYNpCG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOW0t/gxYMiXv1B3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzwpQzpR3nw1pZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHLZVkklCfJDyRnRArypmgvmaa004qKY5DTtvh+Grut++oVCwRt3qS0iDGQ8EiRrA2kt+7Z32vXyo7tufVLio15NjOAobUq5Wq5yA3V8qQo9kvvfcGCcliKjThWKmu66Q6mGKpGeF0VuxliqaYjPGQdg0VOKYqmC6OnaFTowxQlEhTQqOF+n1iimOlJnFoOmOsR+q3Nxf/8rqZjurBlIk001SQ5aIo40gnaP45GjBJieYTQzCRzNyKyAhLTLTJp2hC+PoU/U9anu2e295Npdy4zOMowDGcwBm4UIMGXEMTfCDA4AGe4NkS1qP1Yr0uW1esfOYIfsB6+wTYZY63</latexit>

⇠k�1
<latexit sha1_base64="Re4thf8xvpYzRTrHwjdjSil4KMs=">AAAB8HicdVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgxWU3Jq65Bb14jGAekixhdjJJhszsLjOzYljyFV48KOLVz/Hm3zh5CCpa0FBUddPdFcScKe04H1ZmaXlldS27ntvY3Nreye/uNVSUSELrJOKRbAVYUc5CWtdMc9qKJcUi4LQZjC6nfvOOSsWi8EaPY+oLPAhZnxGsjXTbuWfddHTiTrr5gmO7ZadScpAhZ55b9gzxKmWvWEKu7cxQgAVq3fx7pxeRRNBQE46VartOrP0US80Ip5NcJ1E0xmSEB7RtaIgFVX46O3iCjozSQ/1Imgo1mqnfJ1IslBqLwHQKrIfqtzcV//Laie6f+ykL40TTkMwX9ROOdISm36Mek5RoPjYEE8nMrYgMscREm4xyJoSvT9H/pFG03VO7eF0qVC8WcWThAA7hGFzwoApXUIM6EBDwAE/wbEnr0XqxXuetGWsxsw8/YL19AvPFkIU=</latexit>

⇠k
<latexit sha1_base64="iMlTRcAfNydOOQviRc/idN5Dges=">AAAB7nicdVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgKiS1NXZXdOOygn1AG8pkOmmHTiZhZiKW0I9w40IRt36PO//G6UNQ0QMXDufcy733BAlnSjvOh5VbWV1b38hvFra2d3b3ivsHLRWnktAmiXksOwFWlDNBm5ppTjuJpDgKOG0H46uZ376jUrFY3OpJQv0IDwULGcHaSO3ePetn42m/WHJst+rUKg4y5Nxzq54hXq3qlSvItZ05SrBEo1987w1ikkZUaMKxUl3XSbSfYakZ4XRa6KWKJpiM8ZB2DRU4osrP5udO0YlRBiiMpSmh0Vz9PpHhSKlJFJjOCOuR+u3NxL+8bqrDCz9jIkk1FWSxKEw50jGa/Y4GTFKi+cQQTCQztyIywhITbRIqmBC+PkX/k1bZds/s8k2lVL9cxpGHIziGU3DBgzpcQwOaQGAMD/AEz1ZiPVov1uuiNWctZw7hB6y3TxXckBM=</latexit>

⇠k+1
<latexit sha1_base64="xJqHbpg1IbjKQP0Felk8RafUL/o=">AAAB8HicdVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoMgCMtuTFxzC3rxGME8JFnC7GSSDJnZXWZmxbDkK7x4UMSrn+PNv3HyEFS0oKGo6qa7K4g5U9pxPqzM0vLK6lp2PbexubW9k9/da6gokYTWScQj2QqwopyFtK6Z5rQVS4pFwGkzGF1O/eYdlYpF4Y0ex9QXeBCyPiNYG+m2c8+66ejEnXTzBcd2y06l5CBDzjy37BniVcpesYRc25mhAAvUuvn3Ti8iiaChJhwr1XadWPsplpoRTie5TqJojMkID2jb0BALqvx0dvAEHRmlh/qRNBVqNFO/T6RYKDUWgekUWA/Vb28q/uW1E90/91MWxommIZkv6icc6QhNv0c9JinRfGwIJpKZWxEZYomJNhnlTAhfn6L/SaNou6d28bpUqF4s4sjCARzCMbjgQRWuoAZ1ICDgAZ7g2ZLWo/Vivc5bM9ZiZh9+wHr7BPC5kIM=</latexit>

⇠k+2
<latexit sha1_base64="Ar+ggoOEGQPh4cUNU1g707xq4sY=">AAAB8HicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSIIwjAzto7dFd24rGAf0g4lk2ba0CQzJBmxDP0KNy4UcevnuPNvTB+Cih64cDjnXu69J0wYVdpxPqzc0vLK6lp+vbCxubW9U9zda6o4lZg0cMxi2Q6RIowK0tBUM9JOJEE8ZKQVji6nfuuOSEVjcaPHCQk4GggaUYy0kW6797SXjU68Sa9Ycmy34lTLDjTkzHcrviF+teJ7ZejazgwlsEC9V3zv9mOcciI0ZkipjuskOsiQ1BQzMil0U0UShEdoQDqGCsSJCrLZwRN4ZJQ+jGJpSmg4U79PZIgrNeah6eRID9Vvbyr+5XVSHZ0HGRVJqonA80VRyqCO4fR72KeSYM3GhiAsqbkV4iGSCGuTUcGE8PUp/J80Pds9tb3rcql2sYgjDw7AITgGLvBBDVyBOmgADDh4AE/g2ZLWo/Vivc5bc9ZiZh/8gPX2CfI+kIQ=</latexit>

a1,1, . . . , a1,k+1
<latexit sha1_base64="Jrm8vP3gos+5g6WKq6b0fQViz2U=">AAACFnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWATBWiZ92LorunFZwT6gHUomzbRhMg+SjFCG+Qo3/oobF4q4FXf+jWk7ghY9EDicc+/NvccOOZPKND+NpeWV1bX1zEZ2c2t7Zze3t9+WQSQIbZGAB6JrY0k582lLMcVpNxQUezanHdu9mvqdOyokC/xbNQmp5eGRzxxGsNLSIHfW97AaOwK7MU4GMSqgpNAfBkoWFg33FCWDXN4s1i4qqFqHZtGcQZOaWS2fI4hSJQ9SNAe5Dz2MRB71FeFYyh4yQ2XFWChGOE2y/UjSEBMXj2hPUx97VFrx7KwEHmtlCJ1A6OcrOFN/dsTYk3Li2bpyuqtc9KbiX14vUk7dipkfRor6ZP6RE3GoAjjNCA6ZoETxiSaYCKZ3hWSMBSZKJ5nVIXxfCv8n7VIRlYulm0q+cZnGkQGH4AicAARqoAGuQRO0AAH34BE8gxfjwXgyXo23eemSkfYcgF8w3r8AXBeffQ==</latexit>

a2<latexit sha1_base64="/EVdUyavH7128aXIDpShzkbAqY0=">AAAB+XicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAiuQtKHrbuiG5cV7APaECbTSTt0Mgkzk0IJ+RM3LhRx65+482+ctBFU9MDA4Zx7uWeOHzMqlW1/GGvrG5tb26Wd8u7e/sGheXTck1EiMOniiEVi4CNJGOWkq6hiZBALgkKfkb4/u8n9/pwISSN+rxYxcUM04TSgGCkteaY5CpGaBgLNUpR5aTXzzIptNa/qTqMFbcteQpOm3ahdOtAplAoo0PHM99E4wklIuMIMSTl07Fi5KRKKYkay8iiRJEZ4hiZkqClHIZFuukyewXOtjGEQCf24gkv1+0aKQikXoa8n85zyt5eLf3nDRAUtN6U8ThTheHUoSBhUEcxrgGMqCFZsoQnCguqsEE+RQFjpssq6hK+fwv9Jr2o5Nat6V6+0r4s6SuAUnIEL4IAmaINb0AFdgMEcPIAn8GykxqPxYryuRteMYucE/IDx9glDQpQT</latexit>

z2
<latexit sha1_base64="ndNIGXGiVv5Wdg5+kq9XHs1uBQA=">AAAB+XicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VwFZL0FXdFNy4rWFtoQ5hMJ+3QyYOZSaGG/IkbF4q49U/c+TdO2goqemDgcM693DPHTxgV0jQ/tNLa+sbmVnm7srO7t3+gHx7diTjlmHRxzGLe95EgjEakK6lkpJ9wgkKfkZ4/vSr83oxwQePoVs4T4oZoHNGAYiSV5On6MERyEnA0ze5zL7NzT6+ahnnh1FoNqEizXms1FXHMuu00oGWYC1TBCh1Pfx+OYpyGJJKYISEGlplIN0NcUsxIXhmmgiQIT9GYDBSNUEiEmy2S5/BMKSMYxFy9SMKF+n0jQ6EQ89BXk0VO8dsrxL+8QSoDx81olKSSRHh5KEgZlDEsaoAjygmWbK4IwpyqrBBPEEdYqrIqqoSvn8L/yZ1tWDXDvqlX25erOsrgBJyCc2CBFmiDa9ABXYDBDDyAJ/CsZdqj9qK9LkdL2mrnGPyA9vYJkzaUSQ==</latexit>

z1
<latexit sha1_base64="+TDvd3ehI1iJrgZa3BWe0xRymDA=">AAAB+XicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VwFZI+467oxmUFawttCJPppB06mYSZSaGG/okbF4q49U/c+TdO2goqemDgcM693DMnSBiVyrY/jMLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39gHh7dyTgVmHRwzGLRC5AkjHLSUVQx0ksEQVHASDeYXOV+d0qEpDG/VbOEeBEacRpSjJSWfNMcREiNQ4Em2f3cz5y5b5Zty75wq8061KRRqzYbmrh2reLWoWPZC5TBCm3ffB8MY5xGhCvMkJR9x06UlyGhKGZkXhqkkiQIT9CI9DXlKCLSyxbJ5/BMK0MYxkI/ruBC/b6RoUjKWRToyTyn/O3l4l9eP1Wh62WUJ6kiHC8PhSmDKoZ5DXBIBcGKzTRBWFCdFeIxEggrXVZJl/D1U/g/uatYTtWq3NTKrctVHUVwAk7BOXBAE7TANWiDDsBgCh7AE3g2MuPReDFel6MFY7VzDH7AePsEkbGUSA==</latexit>
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1

1

1

2

Figure 6. Self-mirror X1,2 quiver variety.

3.4. Low Rank Example. Consider self-mirror quiver X1,2 The QQ-system reads

⇠1Q
+
1 (qz)Q�

1 (z)� ⇠2Q
+
1 (z)Q�

1 (qz) = (z � a3)Q
+
2 (z) ,

⇠2Q
+
2 (qz)Q�

2 (z)� ⇠3Q
+
2 (z)Q�

2 (qz) = (z � a1)(z � a2)Q
+
1 (qz) ,(3.23)

where Q+
a (z) = z � sa, a = 1, 2.

The QQ-system of the dual variety X !
1,2 reads

⇠1Q
+
1 (~�1z)Q�

1 (z)� ⇠2Q
+
1 (z)Q�

1 (~�1z) = (z � a3)Q
+
2 (z) ,

⇠2Q
+
2 (~�1z)Q�

2 (z)� ⇠3Q
+
2 (z)Q�

2 (~�1z) = (z � a1)(z � a2)Q
+
1 (~�1z) ,(3.24)

Consider the following K-theory classes for X1,2

(3.25) p1 = � ⇤1(0)

Q+
1 (0)

, p2 = �Q+
1 (0)

Q+
2 (0)

, p3 = �Q+
2 (0)

⇤2(0)
,

and its mirror X !
1,2

(3.26) p1 = �⇠3
Q+

2 (~�1/2a1)

Q+
2 (~1/2a1)

, p2 = �⇠3
Q+

2 (~�1/2a2)

Q+
2 (~1/2a2)

, p3 = ⇠2⇠3
Q+

1 (~�1/2a3)

Q+
1 (~1/2a3)

,

Using the above theorems we can rewrite these equations in terms of first tRS integral
of motion. The tRS equations in the electric frame

� (a1~� a2) (a1~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a1)

p1 +
(a2~� a1) (a2~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a2)

p2 +
(~ + 1)

�
a3~2 � a1

� �
a3~2 � a2

�

~3/2 (a3~� a1) (a3~� a2)
p3

=⇠1 + ⇠2 + ⇠3 ,(3.27)

and in the magnetic frame
(3.28)
(⇠1q � ⇠2) (⇠1q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) q
p1 �

(⇠2q � ⇠1) (⇠2q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) q
p2 �

(⇠3q � ⇠1) (⇠3q � ⇠2)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) q
p3 = a1q + a2q + a3

The mirror map works as follows

⇠1 = a1q, ⇠2 = a2q, ⇠3 = a3

p1 = p1

p
q (⇠1q � ⇠3)

⇠1q2 � ⇠3
, p2 = p2

p
q (⇠2q � ⇠3)

⇠2q2 � ⇠3
, p3 = p3

p
q

q + 1
,

a1 = ⇠1q, a2 = ⇠2q, a3 = ⇠3 .(3.29)

as well as ~ = q.

⇠1 ⇠2 ⇠3 ⇠r�1 ⇠r ⇠r+1 ⇠r+k�1 ⇠r+k

⇤
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(3.25) p1 = � ⇤1(0)

Q+
1 (0)

, p2 = �Q+
1 (0)

Q+
2 (0)

, p3 = �Q+
2 (0)

⇤2(0)
,

and its mirror X !
1,2

(3.26) p1 = �⇠3
Q+

2 (~�1/2a1)

Q+
2 (~1/2a1)

, p2 = �⇠3
Q+

2 (~�1/2a2)

Q+
2 (~1/2a2)

, p3 = ⇠2⇠3
Q+

1 (~�1/2a3)

Q+
1 (~1/2a3)

,

Using the above theorems we can rewrite these equations in terms of first tRS integral
of motion. The tRS equations in the electric frame

� (a1~� a2) (a1~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a1)

p1 +
(a2~� a1) (a2~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a2)

p2 +
(~ + 1)

�
a3~2 � a1

� �
a3~2 � a2

�

~3/2 (a3~� a1) (a3~� a2)
p3

=⇠1 + ⇠2 + ⇠3 ,(3.27)

and in the magnetic frame
(3.28)
(⇠1q � ⇠2) (⇠1q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) q
p1 �

(⇠2q � ⇠1) (⇠2q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) q
p2 �

(⇠3q � ⇠1) (⇠3q � ⇠2)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) q
p3 = a1q + a2q + a3

The mirror map works as follows

⇠1 = a1q, ⇠2 = a2q, ⇠3 = a3

p1 = p1

p
q (⇠1q � ⇠3)

⇠1q2 � ⇠3
, p2 = p2

p
q (⇠2q � ⇠3)

⇠2q2 � ⇠3
, p3 = p3

p
q

q + 1
,

a1 = ⇠1q, a2 = ⇠2q, a3 = ⇠3 .(3.29)

as well as ~ = q.

⇠1 ⇠2 ⇠3 ⇠r�1 ⇠r ⇠r+1 ⇠r+k�1 ⇠r+k

⇤

⇠k+l

zk+l�1

alal�1

zl�1 zl zl+1
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.

(4.22)

⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.

(4.22)

⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.

(4.22)

⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.

(4.22)

⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.
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⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.

⇠k+l�1

⇣1 ⇣k�1 ⇣k ⇣k+1
⇣l+k�1

ak+l�2 ak+l�1,1, . . . , ak+l�1,k+1ak+1ak

Figure 6. Self-mirror Ak+l−1 quiver variety.

The regular singularity parameters a1, . . . , ak+l are labeled as it is shown in the picture.
Notice, that in the l → ∞ limit, we obtain the A∞ quiver (see Fig. 3.2). From this

standpoint, one can treat the quiver Xk,l as the ”regularized” version of it.
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3.3. Xk,l, FFlL and the Ruijsennars-Schneider Hamiltonians. Let us consider quiver
Xk,l (see bottom of Fig. 18) of rank and study the corresponding extended QQ-system in
detail. It is described by the following polynomials

Q+
1 (z) =

k∏

a=1

(z − s1,a), . . . , Q
+
r (z) =

k∏

a=1

(z − sl,a),

Q+
l+1(z) =

k−1∏

a=1

(z − sl+1,a), . . . , Q
+
l+k−1(z) = z − sl+k−1 ,(3.4)

and framing polynomials

(3.5) Λ1(z) =
k+1∏

b=1

(z − a1,b), Λc(z) = z − ac, c = 1, . . . , l ,

All other polynomials are trivial.
The corresponding extended QQ-system reads:

ξiQ
+
i (~z)Q−i (z)− ξi+1Q

+
i (z)Q−i (~z) = Λi(z)Q

+
i−1(~z)Q+

i+1(z) ,

ξiQ
+
i+1(~z)Q−i,i+1(z)− ξi+2Q

+
i+1(z)Q−i,i+1(~z) = Λi+1(z)Q−i (~z)Q+

i+2(z) ,

. . . . . .(3.6)

ξiQ
+
k+l−3+i(~z)Q

−
i,...,k+l−3+i(z)−ξk+l−2+iQ

+
k+l−3+i(z)Q

−
i,...,k+r−3+i(~z) ,

= Λk+l−3+i(z)Q
−
i,...,k+l−2+i(~z)Q

+
k+l−1+i(z) ,

ξ1Q
+
k+l−1(~z)Q−1,...,k+l−1(z)− ξk+lQ

+
k+l−1(z)Q−1,...,k+l−1(~z) = Q−1,...,k+l−2(~z) .

Let s(z) be a section of line bundle Lr+k which in a vector with r + k components as in
(2.38). As we have seen, the extended QQ-system contains the components of s(z):

s1(z) = Q−1,2,...,k+l−1(z) , s2(z) = Q−2,3,...,k+l−1, . . . ,

sk+l−1(z) = Q−k+l−1(z), sk+l+1(z) = Q+
k+l(z).(3.7)

The following Lemma characterizes the structure of the components si(z) and their roots
for FFlL.

Lemma 3.5. Given (3.7) we have

(3.8) s1(z) = z − p1, , . . . , sk+r(z) = z − pk+l ,

where

(3.9) pk+l+1−p = −
Q+
p (0)

Q+
p−1(0)

.
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Proof. From Lemma 3.4 we conclude that all components of sp(z) are of the first order.
Now we need to prove (3.9). Let us denote the matrix inside the brackets on the left hand
side of the expression (2.38) by Mp(z) and substitute z = 0. The following immediately
follows

(3.10) Mp(0) = −diag(pk+l+1−p, . . . , pk+l+1) · Vp ,

since Mp(0)i,j = −ξp−jk+l+1−p+ipk+l+1−p+i and (Vp)i,j = ξp−jk+l+1−p+i. Therefore

(3.11) − det
[
Mp(0) · V −1

p

]
= (−1)ppk+l+1−p · · · pk+l+1 .

Thus (3.9) follows if we define αp =
detVp
Wp(0) . �

For the Xk,l the components of the section have the following degrees. This Lemma will
be used in later sections in proving 3d mirror symmetry for Xk,l.

Corollary 3.6. Given (3.7) quiver Xk,l has the following degrees

(3.12) deg sl+1 = · · · = deg sl+k = 1, deg sl−i+1(z) = i, i = 1, . . . , l .

Proof. The statement direclty follows from Lemma 3.4.
One can see from Fig. 6 that quiver Xk,l contains a ‘tail’ of FFlk. Using the previous

Lemma one can verify that the last k components of the section s(z) of the oper bundle
(3.12) are degree one polynomials. However, since the the rest of the quiver has different
data the similarity with the complete flag ends and degrees of other components of the
section grow linearly according to (3.6). �

Let us remind that we gave a realization of the algebra Fun(~Op(Yv,w) as Wr(Yv, w).
It turns out that in the case of Yv,w = FFlL, Xk,l there is a more explicit version of that

algebra in terms of the variables {pki }.

Theorem 3.7. i) There is an isomorphism of algebras:

Fun(~Op)(FFlL)) ∼= C({ξi}, {ai}, {pi}, ~)

{Hi({pj}, {ξj}, ~) = ei(a1, . . . , aL})i=1,...,L
,(3.13)

where

(3.14) Hk =
∑

I⊂{1,...,L}
|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

ξi − ~ ξj
ξi − ξj

∏

m∈I
pm ,

and ei are elementary symmetric functions of variables {ai}i=1,...,L.

ii) There is an isomorphism of algebras:

Fun(~Op)(Xk,l)) ∼=(3.15)

S({ξi}, {ai}, ~)({pi})
((Bi({pj}, {ξj}, ~) = `i(a1, . . . , ak+l))i=1,...,k+l, low. order Wronsk. relations)

,
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where Bi are coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of the left hand side of (2.38) and
`i are elementary symmetric polynomials of the following k + l(l − 1)/2 variables:

a1,1, . . . , a1,k

a2,

a3, ~a3,

a4, ~a4, ~2a4

. . . . . .(3.16)

al−1, ~al−1, ~2al−1, . . . , ~l−2al−1 .

For insatnce

`k+l(a1, . . . , ak+l) =(3.17)
k+1∑

a=1

a1,a + a2 + (1 + ~)a3 + (1 + ~ + ~2)a4 + · · ·+
l−1∑

l=0

~l−1al .

Proof. Relations in i) are the standard tRS equations which follow from the oper condition
(2.38).

The proof of ii) follows from calculating the coefficients in front of powers of z in the right
hand side of (2.38) applied to Fun(~Op)(Xk,l). The polynomial Wk+l has the following form
(3.18)

Wk+l =

k∏

i=1

(z− a1,i) · (z− a2) · (z− a3)(z−~a3) · (z− a4)(z−~a4)(z−~2a4) · · ·
l−1∏

j=0

(z−~jal)

�

In the next section we will explain in the full detail the full meaning of the rational func-
tions Hk. Here let us make an important remark concerning the geometric interpretation
of the Theorem above.

Consider a symplectic space with coordinates {χi}, {pi} with the symplectic form ω =∑
i
dχi
χi
∧ dpi

pi
. One can consider two Lagrangian subspaces. One is the natural one, which

sends the coordinate variables to a fixed value {χi = ξi}. The other one is defined by setting
the functions Hk to a fixed value, which in the theorem above given by `i({ai}, ~). The
Lagrangian property is justified by the fact that with respect to the Poisson bracket based
on ω, thus giving rise to an integrable system known as trigonometric Ruijsenaars-Schneider
(tRS) integrable system.

4. tRS system and QQ-system in electric frame

Let us describe the algebraic construction (see [O1]) which is very important for this
paper, which gives an algebraic formulation of the tRS system and the Lagrangian subvariety
we introduced in the previous section.

Definition 4.1. Let V be an N -dimensional vector space over C. Let M′ be the subset of
GL(V )×GL(V )× V × V ∗ consisting of elements (M,T, u, v) such that

(4.1) ~MT − TM = u⊗ vT .
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The group GL(N ;C) = GL(V ) acts on M′ by conjugation

(4.2) (X,Y, u, v) 7→ (gMg−1, gTg−1, gu, vg−1) , g ∈ GL(V ) .

The quotient of M′ by the action of GL(V ) is called Calogero-Moser space M.

Note that when ~ is not a root of unity the GL(V ) action above is free so M′ and M are
nonsingular.

The following Lemma is true.

Lemma 4.2. Let M and T satisfy (4.1). In the basis where M is a diagonal matrix with
eigenvalues χ1, . . . , χN the components of matrix T are given by the following expression:

(4.3) Tij =
uivj

~χi − χj
.

One can define the tRS momenta pi, i = 1, . . . , N as follows:

(4.4) pi = −uivi

∏
k 6=i

(χi − χk)
∏
k

(χi − χk~)
.

Using the above formula we can represent the components of matrix T (4.3) by properly
scaling vectors u and v:

(4.5) Tji({pi}, {χi}) =
χj(1− ~)

χj − χi~
∏

k 6=j

χj − χk~
χj − χk

pj =

∏
k 6=i

(χj − χk~)

∏
k 6=j

(χj − χk)
pj .

Matrix T (4.5) is known as the Lax matrix of the tRS model [R] (see also [GN,FGNR] for
more details, where a slightly different gauge is used).

The coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of the Lax matrix are the tRS Hamilto-
nians

(4.6) det (u · 1− T (χi, pi, ~)) =
L∑

k=0

(−1)lHk(χi, pi, ~)un−k ,

The corresponding tRS energy relations (or integrals of motion) can be obtained by
equating the above characteristic polynomials to

∏
i(u− ξi)

(4.7)
∑

I⊂{1,...,L}
|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

~χi − χj
χi − χj

∏

m∈I
pm = ek(ξi) ,

where el is the lth elementary symmetric function.

Remark 4.3. The tRS model can be regarded as relativistic deformation of the Calogero-
Moser model with finite speed of light.

4.1. Partial flag quiver Xλ in the Electric Frame. In this section we consider gen-
eralization of complete flag quiver, namely partial flag quiver Xλ defined by vector λ =
{v1,v2 − v1, . . . ,vr − vr−1, L− vr}:

Below we will show that the algebra Fun(~Op)(Xλ) can be again described as an algebra
of functions on the intersection of Lagrangian subvarieties tRS Hamiltonians. However, the
choice of these subvarieties is different. Namely, we set the first as χi = ai, where {ai} define
regular singularities for the Miura (SL(r+ 1), ~)-oper. The second one is again defined via
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v v v v1 2

L

r-1 r

Figure 7. Partial flag quiver Xλ.

commuting family of tRS Hamiltonians. We will show that below directly by looking at the
spectrum of the tRS Lax matrix (4.5). We will refer to such description of Fun(~Op)(Xλ)
as electric frame.

First, let us give an explicit answer, how the electric frame tRS coordinates and momenta
variables are related to the parameters of regular singulaities and Bethe roots:

χi = ai , i = 1, . . . , L ,

pi = ξr+1~−vr
vr∏

j=1

~ai − sr,j
sr,j − ai

= (−~)−vrξr+1
Q+
r (~ai)
Q+
r (ai)

, i = 1, . . . , L ,(4.8)

Remark 4.4. One may notice that they emerge from the XXZ Yang-Yang function as follows:
pi = exp ∂log aiY .

Let us have a look at the simplest nontrivial example to see how the construction works.

Example: Xλ, L = 2 and vr = 1.
In this case the Lax matrix (4.5) reads

(4.9) T =




a1 − a2~
a1 − a2

p1
a1(~− 1)

a1 − a2
p1

a2(~− 1)

a2 − a1
p2

a2 − a1~
a2 − a1

p2




We can immediately find its eigenvectors and eigenvalues, however, we are looking for a
convenient parameterization from which the relationship with Bethe equations will become
transparent. Let

(4.10) pi = −ξ2

~
~ai − s
ai − s

, i = 1, 2

according to (4.8), then T has the following eigenvalues

ξ2 ,
ξ2

~
(s− a1~) (s− a2~)

(s− a1) (s− a2)
.

If the denote the second eigenvalue ξ1/~ we get the following Bethe equation for T ∗P1

(4.11)
ξ2

ξ1

(s− a1~) (s− a2~)

(s− a1) (s− a2)
= 1 .

Thus the above equation is equivalent to the fact that ξ1 and ξ2 are the eigenvalues of T ,
or to the two underlying tRS equations

(4.12)
a1 − a2~
a1 − a2

p1 +
a2 − a1~
a2 − a1

p2 = ξ1 + ξ2 , p1p2 = ξ1ξ2 .
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Now let us consider a more general case of Xλ and formulate the main theorem. It is
equivalent to the main statement of [BLZZ]. However, we give a different proof, which is
relevant for the following.

Theorem 4.5. There is an isomorphism of algebras:

Fun(~Op)(Xλ) ∼= C({ξi}, {ai}, ~)({pi})
(det (u− T ({pi}, {ai}, ~))− f(u, {ξi}, ~))

(4.13)

where

(4.14) f(u, {ξi}, ~) =
r∏

i=1

vi+1−vi∏

l=0

(
u− ξi~vi+1−vi−1−l

)

so that u is a formal variable and vr+1 = L.

In other words, Theorem 4.5 states that for the tRS Lax matrix M (4.5) to have eigen-
values

(4.15) ξr+1, . . . , ξr+1~L−vr−1, ξr, . . . , ξr+1~vr−1−vr−1, . . . , ξ1 . . . , ξ1~v1−1

the following Bethe Ansatz equations for Xλ must be satisfied

(4.16) ~2vI−vI−1−vI+1
ξI+1

ξI

vI−1∏

j=1

sI−1,j − sI,i
sI,i − ~sI−1,j

·
vI∏

k 6=i

~sI,i − sI,k
sI,i − ~sI,k

·
vI+1∏

b=1

sI,i − ~sI+1,b

sI,i − sI+1,b
= 1 ,

where i = 1, . . . ,vI and I = 1, . . . , r, provided that tRS momenta in T are given in (4.8).

Proof. Let g ∈ GL(L) be a matrix such that the first L − vr eigenvalues of T take values
ξr+1~i for i = 0, . . . , L− vr − 1. Such matrix g can put T in a block-diagonal form

(4.17) g−1Tg =




ξr+1 0 . . . 0 0
0 ξr+1~ . . . 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 . . . ξr+1~L−vr−1 0
0 0 . . . 0 T ′



,

with T ′ coinciding with the Lax matrix for vr particles which are parameterized by Bethe
roots sr,1, . . . , sr,vr .

After that we can use another gauge transformation in order to reduce T ′ to a block-
diagonal form (vr − vr−1,vr−1) similar to the above and proceed by induction until we
reach the left end of the quiver Xλ.

Consider gauge transformation from (4.17). Matrix g can be presented as (g1, . . . , gL−vr , g
′)

where g1, . . . , gL−vr are columns and g′ is a L× (L− vr) matrix.
We have the linear equations for g coming from (4.17)

(4.18) (Tg1, . . . , T gL−vr , T g
′) = (ξr+1g1, . . . , ξr+1~L−vr−1gL−vr , g

′T ′)

From here we discover that g1, . . . , gL−vr are eigenvectors of T , with eigenvalues ξr+1, . . . , ξr+1~L−vr−1

and

(4.19)
L∑

b=1

Tab · g′bi =

vr∑

j=1

g′aj · T ′ji ,

where T ′ is given by (4.5) with ai’s replaced by sr,i’s and pas replaced by psi .
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The following Lemma provides an explicit formula for the above similarity transformation
in terms of Bethe roots. The relation (4.18) is satisfied provided that tRS momenta can
also be expressed in terms of Bethe roots.

Lemma 4.6. Let

(4.20) g′ai =
δabi

aa − sr,i
, δa =

vr∑

k=1

γk
aa(aa − sr,k)
aa − sr,k

,

where a = 1, . . . , L , i = 1, . . . , vr and bi and γk are some nonzero constants. Let

(4.21) pa =
ξr+1

~vr

vr∏

k=1

~aa − sr,k
aa − sr,k

, psi =
ξr+1

~L−2vr

L∏

b=1

sr,i − ~ab
sr,i − ab

vr∏

k 6=i

~sr,i − sr,k
sr,i − ~sr,k

,

for some nonzero sr,1, . . . , sr,vr . Assume sr,i 6= ~Zsr,j and ai 6= ~Zaj for i 6= j. Then (4.18)
is satisfied.

Proof. Using (4.21) and (4.20) we can rewrite (4.19) as follows

L∑

b=1

paaa
1− ~

aa − ab~
L∏

c6=a

aa − ac~
aa − ac

· δbbi
ab − sr,i

=

vr∑

j=1

δabj
aa − sr,j

· psjsr,j
1− ~

sr,i − sr,j~

vr∏

k 6=j

sr,j − sr,k~
sr,j − sr,k

.(4.22)

One can explicitly check that the above relations holds provided that δa is given by the
second relation in (4.20) and tRS momenta are as in (4.21). �

At the next step of the recursion, we introduce the new set of Bethe roots sr−1,1, . . . , sr−1,vr−1

and define the collection of momenta psi analogously to the first relation in (4.21) (with ξr+1

replaced by ξr, ai’s replaced by sr,i and sr,i’s replaced by sr−1,is)

(4.23) psi =
ξr

~vr−1

vr−1∏

j=1

sr,i − ~sr−1,j

sr−1,j − sr,i
.

This way the Lax matrix T ′ has the canonical form (4.5). We thus can get the first set of
Bethe equations from (4.16) for the sr,i roots by comparing the above expression with the
second relation in (4.21)

(4.24) ~2vr−L−vr−1
ξr+1

ξr
·
vr−1∏

j=1

sr−1,j − sr,i
sr,i − ~sr−1,j

·
vr∏

k 6=i

~sr,i − sr,k
sr,i − ~sr,k

·
L∏

b=1

sr,i − ~ab
sr,i − ab

= 1 .

Recursive application of this reasoning completes the proof in one direction.

It remains to be shown that for every solution of tRS equations with given degeneracy
of the right hand side there exists a solutions of Bethe equations (4.16). For simplicity
consider Xλ in the case r = 1, v1 = k, L = n. A generalization to other partitions λ is
straightforward. The eigenvalues read

(4.25) ξ2, . . . , ξ2~n−k−1, ξ1, . . . , ξ1~k−1
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Consider relations in (4.13) expanded in z
(4.26)
n∑

i=0

(−1)izn−iTi =

(
k∑

l=0

(−1)lzl−lel(ξ1, . . . , ξ1~k−1)

)(
n−k∑

m=0

(−1)mzn−k−mem(ξ2, . . . , ξ2~n−k−1)

)
,

where T0 = 1, T1, . . . Tn are the tRS Hamiltonians and el are elementary symmetric functions
of their arguments. We can impose ξ2 = ζξ1. Rescaling all momenta by ξ1 give the RHS of
each of the equaltions for Tiin (4.26) expressed in terms of polynomials of ζ degree k. That
leaves at most k independent degrees of freedom for Ti and thus for pi, since transofrmation
from pi to Ti is generally non-degenerate. Thus formula (4.23) provides a faithful change
of variables.

�
To summarize, the relations for Fun(~Op)(Xλ) are as follows:

(4.27)
∑

I⊂{1,...,L}
|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

ai − ~ aj
ai − aj

∏

m∈I
pm = `k(ξi) ,

where symmetric functions `k were introduced in Theorem 3.7. We will refer to the the set
of variables {pi}, {ai} as electric frame momenta and coordinates correspondingly.

Remark 4.7. It may seem that electric momenta pi are disconnected from the ~-oper for-
malism we described in the previous section. However, this is not the case. For the
(SL(r + 1), ~)-oper the natural coordinate system is provided by the ~-Miura transfor-
mation, which is given by the ~-gauge transformation from B−(z) ⊂ SL(r + 1)(z) which
moves diagonal elements to the bottom row in the ~-connection matrix. The elements of
the bottom row are known to coincide with the eigenvalues of the transfer matrices of XXZ
spin chain which correspond to fundamental representations. The ~-Miura transformation
gives an expression of the eigenvalues of the transfer matrices via eigenvalues of Baxter
Q-operators. The transfer matrix corresponding to the defining representation of SL(r+ 1)
allows a polar dcomposition with respect to {ai}. The coefficients in that expansion are
known as (fundamental) Hamiltonians (cf. nonlocal Hamiltonians, se remark 3.1) of XXZ
model. They coincide with the electric frame momenta (that can be established from the
formula (4.23)) and thus serve as natural coordinates for (SL(r + 1), ~)-opers.

4.2. Resonance Conditions and degeneration of ~-opers. So far we considered only
nondegenerate ~-opers. We claim that special degenerations which involve relations between
Bethe roots and regular singularities, which we will refer to as we refer to as resonance
conditions, will lead to interesting correspondences between opers associated to various
quivers.

4.2.1. Recursive Procedure for Bethe Ansatz. In this section we will show that the ring
Fun(~Op)(Xk,l) (top of Fig. 18) can be obtained from Fun(~Op)(Xλ) for special λ by
imposing additional relations. We will define them in the recursive way, by chipping the
framing in the quiver Xλ and carrying it to the neighboring vertices as it is indicated on
figure Fig. 8. We begin with the Bethe equations (4.16) for the last node of quiver Xλ in
Fig. 7

(4.28) ~2vr−vr−1−L ξr+1

ξr

vr−1∏

j=1

sr−1,j − sr,i
sr,i − ~sr−1,j

·
vr∏

k 6=i

~sr,i − sr,k
sr,i − ~sr,k

·
L∏

b=1

sr,i − ~ab
sr,i − ab

= 1 ,
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which can be written as

~2vr−vr−1−(L−1) ξr+1

ξr
·
vr−1∏

j=1

sr−1,j − sr,i
sr,i − ~sr−1,j

·
vr∏

k=2
k 6=i

~sr,i − sr,k
sr,i − ~sr,k

· 1

~
~sr,i − sr,1
sr,i − ~sr,1

· sr,i − ~a2

sr,i − a2
· sr,i − ~a1

sr,i − a1

·
L∏

b=3

sr,i − ~ab
sr,i − ab

= 1 .(4.29)

If we impose the resonance conditions

(4.30) a1~ = sr,1 = a2

we can observe that the middle line of the above equation cancels off

1

~
~sr,i − sr,1
sr,i − ~a2

· sr,i − ~a2

sr,i − a2
· sr,i − a2

sr,i − a1
=

1

~
~sr,i − sr,1
sr,i − a1

= 1 .

Meanwhile the Bethe equation for the r − 1st node
(4.31)

~2vr−1−vr−2−vr ξr
ξr−1

vr−2∏

j=1

sr−2,j − sr−1,i

sr−1,i − ~sr−2,j
·
vr−1∏

k 6=i

~sr−1,i − sr−1,k

sr−1,i − ~sr−1,k
·

vr∏

b=1

sr−1,i − ~sr,b
sr−1,i − sr,b

= 1 ,

becomes

~2vr−1−vr−2−vr ξr
ξr−1

vr−2∏

j=1

sr−2,j − sr−1,i

sr−1,i − ~sr−2,j
·
vr−1∏

k 6=i

~sr−1,i − sr−1,k

sr−1,i − ~sr−1,k

·
vr∏

b=2

sr−1,i − ~sr,b
sr−1,i − sr,b

· sr−1,i − ~2a1

sr−1,i − ~a1
= 1 ,(4.32)

where the last term in the left hand side corresponds to the framing on the r−1st node with
equivariant parameter ~a1. Thus the rank of the framing bundle on the rth node decreases
by two while the rank of the framing on the r − 1st node becomes one. Let us call the
resulting quiver variety Xλ

λ′ .

v v v v -11 2

L-2

r-1 r

1

v v v -1 v -21 2

L-3

r-1 r

1

vr-2

Figure 8. Quivers Xλ
λ′ and Xλ

λ′′ .
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4.2.2. Recursive Procedure for the tRS Model. Lemma 4.6 was proven under the nondegen-
eracy assumptions, namely, sr,i 6= ~Zsr,j and ai 6= ~Zaj for i 6= j. Once we impose (4.30)
and similar relations these assumptions are no longer valid so we need to modify the proof
which will lead to certain changes is the formulae for the tRS momenta in terms of Bethe
roots (4.21).

Let us see how implementing resonance conditions affects the formulae for pa. Consider
(4.22) for a = i = 1

L∑

b=1

p1a1
1− ~

a1 − ab~
L∏

c 6=1

a1 − ac~
a1 − ac

· δbbi
ab − sr,1

=

vr∑

j=1

δ1bj
a1 − sr,j

· psjsr,j
1− ~

sr,1 − sr,j~

vr∏

k 6=j

sr,j − sr,k~
sr,j − sr,k

.

(4.33)

and for a = 2, i = 1

L∑

b=1

p2a2
1− ~

a2 − ab~
a2 − a1~
a2 − a1

L∏

c 6=1,2

a2 − ac~
a2 − ac

· δbbi
ab − sr,1

=

vr∑

j=1

δ2bj
a2 − sr,j

· psjsr,j
1− ~

sr,1 − sr,j~

vr∏

k 6=j

sr,j − sr,k~
sr,j − sr,k

.

(4.34)

In order to consolidate poles in the left and right hand sides we define

(4.35) p1 =
ξr+1

~vr

vr∏

k=1

~a1 − sr,k
a1 − sr,k

· a1 − a2

~a1 − a2
, p2 =

ξr+1

~vr

vr∏

k=1

~a2 − sr,k
a2 − sr,k

· ~a1 − a2

a1 − a2
,

and

(4.36) ps1 =
ξr+1

~L−2vr

L∏

b=1

sr,1 − ~ab
sr,1 − ab

vr∏

k 6=i

~sr,1 − sr,k
sr,1 − ~sr,k

· sr,1 − a2

sr,1 − ~a2
.

Now if we take simultaneous limits sr,1 −→ a2 and a2 −→ a1~ all the above expressions
remain finite and become

(4.37) p1 =
ξr+1

~vr

vr∏

k=2

~a1 − sr,k
a1 − sr,k

, p2 = − ξr+1

~vr−1

vr∏

k=2

~a2 − sr,k
a2 − sr,k

,

as well as

(4.38) ps1 =
ξr+1

~L−2vr

L−1∏

b=1

a2 − ~ab
a2 − ab

vr∏

k 6=i

~a2 − sr,k
a2 − ~sr,k

.

Effectively this amounts to rescaling the tRS momenta for the unconstrained parameters ai
from the proof of Lemma 4.6 by

(4.39) p1 7→ p1
~a1 − a2

a1 − a2
, p2 7→ p2

a1 − a2

~a1 − a2

Proceeding along the lines of the proof of Lemma 4.6 and using (4.23) with sr,1 = a2 we
shall arrive at XXZ Bethe equations (4.29) for the last node and to (4.32) for the r − 1st
node with other equations unchanged. In other words, we have realized in the language of
the tRS models in the electric frame how to perform the reduction from Xλ to quiver Xλ

λ′

shown in Fig. 8 on the left.
Thus the following Lemma follows from the above calculations and from Theorem 4.5.
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Lemma 4.8. The algebra Fun(~Op)(Xλ
λ′) is given by the following quotient

(4.40) Fun(~Op)(Xλ
λ′) ∼= C({ξi}, {ai}, {pi}, ~)

(det (u− T ({pi}, {ai}i 6=2, ~))− f(u, {ξi}, ~)) |a2=~a1

If one imposes further resonance conditions in the form

(4.41) ~2a1 = ~sr−1,1 = sr,2 = a3

a similar transition in Bethe equations happens and these equations now correspond to a
quiver variety with rank-one framing on the (r− 2)-nd node and the framing of rank L− 3
on the last node (right picture in Fig. 8).

Lemma 4.9. The algebra Fun(~Op)(Xλ
λ′′) is given by the following quotient

(4.42) Fun(~Op)(Xλ
λ′′) ∼= C({ξi}, {ai}i 6=2,3, {pi}, ~)

(det (u− T ({pi}, {ai}, ~))− f(u, {ξi}, ~)) |a2=~a1, a3=~2a1

The corresponding momenta variables p1 and p3 will acquire rescaling factors similar to
(4.39) such that the resulting rational functions of Bethe roots will be nonsingular given by
(4.41).

Remark 4.10. This process of imposing resonance conditions on the equivariant parameters
will be later illustrated in Fig. 13 using moves of D-branes.

4.2.3. Quiver Xk,l in Electric Frame and Degenerate Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-Opers. We are
now ready to describe the set of relations needed for the Xk,l family Fig. 6. Let us consider

the specific class of Xλ in Fig. 7 which depends on k, l ∈ N and r = k + l − 1

vi = i, i = 1, . . . , k, vk+m = k +
m(m+ 1)

2
, m = 1, . . . , l − 1(4.43)

L = k +
l(l − 1)

2
.

We denote the twist parameters ξ1, . . . , ξk+l and L coordinates parametrizing regular sin-
gularities are relabeled as follows:

ak,1, . . . , ak,k+1,

ak+1,1, . . . , ak+1,l−1,

ak+2,1, . . . , ak+2,l−2,

. . . . . .

ak+l−2,1, ak+l−2,2,

ak+l−1 .

In order to describe the transition from Fun(~Op)(Xλ) to Fun(~Op)(Xk,l) we need impose
a family of resonance conditions. Let us consider the following constraints imposed on the
variables {ai,j}, thereby introducing new parameters {aj} for j = k + 1, . . . , k + l − 2

ak+1 := ak+1,1 = ~ak+1,2 = ~2ak+1,3 = · · · = ~r−2ak+1,l−1,

ak+2 := ak+2,1 = ~ak+2,2 = ~2ak+2,3 = · · · = ~l−3ak+2,l−3,

. . .

ak+l−2 := ak+l−2,1 = ~ak+l−2,2.(4.44)
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Additionally, according to the results of the previous section, one has electric momenta
{pi,j} to each of the above {ai,j} coordinates.

Remark. The reader may have noticed the similarity between the structures of (4.43)
and (3.16) from the previous section. This observation will play a role in proving self-mirror
duality for Xk,l later.

We denote the algebra Fun(~Op)(Xλ) with the resonance conditions imposed on regular
singularities as Funresk,l (~Op)(Xλ). We obtain the following statement.

Theorem 4.11. Given Xλ with λ described by vi in (4.43). Then algebra Fun(~Op)(Xk,l))
is the following quotient

Fun(~Op)(Xk,l) ∼= Funresk,l (~Op)(Xλ)(4.45)

where the correspondence between the equivariant parameters of Xk,l and Xλ reads

ak+j = ak+j,l−j , j = 1, . . . , l − 2 .

Proof. The statement can be verified directly by iteratively applying Lemma 4.8 to two
selected equivariant parameters for each equality sign in (4.44) and the corresponding Bethe
roots.

In the tRS Lax matrix (4.27) one needs to rescale the momenta before imposing each
resonance condition from (4.44). For instance, for the first line of (4.44) we have the
following l − 2 conditions

~ak+1,1 = sk+l−1,1 = ak+1,2 ,

~2ak+1,1 = ~sk+l−2,1 = sk+l−1,2 = ak+1,3 ,

. . . . . .(4.46)

~l−1ak+1,1 = ~l−2sk+l,1 = · · · = ak+1,l−1 .

We then apply the following rescaling for the first two momenta

p′k+1,1 = pk+1,1
ak+1,1 − ak+1,2

~ak+1,1 − ak+1,2
, p′k+1,2 = pk+1,2

~ak+1,1 − ak+1,2

ak+1,1 − ak+1,2
(4.47)

and take limits sk+l−1,1 −→ ak+1,2 and ak+1,2 −→ ~ak+1,1. Then repeat this procedure for
the other variables in (4.46). After imposing these relations the space Fun(~Op)(Xk,l) be-

comes isomorphic to Fun(~Op)(Xλ
λ(1)) where Xλ

λ(1) is shown in Fig. 9. The Bethe equations

transform accordingly. Here v′k+j = vk+j − (j − 1) for j = 1, . . . , l − 1.

1

21 k-1

L-l

kv' k+1v' k+l-2v' k+l-1v'

Figure 9. Quiver Xλ
λ(1) .
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On the next step we impose conditions analogous to (4.46) which enable the isomorphism
between Fun(~Op)(Xλ

λ(1)) and Fun(~Op)(Xλ
λ(2)) where the latter quiver variety is shown in

Fig. 9.

1

21 k-1

L-2l+1

kv'' k+1v'' k+l-2v'' k+l-1v''

1

Figure 10. Quiver Xλ
λ(2) .

Proceeding by induction we arrive at Fun(~Op)(Xk,l) and the theorem follows. �

4.3. Example. It is instructive to show explicitly how the tRS Lax matrix in the electric
frame looks like in the presence of the resonance conditions. Consider r = 4, so that we
deal with the five-particle model, and impose

(4.48) a3 = ~a2 = a1~2 , a5 = ~a4.

Then matrix T has the following 3× 2 block form:
(4.49)



p1(~2+~+1)(a1−a4~2)
(a1−a4)~2 −p1(~

2+~+1)(a4~−a1)(a4~2−a1)
(a1−a4)~4(a1~−a4)

p1(a1−a4~)(a1−a4~2)
~4(a1~−a4)(a1~2−a4)

a31p1(~−1)2(~+1)(~2+~+1)(a4~2−a1)
(a1−a4)a4~2(a1~−a4)(a1~2−a4)

a31p1(~−1)2(~+1)(~2+~+1)
(a1−a4)a4~4(a1~−a4)

p2~2 0 0 0 0
0 p3~2 0 0 0

a24p4(a1~
2−a4)(a1~3−a4)

a21(a1−a4)~2(a1−a4~) −a
2
4p4(~+1)(a1~3−a4)

a21(a1−a4)~4

a24p4
a21~4

p4(~+1)(a1~3−a4)
(a1−a4)~2

p4(a1~2−a4)(a1~3−a4)
(a1−a4)~4(a4~−a1)

0 0 0 p5~2 0




Notice that this matrix depends only on coordinates a1 and a4 and all five momenta. Also
the above matrix has the so-called Slodowy structure meaning that each diagonal block has
the form F + a, where F is the image of the lowering operator f from the sl2 triple under
embedding ρ : sl2 ↪→ sl5, and a is the highest weight vector (top row) (see [GW2] where the
opposite convention was used: e instead of f).

The corresponding tRS Hamiltonians are thus the coefficients of the characteristic poly-
nomial of this matrix and the tRS relations read

det(u− T ) =
5∏

i=1

(u− ξi)

These tRS relations describe space Fun(~Op)(Xλ) where partition λ = (3, 2). In other
words

Fun(~Op)(X(3,2)) '
Fun(~Op)(FFl5)

(4.48)
.
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2

1

1 2

1

1 2 1

Figure 11. Quiver X(3,2)

5. Ar-Quiver Varieties, 3d Mirror Symmetry and Branes

The goal of this section is to formulate the 3d mirror symmetry concept for An quiver
varieties.

First we explain what quiver varieties are and define their quantum equivariant K-theory
rings. Next we formulate the concept of the 3d mirror symmetry as a pair of ‘mirror dual’
quiver varieties with given properties and isomorphic quantum K-theory rings.

The next subsection is devoted to the physical approach to 3d mirror symmetry and
combinatorial calculations involving D-branes, which allow to compute a “mirror” for a
given quiver variety.

Our main goal is to show that quiver varieties associated to Xk,l are self-dual. We will
formulate what it means on the level of electric and magnetic frame tRS coordinates, which
we introduced. We will prove self-duality in the next section.

5.1. Ar Quiver Varieties, Equivariant Quantum K-theory and 3d Mirror Sym-
metry.

5.1.1. Definition of Ar quiver varieties. Consider the quiver Yv,w. A representation of Yv,w
is a set of vector spaces Vi,Wi, where Vi correspond to original vertices, and Wi correspond
to their copies, together with a set of morphisms between these vertices, corresponding to
edges of the quiver. Let R = Rep(v,w) denote the linear space of quiver representation
with dimension vectors v and w, where vi = dim Vi, wi = dim Wi. Then the group
G =

∏
iGL(Vi) acts on this space in an obvious way. As any cotangent bundle, T ∗R has

a symplectic structure. This action of G on this space is Hamiltonian with moment map
µ : T ∗R −→ Lie(G)∗. Let L(v,w) = µ−1(0) be the zero locus of the moment map.

The Nakajima variety X corresponding to the quiver is an algebraic symplectic reduction

Y = L(v,w)//θG = L(v,w)ss/G,

depending on a choice of stability parameter θ ∈ ZI (see e.g. [G] for a detailed definition).
The group ∏

i

GL(Wi)× C×~

acts as automorphisms of X, coming form its action on Rep(v,w). Here C~ scales cotangent
directions with weight ~ and therefore symplectic form with weight ~−1. Let us denote by
T a maximal torus of this group. Choosing the set of characters, we describe the maximal
torus of GL(Wi) as

∏wi
k=1 C

×
ai,k

.

A nontrivial example here is the partial flag quiver. The related quiver variety is the
cotangent bundle to the partial flag variety (for details, see e.g. [KPSZ]).
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5.1.2. Description of the quantum equivariant K-theory. We now will use this data to pro-
duce the equivariant quantum K-theory ring. First, let us remind the construction of the
classical equivariant K-theory ring KT(Y ). For a Nakajima quiver variety Y , withe the
set of vertices I one can define a set of tautological bundles on it Vi,Wi, i ∈ I, as bundles
constructed by applying the associated bundle construction to the G-representations Vi and
Wi. It follows from this construction, that all bundles Wi are topologically trivial. Ten-
sorial polynomials of these bundles and their duals generate KT(Y ) according to Kirwan’s
surjectivity theorem, which is recently proven in [MN]. One can represent the corresponding
K-theory classes as diagonal operators acting in the basis of fixed points in the localized
equivariant K-theory K loc

T (Y ).
The quantum equivariant K-theory is a deformation of this algebra by means of r new

variables, known as Kähler parameters. There are several ways of constructing this de-
formation using the tools of enumerative geometry. The first one, obtained following the
traditional approach using the counts of holomorphic maps is due to Givental and Lee.
The second one is specific to the setup of quiver varieties and uses the counts of quasimaps
[KPSZ], [O2]: this is the approach we address in this paper.

In [KPSZ] we defined quantum equivariant K-theory of Y as the so-called Bethe algebra,
using the symmetric functions of Bethe roots. Here we give an equivalent definition.

Definition 5.1. The quantum equivariant K-theory Kq
T(Yv,w) of quiver variety associated

with quiver Yv,w is the algebra Fun(~Op)(Yv,w) with regular singularities described by
{Λi(z) =

∏wi
k=1(z − ai,k)}i=1,...,r so that {ai,k} are the characters of the maximal torus

T =
∏r
i=1

∏wi
k=1 C

×
ai,k
× C~ and Z-twist is related to the Kähler parameters ξ1, . . . , ξr as

follows: Z =
∏r
i=1 ξ

α̌i
i .

Here the Bethe root variables parametrizing the Miura (SL(r+ 1), ~)-oper correspond to
the eigenvalues of the quantum tautological classes in the deformation of the basis of fixed
points.

Remark 5.2. We defined Kq
T(Yv,w) as localized with respect to Kähler parameters ζi. With-

out localization, in the limit {ζi → 0} one obtains the classical equivariant K-theory
KT (Yv,w).

Let us be more concrete about the relation between quantum K-theory generators and
the QQ-systems. We have shown in [KPSZ,PSZ] that the Qi+(z)-functions are actually the
eigenvalues of the generating functions for the quantum K-theoretic classes corresponding
to exterior powers of Vi:

Qi(z) =

vi∑

k=1

zkΛn−kVi
(q)

acting as operators in the space of K loc
T (Y ). This way, elementary symmetric functions of

Bethe roots of degree k are the eigenvalues of the quantum K-theory classes ΛkV(q), thus
identifying Qi(z) with the Baxter operators acting in the appropriate weight section of
SL(r + 1) XXZ spin chain isomorphic to the vector space K loc

T (Y ). At the same time, Λi-
functions are the products of Drinfeld polynomials defining the Hilbert space of the XXZ
spin chain, and serve as generating functions of the exterior powers of the trivial bundles
Wi, capturing the data of equivariant parameters {ai} associated to torus T .
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5.1.3. Quantum Bäcklund Transformations and 3d Mirror Symmetry. We already noticed
that there is n! isomorphic algebras Fun(~Op)(Yv,w) corresponding to various Miura ~-
opers for a given ~-oper. The isomorphism is given by Bäcklund transformations. One
may wonder what that means on the level of quiver varieties. It turns out the following
Proposition holds.

Proposition 5.3. Quivers Yv,w Yv′,w, with parameters related by Bäcklund transformations
produce isomorphic algebras Kq

T(Yv,w) ∼= Kq
T(Yv′,w). The corresponding quiver varieties can

be produced from a single quiver by changing the stability parameter θ.

Remark 5.4. A classic example of this statement is the case of T ∗Gr(k, n) corresponding
to the quiver with one vertex carrying label k and framing with label n. The quantum
Bäcklund transformation sends sends it to T ∗Gr(n− k, n). On the level of QQ-system that
corresponds to the transformation Q−(z)→ Q+(z) and Z → Z−1. Thus in the nonlocalized
quantum K-theory,

lim
Z−→0

Kq
T(T ∗Gr(k, n)) = KT(T ∗Gr(k, n)), lim

Z−→∞
Kq

T(T ∗Gr(k, n)) = KT(T ∗Gr(n− k, n)),

where by limits we understand keeping the terms in the algebra which remain finite with re-
spect to that limit. In general, one picture the ring Kq

T(Yv,w) as a polyhedron, symbolizing
the moduli space of parameters ζi. At the faces we put classical equivariant K-theories of
quiver varieties corresponding to quantum Bäcklund transformations applied to the quiver
Yv,w. These classical equivariant K-theories emerge by sending part of the Kähler param-
eters to 0 and ∞ correspondingly.

Now we are ready to formulate the statement of 3d Mirror symmetry. To do that, it is
convenient to use ξi variables for parametrization of Z-twist/Kähler parameters. We will
call them modified Kähler parameters.

Definition 5.5. Two quiver varieties Y , associated to quiver Yv,w and Y ! associated to

Y !
v!,w! form a 3d mirror pair if

Kq
T(Yv,w) ∼= Kq

T(Y !
v!,w!)(5.1)

so that there is 1-to-1 correspondence between the sets of equivariant and modified Kähler
parameters:

{ξi}i=1,...,r ↔ {a!
i,k}i=1,...,r!;k=1,...,w!

i
;

{ξ!
i}i=1,...,r! ↔ {ai,k}i=1,...,r;k=1,...,wi , ~ −→ ~!.(5.2)

We remark here that as before, we did not specify the order of parameters ξi in the
correspondence, since we are talking about the classes of quiver varieties (each related to
Miura ~-opers) corresponding to a given ~-oper.

It is not a priori clear that a dual for such quiver variety exists. We will discuss it further
in the next subsection.

Our main goal is to show that Xk,l varieties are self-dual as full flag varieties are [KPSZ].
However, most of our methods, which has to do with transition to tRS variables can be
expanded further for more general Ar quivers. That will be explained in the next section. In
this section, we will outline the D-brane approach, which provides a useful tool for finding
such mirror pairs.

5.2. D-branes, Quivers, Linking Numbers and 3d mirrors.
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5.2.1. D-branes and quivers. The notion of 3d mirror symmetry in N = 4 supersymmetric
gauge theories appeared in physics literature [IS] and can be universally understood as
manifestation of S-duality transformation in Type IIB string theory [HW]. Below we shall
only review the necessary part of the material which is required for this paper.

We shall only use the formal prescription itself without reviewing its physical meaning:
an interested reader is welcome to consult the original physics literature, in partuclar [GW1,
GK].

Let us introduce the main characters in the corresponding D-brane arithmetic, which
describe the Nakajima varieties in type A and their 3d duals.

Superstring theory contains strings and branes in ten spacetime dimensions. The latter
are extended objects on which open strings and other branes may end. In order to engineer
a quiver variety we will need:

• NS5 branes, drawn as vertical lines
• D3 branes, drawn as horizontal line segments connecting NS5 branes
• D5 branes expressed as red circles between NS5 branes

The resulting picture can be viewed as a projection on the two-dimensional space of this
system of three and five-dimensional objects. Let us first describe how this system defines
a framed quiver together with its enumerative data, namely equivariant parameters, Kähler
parameters.

• rank of quiver= number of NS5 branes +1. One can associate with the vertex of
the quiver the space between NS5 branes.
• integral label vi = number of D3-branes between the i-th and (i+ 1)-st NS5 branes
• integral label wi for the framing for a given vertex = number of D5 branes between
i-th and (i+ 1)-st NS5 branes
• equivariant parameters are associated with the horizontal coordinate of D5 branes
• Kähler parameters correspond to the ‘distance’ parameters between pairs of NS5

branes

Such diagrammatic prescription and the way how it defines quiver variety is due to Hanany-
Witten [HW]. One can look at the first and the second picture in Fig. 12) for the quiver
X2,4 with its brane interpretation.

Remark 5.6. As a matter of fact, all branes coincide with each other along two spatial
directions and the time direction. Thus in the field theory limit this brane construction
engineers a supersymmetric 3-dimensional gauge theory with eight supercharges. The mat-
ter content of this theory, and therefore the data of the quiver variety (which serves as a
description of its Higgs vacua) is described by the mutual orientation of branes in the other
seven directions. For the reference, D3 branes occupy directions 0123, D5 lie in 012456,
while NS5 branes span 012789. In the two-dimensional figure the third direction is hori-
zontal, while the vertical direction is one of 789. D5 branes are thus points (red circles) on
this two-dimensional plane.

The linear algebra data of a quiver variety is encoded via open strings which end on
various branes. Open strings may not end on an NS5 brane, however, other branes, like
D3 branes, can. The dictionary between the quiver variety data and the branes works as
follows:
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Hom(Vi,Wi) Hom(Vi, Vi+1) Hom(Vi, Vi)

In other words, in order to describe Hom(A,B) the left end of the string needs to be
attached to a brane which corresponds to space A, while its right end to be attached to
the brane which stands for space B. Since strings are oriented Hom(A,B) is distinguished
from Hom(B,A).

5.2.2. Linking numbers and 3d Mirror map. In order to define the 3d mirror map we have
to to introduce the following concept of linking numbers.

Definition 5.7. The linking number r!
i for an NS5 brane can be defined as the number of

D3 branes ending from the right, plus the number of D5 branes on the left of it, minus the
number of D3 branes emerging from the left

(5.3) r!
i = #D3(R)−#D3(L) + #D5(L) .

The linking number ri for a D5 brane is defined as

(5.4) ri = #D3(L)−#D3(R) + #NS5(R) .

The precise positions of the branes along the horizontal direction in Fig. 12 does not
affect the quiver data, but the relative order of the NS5 branes is important. A D5 brane
and a NS5 brane can be transported across each other only if the number of D3 branes
in the system is changed appropriately, in order to keep constant the linking numbers of
each NS5 brane. The linking numbers can realized through the movement of D5 branes to
the to the right. When a D5 brane passes trough an NS5 brane a D3 brane (horizontal
segment) is created. One can then interpret r!

i as a linking number associated to an NS5
brane, counting the number of D3 branes which ends on it on the right minus the number
of D3 branes ending on it on the left. The number ri could be thought as a linking number
associated to a given D5 brane, counting the number of D3 branes attached to it upon
moving this D5 brane to the very right.

The two sets of linking numbers λ! of NS5 branes and λ of D5 branes can be thus arranged
as set of natural number defining the Young tableaux.

Example. As an example consider again the family Xk,l for k = 2 and r = 4. When a
D5 brane passes trough an NS5 brane a D3 brane (horizontal segment) is created as in the
bottom picture in Fig. 12. This quiver gives rise to two sets of linking numbers for D5

branes λ = (4, 3, 2, 1, 1, 1) and for NS5 branes λ! = (4, 3, 2, 1, 1, 1) . For
the self dual family Xk,l these sets are identical. For a general type A quiver variety there

will be two distinct Young diagrams λ and λ!, which are interchanged under the 3d mirror
symmetry, as discussed below.

Given the definition of linking numbers, we obtain that the sum over all NS5 linking num-
bers equals the sum over all D5 linking numbers. The linking numbers of the neighboring
NS5 branes are related in the following way:

(5.5) r!
i − r!

i+1 = wi + vi−1 + vi+1 − 2vi ,
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Figure 12. Quiver X2,4 (top) and its brane presentations, its Hanany-
Witten brane description (middle), and its description in terms of 4d BPS
boundary condition (bottom).

and are thus positive and nondecreasing to the left from rL!+1 = vL! if the right hand side
of the above relation is nonnegative: this is automatically satisfied if the corresponding
quiver variety exists. We also assume v0 = w0 = vL!+1 = wL!+1 = 0. In other words,
by starting from the right-most NS5 brane we can calculate all NS5 linking numbers by
iteratively applying (5.5).
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For a generic Type A quiver varieties the mirror map works as follows. Let X be a quiver
variety of rank L! − 1 and X ! have rank L− 1 with labels

(5.6) v1, . . . ,vL!−1, w1, . . . ,wL!−1 , v!
1, . . . ,v

!
L−1, w!

1, . . . ,w
!
L−1

respectively. In order to express the dual labels via the original labels we first convert them
into the linking numbers parameterized by two Young diagrams λ and λ!, which are then
simply exchanged by the 3d mirror symmetry. The linking numbers for the D5 branes are
given by ra = L! − i, where a = 1, . . . L! and i = 1, . . . , L − 1 if the a-th D5 brane is
positioned between ith and (i + 1)st NS5 branes in the brane picture. We can order the
labels ra so that they are non-decreasing so they form columns of a Young diagram. The
second set of linking numbers r!

i reads

(5.7) r!
i = v1 , r!

i = wi + vi−1 + vi+1 − 2vi .

In the mirror frame we interchange the linking numbers

(5.8) ri = v!
a , ra = w!

i + v!
i−1 + v!

i+1 − 2v!
i ,

and r!
i = L−a if the ith D5 brane belongs to interval between ath and (a+1)st NS5 branes

which can be used to compute the labels of the dual quiver variety {v!,w!}.
At this moment the reader may find an obvious similarity of the NS5 branes linking

numbers r!
i and degrees of the components ρi of the section s(z) in the oper magnetic frame

(3.2).

Proposition 5.8. The linking numbers of the NS5 branes for quiver X are equal to the
degrees of the components of the section on the ~-oper bundle describing Fun(~Op)(X)).

5.2.3. 3d Mirror Symmetry for Quiver Varieties. We are now ready to define the 3d mirror
for quiver X and formulate the main theorem about 3d mirror duals for a generic type A
quiver variety Yv,w.

Definition 5.9. Let A-type quiver varieties X and X ! have labels as in (5.6). Then we say
that X and X ! are 3d mirror dual to each other if the labels satisfy (5.8) and (5.7).

The following Theorem will be proven in the next section.

Theorem 5.10. For all quiver varieties of type A associated with quiver Yv,w, which satisfy

the condition vi−1+vi+1+wi ≥ 2vi, quiver variety associated to quiver Y !
v,w is its 3d mirror

dual in the sense of the definition 5.5.

Remark 5.11. Alternative Definition via Stable Envelopes. In recent literature an alterna-
tive definition of the 3d mirror symmetry was given.

We say that quiver varieties X and X ! are 3d mirror dual to each other if

(1) There is an isomorphism between Kähler and equivariant tori

(5.9) A
∼−→ K ! , K

∼−→ A! , C×~
∼−→ C×~!

(2) There is a bijection between the fixed points

(5.10) XA ∼−→
(
X !
)A!

.

Additionally one may require the existence of the line bundle (Mother function) M over
scheme EllT×T !(X ×X !) which reduces to elliptic stable envelopes on both X and X !. We
will not study elliptic stable envelopes here and refer interested reader to [RSVZ1].



3D MIRROR SYMMETRY FOR INSTANTON MODULI SPACES 43

5.2.4. Resonance Conditions and Relations in QKT (Xλ) from Branes. In this section we
discuss how the resonance conditions from Section 4, i.e. (4.30), which we used to degenerate
the quantum K-theory ring Xλ to Xk,l, can be illustrated using branes using examples in
Fig. 13,14.

Consider Xλ!
on the left of Fig. 13 in which case λ! = (2, 2, 1, 1). Let us impose a1~ =

s3,1 = a2. According to Fig. 8 and the equations in that subsection quiver Xλ!
transforms

into Xλ!

λ depicted on the right of Fig. 13 where λ = (2, 1, 1, 1, 1).
In therms of branes the following phenomenon is occurring (see [GK] for more details).

The two D5 branes and one D3 brane align in the same position in the vertical direction.
Then the segment of the D3 branes which is stretched between these two D5 branes can be
‘pulled’ out towards the reader in the direction perpendicular to the picture off to infinity.
According to Type IIB string theory such operation does not change the spectrum of open
strings which end on these branes. After the intermediate segment of the D3 brane is
removed one can move one D5 brane pass the NS5 brane on the left and another D5 brane
pass the NS5 brane on the right. Due to the Hanany-Witten phenomena the pieces of D3
branes connecting the above NS5 and D5 branes disappear and we obtain the brane picture
on the right in Fig. 13.

As we discussed earlier, this step can be repeated further if we impose the condition
~2a1 = ~sr−1,1 = sr,2 = a3, cf. (4.41) (see Fig. 14). In this case we need to align two D3
branes and two D5 branes along the vertical direction and then ‘pull out’ two segments of
D3 branes stretched between one D5 and the NS5 brane and another D5 and the NS5 brane
between them. The result of this operation is quiver Xλ!

λ′′ with λ′′ = (3, 1, 1, 1).

6
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Figure 13. Imposing resonance condition a1~ = s3,1 = a2 on quiver variety
with labels v = (2, 3, 4) ,w = (0, 0, 6).

6. Mirror Maps via Electric and Magnetic Frames

6.1. tRS variables and Ar quivers. To summarize the results of the previous sections,
now we produced two sets of variables for the quantum equivariant K-theory ring for Naka-
jima varieties.
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Figure 14. Imposing resonance condition ~2a1 = ~sr−1,1 = sr,2 = ~a3 on
quiver variety with labels v = (2, 3, 3) ,w = (0, 1, 4).

We called the first set the “oper magnetic frame coordinates’, they are related to the
parametrization on Z-twisted Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-opers corresponding to a given quiver
via the section of the line bundle. The roots of the polynomials si(z), determining the line

bundle, denoted by {pki }
k=1,...,deg(si)
i=1,...,r+1 determine a subvariety in the space of variables pki ,

parametrized by {ξi}, {ai}. The quantum equivariant K-theory algebra can be interpreted
as the algebra of functions on this family of subvarieties.

In a particular case of the full flag quiver (this is the case when deg(si) = 1), this family
of subvarieties turn out to be a family of intersections of two Lagrangian subvarieties in
the symplectic space with the coordinates {χi, pχi } with a canonical 2-form. One of them is
given by setting χi = ξi and another given by setting tRS Hamiltonians to be equal to the
elementary symmetric functions of equivariant parameters.

Clearly, one would like to construct the similar set of coordinates for general quiver. We
will call such set of coordinates a true magnetic frame. The key to construct it is through
the “dual” system of coordinates which we called electric frame, directly related to tRS
model.

For the electric frame we started from a partial flag quiver. In this case we established
the isomorphism between the algebra of functions on the space of Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-
opers and the algebra of functions on the intersection of two Lagrangian subvarieties in
the symplectic space with coordinates {ρi, pρi }i=1,...,L. where the first one is determined by
{ρi = ai}1,...,L and the second one is deterimined by the tRS Hamiltonians set to be equal

to the elementary symmetric functions of {χi = ξki~li}i=1,...,L, where {ki, li} are determined
by partial flag labels. Of course, this is a degeneration of the algebra corresponding the full
flag quiver, where we imposed the condition χi = ~kijχj for some integers kij .

Remarkably, one can reproduce this tRS realization of the equivariant quantum K-theory
by means of the recursive procedure of Section 4 by imposing degeneration conditions on
the {ai} parameters.
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Given all this information, we will define a map from electric frame to a true magnetic
frame using the explicit structure of tRS model (as was suggested in Sections 3 and 4 of
[GK]).

6.2. tRS variables, the Mirror Map and the True Magnetic Frame. As we know,
the Lax matrix of the tRS model admits two different realizations – it can be either matrix
M or matrix T in (4.1). This can be achieved by diagonalization of each of the matrices
so we can pick a g such that M is diagonal with eigenvalues χ1, . . . , χN or T diagonal with
eigenvalues ρ1, . . . , ρN . Assume for now that ρi 6= ~Zρj for i 6= j. As we discussed above,
upon diagonalization of M , T can be written in the form of Lax matrix: (4.5). Notice
that the same can be done for M matrix, the only difference is that one has to exchange
~→ ~−1. Let us reformulate this nontrivial relation in the following way.

Consider the symplectic spaces Me with coordinates (ρi, p
ρi) and Mm with coordinates

(χi, p
χi). The tRS relation between M , T matrices produces a Lagrangian subvariety Leχ ⊂

M described by setting the tRS Hamiltonians to be the symmetric functions of χ variables.
On the other hand, it produces a Lagrangian subvariety Lmρ ⊂ M with tRS Hamiltonians

under the transformation ~ −→ ~−1.

Lemma 6.1. The transformation of the tRS system with

det(u− T ) =
N∏

i=1

(u− ai) , det(u−M) =
N∏

i=1

(u− ξi) ,

which maps

(6.1) iem : M −→ T , T −→M , ~ −→ ~−1 .

corresponds to the following symplectic map

Me −→Mm : (ρi, p
ρ
i )→ (χi, p

χ
i ) ,

which produces a one-to-one correspondence between the intersections of the pairs of La-
grangian subvarieties:

(6.2) iem : {ρi = ai} ∩ Leξ −→ {χi = ξi} ∩ Lma .

We refer to (χi, p
χ
i ) as electric frame for tRS system and (ρi, p

ρ
i ) as its magnetic frame

we call the map iem the electric-magnetic map. Notice, that we already established the
isomorphism of Lemma 6.1 in a different manner, when we discussed the ring KT (FFlL)
in its electric an oper magnetic frames formulation, which coincide with the electric and
magnetic frames of tRS systems. As a consequence we obtain the following statement,
previously discussed in [GK,KPSZ]:

Theorem 6.2. The contangent bundle to the full flag variety is 3d Mirror self-dual.

Remark 6.3. Consider the product of two N -body tRS model phase spaces M×M!. Recall
that tRS momenta can be obtained from the XXZ Yang-Yang function for full flag variety:
Y = Y ({si,k}, {ai}, {ξi}, ~), which depends on Bethe variables, which provides the relation

(6.3) pξi = exp
∂Y

∂ξi
, pai = exp

∂Y

∂ai
.

It turns out the Yang-Yang function serves as a generating function on Lagrangian subva-
riety L ⊂M×M! which is specified by the choice of eigenvalues of tRS Lax matrices T and
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M above with the symplectic form

(6.4) Ω =
N∑

i=1

dpξi

pξi
∧ dξi
ξi
− dpai

pai
∧ dai
ai

vanishes. From this geometric viewpoint transition from M to the dual phase space M! is
a canonical transformation of type I.

We will describe mirror maps for quiver varieties from this statement by applying de-
generation constraints on Kähler and equivariant parameters. Previously we described the
recursive procedure how to effectively degenerate the electric frame version of the Kq

T (FFlL)
to produce Kq

T (Yv,w). The first step in that procedure is to degenerate it to the partial flag

Xλ by imposing the relations on Kähler parameters ξi. One can use the map i from Lemma
6.1 to produce what we call a ‘true magnetic frame’ for the partial flag. Namely, we have

Proposition 6.4. Consider the electric frame formulation of Kq
T (Xλ), i.e. using matrix

T as a Lax matrix. Let Funλ(~Op)(FFlL) be the space of Z-twisted Miura ~-opers corre-
sponding to the quiver FFlL with Z-twist components given by the eigenvalues of the tRS
matrix M and regular singularities given by the equivariant parameters of Xλ. Then we
have the following isomorphism:

Kq
T (Xλ) ∼= Funλ(~Op)(FFlL)(6.5)

Proof. Indeed, let us apply map i in the case of M with these degenerate eigenvalues. It
still works, since tRS Hamiltonians do not produce any singularities upon the degenerations
produced by the electric frame for partial flag. Then through Wronskian realization in the
Theorem 3.3 we obtain the corresponding oper space ~Op(FFlL). �

We call the roots of the monomials of section s in the Wronskian formulation of ~Opλ(FFlL)
as true magnetic momenta. Then one can interpret the space Funλ(~Op)(FFlL) as the space
of functions on the intersection of two Lagrangian subvarieties in the space with coordinates
(pχi , χi)i=1,...,L by setting χi to be equal to the eigenvalues of matrix M for the electric frame

formulation of Kq
T (Xλ) and the second is given by the tRS Hamiltonians set to be equal to

the symmetric functions of the parameters of regular singularities.
Certainly there is a question about how the oper and true magnetic momenta for partial

flag are connected with each other. Consider the Wronskian matrix for ~Opλ(FFlL) ∼=
Wrλ(FFlL). The Z-matrix is diagonal with the following eigenvalues

ξr+1, . . . , ξr+1~L−vr−1, ξr, . . . , ξr~vr−1−vr−1, . . . , ξ1 . . . , ξ1~v1−1 .(6.6)

We can immediately construct the minors Di (2.41). For instance, Dvr+vr+1 is the deter-
minant of the following matrix whose components are degree-one polynomials
(6.7)

ξ
vr−1+vr−1
r ~vr−1(vr−1+vr−1)s̃L−vr−1−vr (z) · · · ξr~vr s̃L−vr−1−vr (~

vr−1z)
.
.
. · · ·

.

.

.

.

.

.
.
.
.

.

.

.
.
.
.

. . .
.
.
.

ξ
vr−1+vr−1
r ~vr−1(vr−1+vr−1)s̃L−vr−1(z) . . . ξr~vr s̃L−vr−1(~vr−1z)

.

.

. · · ·
.
.
.

. . . . . . . . . ξvr−1
r+1 ~vr−1 s̃L−vr (~

vr−1z) · · · s̃L−vr (~
k−1z)

.

.

.
. . .

.

.

.
.
.
.

. . .
.
.
.

· · · · · · · · · ξvr−1
r+1 ~vr−1(vr−1)s̃L(~vr−1z) · · · s̃L(~k−1z)
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This automatically guarantees that these minors have the same degrees as the corre-
sponding minors for ~Op(Xλ). At the same time, using the Lemma 2.21, we can reconstruct
polynomials si(z) = ci

∏
k(z − pki ) for the partial flag, e.g. the minor D2 for partial flag

corresponding to the minor of true magnetic momenta above is as follows:

D2 = det

(
ξr~sr−1(~z) sr−1(~z)
ξr+1~sr(~z) sr(~z)

)
(6.8)

Thus we have the following statement.

Proposition 6.5. The isomorphism

Funλ(~Op)(FFlL) ∼= Wrλ(FFlL) −→ Fun(~Op)(Xλ) ∼= Wr(Xλ)

is realized by identifying minors in the Wronskian formulation of both algebras as described
above.

The generalization of this identification between minors and will be used below in the
explicit formulation of the 3d Mirror map.

Now we are ready to formulate the 3d mirror map from this point of view. Let us denote
the electric frame coordinates of Kq

T (Xλ) and its degenerations to Kq
T (Yu,w) as {(ai, pi)},

while {ξj} stand for the corresponding Kähler parameters. Let us denote the true magnetic

frame coordinates of Kq
T (Y !

u,w) as {(ξi, pi)} and the corresponding framing torus parameters
as {ai}.

For instance, the tRS equations in the electric frame for Xλ (cf. (4.27)) will read

(6.9)
∑

I⊂{1,...,L}
|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

~ ai − aj
ai − aj

∏

m∈I
pm = `k(ξi) .

Then, according to the consideration from the previous section the following theorem
about 3d mirror duals holds:

Theorem 6.6. Upon identification of parameters

j : (ak, pk)→ (ξk, pk) , ξl → al , ~ −→ ~! = ~−1(6.10)

we have the following isomorphism:

Kq
T (Yu,w) ∼= Kq

T (Y !
u,w)(6.11)

Remark 6.7. In other words, given a Nakajima quiver variety Xλ!

λ of type A such that for
each vertex

(6.12) 2vi ≤ vi−1 + vi−1 + vi+1 + wi

Then its 3d mirror dual variety is Xλ
λ!.

Proof. Let us consider the electric frame formulation of Kq
T (Yu,w). It is obtained by degen-

erations of the full flag quiver as prescribed in Section 4.2. Namely, we impose ai = aj~cij .
Let us apply mirror map j and write down the relations (6.9) using the Wronskian matrix
with polynomials {s̃i} of degree one, as in (6.7), so that its determinant is equal to

W (z) =

r+1∏

k=1

vr−vr−1∏

lk=0

(z − ak~−lk),(6.13)
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which corresponds directly to the degeneration of {ξi} in the partial flag. Now we construct
the minors Dk according to the prescribed degeneration procedure of ai and ξi as it is done
in the Proposition 6.5. Thus we obtain the minors and polynomials {sk} thanks to Lemma
2.21. At this step we have the partial flag oper with regular singularities given by the
polynomial W . At the same time, from electric frame degeration procedure, we know that
tRS system produces Bethe equations for quivers with no relations ai = aj~cij between
singularities. That means that we have to pick the appropriate reduction of the Bethe
equations for partial flag. This means that minors Di are divisible by the appropriate
multipliers of W (z), thus producing the QQ-system with regular singularities given by Λi
with distinct roots )producing appropriate framing of quiver). Counting the degrees of sk
we obtain that they are defined by the linking numbers of the quiver Y !

u,w, thus producing

the ~-oper ~Op(Y !
u,w) and thus the isomorphism (6.11).

�
Remark 6.8. Essentially the 3d Mirror map from a point of view of tRS system gives
different realizations of the algebra of functions on the family of intersection of Lagrangian
submanifolds {ρi = ai} ∩ Leξ withe some degenerations {ai = ~cijaj} and {xk = ~klξl}. In

one formulation it produces function on ~Op(Yu,w) in electric frame on the other hand it

produces functions on ~Op(Y !
u,w) in the magnetic frame.

6.3. Examples of 3d Mirror Pairs. In this section we will look at the first nontrivial
examples of 3d Mirror symmetry studied in the literature in various contexts. In the end we
take a look at the most important example, the self-mirror quiver Xk,l, which we will need
in the next Section. Since under the mirror map parameter ~ gets inverted, in what follows,
for brevity of exposition, we shall write magnetic relations with ~ and electric relations with
~−1.

6.3.1. Complete flag. Let Xλ!

λ = FFln. In this case the linking numbers are λ = λ! =
(1, . . . , 1). In the electric frame T = diag(ξ1, . . . , ξn) and M has a canonical form of the tRS
Lax matrix (4.5). The energy equations are thus complete (unrestricted) tRS relations

(6.14)
∑

I⊂{1,...,L}
|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

~ ai − aj
ai − aj

∏

m∈I
pm = ek(ξ1, . . . , ξn) ,

where ek are elementary symmetric polynomials.
In the magnetic frame the tRS relations are

(6.15)
∑

I⊂{1,...,L}
|I|=k

∏

i∈I
j /∈I

ξi − ~ ξj
ξi − ξj

∏

m∈I
pm = ek(a1, . . . , an) .

The mirror map is straightforward

(6.16) ai = ξi, ai = ξi , pi = pi , i = 1, . . . , n .

Notice that the 3d mirror dual to FFln is the same quiver variety which underwent an
Z2 outer automorphism.

Recall that in general, if quivers X and X ! are 3d mirror dual to each other we have
in fact two dualities simultaneously – electric frame of X vs. magnetic frame of X ! and
magnetic frame of X vs. electric frame of X !. In the case of X = FFln, as well as for all
self-dual quivers, all four descriptions are equivalent.
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1 n-1

  n

n-1 1

  n

n-2 2n-22

Figure 15. FFln and its 3d mirror dual quiver.

6.3.2. The Cotangent Bundle to the Grassmannian. Let λ = (k, n− k) and λ! = (1, . . . , 1).
It means that λ! is generic. Let us denote Xλ = T ∗Grk,n. On the mirror side quiver Xλ is
the An−1 quiver with the following data

(6.17) v1 = 1,v2 = 2 . . . ,vk = k, . . . ,vn−k = k, . . . ,vn−2 = 2,vn−1 = 1 ,

and framing

(6.18) wk = wn−k = 1 ,

with all other framings trivial, see Fig. 16.

k

1

k21 kk-1 k

1

k-1 2 1

n-k-1

k

n

Figure 16. T ∗Grk,n and its 3d mirror dual An−1 quiver.

Below we list all four sets of relations for the tRS models in question

• Magnetic frame for T ∗Grk,n. The relations are

(6.19) det(u− T ) =
n∏

i=1

(u− ai) .

Matrix T has Slodowy form which is obtained from the unrestricted Lax matrix
by imposing ξ2 = ~ξ1 , ξ3 = ~ξ2, . . . , ξk = ~ξn−k and ξn−k−2 = ~ξn−k−1 , . . . , ξn =
~ξn−1.
• Electric frame for T ∗Grk,n. The relations are

(6.20) det(u−M) =

k∏

i=1

(u− ~i−1ξ1)

n−k∏

i=1

(u− ~i−1ξ2) .

Matrix M is the unrestricted tRS n-body Lax matrix written in terms of ai and pi.
• Magnetic frame for Xλ. The relations are

(6.21) det(u− T ) =
k∏

i=1

(u− ~i−1a1)
n−k∏

i=1

(u− ~i−1a2) ,

where T is the n-body Lax matrix in terms of ξi and pi.
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• Electric frame for Xλ. The relations are

(6.22) det(u−M) =
n∏

i=1

(u− ξi) ,

whereM has Slodowy form according to λ, namely a2 = ~−1a1 , a3 = ~−1a2, . . . , ak =
~−1an−k and an−k−2 = ~−1an−k−1 , . . . , an = ~−1an−1 (see example (4.49) for T ∗Gr2,5).

We can see that (6.19) coincides with (6.22) and (6.20) coincides with (6.21) via the 3d
mirror map

ai 7→ ξi , aa 7→ ξa , pa = pa , ~ 7→ ~−1

where a = 1, . . . , n and i = 1, 2.

6.3.3. Mirror for general Ar Quiver. Let Xλ!

λ be an A3 quiver with labels v = (1, 4, 3) and

w = (1, 2, 2). Then the linking numbers are λ = (3, 2, 2, 1, 1) and λ! = (4, 2, 2, 1). After
swapping them and recalculating the dual labels we find the 3d mirror dual A4 quiver Xλ

λ!

with labels v! = (1, 1, 2, 1) and w! = (1, 0, 2, 1) (see Fig. 17).

1 3

  2

4

  2  1

1 2

  2

2

  1

1

  1

1 4 2 2

1
1
2
2
3

1 2 1 2 3

1

4

2
2

Figure 17. 3d mirror dual quivers with their labels.

In this example both partitions have sizes nine |λ| = |λ!| = 9 thus the tRS description of
both quiver varieties involves a 9 × 9 Lax matrix. The breakdown of the four frames goes
as follows.
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In the magnetic frame of Xλ!

λ (left of Fig. 17) we have relations
(6.23)
det(u−T ) = (u−a1)(u−~a1)(u−~2a1)·(u−a2)(u−~a2)·(u−a3)(u−~a3)·(u−a7)(u−a8)(u−a9) ,

where T has Slodowy form for λ!, namely in the presence of constraints

ξ1 = ~ξ2 = ~2ξ3 = ~3ξ4 , ξ5 = ~ξ6 , ξ7 = ~ξ8 .

According to the mirror map (6.23) also describes the electric frame of Xλ
λ! where ξi are

mapped to ai, ai are sent to ξi, and ~ is inverted.

In the electric description of Xλ!

λ we get
(6.24)
det(u−M) = (u−ξ1)(u−~−1ξ1)(u−~−2ξ1)(u−~−3ξ1)·(u−ξ5)(u−~−1ξ5)·(u−ξ7)(u−~−1ξ7)(u−ξ9) ,

and where M has Slodowy form for λ:

a1 = ~−1a2 = ~−2a3 = ~−3a4 , a5 = ~−1a6 , a7 = ~−1a8 .

According to the mirror map (6.24) also describes the magnetic frame of Xλ
λ! where ξi

are mapped to ai, ai are sent to xi, and ~ is inverted.

6.3.4. Self-Dual Family Xk,l. Consider quiver variety Xk,l with Kähler parameters ζi = ξi
ξi+1

,

equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r−1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1, and scaling weight of the
cotangent fibers is ~ (see top of Fig. 18). On the bottom of Fig. 18 we see quiver variety
X !
k,l has equivariant parameters a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters

zi = ξi
ξi+1

and ~! for the weight of the C× action.

k

1

1 k-1 k

  k+1

k   1 k-1k

  1  k+1

k

1

k

1

k

1

k

1

⇠1
<latexit sha1_base64="Zi6mG5uph2HVa18lb6/jG6OX3fg=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Ckksbb0VvXisYNpCG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOW0t/gxYMiXv1B3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzwpQzpR3nw1pZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHLZVkklCfJDyRnRArypmgvmaa004qKY5DTtvh+Grut++oVCwRt3qS0iDGQ8EiRrA2kt+7Z323Xyo7tufVLio15NjOAobUq5Wq5yA3V8qQo9kvvfcGCcliKjThWKmu66Q6mGKpGeF0VuxliqaYjPGQdg0VOKYqmC6OnaFTowxQlEhTQqOF+n1iimOlJnFoOmOsR+q3Nxf/8rqZjurBlIk001SQ5aIo40gnaP45GjBJieYTQzCRzNyKyAhLTLTJp2hC+PoU/U9anu2e295Npdy4zOMowDGcwBm4UIMGXEMTfCDA4AGe4NkS1qP1Yr0uW1esfOYIfsB6+wTW4Y62</latexit>

⇠2
<latexit sha1_base64="Sxp4aAQ5v/sJnUOn6vPVoRbFScQ=">AAAB7HicdVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Ckksbb0VvXisYNpCG8pmu2mXbjZhdyOW0t/gxYMiXv1B3vw3btsIKvpg4PHeDDPzwpQzpR3nw1pZXVvf2CxsFbd3dvf2SweHLZVkklCfJDyRnRArypmgvmaa004qKY5DTtvh+Grut++oVCwRt3qS0iDGQ8EiRrA2kt+7Z32vXyo7tufVLio15NjOAobUq5Wq5yA3V8qQo9kvvfcGCcliKjThWKmu66Q6mGKpGeF0VuxliqaYjPGQdg0VOKYqmC6OnaFTowxQlEhTQqOF+n1iimOlJnFoOmOsR+q3Nxf/8rqZjurBlIk001SQ5aIo40gnaP45GjBJieYTQzCRzNyKyAhLTLTJp2hC+PoU/U9anu2e295Npdy4zOMowDGcwBm4UIMGXEMTfCDA4AGe4NkS1qP1Yr0uW1esfOYIfsB6+wTYZY63</latexit>

⇠k�1
<latexit sha1_base64="Re4thf8xvpYzRTrHwjdjSil4KMs=">AAAB8HicdVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgxWU3Jq65Bb14jGAekixhdjJJhszsLjOzYljyFV48KOLVz/Hm3zh5CCpa0FBUddPdFcScKe04H1ZmaXlldS27ntvY3Nreye/uNVSUSELrJOKRbAVYUc5CWtdMc9qKJcUi4LQZjC6nfvOOSsWi8EaPY+oLPAhZnxGsjXTbuWfddHTiTrr5gmO7ZadScpAhZ55b9gzxKmWvWEKu7cxQgAVq3fx7pxeRRNBQE46VartOrP0US80Ip5NcJ1E0xmSEB7RtaIgFVX46O3iCjozSQ/1Imgo1mqnfJ1IslBqLwHQKrIfqtzcV//Laie6f+ykL40TTkMwX9ROOdISm36Mek5RoPjYEE8nMrYgMscREm4xyJoSvT9H/pFG03VO7eF0qVC8WcWThAA7hGFzwoApXUIM6EBDwAE/wbEnr0XqxXuetGWsxsw8/YL19AvPFkIU=</latexit>

⇠k
<latexit sha1_base64="iMlTRcAfNydOOQviRc/idN5Dges=">AAAB7nicdVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgKiS1NXZXdOOygn1AG8pkOmmHTiZhZiKW0I9w40IRt36PO//G6UNQ0QMXDufcy733BAlnSjvOh5VbWV1b38hvFra2d3b3ivsHLRWnktAmiXksOwFWlDNBm5ppTjuJpDgKOG0H46uZ376jUrFY3OpJQv0IDwULGcHaSO3ePetn42m/WHJst+rUKg4y5Nxzq54hXq3qlSvItZ05SrBEo1987w1ikkZUaMKxUl3XSbSfYakZ4XRa6KWKJpiM8ZB2DRU4osrP5udO0YlRBiiMpSmh0Vz9PpHhSKlJFJjOCOuR+u3NxL+8bqrDCz9jIkk1FWSxKEw50jGa/Y4GTFKi+cQQTCQztyIywhITbRIqmBC+PkX/k1bZds/s8k2lVL9cxpGHIziGU3DBgzpcQwOaQGAMD/AEz1ZiPVov1uuiNWctZw7hB6y3TxXckBM=</latexit>

⇠k+1
<latexit sha1_base64="xJqHbpg1IbjKQP0Felk8RafUL/o=">AAAB8HicdVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoMgCMtuTFxzC3rxGME8JFnC7GSSDJnZXWZmxbDkK7x4UMSrn+PNv3HyEFS0oKGo6qa7K4g5U9pxPqzM0vLK6lp2PbexubW9k9/da6gokYTWScQj2QqwopyFtK6Z5rQVS4pFwGkzGF1O/eYdlYpF4Y0ex9QXeBCyPiNYG+m2c8+66ejEnXTzBcd2y06l5CBDzjy37BniVcpesYRc25mhAAvUuvn3Ti8iiaChJhwr1XadWPsplpoRTie5TqJojMkID2jb0BALqvx0dvAEHRmlh/qRNBVqNFO/T6RYKDUWgekUWA/Vb28q/uW1E90/91MWxommIZkv6icc6QhNv0c9JinRfGwIJpKZWxEZYomJNhnlTAhfn6L/SaNou6d28bpUqF4s4sjCARzCMbjgQRWuoAZ1ICDgAZ7g2ZLWo/Vivc5bM9ZiZh9+wHr7BPC5kIM=</latexit>

⇠k+2
<latexit sha1_base64="Ar+ggoOEGQPh4cUNU1g707xq4sY=">AAAB8HicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSIIwjAzto7dFd24rGAf0g4lk2ba0CQzJBmxDP0KNy4UcevnuPNvTB+Cih64cDjnXu69J0wYVdpxPqzc0vLK6lp+vbCxubW9U9zda6o4lZg0cMxi2Q6RIowK0tBUM9JOJEE8ZKQVji6nfuuOSEVjcaPHCQk4GggaUYy0kW6797SXjU68Sa9Ycmy34lTLDjTkzHcrviF+teJ7ZejazgwlsEC9V3zv9mOcciI0ZkipjuskOsiQ1BQzMil0U0UShEdoQDqGCsSJCrLZwRN4ZJQ+jGJpSmg4U79PZIgrNeah6eRID9Vvbyr+5XVSHZ0HGRVJqonA80VRyqCO4fR72KeSYM3GhiAsqbkV4iGSCGuTUcGE8PUp/J80Pds9tb3rcql2sYgjDw7AITgGLvBBDVyBOmgADDh4AE/g2ZLWo/Vivc5bc9ZiZh/8gPX2CfI+kIQ=</latexit>

a1,1, . . . , a1,k+1
<latexit sha1_base64="Jrm8vP3gos+5g6WKq6b0fQViz2U=">AAACFnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWATBWiZ92LorunFZwT6gHUomzbRhMg+SjFCG+Qo3/oobF4q4FXf+jWk7ghY9EDicc+/NvccOOZPKND+NpeWV1bX1zEZ2c2t7Zze3t9+WQSQIbZGAB6JrY0k582lLMcVpNxQUezanHdu9mvqdOyokC/xbNQmp5eGRzxxGsNLSIHfW97AaOwK7MU4GMSqgpNAfBkoWFg33FCWDXN4s1i4qqFqHZtGcQZOaWS2fI4hSJQ9SNAe5Dz2MRB71FeFYyh4yQ2XFWChGOE2y/UjSEBMXj2hPUx97VFrx7KwEHmtlCJ1A6OcrOFN/dsTYk3Li2bpyuqtc9KbiX14vUk7dipkfRor6ZP6RE3GoAjjNCA6ZoETxiSaYCKZ3hWSMBSZKJ5nVIXxfCv8n7VIRlYulm0q+cZnGkQGH4AicAARqoAGuQRO0AAH34BE8gxfjwXgyXo23eemSkfYcgF8w3r8AXBeffQ==</latexit>

a2<latexit sha1_base64="/EVdUyavH7128aXIDpShzkbAqY0=">AAAB+XicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAiuQtKHrbuiG5cV7APaECbTSTt0Mgkzk0IJ+RM3LhRx65+482+ctBFU9MDA4Zx7uWeOHzMqlW1/GGvrG5tb26Wd8u7e/sGheXTck1EiMOniiEVi4CNJGOWkq6hiZBALgkKfkb4/u8n9/pwISSN+rxYxcUM04TSgGCkteaY5CpGaBgLNUpR5aTXzzIptNa/qTqMFbcteQpOm3ahdOtAplAoo0PHM99E4wklIuMIMSTl07Fi5KRKKYkay8iiRJEZ4hiZkqClHIZFuukyewXOtjGEQCf24gkv1+0aKQikXoa8n85zyt5eLf3nDRAUtN6U8ThTheHUoSBhUEcxrgGMqCFZsoQnCguqsEE+RQFjpssq6hK+fwv9Jr2o5Nat6V6+0r4s6SuAUnIEL4IAmaINb0AFdgMEcPIAn8GykxqPxYryuRteMYucE/IDx9glDQpQT</latexit>

z2
<latexit sha1_base64="ndNIGXGiVv5Wdg5+kq9XHs1uBQA=">AAAB+XicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VwFZL0FXdFNy4rWFtoQ5hMJ+3QyYOZSaGG/IkbF4q49U/c+TdO2goqemDgcM693DPHTxgV0jQ/tNLa+sbmVnm7srO7t3+gHx7diTjlmHRxzGLe95EgjEakK6lkpJ9wgkKfkZ4/vSr83oxwQePoVs4T4oZoHNGAYiSV5On6MERyEnA0ze5zL7NzT6+ahnnh1FoNqEizXms1FXHMuu00oGWYC1TBCh1Pfx+OYpyGJJKYISEGlplIN0NcUsxIXhmmgiQIT9GYDBSNUEiEmy2S5/BMKSMYxFy9SMKF+n0jQ6EQ89BXk0VO8dsrxL+8QSoDx81olKSSRHh5KEgZlDEsaoAjygmWbK4IwpyqrBBPEEdYqrIqqoSvn8L/yZ1tWDXDvqlX25erOsrgBJyCc2CBFmiDa9ABXYDBDDyAJ/CsZdqj9qK9LkdL2mrnGPyA9vYJkzaUSQ==</latexit>

z1
<latexit sha1_base64="+TDvd3ehI1iJrgZa3BWe0xRymDA=">AAAB+XicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VwFZI+467oxmUFawttCJPppB06mYSZSaGG/okbF4q49U/c+TdO2goqemDgcM693DMnSBiVyrY/jMLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39gHh7dyTgVmHRwzGLRC5AkjHLSUVQx0ksEQVHASDeYXOV+d0qEpDG/VbOEeBEacRpSjJSWfNMcREiNQ4Em2f3cz5y5b5Zty75wq8061KRRqzYbmrh2reLWoWPZC5TBCm3ffB8MY5xGhCvMkJR9x06UlyGhKGZkXhqkkiQIT9CI9DXlKCLSyxbJ5/BMK0MYxkI/ruBC/b6RoUjKWRToyTyn/O3l4l9eP1Wh62WUJ6kiHC8PhSmDKoZ5DXBIBcGKzTRBWFCdFeIxEggrXVZJl/D1U/g/uatYTtWq3NTKrctVHUVwAk7BOXBAE7TANWiDDsBgCh7AE3g2MuPReDFel6MFY7VzDH7AePsEkbGUSA==</latexit>
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Figure 6. Self-mirror X1,2 quiver variety.

3.4. Low Rank Example. Consider self-mirror quiver X1,2 The QQ-system reads

⇠1Q
+
1 (qz)Q�

1 (z)� ⇠2Q
+
1 (z)Q�

1 (qz) = (z � a3)Q
+
2 (z) ,

⇠2Q
+
2 (qz)Q�

2 (z)� ⇠3Q
+
2 (z)Q�

2 (qz) = (z � a1)(z � a2)Q
+
1 (qz) ,(3.23)

where Q+
a (z) = z � sa, a = 1, 2.

The QQ-system of the dual variety X !
1,2 reads

⇠1Q
+
1 (~�1z)Q�

1 (z)� ⇠2Q
+
1 (z)Q�

1 (~�1z) = (z � a3)Q
+
2 (z) ,

⇠2Q
+
2 (~�1z)Q�

2 (z)� ⇠3Q
+
2 (z)Q�

2 (~�1z) = (z � a1)(z � a2)Q
+
1 (~�1z) ,(3.24)

Consider the following K-theory classes for X1,2

(3.25) p1 = � ⇤1(0)

Q+
1 (0)

, p2 = �Q+
1 (0)

Q+
2 (0)

, p3 = �Q+
2 (0)

⇤2(0)
,

and its mirror X !
1,2

(3.26) p1 = �⇠3
Q+

2 (~�1/2a1)

Q+
2 (~1/2a1)

, p2 = �⇠3
Q+

2 (~�1/2a2)

Q+
2 (~1/2a2)

, p3 = ⇠2⇠3
Q+

1 (~�1/2a3)

Q+
1 (~1/2a3)

,

Using the above theorems we can rewrite these equations in terms of first tRS integral
of motion. The tRS equations in the electric frame

� (a1~� a2) (a1~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a1)

p1 +
(a2~� a1) (a2~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a2)

p2 +
(~ + 1)

�
a3~2 � a1

� �
a3~2 � a2

�

~3/2 (a3~� a1) (a3~� a2)
p3

=⇠1 + ⇠2 + ⇠3 ,(3.27)

and in the magnetic frame
(3.28)
(⇠1q � ⇠2) (⇠1q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) q
p1 �

(⇠2q � ⇠1) (⇠2q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) q
p2 �

(⇠3q � ⇠1) (⇠3q � ⇠2)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) q
p3 = a1q + a2q + a3

The mirror map works as follows

⇠1 = a1q, ⇠2 = a2q, ⇠3 = a3

p1 = p1

p
q (⇠1q � ⇠3)

⇠1q2 � ⇠3
, p2 = p2

p
q (⇠2q � ⇠3)

⇠2q2 � ⇠3
, p3 = p3

p
q

q + 1
,

a1 = ⇠1q, a2 = ⇠2q, a3 = ⇠3 .(3.29)

as well as ~ = q.

⇠1 ⇠2 ⇠3 ⇠r�1 ⇠r ⇠r+1 ⇠r+k�1 ⇠r+k
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Figure 6. Self-mirror X1,2 quiver variety.

3.4. Low Rank Example. Consider self-mirror quiver X1,2 The QQ-system reads

⇠1Q
+
1 (qz)Q�

1 (z)� ⇠2Q
+
1 (z)Q�

1 (qz) = (z � a3)Q
+
2 (z) ,

⇠2Q
+
2 (qz)Q�

2 (z)� ⇠3Q
+
2 (z)Q�

2 (qz) = (z � a1)(z � a2)Q
+
1 (qz) ,(3.23)

where Q+
a (z) = z � sa, a = 1, 2.

The QQ-system of the dual variety X !
1,2 reads

⇠1Q
+
1 (~�1z)Q�

1 (z)� ⇠2Q
+
1 (z)Q�

1 (~�1z) = (z � a3)Q
+
2 (z) ,

⇠2Q
+
2 (~�1z)Q�

2 (z)� ⇠3Q
+
2 (z)Q�

2 (~�1z) = (z � a1)(z � a2)Q
+
1 (~�1z) ,(3.24)

Consider the following K-theory classes for X1,2

(3.25) p1 = � ⇤1(0)

Q+
1 (0)

, p2 = �Q+
1 (0)

Q+
2 (0)

, p3 = �Q+
2 (0)

⇤2(0)
,

and its mirror X !
1,2

(3.26) p1 = �⇠3
Q+

2 (~�1/2a1)

Q+
2 (~1/2a1)

, p2 = �⇠3
Q+

2 (~�1/2a2)

Q+
2 (~1/2a2)

, p3 = ⇠2⇠3
Q+

1 (~�1/2a3)

Q+
1 (~1/2a3)

,

Using the above theorems we can rewrite these equations in terms of first tRS integral
of motion. The tRS equations in the electric frame

� (a1~� a2) (a1~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a1)

p1 +
(a2~� a1) (a2~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a2)

p2 +
(~ + 1)

�
a3~2 � a1

� �
a3~2 � a2

�

~3/2 (a3~� a1) (a3~� a2)
p3

=⇠1 + ⇠2 + ⇠3 ,(3.27)

and in the magnetic frame
(3.28)
(⇠1q � ⇠2) (⇠1q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) q
p1 �

(⇠2q � ⇠1) (⇠2q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) q
p2 �

(⇠3q � ⇠1) (⇠3q � ⇠2)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) q
p3 = a1q + a2q + a3

The mirror map works as follows

⇠1 = a1q, ⇠2 = a2q, ⇠3 = a3

p1 = p1

p
q (⇠1q � ⇠3)

⇠1q2 � ⇠3
, p2 = p2

p
q (⇠2q � ⇠3)

⇠2q2 � ⇠3
, p3 = p3

p
q

q + 1
,

a1 = ⇠1q, a2 = ⇠2q, a3 = ⇠3 .(3.29)

as well as ~ = q.
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+
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+
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+
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where Q+
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Q+
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Q+

1 (~�1/2a3)
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,

Using the above theorems we can rewrite these equations in terms of first tRS integral
of motion. The tRS equations in the electric frame

� (a1~� a2) (a1~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a1)

p1 +
(a2~� a1) (a2~� a3)

(a1 � a2)
p
~ (a3~� a2)

p2 +
(~ + 1)

�
a3~2 � a1

� �
a3~2 � a2

�

~3/2 (a3~� a1) (a3~� a2)
p3

=⇠1 + ⇠2 + ⇠3 ,(3.27)

and in the magnetic frame
(3.28)
(⇠1q � ⇠2) (⇠1q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) q
p1 �

(⇠2q � ⇠1) (⇠2q � ⇠3)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) q
p2 �

(⇠3q � ⇠1) (⇠3q � ⇠2)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) q
p3 = a1q + a2q + a3

The mirror map works as follows

⇠1 = a1q, ⇠2 = a2q, ⇠3 = a3
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p
q (⇠1q � ⇠3)
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as well as ~ = q.
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.

(4.22)

⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.

(4.22)

⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)
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p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta
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1
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,
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(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.
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4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.
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⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.
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On the magnetic side we get from (3.8)

p1 (⇠1 � ⇠2~) (⇠1 � ⇠3~) (⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)
(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠1 � ⇠6)

+
p2 (⇠1~� ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3~) (⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠2) (⇠2 � ⇠3) (⇠2 � ⇠4) (⇠2 � ⇠5) (⇠2 � ⇠6)

+
p3 (⇠1~� ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2~) (⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠3) (⇠3 � ⇠2) (⇠3 � ⇠4) (⇠3 � ⇠5) (⇠3 � ⇠6)

+
p4 (⇠1~� ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2~) (⇠4 � ⇠3~) (⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4) (⇠4 � ⇠2) (⇠4 � ⇠3) (⇠4 � ⇠5) (⇠4 � ⇠6)

+
p5 (⇠1~� ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2~) (⇠5 � ⇠3~) (⇠5 � ⇠4~) (⇠5 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠5) (⇠5 � ⇠2) (⇠5 � ⇠3) (⇠5 � ⇠4) (⇠5 � ⇠6)

+
p6 (⇠1~� ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2~) (⇠6 � ⇠3~) (⇠6 � ⇠4~) (⇠6 � ⇠5~)

(⇠1 � ⇠6) (⇠6 � ⇠2) (⇠6 � ⇠3) (⇠6 � ⇠4) (⇠6 � ⇠5)

= a1,1 + a1,2 + a1,3 + qa2 + (q + q2)a3 + (q + q2 + q3)a4(4.19)

The above two expressions are equivalent upon q = ~ and the following mirror map for
the torus coordinates

⇠1 = a1,1, ⇠2 = a1,2, ⇠3 = a1,3, ⇠4 = qa2, ⇠5 = (q + q2)a3, ⇠6 = (q + q2 + q3)a4,

a5,1 = ⇠1, a5,2 = ⇠2, a5,3 = ⇠3, a4 = ⇠4, a7 = ⇠5, a9 = ⇠6 .(4.20)

as well as for the conjugate momenta

p5,1 = A1,1(⇠) p1, p5,2 = A2,2(⇠) p2, p5,3 = A3,3(⇠) p3,

p4 = A4,4(⇠) p4, p7 = A7,5(⇠) p5, p9 = A9,6(⇠) p6 ,(4.21)

where

A1,1(⇠) =
(⇠1 � ⇠4~) (⇠1 � ⇠5~) (⇠1 � ⇠6~)

(⇠1 � ⇠4~4) (⇠1 � ⇠5~3) (⇠1 � ⇠6~2)
, A2,2(⇠) =

(⇠2 � ⇠4~) (⇠2 � ⇠5~) (⇠2 � ⇠6~)
(⇠2 � ⇠4~4) (⇠2 � ⇠5~3) (⇠2 � ⇠6~2)

,

A3,3(⇠) =
(⇠3 � ⇠4~) (⇠3 � ⇠5~) (⇠3 � ⇠6~)

(⇠3 � ⇠4~4) (⇠3 � ⇠5~3) (⇠3 � ⇠6~2)
, A4,4(⇠) =

1

1 + ~ + ~2 + ~3

(⇠4 � ⇠5~) (⇠4 � ⇠6~)
(⇠5~3 � ⇠4) (⇠6~2 � ⇠4)

,

A7,5(⇠) =
1

1 + ~ + ~2

(⇠4~� ⇠5) (⇠6~� ⇠5)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠5) (⇠6~2 � ⇠5)
, A9,6(⇠) =

1

1 + ~
(⇠4~� ⇠6) (⇠5~� ⇠6)

(⇠4~4 � ⇠6) (⇠5~3 � ⇠6)
.
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⇠l�1 ⇠l ⇠l+1 ⇠k+l�1 ⇠k+l

4.5. Mirror Map for Generic Xk,r. Consider quiver variety Xk,r with Kähler parameters

zi = ⇠i

⇠i+1
and equivariant parameters ak, . . . , ak+r�1 and ak+r,1, . . . ak+r,k+1 (see top of

Fig. 4). On the bottom of Fig. 4 we see quiver variety X !
k,r has equivariant parameters

a1,1,, . . . , a1,k+1 and a2 . . . ar as well as Kähler parameters zi = ⇠i
⇠i+1

. The goal of this section

is to prove that Xk,r and X !
k,r are symplectic dual to each other.

We shall compare the magnetic frame of Xk,r against the electric frame of X !
k,r.

⇠k+l�1

⇣1 ⇣k�1 ⇣k ⇣k+1
⇣l+k�1

ak+l�2 ak+l�1,1, . . . , ak+l�1,k+1ak+1ak

Figure 18. Xk,l (top) and its mirror X !
k,l (bottom).

Thus we have the following Theorem.

Theorem 6.9. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,l and X !
k,l are dual to each

other. Moreover

(6.25) KT (Xk,l) ' KT !(X !
k,l) ,
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where the Kähler and equivariant tori parameters of Xk,l and X !
k,l are mapped to each other

as follows

ξj = ak+l,j , j = 1, . . . , k + 1, ξk+i = ai , i = 2, . . . , l

ak+l,j = ξj , j = 1, . . . , k + 1, ai = ξk+i, i = 2, . . . , l ,(6.26)

as well as ~! = ~−1.

Remark 6.10. Geometrically the conjugate momenta correspond to the following quantum
K-theory classes of Xk,l (see [KPSZ]) in the magnetic frame

(6.27) pi =
k+r∏

m=i

Mm∏

l=1

am,l ·
Q+
i−1(0)

Q+
i (0)

=
k+r+1⊗

m=i

Wm ~ ̂Λi−1Vi−1 ~ Λ̂iV ∗i .

and in the electric frame
(6.28)

paj = (−~)k
j∏

l=1

ξl ·
Q+
j (~aj)
Q+
j (aj)

, j = r, . . . , k+ l−1, pak+l,j = (−~)k
k+l∏

l=1

ξl ·
Q+
k+l,j (~ak+l,j)

Q+
k+r,j (ak+r,j)

As for the mirror dual variety X !
k,l we get the following formulae for the electric frame

(6.29)

p1,c = (−~!)−k
j∏

l=1

ξ1 ·
Q+,!

1

(
~!a1,c

)

Q+,!
1 (a1,c)

, c = 1, . . . , k+1 , pb = (−~!)−k
b∏

l=1

ξl ·
Q+,!
b

(
~!ab

)

Q+,!
b (ab)

,

and for the magnetic frame

(6.30) pξi =

r∏

l=i

al ·
Q+,!
i−1(0)

Q+,!
i (0)

=

k+r+1⊗

m=i

W !
m ~ ̂Λi−1V !

i−1 ~ Λ̂iV !,∗
i ,

Upon 3d mirror symmetry ~−1 = ~!.

7. The A∞ Quivers and 3d Mirror self-duality of the Hilbert Scheme

7.1. A∞ quiver as a direct limit. In this section we will use the algebras Kq
T (Xk,l) quivers

and consider the appropriate reduction to produce the algebra Kq
T (Xk,∞). Here Xk,∞ is the

A∞ quiver with one-dimensional framing for each vertex (see the top picture in Fig. 20).
Consider the QQ-system for Xk,l and impose the following conditions on some equivariant

and Kähler parameters

(7.1) ξ1 = · · · = ξk = ξk+l = 0 , ak+l−1,1 = · · · = ak+l−1,k+1 = 0 .

Then the system becomes

Q+
k (z)Q−k (~z) = z Q+

k−1(~z)Q+
k+1(z) ,

. . . . . .

ξk+iQ
+
k+i(~z)Q

−
k+i(z)− ξk+i+1Q

+
k+i(z)Q

−
k+i(~z) = Λk+i(z)Q

+
k+i−1(~z)Q+

k+i+1(z) ,(7.2)

. . . . . .

sξk+l−1Q
+
k+l−1(~z)Q−k+l−1(z) = zk+1Q+

k+l−2(~z) ,

for i = 2, . . . , l − 2. Notice that polynomials Q+
k−1(z), Q±k (z) and Q−k+l−1 can be found

from the first equation in (7.2) and polynomial Q−k+l−1(z) can be found from the last one.
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The rest of the equations look alike. The truncated QQ-system (7.2) is describes quiver in
Fig. 19.

k

1

k

1

k k

Figure 19. Truncated Xk,l Quiver.

We can define the reduced algebra as follows

Kred,q
T (Xk,l) :=

S(ak+2, . . . ak+l−2; ξk+2, . . . ξk+l−2, ~)({si,k})
(Bethe Ansatz for (7.2))

,(7.3)

where we take quotient over the Bethe ansatz equations which correspond to the reduced
QQ-system (7.2).

This algebra remains self-dual, since the eliminated variables are mirror map to each
other according to the homomorphism which was described in Theorem 6.9. However, this
algebra is significantly simplified thanks to the reduced QQ-system (7.2).

Remark 7.1. The first k− 1 equations of the QQ-system for Xk,l become trivial in the limit
when ξ1, . . . , ξk go to zero if the coefficients of the corresponding polynomials Λi(z) are
equal to (ξi− ξi+1). This limit corresponds to the classical equivariant K-theory for the full
flag, which is a ‘tail’ of Xk,l.

Thus, there is a natural homomorphism

ik : Kred,q
T (Xk,l) −→ Kred,q

T (Xk+1,l)(7.4)

Now one can take a direct limit of Kred,q
T (Xk,l) with respect to l. As a result we obtain the

algebra, which can be characterized as follows:

Kq
T (Xk,∞) :=

S({ai}, {ξk}, ~±1)(si,k)

(Bethe equations)
,(7.5)

where, as usual {si,k} are the Bethe roots, i.e. roots of Q+
i (z), which satisfy Bethe equations,

or equivalently the following infinite QQ-system:

ξi+1Q
+
i (~z)Q−i (z)− ξiQ+

i (z)Q−i (~z) = Λi(z)Q
+
i−1(~z)Q+

i+1(z) , i ∈ Z ,(7.6)

where Λi(z) = z − ai. Thus we arrive to the following theorem:

Theorem 7.2. The following is true:

i) Kq
T (Xk,∞) ∼= lim

→
Kred,q
T (Xk,l).

ii) The algebra Kq
T (Xk,∞) is 3d-mirror self-dual, i.e.

Kq
T (Xk,∞)|{ξi=ai},{ai=ξi},~!=~−1

∼= Kq
T (X !

k,∞),(7.7)

so that the quivers Xk,∞ and X !
k,∞ are given in Fig. 20.
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k

1

k

1

k

1

k

1

k

1

k

1

⇠i�1
<latexit sha1_base64="tgwUyaeMKxhU1VzKQnijDcM55jc=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwY8hEMe2u6MZlBfuQNpTJdNIOnUnCzEQsoV/hxoUibv0cd/6Nk7aCih64cDjnXu69J0g4U9pxPqzC0vLK6lpxvbSxubW9U97da6k4lYQ2Scxj2QmwopxFtKmZ5rSTSIpFwGk7GF/mfvuOSsXi6EZPEuoLPIxYyAjWRrrt3bN+xk7QtF+uODZya657Dg3xkFPNiVfzvBqCyHZmqIAFGv3ye28Qk1TQSBOOleoiJ9F+hqVmhNNpqZcqmmAyxkPaNTTCgio/mx08hUdGGcAwlqYiDWfq94kMC6UmIjCdAuuR+u3l4l9eN9Vh1c9YlKSaRmS+KEw51DHMv4cDJinRfGIIJpKZWyEZYYmJNhmVTAhfn8L/Scu10antXp9V6heLOIrgAByCY4CAB+rgCjRAExAgwAN4As+WtB6tF+t13lqwFjP74Aest0/3y5CI</latexit>

⇠i
<latexit sha1_base64="+rzizaXdbtMzk5U5owEPgm+BTGA=">AAAB7nicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0iimPZW9OKxgv2ANpTNdtsu3WzC7kYsoT/CiwdFvPp7vPlv3LQVVPTBwOO9GWbmhQlnSjvOh1VYWV1b3yhulra2d3b3yvsHLRWnktAmiXksOyFWlDNBm5ppTjuJpDgKOW2Hk6vcb99RqVgsbvU0oUGER4INGcHaSO3ePetnbNYvVxzb9Wqed4EM8V2nmhO/5vs1F7m2M0cFlmj0y++9QUzSiApNOFaq6zqJDjIsNSOczkq9VNEEkwke0a6hAkdUBdn83Bk6McoADWNpSmg0V79PZDhSahqFpjPCeqx+e7n4l9dN9bAaZEwkqaaCLBYNU450jPLf0YBJSjSfGoKJZOZWRMZYYqJNQiUTwten6H/S8mz3zPZuziv1y2UcRTiCYzgFF3yowzU0oAkEJvAAT/BsJdaj9WK9LloL1nLmEH7AevsEGeaQFg==</latexit>

⇠i+1
<latexit sha1_base64="cSso1uCsuJnhryiXSavsjBhCdGI=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0UQhJCJYtpd0Y3LCvYhbSiT6aQdOpOEmYlYQr/CjQtF3Po57vwbJ20FFT1w4XDOvdx7T5BwprTjfFiFpeWV1bXiemljc2t7p7y711JxKgltkpjHshNgRTmLaFMzzWknkRSLgNN2ML7M/fYdlYrF0Y2eJNQXeBixkBGsjXTbu2f9jJ2gab9ccWzk1lz3HBriIaeaE6/meTUEke3MUAELNPrl994gJqmgkSYcK9VFTqL9DEvNCKfTUi9VNMFkjIe0a2iEBVV+Njt4Co+MMoBhLE1FGs7U7xMZFkpNRGA6BdYj9dvLxb+8bqrDqp+xKEk1jch8UZhyqGOYfw8HTFKi+cQQTCQzt0IywhITbTIqmRC+PoX/k5Zro1PbvT6r1C8WcRTBATgExwABD9TBFWiAJiBAgAfwBJ4taT1aL9brvLVgLWb2wQ9Yb5/0v5CG</latexit>

ai�1
<latexit sha1_base64="/iO0lmCNO29rzRTggwDxZeoH6lU=">AAAB7nicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyFpA01vRS8eK1hbaEPZbDft0s0m7G6EEvojvHhQxKu/x5v/xu2HoKIPBh7vzTAzL0w5U9pxPqzC2vrG5lZxu7Szu7d/UD48ulNJJgltk4QnshtiRTkTtK2Z5rSbSorjkNNOOLma+517KhVLxK2epjSI8UiwiBGsjdTBg5xduLNBueLYVc+r+VXk2HW3Ua/5hjgN33MayLWdBSqwQmtQfu8PE5LFVGjCsVI910l1kGOpGeF0VupniqaYTPCI9gwVOKYqyBfnztCZUYYoSqQpodFC/T6R41ipaRyazhjrsfrtzcW/vF6mIz/ImUgzTQVZLooyjnSC5r+jIZOUaD41BBPJzK2IjLHERJuESiaEr0/R/+Suars1u3rjVZqXqziKcAKncA4u1KEJ19CCNhCYwAM8wbOVWo/Wi/W6bC1Yq5lj+AHr7RNew4+b</latexit>

ai
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Recall that the conjugate momenta correspond to the following K-theory classes of Xk,r
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As for the mirror dual variety X !
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Figure 20. Xk,∞ and its mirror X !
k,∞.

Remark. As we have seen the nondegenerate solutions of the finite QQ-systems of rank
r were naturally related to the nondegenerate Z-twisted Miura (SL(r + 1), ~)-opers. The
infinite QQ-system can be related in a similar fashion to the Z-twisted Miura (GL(∞), ~)-
opers, where GL(∞) is a certain completion of GL(∞). We won’t discuss this object here
and refer the reader to [KZ2] for more details.

Note that there is a natural action of the additive group:

Proposition 7.3. The algebra Kq
T (Xk,∞) is invariant under the action of a symmetry group

generated by the overall shift of vertices in Xk,∞ quiver:

si,k −→ si+m,k, ai −→ ai+m, ξi −→ ξi+m , m ∈ Z .(7.8)

The 3d Mirror map (7.7) is equivariant with respect to this symmetry.

7.2. Periodic Boundary Conditions for the QQ-systems and 3d mirror self-
duality for the Hilbert scheme. The symmetry transformation from Proposition 7.3
for the QQ-system associated with the quiver Xk,∞ has a fixed point if the following
periodic conditions are imposed:

ξi = ξ0ξ
i , Q±i (z) = Q±(tiz) , Λi(t

iz) = ξiΛ(z) ,(7.9)

where Λ(z) = z − a0 and t ∈ C× is the new parameter. We note that we introduced
the constant coefficients in Qi± and Λi(z), which do not change the Bethe equations which
produce the relations for the algebra KT (Xk,∞). The following Proposition holds.

Proposition 7.4. Upon the periodic conditions 7.9, the infinite QQ-system (7.6) reduces
to the following equation:

(7.10) ξQ+(~z)Q−(z)− Q+(z)Q−(~z) = Λ(z)Q+(tz)Q+(t−1~z) .

The condition (7.9) translates into the following conditions:

(7.11) ai = a0t
i , si,a = sat

i , a = 1, . . . , k , Λi(z) = ξ0

(ξ
t

)i
(z − a0)
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where sa are the roots of Q+(z).

Remark 7.5. This reduction, on the level of Z-twisted Miura (GL(∞), ~)-opers leads to
what we called toroidal ~-opers. The resulting Bethe equations, see below, appear in rep-

resentation theory of toroidal algebra
̂̂
gl(1). They have an explicit geometric relalization,

which we will talk briefly later.

We will refer to Kq
T (Xk,∞) with imposed periodicity conditions as

Kq,per
T (Xk,∞) :=

S(ξ, t, ~)({sa})
(Bethe equations)

,(7.12)

where Bethe equations read (for the Hilbert scheme N = 1)

N−1∏

l=0

sa − al
t~sa − al

·
k∏

b=1
b 6=a

sa − ~sb
~sa − sb

sa − tsb
tsa − sb

sa − t~sb
t~sa − sb

= ξ , a = 1, . . . , k .(7.13)

These equations are produced by the roots of Q+(z) in the QQ-system (7.10).
For the dual X !

k,∞ quiver with parameters ai, ξi we have the following mapping upon 3d
mirror symmetry:

(7.14) ai := ξ0ξ
i, ξi = a0t

i, ~! = ~−1

Because the translations along the Xk,∞ quiver act equivariantly with respect to the 3d
mirror map, the periodicity condition for Bethe roots of the dual algebra transform into
s!
i,a = s!

aξ
i.

Thus we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 7.6. The following two algebras are isomorphic:

Kq,per
T (X !

k,∞)|{ai=ξ0ξi},{ξi=a0ti},~!=~−1
∼= Kq,per

T (Xk,∞).(7.15)

The algebra Kq,per
T (X !

k,∞) characterized by the QQ-system from (7.10) is known as the
quantum K-theory of the quiver variety, corresponding to the quiver with one loop, one
vertex and one-dimensional framing Fig. 21 [KZ2]. This variety is also known as a Hilbert
scheme of points in C2.

1

k

Figure 21. Quiver description of Hilbk[C2].

Theorem 7.6 can be understood as 3d-mirror self-duality of the quantum K-theory of the
Hilbert scheme of points, which is the main result of this paper.

In the next section we will remind the reader of this variety and its generalizations, known
as ADHM spaces.
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8. 3d Mirror Symmetry for the MN,k Quiver

In this section we discuss how the quiver variety MN,k, which describes the moduli space
of sheaves of rank-N C2, is transformed under 3d mirror symmetry.

8.1. The ADHM Spaces. Let MN be the moduli space of rank-N torsion free sheaves on
P2 with framing at infinity which forces its first Chern class to vanish. The second Chern
class ranges over integers thus the space can be represented as a direct sum of disconnected
components of all degrees MN =

⊔
kMN,k [FT,N5].

There is an action of maximal torus TN := C×t × C×~ × T(GL(N)) on each component
MN,k. The first two C× factors act on P2, while the rest acts on the framing with equivariant
parameters a1, . . . aN . The TN -equivariant K-theory of MN,k is formed by virtual equivariant

vector bundles on MN,k. The space Kt,~(MN,k) is a module over C[t±1, ~±1, a±1
1 , . . . a±1

N ].
The relations in the quantum K-theory of MN,k are given by Bethe equations (7.13),

where ξ is the Kähler (quantum) parameter (see i.e. [K], Section 5).
The space MN,k can also be described as the moduli spaces of stable representations of

the ADHM quiver (left in Fig. 26). For N = 1 this quiver variety describes Hilbert schemes
of k points on C2 Fig. 21. The two descriptions in terms of sheaves and the ADHM are
equivalent [N2,N4].

8.2. Approximation by A-type quivers. Consider the following families of quiver vari-
eties – Xk,N,r and X !

k,N,r:

k k

N

k k

k+Nk+N N

Figure 22. The Xk,N,r quiver family.

k

1

k

1

21 kk-1 k

1

2 1k-1k

1

kk k k k

N N

ak ak+N ak+N(r�1) ak+Nr

Figure 23. The X !
k,N,r quiver family contains r + 1 framing bundles sepa-

rated by N − 1 nodes.

The following statement we leave for the enthusiastic reader to prove. The prove goes
along the way of the proof of Theorem 6.9.

Theorem 8.1. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,N,r and X !
k,N,r are dual to

each other.
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8.3. Approximation by A∞ quivers. The next step is to take limits r −→ ∞ for both
Xk,N,r and X !

k,N,r families along the lines of our derivation above.

k

N

k

N

k

N

⇠i�1
<latexit sha1_base64="tgwUyaeMKxhU1VzKQnijDcM55jc=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0VwY8hEMe2u6MZlBfuQNpTJdNIOnUnCzEQsoV/hxoUibv0cd/6Nk7aCih64cDjnXu69J0g4U9pxPqzC0vLK6lpxvbSxubW9U97da6k4lYQ2Scxj2QmwopxFtKmZ5rSTSIpFwGk7GF/mfvuOSsXi6EZPEuoLPIxYyAjWRrrt3bN+xk7QtF+uODZya657Dg3xkFPNiVfzvBqCyHZmqIAFGv3ye28Qk1TQSBOOleoiJ9F+hqVmhNNpqZcqmmAyxkPaNTTCgio/mx08hUdGGcAwlqYiDWfq94kMC6UmIjCdAuuR+u3l4l9eN9Vh1c9YlKSaRmS+KEw51DHMv4cDJinRfGIIJpKZWyEZYYmJNhmVTAhfn8L/Scu10antXp9V6heLOIrgAByCY4CAB+rgCjRAExAgwAN4As+WtB6tF+t13lqwFjP74Aest0/3y5CI</latexit>

⇠i
<latexit sha1_base64="+rzizaXdbtMzk5U5owEPgm+BTGA=">AAAB7nicdVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0iimPZW9OKxgv2ANpTNdtsu3WzC7kYsoT/CiwdFvPp7vPlv3LQVVPTBwOO9GWbmhQlnSjvOh1VYWV1b3yhulra2d3b3yvsHLRWnktAmiXksOyFWlDNBm5ppTjuJpDgKOW2Hk6vcb99RqVgsbvU0oUGER4INGcHaSO3ePetnbNYvVxzb9Wqed4EM8V2nmhO/5vs1F7m2M0cFlmj0y++9QUzSiApNOFaq6zqJDjIsNSOczkq9VNEEkwke0a6hAkdUBdn83Bk6McoADWNpSmg0V79PZDhSahqFpjPCeqx+e7n4l9dN9bAaZEwkqaaCLBYNU450jPLf0YBJSjSfGoKJZOZWRMZYYqJNQiUTwten6H/S8mz3zPZuziv1y2UcRTiCYzgFF3yowzU0oAkEJvAAT/BsJdaj9WK9LloL1nLmEH7AevsEGeaQFg==</latexit>

⇠i+1
<latexit sha1_base64="cSso1uCsuJnhryiXSavsjBhCdGI=">AAAB8HicdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqks3g0UQhJCJYtpd0Y3LCvYhbSiT6aQdOpOEmYlYQr/CjQtF3Po57vwbJ20FFT1w4XDOvdx7T5BwprTjfFiFpeWV1bXiemljc2t7p7y711JxKgltkpjHshNgRTmLaFMzzWknkRSLgNN2ML7M/fYdlYrF0Y2eJNQXeBixkBGsjXTbu2f9jJ2gab9ccWzk1lz3HBriIaeaE6/meTUEke3MUAELNPrl994gJqmgkSYcK9VFTqL9DEvNCKfTUi9VNMFkjIe0a2iEBVV+Njt4Co+MMoBhLE1FGs7U7xMZFkpNRGA6BdYj9dvLxb+8bqrDqp+xKEk1jch8UZhyqGOYfw8HTFKi+cQQTCQzt0IywhITbTIqmRC+PoX/k5Zro1PbvT6r1C8WcRTBATgExwABD9TBFWiAJiBAgAfwBJ4taT1aL9brvLVgLWb2wQ9Yb5/0v5CG</latexit>

ai�1,1, . . . , ai�1,N
<latexit sha1_base64="Uipj1OsuRdslHOpjHmxJTWESbZc=">AAACAnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPU16krcBIvgog6TOsXprujGlVSwD2iHkknTNjTzIMkIZShu/BU3LhRx61e4829M2xFU9EDg5Jx7b3KPH3MmlW1/GAuLS8srq7m1/PrG5ta2ubPbkFEiCK2TiEei5WNJOQtpXTHFaSsWFAc+p01/dDH1m7dUSBaFN2ocUy/Ag5D1GcFKS11zH3dTdoKKaFLs9CIli9n9atI1C7aFyo5bdqFtVRy35FQ0QRoOgsiyZyiADLWu+a4nkCSgoSIcS9lGdqy8FAvFCKeTfCeRNMZkhAe0rWmIAyq9dLbCBB5ppQf7kdAnVHCmfu9IcSDlOPB1ZYDVUP72puJfXjtRfddLWRgnioZk/lA/4VBFcJoH7DFBieJjTTARTP8VkiEWmCidWl6H8LUp/J80ShY6tUrXTqF6nsWRAwfgEBwDBM5AFVyCGqgDAu7AA3gCz8a98Wi8GK/z0gUj69kDP2C8fQJ625Y4</latexit>

ai+1,1, . . . , ai+1,N
<latexit sha1_base64="R1BOntIgXY829TkW6NvtKFsy+t8=">AAACAnicdVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdSVugkUQLMOkTrHdFd24kgr2AW0ZMmmmDc1khiQjlKG48VfcuFDErV/hzr8xfQgqeiBwcs69N7nHjzlT2nE+rIXFpeWV1cxadn1jc2s7t7PbUFEiCa2TiEey5WNFORO0rpnmtBVLikOf06Y/vJj4zVsqFYvEjR7FtBvivmABI1gbycvtYy9lJ6iAxoVOL9KqML9fjb1c3rFRyS2XytCxK2656FYMQQYugsh2psiDOWpe7t1MIElIhSYcK9VGTqy7KZaaEU7H2U6iaIzJEPdp21CBQ6q66XSFMTwySg8GkTRHaDhVv3ekOFRqFPqmMsR6oH57E/Evr53ooNxNmYgTTQWZPRQkHOoITvKAPSYp0XxkCCaSmb9CMsASE21Sy5oQvjaF/5NG0UandvHazVfP53FkwAE4BMcAgTNQBZegBuqAgDvwAJ7As3VvPVov1uusdMGa9+yBH7DePgF0m5Y0</latexit>

ai,1, . . . , ai,N
<latexit sha1_base64="TIqeNkhGfyEbLLS/fsZLe/CzrVY=">AAAB/nicdVDNS8MwHE3n15xfVfHkJTgED6O0s8PuNvTiSSa4OdhKSbN0C0s/SFJhlIL/ihcPinj17/Dmf2PWTVDRB4GX936P/PL8hFEhTfNDKy0tr6yuldcrG5tb2zv67l5XxCnHpINjFvOejwRhNCIdSSUjvYQTFPqM3PqTi5l/e0e4oHF0I6cJcUM0imhAMZJK8vQD5GW0ZuW1wTCWolbcrnJPr5qG1bCdhgNNo2k7dbupiKVgW9AyzAJVsEDb099VHqchiSRmSIi+ZSbSzRCXFDOSVwapIAnCEzQifUUjFBLhZsX6OTxWyhAGMVcnkrBQvycyFAoxDX01GSI5Fr+9mfiX109l4LgZjZJUkgjPHwpSBmUMZ13AIeUESzZVBGFO1a4QjxFHWKrGKqqEr5/C/0m3blinRv3arrbOF3WUwSE4AifAAmegBS5BG3QABhl4AE/gWbvXHrUX7XU+WtIWmX3wA9rbJ7A/lVQ=</latexit>

Figure 24. The Xk,N,∞ quiver family.
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Figure 25. The X !
k,N,∞ quiver family.

The Kähler parameters of Xk,N,∞ and X !
k,N,∞ are given by

(8.1) ζi =
ξi+1

ξi
, zi,b =

ξi+1,b

ξi,b
, i ∈ Z ,

while the equivariant parameters are

(8.2) aj,1, . . . , aj,N , aj , j ∈ Z ,
respectively (see Figures 24 and 25).

Theorem 8.2. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,N,∞ and X !
k,N,∞ are dual to

each other. Under the mirror map

(8.3) ξi = ai ai,b = ξi,b , i ∈ Z, b = 1, . . . , N .

8.4. MN,k and its Mirror Dual. Finally we can impose periodic boundary conditions on

the data of quivers Xk,N,∞ and X !
k,N,∞ to obtain the desired mirror pair.

The QQ-system for the magnetic frame of Xk,N,∞ reads

ξi+1Q
+
i (~z)Q−i (z)− ξiQ+

i (z)Q−i (~z) = Λi(z)Q
+
i−1(~z)Q+

i+1(z) , i ∈ Z ,(8.4)

where Λi(z) = ci
∏N−1
b=0 (z−ai,b). The periodic boundary conditions (see [KZ2], section 10.3)

(8.5) ξi = ξ0ξ
i , ai,b = abt

i , Q±i (z) = Q±(tiz) , Λi(z) = ξ0

(
ξ

t

)Ni
Λ(z) .

lead to the following equation

ξ Q+(~z)Q−(z)− Q+(z)Q−(~z) = Λ(z)Q+(~t−1z)Q+(tz) ,(8.6)
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7.1. Approximation by A-type quivers. Consider the following families of quiver vari-
eties – Xk,N,r and X !

k,N,r:
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Figure 9. The Xk,N,r quiver family.
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Figure 10. The X !
k,N,r quiver family contains r + 1 framing bundles sepa-

rated by N � 1 nodes.

The following statement we leave for the enthusiastic reader to prove.

Theorem 7.1. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,N,r and X !
k,N,r are dual to

each other.

7.2. Approximation by A1 quivers. The next step is to take limits r �! 1 for both
Xk,N,r and X !

k,N,r families along the lines of our derivation above.

Theorem 7.2. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,N,1 and X !
k,N,1 are dual to

each other.

⇠1 ⇠2 ⇠3 ⇠4 ⇠N
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[RSVZ] R. Rimányi, A. Smirnov, A. Varchenko, and Z. Zhou, 3d mirror symmetry and elliptic stable en-

velopes (2019), 1902.03677.

PROOF OF 3D MIRROR SYMMETRY FOR ADHM QUIVERS 17

7.1. Approximation by A-type quivers. Consider the following families of quiver vari-
eties – Xk,N,r and X !

k,N,r:

k

N

k

N

k

k+N

k

k+N

Figure 9. The Xk,N,r quiver family.

k

1

k

1

21 kk-1 k

1

2 1k-1k

1

kk k k k

N N

ak ak+N ak+N(r�1) ak+Nr

Figure 10. The X !
k,N,r quiver family contains r + 1 framing bundles sepa-

rated by N � 1 nodes.

The following statement we leave for the enthusiastic reader to prove.

Theorem 7.1. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,N,r and X !
k,N,r are dual to

each other.

7.2. Approximation by A1 quivers. The next step is to take limits r �! 1 for both
Xk,N,r and X !

k,N,r families along the lines of our derivation above.

Theorem 7.2. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,N,1 and X !
k,N,1 are dual to

each other.

⇠1 ⇠2 ⇠3 ⇠4 ⇠N

References

[DS1] H. Dinkins and A. Smirnov, Characters of tangent spaces at torus fixed points and 3d-mirror sym-
metry (2019), 1908.01199.

[DS2] H. Dinkins and A. Smirnov, Capped vertex with descendants for zero dimensional a1 quiver varieties,
2020.

[GK] D. Gaiotto and P. Koroteev, On Three Dimensional Quiver Gauge Theories and Integrability, JHEP
1305 (2013), 126, 1304.0779.

[KSZ] P. Koroteev, D. Sage, and A. Zeitlin, (SL(N),q)-opers, the q-Langlands correspondence, and quan-
tum/classical duality (2018), 1811.09937.

[KZ] P. Koroteev and A. M. Zeitlin, Toroidal q-Opers (20207), 2007.11786.
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Figure 13. The ADHMN quiver (left) and its 3d mirror dual bAN�1 quiver.

lead to the following equation

⇠ Q+(qz)Q�(z)� Q+(z)Q�(qz) = ⇤(z)Q+(qt�1z)Q+(tz) ,(7.6)

were ⇤(z) =
QN�1

b=0 (z � ab) provided that we scaled Bethe roots as si,a = sat
i. Notice that

when N = 1 we arrive at (6.2).

Analogously we consider electric frame of the X !
k,N,1 quiver.

⇠i+1 Q+,!
i (~u)Q�,!

i (u)� ⇠i Q
+,!
i (u)Q�,!

i (~u) = ⇤!
i(u)Q+,!

i�1(~u)Q+,!
i+1(u) , i 2 Z ,(7.7)

where

(7.8) ⇤!
i(u) =

(
ci(u� ai) , i = kN , k 2 Z
1 , otherwise

After imposing periodic boundary conditions
(7.9)

⇠i+N = ⇠i�1t
iN , ai = a0⇠

Ni , Q±,!
i+N (u) = Q

±,!
i (⇠Nu) , ⇤!

i(u) = ⇠i
ti

⇠Ni
⇤!(u) ,

where ⇤!(u) = u� a0.
The resulting QQ-system will contain N coupled equations

⇠i+1Q
+,!
i (~u)Q�,!

i (u)� ⇠iQ
+,!
i (u)Q�,!

i (~u) = Q
+,!
i�1(~⇠

�1u)Q�,!
i (⇠u) , i = 1, . . . , N � 1

tN⇠0Q
+,!
1 (~u)Q�,!

1 (u)� ⇠N�1Q
+,!
1 (u)Q�,!

i (~u) = ⇤!(u)Q+,!
N (~⇠�1u)Q�,!

1 (⇠u) .

(7.10)

Again we can see that for N = 1 we get back (6.7).
We can formulate the final theorem
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The following statement we leave for the enthusiastic reader to prove.

Theorem 7.1. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,N,r and X !
k,N,r are dual to

each other.

7.2. Approximation by A1 quivers. The next step is to take limits r �! 1 for both
Xk,N,r and X !

k,N,r families along the lines of our derivation above.

Theorem 7.2. Under 3d mirror symmetry quiver varieties Xk,N,1 and X !
k,N,1 are dual to

each other.
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Figure 13. The ADHMN quiver (left) and its 3d mirror dual bAN�1 quiver.

lead to the following equation

⇠ Q+(qz)Q�(z)� Q+(z)Q�(qz) = ⇤(z)Q+(qt�1z)Q+(tz) ,(7.6)

were ⇤(z) =
QN�1

b=0 (z � ab) provided that we scaled Bethe roots as si,a = sat
i. Notice that

when N = 1 we arrive at (6.2).

Analogously we consider electric frame of the X !
k,N,1 quiver.

⇠i+1 Q+,!
i (~u)Q�,!

i (u)� ⇠i Q
+,!
i (u)Q�,!

i (~u) = ⇤!
i(u)Q+,!

i�1(~u)Q+,!
i+1(u) , i 2 Z ,(7.7)

where

(7.8) ⇤!
i(u) =

(
ci(u� ai) , i = kN , k 2 Z
1 , otherwise

After imposing periodic boundary conditions
(7.9)

⇠i+N = ⇠i�1t
iN , ai = a0⇠

Ni , Q±,!
i+N (u) = Q

±,!
i (⇠Nu) , ⇤!

i(u) = ⇠i
ti

⇠Ni
⇤!(u) ,

where ⇤!(u) = u� a0.
The resulting QQ-system will contain N coupled equations

⇠i+1Q
+,!
i (~u)Q�,!

i (u)� ⇠iQ
+,!
i (u)Q�,!

i (~u) = Q
+,!
i�1(~⇠

�1u)Q�,!
i (⇠u) , i = 1, . . . , N � 1

tN⇠0Q
+,!
1 (~u)Q�,!

1 (u)� ⇠N�1Q
+,!
1 (u)Q�,!

i (~u) = ⇤!(u)Q+,!
N (~⇠�1u)Q�,!

1 (⇠u) .

(7.10)

Again we can see that for N = 1 we get back (6.7).
We can formulate the final theorem

a0, . . . , aN�1

Figure 26. The MN,k quiver (left) and its 3d mirror dual ÂN−1 quiver.

were Λ(z) =
∏N−1
b=0 (z − ab) provided that we scaled Bethe roots as si,a = sat

i. The Kähler
parameter of the MN,k quiver XN is ξ and the equivariant parameters are a1, . . . , aN . Notice
that when N = 1 we arrive at (7.10).

Analogously we consider electric frame of the X !
k,N,∞ quiver.

ξi+1Q
+,!
i (~−1u)Q−,!i (u)− ξiQ

+,!
i (u)Q−,!i (~−1u) = Λ!

i(u)Q+,!
i−1(~−1u)Q+,!

i+1(u) , i ∈ Z ,
(8.7)

where

(8.8) Λ!
i(u) =

{
ci(u− ai) , i = kN , k ∈ Z
1 , otherwise

After imposing periodic boundary conditions
(8.9)

ξi+N−1 = ξi−1t
i+N−1 , ai = a0ξ

i+N , Q±,!i+N (u) = Q
±,!
i (ξNu) , Λ!

i(u) = ξi

(
t

ξ

)Ni
Λ!(u) ,

where Λ!(u) = u− a0.
The resulting QQ-system will contain N coupled equations

ξi+1Q
+,!
i (~−1u)Q−,!i (u)− ξiQ

+,!
i (u)Q−,!i (~−1u) = Q

+,!
i−1(~−1ξ−1u)Q−,!i (ξu) , i = 1, . . . , N − 1

tNξ0Q
+,!
1 (~−1u)Q−,!1 (u)− ξN−1Q

+,!
1 (u)Q−,!i (~−1u) = Λ!(u)Q+,!

N (~−1ξ−1u)Q−,!1 (ξu) ,

(8.10)

where Λ!(u) = u−a0. The Kähler parameters of the ÂN−1 quiver X !
N are ξ1

ξ0
, . . . ,

ξN−1

ξN−2
, ξ0
ξN−1

,

while its sole equivariant parameter is t.
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Again we can see that for N = 1 we get back the QQ-system for the Hilbert scheme.

We can formulate the final theorem

Corollary 8.3. Under 3d mirror symmetry the ADHM quiver varieties XN is dual to the

ÂN−1 quiver variety X !
N (right quiver in Fig. 26) Upon this duality the torus parameters of

X1 and X !
1 are mapped to each other as follows

(8.11) {~, ξ, t, a0, . . . , aN−1} ←→ {~−1, t, ξ, ξ0, . . . , ξN−1} .
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