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QUANTUM RIEMANN-HILBERT PROBLEMS FOR THE RESOLVED
CONIFOLD

WU-YEN CHUANG

ABSTRACT. We study the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problems determined by the refined
Donaldson-Thomas theory on the resolved conifold. Using the solutions to classical Riemann-
Hilbert problems in [Bri2] we give explicit solutions in terms of multiple sine functions with
unequal parameters. The new feature of the solutions is that the valid region of the quantum
parameter q% = exp(miT) varies on the space of stability conditions and BPS ¢-plane. Compar-
ing the solutions with the partition function of refined Chern-Simons theory and invoking large
N string duality, we find that the solution contains the non-perturbative completion of the
refined topological string on the resolved conifold. Therefore solving the quantum Riemann-
Hilbert problems provides a possible non-perturbative definition for the Donaldson-Thomas
theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

A BPS structure was first introduced in [Bril] to describe the Donaldson-Thomas theory
on a three-dimensional Calabi-Yau category with stability conditions. For a variation of BPS
structures with a natural growth condition a class of Riemann-Hilbert problems was proposed.
They involve finding piecewise holomorphic maps from the complex plane into an algebraic
torus with prescribed discontinuities along given BPS rays. Later Bridgeland gave a detailed
solution to the Riemann-Hilbert problems for the resolved conifold, using a class of special
functions related to Barnes’ multiple Gamma and sine functions [Bri2].

In [BBS|] quantum Riemann-Hilbert problems were formulated in terms of refined Donaldson-
Thomas invariants. These involve piecewise holomorphic maps from the complex plane to the
group of automorphisms of a quantum torus algebra.

On the other hand, there have appeared large amounts of literature studying the Donaldson-
Thomas theory on the resolved conifold. Not intending to give a complete list, here we simply
name a few of them: [ChuJaf|[NN][Sze] for the unrefined theory, and [DimGuk][MMNS] for the
refined theory.

Motivated by the recent progress in the (quantum) Riemann-Hilbert problems and the re-
sults about the Donaldson-Thomas theory on the resolved conifold, in this paper we study
its quantum Riemann-Hilbert problems and give a solution under certain conditions on the
quantum parameter.

The outline is as follows. In the section 2, we review the refined BPS structures arising from
the refined Donaldson-Thomas theory, and discuss the case of the resolved conifold. In section
[B] we introduce the quantum torus algebra and the quantum dilogarithm functions, needed for
the BPS automorphism. In section d] we formulate the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem. In
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section [3] we first introduce the multiple sine functions, study their asymptotic expansions near
0 and oo, and then give a solution to the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem for the resolved
conifold.

The new feature of the solutions is that the valid region of the quantum parameter q% =
exp(miT) varies on the space of stability conditions and BPS t-plane. It is not clear to us
whether the restriction of 7 is due to the limitation of our approach or it has any physical
implication.

Finally we compare the solutions with the partition function of refined Chern-Simons theory,
and find that the solutions contain the non-perturbative completion of the refined topological
string/Gromov-Witten theory on the resolved conifold after invoking the large N duality in
string theory. Therefore solving the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problems provides a possible
non-perturbative definition for the Donaldson-Thomas theory.

Acknowledgement. We would like to thank the referee whose comments helped improve
greatly the presentation of the paper. WYC was partially supported by Taiwan MOST grant
109-2115-M-002-007-MY2 and NTU Core Consortiums grant 1101892103 and 1111891503
(TIMS).

2. REFINED BPS STRUCTURES

2.1. Definition. In [Bril] the numerical Donaldson-Thomas theory was used to give the def-
inition of a BPS structure, which is a special case of Kontsevich and Soibelman’s notion of a
stability structure. The following definition is the natural analogue for the refined Donaldson-
Thomas theory, which first appeared in [BBS].

Definition 2.1. A refined BPS structure (I, Z, Q) consists of the data

(i) A finite rank free abelian group I' ~ Z%", equipped with a skew-symmetric form
(—,—):I'x ' = Z;
(ii) A homomorphism of abelian group, called central charge,
Z . I'— C;

(iii) A map of sets
Q:T = QIL*2], Q) =) QW(LE, (1)

nez
where L2 is a formal symbol, satisfying the following two conditions:
(a) Symmetry: Q(—v) = Q(y) for all ¥ € T', and ©(0) = 0;
(b) Support property: fixing a norm || - || on the finite dimensional vector space I' ®z R,
there is a constant C' > 0 such that |Z(v)| > C||v|| for v € I' with Q(~) # 0.

The unrefined limit is recovered by taking L:=—-1and Q:T — Q. The support property
is listed only for completeness and is satisfied in the resolved conifold case.

Definition 2.2. The active BPS rays ¢ C C* of the refined BPS structures are defined to be
the rays £ = Ryq - Z(y) for v € T with Q(v) # 0.
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2.2. Refined BPS structure for the resolved conifold. Let X be the resolved conifold,
which is the total space of Opi(—1)%? over P! and also the resolution of the ordinary double
point singularity
(1’11'2 — X3Tyq = 0) C C4. (2)
Let D’Coh(X) be the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on X and D € D°Coh(X)
be the full triangulated subcategory, consisting of complexes whose cohomology sheaves have
support dimension < 1. The quantum Riemann-Hilbert problems we consider in this paper
arise from the refined Donaldson-Thomas theory of the category D. By [Bri2, Theorem A.2]

the space of stability conditions on the derived category D, quotiented by the subgroup of
autoequivalences generated by spherical twists, is given by

My = {(v,w) € C* | w#0,v+nw #0 for alln € Z} c C*. (3)

We decompose
Mgy = M U Mgy LI M_

by the sign of Im(v/w). In this paper we only study the non-degenerate region M, since the
study of the regions My and M_ is completely analogous.

Consider the Chern characters of compactly-supported sheaves O¢(n), O, on X and express
them as

ch(O¢(n)) = B —nd, ch(O0,) = -9 . (4)
Given a point (v, w) € Mg, we have the following refined BPS structure.

(i) The charge lattice I'«cy = Zf @ Z0, with the zero skew-symmetric intersection form
<_7 _> = 0.
(ii) The central charge is given by Z<i(af + bd) = 2mi(av + bw) .
(iii) The nonzero refined BPS invariants are

1 if v = x5 + nd for some n € Z,
Q(y) = { (5)

Lz + L2 ify=kd for some k € Z\ {0}.
The refined BPS invariants here can be read off from the Donaldson-Thomas partition func-
tion in [DimGuk][MMNS].
In order to have a nontrivial quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem one needs to consider the
doubled lattice

F = Fgl @ F22> FZ2 = F\S/l = HOmz(Fgl, Z)
In terms of dual basis ¥ and §Y, the lattice I'so is given by,
I'se = 73" ® 75" . (6)

The skew-symmetric form (—,—) on I' is then defined by (—, —)|r., = (—, —)|r., = 0 and
(BY,B) = (6Y,0) = 1. Later we also write I' = I'c; and I, = I'so. We extend both the maps
Z and €2 by zero on I'ss.
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3. QUANTUM TORUS ALGEBRA AND QUANTUM DILOGARITHM

3.1. Definition of quantum torus algebra. We define the quantum torus algebra to be
Cq[T] = Drer C[Li%] Lrys Ly ¥ Ly = Lzmn2) Ty 472+ (7)

This is a quantization of the ring of functions on the algebraic torus T = Homg(T', C*).

A quadratic refinement of the form (—, —) is an element of the finite set
{o:0 = {£1} | o(n +72) = (=) a(n)o(r2)} - (8)
Using a quadratic refinement ¢ : I' — {£1} one can alternatively use y, = o(v)z, as
generators for Cy[T]. Let ¢z = —L2. Now we have
1 1
ColT) = @er Cla™2] vy Yy ¥ 9 = 2772 gy (9)

3.2. Doubled and uncoupled case.

Definition 3.1. A refined BPS structure (F =r.el,, 7, Q) satisfying I, = TY, (—, =)|r, =
(—, =)|r,, =0 and Q(v,,) = 0 for all v,, € I';,, is said to be doubled and uncoupled.

Remark 3.2. The refined BPS structure on the resolved conifold is doubled and uncoupled.

Now we introduce the extended quantum torus algebra to deal with the doubled case. We
define the extended quantum torus algebra to be the noncommutative algebra

—

(CQ[T] = 69'Y'mel—‘m M(H X ‘/€> . y”/m’ (10)

where H is the upper half-plane in the complex plane C, V., = Homg(I'.,C), and M(H x V)
is the field of meromorphic functions on the product space.
The product * is defined by

(fl (Tv 0) ' y'Y'ml):i:(fé(T’ 0) ’ y’YmQ) = fl (Tv 0 — <7m27 _>T/2>f2(7-7 0+ <7m17 _>T/2) "Y1 +ymes (11)

where 7 € H and 6 is an element in V,. Notice that the definition of % here is slightly different
from the one in [BBS|]. The reason for this choice of * is purely computational, since it gives
manageable automorphisms associated with the active BPS rays.
There is a commutative subalgebra
CyT)y = M(H xV,)-1CC,[T] . (12)
Lemma 3.3. If the refined BPS structure is doubled and uncoupled, the map I : C,[T] — ((Z[\']T]
defined by

](q§ Yot ) = EXP(miTEk 4+ 27i0(Ve)) * Yoy (13)

1S an injective ring homomorphism.

Proof. 1t is easily verified that I is a ring homomorphism. The injectivity of I follows from the

fact that the set {exp(27if(7.))} is linearly independent over C. O

Ye Ere
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3.3. Quantum dilogarithm. The quantum dilogarithm function is given by

E,(x) = [](1 - «4"). (14)

k>0

which converges absolutely for |¢g| < 1 and defines a nowhere-vanishing analytic function for
x € C. From the definition of the quantum dilogarithm function we know

Eqy(z) Ey(qr) ™ =1-u. (15)

To each active BPS ray ¢ C C* we attach a product

H HE %n—i—l )-(-U”Qn(’v)’ (16)

Z(v)€l neL

which could be an infinite product of quantum dilogarithm functions in general and is not an
element in C,[T] (see e.g. [FGFS] for related discussions). Further assuming that the refined
BPS structure is ray-finite, i.e. for any active ray ¢ there are only finitely many v € I' for
which Z(vy) € £ and Q(v) # 0, then the expression for DT, (¢) (I6) becomes a finite product of
quantum dilogarithm functions. In the region 7 € H, i.e. |¢| < 1, each product factor in (I6)
is a nowhere-vanishing analytic function. So via the injective ring homomorphism [ in Lemma

—

B3, DT,(¢) defines an element in C,[T],

—

1(DT,(0)) € C,[T). (17)
Then the automorphism associated with the active BPS ray ¢ is defined to be

Sq(€) = Adrwr, () € Aut C,[T] . (18)

Lemma 3.4. Let (' =T.®T,,, Z,Q) be a doubled and uncoupled refined BPS structure, which
is also ray-finite. Let ¢ C C* be an active BPS ray. Then the automorphism S,(€) acts trivially

on I(y,,) € C/q[\']l"] for 7. € e and the action of Sy(£) on y.,, for vm € I'n, is given by

"/m'Y| 1

1 1 _1)n O
) (Y, ) H H H g ) (g )11 Om N [ (5 ) D" santram) Ly, (19)

Z(v)et neZ k=0

where sgn{~y, Ym) 1S the sign of (v, Ym)-

—

Proof. 1t is clear that S,(¢) acts trivially on I(y,, ) € C,[T] with 7. € I'. due to the doubled
and uncoupled structure.
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For y,,. € (Czq[\']l‘] with v, € I',,,, we have

Sq(@(?%m) Adl DTq )(y“/m)
=TI TIE(—ad) 1) "™ %y F By ((—a2) () T

Z(y)eL neL
= I T]Eewr((—emm)rtietnio@) =0t gy 2R, ((—emimynete2miotn) )
Z(y)eL neL
== H H Ee27rz7' WZT 7l+1 (67Ti7-)_ <'YW%"Y> 627”;6(7)) _(_l)nﬂn(q/) .
Z(y)elnel
TIT\N T wm V. omi —-1)"Qy,
Eq((—e )t (emim) o2mif(y ))( ) (W)y%. (20)
Then using the definition of quantum dilogarithm ([I4]) we obtain (I9). ]

Remark 3.5. We may choose a quadratic refinement to absorb the signs in (I9). For the
resolved conifold case, o is chosen such that o(£8) = —1,0(d) = 1. This choice is consistent
with [GMN13| Section 7.7}, in which they use o(Vnyper) = —1, 0(Voector) = 1.

When v = £ + kd, we only have Qy(y) # 0. When v = kd, the nonvanishing invariants are
() and Q2_1(7). In terms of the generators z., with v € I'. we have for the resolved conifold

[{ym, )] —1

x“{m H H H % n+2k+1_|(7m77>‘](xfy))(_1)nQn(7)Sgn<'Yv'Ym> * L - (21)

Z(y)el neZ k=0

4. QUANTUM RIEMANN-HILBERT PROBLEMS

4.1. Quantum Riemann-Hilbert problems. Given a ray ¢ € C* the corresponding half-
plane is given by
He={2z€ C"| z=wuv with u € £ and Re(v) > 0} . (22)

In the formulation of Riemann-Hilbert problems defined by the BPS structure of classical
Donaldson-Thomas theory [Bri2, Problem 2.4, we look for holomorphic function ®, : H, —
T = Homg(I',C*) and impose three conditions (RH1)(RH2)(RH3), such that all ®,’s have
jumping behaviors dictated by BPS automorphisms, 0 limit as ¢ — 0 and polynomial growth
at t — oo.

Motivated by these conditions, next we formulate the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem for
the doubled and uncoupled refined BPS structure.

Problem 4.1 (Quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem). Let (I' = I'. @ I',, Z,2) be a doubled
and uncoupled refined BPS structure, such that S,(¢) is well-defined for every active ray /.
For each non-active BPS ray ¢ € C* we look for maps

O, - Hy — Aut C,[T] (23)

satisfying the following three properties.

e (qRH1) Suppose that two non-active rays ¢1,fs € C* in the clockwise order are the
boundary rays of an acute sector A C C*, which contains finite active BPS rays
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El, . ,En. Then we have
Dy, (1) = By, (1) 0 Sy(A) = By, (t) 0 Sy(ly) 0 - - 0S4 (4y,), (24)
for all t € Hy, N Hy,.

e (qRH2) Let ¢ € C* be a non-active ray, whose closest active BPS rays in the anticlock-
wise and clockwise directions are ¢; and ¢, respectively. For each v = 7.+ v, € I', 7. €
e, vm €T, we have

Oy(t)(1(,)) = exp( — Z(7e) -

_I_ 2W29(7€)) Ré,’}/m (t7 q%) : :I:'Y'rn € CQ[T]’ (25)

where g2 = exp(mir) and Ry, (t,q2) is a holomorphic function of t € H, and 7 € #,
satisfying
RZ,’Ym(tvq%) - 17

as t — 0 in any closed subsector in H,, N Hy,.
e (qQRH3) Let ¢ € C* be a non-active ray, whose closest active BPS rays in the anticlock-
wise and clockwise directions are ¢; and ¢y respectively. For each ~,, € I, there exists
k > 0 such that
[H7 < [Reg (1 g2)| < 1" (26)
for ¢ in any closed subsector of H,, N H,, and || > 0.

Remark 4.2. In order to have a full-fledged quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem, in (qRH1) we
also need to describe the BPS automorphism S,(A) associated to the acute sector A, containing
infinitely many active rays. The general discussion on the well-definedness of the classical BPS
automorphism S(A) is provided in [Brill Appendix B]. We leave the analogous analysis of
the quantum counterpart S,(A) for future study. Although there exist such acute sectors A
containing infinitely many active rays on the resolved conifold, we will deal with such cases by
a more explicit approach later.

The exp(—Z(7.)/t) part of the ansatz in (qRH2) is motivated by [Bri2, Problem 2.4 (RH2)].

When solving Ry ., (t, q%) for all 7 € H is not possible, we are allowed to relax the condition
(qRH2) to restrict 7 to an open set in H.

4.2. Quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem for the resolved conifold. Now back to the
resolved conifold case. Let X be the resolved conifold and Z(af + bd) = 2mi(av + bw) be the
central charge function associated with the point (v, w) € M, C Mgq,. The active rays consist
of

+ ly = R 2miw, +4, = £R.o27i(v + nw) € C* . (27)

Define ¥(n) to be the convex open sector with boundary rays ¢,_; and ¢,,.

Since the rays £/, contain infinitely many active classes, the refined BPS structure of the
resolved conifold is not ray-finite. Moreover an acute sector A containing /., also contains
infinitely many active rays. However, the classical BPS structure of the resolved conifold
satisfies a convergent condition, i.e. >° . [Q(7)|exp(—R|Z(7)|) < oo for some R > 0, defined
in [Bri2, Definition 2.1]. Then by the analysis in [Brill, Appendix B] and [Bri2, Proposition
2.2], it is proved in [Bri2, Sec. 3.2] that the classical BPS automorphism S({.,) exists on the
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analytic open subset |xs| < 1 of the twisted torus. And S(A) is also well-defined on the analytic
open subset |xs| < 1. Here x; is the twisted character in the classical Riemann-Hilbert problem.
At the quantum level, in terms of the quantum twisted characters x, the BPS automorphism

—

of C,[T] in Lemma [3.4] gives

Sq(ln)(wpv) = (1 = Tpns) ~'wpv,

Sq(ln)(zsv) = 1:[(1 - (q%)l n+2k$ﬁ+n5) TV,
Sq(goo)(xgv) = Zgv. (28)

Here we omit to write the injective ring homomorphism [ in the formula and will keep doing
so if there is no possible confusion.

As for S,({x)(xsv), Lemma B4 does not directly apply since it involves an infinite product
over the active classes. Nonetheless we can still write down a formal expression,

m—1
Sq(lo)(wsv) = TT TT (1= (@2) ™ 0ns) (1 = (@2) " ) s, (29)
m>1 k=0
according to the formula in Lemma 3.4}, which converges when |z;| < |¢*/?| < 1.
As in [Bri2) Section 3.2] we also need to consider S,(A), where the sector A contains infinitely
many active rays. Without loss of generality we may take A to be just less than a half-plane
and have boundary rays in 3(0) and —3(0). Then S,(A) is given by

[(B+nd,y)|—1
L - n sgn n
S A)a) =T T (1 (g2) 1emoaieziyy, syentiinis)

n>0 k=0

[(—B+nd)|-1 )
H H (1 o (q§)1—|<—5+n6,'y)|+2kx_ﬁ+n5)sgn<—ﬁ+n5,«/>
n>1 k=0

m|{6,y)|=1 ) ) o
IT T (0= (g2)>m@m2hy, g1 — (gz)miGalltehy, )70 o
m>1 k=0

(30)

Again the expression converges when |z;] < |¢'/?| < 1.

Next we will adopt the following strategy to formulate the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem
for the resolved conifold: we take Problem 1 and (28))(29) (B0) as our starting point and verify
the convergence in the resulting problem at last.

Let 7, be an non-active ray in the sector ¥(n). It follows that a solution to the quantum
Riemann-Hilbert problem for the resolved conifold is specified by the function R, ., (t, q%) in
(qRH2) with ,, = 8Y,0". Therefore we define

R?‘n,ﬁv(tvq%) = Bn(vvw7t7q%)7 an,év(t,q%) = Dn(U,w,t,q

D=

) - (31)
)zy) = f(q

—

Remark 4.3. Consider the involution o : C/q[\'ﬂ‘] — C,[T] defined by o(f(q
Due to the symmetry of the problem, Q(vy) = Q(—~), we have

Sy(—0) oo =0 0S,().

Nl=
Nl=

)T
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Therefore if we have solved the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem in one half-plane, we can
fill out the whole C* by the symmetry. More precisely, at § = 0 we extend the solution by
setting

Rogr(—t,q%) =Re,. (t, q2),
Oy (—t) (I(x_)) =exp(=Z(=7e)/(=t)) Remp (t,q?) s, € C,[T] . (32)

We also have
1 1
RZ,’ym (tv q§> = Rf,—’ym (tv qi)_lv (33)

—

by @,(t)(I(1)) =1 € C,[T].

Now we work out the conditions of Problem 1] imposed on the function B, (v,w,t, q%) and
D, (v, w, t,q2) in (BI), with the BPS automorphisms S,(¢), S,(A) given by @8)(29)[B0). If the
(v, w) dependence is understood, we simply write Bn(t,q%) = Bn(v,w,t,q%) and Dn(t,q%) =
Dn(”? w’ t? q%)'

Problem 4.4 (Quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem for the resolved conifold). Fix (v, w) € M.

Define z := exp(—2miv/t), and y := exp(—2miw/t). For each n € Z find holomorphic functions
By (t,q?) and D,(t,q2) for ¢ in the region

V(n) = Hg
and 7 € H, satisfying the following properties.

UHgn,

n—1

(i) Ast — 0 in any closed subsector of V(n) one has

Ba(t,?) =1, Dalt.q?) = 1. (34)
(ii) For each n € Z there exists k > 0 such that for any closed subsector of V(n)
H7 < 1Ba(t, 2], | Dult g®)| < [t*, 1t 0. (35)
(iii) On the intersection H,, = V(n) N V(n + 1) there are relations
n—1
Bui(t, %) = Bu(t,q%) - (1—ay™) ™, Duya(t,q2) = Da(t, %) - [[ (1= (g2)' " Fay™)~". (36)
k=0

(iv) In the region —i - X(0) there are relations

Bolt.q?) - Bo(—t.q) = [T (L—ay") - [T (1 =2y, (37)
n>0 n>1
n—1 )
Dy(t,q2) - Do(—t,q2) = H H (1 _ (qi)l_"ﬂk:cy")
n>1 k=0
n—1
H H (1- (q%)l—n+2kI Ly
n>1 k=0
n—1

[N
~—
|
3
T
[~}
Bl
3
~
~
|
—_

TTTI (= @)* "y - (q

(38)
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Remark 4.5. Although we have the 6(v.) dependence in (28]) in (qRH2), for simplicity we set
0 = 0 when deriving these conditions for the resolved conifold, and also for the rest of the paper.
The analysis for # # 0 case is more involved but can be carried out in a completely analogous
way. For example, when 6 # 0 the variables * = exp(—2miv/t) and y = exp(—2miw/t) in
Problem [£.4] need to be modified by the coordinates of #, and a new set of conditions as those
of Problem [4.4] can be generated.

Problem 4.4 (i) (ii) are derived from (qRH2) and (qRH3) respectively. Problem (4.7 (iii) comes
from the jumping condition (qRH1). Problem 4 (iv) is obtained by composing all the S,(()
in the sector A with boundary rays in ¥(0) and —X(0) and then using relations (30) (32) (33)).

When solving B, (t,¢2) and D,(t, ¢q2) for all T € H is not possible, we are allowed to restrict
7 to an open set in H.

As the last step we verify the convergence of the expressions with infinite products in Problem
4.4 (iv). In the region —i- X(0), the real part of 2miw/t is positive. So we have |y| < 1 and the
RHS of (37) converges. For the RHS of (B8) to converge, we need to impose |y| < |¢'/?| < 1,
which holds if Im(7) is sufficiently small.

5. A SOLUTION TO QUANTUM RIEMANN-HILBERT PROBLEM FOR THE RESOLVED CONIFOLD

5.1. Multiple sine functions. In [Bri2] the solution to the conifold Riemann-Hilbert problem
was given in terms of double sine function, and triple sine function with two equal parameters,
with certain exponential prefactors to fix the prescribed asymptotic behaviors. In the quantum
case we will need triple sine functions with unequal parameters. It is worthwhile mentioning
that the construction here is analogous to the process in which the solution in [BBS] quantizes
or deforms that in [Barb].

Multiple sine functions are defined using the multiple gamma function of Barnes [Barn]. Let
z€ Cand wy, - ,w, € C*. We have

sin, (2 wi, -+ wr) = Doz |wr, - w) T (Ywi = 2w, w,) T (39)

For our purpose we will need three parameters wy,w;,ws € C*. Let w; = (w1 + wq)/2 and
Awl = (wl — @1)/2
We define

ux’ . —
F(Z ‘ wl, (A)g) = exp( - ?BQ’Q(Z ‘ wl, (A)g)) SlIlQ(Z ‘ Wi, (A)Q), (40)

~ ux’ _ — . _ —
G(z|wy,wr,we) = exp(—Bg,g(z + w1 | wl,wl,wQ)) sing(z + wy | wy, w1, wa), (41)

6

where By (2| Wy, ws) and Bs3(z+w; | wi, wr, we) are the multiple Bernoulli polynomials, defined
by the expansion.

i W_l ZBMZMI, ,T)ﬁ. (42)
N !

i
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Here are some multiple Bernoulli polynomials, which will be needed later.

1 z w1 + w
BO72(Z|C<J1,(,<J2) = 5 Bl72(Z|CU1,CU2) = _ 2’
Wi W1Wa 201w
2 1 1 Lfwy  wi 1
b a o T o Aot )ty 43
el W1z (Wl +w2)z+6<w1 +w2) 3 (43)
For later use, the Bernoulli polynomials are defined by
se*® > sh
=2 B 44
es — 1 ; (Z) n' ( )

The prefactors in (40)(#I]) are chosen such that F' and G are admitted to have integral
representations without the prefactors (see (@S] (&1l below).
Define the following notation:

xr1 = exp(2miz /W), w3 = exp(2miz/ws), (45)
@1 = exp(2miws /W), qo = exp(2miwi /wa), G2 = exp(2mit /w2).

The following two propositions are generalizations of [Bri2l, Proposition 4.1] and [Bri2, Propo-

sition 4.2] to the case of ' and G with unequal parameters.

Proposition 5.1. The function F(z|wy,ws) is a single-valued meromorphic function of vari-
ables z € C and Wy, wy € C* under the assumption that W, and ws lie on the same side of some
straight line through the origin. We have

(i) The function is reqular and nonvanishing except at the points
z = awy + bwy, a,be,

which are zeroes if a,b < 0, poles if a,b > 0, and otherwise neither.
(11) We have the following two difference relations for F(z|wy,ws):

F(Z+@1|E1,W2)_ 1 F(Z+W2|@1,Cd2)_ 1
F(z|w1,w2) _1—1’27 F(Z|@1,W2) _1—113'1'

(i1i) There is a product expansion

F(z|wy,wy) = H(l — g ") H(l — 25(q2G2)""?), (47)
k>1 k>0
when Im(wy /wy) > 0.
(iv) When Re(w,) > 0, Re(ws) > 0 and 0 < Re(z) < Re(w; + ws) there is an integral
representation

F(z|wy,ws) = exp (/C = 1e)z(sew2s - %), (48)

where the contour C' is along the real axis from —oo to 400 with a small semi-circle
around the origin in the upper half-plane.
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Proof. The proposition is a generalization of [Bri2, Proposition 4.1]. The general properties of
the double sine functions and F(z | @, ws), including part (i) and (ii), are proved in [JimMiwl,
Appendix A].

The product expansion (iii) is proved in [Naru, Corollary 6]. The integral representation
(1v) is proved in [Naru, Proposition 2].

The difference relation (i¢) can also be proved using the integral formula (iv). O

Proposition 5.2. The function G(z|wi,wi,ws) is a single-valued holomorphic function of

variables z € C and wy,w1,ws € C* under the assumption that wy, w1, and wo all lie on the
same side of some straight line through the origin. We have the following properties:

(i) The function is entire and vanishes only at the points
2z = aw + bwy + cws, a,b,c €7,
with a,b,c <0, or a,b,c > 0.
(ii) We have the difference relations
G(z 4 wy |wy, w1, ws)
G(z | wy, w1, ws)

:F(Z + wl | (:51, CUQ)_l, (49)

G(Z + (:51 | Wi, @1, (.Ug)

- =F w ,wa) L. 50
G0 w1 Br.0) (z + W1 | wi, ws) (50)

(111)) When Re(w:), Re(wy), Re(ws) > 0 and —Re(w,) < Re(z) < Re(Ww, + wsq) there is an
integral representation

} ) (=) ds )
(Z | wl,wl,wz) = €Xp /C (6“’15 _ 1)(6‘318 _ 1)(€w25 _ 1)? ) (5 )

where the contour C' is the real azis from —oo to +00 avoiding the origin by a small
detour in the upper half-plane.

Proof. The proposition is a generalization of [Bri2l, Proposition 4.2]. The general properties (i)
and (i¢) are covered in [JimMiwl Appendix A]. The integral formula (ii7) follows from [Narul
Proposition 2]. Alternatively the difference relations (i7) can also be proved by using integral
formula. U

Proposition 5.3. When Im(w,/ws) > 0, Im(w;/w2) > 0 and z € C the following relations hold
F(z+wsy |y, wy) - Fz| Wy, —wa) = H (1 — SL’2(Q2§2)I€/2) . H (1 — x;l(q252)k/2)_1, (52)

k>0 k>1
~ ~ ki+3 dop+1 1 kit kol
G(z4wy |wy, w1, we)-G (2| wy,wr, —wy) = H (1—1’26121 2y 2)‘ H (1—I2 g, P 2)~
k120,k2>0 k120,k2>0
(53)
Proof. The proposition is a generalization of [Bri2, Proposition 4.3]. First of all wy, Wy, and wy all
lie on the same side of some straight line through the origin, by the assumption Im(w; /wy) > 0,
and Im(w;/wy) > 0. Recall the homogeneity property of the multiple sine function [Narul
Proposition 2(i)],

sin,(cz | cwq, - -+, cw,) = sing(z |wy, -+, wy), Ve e C . (54)
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This homogeneity property is also enjoyed by the functions F'(z|w,ws) and G(z |wy, @, ws)
since
By,(cz|cw, - yewy) =" Bup(z|wr, e wr), Ve e C*. (55)
Since we can rotate wy, w; and wy using the homogeneity property, we may assume wy, Wy are
in the right half-plane, and wy almost lies along negative imaginary line with a small positive
real part. Namely, arg(ws) = —7/2 + €.
In order to apply the integral formula (48)) for F'(z 4+ ws | @1, ws), we require that

0< Re(z -+ LUQ) < Re(wl + LUQ). (56)

Therefor we have

elztw2)s ds

F(Z “+ Wy ‘ wl,WQ) = exXp (/C (6518]_ — 1)(60.)28 — 1) ?>, 0< R,e(Z) < Re(wl). (57)

As for F(z| @, —w,), we first choose ¢ = ¢(=2¢+) € C* to rotate —ws into the right half plane.
We obtain

B B eczs dS
F(Z | w1, —CUQ) :F(CZ | CW1i, —CWQ) = exp </C (60513 - 1)(6_cw2s _ 1) ?)

o / e*(¢s) d(cs)
prm— X —
P o (e91(es) — 1)(emw2les) — 1) es

e*® ds .
=exp (/cc (@~ 1)(c— = 1) ?> ,0 < Re(cz) < Re(c(@; —ws)).  (58)
Combining (B7) and (B8) and choosing z to lie in the common valid region, we have

elztwa)s ds e** ds
F w F(z|wy, —we) = — — — —
(24w | W1, wo) F (2 | Wy, —ws) = exp </c (@ )= —1) s +/c.c @ e -1 s

(59)
Since the integrands differ by a minus sign, the expression in the exponential picks up the

residues at the point s = 2mim/wy for m € Z \ {0}, weighted by the signature of m.
We obtain

(z4w2)s
F(2 + wa | @1, wp) F(2| Wy, —ws) = exp (%2#1’ Rest% = _61)(6w28 s ' sgn(m))
—y 2y " (q2G2)™"
= exp - n )
(n; ml = (@:0)""?) mz;l m(1 - (Q2C_I2)m/2))
=TT = wawm)) T (- a3 (@) )™ (60)
k>0 P

So we have shown that in the allowed open dense region of z for the integral formula of F' to
hold, F(z + wy | Wy, ws) F(z| @y, —ws) is equal to the infinite product on the right hand side in
(52), which is an analytic function for Im(w; /wa) > 0, Im(wy /wy) > 0. Therefore they are equal
for all z € C by analytic continuation.



14 WU-YEN CHUANG
Applying the identical argument to prove (53]), we obtain

G(Z -+ Wy ‘ wl,&?l,wg) . G(Z | (A)l,(:}l, —w2)

_e(z—l—wl—l—wz)s ds _e(z+wl)3 ds
-0 | [ e e st L e e
. —elztwitwr)s
= exp Z 271 ReSs—2rimws @ e Do s - sgn(m)
m#0
m, m/2~m/2 —m _m/2~m/2
—Zoqy" Qo Xy 4y 4y
= 6Xp m ~m + m o m
mzz:lm(l_%)(l_%) mz;lm(l—qQ)(l—qQ)>
k1+3 o+l 1 kiti koti
= ] (-20 %77 [ (Q-22'e"%%"?). (61)
k120,k2>0 k1>0,k2>0
This completes the proof of (53)). O

Since later we will set —ws to be t € H,, , we study the asymptotic behaviors of ' and G as
we — 0 and oo.

Proposition 5.4. Fiz z € C and wy,w; € C* with Re(w;) > 0, Re(w;) > 0, 0 < Re(z) <
Re(wy), Im(z/wy) > 0, and Im(z/w,) > 0. Then as wy — 0 in any closed subsector ¥ of the
half-plane Re(ws) > 0 we have asymptotic expansions

_ By -wy! _
log F'(z | @y, wa) ~ Z i fre—a(2,@01), (62)

k>0

k-1
Bk * W2

IOgG(Z | wl,&?l,wg) ~ Z k"

k>0

: gk—2(27 Wi, 571)7 (63)

where the function fr_o and gi,_o are holomorphic functions defined by

zs k—2

Foolz,m1) = / © 5 ds (64)

06513—]_ ’

_e(z—l—wl)s k—2

- S
gk—z(Z,wl,wl) Z/

o (e1s = 1)(e=s — 1)
where the contour C is along the real azis from —oo to oo avoiding the origin by a small
semicircle in the upper half plane.

ds, (65)

Proof. In order to apply the integral representation (@S) and (5I) we need to require 0 <
Re(z) < Re(wi+ws) for F(z|wyi,ws) and 0 < Re(z+w;1) < Re(wy+w; +ws) for G(z | wy, w1, ws),
which are equivalent to the assumption 0 < Re(z) < Re(w;) as ws — 0.

By the integral representation formula (48) and the Laurent expansion

1 By - (wys)k1
s —1 Z k! ’ (66)
k>0
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we have
_ e7s Bk X (w2)k—1(8)k—2
logF(z\wl,wg)Nfcewls_llgo 1 ds
B, - wk—l
:Zkki'z : fk_g(z,wl>. (67)
k>0 )
The computation for (G3) goes similarly. O

We would like to strengthen a bit Proposition 5.4l Suppose Im(z/w;) > 0, Im(z/wy) > 0,
and z = re'@+7/2) with r > 0.
Choosing ¢ = e~ 0+<+) we have

czs B.. - k—1 k—2
log F(z | @y, ws) =log F(cz | c@y, cws) ~ / i Z k- (cwa)"(s) s
o et — 1 e k!

czs )k—2

B By, - wh! e (cs
= Z k:! / 1 d(cs). (68)

k>0 ¢

Therefore we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Fiz z = re'®™/2) ¢ C and wy,0; € C* with Im(z/w1) > 0, and Im(z/©;) >
0. Then as wey — 0 in any closed subsector ¥ of the half-plane H = {a € C* | Im(z/a) > 0}, we
have asymptotic expansions

_ By -wh™t _
log (2@, w2) ~ Y =% fia(2.01), (69)
k>0 '
- By - wh™? -
log G(z | wy, wy, ws) ~ Z kki'z h_o(2z,wr, wy), (70)
k>0 '

where ¢ = e~ "0+<+) and the function f¢_, and g§_, are holomorphic functions defined by

o35 Sk—2

. w1) = — d 1
ol = [ i ()

_e(z—i-wl)s 8k—2

. Wi, W) = =
gk—2(z7 1 1) /c~C (ew1s _ 1)(€w1s _ 1)
where the contour C' is along the real axis from —oo to oo avoiding the origin by a small

semacircle in the upper half plane. Notice that ¢ depends on the first argument of the functions

Ji_o and gi_,.

Lemma 5.6. [Bri2, Proposition 4.5] Let w € C* with Re(w) > 0. Then for all d € Z the

relation -
et s (d—1)¢(d)  w a2
— ds = (= 73
/C (e —1)2 " omi ) (73)
holds where the contour C is along the real axis from —oo to +o0o with a small detour around
the origin in the upper half plane. When d = 1 the factor (d — 1){(d) on right hand side of the
formula is understood to be 1.

ds, (72)
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Proposition 5.7. (i) Suppose z € C with Im(z/w,) > 0. Then as wy — 00 in any closed
subsector ¥ of the half-plane H = {a € C* | Im(z/a) > 0} we have the asymptotic expansion
_ T W _
log F'(z | Wy, wsq) ~ TN + By(z/w1) - log(ws) + O(1). (74)
1
(i1) Suppose z € C, Im(z/wy) > 0, and Im(z/w,) > 0. Then as wy — oo in any closed subsector
Y of the half-plane H = {a € C* | Im(z/a) > 0} we have the asymptotic expansion

Boa(z + W1 |w1,@1)¢(8) - » Bz + w1 wy,01)¢(2)
472 2 27

- Bﬂ(”;’l (9080 14 (00) + O(1). (75)
Proof. Part (i) is proved in [Bri2, Proposition 4.8] with the assumption Re(z) > 0 and wy —
oo in any closed subsector X of the half-plane Re(ws) > 0. Under our current assumption
Im(z/w;) > 0 we can rotate z to almost align with the positive imaginary line and have a small
real part. All the rotation dependence cancels out in the end of computation and w, is required
to lie in a closed subsector X of the half-plane H = {a € C*|Im(z/a) > 0}.

For part (ii) we again apply a rotation such that z almost aligns along the positive imaginary
line and has a small real part. It can be easily checked that the rotation dependence cancels
in the end. Therefore without loss of generality, we may assume Re(w;) > 0, Re(w;) > 0,
Re(z + @) > 0. Applying the integral formula (5I]) we have

logG(z|w1,&71,w2) ~ W9

—elzt@)s ds

1 w = _ 2
08 G(Z | wl’wl’w2) /C (ems _ 1)(€w1s _ 1)(€w23 _ 1) s’ (76)

with the valid region 0 < Re(z +@) < Re(wi + w1 +wy), which becomes 0 < Re(z +@;) in the
Wy — 00 limit.
By differentiating with respect to w, we have

o oG _ e(z—i-wl)s ew2s p
8—wg 0gG(z |wy, Wi, wy) = /c (ewrs — 1) (%15 — 1) (e=25 — 1)2 - as,
- f: Bk72(2’ + wll | wl,&ﬁ) / Sk_2 ) ewzs . s
— k! c (e«2s —1)
= By (2 +wy |wr,w1) (B —2)¢(3 — k) W2 \1-k
= i i (507) (by Lemma B.G)
k=0
C(3)ws _ ~¢(2) _ 1
— _ B >N 7 B - e 77
2201w 172(2 tow | ek wl) 271 2’2(Z T | Y1, wl) 29 * ( )

After integrating (T7)) with respect to ws we obtain (78). Also recall that ((2) = 72/6.
U

5.2. A solution. Under the assumption

Im(z/wy) > 0,Im(z/w;) > 0,
Im(Aw; /wy) > 0, Im(Aw; /@) > 0,
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we define
F* (2| @1, ws) =F (2| @y, ws) - exp(Qp(z |1, wy)),

G(z | w1, w1, ws) ~
' ) ) ’ 78
G(Awl | w1, @1, w2) eXp (QG(Z | Wi, W1 w2)) ( )

G*(Z | w1, @1, CUQ) =
where QQr and Qg are Laurent polynomials in wy defined by
_ - c _ falz,wr) | miowy
QF(Z|wlaw2)_ f—Q(Zaw ) w2+ 2 12 w17
1 ~ . ~
5 (gil(zv Wi, wl) - g_l(Awh Wi, wl))
2 W9

¢(2)
271

Remark 5.8. Since the definition of Q¢(z | wi, w1, wa) involves g° 4 (Awy, wy, wy) and g¢; (Aw, wy, @1),
we need to require Im(Aw; /wy) > 0, and Im(Aw; /wy) > 0 to ensure their convergences.

~ c ~ c ~ 1
Qa2 w1, w) = = (9252, w1, 81) = 925 (Awr wi, &) - — +
2

+ (B1,2(Z + w1 |wr,w1) — Br2(wr | wlaajl)) :

(79)

Proposition 5.9. (i) Let z € C and wy, Wy, wy lie on the same side of some straight line through
the origin. Also assume Im(z/wy) > 0, Im(z/wy) > 0, Im(Aw;y Jwy) > 0, Im(Aw, /) > 0.
We have the following difference relations:
Frztw |w,we) 1

= 80
F*(Z|@1,W2) 1—!13'2’ ( )
G*(2 + w1 |wy, Wi, wy) 1 , ~
= = — , rther assume Im(w > 0, 81
G*(z\wl,wl,wg) F*(Z—le \wl,wg) fou crassu m( 1/WI) ( )
G*(Z—i_al‘wl’&}th) 1 . ~
e~ = , rther assume Im(w > 0. 82
G*(z\wl,wl,wg) F*(Z—le \wl,wg) fou crassu m( 1/WI) ( )
(i) When Im(wy/ws) > 0, Im(w;y/wy) > 0 we have the reflection relations
F(z|@y,ws) - F*(z|@1, —wa) = [] (1 = 2a(@@)*?) - [ (1 — 2 Naa@2)?) 7, (83)
k>0 k>1
* ~ * ~ ki+5 ~k 1 kitiok
G (z | wi, Wi, w2) G (2 |wy, Wi, —wg) = H (1 24 " 4y & ) H (1 Lo lq 2 45 & )
k12>0,k2>0 k1>0,k2>0

(84)

Proof. (80),®1), and (82)) follows from the difference relations (@dl),([@9), (50), and the following
identities of the exponential prefactors,

Qr(z+ W | W1, ws) =Qr (2| w1, w2), (85)

Qc(z + wy |wr, w1, ws) — Qalz |wr, W1, ws) = — Qr(z + Wy | W1, ws), (86)

Qclz + w1 |wr, w1, ws) — Qa2 |wi,w1,wr) = — Qr(z + w1 |wi, wo). (87)

The conditions Im(w; /@) > 0 for ([§I]) and Im(w; /w;) > 0 for (82) come from the convergence

regions of ff_, and g5_, in (71 (72)).
The reflection relations in part (i) come from (52]) and (53) and the following relations

log F'(z + wy |wy,ws) —log F(z |wy,wa) = f,(2,W1), (88)
log G(z + wy |wy, Wy, we) — log G(z + wa | wy, Wi, wa) = g% (2, wr,w2), (89)
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which can be easily checked by the integral formulas.

0
We define the following functions.

Bo(v,w, t,q%) =By(v,w,t) = F*(v|w, —t), (90)
Do(v,w,t,q%) =G*(v|w—tr/2,w+tT/2, —t), (91)
B, (v,w,t, q%) =By(v + nw,w, ), (92)
D, (v,w,t, q%) =Dy(v + nw — ntT/2,w, t, q%) . ﬁBo(v +nw + (1 —n+ 2k)tr/2,w + t1/2,1),
. (93)
g7 = exp(miT). (94)

Remark 5.10. For By(v,w, t, q%) to be well-defined, one needs to impose
In(=) >0,  Im(=) >0, (95)

For Dy(v,w,t, q%) to be well-defined, one needs to impose

Im(w%ﬁ/z) >0, In() >0 Im(=) >0,
Im(w__ti%) > 0, Im(%) >0, Im(_t_Tt/Q) = Im(7/2) > 0. (96)

It is clear that given v, w, —t € C* satisfying (@3] there is an open set in the upper half-plane
for 7 to choose from such that conditions (96]) hold.

We describe this open set. (OF]) implies that w and —t lie in the same half plane determined
by v. Let 7 = pe’® and take p to be sufficiently small such that the denominators w = ¢7/2 in
[@6]) are almost w. Then we have arg(—w/t) < ( < arg(—w/t) + m and 0 < { < 7 from the
second line of (@6]). Notice that the closure of this open set contains 7 = 0.

The open set arising from the well-definedness consideration of B, (v, w, t, q%) and D, (v, w, t, q%)
is denoted by H(v,w,t,n) C H.

Proposition 5.11. Let (v,w) € M, and t € C* satisfying Im(_%) > 0. Then for T €
H(v,w,t,n) N H(v,w,t,n+ 1) C H such that Bn(v,w,t,q%), Bn+1(v,w,t,q%), Dn(v,w,t,q%),
and Dy (v, w, t, q%) are all well-defined, we have

Bpar(v,w,t,q?) = By(v,w,t,q2) - (1 — zy™) ", (97)
n—1

Dyyi(v,w,t,q2) = Dy(v,w,t,q2) - T[(1 = (¢2) "% ay™ 1, (98)
k=0

x = exp(—2miv/t), y = exp(—2miw/t).

Proof. We prove (@8] by direct computation. The proof of (7)) is similar.
By the definition of D, (v, w, t, q%) [@3), we have
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=

) Do(v+ (n+1)w— (n+1)tr/2,w,t) - Bo(v + (n+ Dw — ntr/2,w —i—tT/2,t)_
) N Do(v + nw — ntT/Q,w,t)

Dn+1(1}, w, tv q
Dy(v,w,t,q2

ﬁ Bo(v+ (n+ Dw+ (2 —n+ 2k)t1/2,w + t7/2,t)

99
By(v+nw+ (1 —n+2k)tr/2,w + t1/2,1) (99)

k=0
Using the definition of By and Dy (O0) (@) and the difference relations (80) (8Tl), the equation
[@9) becomes

) n—1

= [T — (@) aym) . (100)

Dn(vaw>taq ) k=0

N|=

Dn+1(1), w, t> q
1
2

O

Theorem 5.12. Fiz (v,w) € M. Then there is an open set H(v,w,t,n) in the upper half-plane
H determined by (v,w),t andn, such that B, (v, w,t, q%) and Dy, (v, w,t, q%) are holomorphic for
t € He, and 7 € H(v,w,t,n). Moreover they solve Problem [].]], the quantum Riemann-Hilbert
problem for the resolved conifold.

Proof. 1t is proved in [Bri2, Theorem 5.2] that By(v, w,t) is holomorphic in V(0). The proof
actually only relies on the ordering of v, w, —t in their half-plane. It follows that B, (v, w,t) is
holomorphic in V(n).

As for Dn(v,w,t,q%), we restrict to the open set H(v,w,t,n) in the upper half-plane, de-
termined by (v,w),t and n, such that Dn(v,w,t,q%) is well-defined. The well-definedness
conditions involve the ordering of arguments in the functions By and Dy appearing in the D,,.

For example, since there is a factor Dy(v 4+ nw — nt7/2,w, t, q%) appearing in D, (v, w,t,q?),
we need to impose

v+ nw —ntt/2
—1

Im(v + nw — ntT/2)

v+ nw — ntT/2)
w —tr/2

>0 I
’ m( w+tT/2

>0,  Im( ) >0,

—tr/2

Im(m) —tr/2

w+tr/2

—tr/2
—t

> 0, Im ( ) >0, Im ( ) =1Im(7/2) > 0.

(101)

There are similar conditions for the By factors appearing in D, (v, w, t, q%).

These ensure that the various factors G(Aw; |w’,w”) in the denominator do not attain zero,
by the Proposition [5.2(7). Therefore part (i)(ii) of Problem (£2) is satisfied.

Part (i7i) of Problem ({2 is satisfied due to Proposition B.I1l Part (iv) of Problem (4.2I)
follows from Proposition B.9(ii). O

Some remarks are in order before concluding this section. As the title of section suggests, we
only prove a solution to the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problem exists since the uniqueness part
of the theorem is lacking. It is likely that our formulation of the quantum Riemann-Hilbert
problem is not ultimate and still subject to improvement. For example, in order to have
certain version of uniqueness theorem, one needs to define the equivalence classes of quantum
deformations and the equivalence classes of the solutions.
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As already alluded in the introduction, our solution has the feature that the valid region
of the quantum parameter q% = exp(miT) varies on the space of stability conditions and BPS
t-plane. However in the next section we will see that the refined Chern-Simons theory, which
is dual or equivalent to refined Donaldson-Thomas theory on resolved conifold, does not have
this restriction on the parameter 7. Therefore it would be interesting to understand whether
the restriction of 7 is due to the limitation of our approach or it has any physical implication.

6. REFINED CHERN-SIMONS THEORY AND THE NON-PERTURBATIVE COMPLETION

Via the large N duality in string theory the correspondence between SU(N) Chern-Simons
theory on S? and the topological string/Gromov-Witten theory on the resolved conifold was
established [GV]. The correspondence was later promoted to the one between the refined
Chern-Simons theory and the refined topological string theory in [AS].

In [KreMKkr] the partition function of the refined Chern-Simons theory is given by

8 sing (3(VB + 75) + 97| 75, VP, 9)

20,7, ) = : - E :
S fi—3(1-5) sing (V5| 75, V6. 9)

(102)

where § is the effective coupling constant of the Chern-Simons theory, % is proportional to N,
and [ is a quantity related to the so-called Q-background, introduced by Nekrasov [Nek].
Under the parameter redefinition,

gs = 2mi /0, Q = exp(—2mifi), (103)
the partition function can be written as
Z(8, 1, B) = exp(F" (g, Q, B) + F¥" (95, Q, B)). (104)

Here F* (gS,Q, B) is the perturbative free energy of the refined topological string on the
resolved conifold, containing the perturbative genus expansion in g, and constant map con-
tributions, while £V (g,, @, 3) is the non-perturbative free energy, containing contributions
which go like

2nm ) (_2n7r \/B)

or exp

exp - VBs Js

In other words, the partition function (I02]) can be regarded as the non-perturbative com-
pletion of refined topological string/Gromov-Witten theory on the resolved conifold.
Ignoring the exponential prefactor exp (Qg(z | wi,@1,w2)) in Do(v, w,t,¢"/?) (@), we have

(105)

Gv|w—tr/2,w+tr/2, —t) sing(v 4+ w |w —t7/2,w + t1/2, —1)
(—tr/2|w — tr/2,w + tr/2,—t)  sing(w — t7/2 |w — t7/2,w + t7/2, —t)’
(106)
where in the second step the prefactors of multiple Bernoulli polynomials are also omitted.
Comparing (I02) and ([I06) we arrive at the following parameter identifications,

DO('Ua w, ta q1/2) ~ G

_ 1 _
OfL <— v, \/B<—>w—tr/2, — «—w+1t7/2, 0 «— —t. (107)

VB
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The upshot of this analysis is that the solution to the quantum Riemann-Hilbert problems is
reminiscent of the non-perturbative completion of the refined Donaldson-Thomas theory/Gromov-
Witten theory, at least on the resolved conifold. Therefore solving the quantum Riemann-
Hilbert problems provides a possible non-perturbative definition for the refined Donaldson-
Thomas theory.
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