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Abstract: We examine two types of half-BPS surface defects − regular monodromy surface
defect and canonical surface defect − in four-dimensional gauge theory with N = 2 super-
symmetry and Ωε1,ε2-background. Mathematically, we investigate integrals over the moduli
spaces of parabolic framed sheaves over P2. Using analytic methods of N = 2 theories, we
demonstrate that the former gives a twisted D-module on BunGC while the latter acts as
a Hecke operator. In the limit ε2 → 0, the cluster decomposition implies the Hecke eigen-
sheaf property for the regular monodromy surface defect. The eigenvalues are given by the
opers associated to the canonical surface defect. We derive, in our N = 2 gauge theoretical
framework, that the twisted D-modules assigned to the opers in the geometric Langlands
correspondence represent the spectral equations for quantum Hitchin integrable system. A
duality to topologically twisted four-dimensional N = 4 theory is discussed, in which the two
surface defects are mapped to Dirichlet boundary and ’t Hooft line defect. This is consistent
with earlier works on the N = 4 theory approach to the geometric Langlands correspondence.
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1 Introduction

Geometric Langlands correspondence [1–5] relates geometric structures on the moduli spaces
of Hitchin’s equations on a Riemann surface C [6] associated to Langlands dual groups. The
correspondence states that for each LGC-local system on C, there is a twisted D-module on
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the moduli stack BunGC(C) of GC-bundles over C on which the Hecke operators act diagonally.
When the LGC-local system is chosen to be an oper, the associated twisted D-module can
be characterized by a system of partial differential equations, which describe the spectral
equations for the quantum Hitchin integrable system.

A gauge theoretical approach to the geometric Langlands correspondence was established
based on a topologically twisted (GL-twisted) four-dimensional N = 4 gauge theory on Σ×C

[7], where Σ is a two-dimensional manifold possibly with boundaries and C is the Riemann
surface on which the geometric Langlands correspondence is studied. The main idea was to
compactify the GL-twisted N = 4 theory with the compact gauge group G on the Riemann
surface C to obtain a topological sigma model of maps Σ → MH(G,C), where the target
MH(G,C) is the moduli space of Hitchin’s equations on C defined by G. The geometric Lang-
lands correspondence can then be viewed as a consequence of the S-duality of the GL-twisted
N = 4 theory, which exchanges the gauge group G to its Langlands dual group LG. The
S-duality descends to the mirror symmetry of the topological sigma model, exchanging its
target MH(G,C) to MH(LG,C) [8] and therefore providing the duality between the geometric
structures therein. The N = 4 theory formulation of the geometric Langlands correspon-
dence was extended to include ramifications at marked points S = {p1, p2, · · · , pn} ⊂ C by
introducing half-BPS monodromy surface defects supported on Σ× {pi} ⊂ Σ× C [9].

Meanwhile, a gauge theoretical approach to quantization of integrable systems was devel-
oped based on a topologically twisted (Donaldson-Witten twist [10]) four-dimensional N = 2
gauge theory on C2. There is a classical integrable system emergent on the Coulomb branch
of the N = 2 theory [11–15]. For the N = 2 theories that descend from the six-dimensional
N = (0, 2) theory with a partial topological twist compactified on C (called class S) [16], the
integrable system is shown to be precisely the Hitchin integrable system defined on C [17]. The
quantization was achieved by subjecting the N = 2 gauge theory to the Ωε1,ε2-background [18]
and taking the limit of turning off one of the Ω-background parameters (ε2 → 0), where the
two-dimensional N = (2, 2) super-Poincaré symmetry is restored [19]. The four-dimensional
N = 2 theory is then effectively described by a two-dimensional N = (2, 2) theory, where
the twisted chiral ring represented on the discrete vacua can be viewed as giving rise to the
desired quantization [20, 21]. It was then realized that the topological sigma model with the
Hitchin moduli space target, which appeared in the N = 4 theory approach to the geometric
Langlands correspondence, can also be studied directly by compactifying the N = 2 theory
along a two-torus [22]. In particular, such a N = 2 theory approach was used to characterize
the space of open string states between the two branes of the topological sigma model, cre-
ated as a result of the torus compactification, as the space of conformal blocks of the vertex
algebra at the junction of the two branes, explaining the result of [23].

The reduction of the N = 2 theory to the topological sigma model opened up an alter-
native gauge theoretical approach of studying the geometric Langlands correspondence. The
mirror symmetry applied to the space of open string states stretched between these specific
branes (a canonical coisotropic brane and a brane of opers in the case of [22]) and its mani-
festation in the vertex algebra (a W-algebra in the case of [22]) is indeed an example of the
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geometric Langlands correspondence [24, 25]. It is expected that the N = 2 theory approach
to the quantization of integrable systems and the consequences of [1, 2] on the quantization
of the Hitchin system are connected in this way. However, this connection has not been fully
established due to a lack of understanding on how to account for different types of twisted
D-modules on BunGC(C;S) and the LGC-opers in the N = 2 gauge theoretical framework.

The goal of the present work is to elucidate such an enhancement of the N = 2 theory
approach to the geometric Langlands correspondence can be accomplished by incorporating
half-BPS surface defects. Specifically, we investigate two types of half-BPS surface defects:
the regular monodromy surface defect, which is defined by assigning a singularity of the
fields along a surface [26], and the canonical surface defect, which is defined by coupling a
two-dimensional N = (2, 2) sigma model to the four-dimensional theory [27, 28].

It was realized in [29] that the canonical surface defect gives a N = 2 gauge theoretical
construction of the LGC-opers by the twisted chiral ring relation of the 2d/4d coupled system
[28, 30] subject to the Ω-background. Such a construction was used in [29] to prove that the
twisted superpotential that governs the effective dynamics of the N = 2 gauge theory in the
limit ε2 → 0 is identical to the generating function of the oper submanifold, as conjectured
in [31]. We will generalize the gauge theoretical construction of the opers in [29] to arbitrary
rank.

Meanwhile, it was shown that the regular monodromy surface defect gives solutions to
the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations by its vacuum expectation value [32–35]. The
solutions to the KZ equations are coinvariants composed of modules over affine Kac-Moody
algebra, twisted by elements of BunGC(C;S). By varying the elements of BunGC(C;S), the
twisted coinvariants are organized into sections of a sheaf over BunGC(C;S), on which the
Ward identities are realized by differential equations giving rise to the structure of twisted
D-module. We will show that the vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy sur-
face defect gives a basis of the twisted coinvariants enumerated by the Coulomb moduli. In
particular, we will exactly identify which GC-bundle is twisted by assigning holomorphic coor-
dinates on BunGC(C;S) (the stable subset, to be precise) and relating them to the monodromy
defect parameters.

Then, we consider the configuration of parallel surface defects where the canonical surface
defect is inserted on top of the regular monodromy surface defect. On one hand, the we can
regard the two parallel surface defects as undergoing a fusion. We show that the resulting
surface defect can be viewed as a new regular monodromy surface defects with the monodromy
parameters modified, by investigating the constraints on the correlation functions of the
two surface defects. On the other hand, we verify that these constraints are identical to
the constraints on the twisted coinvariants with additional insertion of the twisted vacuum
module, which is known to give precisely the action of Hecke modification on the twisted
coinvariants [36, 37]. In the limit ε2 → 0, we define the Hecke operator by properly integrating
the image of Hecke modification, and show that the result of the integral factorizes by the
cluster decomposition. This factorization property turns out to be the N = 2 gauge theoretical
account of the Hecke eigensheaf property of the vacuum expectation value of the regular
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monodromy surface defect. The eigenvalue is determined to be the local system associated
to the oper that we constructed from the canonical surface defect. Further, we uncover
some of the constraints are organized into to the universal opers [38] represented on specific
module. Combining it with the oper constructed from the canonical surface defect, we verify
the vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect provides common
eigenfunctions of the mutually commuting quantum Hamiltonians. The eigenvalues are given
by the vacuum expectation values of the local chiral observables, which span the space of
opers by the result of [29] (and its higher-rank generalization that will be established in this
work). This is the N = 2 theoretical derivation of the statement that the Hecke eigensheaf
assigned to a LGC-oper is the quotient of the sheaf of rings of twisted differential operators on
BunGC by the ideal generated by the oper [1]. Our derivation establishes a direct connection
between the consequence of the geometric Langlands correspondence on the quantization of
Hitchin system and the N = 2 theoretical framework of quantizing integrable systems.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the essential notions of the
moduli space of Hitchin’s equations with ramifications and geometric structures defined on
it. We also recall the topological sigma model and the relation between the mirror symmetry
and the geometric Langlands correspondence. In section 3, we introduce a duality between
the N = 2 theory and the GL-twisted N = 4 theory by embedding them to string theory,
from which we motivate to study specific half-BPS surface defects in the N = 2 theory. In
section 4, we present the construction of the N = 2 gauge theory and the surface defects from
the gauge origami. In section 5, we examine the analytic constraints obeyed by the vacuum
expectation value of the canonical surface defect using the qq-characters. We generalize
the construction of LGC-opers of [29]. In section 6, we revisit the KZ equations obeyed by
the vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect, showing it gives a
basis of twisted coinvariants enumerated by the Coulomb moduli. In section 7, we consider
the configuration of parallel surface defects, matching the constraints on their correlation
function with the constraints on the twisted coinvariants with insertion of a twisted vacuum
module. We define a bi-infinite generalization of the twisted vacuum module to construct
non-vanishing coinvariants when there are lowest-weight and highest-weight Verma modules
with generic weights. We also show the insertion of the (bi-infinite generalization of) twisted
vacuum module gives the action of Hecke modification on the twisted coinvariants. Then,
we define the Hecke operator by taking a certain contour integral in the space of Hecke
modifications. The factorization property obeyed by the outcome of the integral is shown
to yield the Hecke eigensheaf property. In section 8, we construct the universal oper from
a current algebra. By connecting it to the constraints on the correlation function of the
parallel surface defects, we get concrete expressions for the elements in the Gaudin algebra
represented on the given module in gauge theoretical terms. It was then verified that the
sections of the twisted D-module that we constructed from the regular monodromy surface
defect give common eigenfunctions of the quantum Hitchin Hamiltonians, with the eigenvalues
given by the holomorphic coordinates on the space of opers. We conclude with discussions in
section 9. The appendices contain some computational details.

– 4 –



Acknowledgement The authors thank Dylan Butson, Mykola Dedushenko, Pavel Etingof,
Boris Feigin, Edward Frenkel, Alba Grassi, Nafiz Ishtiaque, David Kazhdan, Hee-Cheol Kim,
Zohar Komargodski, Shota Komatsu, Kimyeong Lee, Miroslav Rapčák, Alexander Tsymbal-
iuk, and Philsang Yoo for discussions on related subjects. The work of SJ is supported by
CERN and CKC fellowship. The work of NL is supported by IBS project IBS-R003-D1.

2 Higgs bundles, local systems, and integrable systems

We begin by reviewing essential concepts in the geometric Langlands correspondence. We
also recall the relation between the mirror symmetry of the topological sigma model and the
geometric Langlands correspondence.

2.1 Moduli space of Hitchin’s equations with ramifications

Let C be a compact Riemann surface with n distinct marked points S = {p1, p2, · · · , pn} ⊂ C.
We sometimes denote the effective divisor of the marked points by the same letter, S =∑n
i=1 pi. Let G be a compact Lie group with the Lie algebra g = Lie(G). We call the maximal

torus T ⊂ G and the Cartan subalgebra t = Lie(T) ⊂ g. We consider a smooth G-bundle
E → C and pairs (A, φ) of connection A on E and adjoint-valued 1-form φ ∈ Ω1(C, ad(E)).

For each marked point pi, i = 1, 2, · · · , n, we pick a triple (αi, βi, γi) ∈ T× t× t (modulo
the action of the Weyl group) which commutes precisely with a Levi subgroup Li ⊂ G (i.e., Li-
regular). Define the space W ((αi, βi, γi; pi)ni=1) as the space of pairs (A, φ) with the following
singular behavior at each pi:

A = αidθ + · · ·

φ = βi
dr

r
− γidθ + · · · ,

(2.1)

where (r, θ) are radial coordinates near pi and the ellipses indicate terms less singular than
1/r. Let us call GS the group of G-gauge transformations of the bundle E which takes value in
Li at pi. These gauge transformations preserve the singular behaviors (2.1) by construction.

The space W ((αi, βi, γi; pi)ni=1) is hyper-Käher with the Kähler forms given by

ωI = − 1
4π

∫
C

Tr (δA ∧ δA− δφ ∧ δφ),

ωJ = i

2π

∫
C
d2zTr (δφz̄ ∧ δAz + δφz ∧ δAz̄),

ωK = 1
2π

∫
C

Tr δφ ∧ δA,

(2.2)

which are (1, 1)-forms with respect to the complex structures I, J , and K, respectively.
The GS-action on the space W ((αi, βi, γi; pi)ni=1) preserves the hyper-Kähler structure. The
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corresponding hyper-Kähler moment maps are

µI = 1
2π

∫
C

Tr ε(FA − φ ∧ φ),

µJ = − i

2π

∫
C
d2zTr ε(Dzφz̄ +Dz̄φz),

µK = 1
2π

∫
C
d2zTr ε(Dzφz̄ −Dz̄φz),

(2.3)

where ε ∈ Ω0(C, ad(E)) is an element of the Lie algebra of GS . Thus we can define the moduli
space MH (G,C;S; (αi, βi, γi)ni=1) as the hyper-Kähler quotient W ((αi, βi, γi; pi)ni=1) //// GS ,
namely, ~µ−1(0)/GS . This is called the moduli space of Hitchin’s equations with ramifications
on S.

When it does not cause any confusion, we will abbreviate the notation for the Hitchin
moduli space with ramifications on S as MH(G,C;S), understanding S to denote both the
marked points and the ramification data assigned there.

Since the moduli space MH(G,C;S) is constructed by a hyper-Kähler quotient, it is
also hyper-Kähler, admitting P1-worth of complex structures. We may parameterize these
complex structures by w ∈ P1 as

Iw = 1− ww̄
1 + ww̄

I + i(w − w̄)
1 + ww̄

J + w + w̄

1 + ww̄
K, (2.4)

so that w = 0,∞ gives ±I, w = ∓i gives ±J , and w = ±1 gives ±K. The holomorphic
variables in the complex structure Iw are Az + w−1φz and Az̄ − wφz̄. From below, we give
descriptions of the moduli space MH(G,C;S) as a complex manifold in a chosen complex
structure Iw.

2.1.1 Parabolic Higgs bundles

Upon choosing a particular complex structure, I for instance, the hyper-Kähler quotient can
be studied from a geometric invariant theory quotient ν−1

I (0)/GS,C, where νI = µJ+iµK is the
complex moment map holomorphic in I and GS,C is the complexification of GS . The quotient
ν−1
I (0)/GS,C admits a holomorphic description as the moduli space of stable parabolic Higgs
bundles [7, 9, 39–41], as we briefly recall here.

For each Li-regular αi, we associate a parabolic subgroup Pi of GC in the following way.
We regard α ∈ t as an element in the complexified Lie algebra tC ⊂ gC, and obtain a parabolic
subalgbera p ⊂ gC spanned by elements ψ ∈ gC satisfying

[α,ψ] = iλψ, λ ≥ 0. (2.5)

We associate a parabolic subgroup P ⊂ GC as its Lie group. Note that the Levi subgroup
L ⊂ G that preserves α is the maximal compact subgroup of P, namely, L = G ∩ P.

Any connection A on a smooth G-bundle E → C endows a holomorphic structure by the
∂̄A operator on the bundle E (more precisely, its complexification; we still denote it by E
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following the convention in [7, 9]), being automatically integrable in complex dimension 1.
Thus, along with the complexification of gauge transformations, E becomes a holomorphic
GC-bundle over C. The structure group reduces to the parabolic subgroup Pi ⊂ GC at each
marked point pi ∈ S. Such a holomorphic GC-bundle is called a parabolic GC-bundle. Also,
we write φ = ϕ + ϕ̄, splitting φ into the (1, 0) and (0, 1) parts. The Hitchin equations and
the boundary condition (2.1) imply ϕ, called the Higgs field, is holomorphic away from S and
has a simple pole at each pi ∈ S; namely, ϕ ∈ H0(C, ad(E)⊗KC(S)). The residue of ϕ at pi
takes value in the parabolic subalgebra pi; in particular, it is given by σi = 1

2(βi+ iγi) modulo
the nilpotent ideal ni ⊂ pi. A pair (E,ϕ) of parabolic GC-bundle E and the Higgs field ϕ

satisfying the above condition is called a parabolic Higgs bundle (with fixed eigenvalues σi of
residues).

The stability of a parabolic Higgs bundle (E,ϕ) is a condition on the parabolic degrees
and the slopes of E and its holomorphic subbundles preserved by ϕ. We will not present
the detail of the stability condition. Instead, we only remark here that even though the
stability depends on αi in general, it is independent of αi for generic σi = 1

2(βi + iγi). This
genericity assumption is always made throughout our work. With this assumption, as a
complex manifold in complex structure I, the space MH (G,C;S) is isomorphic to the moduli
space of stable parabolic Higgs bundles with fixed eigenvalues of residues. We denote this
space by MHiggs(GC,C;S; (σi)ni=1).

2.1.2 Parabolic local systems

We may also view MH (G,C;S) as a complex manifold in complex structure J . Consider the
complex moment map νJ = µK + iµI holomorphic in J , which implies the flatness of the
complex-valued connection A = A + iφ. Thus, the holomorphic description of the quotient
ν−1
J (0)/GS,C is given by the moduli space of stable parabolic local systems [7, 9, 41].

A parabolic local system is a flat GC-connection on C \ S, with a constraint on the mon-
odromy around each pi ∈ S. If the subgroup of GC that commutes with Ui = exp(−2π(αi −
iγi)) is precisely the Levi subgroup Li (that is, Ui is Li-regular) for each marked point pi ∈ S,
the constraint is that the monodromyMi around pi is conjugate to Ui. We will always impose
this regularity assumption.

The stability condition for a parabolic local system involves the parabolic degrees and the
slopes of the underlying parabolic GC-bundle and its holomorphic subbundles. We will not
state the detail of the condition here. We only remark that the stability condition depends
on βi in general, but is independent of βi if γi + iαi is generic. This genericity assumption is
always made throughout our work. As a complex manifold in complex structure J , the space
MH (G,C;S; (αi, βi, γi)ni=1) is equal to the moduli space of stable parabolic local systems
with conjugacy classes of monodromies around marked points fixed, which we denote by
Mloc (GC,C;S; (Ui)ni=1).

In fact, in generic complex structure Iw, w 6= 0,∞, the Hitchin moduli space with ramifi-
cations admits a description as the moduli space of parabolic local systems. The Hitchin equa-
tions imply the complex-valued connection A = (Az +w−1φz)dz+ (Az̄−wφz̄)dz̄ is flat. Thus
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the hyper-Kähler quotient is almost isomorphic to the previous case (w = −i), leading to its
description as the moduli space of stable parabolic local systems, except that the monodromy
at each marked point pi ∈ S are now conjugate to Ui = exp

(
−2π

(
αi +

(
γ(w−w−1)

2 + iβ(w+w−1)
2

)))
.

With this subtlety understood, we will still denote this space by Mloc (GC,C;S; (Ui)ni=1).

2.2 Hitchin fibrations, Parabolic bundles, and opers

2.2.1 Complete integrability and Hitchin fibration

Let us restrict to the case g = AN−1 and G = PSU(N). As a complex manifold in I, we view
the Hitchin moduli space with ramifications as the moduli space of parabolic Higgs bundles
MHiggs(PGL(N),C;S). The Hitchin fibration is the projection

p : MHiggs (PGL(N),C;S) −→ B =
N⊕
k=2

H0(C,K⊗kC ⊗O(kS))

(E,ϕ) 7−→
(
Trϕk

)N
k=2

,

(2.6)

which is holomorphic Lagrangian in the complex structure I. More precisely, the coefficients
of the k-th order poles of Trϕk at the marked points are fully determined by the eigenvalues
of the residues σi of the Higgs field ϕ, so that they are just numbers fixed by the initial data
(σi)ni=1. Thus we regard the space B to be spanned by the remaining Laurent coefficients
only. The space B is called the Hitchin base, and the holomorphic functions on B are called
the classical Hamiltonians. The fibers of the projection are abelian varieties at generic points
on the Hitchin base. This is called the Hitchin fibration that endows the moduli space of
parabolic Higgs bundles MHiggs(GC,C;S) with structure of an algebraic integrable system.
This classical integrable system is called the Hitchin integrable system.

The spectral curve of the Hitchin integrable system is given by a degree N polynomial
equation valued in T ∗C,

ΣE(0) : {(z, λ) | 0 = det(λ− ϕ(z))} ⊂ T ∗C, (2.7)

defined by the characteristic polynomial of the Higgs field ϕ evaluated at a point E(0) ∈ B on
the Hitchin base. By the coefficients of λN−k, k = 2, 3, · · · , N , the characteristic polynomial
generates all the independent trace invariants Trϕk, namely, the classical Hamiltonians. We
can think of fixing a point E(0) on the Hitchin base as assigning energies to the classical
Hamiltonians. Conversely, the Hitchin base B can be thought of as the space of spectral
curves.

The fiber of the Hitchin fibration (2.6) is the Prym variety of the projection ΣE(0) → C,
namely, the kernel of the map J(ΣE(0))→ J(C). In the case we mainly consider C = P1, J(C)
is trivial so that the Hitchin fiber is just the Jacobian of the spectral curve.

2.2.2 Second fibration and parabolic bundles

As the moduli space of parabolic Higgs bundles, the ramified Hitchin moduli space is endowed
with another fibration called the Hitchin’s second fibration. Consider the forgetful map
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holomorphic in I,

π0 : MHiggs (GC,C;S) −→ BunGC(C;S)
(E,ϕ) 7−→ E,

(2.8)

where BunGC(C;S) is the moduli space of stable parabolic GC-bundles on C (it is defined on
an open dense subset because (E,ϕ) may be a stable Higgs pair even when E is not a stable
parabolic GC-bundle). The fiber of this map is a linear space parametrized by the Higgs
field ϕ ∈ H0(C, ad(E) ⊗KC(S)), but in generic cases we consider (βi, γi 6= 0 and generic for
all pi ∈ S) the polar part of ϕ is not nilpotent and hence ϕ does not represent a cotangent
vector to BunGC(C;S). Instead, the difference between two Higgs fields does represent a
cotangent vector. This implies the space MHiggs contains an open dense subset that is an
affine deformation of the cotangent bundle T ∗BunGC(C;S).

In fact, in generic complex structure Iw, w 6= 0,∞, the Hitchin moduli space with rami-
fications also admits a holomorphic Lagrangian projection from an open dense subset to the
moduli space of stable parabolic GC-bundles on C,

πw : Mloc(GC,C;S) −→ BunGC(C;S)

A(w) 7−→ ∂̄ := ∂z̄ +A(w)
z̄ ,

(2.9)

where we endow the rank N flat bundle with a holomorphic structure by the A(w)
z̄ = Az̄−wφz̄

part of the flat connection. The fiber of this map at a parabolic GC-bundle E is the space of
parabolic λ-connections on E (with λ = w), which are the linear maps ∇ ∈ End(E)⊗KC(S)
commuting with the ∂̄-operator of E, obeying ∇(f ·s) = f∇s+λ∂f∧s for any function f and
section s of E, and preserving the parabolic structures of E at all the marked points S [42].
A parabolic λ-connection itself is not a cotangent vector at a given parabolic bundle, but the
difference between two parabolic λ-connections is. Hence, it also follows that the open dense
subset of Mloc is isomorphic to an affine deformation of the cotangent bundle T ∗BunGC(C;S).
Note that we recover the previous projection π0 from parabolic Higgs bundles to parabolic
GC-bundles in the limit w → 0, where a λ-connection is just a Higgs field ϕ.

On the automorphic side of the geometric Langlands correspondence, we encounter
twisted D-modules on BunGC(C;S). In this work, we will always consider the case GC =
PGL(N). Since GC = PGL(N) is not simply-connected, the moduli space of stable parabolic
PGL(N)-bundles is a disjoint union of connected components labelled by the characteristic
class valued in π1(PGL(N)) = ZN , measuring the obstruction to lifting to a parabolic SL(N)-
bundle. For d ∈ ZN , we denote the corresponding connected component by BunGC(C;S)d.

The twisted D-modules are sheaves of modules over the sheaf of rings of differential op-
erators twisted by (complex powers of) line bundles over BunGC(C;S). Thus we need to know
how to classify the line bundles over BunGC(C;S). Let us restrict to the connected com-
ponent BunGC(C;S)0 where parabolic PGL(N)-bundles uplift to parabolic SL(N)-bundles.
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The theorem [43] states that

Pic (BunGC(C;S)0) = Z⊕
n⊕
i=1

Λwt,Li , (2.10)

where Z is generated by the determinant line bundle L and Λwt,Li is the sublattice of the weight
lattice Λwt of G that is invariant under the Weyl group of Li generated by the tautological
line bundles over the flag variety GC/Pi.1

2.2.3 Opers

We just have seen that a parabolic local system on C can be viewed as a parabolic GC-bundle
E → C with a meromorphic flat connection ∇. Let us first consider the case GC = PGL(N).
We call a parabolic local system an oper (with regular singularities at S ⊂ C) if E, viewed
as the projectivization of a parabolic vector bundle of rank N , admits a filtration 0 = E0 ⊂
E1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ EN = E of subbundles satisfying [2]

• ∇Ei ⊂ Ei+1 ⊗KC(S)

• ∇ : Ei/Ei−1 → Ei+1/Ei ⊗KC(S) is an isomorphism for each i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1.

We denote the subspace of Mloc(GC,C;S) spanned by the opers with regular singularities
at S by OpGC(C;S). Since the holomorphic structure ∂̄ = ∂z̄ + A(w)

z̄ is fixed up to gauge
transformations, the complex symplectic structure

ΩIw = i

2π

∫
C
d2z Tr δA(w)

z̄ ∧ δA(w)
z (2.11)

vanishes on OpGC(C;S). It also turns out that dimOpGC(C;S) = 1
2 dimMloc(GC,C;S). This

implies the space OpGC(C;S) of opers is a complex Lagrangian submanifold in Mloc(GC,C;S).
On the Galois side of the geometric Langlands correspondence, in fact, we will have the

space of opers defined by the Langlands dual group LGC = SL(N). Thus we consider the
moduli spaceMloc(LGC,C;S) of stable parabolic local systems defined by flat SL(N)-bundles.
This implies the local systems, including the opers OpLGC(C;S) ⊂Mloc(LGC,C;S), are rank
N parabolic vector bundles equipped with a trivialization of the determinant line bundle
detE.

2.3 Quantization by branes and geometric Langlands correspondence

The quantization of the ring of holomorphic functions on the Hitchin moduli space can be
implemented by topological sigma model of maps from the two-dimensional worldsheet Σ to
the Hitchin moduli space MH [7, 9, 44]. Since the Hitchin moduli space is hyper-Kähler, a
two-dimensional sigma model with target MH has N = (4, 4) supersymmetry. A topological

1To be precise, we need to consider the moduli stack of parabolic GC-bundles to correctly account for the
determinant line bundle L. We will not discuss the determinant line bundle part of the Picard group, and only
consider the line bundles over the stable subset.
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sigma model can be obtained by the standard twisting procedure [45] once a N = (2, 2)
subalgebra is picked. Picking a N = (2, 2) subalgebra amounts to picking a pair (w+, w−)
out of P1-worth of complex structures (2.4) in MH , for which the corresponding topological
sigma model is defined on the maps holomorphic in Iw+ and antiholomorphic in Iw− . Among
these P1 × P1 choices, a particular P1 subset (w+, w−) = (−t, t−1), t ∈ P1, is distinguished
because the corresponding topological sigma models descend from four-dimensional gauge
theories with special twists: the GL-twisted N = 4 theory [7] and the Donaldson-Witten
twisted N = 2 theory subject to the Ω-background [22].2

For t = ±i, we have w+ = w− = ∓i. The associated topological sigma model is the
B-model in the complex structure ±J . For all the other values t 6= ±i, the topological sigma
model is an A-model in some symplectic structure ωt with B-field Bt, which are given by
some t-dependent linear combinations of ωI and ωK . This A-model only depends on the
cohomology class of Bt + iωt, which is −[ωI ] times the canonical parameter κ ∈ P1 given by

κ = Re τ + i Im τ
t− t−1

t+ t−1 = −ε2
ε1
. (2.12)

In the N = 4 gauge theory perspective, τ is the complexified gauge coupling [7]. In the N = 2
gauge theory perspective, it is the modulus of the torus fibered over Σ, where the total space
of the fibration is the worldvolume of the four-dimensional gauge theory [22].3 We mainly
work in the N = 2 gauge theory setup, where the canonical parameter κ is determined by
the ratio of the Ω-background parameters ε1 and ε2 (see (6.20)). We regard τ as a fixed
parameter so that the above equation determines t, or equivalently the symplectic structure
and the B-field that the A-model is defined by, for a given κ = − ε2

ε1
. In fact, we will always

take Re τ = 0, in which κ = 0 (i.e. ε2 = 0) gives t = ±1, namely, the A-model in (Im τ)ωK
with a B-field given only by the two-dimensional θ-angles ηi ∈ LT.

2.3.1 Canonical coisotropic brane and brane of opers

The A-model on the Hitchin moduli space MH , viewed as a symplectic manifold in ωt, may
admit branes supported on coisotropic submanifolds [47]. A distinguished coisotropic brane
is the canonical coisotropic brane Bcc supported on the whole moduli space MH with a rank
1 unitary Chan-Paton bundle. Let Ft be the curvature of the Chan-Paton line bundle. The
condition for defining an A-brane is (ω−1

t (Ft +Bt))2 = −1, where Bt is the B-field.
For any generic t 6= ±i, the solution Ft is always found. In fact, it can be shown that Bcc

is also a B-brane with respect to the complex structure in which Ft+Bt is an (1, 1)-form, and
2An alternative approach to the geometric Langlands correspondence is to view this P1-family as deforma-

tions of the B-model in the symplectic structure ωI , which descends from the holomorphic-topological twist
[46] in the N = 4 theory side and the Donaldson-Witten twist without the Ω-background in the N = 2 theory
side. We thank Philsang Yoo for his explanation on this approach.

3To be precise, the sigma model description of [22] is obtained by setting κ = τ (or τ̄), which yields t =∞
(or 0) by (2.12). This precisely gives the A-model in the symplectic structure −ωI (or +ωI). In this work,
rather, we vary κ with τ fixed, to land on different topological sigma models (namely, different values of t) by
(2.12).

– 11 –



finally an A-brane with respect to still another symplectic structure (associated to wt ≡ 1−t
1+t

(2.4)) by the hyper-Kählerity of MH . With the relation (2.12) understood, we refer to such a
brane as of (A,B,A)κ type. Thus, the canonical coisotropic brane Bcc is a brane of (A,B,A)κ
type. Note that when κ = 0, Bcc becomes an (A,B,A)-brane compatible with the A-models
in the symplectic structures ωI and ωK and the B-model in the complex structure J .

The canonical coisotropic brane Bcc is a space-filling brane in MH which looks like an
affine deformation of the cotangent bundle over BunGC(C;S) in the complex structure Iw.
Hence, if we forget about the ring structure, the sheaf of (Bcc,Bcc) strings is the sheaf of
holomorphic functions on this affine bundle. The multiplication defined by joining strings
promotes the sheaf of (Bcc,Bcc) strings to the sheaf of rings of differential operators acting
on sections of a line bundle Lκ → BunGC(C;S) [7, 9], which we denote by DLκ . Note that
such a sheaf is well-defined even when the twisting is a complex power of a line bundle. In
fact, the sheaf DLκ of differential operators is defined upon a twist of this kind, given by

Lκ = Lκ−h
∨ ⊗

n⊗
i=1
L−(ηi+i(Im τ)γ∗i )
i , (2.13)

where L is the determinant line bundle and Lgvii = (Lvii )g with vi ∈ Λwt,Li and g ∈ C denotes
the g-power of the line bundle whose first Chern class is vi. h∨ is the dual Coxeter number
of G (h∨ = N for G = PSU(N)). Note that when κ = 0, the determinant line bundle part of
the twisting becomes L−h∨ ' K

1
2
BunGC (C;S), the square-root of the canonical line bundle over

BunGC(C;S). All the other parts of the twist are independent of κ. For simplicity, let us
denote Lκ=0 = L.

The quantization of the Hitchin integrable system can be understood as a consequence
of the mirror symmetry applied to the topological sigma models with branes. The mirror
symmetry replaces the group G to its Langlands dual group G→ LG and maps the canonical
parameter by κ→ Lκ = − 1

κ .4 In particular, the A-model with respect to the symplectic struc-
ture ωK defined on the target MH(G,C;S) (κ = 0) is mirror dual to the B-model with respect
to the complex structure J defined on the target MH(LG,C;S) (Lκ = ∞). The canonical
coisotropic (A,B,A)-brane Bcc in the former dualizes to the brane of opers LBop, which is an
(A,B,A)-brane supported on the oper submanifold OpLGC(C;S) ⊂MH(LG,C;S) with trivial
Chan-Paton line bundle, in the latter [1, 2, 22, 49]. Thus, the mirror symmetry between the
(Bcc,Bcc) strings in the A-model and the (LBop,

LBop) strings in the B-model yields the iso-
morphism between the sheaf DL of rings of twisted differential operators on BunGC(C;S) and
the sheaf of holomorphic functions on OpLGC(C;S). Accordingly, we establish the equivalence
between the global sections of the two sheaves:

DL ≡ Γ(BunGC(C;S),DL) ' FunOpLGC(C;S). (2.14)

In particular, the ring DL of global sections of DL is commutative. To be precise, the marked
point data are acted on by the mirror symmetry, and thus mapped under this isomorphism

4Here, we only consider simply-laced cases. For non-simply-laced cases, κ → − 1
ngκ

with ng = 2 or 3. See
[7, 9, 48] for example.
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in a nontrivial manner. It turns out that the map is given by ηi = −Lαi and (Im τ)γ∗i = Lγi
[9, 50]. Thus, the complex exponents −(ηi + i(Im τ)γ∗i ) of the line bundles in the twisting
L are identified with the eigenvalues Lαi − iLγi of the monodromies of the LGC-oper at the
marked points pi ∈ S.

An oper ρ ∈ OpLGC(C;S) is by definition a homomorphism ρ : FunOpLGC(C;S) → C.
In turn, the above isomorphism induces a homomorphism ρ̃ : DL → C. We assign a left
DL-module ∆ρ by the quotient

∆ρ = DL/ker ρ̃ ·DL. (2.15)

Note that dimDL = dimOpLGC(C;S) = 1
2 dimMH(G,C;S). Let us denote 1

2 dimMH(G,C;S)
generators ofDL by Ĥi, and let us denote ρ̃(Ĥi) = Ei. TheDL-module ∆ρ represents a system
of differential equations

0 =
(
Ĥk − Ek

)
ψ, k = 1, 2, · · · , 1

2 dimMH(G,C;S), (2.16)

which are the spectral equations for the quantum integrable system. Namely, the DL-module
∆ρ provides the common eigenfunctions of the mutually commuting quantum Hamiltonians
Ĥk with the eigenvalues Ek = ρ̃(Ĥk).

2.3.2 Brane of λ-connections and D-module of δ-functions

We have seen the (Bcc,Bcc) strings in the A-model form the sheaf DLκ of rings of twisted
differential operators on BunGC(C;S). For any A-brane B′, the (Bcc,B

′) strings naturally
provide a sheaf of (left) modules over DLκ , namely, a twisted D-module on BunGC(C;S),
since the (Bcc,Bcc) strings act from the left by joining of the strings. Accordingly, there is
a correspondence between the A-branes and the twisted D-modules on BunGC(C;S). As an
immediate example, take the canonical coisotropic A-brane B′ = Bcc itself. Then the sheaf
DLκ of rings is a sheaf of modules over itself, tautologically.

A distinguished class of A-branes is the one supported on the fiber of the projection
πwt : Mloc(GC,C;S) → BunGC(C;S) (2.9) at a given parabolic GC-bundle E ∈ BunGC(C;S).
We observed that the fiber at E is the affine space of parabolic λ-connections on E. Note
also that the fiber is complex Lagrangian with respect to ΩIwt

. Hence it indeed supports
an (B,A,A)κ-brane with trivial Chan-Paton line bundle. We denote this (B,A,A)κ-brane
by F′E , and call it the brane of λ-connections. Note that when κ = 0, Iwt = ±I so that
F′E becomes a Lagrangian (B,A,A)-brane supported on the preimage of E with respect to
the I-holomorphic map π0 : MHiggs(GC,C;S) → BunGC(C;S) (2.9) from the parabolic Higgs
bundles to the parabolic GC-bundles.

It is expected that the twisted D-module corresponding to the brane of λ-connections F′E
(namely, (Bcc,F

′
E)-strings) is the sheaf of δ-functions supported at E [48, 51, 52]. The sections

of this sheaf are the E-twisted coinvariants of the ĝ-modules associated to the parabolic
structures at the marked points S ⊂ C at level k = κ− h∨ (see section 6.1). This is precisely
the fiber of the sheaf DLκ at E [51].
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At κ = 0 (the critical level k = −h∨), there is a large center Z(ĝ) ⊂ Ũ−h∨(ĝ) of the
completed enveloping algebra of ĝ. It can be shown that a LGC-oper ρ ∈ OpLGC(C;S)
restricted to the disk around each marked point p ∈ S induces a homomorphism Z(ĝ) → C
[53, 54]. Take the quotient of the ĝ-modules by these central characters. The space of E-
twisted coinvariants of these quotient ĝ-modules is identified with the fiber of the DL-module
∆ρ (2.15), associated to the oper ρ ∈ OpLGC(C;S), at E ∈ BunGC(C;S).

2.3.3 Hecke operators and Hecke eigensheaves

The Hecke correspondenceH is the space of quadruples (E,E′, y, ι), where E,E′ ∈ BunGC(C;S),
y ∈ C \ S, and ι is an isomorphism between E and E′ restricted to C \ {y}. We define the
projections h← : H → BunGC(C;S) and h→ : H → C × BunGC(C;S) by h←(E,E′, y, ι) = E

and h→(E,E′, y, ι) = (y,E′).
The fiber of h→ over (y,E′) is the space of all possible pairs (E, ι), namely, the parabolic

GC-bundles E that are isomorphic to E′ away from y ∈ C. Such a parabolic GC-bundle is
called a Hecke modification of E′ at y ∈ C. To classify Hecke modifications, we may cover C
by C\{y} and a small neighborhood of y and assign a transition function on their intersection.
With a local coordinate t in the neighborhood of y, a GC-valued holomorphic function on the
intersection modulo GC-valued gauge transformations (right action) on the neighborhood of
y defines a transition function for the image E of a Hecke modification at y. Thus, the space
of Hecke modifications is isomorphic to the affine Grassmannian GrGC = GC((t))/GC[[t]].

Let us be given with an irreducible representation Vλ of LG (of LGC by complexification)
associated to a dominant integral coweight λ ∈ Hom(U(1),T) of G. Then λ analytically
continues to give an orbit of the left action of GC[[t]] in GrGC . Let ICλ be the intersection
cohomology of this GC[[t]]-orbit, extended to the whole GrGC by zero away from itself.5 The
Hecke operator Hλ associated to Vλ is defined by

Hλ(F) = h→∗ (h←∗(F)⊗ ICλ) , (2.17)

for a (twisted) D-module F on BunGC(C;S).
Let E ∈ Mloc(LGC,C;S) be a LGC-local system on C, realized by a flat LGC-bundle.

Then the associated bundle V E
λ ≡ E ×LGC Vλ also defines a local system on C. A (twisted)

D-module F is called a Hecke eigensheaf if there is an isomorphism

Hλ(F) ∼−→ V E
λ � F, (2.18)

for each dominant integral coweight λ of G. In this sense, the local system E is the eigenvalue
of the Hecke operator for the Hecke eigensheaf F.

In this work, we will study the case of GC = PGL(N) (i.e., LGC = SL(N)). Further,
we mainly restrict our attention to the simplest dominant integral (minuscule) coweight of

5It can be thought of as the constant sheaf on this GC[[t]]-orbit if the orbit is compact. This is the case
if and only if the coweight λ is minuscule. When the GC[[t]]-orbit is non-compact, we need to consider its
closure where additional complication is required to properly define ICλ (see [7, 55]). In this work, we will
only consider minuscule representations.
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G corresponding to the N -dimensional representation of LGC = SL(N). The corresponding
GC[[t]]-orbit, namely, the space of Hecke modifications, is the projective space PN−1. The
associated Hecke operator is defined by an integral on this space.

The geometric Langlands correspondence states that for a given LGC-local system E

there is a Hecke eigensheaf on BunGC(C;S) with the eigenvalue E. When restricted to the
local system represented by an oper ρ ∈ OpLGC(C;S), the corresponding Hecke eigensheaf was
conjectured to be the DL-module ∆ρ (2.15) obtained by the quotient by the ideal generated
by the character of the oper [1].

2.4 Genus-0 with marked points and Gaudin model

The main example that we consider in the present work is the Riemann sphere C = P1 with
marked points S. The associated Hitchin integrable system is well-known to be the Gaudin
model.

2.4.1 The case of four marked points

We explicitly present the moduli spaces associated with our main example, the Riemann
sphere C = P1 with four marked points S = {0, q, 1,∞} ⊂ P1. As before, we will also restrict
to the case of g = AN−1 with G = PSU(N) and GC = PGL(N,C) (namely, LG = SU(N)
and LGC = SL(N,C)). We note here that the parabolic structures at four marked points are
chosen in such a way that the associated four-dimensional N = 2 theory of class S will be
the SU(N) gauge theory with N fundamental and N antifundamental hypermultiplets, in an
appropriate weak coupling regime.

The parabolic structures at the marked points are chosen by specifying the parabolic
subgroups Pi ⊂ PGL(N,C) for each i = 0, q, 1,∞. We choose

P0 =


∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
0 ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
0 0 ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
0 0 0 · · · 0 ∗

 , P∞ =


∗ ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
0 ∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
0 0 ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
0 0 0 · · · 0 ∗

 ,

Pq =



∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
0 0 · · · 0 ∗


, P1 =



∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
∗ ∗ · · · ∗ ∗
0 0 · · · 0 ∗


.

(2.19)

The marked points at 0 and ∞ are called maximal in the sense that PGL(N)/P0,∞ are
isomorphic to the space F (N) of complete flags in CN with dimension dimF (N) = N(N−1)

2 ,
while the marked points at q and 1 are called minimal since PGL(N)/Pq,1 are isomorphic
to the projective space PN−1 of lines in CN with dimension dimPN−1 = N − 1, which is the
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minimal flag variety. In the simplest case of GC = PGL(2), the two parabolic subgroups are
equivalent and there is no distinction between maximal and minimal marked points, but for
general N ≥ 2 considered in the present work this is not the case.

At this point, we emphasize that the geometric Langlands correspondence actually in-
volves twisted D-modules on the moduli stack of all parabolic GC-bundles, instead of on its
stable subset. In the genus-0 case C = P1, in particular, it is crucial to consider the moduli
stack to account for the the determinant line bundle part of the twisting (2.13), Lκ−h∨ . In
this work, we will restrict to a stable subset with this subtlety understood.

The connected component of the moduli space of stable parabolic PGL(N)-bundles con-
taining the trivial bundle is isomorphic to

(
×i=0,q,1,∞GC/Pi

)
/SL(N,C), where SL(N,C)

acts diagonally.6 As just discussed, each quotient GC/Pi is isomorphic to a flag variety,
giving

BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0 =
(
F (N)× PN−1 × PN−1 × F (N)

)
/SL(N). (2.20)

A simple dimension count shows dimBunPGL(N)(P1;S)0 = N − 1, which is indeed the half of
dimMH(PGL(N),C;S) = 2(N − 1).

Finally, let us describe the Picard group of this moduli space. Note that L0 = L∞ = T,
while Lq = L1 = S (U(N − 1)× U(1)). The Weyl group of the former is trivial, so that the
invariant sublattice is just the whole weight lattice of SU(N), Λwt,L0,∞ = Λwt. On the other
hand, the Weyl group of the latter equals to the Weyl group of SU(N − 1). The invariant
sublattice is one-dimensional, Λwt,Lq,1 ' Z. The Picard group of the moduli space is therefore
given by, as a special case of (2.10),

Pic
(
BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0

)
= Λwt ⊕ Z ⊕ Z ⊕ Λwt. (2.21)

Here, we remind that we are missing the determinant line bundle L part of the Picard group
since we only consider a stable subset of the stack. Each lattice in the direct sum represents
the pullbacks of the line bundles over each flag variety on the right hand side of (2.20) under
the natural projection. Namely, it is generated by the pullbacks of the tautological line
bundles over the respective flag varieties (in our case, the space of complete flags F (N) and
the projective space PN−1).

3 From branes to boundaries and defects

The topological sigma model with the Hitchin moduli space target reviewed in the previous
section can originate from two different four-dimensional gauge theories: GL-twisted N = 4
gauge theory [7, 9] and Ω-deformed Donaldson-Witten twisted N = 2 gauge theory [22].

In this section, we illustrate a duality connecting these two frameworks by embedding
them to string theory. We will recall the IIB brane setup for the gauge origami [57–59], from

6All the other connected components can also be reached by Hecke modifications at marked points. See
[56] for instance.
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which our N = 2 gauge theory is constructed, and show how it can be dualized to the twisted
M-theory [60] and further to the (p, q)-web of fivebranes in IIB [61] to which the GL-twisted
N = 4 gauge theory is naturally embedded. The brane picture turns out to provide useful
intuition on how different BPS objects on two sides − as we will see shortly, surface defects
in the N = 2 theory and codimension-one boundaries and line defects in the N = 4 theory
− are mapped to each other. Such an identification will be consistent with the exact results
that we will derive on the N = 2 theory side.

IIB Branes 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
D3 x x x x

KK5m x x x x x x
KK5l x x x x x x
D3 x x x x

Table 1: IIB brane configuration for gauge origami

Cε1 Cε2 Cε3 Cε4 R2

x0, x1 x2, x3 x4, x5 x6, x7 x8, x9

Table 2: Spacetime of the IIB theory for gauge origami

3.1 Gauge origami and twisted M-theory

In the present work, the N = 2 gauge theory and its half-BPS defects are constructed from
the gauge origami [57–59]. The gauge origami is a configuration of intersecting stacks of
D3-branes in the IIB theory on the ten-dimensional spacetime X × R2, where X is a local
Calabi-Yau four-fold. There are at most six stacks of D3-branes occupying all possible complex
two-cycles in X preserving U(1)3 ⊂ SU(4) of the isometry, located at certain positions on
the transverse plane R2 (see the tables 1, 2). On top of them, we may introduce D(−1)-
instantons which can be dissolved into the worldvolume of the D3-branes. They are called
spiked instantons. Upon a proper twist, there is a supercharge in which the X is topological
and the R2 is holomorphic under its cohomology.

Since X is topological, we may implement the Ω-background associated to its U(1)3 ⊂
SU(4) isometry. The most straightforward way is the following. First, compactify R2 to
a torus T 2 and T-dualize twice along the cycles of the torus. Then the gauge origami is
dualized to intersecting stacks of D5-branes, which also wrap the dualized torus Ť 2, while the
spiked instantons become D1-branes wrapping Ť 2. Now regard the ten-dimensional spacetime
X × Ť 2 as not just a product space but a fibration of X over Ť 2, where X is rotated by the
U(1)3 ⊂ SU(4) isometry along the two cycles of the torus. Such a nontrivial fibration admits
a preserved supercharge, yielding three independent Ω-background parameters ∑4

i=1 εi = 0.
Finally, we T-dualize twice along the cycles of Ť 2 back to T 2, and take the limit where the
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size of the dual torus Ť 2 shrinks to zero. Then the original torus T 2 decompactifies back to
R2, establishing the Ω-background for the gauge origami.

To engineer the N = 2 gauge theory, we start by choosing our local Calabi-Yau four-fold
to be an Am−1-type singularity, X = C2

12 × C2
34/Zm. Then we insert a single stack of N

D3-branes at the singularity, C2
12×{0} ⊂ X. The effective field theory on the worldvolume of

the D3-branes is the N = 2 supersymmetric Âm−1-quiver gauge theory [62]. We may turn off
gauge couplings for two consecutive gauge nodes to reduce further to the Am−2 linear quiver
gauge theory. The Am−1 singularity is the limit of the m-centered Taub-NUT space where all
the centers are brought to the origin, which in turn can be viewed as the transverse geometry
of the Kaluza-Klein monopoles in IIB (see the first two rows of the table 1, 2).

The gauge origami is a powerful framework since it is designed to produce partition
functions expressed as finite-dimensional equivariant integrals, which further can be exactly
computed by equivariant localization. This indeed will be our methodology of studying the
geometric Langlands correspondence in the N = 2 gauge theory framework from section 4.
Our aim here is, on the other hand, to show the gauge origami is in fact coherent with a
seemingly distinct context − the twisted M-theory [60] − in which the relation with the
GL-twisted N = 4 theory is more manifest. From now on, we will illustrate how the gauge
origami and the twisted M-theory are connected to each other by a string duality.

Since the M-theory is a uplift of the IIA theory, it is tempting to apply a T-duality to
our IIB setup for the gauge origami. An obstruction to the simplest application of T-duality
is the Ω-background associated to the isometry of X; If we would keep the mostly refined
Ω-background with three independent parameters, all the two-planes have to be viewed as
a cigar, namely, a circle fibration over a semi-infinite line to keep the U(1)3 isometry. Then
T-dualization can only be performed along these circle fibers, where we must carefully take
account for the effect of the fibration at the tip of the cigar.

To apply the T-duality in a simple manner, we will unrefine our Ω-background, setting
ε3 = 0 and leaving only two independent parameters (ε1 + ε2 + ε4 = 0). Then we can
compactify the complex plane C3 to a cylinder, T-dualizing along its circle x4. The m-
centered Taub-NUT space is dualized to m NS5-branes which are separated along the circle
x4, while the N D3-branes become N D4-branes stretched between those NS5-branes along
the x4-direction. We recognize this is precisely the well-known IIA brane setup realizing the
very same N = 2 gauge theory that we obtained in the IIB gauge origami setting, on the non-
compact part of the worldvolume of the D4-branes [63]. The only modification made here is
subjecting it to the Ω-background associated to the U(1)2 ⊂ SU(3) isometry of Cε1×Cε2×Cε4 ,
which can now be treated as a local Calabi-Yau threefold.

This IIA brane setup naturally uplifts to the M-theory with the M-theory circle x10,
in which both D4-branes and NS5-branes become M5-branes. The m M5-branes from NS5-
branes are local on the torus of x4 and x10. The positions of these M5-branes on the torus
determine the complexified gauge couplings (θ-angles and gauge couplings) in the point of
view of the N = 2 gauge theory. We will call the locations of the M5-branes on C marked
points. In the cohomology of the preserved supercharge (the Ω-deformed Donaldson-Witten
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supercharge [18] in the N = 2 theory point of view), the dependence on the complexified gauge
couplings is only holomorphic. In this sense, the uplift from IIA to M-theory is holomorphic,
allowing us to view the torus of x4 and x10 as a Riemann surface [17]. This is precisely the
Riemann surface C associated to our N = 2 theory viewed as a theory of class S [16].

We may take the limit of ungauging two consecutive gauge nodes by removing one of
the M5-branes originated from NS5-branes, so that the M5-branes from D4-branes are now
stretched to the infinity in both directions of x4. In this way x4 is decompactified, modifying
the Riemann surface to an infinite cylinder. It is convenient to treat the cylinder with two
ends at infinity as a sphere C = P1 with two additional marked points at 0 and ∞. In total,
we have m+ 1 marked points S = {0, p2, p3, · · · , pm,∞} ⊂ P1; the two marked points are at
the ends, while at each pi of the rest m− 1 marked points a single M5-brane ends.

Therefore, we are led to the M-theory defined on the 11-dimensional spacetime C3×R×
T ∗C, which is topological on C3 × R and holomorphic on T ∗C under the twist. Moreover,
the Ω-background for the U(1)2 ⊂ SU(3) isometry of C3 is turned on.7 This is precisely
the setup for the twisted M-theory which led to the non-commutative five-dimensional gl(1)
Chern-Simons theory on T ∗C×R, under different IIA reduction and localization [60] (in the
presence of the Al−1 singularity introduced below, gl(1) is replaced by gl(l)). For instance,
the M5-branes which have appeared as a result of the dualization so far would be viewed
as surface defects on holomorphic surfaces in this non-commutative five-dimensional Chern-
Simons theory, as discussed in [60].

IIA/M branes 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
D4/M5 x x x x x x
NS5/M5 x x x x x x

KK5l/KK6l x x x x x x x
D2/M2 x x x

Table 3: Twisted M-theory with M-branes and Al−1 singularity

Cε1 Cε2 Cε4 T ∗C R
x0, x1 x2, x3 x6, x7 x8, x9, x4, x10 x5

Table 4: Spacetime of the twisted M-theory

7It is desirable to explicitly check our Ω-background for the IIB gauge origami described above dualizes to
the Ω-background implemented in [60] for the twisted M-theory, after the unrefinement ε3 = 0. Conversely, it
would be interesting to clarify the meaning of ε3 6= 0 refinement in the twisted M-theory, which would allow
a deviation from the Calabi-Yau threefold condition ε1 + ε2 + ε4 = 0. This is beyond our scope and we leave
it to a future work.
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3.2 Reduction to GL-twisted N = 4 theory and topological sigma model

The M-theory on a toric Calabi-Yau 3-fold is believed to be dual to a (p, q)-web of fivebranes
in the IIB, where the web diagram is given by the toric diagram [61]. Applying this duality
to our case, where the toric Calabi-Yau 3-fold is C3, the (p, q)-web is simply composed of an
NS5-brane, a D5-brane, and a (1,1) fivebrane, which are semi-infinite and join at a junction
on a two-dimensional plane while the rest five dimensions of the worldvolumes are shared.
This is precisely the IIB setup for the corner vertex algebra [64].

The M5-branes in the twisted M-theory translate to D3-branes filling the faces of the web,
ending on fivebranes. In our case, there are only D3-branes that fill in a single face, which is
chosen to be the face Σ between the NS5-brane and the D5-brane.8 There are two types of
such D3-branes depending on where the transverse two dimensions of the worldvolume wrap.
The first type wraps the Riemann surface C, while the second type wraps the fiber of the
cotangent bundle T ∗C at each marked point pi ∈ S ⊂ C.

On the worldvolume of the N D3-branes of first type, the effective description is the
N = 4 U(N) gauge theory on Σ × C, with the boundary conditions at two boundaries of Σ
are prescribed by the NS5-brane and the D5-brane. These boundary conditions are known
to be the (deformed) Neumann boundary condition and the (deformed) regular Nahm pole
boundary condition [65], where the deformation κ = − ε2

ε1
determined by the Ω-background

parameters is compatible with one of the GL-twisted topological supercharge [66] (recall
(2.12)). Now, the D3-branes of second type become half-BPS monodromy surface defects [26]
located at Σ×{pi} ⊂ Σ×C, at each marked point pi ∈ S.9 This is precisely the starting point
of the GL-twisted N = 4 gauge theory approach for the geometric Langlands correspondence
on C with ramification data on S [7, 9].10

By compactifying the GL-twisted N = 4 gauge theory on the Riemann surface C, we are
led to the topological sigma model of maps Σ→MH . The type of the topological sigma model
is precisely determined by t ∈ P1 parametrizing the topological supercharges in the GL-twist.
As discussed earlier, we view the canonical parameter κ determines t by the relation (2.12),
with the complexified gauge coupling τ fixed (in fact, we take Re τ = 0). At generic κ 6=∞,
this is an A-model in the symplectic structure ωt with a B-field Bt. Let us also recall that the
topological sigma model becomes the A-model in ωK at κ = 0, and B-model in J at κ =∞.

8There is a PSL(2,Z) duality from which we can choose which face to fill in [64]. With the choice above,
Cε1 becomes a semi-infinite line in R2

01 supporting the D5-brane and Cε2 becomes an orthogonal semi-infinite
line supporting the NS5-brane. See the table 5, 6.

9They should not be confused with the surface defects in the N = 2 gauge theory that we introduce shortly.
The monodromy surface defects described here are the ones in the N = 4 gauge theory, which, in the point of
view of the N = 2 theory, determine the contents of the gauge theory itself. In other words, they correspond
to the marked point data on the Riemann surface C for the class S theory.

10To be precise, to study the geometric Langlands correspondence between the twisted D-modules on
BunPGL(N)(C;S) and the SL(N) local systems with parabolic structures at S, we would have to decouple
U(1) part and consider the G = PSU(N) gauge group (or LG = SU(N) in the S-dual frame). Here, we
will not explain the details of the decoupling, but conduct the actual decoupling later after formulating the
problem in our N = 2 gauge theoretical setup.
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At the boundaries of the worldsheet Σ, the deformed Neumann and the deformed Nahm
pole boundary conditions descend to the canonical coisotropic brane Bcc of (A,B,A)κ type
and the brane of opers Bop of (B,A,A)κ type, respectively [22, 48, 49]. Thus we get the
(Bcc,Bop)-strings in the A-model (in ωt with Bt). As the deformed Neumann and the de-
formed regular Nahm pole are S-dual to each other [67], the canonical coisotropic brane Bcc

and the brane of opers Bop are mirror dual to each other. This precisely reflects the symme-
try of exchanging the two complex planes of the four-dimensional worldvolume of the N = 2
theory.

So far, we have only considered the basic gauge origami setup that engineers the N = 2
gauge theory itself and how it is dualized to the GL-twisted N = 4 theory and then reduced
to the topological sigma model (the first two rows on the tables 1, 3). The purpose of this
section is to motivate introducing additional constituents (the last two rows on the tables 1,
3) in the gauge origami by showing how they dualize to the GL-twisted N = 4 theory and
topological sigma model, explaining their roles in the geometric Langlands correspondence.
In the twisted M-theory perspective, the two additional constituents are Al−1 singularity and
M2-branes. They will turn out to produce half-BPS surface defects on the N = 2 gauge
theory side.

IIB Branes 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Fivebranes ` x x x x x

D3 ` ` x x
D3 ` ` x x
D1 ` x

Table 5: IIB brane configuration for (p, q)-web; the symbol ` indicates semi-infinite filling

R2 R3 R T ∗C

x0, x1 x2, x3, x4 x5 x6, x7, x8, x9

Table 6: Spacetime of the IIB theory for (p, q)-web

Al−1-type singularity The twisted M-theory can be formulated not only on the simplest
toric Calabi-Yau threefold C3, but also on C × TNl−1 where TNl−1 is the l-centered Taub-
NUT space [60]. When the all the centers are brought together at the origin, it becomes
the Al−1-type singularity C2/Zl. Dualized to the IIB setup of the gauge origami, this also
amounts to adding Kaluza-Klein monopoles for which the transverse geometry can be viewed
as the Al−1 singularity. Since this transverse geometry intersects the worldvolume of the
D3-branes realizing the N = 2 gauge theory along the complex plane Cε1 , it gives a rise to a
half-BPS monodromy surface defect there [26, 68] (see the third rows of table 1, 3).

Passing to the (p, q)-web of fivebranes in IIB, the Al−1 singularity increases the number of
D5-branes from 1 to l, where the number of D3-branes ending on each D5-brane is determined
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by the number of the M5-branes carrying each representation of Zl. In the effective N = 4
gauge theory on the worldvolume of the D3-branes, it amounts to changing the corresponding
boundary condition from the (deformed) regular Nahm pole to a (deformed) non-regular
Nahm pole [65]. We will give a description of the general Al−1 singularity as a monodromy
surface defect in the N = 2 gauge theory. Later, we mainly focus on the case where l = N

and exactly one D3-brane ends on each of N D5-branes, resulting in the deformed Dirichlet
boundary condition that breaks the gauge group of the N = 4 theory to the maximal torus.
In the N = 2 gauge theory side, the resulting surface defect also breaks the gauge group to
the maximal torus. We will call such a surface defect to be regular (see section 4.3).11

Upon reduction to the sigma model, the deformed Dirichlet boundary condition is ex-
pected to descend to the brane of λ-connections F′E of (B,A,A)κ type, supported on the
fiber of the Iwt-holomorphic map πwt (2.9) from an open dense subset of the Hitchin moduli
space with ramifications MH , viewed as the moduli space of stable parabolic local systems,
to the moduli space of parabolic GC-bundles, at E ∈ BunGC(C;S) [48]. Thus, we get the
(Bcc,F

′
E)-strings in the A-model (in ωt with Bt) which give the E-twisted coinvariants of the

ĝ-modules associated to the ramifications at S.
It was indeed shown that the regular monodromy surface defect gives coinvariants of cer-

tain ĝ-modules associated to the ramification data, by verifying the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov
equations are obeyed by its vacuum expectation value [35] (see also [32, 69]). It was, however,
not clarified which parabolic GC-bundle E these coinvariants are twisted by. The regular mon-
odromy surface defect carry the defect parameters u assigning the singularity of the gauge
field and the magnetic fluxes along the surface [26]. By the duality that we described, it
is naturally expected that these defect parameters provide holomorphic coordinates on the
moduli space BunGC(C;S) of (stable) parabolic GC-bundles on C. In section 6, we confirm
that this is indeed the case. Moreover, we show the vacuum expectation value Ψ(u) of the
regular monodromy surface defect can be viewed as a (local) section of Lκ → BunGC(C;S).
Here, Lκ is precisely the twisting (2.13) used for the sheaf DLκ of differential operators on
BunGC(C;S), associated to the (Bcc,Bcc)-strings.

M2-branes We recall Wilson and ’t Hooft line defects play important roles in studying the
geometric Langlands correspondence from the GL-twisted N = 4 gauge theory [7, 9]. When
the canonical parameter κ is generic, the line defects do not exist in the four-dimensional
bulk, but they still can be supported on boundary with appropriate boundary condition [70].

In the twisted M-theory setup, the simplest line defects attached at boundaries originate
from an M2-brane lying along the complex plane Cε1 or Cε2 (see the fourth rows of table 1,
3). In the IIB gauge origami picture, they are the D3-branes intersecting the worldvolume of
the original stack of D3-branes along the complex plane Cε1 or Cε2 , and therefore generate

11A caution in terminology: Somewhat confusingly, the regular monodromy surface defect in the N = 2
theory corresponds to the extreme non-regular Nahm pole (Dirichlet) boundary in the GL-twisted N = 4
theory. Conversely, the absence of monodromy surface defect (trivial defect) in the N = 2 theory corresponds
to the regular Nahm pole boundary in the GL-twisted N = 4 theory.
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surface defects in the N = 2 gauge theory. In the field theory limit, this surface defect arises
as a 2d/4d coupled system. The two-dimensional N = (2, 2) gauged linear sigma model on
the worldvolume of the M2-brane couples to the four-dimensional N = 2 gauge theory, by
gauging its flavor symmetry by the bulk gauge field restricted to the surface (see section 4.2).

By dualizing to the (p, q)-web in IIB, the M2-brane wrapping Cε2-plane becomes a fun-
damental string stretching from the junction of the fivebranes to the infinity along the NS5-
brane; while the M2-brane wrapping Cε1-plane becomes a D1-brane stretching from the junc-
tion to the infinity along the D5-brane(s). In the effective GL-twisted N = 4 gauge theory,
the former is the Wilson line defect placed at the deformed Neumann boundary, while the
latter is the ’t Hooft line defect placed at the deformed (non-)regular Nahm pole boundary,
both of which are labelled by the N -dimensional representation of U(N).

In the absence of the Al−1 singularity, the Wilson line along the deformed Neumann
boundary and the ’t Hooft line along the deformed regular Nahm pole boundary are S-
dual to each other, so that the two cases are symmetric. However, in the presence of the
Al−1 singularity, the two boundary conditions (Neumann and non-regular Nahm pole) are
no longer S-dual to each other [67]. Therefore, the two cases − a Wilson line along the
Neumann boundary and a ’t Hooft line along the non-regular Nahm pole boundary − have to
be considered separately. In terms of the N = 2 gauge theory, the former is the configuration
of two surface defects intersecting at the origin, while the latter is the configuration of two
surface defects parallel along the complex plane Cε1 ; the two cases are obviously distinct.

Descending to the topological sigma model, a line defect attached at a brane defines a new
brane (i.e., it is a functor acting on the category of branes) [7]. The Wilson line labelled by
the representation R of G acts by modifying the Chan-Paton bundle of the brane to its tensor
product with the bundle associated to the universal bundle in the representation R restricted
to the insertion point y ∈ C. In our case, it is the canonical coisotropic brane that is dressed
with the Wilson line, and we may denote this new brane by By,R

cc [48]. It is expected that
the (By,R

cc ,F
′
E)-strings give the E-twisted coinvariants of the tensor product of the ĝ-modules

associated to the ramifications at S and the ĝ-module induced from the representation R,
viewed as a g-module. Indeed, the correlation functions of intersecting surface defects in the
N = 2 gauge theory setup were shown to be such E-twisted coinvariants since the former
satisfy the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations for the latter [71]. The configuration of inter-
secting surface defects was used, in particular, to study the isomonodromy problem appearing
in the limit κ→∞ (namely, ε1 → 0) [72].

In this work, we do not discuss insertion of Wilson lines but rather focus on a ’t Hooft
line attached to the Dirichlet boundary; namely, the configuration of parallel surface defects
in the N = 2 gauge theory. The ’t Hooft line labelled by the dominant integral coweight
λ ∈ Hom(U(1),T) of G descends to the Hecke operator labelled by the same λ acting on A-
branes [7]. We have reviewed in section 7.2.4 how it acts on the twisted D-modules associated
to the A-branes.
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3.3 Reduction to N = 2 theory of class S

In the twisted M-theory setup, the low-energy effective theory on the worldvolume of the M5-
branes wrapping C is the six-dimensional N = (0, 2) theory of type AN−1 on Cε1 × Cε2 × C,
with codimension-two defects on Cε1 × Cε2 × {pi} for each marked point pi ∈ S ⊂ C. By
compactifying along the Riemann surface C, we obtain the four-dimensional N = 2 theory
of class S where the contents of the theory are determined by C and the codimension-two
defects [16]. This gives a clear explanation of why the N = 2 gauge theory constructed in the
IIB gauge origami setup has to be of class S.

The Al−1 singularity gives rise to another type of codimension-two defect in the six-
dimensional N = (0, 2) theory, supported on Cε1 × {0} × C. Upon compactification along C,
it descends to a half-BPS monodromy surface defect of the N = 2 theory of class S, defined
by assigning monodromy of gauge fields along the circle linking the surface (the Cε1-plane in
this case) [26, 68]. The Levi subgroup it preserves is determined by the Zl-representations
that the M5-branes carry. As mentioned above, we mainly consider the case where l = N

and the gauge group is broken to the maximal torus (see section 4.3 for the detail). This is
the case that we refer to as the regular monodromy surface defect, which corresponds to the
deformed Dirichlet boundary condition in the GL-twisted N = 4 theory side. We recall that
the codimension-two defects of the six-dimensional N = (0, 2) theory are characterized by the
global symmetry they carry [73]. In the case where l = N and the gauge symmetry of the
class S theory is broken to the maximal torus, the global symmetry is G = PSU(N). Thus
when the six-dimensional theory is compactified along C, the parameter space of the regular
monodromy surface defect is naturally given by BunGC(C;S) [74].

The M2-brane engineers a codimension-four defect of the six-dimensional N = (0, 2)
theory, supported on Cε1 × {0} × {y} [75]. It is local on C and here we set y ∈ C \ S to be
its location. Under the reduction to the class S theory, it descends to the canonical surface
defect which can be thought of as coupling two-dimensional N = (2, 2) sigma model living on
the non-compact part of the worldvolume of the M2-brane, by gauging the flavor symmetry
with the bulk gauge field restricted to the surface (see section 4.2 for the detail). Note that
the parameter space of the canonical surface defect is naturally given by the y-space C \ S
[28].

We remark here that there is an M-brane transition connecting these two types of surface
defects [76]. We will study the manifestation of this brane transition at the level of the
correlation functions of the surface defects in a separate work.

4 Surface defects from gauge origami

In the previous section, we have seen that half-BPS surface defects − the regular monodromy
surface defect and the canonical surface defect − of the N = 2 gauge theory are expected to
descend to the brane of λ-connections and the Hecke operator acting on branes. Here, we
present their constructions in the IIB gauge origami setting in depth.
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We will first present the gauge origami configuration [57–59] of intersecting stacks of
D3-branes on an orbifold in the IIB string theory.12 Remind that the role of intersecting
D3-branes and orbifolds are to engineer

1. The four-dimensional N = 2 supersymmetric gauge theory as the low-energy effective
theory on the worldvolume of one of the stacks of D3-branes

2. The half-BPS surface defects on this theory by an orbifold singularity or another stack
of D3-branes which intersects the original stack on a complex plane

3. The qq-character for the combined system by another intersecting stack of D3-branes.

The correlation functions of the BPS defects (e.g., the ones in 2 and 3) are computed as the
partition function of the gauge origami, that is, an equivariant integral of the equivariant
Euler class of certain vector bundle over the associated moduli space of spiked instantons.
We sometime call this spiked instanton partition function.

Let us denote the ten-dimensional spacetime of the IIB theory as X × R2. Here X is
called the gauge origami worldvolume. For our purpose of engineering the 4d gauge theory
and its BPS defects, we will consider two types of orbifold X = C2

12 × C2
34/Γ34 and X =

C1 × C3
234/Γ34 × Γ24, with cyclic groups Γ34 = Zm and Γ24 = Zl. Here, Γab acts on C2

ab as

(za, zb) 7→ ($za, $−1zb), (4.1)

where $ is the generator of the cyclic group Γab represented as (m-th or l-th) root of unity.
The gauge origami is intersecting stacks of D3-branes placed on non-compact complex

2-planes in the gauge origami worldvolume X, preserving its SU(4)-isometry, with generic

positions on R2 unless specified otherwise. There can be
(

4
2

)
= 6 stacks at most. Let

6 = {ab | a, b = 1, 2, 3, 4, a < b} denote the set of these six choices of complex two-planes. Let
the number of D3-branes inserted on A ∈ 6 be NA. Let aA,α ∈ R2, A ∈ 6, α = 1, · · · , NA

denote their locations on R2 which are assumed to be generic. By slightly abusing the
notation, we denote the Chan-Paton spaces of six stacks of D3-branes also by the same
letters NA. They carry representations of Γ and therefore can be decomposed as

NA =
⊕

i∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}
ω∈{0,1,··· ,l−1}

NA,i,ωRi ⊗Rω, (4.2)

where Ri (Rω) is the one-dimensional irreducible representation of Γ34 (Γ24) of weight i (of
weight ω).

The low-energy effective theory on the gauge origami worldvolume is, therefore, several
(at most 6) four-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theories living on the intersecting stacks

12To be precise, we will distinguish the terminology for the gauge origami and the spiked instantons in
this work. The former refers to the configuration of intersecting D3-branes, while the latter refers to the
D(−1)-instantons dissolved into the worldvolume of such D3-brane configurations.
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interacting with each other through their interfaces. The global symmetry group is H =
×A∈6×i∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}

ω∈{0,1,··· ,l−1}
U(NA,i,ω)× SU(4), where the first factor is the global gauge symmetry

rotating the D3-branes carrying the same representation of Γ and the second factor is the
isometry of X.

We may insert D(−1)-instantons dissolved into the worldvolume of the gauge origami,
and the point-like BPS objects induced in this way in the intersecting gauge theories are
called the spiked instantons. To preserve the SU(4)-isometry they are located at the origin of
X, while on R2 they are attached to one of the D3-branes. Let K be the Chan-Paton space
of the D(−1)-instantons. It is decomposed according to which D3-brane they are placed on:
K = ⊕

A∈6
⊕NA
α=1KA,α. Let us denote KA := ⊕NA

α=1KA,α for each A ∈ 6.
The moduli space of spiked instantons admits an ADHM-like realization in terms of the

linear maps between the vector spaces NA and KA. The discrete fixed points of this moduli
space under the action of the maximal torus TH of the symmetry group H are classified by a
set of partitions λ =

(
λ(A,α)

)
A∈6, α∈{1,2,··· ,NA}

, where |λ| = |K| = dimK.
Since TH is an abelian group, the spaces NA and KA are decomposed into its one-

dimensional irreducible representations. Let us present this decomposition by writing the
equivariant Chern characters of these spaces,

NA =
NA∑
α=1

eaA,α

KA =
NA∑
α=1

∑
(i,j)∈λ(A,α)

eaA,α+(i−1)εa+(j−1)εb ,

(4.3)

where (aA,α)A∈6,α∈{1,2,··· ,NA} and (εa)a=1,2,3,4 are equivariant parameters for the global gauge
symmetry and the isometry ofX, respectively. The former are called the Coulomb moduli and
the latter are called the Ω-background parameter. Note that there are only three independent
Ω-background parameters, ∑4

a=1 εa = 0. For convenience, we will use the notation qa = eεa ,
Pa = 1− qa, qab = qaqb, and Pab = (1− qa)(1− qb). Note that each one-dimensional subspace
represented by each term in the equivariant Euler character (4.3) carries a representation of
Γ, according to the decomposition (4.2) and the Γ-action on X (4.1).

By supersymmetric localization, the path integral for these intersecting gauge theories
reduces to a sum of equivariant integrals of the Euler class of certain vector bundle over the
moduli spaces of spiked instantons with varying instanton numbers, where the measure is
given by the gauge couplings to the power of instanton numbers. Let us define the universal
sheaf for the instantons on the A-th stack (A ∈ 6) as SA = NA − PAKA. The partition
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function is computed as [59]

Z =
∑
λ

q|λ|E

−∑
A∈6

PminĀSAS
∗
A

P ∗A
−

∑
A=12,13,14

q−1
A SAS

∗
Ā

+
∑
A<B
|A∩B|=1

qmaxBPA∪B
SAS

∗
B

P ∗A∩B


Γ

,

(4.4)

where E [· · · ] is the symbol to take the product of the equivariant weights and the notation
[· · · ]Γ is to pick up the part invariant under the action of Γ (namely, Γ34 or Γ34×Γ24). Also,
we used the notation Ā = ab where a, b /∈ A and a < b. The summation is taken over all
the partitions λ =

(
λ(A,α)

)
A∈6, α∈{1,2,··· ,NA}

. The gauge couplings are collectively denoted by

q = (qi,ω)i∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}
ω∈{0,1,··· ,l−1}

. We also used the notation q|λ| = ∏
i∈{0,1,··· ,m−1}
ω∈{0,1,··· ,l−1}

q
|Ki,ω |
i,ω where Ki,ω is

the subspace of K carrying the representation Ri ⊗Rω of Γ.

4.1 N = 2 supersymmetric gauge theory

We first consider the case X = C2
12 × C2

34/Γ34 with the cyclic group Γ34 = Zm. To engineer
four-dimensional gauge theory, we insert a stack of D3-branes at the orbifold singularity,
C2

12 × {0} ⊂ X. The action of Γ34 breaks half of the supersymmetry, leaving a N = 2
supersymmetric theory on the worldvolume of the D3-branes. This worldvolume theory is
shown to be the Âm−1-quiver gauge theory by studying the spectrum of open string ending on
the D3-branes [62]. By ungauging two consecutive gauge nodes, i.e., turning off their gauge
couplings, we can also get the linear Am−2-quiver gauge theory.

This can be immediately shown at the level of partition functions as follows. We will re-
strict to the casem = 3 from now on. Let there beN D3-branes carrying the Z3-representation
Ri for each i = 0, 1, 2. The gauge origami is represented by the equivariant Chern character
of the Chan-Paton space, which is now a representation of Z3. It is simply

N12 =
N∑
α=1

eaα · R0 +
N∑
α=1

em
+
α−ε4 · R1 +

N∑
α=1

em
−
α+ε4 · R2 (4.5)

The spiked instanton partition function reads

ZS =
∑
λ

∏
i=0,1,2

q
|λi|
i E

[
−P3S12S

∗
12

P ∗12

]Z3

=
∑
λ

∏
i=0,1,2

q
|λi|
i E

[
−S0S

∗
0 + S1S

∗
1 + S2S

∗
2 − q−1

12 S0S
∗
1 − q3q

−2
4 S1S

∗
2 − q−1

12 S2S
∗
0

P ∗12

]
,

(4.6)

where we defined the universal sheaf Si ≡ Ni−P12Ki for the instantons associated to the i-th
node. This is precisely the partition function of the Â2-quiver U(N) gauge theory [18, 77]. We
may turn off the gauge couplings q1 and q2, sending them to zero. Then some of the universal
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bundles become flavor bundles, S1 = M+ and S2 = M−, so that the partition function reads

Z =
∑
λ

q|λ|E
[
−(S −M+ − q−1

12 M
−)S∗

P ∗12

]
. (4.7)

Namely, the global gauge symmetry for the ungauged nodes becomes the flavor symmetry,
converting the relevant Coulomb moduli to the mass parameters for hypermultiplets. The
resulting expression is the partition function of the U(N) gauge theory with N fundamental
and N anti-fundamental hypermultiplets, i.e., the A1-quiver U(N) gauge theory. This is our
main example of the N = 2 gauge theory throughout the work.

So far, all the equivariant parameters − the Coulomb moduli (aα)Nα=1, the hypermultiplet
masses (m±α )Nα=1, and the Ω-background parameters ε1 and ε2 − have been taken to be generic.
We consider a limit that plays an important role throughout the work: ε2 → 0. This is the
limit where the two-dimensional N = (2, 2) super-Poincaré symmetry on C2 is restored. The
four-dimensional N = 2 theory is effectively described by a two-dimensional N = (2, 2) theory,
governed by a twisted superpotential W̃. This twisted superpotential is obtained from the
partition function in the limit, [19]13

lim
ε2→0

Z(a,m, ε; q) = e
W̃(a,m,ε1;q)

ε2 . (4.8)

When local or non-local observables are inserted, the path integral computes the vacuum
expectation values or the correlation functions of them. As an equivariant integral, it localizes
to the ensemble average over the same fixed points {λ}. Thus, given aN = 2 theory observable
O, there is corresponding observable O[λ] defined on the ensemble of partitions so that the
vacuum expectation value is written as

〈O〉a =
∑
λ

q|λ|O[λ]E
[
−(S −M+ − q−1

12 M
−)S∗

P ∗12

]
. (4.9)

We explicitly write the Coulomb moduli a among other parameters (the masses (m±α )Nα=1
for the hypermultiplets, the Ω-background parameters ε1 and ε2, and the gauge coupling q)
when we emphasize the dependence of vacuum expectation values (or correlation functions)
on them.

4.2 Q-observable and canonical surface defect

We turn to the BPS defects in the N = 2 supersymmetric gauge theory built from additional
constituents in the gauge origami setup. Here, we recall the Q-observable, which descends
from single D3-brane placed on C2

13 ⊂ X intersecting the worldvolume of the gauge theory
C2

12 along the complex plane C1 (the fourth row of the table 1), and the canonical surface
defect obtained from the Q-observable by a certain transition.

13This limiting behavior of the partition function can also be obtained from the limit shape of the partitions
in the ensemble (4.7) [77, 78].
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4.2.1 Q-observable

We present the explicit form of the Q-observable for the case of X = C2
12 × C2

34/Γ34 with
Γ34 = Z3. As we described above, the underlying gauge theory is the A1-quiver gauge theory
after turning off some of the gauge couplings, and the Q-observable will be a half-BPS surface
observable defined on this theory. The reason for its nomenclature is explained later in section
5.

Thus we add a single D3-brane wrapping C2
13 ⊂ X, located at x ∈ R2. There is a choice

of the representation that the Chan-Paton space of the new D3-brane carries under the action
of Γ34 = Z3. Here, we choose R1.14 Then the gauge origami is represented by the following
equivariant Chern characters of the Chan-Paton spaces:

N12 =
N∑
α=1

eaα · R0 +
N∑
α=1

em
+
α−ε4 · R1 +

N∑
α=1

em
−
α+ε4 · R2

N13 = ex+ε1+ε3 · R1.

(4.10)

By applying (4.4) to this case, the spiked instanton partition function is given by

Z =
∑
λ

∏
i=0,1,2

q
|λ12,i|+|λ13,i|
i E

[
−P3S12S

∗
12

P ∗12
− P2S13S

∗
13

P ∗13
+ q3P4

S12S
∗
13

P ∗1

]Z3

. (4.11)

We take the decoupling limit q1 = q2 = 0 which yields the A1-quiver gauge theory. The
instantons with nonzero Z3-charges are forbidden, and the universal sheaf for the instantons
on the C2

13 becomes trivial: S13 = N13. Thus the second term only contributes an overall
multiplicative factor which can be omitted. The third term yields the Q-observable that we
desired. Explicitly, the expression is

Z =
∑
λ

q|λ|E
[
−(S −M+ − q−1

12 M
−)S∗

P ∗12

]
E
[
−e

x(S∗ −M+∗)
P ∗1

]
. (4.12)

Thus, the spiked instanton partition function gives the vacuum expectation value of the Q-
observable, whose expression at the partition λ is given by

Q(x)[λ] = 1∏N
α=1 ε

x−m+
α

ε1
1 Γ

(
1 + x−m+

α
ε1

)E
[
−e

xS∗[λ]
P ∗1

]
, (4.13)

where the 1-loop contribution from the M+ term is regularized to the Γ-function. An im-
mediate computation reveals the dependence of the Q-observable on the partitions λ more
clearly,

Q(x)[λ] =
N∏
α=1

ε
m+
α−aα
ε1

1

Γ
(
1 + x−m+

α
ε1

)
Γ
(
l(λ(α))− x−aα

ε1

) l(λ(α))∏
i=1

(
i− 1− x− aα − λ(α)

i ε2
ε1

)
, (4.14)

14Another choice R0, which leads to the dual Q-observable, will be discussed somewhere else. Still another
choice R2 yields a decoupled surface defect after the ungauging from Â2-quiver to A1-quiver. This is not very
interesting for our purpose and we neglect the case of R2.
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where l(λ(α)) is the length of the partition λ(α) =
(
λ

(α)
1 , · · · , λ(α)

l(λ(α))

)
. It will be important that

there are 2N semi-infinite rays of zeros. N of them are from the Γ-functions Γ
(
1 + x−m+

α
ε1

)
,

while the other N originate from the Γ-functions Γ
(
l(λ(α))− x−aα

ε1

)
, in the denominator.

These two groups of zeros have the positions growing in the opposite directions, with the
ε1-spacing.

In the limit ε2 → 0, the four-dimensional N = 2 theory is effectively described by the
two-dimensional N = (2, 2) theory on the C2-plane. Since the Q-observable is a surface defect
supported on the C1-plane, it becomes a local observable in the limit and does not alter the
effective theory itself. Thus, the vacuum expectation value becomes

lim
ε2→0

〈
Q(x)

〉
a

= e
W̃(a)
ε2 Q(a;x), (4.15)

where W̃(a) is the twisted superpotential for the effective N = (2, 2) theory. We have abused
the notation a bit and denote the normalized vacuum expectation value in the limit ε2 → 0
by the same letter Q.

Figure 1: IIA brane picture for Q-observable

Recall that the above IIB gauge origami configuration of intersecting D3-branes is T-
dualized to the IIA branes, where the D3-brane on C2

13 becomes a D2-brane (see Figure 1).
The D2-brane end on one of the NS5-branes according to the Zm-representation that the
D3-brane carries. In our case, we took m = 3 so that there are three NS5-branes, and two of
them remain after the ungauging that decompactifies x4. The D2-branes ending on these two
NS5-branes correspond to choosing the Z3-representation carried by the Chan-Paton space
of the D3-brane on C2

13 as R1 and R0 in (5.1), for which we call the corresponding surface
defects in the N = 2 gauge theory the Q-observable and the dual Q-observable, respectively.15

In this work, we will not discuss much about the dual Q-observable, but focus on the Q-
observable originating from the D2-brane ending on the NS5-brane on the left (by choosingR1

15More generally, if we had m ≥ 3 then the N = 2 gauge theory is the linear Am−2-quiver gauge theory,
realized by D4-branes stretched between m − 1 NS5-branes and infinity. Hence, the number of inequivalent
Q-observables is m− 1 in total. We will present the detail of inequivalent Q-observables in a separate work.
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as in (5.1)). In the field theory limit of the IIA setup, the effective theory on the worldvolume
of the D2-brane is easily read off to be the N = (2, 2) gauged linear sigma model with

• U(1) gauge group

• N chiral multiplets of charge +1 and N chiral multiplets of charge −1.

The flavor symmetry is U(N)+ × U(N)−. The U(N)+ subgroup rotating only the chiral
multiplets of charge +1 descends from a subgroup of the bulk flavor symmetry, identifying
the twisted masses for the U(N)+ subgroup with half of the hypermultiplet masses

(
m+
α

)N
α=1.

The other U(N)− subgroup is gauged by the bulk gauge field. If there were no bulk gauge
coupling (q → 0), it is simply to turn on the twisted masses for U(N)− given by the (four-
dimensional) Coulomb moduli (aα)Nα=1, but in general there is a nontrivial dynamics due to the
coupling to the bulk theory in four-dimensions. In the expression (4.14) of the Q-observable
Q(x)[λ], this coupling is reflected on its dependence on λ.

The location of the D2-brane on the (x8, x9)-plane is precisely given by x, which becomes
the vacuum expectation value of the complex scalar in the N = (2, 2) vector multiplet. The
complexified FI parameter of the gauged linear sigma model is turned off so that this non-
compact Coulomb branch can open up only then.

4.2.2 Canonical surface defect

So far, we have argued that the Q-observable Q(x) can be viewed as a surface defect generated
by coupling a two-dimensional gauged theory in the Coulomb phase. By tuning the vacuum
expectation value x to specific values, the complexified FI parameter can be turned on where
the gauged linear sigma model is brought to nonlinear sigma model phase. We refer to the
induced surface defect as the canonical surface defect.

(a) (b)

Figure 2: IIA brane picture for canonical surface defect with (a) positive real FI parameter
(b) negative real FI parameter

In the IIA brane picture, we bring the D2-brane to one of the 2N D4-branes (N from left
and N from right) on the (x8, x9)-plane on top of each other (see Figure 2). This allows to
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deviate the complexified FI parameter, which we denote by log y, from the locus of the non-
compact Coulomb branch by moving the D2-brane along the x4-direction of the D4-brane.
The real FI parameter becomes positive or negative depending on whether the D2-brane
moves toward left or right, for which there are N choices respectively. In either case, the two-
dimensional theory is then described by the nonlinear sigma model with the target being the
total space of O(−1)⊗CN → PN−1, where the FI parameter becomes the Kähler parameter.
The N choices of D4-branes that the D2-brane ends on precisely correspond to the choice
of the vacuum at infinity among N discrete vacua. Away from the singularity of the non-
compact Coulomb branch, these two nonlinear sigma model descriptions (corresponding to
positive or negative real FI parameter) are smoothly connected to each other, undergoing the
flop transition of the target space across the zero Kähler parameter.

Integrating out the degrees of freedom residing in the two-dimensional theory produces
a surface observable for the four-dimensional theory. In our case, the two-dimensional theory
is A-twisted and subject to the Ω-background on Cε1 . When the FI parameter is positive,
the expression for the surface observable at the fixed point λ of the instanton moduli space
is found as [29]

Xα(y)[λ] ≡ y
m̄−−ε2
ε1

+N−5
2 (y − q)−

m̄−−ā−ε
ε1 (y − 1)

m̄+−ā
ε1

+1 ∑
x∈Lα

y
− x
ε1Q(x)[λ], (4.16)

where Lα = m+
α+ε1Z is the ε1-lattice centered atm+

α . The complicated perturbative prefactor
does not play an important role in this section, but its meaning will be clearer in section 5.2.
The choice of α ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N} corresponds to the choice of the vacuum at infinity. Because
of the Γ-function in the denominator of the Q-observable (4.13), the summation gets non-zero
contributions only from non-negative integers. Thus, the vacuum expectation value of the new
surface defect observableXα(y) is convergent and well-defined in the domain 0 < |q| < 1 < |y|.
Note that the singular locus where the Coulomb branch opens up is exactly y = 1.

The smooth transition of the nonlinear sigma model descriptions across (but away from)
the singular locus y = 1 is manifest at the level of the vacuum expectation value of this surface
observable, using its contour integral representation of Mellin-Barnes type [29].16 Without
describing the detail, we only note that the observable (4.16) can be made convergent also if
we alternatively choose the ε1-lattices to be centered at the Coulomb moduli, Lα = aα + ε1Z,
α = 1, 2, · · · , N , due to the other Γ-function in the denominator of the Q-observable (4.13).
It is immediate to see the series converge in the domain 0 < |q| < |y| < 1, and they define
surface observables there. The Mellin-Barnes integral representation provides the analytic
continuation formula between the vacuum expectation values of these surface observables in
the two domains.

Moreover, the surface defect in the domain 0 < |q| < |y| < 1 admits a dual description as
coupling the same two-dimensional sigma model in a different way, where the twisted masses

16For the partition functions of N = (2, 2) gauged linear sigma models (without coupling to the four-
dimensional theory) expressed as contour integrals of Mellin-Barnes type, see [79] for instance.
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for the U(N) subgroup of the flavor symmetry are identified with m−α instead of m+
α . In this

way, the same surface observable is obtained as a ε1-lattice sum of the dual Q-observables.
Then, we can further analytically continue the vacuum expectation value of the surface defect
to the remaining domain 0 < |y| < |q| < 1 after the flop transition [29]. Thus, the parameter
y-space of the surface defect covers the whole Riemann surface C \ S = P1 \ {0, q, 1,∞}
associated to the class S theory that the two-dimensional theory couples to. The so-obtained
surface defect will be called the canonical surface defect, adopting the terminology of [75].
See also [80] for its relation to the refined BPS invariants in the dual side of the geometric
engineering [81].

To sum up, the Q-observable and the canonical surface defect both can be viewed as
coupling the same two-dimensional gauged linear sigma model to the four-dimensional N = 2
theory, but the two-dimensional theory is in the Coulomb phase in the former while it is in
the nonlinear sigma model phase in the latter. There are N choices for the vacuum at infinity
of the canonical surface defect. At each convergence domain in the parameter y-space C and
at each choice α ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N} of the vacuum at infinity, the canonical surface defect Xα(y)
is expressed as a ε1-lattice sum of the Q-observables (or dual Q-observables in some open
patches of C).

For a chosen convergence domain of y and a chosen vacuum α ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N}, we can
compute the vacuum expectation value of the canonical surface defect. In the limit of turning
off the Ω-background parameter for the C2-plane, ε2 → 0, the canonical surface defect becomes
a local defect in the effective two-dimensional theory on C2. Thus, the vacuum expectation
value becomes

lim
ε2→0

〈
Xα(y)

〉
a

= e
W̃(a)
ε2 χα(a; y), (4.17)

where W̃(a) is again the effective twisted superpotential which is not affected by the presence
of the canonical surface defect, and χα(a; y) is the normalized vacuum expectation value of
the canonical surface defect at the chosen vacuum α in the limit ε2 → 0.

4.3 Monodromy surface defect

Next, we turn to another kind of half-BPS surface defects defined by assigning singularity of
the gauge field along a surface. The singularity of the gauge field can be modelled by placing
the gauge theory on an orbifold [68]. Consider the following Zl-action on C2,

(z1, z2) 7→ (z1, ζz2), ζ = exp 2πi
l
. (4.18)

Then the quotient space C× C/Zl has a singularity along C× {0}.
In the gauge origami point of view, we are replacing the worldvolume to be X = C1 ×

C3
234/Γ34 × Γ24, introducing an additional orbifold singularity from the action of Γ24 = Zl on

the spacetime (the third row of the table 1). Then the Chan-Paton spaces of the D3-branes
are representations of Γ24 as well as Γ34. We keep our choice for the Γ34-representations
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intact, while newly assigning representations of Γ24. The choice will be packaged into the
coloring functions,

cA,i : NA,i −→ {0, 1, · · · , l − 1}, A ∈ 6, i = 0, 1, · · · ,m− 1. (4.19)

Once the coloring functions are chosen, the Chan-Paton spaces are decomposed accordingly,

NA =
m−1⊕
i=0

l−1⊕
ω=0

NA,i,ωRi ⊗Rω, A ∈ 6. (4.20)

In explicit terms, the l-th root of unity ζ = exp 2πi
l , viewed as the generator of Γ24 = Zl, is

represented as ΩNA = ⊕m−1
i=0

⊕l−1
ω=0 η

ω1NA,i,ω ∈ End(NA).
The spiked instantons are D(−1)-instantons dissolved into the gauge origami worldvol-

ume. The Chan-Paton space of the D(−1)-instantons is also a representation of Γ34 × Γ24,

K =
m−1⊕
i=0

l−1⊕
ω=0

Ki,ωRi ⊗Rω. (4.21)

In explicit terms, ζ = exp 2πi
l is represented as ΩK = ⊕m−1

i=0
⊕l−1

ω=0 η
ω1Ki,ω ∈ End(K).

The spiked instanton partition function is still given by the expression (4.4), with the
projection to the part invariant under Γ = Γ34 × Γ24. Let us consider the case in which we
have only one stack of D3-branes for A = 12 ∈ 6. The effective worldvolume theory in the
presence of the orbifold singularity can be mapped to the N = 2 theory with a prescribed
singularity of the gauge field along a surface, defining a monodromy surface defect. From
now on, we explain how this mapping is implemented at the level of the moduli space of
instantons.

We will consider our main example of the A1-quiver N = 2 gauge theory. For this, we
started with m = 3 and dimN12,i = N for i = 0, 1, 2 and all the other NA,i = ∅. We
turned off the gauge couplings q1 = q2 = 0 which further restricts to K1 = K2 = ∅. The
generalized ADHM construction for the moduli space of spiked instantons just reduces to the
usual ADHM construction for the moduli space of instantons, as we have illustrated. In the
presence of the additional orbifold singularity, we impose the equivariance condition

B1 = Ω−1
K B1ΩK , ζB2 = Ω−1

K B2ΩK , I = Ω−1
K IΩN , ζJ = Ω−1

N JΩK . (4.22)

It leads to the decomposition of these ADHM data according to the assigned coloring functions
c12,i : N12,i → {0, 1, · · · , l − 1}, i ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Thus we have

B1,ω : Kω → Kω, B2,ω : Kω → Kω−1

Iω : Nω → Kω, Jω : Kω → Nω−1.
(4.23)

The ADHM equation also fractionalizes into N equations

0 = B1,ω−1B2,ω −B2,ωB1,ω + Iω−1Jω : Kω → Kω−1, ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1. (4.24)
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The moduli space MΓ24
k of instantons on the orbifold is the locus of these equations modulo

the×l−1
ω=0GL(Kω) action.

As noted above, the N = 2 gauge theory placed on the orbifold singularity can be mapped
to the N = 2 gauge theory with a monodromy surface defect. This mapping is realized on
their moduli spaces of instantons, in the following way. Let us choose τ ∈ {0, 1, · · · , l − 1}
and define

B1 ≡ B1,τ : Kτ → Kτ

B2 ≡ B2,τ+1B2,τ+2 · · ·B2,N−1B2,0 · · ·B2,τ : Kτ → Kτ

I ≡
l−1∑
ω=0

B2,τ+1 · · ·B2,ω−1Iω−1 : N → Kτ

J ≡
l−1∑
ω=0

JωB2,ω+1 · · ·B2,τ : Kτ → N.

(4.25)

Then it is straightforward to check that they satisfy the usual ADHM equation,

0 = [B1, B2] + IJ : Kτ → Kτ . (4.26)

Thus we find a projection map ρτ : MΓ24
k → Mkτ for each chosen τ ∈ {0, 1, · · · , l − 1}.

When the equivariant integral over MΓ24
k is performed, we can first integrate over each fiber

of the projection ρτ and then integrate over the base Mkτ . Therefore, the first step of this
procedure defines an observable of the N = 2 gauge theory without the orbifold singularity,
and the partition function is nothing but the vacuum expectation value of this observable. We
interpret this observable as the surface observable for the monodromy defect, created after
the mapping.

The fixed points in the moduli space of instantons on the orbifold are classified by the
colored partitions {λ̂}. The projection map ρτ restricts to the map between the fixed points
of the moduli spaces under the symmetry group action, ρτ : {λ̂} → {λ}, whose image λ is
the partition composed by taking only the Rτ part of the colored partition λ̂. In explicit
terms, it is given by

λ =
(
λ(α)

)N
α=1

, λ(α) =
(
λ

(α)
i

)l(λ̂(α))
i=1

, λ
(α)
i =

⌊
λ̂

(α)
i + c(α)− τ + l − 1

l

⌋
, (4.27)

where b· · · c is the floor function.
Thus, we realize the mapping from the N = 2 gauge theory on the orbifold singularity

to the N = 2 gauge theory with a prescribed singularity of the gauge field as the projection
map ρ of the fixed points of the moduli space of instantons. The gauge origami partition
function is, as a sum over these fixed points, decomposed into a summation over the image
{λ} of ρ and a summation over the fibers ρ−1(λ) of ρ at each element λ in the image. The
former gives the usual measure of the N = 2 gauge theory partition function (4.7), while the
latter precisely gives the surface observable Ψc(u)[λ] at the fixed point λ that we desired. By
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construction, the surface observable is labelled by the coloring function c = (ci)i=0,1,2 and the
counting parameters u = (uω)l−1

ω=0 of the Zl-charges which determine the singular behavior of
the gauge field after the mapping.

Let us explicitly construct the surface observable starting from the gauge origami on the
orbifold created by the action of Γ34 × Γ24. We will restrict to the case where l = N and
the coloring functions are one-to-one, ci(ω) = ω, ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1 for all i = 0, 1, 2. The
choice of τ ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N − 1} is only conventional and we set τ = N − 1. The resulting
monodromy surface defect has a singularity of the gauge field which breaks the global gauge
symmetry to the maximal torus. We refer such a monodromy surface defect to be regular. As
noted earlier, the Chan-Paton space of the D3-branes carries a representation of Γ24 as well
as Γ34. Thus, we write its equivariant Chern character as (here we use hats to distinguish
the presence of Γ24 from its absence after the mapping ρ)

N̂12 =
N−1∑
ω=0

(
eaωR0 + em

+
ω+ε1+ε3R1 + em

−
ω−ε1−ε3R2

)
⊗ q̂ω2 Rω. (4.28)

The universal sheaf for the instantons on the orbifold, carrying ZN -representations, can be
written as

Ŝ12 =
N−1∑
ω=0

Sω q̂
ω
2R0 ⊗Rω + q13M

+
ω q̂

ω
2R1 ⊗Rω + q−1

13 M
−
ω q̂

ω
2R−1 ⊗Rω, (4.29)

where we defined Sω ≡ Nω − P1Kω + q
δω,N−1
2 P1Kω−1, M±ω ≡ em

±
ω . Then we get the universal

sheaf for the instantons in the absence of the orbifold and the flavor bundle by

S =
N−1∑
ω=0

Sω = N12 − P12K12,N−1, M± =
N−1∑
ω=0

M±ω . (4.30)

Thus, Sω should be thought of as giving a filtration of the universal sheaf for the instantons
with certain constraints on the consecutive quotients (see section 7).

The gauge origami partition function is still given by (4.4). Using the projection ρ, it
can be organized into the vacuum expectation value of an observable,

Z =
∑
λ̂

N−1∏
ω=0

q̂|Kω |ω E

[
− P̂3Ŝ12Ŝ

∗
12

P̂ ∗12

]Z3×ZN

=
∑
λ

qkE

[
−SS∗ +M+S∗ + S(M−)∗

P ∗12

]
×

×
∑

λ̂∈ρ−1(λ)

N−1∏
ω=0

ukω−1−kω
ω E

 ∑
ω1<ω2

Sω1S
∗
ω2

P ∗1
−

∑
ω1≤ω2

M+
ω1S

∗
ω2 + Sω1(M−ω2)∗

P ∗1

 ,
(4.31)

where we have redefined the instanton counting parameters by q̂ω = uω+1
uω

(uω+N = quω), so
that q is the complexified gauge coupling after the mapping and (uω)N−1

ω=0 are the monodromy
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defect parameters. The defect parameters (uω)N−1
ω=0 are defined up to an overall scaling leaving

us only N−1 independent parameters. The observable Ψ(u) is only dependent on their ratios
and therefore well-defined. As apparent in the expression in the second line, the partition
function is the vacuum expectation value of the surface observable Ψ(u), obtained as

Ψ(u)[λ] =
∑

λ̂∈ρ−1(λ)

N−1∏
ω=0

ukω−1−kω
ω E

 ∑
ω1<ω2

Sω1S
∗
ω2

P ∗1
−

∑
ω1≤ω2

M+
ω1S

∗
ω2 + Sω1(M−ω2)∗

P ∗1

 . (4.32)

Let us incorporate the perturbative contribution, writing the full vacuum expectation value
as

Ψ(a; u; q) = Ψpert(a; u; q)
∑
{λ}

q|λ|Ψ(u)[λ]E
[
−SS∗ +M+S∗ + S(M−)∗

P ∗12

]
,

Ψpert = q
−
∑N−1

ω=0 a2
ω

2ε1ε2
+Nε1

ε2

(
m̄−−ā
ε1
−1
)(
−N(m̄−−ā)

ε1
− ā
ε1

+N−1
2

)
(1− q)

N

(
m̄−−ā
ε1
−1
)(

ā−m̄+−ε1
ε2

+1
)
×

×
N−1∏
ω=0

(
uω + uω+1 + · · ·+ uω+N−1

uω

)−m−ω−aω
ε1

+1

(4.33)

where we abuse the notation a bit and use the same letter Ψ to denote the vacuum expectation
value of the regular monodromy surface defect.

For notational convenience, we will use the double bracket 〈〈· · ·〉〉 to indicate the expecta-
tion value on the ensemble over the colored partitions {λ̂}. Namely, the vacuum expectation
value of the regular monodromy surface defect can be written as

Ψ(a; u; q) = 〈〈1〉〉a = 〈Ψ(u)〉a . (4.34)

If we turn off the Ω-background parameter for the C2-plane, ε2 → 0, the effective de-
scription of the gauge theory is the two-dimensional N = (2, 2) gauge theory on C2. Since the
monodromy surface defect is supported on the C1-plane, it is a local defect in the effective
two-dimensional theory. At the level of the vacuum expectation value, we get

lim
ε2→0

Ψ(a; u; q) = e
W̃(a;q)
ε2 ψ(a; u; q), (4.35)

where W̃(a; q) is the effective twisted superpotential for the N = (2, 2) theory, and ψ(a; u; q)
is the normalized vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect in the
limit ε2 → 0. It is important to note that the surface defect does not affect the effective
theory itself, implying W̃(a; q) only gets contributions from the bulk and does not depend on
the defect parameters u, since the surface defect becomes a local observable in the effective
two-dimensional theory.
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4.4 Parallel surface defects and fractional Q-observables

We have constructed half-BPS surface defects of the N = 2 gauge theory with two distinct
origins: coupling to two-dimensional sigma model (the Q-observable and the canonical surface
defect) and assigning singularity of the gauge field (the monodromy surface defect). We may
lay these two kinds of surface defects on the same surface, say, the complex plane C1. On
the transverse plane C2, they must be put at the origin on top of each other to preserve the
isometry. We will refer to such a configuration of surface defects as being parallel.

Let us recall that the N = 2 gauge theory partition function reduces to an ensemble aver-
age over partitions {λ}, enumerating the fixed points of the moduli space of instantons under
the symmetry group action, with certain measure. The Q-observable at a given partition λ
was

Q(x)[λ] = E
[
−e

x(S∗[λ]−M+∗)
P ∗1

]
. (4.36)

Now, we place the gauge theory on the orbifold that was used to set up the monodromy
defect. In the gauge origami point of view, we replace the gauge origami worldvolume by
X = C1 × C3

234/(Γ34 × Γ24). We noted that the equivariant Chern character of the universal
bundle becomes a sum of fractionalized ones, S = ∑N−1

ω=0 Sω. It follows that the Q-observable
factorizes as

Q(x)[λ] = E
[
−e

x∑N−1
ω=0 (S∗ω[λ̂]−M+∗

ω )
P ∗1

]
=

N−1∏
ω=0

Qω(x)[λ̂], λ̂ ∈ ρ−1(λ). (4.37)

Note that even though the individual piece in the product is well-defined only as an observable
at a colored partition λ̂, the product does not depend on which λ̂ we take as long as its image
under the projection is the given partition, ρ(λ̂) = λ. Each piece Qω(x), ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1,
in the product will be called fractional Q-observable.

The fractional Q-observable Qω(x) is engineered by a fractional D3-brane on C2
13 carrying

the representation Rω of Γ24 = ZN . The above observation for the Q-observable inspires us
to consider a stack of N fractional D3-branes on C2

13, in which exactly one of them carries the
representation Rω of Γ24 = ZN for each ω ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N − 1}. Accordingly, the equivariant
Chern characters of the Chan-Paton spaces are now

N̂12 =
N−1∑
ω=0

(
eaω q̂ω2R0 ⊗Rω + em

+
ω+ε1+ε3 q̂ω2R1 ⊗Rω + em

−
ω−ε1−ε3 q̂ω2R2 ⊗Rω

)

N̂13 =
N−1∑
ω=0

exω+ε1+ε3 q̂ω2R1 ⊗Rω. (4.38a)

Just as in the case without Γ24, the gauge origami gives gauge theories interacting through
the two-dimensional intersection along C1. By integrating out degrees of freedom on C2

13, we
get a surface observable of the gauge theory on the orbifold by Γ24. At the same time, we have
seen that the orbifold of Γ24 can be compensated by the monodromy surface defect Ψ(u).
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Therefore, the gauge origami partition function translates to the correlation function of two
different types of surface defects, possibly with local observables lying on their interface as
we will see below.

By a direct computation of the gauge origami partition function, we obtain the vacuum
expectation value of what we call the generalized Q-observable, defined by

Q(x)[λ̂] ≡
N−1∏
ω=0

Qω(xω)[λ̂] (4.39)

Recall that xω ∈ R2 is the position of the fractional D3-brane wrapping C2
13, carrying the

Γ24-representation Rω, on the R2 transversal to X. Instead of the most generic positions xω,
we sometimes set the reference value x ∈ R2 and consider relative ε1-integral shifts. Namely,
we choose xω = x− nωε1 with nN−1 = 0 and nω ∈ Z for ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 2. When making
this choice, we will write

Qn(x)[λ̂] ≡
N−1∏
ω=0

Qω(x− nωε1)[λ̂]. (4.40)

Note that we recover the original Q-observable if we set n = 0, i.e., Q(0,··· ,0)(x)[λ̂] = Q(x)[λ]
by the observation (4.37). Thus, the vacuum expectation value of Q(0,··· ,0)(x) in the ensemble
over the colored partitions is the correlation function of the monodromy surface defect and
the Q-observable, 〈〈Q(0,··· ,0)(x)〉〉 = 〈Q(x)Ψ(u)〉.

For general n ∈ ZN−1, the generalized Q-observable Qn(x) can be broken into the Q-
observable and the local observables located at the origin,

Qn(x)[λ̂] = Q(x)[λ]E
[
−
N−1∑
ω=0

nω−1∑
i=0

ex−iε1S∗ω[λ̂]
]
. (4.41)

We interpret the latter part as the contribution from a 0-observable at the interface of the two
surface defects. A crucial difference between the absence and the presence of the additional 0-
observable is that, only in the former case, the two surface defects can be arbitrarily separated
on the topological C2-plane in the ε2 → 0 limit. In other words, the correlation function
completely factorizes in this limit,

lim
ε2→0
〈〈Q(0,··· ,0)(x)〉〉 = lim

ε2→0
〈Q(x)Ψ(u)〉 = e

W̃(a)
ε2 Q(a;x)ψ(a; u), (4.42)

where we abuse the notation on the right hand side a bit, and use the same letter Q to indicate
the normalized vacuum expectation value of the Q-observable in the limit ε2 → 0 (4.15), and
ψ(a; u) is the normalized vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect
in the limit ε2 → 0 (4.35). The complete factorization will be an important feature of the
parallel surface defect configuration leading to the Hecke eigensheaf property, as we explain
later in section 7.2.4.
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Similar to the construction of the canonical surface defect from the Q-observable, we
consider the Fourier transform of the generalized Q-observable,

∑
x∈L

N−1∏
ω=0

y
−xω
ε1

ω 〈〈Q(x)〉〉, (4.43)

where we introduced the fugacities yω ∈ C. Here, we are summing x over an N -dimensional
ε1-lattice L. When we specialize to Qn(x) where all the N ε1-lattices are chosen to be the
same L, the Fourier transform of the vacuum expectation value is written as

Υ(a; u,µ; q, y) = Υpert(a; u;µ; q, y)
∑
x∈L

y
− x
ε1

∑
n∈ZN−1

N−1∏
ω=0

µ
n
ω−1−nω
ω 〈〈Qn(x)〉〉, (4.44)

where

Υpert = q
−
∑N−1

ω=0 a2
ω

2ε1ε2
+Nε1

ε2

(
−N(m̄−−ā)

ε1
− ā
ε1

+N−1
2

)(
m̄−−ā
ε1
−1
)

(1− q)
N

(
m̄−−ā
ε1
−1
)(

ā−m̄+−ε1
ε2

+ 1
N

+1
)
×

× y
m̄−
ε1
−N+3

2 (y − q)−
m̄−−ā
ε1

+1(y − 1)
m̄+−ā− ε2

N
ε1

+1×

×
N−1∏
ω=0

(
uω + uω+1 + · · ·+ uω+N−1

uω

)−m−ω−aω
ε1

+1 µN−1
µω

×
(
µN−1
µ0

) ε2
ε1
,

(4.45)

where we made a reparametrization of fugacities by

yω = µω+1
µω

, µω+N = yµω, ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1. (4.46)

The new fugacities (µω)N−1
ω=0 are ambiguous by an overall scaling, but the vacuum expectation

value Υ(a; u,µ; q, y) only depends on their ratios and thus admits a well-defined expression
in y and µ. Note that the 0-th Laurent coefficient of the fugacities (yω)N−2

ω=0 gives precisely
the canonical surface defect X(y) as a result of the summation over x ∈ L, upon a proper
choice of the ε1-lattice L. Namely, the 0-th Laurent coefficient is the correlation function
of the regular monodromy surface defect Ψ(u) and the canonical surface defect X(y), i.e.,
〈X(y)Ψ(u)〉. This 0-th Laurent coefficient is distinguished because in the limit ε2 → 0, the
correlation function completely factorizes just as (7.53):

lim
ε2→0

〈
Xα(y)Ψ(u)

〉
a

= e
W̃(a)
ε2 χα(a; y)ψ(a; u), (4.47)

where χα(a; y) is the normalized vacuum expectation value of the canonical surface defect
at the vacuum α ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N} in the limit ε2 → 0 (4.17), and ψ(a; u) is the normalized
vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect in the limit ε2 → 0 (4.35).
Again, this property will be important to derive the Hecke eigensheaf property from the N = 2
theory framework.
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5 TQ equations and opers

In this section, we verify a difference equation satisfied by the vacuum expectation value of
the Q-observable, and a differential equation satisfied by the vacuum expectation value of the
canonical surface defect. These equations are called the TQ equation and the oper differential
equation, respectively. In particular, our construction leads to the LGC-opers, as differential
operators defined on C, and their solutions expressed in N = 2 gauge theoretical terms. This
generalizes the construction of [29] to arbitrary N .

For this, we utilize a D3-brane inserted on C2
34, on top of the D3-branes on C2

13 or the
Γ24 orbifold which were used to engineer surface defects of the N = 2 gauge theory. Since
their worldvolume C2

34 is transverse to the worldvolume of the gauge theory C2
12 in X, they

give rise to BPS local observables. These local observables are called qq-characters [57]. The
vacuum expectation value of the qq-characters turn out to encode the chiral ring relations
[82], in the form of the constraints on the vacuum expectation values of the surface defects
[33, 83, 84].

5.1 Quantum TQ equations

Let us begin with the qq-character in the presence of the Q-observable. In the gauge origami
setup, we insert an additional D3-brane on C2

34 carrying the representation R0 of Γ34 = Z3.
We will turn off the gauge couplings q1 = q2 = 0 in the end, so other choices of representation
would not allow the instantons to dissolve into the worldvolume of the new D3-brane, giving
rather trivial results. For our choice, the gauge origami is represented by the following
equivariant Chern characters of the Chan-Paton spaces:

N12 =
N∑
α=1

eaα · R0 +
N∑
α=1

em
+
α−ε4 · R1 +

N∑
α=1

em
−
α+ε4 · R2

N13 = ex
′+ε1+ε3 · R1

N34 = ex · R0.

(5.1)

By computing the partition function by applying (4.4), we get a correlation function of the
qq-character and the Q-observable which is regular in x by the compactness of the moduli
space of spiked instantons. More explicitly, we get〈

T(x, x′)Q(x′)
〉

=
〈

(x′ − x)Q(x′)Y(x+ ε) + q(x′ − x− ε2)Q(x′)P
+(x)P−(x+ ε)

Y(x)

〉
, (5.2)

where T(x, x′) is a polynomial in x of degree N + 1 obtained straightforwardly by expanding
the right hand side in x→∞, up to the 0-th order in x.

Here, the degree N polynomials P±(x) = ∏N
α=1(x−m±α ) encode the mass parameters of

the hypermultiplets and the Y-observable generates the local chiral observables Trφk, where
φ is the complex adjoint scalar in the N = 2 vector multiplet, by its Laurent coefficients,

Y(x)[λ] ≡ xN exp
[
−

N∑
k=1

1
kxk

Trφk[λ]
]
. (5.3)
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Hence, by construction, the coefficients of the polynomial T(x, x′) are given by the local chiral
observables Trφk and the mass parameters.

By setting x = x′ and x = x′ − ε2, we obtain respectively
〈
T(x, x)Q(x)

〉
= −ε2q

〈
Q(x)P

+(x)P−(x+ ε)
Y(x)

〉
= −ε2qP

−(x+ ε)
〈
Q(x− ε1)

〉
〈
T(x− ε2, x)Q(x)

〉
= ε2

〈
Q(x)Y(x+ ε1)

〉
= ε2P

+(x+ ε1)
〈
Q(x+ ε1)

〉
.

(5.4)

By subtracting the first equation from the second, we get〈
P+(x+ ε1)Q(x+ ε1) + qP−(x+ ε)Q(x− ε1)− T (x)Q(x)

〉
= 0, (5.5)

where we defined the polynomial T (x) of degree N by

T (x) = T(x− ε2, x)− T(x, x)
ε2

= (1 + q)xN +N
(
ε1 − ā+ q(ā− m̄+ − m̄− + ε)

)
xN−1 + · · · .

(5.6)

We call this equation (5.5) the quantum TQ equation.
By construction, the coefficients of the polynomial T (x) are the local observables Trφk

(and the mass parameters) of the gauge theory. Even though these operators are well-defined
BPS objects for all the non-negative integers k ∈ Z≥0, only N − 1 of them are mutually
independent in the case of the SU(N) gauge theory since they are subject to chiral ring rela-
tions.17 T (x) can be regarded as the generating function of N − 1 independent combinations
of the observables Trφk, k = 2, 3, · · · , N .

Recall that, due to the Ω-background, any local operator has to be located at the origin
of the worldvolume C2

12 not to ruin the spacetime isometry. By the same token, the surface
defect Q(x), which wraps the first complex plane C1, is located at the origin of the second
complex plane C2. Therefore, when both the Q-observable and the local observable T (x) are
inserted, T (x) lies on top of Q(x) becoming a defect local observable. The above equation
(5.5) implies this defect local operator is given by a certain shift operator acting on the
Coulomb parameter x of the Q-observable, which is the vacuum expectation value of the
complex scalar of the N = (2, 2) vector multiplet. Differently put, the local observable T (x)
lying on top of the surface defect Q(x) initiates a defect fusion, resulting in two Q-observables
with the Coulomb parameters shifted by ε1.

If we turn off the Ω-background parameter ε2 → 0 for the complex plane C2 transverse
to the plane C1 of the surface defect Q(x), the observables T (x) and Q(x) can be arbitrarily
separated on C2. The cluster decomposition implies the correlation function factorizes without
any contact term. Thus, the equation (5.5) leads to

P+(x+ ε1)Q(a;x+ ε1) + qP−(x+ ε1)Q(a;x− ε1) = T (a;x)Q(a;x), (5.7)
17The chiral ring relations relating the observables Trφk with k > N to the ones with k ≤ N can be derived

by using the qq-characters [82].
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where we abuse the notation a bit and use the same letter T and Q for the respective normal-
ized vacuum expectation values in the limit ε2 → 0. In a separate work, we will give a proper
interpretation of this equation as the Baxter TQ equation for the quasi-periodic XXX spin
chain, evaluated at an eigenstate.18 Namely, we would like to view T (x) and Q(x) in (5.7) as
eigenvalues of the monodromy operator and the Q-operator for a given common eigenstate.
In this sense, the quantum TQ equation (5.5) is the ε2 6= 0 uplift of the Baxter TQ equation,
explaining its nomenclature.

5.2 Canonical surface defect and opers

To make a direct contact with the geometric Langlands correspondence and the quantization
of Hitchin integrable system that we introduced, let us take a ε1-lattice sum of the quantum
TQ equation (5.5). Then the quantum TQ equation becomes an operator-valued N -th order
differential equation in y

0 =
[
yP+(−ε1y∂y) + q

y
P−(−ε1y∂y + 2ε1 + ε2)− T (−ε1y∂y)

]∑
x∈L

y
− x
ε1Q(x). (5.8)

Here, y∂y evidently commutes with itself so that the polynomials in y∂y are well-defined.
The coefficient of the highest-order differential ∂Ny is not an operator but a simple function in
y. Thus, after multiplying the perturbative prefactor for the canonical surface defect (4.16)
further, the equation is brought into a more canonical form as

0 =
[
∂Ny +

N∑
k=2

tk(y)∂N−ky

]
X(y)

=
[
∂Ny + t2(y)∂N−2

y + · · ·+ tN−1(y)∂y + tN (y)
]
X(y).

(5.9)

Note that the perturbative part of the canonical surface observable precisely makes the coef-
ficient of the next-to-highest (N − 1) order differential to vanish. We also point out that this
equation holds as an operator in the N = 2 gauge theory, so that it does not know about the
choice of the vacuum at infinity. This includes the vacuum for the two-dimensional N = (2, 2)
theory on the canonical surface defect, determined by the choice of the lattice L, as well as
the Coulomb moduli a for the four-dimensional N = 2 theory. Indeed, the operator-valued
equation (5.9) does not depend on either of them (this is why the subscript of X(y) was
omitted). Rather, at each choice of the vacuum, the vacuum expectation value of (5.9) can
be taken to yield nontrivial relations of individual correlation functions of the observables
involved in the equation.

It is straightforward to see that the only singularities of the operator-valued meromorphic
functions tk(y), k = 2, 3, · · · , N are at S = {0, q, 1,∞}, which we call the marked points as

18Along the line of [71, 85], we will present a N = 2 gauge theoretical account of the bispectral duality
between the Gaudin model and the XXX spin chain with bi-infinite modules. See also [86–88] for other studies
on classical and quantum duality between the two integrable systems.
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before. The highest-order Laurent coefficients of tk(y) are determined solely by the multipli-
cation of the perturbative prefactor in a simple manner; in particular, the order is given by
ordp(tk(y)) = −k at each marked point p ∈ S. Similar to the quantum TQ equation, this
equation shows how the local observables tk(y) translate to defect local observables on the
canonical surface defect X(y). We call this equation the quantum oper (ε2 6= 0 uplift of the
oper), for the reason to be explained from below.1920

When we turn off the Ω-background parameter ε2 → 0 for C2, the local observables tk(y)
and the canonical surface observable X(y), which is local on C2, can be arbitrarily separated
on the topological plane C2. Therefore, in the quantum oper equation (5.9), their correlation
function factorizes into the simple product of the vacuum expectation values of each,

lim
ε2→0

〈
tk(y)∂N−ky Xα(y)

〉
a

= e
W̃(a)
ε2 tk(a; y) ∂N−ky χα(a; y), (5.10)

where we slightly abuse the notation on the right hand side and use the same letter tk to
indicate their normalized vacuum expectation values in the limit ε2 → 0, and χα(a; y) is the
normalized vacuum expectation value of the canonical surface defect in the limit ε2 → 0,
at the vacuum α ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N}. W̃(a) is the twisted superpotential for the effective two-
dimensional theory on C2, which does not get contribution from the canonical surface defect
and does not depend on the defect parameter y. Thus, the y-derivative does not act so that
it simply factors out from the equation. In turn, the equation in this limit becomes

0 =
[
∂Ny + t2(a; y)∂N−2

y + · · ·+ tN−1(a; y)∂y + tN (a; y)
]
χ(a; y) ≡ ρaχ(a; y). (5.11)

Namely, tk(a; y)’s are now truly scalar-valued meromorphic functions in y whose Laurent coef-
ficients are given by the mass parameters (m±α )Na=1 of the hypermultiplets and the normalized
vacuum expectation values of the local observables Trφk, k = 2, 3, · · · , N , in the limit ε2 → 0,
limε2→0

〈
Trφk

〉
a
. We denote these N−1 independent combinations of limε2→0

〈
Trφk

〉
a
that

appear as the Laurent coefficients by Ek(a), k = 2, 3, · · · , N . Thus, the meromorphic func-
tions tk(a; y) simply multiply χ(a; y) or its y-derivatives from the left. The above equation
implies the normalized vacuum expectation value χ(a; y) of the canonical surface defect in
the limit ε2 → 0 is annihilated by the differential operator ρa in the square bracket, which
we call the oper. We also sometimes call χ(a; y) the oper solution. Since there are N discrete
vacua of the surface defect theory, we actually obtain N independent oper solutions χα(a; y),

19The quantum opers defined here are not the q-opers, which are another deformation of opers to difference
equations. See [89, 90] for more details about the q-opers and the associated (quantum) q-Langlands corre-
spondence. The q-opers and the (quantum) q-Langlands correspondence are supposed to correspond to the
uplift of our four-dimensional N = 2 theory framework to the five-dimensional N = 1 theory compactified on
a circle.

20We remark that the 2d/4d coupled system giving the canonical surface defect can alternatively be con-
structed by partially Higgsing N = 2 gauge theory with larger gauge group [91]. In the point of view of the
vertex algebra at the junction (recall section 3), imposing the Higgsing condition precisely corresponds to
constraining one of the vertex operators to be degenerate [29, 33]. See [33, 36, 83, 84, 92] for other works
studying the quantum oper equation (5.9) as the null-vector decoupling equation [93].
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α = 1, 2, · · · , N , which span the solution space of the N -th order differential equation. This
is the generalization of the construction in [29] to arbitrarily higher ranks.

These opers which arise from our gauge theoretical construction are precisely the SL(N)-
opers developed in [1, 2, 94, 95], defined on the genus-0 curve P1 with regular singularities at
marked points S = {0, q, 1,∞}. More specifically, the monodromies at the regular singularities
at S are fixed, obtained straightforwardly by solving (5.8) locally near each marked point.
These monodromies are semisimple, given by

M0 = diag
(

(−)N−1e
−2πim

−
α−m̄

−

ε1

)N
α=1

M∞ = diag
(

(−)N−1e
2πim

+
α−m̄

+

ε1

)N
α=1

Mq = diag
(
e
−2πi m̄

−−ā
ε1 , · · · , e−2πi m̄

−−ā
ε1 , e

2πi(N−1) m̄
−−ā
ε1

)
M1 = diag

(
e

2πi m̄
+−ā
ε1 , · · · , e2πi m̄

+−ā
ε1 , e

−2πi(N−1) m̄
+−ā
ε1

)
,

(5.12)

where Mp is the monodromy at the marked point p ∈ S valued in the conjugacy class in
SL(N). Namely, the monodromies at 0 and ∞ are maximal, while the monodromies at
q and 1 are minimal. As apparent from the expression, there are 2N degrees of freedom
for such monodromy data, and they are fixed precisely by the 2N mass parameters of the
hypermultiplets (m±α )Nα=1. Just as we fix the mass parameters in the N = 2 gauge theory
once and for all, we will always regard these monodromy data to be fixed and being included
in the choice of the marked points, (somewhat loosely) denoting them altogether by S. We
denote the space of such opers by OpSL(N)(P1;S), so that ρa ∈ OpSL(N)(P1;S).

Indeed, we can bring (5.11) into a meromorphic flat connection on a rank N parabolic
vector bundle over P1, whose horizontal sections are (N − 1)-jets of the oper solution χ(y),

0 =

∂y +


0 t2 t3 · · · · · · tN
−1 0 0 · · · · · · 0
0 −1 0 · · · · · · 0
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
0 0 0 · · · −1 0







∂N−1
y χ

∂N−2
y χ
...

∂yχ

χ


. (5.13)

We can expand the meromorphic functions tk(y) in Laurent polynomials at each marked
point zi ∈ S. Then, by making a upper triangular gauge transformation, we may bring the
meromorphic connection into the form of

∂y + 1
y − zi


∗ ∗ ∗ · · · · · · ∗
−1 ∗ ∗ · · · · · · ∗
0 −1 ∗ · · · · · · ∗
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
0 0 0 · · · −1 ∗

 , (5.14)

where ∗ is holomorphic in the neighborhood of zi. This is the SL(N)-oper with regular
singularities at S (and the prescribed monodromies (5.12) there), in the form appearing in
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Figure 3: P1 with four marked points S = {0, q, 1∞}. The double circles represent the
maximal marked points at 0 and ∞, while the dots denote the minimal marked points at q

and 1. The A-cycle is drawn in blue and the B-cycle is drawn in red.

[55]. Taking account for holomorphic change of variables, we also find that the oper solution
is valued in

(
−N−1

2

)
-differentials, χ ∈ K−

N−1
2

C , and thus ρa : K−
N−1

2
C → K

N+1
2

C ⊗O(NS).
Recall that the space of opers OpSL(N)(P1;S) ⊂ Mloc(SL(N),P1;S) is a complex La-

grangian submanifold in the moduli space of parabolic local systems. In particular, in our
case of the sphere with four marked points, dimOpSL(N)(P1;S) = 1

2 dimMloc(SL(N),P1;S) =
N − 1. By construction, the opers ρa (5.11) constructed from the canonical surface defect
of the N = 2 gauge theory indeed form a (N − 1)-dimensional affine space spanned by
the normalized vacuum expectation values of the chiral observables in the limit ε2 → 0,
limε2→0

〈
Trφk

〉
a
, k = 2, 3, · · · , N . In turn, the Coulomb moduli a (more precisely, the di-

mensionless parameters a
ε1
) of the N = 2 gauge theory provide holomorphic coordinates on

OpSL(N)(P1;S).
To see more clearly how the Coulomb moduli parameterize the space of opers, we

introduce a Darboux coordinate system on the moduli space of parabolic local systems
Mloc(SL(N),P1;S). We use the higher-rank generalization [29] of the Nekrasov-Rosly-Shatashvili
coordinates [31] (higher-rank generalization of the complexified Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates
[96]) on Mloc(SL(N),P1;S).21 Note that the monodromy defines an isomorphism

Mloc(SL(N),P1;S) ∼−→ Hom
(
π1(P1 \ S), SL(N)

)
/SL(N), (5.15)

where the monodromies at the marked points are fixed to be (5.12). Other than these four
loops enclosing only single marked point, there are two independent loops in π1(P1 \ S); the
A-cycle enclosing two marked points 0 and q, and the B-cycle enclosing two marked points
0 and ∞ (see Figure 3). Now, half of the Darboux coordinates (αα)N−1

α=1 are defined by
the eigenvalues of the monodromy along the A-cycle. Their Darboux pairs (βα)N−1

α=1 can be
properly defined from the trace invariants of the monodromy along the B-cycle, for which we
do not present the detail here (the exact expressions can be found in [29]).

21See also [97] for the spectral network construction [98, 99] of the higher-rank Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates.
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In our N = 2 theoretical construction, the oper solutions χα(a; y) in the domain 0 <

|q| < |y| < 1 are obtained by the normalized vacuum expectation values of the canonical
surface defect (4.16) in the limit ε2 → 0, with the ε1-lattices chosen to be centered at the
Coulomb moduli; Lα = aα+ε1Z, α = 1, 2, · · · , N . Then, it is straightforward to compute the
monodromy along the A-cycle simply by reading off the critical exponents of the so-obtained
oper solutions as

MA = diag
(

(−)N−1e
−2πiaα−ā

ε1

)N
α=1

. (5.16)

Therefore, the Coulomb moduli are identified with half of the Darboux coordinates αα =
aα−ā
ε1

, α = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1, at the oper ρa constructed from the canonical surface defect.
Since the space of opers is a complex Lagrangian submanifold, when restricted to the space

of opers the other half (βα)N−1
α=1 of the Darboux coordinates are determined once (α)N−1

α=1 are
chosen. In particular, there is a generating function S that satisfies locally

βα = ∂S(α)
∂αα

, α = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. (5.17)

It was conjectured in [31] that this generating function S is identical to the effective twisted
superpotential W̃(a) (more precisely, the dimensionless function S(α) = 1

ε1
W̃(a)), which

governs the effective two-dimensional N = (2, 2) theory of the N = 2 theory in the limit
ε2 → 0. The statement was proven explicitly for our case of the sphere with four marked
points in [29]. All in all, the oper ρa ∈ OpSL(N)(P1;S) that we constructed from the canonical
surface defect is specified by the Coulomb moduli through simple relation αα = aα−ā

ε1
, α =

1, 2, · · · , N − 1.

5.3 Parallel surface defects and fractional quantum TQ equation

To establish the geometric Langlands correspondence in the N = 2 gauge theoretical frame-
work, we need to construct the the Hecke eigensheaf corresponding to a given oper ρa in
the N = 2 gauge theory setup. We will suggest that the vacuum expectation value of the
regular monodromy surface defect provides sections of the Hecke eigensheaf. Since the Hecke
operator is claimed to be the canonical surface defect, to verify the Hecke eigensheaf property
in the N = 2 theory setup we study the correlation function of both surface defects. This is
the subject of this subsection.

Since the canonical surface defect was realized as a ε1-lattice summation of the Q-
observables, we will first start from the configuration of the Q-observable on top of the regular
monodromy surface defect, and then perform the proper ε1-lattice summation to convert the
Q-observable to the canonical surface defect.

Thus, we consider the gauge origami setup involving gauge theories in three complex
planes: C2

12, where the original physical theory lives, C2
13 producing the surface defect along

the C1 complex line, and C2
34, generating a point-like observable, the qq-character. The data
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of gauge theories is encoded in the equivariant Chern characters of the respective Chan-Paton
spaces:

N̂12 =
N−1∑
ω′=0

(
eaω′ q̂ω

′
2 R0 ⊗Rω′ + em

+
ω′+ε1+ε3 q̂ω

′
2 R1 ⊗Rω′ + em

−
ω′−ε1−ε3 q̂ω

′
2 R2 ⊗Rω′

)

N̂13 =
N−1∑
ω′=0

ex
′
ω′+ε1+ε3 q̂ω

′
2 R1 ⊗Rω′

N̂34 = exq̂ω2R0 ⊗Rω

(5.18)

Here, aω stand for the Coulomb moduli of the C2
12 theory, m±ω translate to the hypermultiplet

masses, while x′ω and x are the parameters of the observables. The gauge origami partition
function produces an observable whose vacuum expectation value is regular x. Namely, the
partition function can be written as〈〈
Tω(x,x′)Q(x′)

〉〉
=
〈〈

(x− x′ω)Yω+1(x+ ε1 + δω,N−1ε2)Q(x′) + qω(x− x′
ω+1 + δω,N−1ε2)

P+
ω+1(x)P−ω (x+ ε1)

Yω(x) Q(x′)
〉〉
,

(5.19)

where Tω(x,x′) is a polynomial in x of degree 2. It can be computed by the large x expansion
of the right hand side as

Tω(x,x′) =(x− x′ω)(x− aω+1 + ε1 + ε2δω,N−1 + ε1νω)
+ qω(x− x′

ω+1 + ε2δω,N−1)(x−m+
ω+1 −m

−
ω + aω − ε1νω−1 + ε1)

+ ε1D
(1)
ω − qωε1D

(1)
ω−1 + ε2

1
2 ν

2
ω − ε1aω+1νω

+ qω

(
ε2

1
2 ν

2
ω−1 + (m+

ω+1 −m
−
ω − aω − ε1)ε1νω−1 + P+

ω+1(aω)P−ω (aω + ε1)
)
,

(5.20)

where we defined ν ≡ kω − kω+1 and

D(1)
ω ≡ ε2kω +

∑
�∈Kω

ĉ� −
∑

�∈Kω+1

ĉ� ≡ ε2kω + ĉω − ĉω+1,

ĉ� = âα + (i− 1)ε1 + (j − 1)ε̂2 − ωε̂2, for � = (i, j) ∈ λ(α).

(5.21)
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In the equation (5.19), let us set x to be two special values to get

Tω(x = x′
ω+1 − δω,N−1ε2,x′)Q(x′) = (x′

ω+1 − δω,N−1ε2 − x′ω)Yω+1(x′
ω+1 + ε1)Q(x′)

= (x′
ω+1 − δω,N−1ε2 − x′ω)P+

ω+2(xω+1 + ε1)Q(x′ + ε1eω+1),
(5.22a)

Tω(x = x′ω)R̂(x′) = qω(x′ω − x′ω+1 + δω,N−1ε2)
P+
ω+1(x′ω)P−ω (x′ω + ε1)

Yω(x′ω) Q(x′)

= qωP
−
ω (x′ω + ε1)(x′ω − x′ω+1 + δω,N−1ε2)Q(x′ − ε1eω),

(5.22b)

where we used the notation eω ≡ (δω,ω′)N−1
ω′=0. Taking the difference of the two equations, we

obtain〈〈
Tω(x)Q(x)

〉〉
= P+

ω+2(xω+1 + ε1)
〈〈
Q(x + ε1eω+1)

〉〉
+ qωP

−
ω (xω + ε1)

〈〈
Q(x− ε1eω)

〉〉
,

(5.23)

where we defined the degree 1 polynomial Tω(x) ≡ Tω(xω ,x)−Tω(x
ω+1−δω,N−1ε2,x)

xω−xω+1+δω,N−1ε2
, which is

directly computed as

Tω(x) = xω+1 − aω+1 + ε1 + ε1∇uω+1 + qω(xω −m+
ω+1 −m

−
ω + aω + ε1 − ε1∇uω). (5.24)

The above identities (5.23) for different values of ω = 0, 1, · · · , N−1 form a set of N difference
equations satisfied by the vacuum expectation value of the generalized Q-observable Q(x). We
call these equations the fractional quantum TQ equations. In section 7, we will investigate
the implications of the fractional quantum TQ equation on our N = 2 theory approach to the
geometirc Langlands correspondence.

6 Regular monodromy surface defect and coinvariants

The vertex algebra at the junction of the Neumann and the Dirichlet boundary conditions is
known to be the one defined on the vacuum module of the affine Kac-Moody algebra ŝl(N)
[48]. The M5-branes wrapping the fiber of the T ∗C → C in the twisted M-theory become
D3-branes that also end on the NS5-brane and D5-brane but wraps the fiber of T ∗C → C,
being located at the marked points S ⊂ C. In the effective N = 4 gauge theory, they are the
half-BPS monodromy surface defects in the N = 4 gauge theory [9]. In the point of view of
the vertex algebra at the junction C, they become vertex operators (modules over the vertex
algebra) which are non-maximally-degenerate [100]. Therefore, the vacuum expectation value
of the regular monodromy surface defect is expected to be identified with a conformal block
(or a coinvariant) formed by these vertex operators.22

22See also [101] for a realization of the monodromy surface defect (to be precise, the 5d N = 1 uplift) in the
representation theory of quantum toroidal algebra.

– 49 –



It was verified that the vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect
in N = 2 gauge theory gives a coinvariant for ŝl(N) by showing the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov
equation is obeyed by the former, for the case of the SU(N) gauge theory with 2N hyper-
multiplets corresponding to the 4-point genus-0 coinvariants for ŝl(N) [102]. In particular,
the ŝl(N)-modules assigned to the four marked points are shown to be the modules induced
from Verma modules and Heisenberg-Weyl (bi-infinite) modules over sl(N). In this section,
we clarify that the vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect can
be viewed as a section of a sheaf over BunGC(C;S). In this paper we shall not be too specific
about the precise nature of BunGC(C;S). It appears one should be working over de Rham
stack of bundles, rather than just a moduli space of stable bundles. We shall be working over
an open subset.

6.1 Genus-0 coinvariants for ŝl(N)

Let us first briefly recall some relevant facts about the affine Kac-Moody algebra and coin-
variants. See [55], for instance, for more complete review. Recall that the (untwisted) affine
Kac-Moody algebra ŝl(N) is the central extension of the loop algebra of the Lie algebra sl(N),
namely, ŝl(N) = sl(N)⊗ C((t))⊕ CK. The generators of ŝl(N) are(

Jba
)
n

a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N, a 6= b, n ∈ Z(
hi
)
n
≡
(
J ii
)
n
−
(
J i+1
i+1
)
n

i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1, n ∈ Z
K

(6.1)

which satisfy the commutation relations[(
Jba
)
n
,
(
Jdc
)
m

]
= δbc

(
Jda
)
n+m − δ

d
a

(
Jbc
)
n+m +Knδdaδ

b
cδn+m,0

[
(
Jba
)
n
,K] = 0

, n,m ∈ Z. (6.2)

Equivalently, we can define the current Jba(z) ≡
∑
n∈Z

(
Jba
)
n
z−n−1, and cast it into the form

of current algebra with the OPE

Jba(z)Jdc (w) ∼ Kδdaδ
b
c

(z − w)2 + δbcJ
d
a (w)− δdaJbc (w)

z − w
. (6.3)

Let V be a module over sl(N). Then it is automatically a module over sl(N)⊗C[[t]]⊕CK,
by declaring sl(N) ⊗ tC[[t]] acts trivially and K acts as multiplication by k ∈ C. Thus we
denote the induced ŝl(N)-module by Vk = Indŝl(N)

sl(N)⊗C[[t]]⊕CKV . k is called the level of the
module Vk. Note that Vk ' U(sl(N) ⊗ t−1C[t−1]) ⊗C V as a vector space, so that V is
embedded in Vk as the subspace of sl(N)⊗ tC[[t]]-invariants.

Let us prepare nmodules (Vi)ni=1 over sl(N). Consider P1 with the global coordinate z and
n distinct points S = {z1, · · · , zn} ⊂ P1. Suppose we are given with a parabolic PGL(N)-
bundle E ∈ BunPGL(N)(P1;S). Let us define sl(N)Ez to be the Lie algebra of the global
sections of the associated vector bundle, sl(N)Ez = Γ(P1 \ S,E ×PGL(N) sl(N)). Any element
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of sl(N)Ez can be expanded in Laurent series at each zi ∈ S and therefore defines an element
of ⊕n

i=1 sl(N)⊗ ((z− zi)). It can be shown that the central extension on the image of sl(N)Ez
is trivial, and thus sl(N)Ez naturally acts on ⊗n

i=1 Vki . We define the space CEsl(N) ((Vi)ni=1)
of n-point genus-0 E-twisted conformal blocks as the space of linear functionals on ⊗n

i=1 Vki
which are invariant under the action of sl(N)Ez . That is, ϕ : ⊗n

i=1 Vki → C such that

ϕ(g · v) = 0, g ∈ sl(N)Ez , v ∈
n⊗
i=1

Vki . (6.4)

Its dual space

HE
sl(N) ((Vi)ni=1) =

n⊗
i=1

Vki

/
sl(N)Ez ·

n⊗
i=1

Vki (6.5)

is called the space of E-twisted coinvariants. It can be shown that the restriction to ⊗n
i=1 Vi

in fact yields an isomorphism, so that HE
sl(N) ((Vi)ni=1) ' (⊗n

i=1 Vi)
sl(N) [103].

As we vary E ∈ BunPGL(N)(P1;S), the spaces HE
sl(N) ((Vi)ni=1) of coinvariants are or-

ganized into a sheaf on BunPGL(N)(P1;S). The Ward identities are realized by differential
equations on BunPGL(N)(P1;S), so that the space HE

sl(N) ((Vi)ni=1) of coinvariants give solu-
tions to these differential equations locally around E ∈ BunPGL(N)(P1;S). In other words, the
sheaf of twisted coinvariants carries the structure of twisted D-module on BunPGL(N)(P1;S)
(see [51] for instance). This twisted D-module turns out to be the sheaf DLk of rings of
twisted differential operators itself.

The Sugawara construction of the stress tensor identifies the Virasoro generators Ln,
n ∈ Z, in terms of the generators of the Kac-Moody algebra ŝl(N). From the expression of
L−1, in particular, we derive the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations obeyed by the section Ψ
of the sheaf of coinvariants,

0 =

(k +N) ∂

∂zi
−
∑
j 6=i

∑N
a,b=1 T̄

b
a |i ⊗ T̄ ab |j

zi − zj

Ψ(z), i = 1, 2, · · · , n, (6.6)

where T̄ ba = T ba−δba 1
N

∑N
c=1 T

c
c are the generators sl(N) in the standard basis, and the notation

|i means it is represented on the i-th module in the tensor product.

6.1.1 Modules over sl(N)

We will review the construction of the relevant modules over the Lie algebra sl(N). The ŝl(N)-
modules which are used to construct the coinvariants in our interest are the ones induced
from the sl(N)-modules introduced here. We first find maps from the universal enveloping
algebra U(sl(N)) to the algebra of global sections of the sheaf of differential operators on flag
varieties. Generically, the sheaf of modules over this algebra may not admit a global section,
but we will fix an open patch where we define modules over the differential operators. We
believe our construction is a manifestation of the Beilinson-Bernstein localization [104] (and
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its generalizations), which realizes modules over sl(N) as twisted D-modules on flag varieties,
although we do not try to articulate in this direction.23 For other works using Beilinson-
Bernstein localization to geometric Langlands correspondence with ramifications, see [105]
for instance.

We present Verma modules, which are lowest-weight Vζ or highest-weight Ṽζ̃ , and Heisenberg-
Weyl modules Hτ

σ (HW modules), which are bi-infinite in the sense that they are neither
height-weight nor lowest-weight. We realize these modules by sections of complex powers of
line bundles over appropriate flag varieties, which will be used to identify the coinvariants as
a section of the tensor product of complex powers of line bundles over BunPGL(N)(C;S).

Verma modules Consider the sequence of complex vector spaces (Fi)Ni=1, with dimFi = i.
Consider the vector space of linear maps U = (Ui)N−1

i=1 ∈
⊕N−1

i=1 Hom(Fi, Fi+1) =: U. The
gauge transformations G :=×N−1

i=1 GL(Fi) acts on U as

Ui 7→ gi+1Uig−1
i , gi ∈ GL(Fi), i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. (6.7)

Let us restrict to the stable subset Us ⊂ U, where all the maps Ui are injective. Then the
action of G on Us is free. The complete flag variety is defined by the quotient F (N) := Us/G.

There is a natural action of h ∈ GL(FN ) = GL(N) on FN = CN , which acts on U ∈ Us

by UN−1 7→ hUN−1. It descends to the action of GL(N) to the quotient F (N). Hence the
Lie algebra gl(N) induces vector fields on F (N). Let us choose a basis (ea)Na=1 of FN , whose
dual basis is (ẽa)Na=1, ẽb(ea) = δba. Denote the standard basis of gl(N) by T ba = ẽb ⊗ ea,
a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N . They are represented as vector fields on F (N) by

T ba |Vζ
= −

N−1∑
m=1

(UN−1)bm
∂

∂ (UN−1)am
, (6.8)

where (UN−1)am is the matrix elements of UN−1 with respect to some chosen basis
(
e

(N−1)
a

)N−1

a=1
of FN−1 and (ea)Na=1. For notational convenience, we sometimes also write Jba = T ba |Vζ

. Note
that the vector fields (6.8) are invariant under the gauge transformation of GL(FN−1) and
therefore well-defined on F (N).

We will realize a lowest-weight Verma gl(N)-module by sections of a line bundle over
F (N). Let us consider the rank i (tautological) vector bundles over F (N) whose fiber
at U is (UN−1UN−2 · · · Ui)(Fi), for i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. By abusing the notation, we de-
note these tautological vector bundles by Fi → F (N). By taking the i-polyvector πi =
∧i(UN−1UN−2 · · · Ui)(Fi) of the image of Fi in FN , we also define line bundles detFi over
F (N).

Consider the i-form π̃i0 = ẽ1∧ · · · ∧ ẽi ∈ ∧iF ∗N on FN . Note that π̃i0(πi) gives a coordinate
on the fiber of detFi, and thus it is a section of (detFi)−1. Now, for given N − 1 complex
numbers ζ ∈ CN−1, let us consider Ωζ := ∏N−1

i=1
(
πi0(πi)

)ζi viewed as a section of the tensor
23We thank D. Butson for his explanation on the Beilinson-Bernstein localization.
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product of complex ζi-powers of line bundles (detFi)−1, namely, ⊗N−1
i=1 (detFi)−ζi . Then

we construct the differential operators twisted by this line bundle, Ω−1
ζ T ba |Vζ

Ωζ . Note that
even though ⊗N−1

i=1 (detFi)−ζi is not well-defined as a line bundle, the corresponding twisted
differential operators are well-defined.

In the open subset F (N)◦ ⊂ F (N) where π̃i0(πi) 6= 0 for all i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1, consider
the G-invariant functions u(i)

k := π̃i0(ek∧ẽi+1πi)
π̃i0(πi)

, 1 ≤ k ≤ i ≤ N − 1. It can be shown [35] that

the space of polynomials C
[
u

(i)
k

]
forms the lowest-weight Verma module, under the sl(N)-

action of the twisted differential operators Ω−1
ζ T ba |Vζ

Ωζ , with the weights of hi ∈ t on the
lowest-weight state 1 given by −ζi. We denote this lowest-weight Verma module by Vζ .

To construct the highest-weight Verma modules, we consider the space of linear maps
Ũ = (Ũi)N−1

i=1 ∈
⊕N−1
i=1 Hom(Fi+1, Fi) := Ũ. We restrict to the open subset Ũs ⊂ Ũ where all

the maps Ũi are surjective. The action of the gauge transformations G̃ = ⊗N−1
i=1 GL(Fi) is free

on Ũs. The quotient is again the complete flag variety F (N).
The natural action of T ba ∈ gl(N) on F (N) is given by the vector fields

T ba |Ṽζ̃
=

N−1∑
m=1

(ŨN−1)ma
∂

(∂ŨN−1)mb
, (6.9)

where (ŨN−1)ma is the matrix elements of Ũ with respect to the basis (ea)Na=1 of FN and some
chosen basis

(
e

(i−1)
a

)N−1

a=1
on FN−1. Note that these vector fields do not depend on the choice

of the basis on FN−1, and therefore are well-defined in the quotient F (N).
Consider the i-form π̃i ∈ ∧iF ∗N which is a pullback of ∧iF ∗i under ŨN−1ŨN−2 · · · Ũi+1 :

FN → Fi. Also take the i-polyvector π0
i = e1 ∧ · · · ∧ ei ∈ ∧iFN . For given N − 1 complex

numbers ζ̃ ∈ CN−1, take Ω̃ζ̃ := ∏N−1
i=1

(
π̃i(π0

i )
)ζ̃i which would have been a section of the line

bundle ⊗N−1
i=1 (detFi)ζ̃i over F (N) if we had taken ζ̃i ∈ Z. We take all ζ̃i to be generic, but

still the twisted differential operators Ω̃−1
ζ̃
T ba |Ṽζ̃

Ω̃ζ̃ are well-defined. Then, in the open subset

where π̃i(π0
i ) 6= 0 for all i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1, we consider the space C

[
ũk(i)

]
of polynomials in

ũk(i) := (ẽk∧ιei+1 π̃
i)(π0

i )
π̃i(π0

i ) , 1 ≤ k ≤ i ≤ N − 1. Under the sl(N)-action of the twisted differential
operators, it is equipped with the highest-weight Verma module with the weights of hi ∈ t on
the highest-weight state 1 given by ζ̃i. We denote this highest-weight Verma module by Ṽζ̃

Bi-infinite modules Next, consider the space of maps Hom(F1, FN ). Restricting to the
open subset where X ∈ Hom(F1, FN ) is injective, the action of GL(F1) = C× is free. The
quotient space is the projective space PN−1. Note that X gives homogeneous coordinates on
PN−1, which are sections of the hyperplane bundle O(1) over PN−1.

The action of GL(FN ) = GL(N) on Hom(F1, FN ) descends to the quotient PN−1. The
action of the Lie algebra gl(N) induces vector fields on PN−1,

T ba |Hτ ,σ = −Xb ∂

∂Xa
, a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N, (6.10)
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where T ba = ẽb ⊗ ea is again the standard basis for gl(N).
Each Xa, a = 1, 2, · · · , N gives a section of the hyperplane bundle O(1) over PN−1. Let

us given with N complex numbers ha ∈ C, a = 1, 2, · · · , N . We consider ωτ ,σ := ∏N
a=1(Xa)ha ,

where we defined τi := hi − hi+1, i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1, and σ := ∑N
a=1 ha. It would have been

a section of the line bundle O(1)σ, if we had ha ∈ Z which implies σ ∈ Z. We take all ha
to be generic so that the section ωτ ,σ is not well-defined nor is the line bundle O(1)σ itself.
However, the twisted differential operators ω−1

τ ,σT
b
a |Hτ ,σωτ ,σ are well-defined and this is all

that we use.
In the open subset of PN−1 where Xa 6= 0 for all a = 1, 2, · · · , N , we consider the space

of degree-0 Laurent polynomials C(X1, · · · , XN )C× . It is equipped with a bi-infinite (namely,
neither highest-weight nor lowest-weight) sl(N)-module structure under the sl(N)-action of
the twisted differential operators, with the weights of hi ∈ t on 1 given by −τi. We call this
module the Heisenberg-Weyl module, and denote it by Hτ ,σ.

Reducible bi-infinite modules and finite dimensional submodules For generic τ and
σ, the HW module Hτ ,σ is irreducible. However, it becomes reducible when the parameters
are tuned to special values. For example, consider the case τ = (h, 0, · · · , 0) and σ = h, where
h ∈ C is a generic complex number. Then the HW module H(h,0,··· ,0),h contains the highest-
weight Verma module Ṽ(−h,0,··· ,0), realized by the space of polynomials C

[
X2

X1 , · · · , X
N

X1

]
, as

a proper submodule. Similarly, the HW module H(0,··· ,0,−h),h contains the lowest-weight
Verma module V(0,··· ,0,−h) realized as the space of polynomials C

[
X1

XN , · · · , X
N−1

XN

]
as a proper

submodule.
For special values of h ∈ C, the ŝl(N)-modules induced from them, Vk(0,··· ,0,−h) =

Indŝl(N)
sl(N)⊗C[[t]]⊕CKV(0,··· ,0,−h) may not be irreducible even though the Verma module V(0,··· ,0,−h)

itself is irreducible. This is indeed the case for the twisted vacuum module (namely, the spec-
tral flow image of the vacuum ŝl(N)-module), for which h = k. We will study in detail in
section 7 as the realization of the Hecke operator in the affine Kac-Moody vertex algebra for
ŝl(N) [55].

It also happens that, at other special values of h ∈ C, the Verma sl(N)-modules V(0,··· ,0,−h)
and Ṽ(−h,0,··· ,0) become reducible. For example, take h = 1 then the finite N -dimensional
representation spanned by the monomials ⊕N

a=1 C Xa

XN (resp. ⊕N
a=1 CXa

X1 ) is contained in the
Verma module V(0,··· ,0,−1) (resp. in Ṽ(−1,0,··· ,0)). Note that this is precisely the global sections
of the hyperplane bundle O(1) over PN−1 with homogeneous coordinates (Xa)Na=1, in the open
patch XN 6= 0 and X1 6= 0 respectively; a manifestation of the Borel–Weil–Bott theorem.
The insertion of vertex operators associated to finite dimensional modules corresponds to
the insertion of (coincident) canonical surface defects on the plane transverse to the plane
of the regular monodromy surface defect, forming the configuration of intersecting surface
defects in the N = 2 gauge theory, as extensively studied in [71]. Indeed, this configuration of
intersecting surface defects is dual to a Wilson line (labelled by a dominant integral weight of
G) attached to the Neumann boundary in the GL-twisted N = 4 theory side, as we discussed
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in section 3.2. We will not investigate the intersecting case in the present work, but focus on
the configuration of parallel surface defects.

6.1.2 4-point genus-0 Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation

Let us consider the sphere P1 with four marked points S = {z1, z2, z3, z4} ⊂ P1. We assign
a lowest-weight Verma module Vζ at z1, Heisenberg Weyl modules Hτ−ζ,σ and Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃ at
z2 and z3 respectively, and finally a highest-weight Verma module Ṽζ̃ at z4. We construct
the E-twisted coinvariants of the tensor products of the ŝl(N)-modules induced from these
sl(N)-modules,

Ψ ∈
(
Vζ ⊗Hτ−ζ,σ ⊗Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃ ⊗ Ṽζ̃

)sl(N)
, (6.11)

from the geometric realization of the sl(N)-modules introduced above.
Practically, we construct the solution to the Ward identities and the 4-point Knizhnik-

Zamolodchikov equations. The Ward identities read

0 =
4∑
i=1

L0,±
i Ψ(z), 0 =

4∑
i=1

(
T̄ ba
)
|iΨ(z) (6.12)

where Lai = zai (zi∂zi − 2(a + 1)∆i), a = 0,±1, are the Virasoro generators and
(
T̄ ba
)
|i are

the sl(N) generators represented on the i-th module. Here, ∆i is the conformal weight of
the i-th vertex operator, given by the quadratic Casimir of the associated module ∆i =∑N

a,b=1

(
T̄ ba

)
|i
(
T̄ab

)
|i

2(k+N) due to the Sugawara construction of the stress tensor. We can solve the
Ward identities by making an ansatz,

Ψ(U, Ũ,X; z) = Ψ0(U, Ũ,X; z)Ψ(γ; q)

Ψ0 =
(
z2

21z43
z41z31

)−∆2 ∏N
a=1 (π̃a (X2 ∧ πa−1))βa (π̃a (X3 ∧ πa−1))β̃a∏N−1

i=1
(
π̃i(πi)

)αi
z∆1+∆4−∆3

14 z∆1+∆3−∆4
13 z∆3+∆4−∆1

43

4∏
i=1

dz∆i
i

(6.13)

where Ψ(γ; q) only depends on the invariants

γa = π̃a(X2 ∧ πa−1)
π̃a(X3 ∧ πa−1) , a = 1, 2, · · · , N,

q = z21z43
z24z13

.
(6.14)

Note that (γa)Na=1 suffer from a remnant C×-redundancy, but the ratios of them are well-
defined. Thus we require Ψ(γ; q) to be degree-0 in γ; namely, ∑N

a=1 γa∂γaΨ(γ; q) = 0.
The ansatz (6.13) gives a geometric realization of the E-twisted coinvariants. Let us

remind the connected component of the moduli space of stable parabolic PGL(N)-bundles
containing the trivial bundle, with the choice of the parabolic structures presented in section
2.4.1, is

BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0 =
(
F (N)× PN−1 × PN−1 × F (N)

)
/SL(N). (6.15)
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The ratios of γ, which are invariants of the maps (U, Ũ,X), provide holomorphic coordi-
nates on BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0. Note there are indeed N − 1 independent ratios of γ and
dimBunPGL(N)(P1;S)0 = N−1. Thus, Ψ(γ; q) is a coinvariant twisted by Eγ ∈ BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0,
the parabolic PGL(N)-bundle specified by the coordinates γ.

The sl(N)-modules are constructed by the sections of the line bundles over the flag
varieties in the product. By taking the tensor product of the pullbacks of these line bundles
under the natural projections, we identify the E-twisted coinvariants Ψ as a section of the
line bundle L over BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0,

L =
N−1⊗
i=1

(detFi)−ζi �O(1)σ �O(1)σ̃ �
N−1⊗
i=1

(detFi)ζ̃i , (6.16)

where the complex powers, which are determined by the weights of the modules, fix the
parameters (β2, β̃,α) in the ansatz. Indeed, in the prefactor of the ansatz (6.13), note that
π̃b(X2 ∧ πb−1) (resp. π̃b(X3 ∧ πb−1)) is a section of the line bundle (detFb−1)−1 �O(1)�O�
detFb (resp. (detFb−1)−1 � O � O(1) � detFb), while π̃i(πi) is a section of the line bundle
(detFi)−1 �O�O�detFi. By simple matching of the powers, we get the following relations
that fully determine 3N − 1 parameters (β, β̃,α) in terms of the 3N − 1 module parameters
(ζ, ζ̃, τ , σ, σ̃):

ζi = βi+1 + β̃i+1 + αi

ζ̃i = βi + β̃i + αi

τi − ζi = βi − βi+1

ζ̃i − τi = β̃i − β̃i+1

i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1,

σ =
N∑
b=1

βb, σ̃ =
N∑
b=1

β̃b

(6.17)

Strictly speaking, L (6.16) is not well-defined as a line bundle due to the complex powers
in each factor. However, we can still define the differential operators on BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0
twisted by L. The prefactor Ψ0 in the ansatz (6.13) should really be understood as performing
this twisting. The so-obtained twisted differential operators act on Ψ(γ; q), which is well-
defined in an open patch of BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0.

To complete the construction of the coinvariants, we need to solve the 4-point KZ equa-
tion. This is achieved by simply requiring Ψ(γ; q) to solve the following reduced 4-point KZ
equation,

0 =
[
−(k +N) ∂

∂q
+ Ĥ0

q
+ Ĥ1

q− 1

]
Ψ(γ; q), (6.18)

where Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 are twisted differential operators on BunPGL(N)(P1;S) expressed in the
holomorphic coordinates γ. The exact expressions of Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 are immediate to derive by
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twisting the differential operators ∑N
a,b=1

(
T̄ ba
)
|i
(
T̄ ab
)
|j by L, computed as

Ĥ0 =−
∑
b>a

γb
γa

(γa∂γa + βa)
(

(γa − γb)∂γb + γa
γb
βb + β̃b

)
+

N∑
a=1

(γa∂γa + βa)
(

N∑
c=a+1

βc + β̃c +
N−1∑
i=a

αi

)

− 1
N

(
N∑
a=1

βa

)
N∑
b=1

 N∑
c=b+1

βc + β̃c +
N−1∑
i=b

αi

+ (N − 1)σ(σ +N)
N

,

Ĥ1 =
N∑

a,b=1

γb
γa

(γa∂γa + βa)
(
−γb∂γb + β̃b

)
+ 1
N

N∑
a=1

βa

N∑
b=1

β̃b.

(6.19)

We remind that the 3N − 1 parameters (β, β̃,α) are determined by the weights of the sl(N)-
modules (ζ, ζ̃, τ , σ, σ̃) through the relations (6.17). We present the detailed steps of the
derivation in appendix A.

6.2 Regular monodromy surface defect and D-module of coinvariants

The vacuum expectation value Ψ(a; u) (4.33) of the regular monodromy surface defect is
identified with a 4-point genus-0 E-twisted coinvariant by showing the former obeys the KZ
equation for the latter (6.18) [102]. In the previous section, we have given geometric con-
structions to the modules over sl(N) involved in the 4-point genus-0 E-twisted coinvariants,
expressing it as a section of L, the tensor product of complex powers of line bundles over the
moduli space of parabolic bundles BunPGL(N)(P1;S). Thus, the identification of the vacuum
expectation value Ψ(a; u) with a 4-point genus-0 E-twisted coinvariant conveys the very ge-
ometric meaning to the former. In particular, the vacuum expectation value Ψ(a; u) forms
a distinguished basis, enumerated by the Coulomb moduli a, of the sections of the sheaf of
twisted coinvariants on BunPGL(N)(P1;S).

Even though the presentation of the 4-point genus-0 E-twisted coinvariant was slightly
different in [102], the identification can be achieved in a similar way and we will only present
the result here. See appendix A for explicit steps of the matching. The vacuum expectation
value Ψ(a; u; q) (4.33) of the regular monodromy surface defect is shown to satisfy

0 =
[
ε2
ε1

∂

∂q
+ Ĥ0

q
+ Ĥ1

q− 1

]
Ψ(a; u; q). (6.20)

This is precisely the reduced 4-point KZ equation (6.18) obeyed by the E-twisted coinvariants,
with the following identification of the parameters:

• Level: k +N = − ε2
ε1

• Coordinates on BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0: γω = uω+uω+1+···+uω+N−1
q−1 , ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1
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• Weights of the modules:

ζi =
m−i −m

−
i−1

ε1
− 1, ζ̃i =

m+
i −m

+
i−1

ε1
− 1, τi = ai − ai−1

ε1
− 1, i = 1, . . . , N − 1,

σ = N
m̄− − ā− ε1

ε1
, σ̃ = −N m̄+ − ā+ ε1

ε1

Here, we are shifting the indices for γa in (6.19) by 1, so that they now run from 0 to
N − 1 instead of 1 to N . Note that the weight parameters do not depend on ε2. We also
remind only the ratios of γ are well-defined, parametrizing the (N − 1)-dimensional space
BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0.

Let us recall that inserting the regular monodromy surface defect in the N = 2 gauge
theory is dual to changing the (deformed) regular Nahm pole boundary to the (deformed)
Dirichlet boundary in the GL-twisted N = 4 theory (see section 3.2). Compactifying to
the topological sigma model, the (deformed) Dirichlet boundary descends to the brane of
λ-connections F′E at the parabolic PGL(N)-bundles E. The duality works precisely in the
way that E is the parabolic PGL(N)-bundle fixed by the monodromy defect parameters γ,
since the latter provide holomorphic coordinates on BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0.

The twisted D-module associated to the brane of λ-connections F′E is the sheaf of δ-
functions at E, whose global sections are the E-twisted coinvariants. However, we study the
holomorphic dependence of the vacuum expectation value Ψ(a;γ) on the defect parameters γ,
rather than fixing γ at a particular value. Putting into the topological sigma model context,
this is to study the spaces of (Bcc,F

′
E)-strings with varying E ∈ BunPGL(N)(P1;S). In turn,

we should view the vacuum expectation value Ψ(a;γ) as a section of the sheaf of coinvariants
[51, 55] on BunPGL(N)(P1;S). It follows that the vacuum expectation value Ψ(a;γ) provides
a basis of these sections enumerated by the Coulomb moduli a.

Recall that the Picard group of BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0 is given by

Pic(BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0) = Λwt ⊕ Λwt,L ⊕ Λwt,L ⊕ Λwt, (6.21)

where the determinant line bundle L is missing because we are restricting to the stable subset.
Expressing the module parameters in terms of the gauge theory parameters, we get the twist
(6.16) given by

L =
N−1⊗
i=1

(detFi)
m−
i−1−m

−
i

ε1
+1

�O(1)N
m̄−−ā−ε1

ε1 �O(1)−N
m̄+−ā+ε1

ε1 �
N−1⊗
i=1

(detFi)−
m+
i−1−m

+
i

ε1
−1
.

(6.22)

Note that this is indeed independent of the level k + N = − ε2
ε1
. Here, the determinant line

bundles (detFi)−1 of the tautological bundles over F (N) correspond to the N−1 fundamental
weights generating the weight lattice Λwt of SL(N). The tautological bundle O(−1) = O(1)−1

over P1 corresponds to the single fundamental weight invariant under the Weyl group of L,
generating Λwt,L.
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At this point, let us remind that the vacuum expectation value Ψ(γ; q) is defined by
imposing a further boundary condition at infinity, the complex adjoint scalar approaching
to the Coulomb moduli φ → a. We will argue later that imposing this boundary condition
translates into taking the quotient by the ideal corresponding to the SL(N)-oper fixed by
certain coordinates a, leading to the Hecke eigensheaf. For now, let us note that there is a
precise matching between the twisting L (6.22) for the sheaf DL on BunPGL(N)(P1;S) and the
monodromy (5.12) of the SL(N)-oper from their gauge theoretical constructions, confirming
the expectation for the geometric Langlands correspondence with ramifications (see section
2.3.1) [9, 50]. Namely, the monodromies of the SL(N)-oper, constructed from the canonical
surface defect in the N = 2 theory, at the marked points S = {0, q, 1,∞} are expressed in
gauge theory parameters as (5.12), which can be written in terms of the twisting parameters
in (6.22) as

M0 = exp
(
−2πi

N−1∑
i=1

m−i−1 −m
−
i

ε1
hi

)

Mq = exp
(
−2πiN m̄− − ā

ε1
hN−1

)

M1 = exp
(

2πiN m̄+ − ā
ε1

hN−1

)

M∞ = exp
(

2πi
N−1∑
i=1

m+
i−1 −m

+
i

ε1
hi

)
,

(6.23)

where (hi)N−1
i=1 are the Cartan elements corresponding to the fundamental weights appearing

in the twisting L (6.22) for DL. Among them, hN−1 is the one corresponding to the generator
of Λwt,L.

7 Hecke operator and parallel surface defects

So far, we have studied insertion of a single half-BPS surface defect − engineered by either
coupling to a two-dimensional theory or assigning singularity of the gauge field − in the N = 2
gauge theory, and interpreted their vacuum expectation values in the context of the geometric
Langlands correspondence. Recall that these defects are dualized respectively to the ’t Hooft
line defect and the deformed Dirichlet boundary condition in the GL-twisted N = 4 gauge
theory. In this section, we will study the configuration of two surface defects parallel on the
same complex plane Cε1 , whose dual configuration is therefore the ’t Hooft line attached to
the deformed Dirichlet boundary. Compactified to the topological sigma model, this is the
(B,A,A)κ-brane of λ-connections F′u dressed with a Hecke operator [7, 48].

Without going into details, let us mention the mathematical meaning of the regular
monodromy and canonical surface defects. In supersymmetric gauge theory with N = 2
supersymmetry, the topologically twisted path integral localizes onto the moduli space of
four dimensional gauge instantons, or some modified version thereof. The moduli space is

– 59 –



non-compact even for compact Euclidean spacetimes, due to the point-like instantons. On
Euclidean spacetime admitting a complex structure (e.g. on CP2 but not on S4), for gauge
group SU(n) or a product of unitary groups, it is customary to partly compactify the moduli
space by first identifying the instanton connections with rank n holomorphic vector bundles,
which then are generalized to rank n torsion free sheaves E. The regular surface defect,
located at the vanishing locus z2 = 0 of a holomorphic function z2, evaluated at the bulk
instanton configuration represented by the sheaf E, is the integral over the moduli space of
parabolic sheaves, which are the collections of sheaves E1,E2, . . . ,EN−1, obeying:

z2E ⊂ E1 ⊂ E2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ EN−1 ⊂ E

with certain constraints on the quotients Ei/Ei−1. By contrast, the Q-observable is the
regularized Chern polynomial of the coherent sheaf Ez2=0 which is defined as cohomology of a
complex z2E→ E of sheaves. In our configuration of parallel surface defects, we study similar
complexes z2Ej → Ei for various i and j.

In the vertex algebra at the corner − the affine Kac-Moody vertex algebra for ŝl(N) at
the junction of the deformed Neumann boundary and the deformed Dirichlet boundary in
our case − the Hecke operator corresponds to inserting the spectral flow image of the vacuum
module (called the twisted vacuum module) [36, 37]. In this section, we will establish a
correspondence between the insertion of the twisted vacuum module for the ŝl(N) and the
gauge theory configuration of parallel surface defects. In fact, we discover that it is necessary
to include the quotient of the bi-infinite ŝl(N)-modulesHk

τ ,k where τ is generic. When inserted
into the coinvariants, the vertex operator for this quotient module constrains the coinvariants
in exactly the same way as the twisted vacuum module does.

7.1 Twisted vacuum module and bi-infinite generalization

We first introduce the twisted vacuum module defined by the spectral flow image of the
vacuum module. Then, we study the property of the twisted coinvariants when the twisted
vacuum module is inserted. Finally, we present the bi-infinite generalization of the twisted
vacuum module, in the sense that it constrains the coinvariants in the same way but it is
neither highest-weight nor lowest-weight.

7.1.1 Spectral flow and twisted vacuum module

The affine Dynkin diagram for ŝl(N) possesses the symmetry group DN , the dihedral group
of N objects. Since the Chevally-Serre basis of ŝl(N) is directly constructed from the affine
Dynkin diagram, the symmetry group DN induces the automorphism group of ŝl(N) [106].
Among these DN automorphisms, we restrict our attention to the maximal abelian normal
subgroup ZN , induced by the rotation symmetry of N object, and call them spectral flows.
The ŝl(N)-modules are mapped in a non-trivial manner by a spectral flow.
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Using the same notations as in section 6.1, the ZN spectral flows are generated by

Jba(z)→ z−ωa+ωbJba(z)−
kωaδ

a
b

z
,(

hi(z) ≡ J ii (z)− J i+1
i+1 (z)→ hi(z)−

k(ωi − ωi+1)
z

) (7.1)

where we choose the fundamental weight ω =
(
− 1
N ,−

1
N , · · · ,−

1
N ,

N−1
N

)
.24 The twisted

vacuum module is the spectral flow image of the vacuum module, built from a state |Σ〉
satisfying (

JaN
)
n−1|Σ〉 =

(
JNa
)
n+1|Σ〉 = 0, a 6= N, n ≥ 0(

Jba
)
n
|Σ〉 =

(
Jab
)
n
|Σ〉 = 0, 1 ≤ a < b ≤ N − 1, n ≥ 0(

hi
)
n
|Σ〉 = 0, i 6= N − 1, n ≥ 0(

hN−1
)
n
|Σ〉 = 0, n > 0(

hN−1
)
0|Σ〉 = −k|Σ〉.

(7.2)

Let Σ(w) be the operator corresponding to the state |Σ〉 and define the spectral flow operator
by Σ(x, w) ≡

(
e
∑N−1

a=1 xa(JNa )0Σ
)

(w) (these are higher-rank generalizations of the ones defined

in [37]). Note that
[(
JNa

)
0
,
(
JNb
)
0

]
= 0 for a, b 6= N so that e

∑N−1
a=1 xa(JNa )0 = ∏N−1

a=1 ex
a(JNa )0 .

We compute the OPEs of this operator with the current as

Jba(z)Σ(x, w) ∼ xb∂xaΣ(x, w)
z − w

, a, b 6= N

JbN (z)Σ(x, w) ∼
xb
(
k −

∑N−1
c=1 xc∂xc

)
Σ(x, w)

z − w
, b 6= N

JNa (z)Σ(x, w) ∼ ∂xaΣ(x, w)
z − w

, a 6= N

hi(z)Σ(x, w) ∼
(
xi∂xi − xi+1∂xi+1

)
Σ(x, w)

z − w
, i 6= N − 1

hN−1(z)Σ(x, w) ∼

(
xN−1∂xN−1 +∑N−1

c=1 xc∂xc − k
)

Σ(x, w)
z − w

.

(7.3)

From these OPEs, we recognize the twisted vacuum module is in fact induced from the
lowest-weight Verma module V(0,··· ,0,−k) ⊂ H(0,··· ,0,−k),k realized by the space of polynomials
C
[
X1

XN , · · · , X
N−1

XN

]
= C[x1, · · · , xN−1], on which the sl(N) generators act as the differential

24Other fundamental weights for ω differ from the one above by a root of sl(N). The spectral flows generated
by roots are inner automorphisms so that all those choices are equivalent as outer automorphisms. We
will explain the meaning of the inner automorphisms in the N = 2 gauge theory shortly. Note also that
Nω = (−1,−1, · · · , N − 1) ∼ (0, 0, · · · , 0) = id as an outer automorphism; namely, ω is the generator of the
ZN outer automorphism group.
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operators

(
T ba
)
|0 = −Xb ∂

∂Xa
, (7.4)

twisted by
(
XN

)k
. Indeed, we see the numerators of the OPEs (7.3) are precisely these

twisted differential operators.
However, the twisted vacuummodule is not the full induced ŝl(N)-module Indŝl(N)

sl(N)⊗C[[t]]⊗CKV(0,··· ,0,−k)
itself, but instead its quotient by a proper submodule. Note that there is a proper submodule
generated by the states

(
JaN
)
−1|Σ〉, a = 1, 2, · · · , N −1. Following from the definition (7.2) of

the twisted vacuummodule, there are null relations
(
JaN
)
−1|Σ〉 = 0, a = 1, 2, · · · , N−1, so that

the twisted vacuum module is the quotient of the induced module Indŝl(N)
sl(N)⊗C[[t]]⊗CKV(0,··· ,0,−k)

by this proper submodule. The null relations lead to

0 =
[(
JaN
)
−1 − δ

a
b

(
xb
(
JNN
)
−1 + (xb)2(JNb )−1

)
+ xb

(
Jab
)
−1

]
ex

b(JNb )0 |Σ〉, a, b 6= N, (7.5)

which give

0 =
[(
JaN
)
−1 − x

a
N∑
b=1

xb
(
JNb
)
−1 +

N−1∑
b=1

xb
(
Jab
)
−1

]
e
∑N−1

b=1 xb(JNb )0 |Σ〉, a = 1, · · · , N − 1.

(7.6)

where we are using the notation xN = 1.

7.1.2 Coinvariants with twisted vacuum module

Let us consider coinvariants Υ of n + 1 ŝl(N)-modules, where one of them is the twisted
vacuum module and the rest n of them are the irreducible modules induced from certain
sl(N)-modules. The coinvariants satisfy the Ward identities, the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov
equations, and finally the constraints associated to the null states (7.6).

The conformal Ward identities The coinvariants satisfy the conformal Ward identities,
which read

0 =
n∑
i=0

L±,0i Υ(z), (7.7)

where we wrote the Virasoro generators as

L+
i = z2

i ∂zi + 2∆izi, L−i = ∂zi , L0
i = zi∂zi + ∆i, (7.8)

with the conformal weights given by the quadratic Casimir, ∆i =
∑N

a,b=1

(
T̄ab

)
|i
(
T̄ ba

)
|i

2(k+N) . For the
twisted vacuum module, it is straightforward to compute the conformal weight from (7.3) as
∆0 = (N−1)k

2N .
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The current algebra Ward identities Similar to the conformal Ward identities, we
have the current algebra Ward identities realized as differential equations satisfied by the
coinvariant Υ(U, Ũ,X; z). It is nothing but the global sl(N)-invariance constraint:

0 =
n∑
i=0

(
T̄ ba
)
|iΥ(U, Ũ,X; z), a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N, (7.9)

where we remind that
(
T̄ ba
)
|i, a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N are the sl(N) generators represented on the

i-th module.

The Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations We also have the KZ equations associated to
the n+ 1 vertex operators. The Sugawara construction25 of the stress tensor yields

L−1 = 1
2(k +N)

∑
n∈Z

∑
α,β

[
K(Jα0 , J

β
0 )
]−1

: Jαn J
β
−1−n :

= 1
2(k +N)

∑
n∈Z

N−1∑
r,s=1

(
min{r, s} − rs

N

)
:
(
hr
)
n

(
hs
)
−1−n : +

∑
a6=b

:
(
Jab
)
n

(
Jba
)
−1−n :


= 1
k +N

N−1∑
r,s=1

(
min{r, s} − rs

N

) (
hr
)
−1
(
hs
)
0 +

∑
a6=b

(
Jab
)
−1
(
Jba
)
0 + · · ·

 .
(7.10)

Applying this identity to the i-th primary state |Vi〉 for each i = 1, 2, · · · , n (|V0〉 = |Σ(x)〉
will be treated separately below), we get n null-states. Note that the terms in the ellipses
do not contribute since |Vi〉 is a primary state. Then the KZ equations follow from inserting
these null-states into the coinvariants. The equations read

0 =

(k +N) ∂

∂zi
−

n∑
j=1
j 6=i

(
T̄ ba
)
|i ⊗

(
T̄ ab
)
|j

zi − zj
−
(
T̄ ba
)
|i ⊗

(
T̄ ab
)
|0

zi − z0

Υ(U, Ũ,X; z), i = 1, 2, · · · , n.

(7.11)

Constraints from twisted vacuum module So far, the equations we derived did not
rely on the property of the twisted vacuum module. Due to the quotient in defining the
twisted vacuum module, there were null-state (7.6) which leads to the following constraint
when inserted in the coinvariants

0 =
n∑
i=1

1
z0 − zi

[(
T aN
)
|i − xa

N∑
c=1

xc
(
TNc

)
|i +

N−1∑
b=1

xb
(
T ab
)
|i

]
Υ(U, Ũ,X; z), a = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1.

(7.12)
25Let K(Jα0 , Jβ0 ) = gαβ . The Sugawara construction gives T (z) = 1

2(k+N)
∑

α
(JαJα)(z) where Jα is dual to

Jα with respect to the Killing form K, i.e., K(Jα,0, Jβ0 ) = δβα. We write out Jα = gαβJ
β by using gαβgβγ = δγα.
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Meanwhile, applying the defining relation (7.10) of the Sugawara tensor to the state
e
∑N−1

a=1 xa(JNa )0 |Σ〉, we obtain another null-state. Note that the terms in the ellipsis in (7.10)
do not contribute due to the commutation relations and the definition of |Σ〉 (7.2). The
operator corresponding to this null-state can be inserted in the coinvariants to yield

0 =

 ∂

∂z0
− 1
k +N

n∑
i=1

1
z0 − zi


N−1∑
r,s=1

(
min{r, s} − rs

N

) (
hr
)
|i
(
hs
)
|0 +

∑
a6=b

(
T ba
)
|i
(
T ab
)
|0


Υ.

(7.13)

Using the xa-derivatives of the constraint (7.12), all the xa-derivatives of Υ in (7.13) can
be cancelled, simplifying the equation into

0 =
[
∂

∂z0
+

n∑
i=1

1
z0 − zi

(
N−1∑
a=1

(
TNa

)
|ixa +

(
TNN

)
|i −

1
N

N∑
a=1

(
T aa
)
|m

)]
Υ. (7.14)

Note that the explicit dependence on the level k cancels nontrivially.
Multiplying xb (1 ≤ b < N) to this equation and using (7.12) again, we also get

0 =

 ∂

∂z0
xb +

n∑
i=1

1
z0 − zi


((
T bb
)
|i −

1
N

N∑
a=1

(
T aa
)
|i

)
xb +

(
T b1
)
|i +

∑
c 6=b,N

(
T bc
)
|ixc


Υ(x, z).

(7.15)

Thus, the set of N constraints (7.12) and (7.13) is equivalent to the new set of N constraints
(7.14) and (7.15). The latter can be organized into a matrix form as follows,

0 =

 ∂

∂z0
+

n∑
i=1

1
z0 − zi


(
T̄ 1

1
)
|i
(
T 1

2
)
|i
(
T 1

3
)
|i · · ·

(
T 1
N

)
|i(

T 2
1
)
|i
(
T̄ 2

2
)
|i
(
T 2

3
)
|i · · ·

(
T 2
N

)
|i

...
...

... · · ·
...(

TN1
)
|i
(
TN2

)
|i · · · · · ·

(
T̄NN

)
|i






x1Υ(x, z)
x2Υ(x, z)

...
xN−1Υ(x, z)

Υ(x, z)


=
[
∂

∂z0
+

n∑
i=1

∑N
a,b=1

(
T̄ ba
)
|i ⊗ Eab

z0 − zi

]
xΥ(x, z).

(7.16)

where we have defined
(
T̄ ba
)
|i ≡

(
T ba
)
|i − δba 1

N

∑N
c=1

(
T cc
)
|i and Eba = ea ⊗ ẽb is the standard

basis of End(CN ). Note that each
(
T̄ aa
)
|i, a = 1, 2, · · · , N , is a linear combination of

(
hr
)
|i =(

T rr
)
|i−

(
T r+1
r+1

)
|i, r = 1, 2, · · · , N−1. Namely, each residue at z = zi is an N×N matrix whose

entries are the sl(N) generators represented on the i-th module. As they are sl(N) generators,
the trace vanishes; ∑N

a=1
(
T̄ aa
)
|i = 0. We also used the notation x = (x1, x2, · · · , xN−1, 1),

where we set xN = 1 by convention.
It will turn out to be useful to put the equations in this particular matrix form, to make

an explicit construction of the universal opers for the Gaudin model. The absence of the
explicit k dependence, as opposed to the usual Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equations (6.6), will
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be a crucial property for this aspect. We elaborate on this construction later in section 8. For
now, (7.16) is just a convenient way of organizing the constraints on the coinvariants with
the twisted vacuum module inserted.

Note, however, that there is an obstruction if we would simply add the twisted vacuum
module to the set of n ŝl(N)-modules that was used to construct the n-point coinvariants
to form (n + 1)-point coinvariants. The problem is that, if we had taken the weights of
the modules generic, the n-point coinvariants can be built only by two Verma modules (one
lowest-weight and one highest-weight) and n− 2 bi-infinite modules. Then it is not possible
to form a coinvariant when the twisted vacuum module is added, because it is another lowest-
weight module, unless the weight parameters are tuned in special ways. Rather, to form a
(n+1)-point coinvariant the n modules other than the twisted vacuum module should consist
of one highest-weight module and n− 1 bi-infinite modules.

To keep the two Verma modules of highest-weight and lowest-weight, we need a bi-infinite
module that replace the twisted vacuum module but constrain the coinvariants in the same
way as the twisted vacuum module does. In this sense, we extend the set of vertex operators
corresponding to the Hecke modification.

7.1.3 Reducible bi-infinite modules

Let us consider the bi-infinite module Hτ ,σ, where τr = hr − hr+1, r = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1, and
σ = ∑N

a=1 ha. We explicitly write it as a vector space Hτ ,σ = ⊕
n∈ZN∑N

a=1 na=0
C|n〉, on which the

sl(N) generators act as (
Jba
)
0|n〉 = (hb + nb)|n + δa − δb〉, (7.17)

where we use the notation δa = (δa,b)b=1,2,··· ,N . We define the series that generates all the
states as

|Σ(x)〉 :=
∑

n∈ZN∑N

c=1 nc=0

N∏
a=1

Γ(na + 1)
Γ (ha + na + 1)(Xa)ha+na |n〉,

= (XN )σ
∑

n∈ZN−1

Γ
(
σ + 1−∑N−1

b=1 hb
)

Γ
(
σ + 1−∑N−1

b=1 (hb + nb)
) N−1∏
a=1

Γ (ha + 1)
Γ (ha + na + 1)(xa)ha+na |n〉,

(7.18)

with formal parameters xa = Xa

XN , a = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. Note that the sl(N) generators now
act on |Σ(x)〉 as the twisted differential operators,(

Jba
)
0|Σ(x)〉 = xb∂xa |Σ(x)〉, a 6= N,

(
JbN
)
0|Σ(x)〉 = xb

(
σ −

N−1∑
c=1

xc∂xc

)
|Σ(x)〉,

(7.19)
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where we are using the notation xN = 1. Note also that, if we set ha = 0 for a = 1, 2, · · · , N−1,
the summation truncates to non-negative integers due to the Γ-functions in the denominator.
In turn, we get

|Σ(x)〉 = (XN )σ
∑

n∈(Z≥0)N−1

Γ (σ + 1)
Γ
(
σ + 1−∑N−1

b=1 nb
) N−1∏
a=1

1
na!

(xa)na |n〉

= (XN )σ
∑

n∈(Z≥0)N−1

N−1∏
a=1

1
na!

(xa)na
(
JNa
)
0|0〉

= (XN )σe
∑N−1

a=1 xa
(
JNa

)
0 |0〉,

(7.20)

which is precisely the state associated to the spectral flow operator for the twisted vacuum
module, if we had set σ = k. Namely, if we set σ = k, there is a proper submodule of
Hk

(0,··· ,0,−k),k := Indŝl(N)
sl(N)⊗C[[t]]⊕CKH(0,··· ,0,−k),k, and the quotient is nothing but the twisted

vacuum module that we have studied.
Now, we will show that even at generic τ , the induced moduleHk

τ ,k := Indŝl(N)
sl(N)⊗C[[t]]⊕CKHτ ,k

is reducible, so that the quotient by the proper submodule generalizes the twisted vacuum
module to generic values of the weight parameter τ . It is a bi-infinite generalization of the
twisted vacuum module, in the sense that the weights of the states grow in both directions.
This is precisely the property that we need to construct non-vanishing twisted coinvariants
when composed with a lowest-weight and a highest-weight Verma modules carrying generic
weights.

The induced ŝl(N)-module Hk
τ ,σ is obtained by declaring the action of K is the scalar

multiplication by k ∈ C and also acting the negative modes of the current
(
Jba
)
m
, m < 0, to

the states in Hτ ,σ. Thus, the induced module is spanned by
(
Jb1a1

)
m1
· · ·
(
J
bp
ap

)
mp
|n〉, where

m1 ≤ m2 ≤ · · · ≤ mp < 0. Let us call ∑p
s=1ms the degree of the state.

At degree 1, there are N2 states
(
Jba
)
−1|n− δa + δb〉, a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N , having the same

weights hc + nc under
(
Jcc
)
0, c = 1, 2, · · · , N . We find linear combinations v[1] of these N2

states annihilated by all the degree 1 generators,(
Jba
)
1v[1] = 0, a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N. (7.21)

As explicitly shown in appendix C, non-zero solutions to the these conditions exist only when
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σ = ∑N
a=1 ha = k. In this case, there are N − 1 solutions labelled by a = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1,

van[1] :=
(
k + 1−

N−1∑
c=1

(hc + nc)
)(

k + 2−
N−1∑
c=1

(hc + nc)
)(

JaN
)
−1|n〉

− (ha + na)
(
k + 2−

N−1∑
c=1

(hc + nc)
)(

JNN
)
−1|n− δa〉

+
N−1∑
b=1

(hb + nb)
((

k + 2−
N−1∑
c=1

(hc + nc)
)(

Jab
)
−1|n− δb〉 − (ha + na − δba)

(
JNb
)
−1|n− δa − δb〉

)
.

(7.22)

These states generate a submodule of the induced ŝl(N)-module Hk
τ ,k, which is proper by

definition (7.21). We take the quotient by this proper ŝl(N)-module by setting the generating
state to be a null-state, namely,

0 =
[(
JaN
)
−1 − x

a
N∑
b=1

xb
(
JNb
)
−1 +

N−1∑
b=1

xb
(
Jab
)
−1

]
|Σ(x)〉, a = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. (7.23)

Note that these constraints are identical to (7.6) for the generating state of the twisted vacuum
module. In this sense, the quotient module we just constructed is a bi-infinite generalization of
the twisted vacuum module. When inserted, it constrains the twisted coinvariants in exactly
the same way as the twisted vacuum module does.

7.2 Hecke operator and parallel surface defects

We will show the insertion of the (bi-infinite generalization of) twisted vacuum module gives
the action of Hecke modification on the twisted coinvariants by solving the constraints. The
Hecke operator is defined by an integral of Hecke modifications. We also verify these con-
straints are obeyed by the correlation function of parallel surface defects. We layout the
consequences of such N = 2 gauge theoretical construction.

7.2.1 Action of Hecke modifications on coinvariants

Inserting a twisted vacuum module (or its bi-infinite generalization) defines an action on the
twisted coinvariants. Here, we show explicitly this action is a Hecke modification by solving
the constraints on the coinvariants.

To illustrate, let us consider the rank 1 case, GC = PGL(2). The two constraints from
the (bi-infinite generalization of) twisted vacuum module can be written as a special case of
(7.16) at N = 2,

0 =
[
∂

∂z0
+

n∑
i=1

1
z0 − zi

(
T 0
i T−i

T+
i −T 0

i

)]
Υn+1, (7.24)

where T ai , a = ±, 0, are sl(2) generators represented on the i-th module,

T+
i = −x2

i ∂xi + 2sixi, T−i = ∂xi , T 0
i = xi∂xi − si. (7.25)
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The constraints are explicitly solved by making the following ansatz:

Υn+1 =
n∏
i=1

(
(xi − x0)2

zi − z0

)si
Ψn (ξ1, . . . , ξn; z1, . . . , zn) (7.26)

where we defined
ξi = − zi − z0

xi − x0
, i = 1, 2, · · · , n. (7.27)

Then we further impose the usual (n+1)-point KZ equations (7.11) associated to the other n
modules, as well as the Ward identities. An explicit computation shows that the (n+1)-point
KZ equations become exactly the n-point KZ equations satisfied by Ψn, where (xi)ni=1 get
replaced by the new variables (ξi)ni=1,

0 =

(k + 2) ∂

∂zi
−

n∑
j=1
j 6=i

T ′a,i ⊗ T ′aj
zi − zj

Ψn,

T ′+i = −ξ2
i ∂ξi + 2siξi, T ′−i = ∂ξi , T ′0i = ξi∂ξi − si.

(7.28)

The difference compared to the usual KZ equations is that, the function Ψn scales under the
following 6-dimensional gauge symmetry

(ξi, zi) 7→ (aξi + bzi + c, zi)

(ξi, zi) 7→
(

ξi
Czi +D

,
Azi +B

Czi +D

) (7.29)

with A,B,C,D, b, c ∈ C, AD −BC = 1, and a ∈ C×, as

Ψn(aξi + bzi + c, zi) = a
∑n

i=1 si−
k
2 Ψn(ξi, zi)

Ψn

(
ξi

Czi +D
,
Azi +B

Czi +D

)
=

n∏
i=1

(Czi +D)
si(k−2si)
k+2 Ψn(ξi, zi).

(7.30)

Recall that the variables (xi)ni=1 subject to the SL(2) gauge symmetry parametrize the
connected component BunPGL(2)(P1;S)0 corresponding to the trivial bundle over P1. Also,
the ξ-variables subject to the gauge symmetry of (7.29) give birational coordinates on the
other connected component BunPGL(2)(P1;S)1 corresponding to O ⊕ O(1) [107]. Then, the
relation (7.27) defines a map

HMz0,x0 : BunPGL(2)(P1;S)0 → BunPGL(2)(P1;S)1

xi 7→ ξi = − zi − z0
xi − x0

,
(7.31)

which was shown in [107] to be the action of the Hecke modification at z0 ∈ P1, where x0 ∈ P1

gives a choice of Hecke modification (namely, it parametrizes the space of Hecke modifications
P1).26

26The two connected components are in fact identified by another Hecke modification at a marked point
[107].
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Just as the usual KZ equations are reduced when written in terms of the SL(2)-invariants
of xi and zi, the KZ equations (7.28) for Ψn can be solved in terms of the invariants of
(ξi, zi)ni=1 under the action of (7.29). The invariants are the cross-ratios of (zi)ni=1,

wa = za+1,1zn−1,n
zn−1,1za+1,n

, a = 1, 2, · · · , n− 3, (7.32)

and
ηa = [a+ 1, n, 1]

[n− 1, n, 1]
zn−1,n
za+1,n

, a = 1, 2, · · · , n− 3, (7.33)

where we defined
[a, b, c] = ξazb,c + ξbzc,a + ξcza,b. (7.34)

To solve the KZ equations (7.28) and the invariance condition (7.30) for Ψn(ξ, z), we take an
ansatz

Ψn(ξ, z)

=
n−1∏
j=1

(
z2
j,nz1,n−1

z1,nzn−1,n

) sj( k2−sj)
k+2

(
z1,nzn,n−1
z1,n−1

) sn( k2−sn)
k+2

(
[n− 1, n, 1]2

zn,1z1,n−1zn−1,n

)− k4 + 1
2
∑n

i=1 si

Ψn (η,w)

(7.35)

The KZ equations reduce to differential equations satisfied by Ψn(η,w). To illustrate, let us
take the simplest non-trivial case n = 4 as an example. Let u = η1, q = w1, and also let us
decompose Ψ4(u, q) by perturbative and non-perturbative parts as

Ψ4(u, q) = qA0(1− q)A1u−ν0(u− q)−νq(u− 1)−ν1 ψ4(u, q). (7.36)

Then, the KZ equation becomes

0 =
[
−(k + 2) ∂

∂q
+ u(u− 1)(u− q)

q(1− q)

(
− ∂2

∂u2 + U(u, q)
)]

ψ4(u, q),

U(u, q) = ν0(ν0 − 1)
u2 + ν1(ν1 − 1)

(u− 1)2 + νq(νq + k + 1)
(u− q)2 +

ν∞(ν∞ − 1)− ν0(ν0 − 1)− ν1(ν1 − 1)− νq(νq + k + 1)
u(u− q) ,

(7.37)
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where

2ν0 = k + 2
2 − s1 − s2 + s3 − s4 ,

2νq = −k + 2
2 − s1 − s2 − s3 + s4 ,

2ν1 = k + 2
2 + s1 − s2 − s3 − s4 ,

2ν∞ = k + 2
2 − s1 + s2 − s3 − s4 ,

A0 = −2∆2 + s2 − s1
k + 2

(
k + 2

2 + s1 + s2 − s3 − s4

)
2A1 = −k + 2

4 − s2 − s3 + (s1 − s4)2 − (s2 − s3)2

k + 2 .

(7.38)

This is precisely the reduced 4-point KZ equation. Thus, the insertion of the (bi-infinite
generalization of) twisted vacuum module acts as a Hecke modification on the coinvariants.
Given a n-point coinvariant Ψn(x; z), the image of the Hecke modification at the point z0 with
parameter x0 is Ψn(ξ; z) with the help of (7.26). We will define Hecke operator by integrating
over x0 in section 7.2.4. Note that there is a spin flip s4 7→ k+2

2 −s4 in (7.38) compared to the
coinvariant before the Hecke modification. In turn, the reduced KZ equation (7.37) manifests
the birational isomorphism of the two connected components of BunPGL(2)(P1;S) defined by
another Hecke modification at a marked point.

7.2.2 Geometric realization of coinvariants with twisted vacuum module

Now, we realize the coinvariants in the presence of the bi-infinite generalization of the twisted
vacuum module in a geometric way, for the simplest nontrivial case n = 4; namely, we have
the five-point coinvariant with two Verma modules, two bi-infinite modules, and the quotient
of the bi-infinite module. We solve the Ward identities (7.7) and (7.9) by making an ansatz

Υ(U, Ũ,X; z) = Υ0(U, Ũ,X; z)Υ(γ,µ; q, y)

Υ0 =
∏
p=0,2

(
z2
p1z43

z41z31

)−∆p ∏N
a=1

∏
p=0,2,3 (π̃a (Xp ∧ πa−1))βp,a∏N−1

i=1
(
π̃i(πi)

)αi
z∆1+∆4−∆3

14 z∆1+∆3−∆4
13 z∆3+∆4−∆1

43

4∏
i=0

dz∆i
i ,

(7.39)

where Υ(γ,µ; q, y) only depends on

γa = π̃a(X2 ∧ πa−1)
π̃a(X3 ∧ πa−1) , µa = π̃a(X0 ∧ πa−1)

π̃a(X3 ∧ πa−1) , a = 1, 2, · · · , N,

q = z21z43
z24z13

, y = z01z43
z04z13

.
(7.40)

Note that γa and µa suffer from remnant C× ambiguities, but the ratios among themselves
are well-defined. Thus we take Υ(γ,µ; q, y) to be a degree 0 meromorphic function of γa
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and µa; namely, ∑N
a=1 γa∂γaΥ = ∑N

a=1 µa∂µaΥ = 0. As shown in section 7.2.1, the ratios of
(γa)Na=1 are holomorphic coordinates on BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0, while (µa)Na=1 are homogeneous
coordinates on the space of Hecke modifications PN−1.

The weights of the Verma modules and the HW modules are determined by

ζi =
∑

p=0,2,3
βp,i+1 + αi

ζ̃i =
∑

p=0,2,3
βp,i + αi

τi − ζi = β2,i − β2,i+1

ζ̃i − τi = β3,i − β3,i+1 + β0,i − β0,i+1

, i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1,

σp =
N∑
b=1

βp,b, p = 2, 3,

(7.41)

The weights of the bi-infinite generalization of twisted vacuum module is given by (β0,a)Na=1 so
that σ0 = ∑N

a=1 β0,a = k. In fact, the weights β0,a are not arbitrary but are determined by the
constraints (7.12). Even though the twisted coinvariant (7.39) is defined on the open subset
where we have bi-infinite generalization of the twisted vacuum module, it can be continued to
another open subset where we have the twisted vacuum module instead by compensating the
lowest-weight Verma module to a bi-infinite module. In this case, we have simply β0,a = kδa,N .

Now the equations (7.16) and (7.11) satisfied by the coinvariant Υ get converted into
differential equations for Υ. Namely,

0 =
[
∂

∂y
+ Â0

y
+ Âq

y − q
+ Â1
y − 1

]
µ1Υ
µ2Υ
...

µNΥ

 (7.42a)

0 =
[
−(k +N) ∂

∂q
+ Ĥ0

q
+ Ĥy

q− y
+ Ĥ1

q− 1

]
Υ. (7.42b)

It is straightforward to compute the twisted differential operators Â0,q,1 and Ĥ0,y,1. The
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result is (see appendix B for the detail of the derivation)(
Â0
)
ab

= θb>a

(
β2,b

γa
γb

+ β3,b + 1 + (γa − γb)∂γb − µb∂µb
)

+ δba

−k − N∑
c=a+1

∑
p=2,3

βp,c −
N−1∑
i=a

αi +
N∑

c=a+1
µc∂µc


+ 1
N
δba

k +
N∑
c=1

 ∑
p=0,2,3

N∑
d=c+1

βp,d +
N−1∑
i=c

αi


(
Âq

)
ab

= −γa∂γb − β2,b
γa
γb

+ 1
N
δab

N∑
c=1

β2,c

(
Â1
)
ab

= γb∂γb + µb∂µb − β3,b − 1 + 1
N
δab

N∑
c=1

β3,c,

(7.43)

and

Ĥ0 = −
∑
a>b

(
γa∂γb + β2,b

γa
γb

)(
β0,a

µb
µa

+ β2,a
γb
γa

+ β3,a + (γb − γa)∂γa + (µb − µa)∂µa
)

+ (N − 1)σ(σ +N)
N

+
N∑
a=1

(γa∂γa + β2,a)

 N∑
c=a+1

∑
p=0,2,3

βp,c +
N−1∑
i=a

αi

− 1
N

(
N∑
a=1

β2,a

) N∑
b=1

 ∑
p=2,3

N∑
c=b+1

βp,c +
N−1∑
i=b

αi


Ĥy =

N∑
a,b=1

(
γb∂γa + β2,a

γb
γa

)(
µa∂µb + β0,b

µa
µb

)
− k

N

N∑
a=1

β2,a

Ĥ1 =
N∑

a,b=1

γb
γa

(γa∂γa + β2,a) (−γb∂γb − µb∂µb + β3,b)−
1
N

N∑
a=1

β2,a

N∑
b=1

β3,b,

(7.44)

where we are using the notation

θP =

1 if P is true
0 if P is false

. (7.45)

7.2.3 Parallel surface defects and twisted coinvariants

We will verify the correlation function of parallel surface defects gives a twisted coinvariant
with an insertion of the (bi-infinite generalization of) twisted vacuum module by showing the
former satisfies the constraints on the latter, which we have derived just so far.

The starting point is the fractional quantum TQ equations (5.23). We take summa-
tions over ε1-lattices, converting the generalized Q-observables into the correlation function
Υ(a; u,µ; q, y) (4.44) (after multiplying the perturbative prefactor Υpert). Then the fractional
quantum TQ equations become differential equations satisfied by Υ(a; u,µ; q, y), which can
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be organized into a matrix equation as (see appendix B for the detail of the computation)

0 =
[
∂

∂y
+ Â0

y
+ Âq

y − q
+ Â1
y − 1

]
µ0Υ
µ1Υ
...

µN−1Υ

 . (7.46a)

The fractional quantum TQ equations do not exhaust all the non-trivial constraints imposed
by the relations (5.19) from the qq-characters. Note that Tω(x,x′) (5.20) contains ε1(D(1)

ω −
qωD

(1)
ω−1) = ε1uω+1(∂uω+1 − ∂uω). If we multiply uω+1+uω+2+···+uω+N

uω+1
and sum over all ω =

0, 1, · · · , N−1, we get ε1(1−q)q ∂
∂q , a q-derivative. Using this fact, we can derive (see appendix

B for detail of the derivation)

0 =
[
ε2
ε1

∂

∂q
+ Ĥ0

q
+ Ĥy

q− y
+ Ĥ1

q− 1

]
Υ. (7.47)

The equations (7.46) and (7.47) obeyed by the correlation function Υ(a; u,µ; q, y) of the
parallel surface defects are identical to the equations (7.42) for the coinvariants. The matching
of the equations is under the following mapping of the parameters,

• Level: k +N = − ε2
ε1

• Coordinates on BunPGL(N)(P1;S)0: γω = uω+uω+1+···+uω+N−1
q−1 , ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1

• Homogeneous coordinates on the space of Hecke modifications PN−1 : (µω)N−1
ω=0

• Weights of the modules:

ζi =
m−i −m

−
i−1

ε1
− 1, ζ̃i =

m+
i −m

+
i−1

ε1
− 1, τi = ai − ai−1

ε1
− 1, i = 1, . . . , N − 1

σ0 = k, σ2 = N
m̄− − ā− ε1

ε1
, σ3 = −N(m̄+ − ā+ ε1)− ε2

ε1
.

Here, we are shifting the subscripts of γω’s and µω’s by 1, so that ω runs from 0 to N − 1
instead of 1 to N . Note that the weight parameters for the Verma modules and the bi-infinite
modules without quotient match with the 4-point case in the limit ε2 → 0. This is precisely
what we will need when we study the Hecke eigensheaf property below.

7.2.4 Hecke operator and eigensheaf property

The Hecke operator is defined by an integral of Hecke modifications (see section 2.3.3). To see
how the integral naturally appears in the (n+1)-point twisted coinvariants with the insertion
of the twisted vacuum module, note that Υ defines a section of O(1)k over the space of Hecke
modifications PN−1. More precisely, the twisting part can be written as

Υ0
Ψ0

=
(
z41z31
z2

01z43
dz0

) k(N−1)
2N

(
N−1∧
a=1

dxa0

)− k
N

= (y−2dy)
k(N−1)

2N

(
N−1∧
a=1

dxa0

)− k
N

. (7.48)
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Thus at the critical level k = −N , it becomes a section of the canonical bundle O(−N) '
KPN−1 , and can be integrated along any (N − 1)-cycle on PN−1.27 Thus, we define the Hecke
operator Hz0 on the n-point twisted coinvariants Ψ at the critical level as the integral of its
Hecke modifications at z0 ∈ P1 \S, namely, the (n+ 1)-point twisted coinvariants Υ with the
insertion of the twisted vacuum module at the critical level, given by

Hz0Ψ :=
∮
C

lim
k→−N

Υ(z0)

= yN−1dy−
N−1

2 Ψ0

∮
C

N−1∧
a=1

dxa0 lim
k→−N

Υ(y),
(7.49)

for a given (N − 1)-cycle C. We will specify which cycle to use shortly. We will also denote
HyΨ(γ; q) := yN−1dy−

N−1
2
∮
C

∧N−1
a=1 dxa0 limk→−N Υ(y) when the twisting Ψ0 is factored out.

Let us first examine some useful properties of the image of the Hecke operator. Note that
the sl(N) generators represented on the quotient of the bi-infinite module are total derivatives
at the critical level k = −N ,

Υ−1
0
(
T ba
)
|0Υ0 = −∂xa0x

b
0, a 6= b, a, b 6= N

Υ−1
0
(
T bN
)
|0Υ0 =

N−1∑
c=1

∂xcx
b
0x
c
0 − (k +N)xb0, b 6= N

Υ−1
0
(
TNa

)
|0Υ0 = −∂xa0 , a 6= N

Υ−1
0
(
hi
)
|0Υ0 = ∂xi+1

0
xi+1

0 − ∂xi0x
i
0, i 6= N − 1

Υ−1
0
(
hN−1

)
|0Υ0 = −∂xN−1

0
xN−1

0 −
N−1∑
c=1

∂xc0x
c
0 + (k +N).

(7.50)

Thus the image of the Hecke operator Hz0Ψ is again invariant under the n-point global sl(N)
transformations due to the integration. It follows that the image of the Hecke operator also
satisfies the n-point KZ equations, since the additional term originating from the presence of
the (n+1)-th module − the (bi-infinite generalization of) twisted vacuum module − vanishes
after the integration. Also, if we factor out the following simple z0-part in Υ0 which is a(
−N−1

2

)
-differential on P1,

lim
k→−N

dz∆0
0

(
z2

01z43
z41z31

)−∆0

= yN−1dy−
N−1

2 , (7.51)

then the remaining part of the image of the Hecke operator obeys the n-point conformal Ward
identities. All in all, it implies that the Hecke operator maps the space of n-point twisted
coinvariants to itself, with the coefficient valued in K−

N−1
2

P1 .
As explained in section 6.2, the N = 2 gauge theory in the presence of the regular mon-

odromy surface defect provides a distinguished basis Ψ(a) of the space of twisted coinvariants,
27Since we only have the holomorphic volume form, we can only integrate along real (N − 1)-dimensional

cycles.
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enumerated by the Coulomb moduli a. Our claim is that this basis diagonalizes the action of
the Hecke operator. For this, we use the equivalence of the Hecke modification of the basis el-
ement, constructed as the twisted coinvariant with a further insertion of the special bi-infinite
module, and the parallel surface defects in the N = 2 gauge theory. In this identification,
the reduced twisted coinvariant Υ(y) appearing in (7.49) is given by (4.44). If we gather the
(µω)N−1

ω=0 part (we shift the subscripts so that ω runs from 0 to N − 1),∮
C

N−2∧
ω=0

d

(
µω
µN−1

) N−1∏
ω′=0

µN−1
µω′

∑
n∈ZN−1

N−2∏
i=0

ynii (· · · )

= (−1)N−1
∮
C

N−2∧
ω=0

dyω
yω

∑
n∈ZN−1

N−2∏
i=0

ynii (· · · ),
(7.52)

where we changed the integration variables to (yω)N−2
ω=0 by using (4.46). At this point, we

choose the (N − 1)-dimensional cycle C to be the product of small loops of yω enclosing 0.
Then, the integral simply picks up the 0-th Laurent coefficient of the integrand.

As we noted earlier (see section 4.4), the 0-th Laurent coefficient is nothing but the
correlation function of the regular monodromy surface defect and the canonical surface defect
without any 0-observable on their interface. This correlation function factorizes into the
product of the vacuum expectation values of each, since the limit ε2 → 0 was taken where the
two surface defects can be arbitrarily separated on the topological plane C2 (i.e., by cluster
decomposition). Explicitly, the correlation function has the following asymptotics in the limit
ε2 → 0,

lim
ε2→0

〈
X(a; y)Ψ(a; u)

〉
a

= e
W̃(a)
ε2 χ(a; y)ψ(a; u), (7.53)

where the singular part W̃(a) is the twisted superpotential for the effective two-dimensional
N = (2, 2) theory, and the regular part χ(a; y) (resp. ψ(a; u)) is the normalized vacuum
expectation value of the canonical surface defect (resp. the regular monodromy surface defect)
in the limit ε2 → 0. In particular, χ(a; y) does not carry any dependence on u, nor does
ψ(a; u) depend on y. In turn, all the z0-dependent parts − namely, the

(
−N−1

2

)
-differential

χ(a) := χ(a; y)dy−N−1
2 − completely factors out in the image of the Hecke operator, while the

rest − namely, Ψ(a; u) = exp
(

W̃(a)
ε2

)
ψ(a; u) multiplied by the twisting factor Ψ0 − recovers

the original n-point twisted coinvariant Ψ(a) at the critical level. That is, we get

Hz0Ψ(a) = χ(a; y)Ψ(a), (7.54)

so that the basis Ψ(a) of the space of twisted coinvariants diagonalizes the action of the Hecke
operator. It should be noted that the perturbative prefactor (4.45) of the correlation function,
combined with the contribution from (7.51), leads to the correct perturbative prefactors of the
vacuum expectation values of the canonical surface defect (4.16) and the regular monodromy
surface defect (4.33) in the limit ε2 → 0, making the factorization property (7.54) valid.
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Moreover, note here the eigenvalue χ(a) ∈ K
−N−1

2
P1 is identified with the normalized

vacuum expectation value of the canonical surface defect in the limit ε2 → 0. In section 5.2,
we reviewed [29] that this normalized vacuum expectation value is a solution to the SL(N)-
oper ρa ∈ OpSL(N)(P1;S) understood as a N -th order differential operator on P1\{0, q, 1,∞};
ρaχ(a; y) = 0. For a given position y ∈ P1\{0, q, 1,∞} of the Hecke operator, the oper solution
χ(a; y) is expressed as a series which is convergent only in a particular domain. We showed
in section 5.2 that the solution in the domains 0 < |q| < 1 < |y| and 0 < |q| < |y| < 1 can
be obtained from ε1-lattice summations of Q-observables [29].28 In each domain, there are
natural N independent basis elements of the space of oper solutions acquired by choosing
N different ε1-lattices that make the series converge. For the domain 0 < |q| < 1 < |y|,
these are the ε1-lattices centered at N mass parameters for the fundamental hypermultiplets,
Lα = m+

α + ε1Z, α = 1, 2, · · · , N ; for the domain 0 < |q| < |y| < 1, the ε1-lattices centered
at N Coulomb moduli, Lα = aα + ε1Z, α = 1, 2, · · · , N . In the N = 2 theory point of
view, these N choices come from which one among N discrete vacua of the two-dimensional
N = (2, 2) theory that defines the canonical surface defect to be assigned at the infinity of
the C1-plane, the non-compact support of the canonical surface defect. Thus, the correlation
function of the parallel surface defects should also be labelled by these N choices, which arise
from making a choice of the ε1-lattice Lα, α = 1, 2, · · · , N , in its definition (4.44): Υα(a; y; u),
α = 1, 2, · · · , N .

As reviewed in section 2.3.3, Hecke operators are normally labelled by the dominant
integral coweights of GC = PGL(N), as are the ’t Hooft line defects in the GL-twisted N = 4
theory (with the gauge group G = PSU(N)) that they descend from. However, in our case the
’t Hooft line is semi-infinite, stretched from the junction of the two boundaries to the infinity
along the Dirichlet boundary. The Weyl symmetry is broken at the infinity because of the
boundary condition there; in turn, the ’t Hooft lines, and therefore the corresponding Hecke
operators, are labelled by the coweights of GC = PGL(N), not by their Weyl orbits. The
Hecke operator (7.49) defined from the simplest non-trivial spectral flow carries a minuscule
coweight of the N -dimensional representation of LGC = SL(N). Thus, there are precisely N
Hecke operators defined as the integral (7.49) of Υα, α = 1, 2, · · · , N . This is also consistent
with the N = 2 theory point of view on the origin of the N discrete choices, since this ’t Hooft
line associated to the simplest minuscule coweights in the GL-twisted N = 4 theory is dual
to the canonical surface defect in the N = 2 theory (see section 3.2).

If we compose all the eigenvalues χα(a; y), α = 1, 2, · · · , N , of the N distinct Hecke
operators into a vector, we reconstruct the local system associated to the oper in the N -
dimensional representation. This is precisely the manifestation of the defining relation (2.18)
of the Hecke eigensheaf. Therefore, we conclude that the n-point twisted coinvariant Ψ(a)
constructed from the regular monodromy surface defect is a section of the Hecke eigensheaf

28The solutions in the domain 0 < |q| < |y| < 1 admit another presentation in terms of the dual Q-observable.
The solutions in the remaining domain 0 < |y| < |q| < 1 can also be obtained by using the dual Q-observable.
See [29].
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∆ρa on BunPGL(N)(P1;S) corresponding to the SL(N)-oper ρa constructed from the canonical
surface defect.

7.2.5 Brane at infinity

Let us try to rephrase what has been achieved so far in the topological sigma model description
(A-model in ωt with B-field Bt, see section 2.3). Recall that the insertion of the regular
monodromy surface defect in the N = 2 theory corresponds to the brane of λ-connections F′E
of (B,A,A)κ-type, while the insertion of the canonical surface defect on top of it corresponds
to the Hecke operator attached to F′E . The other boundary of the corner Σ is always associated
to the canonical coisotropic brane Bcc of (A,B,A)κ-type.

We have seen that that the regular monodromy surface defect in the N = 2 theory gives
a basis of the space of twisted coinvariants enumerated by the Coulomb moduli a. Since the
Coulomb moduli specify the boundary condition of the complex scalar in the vector multiplet
of the N = 2 theory at infinity, they are mapped under the duality to the boundary condition
for the C components of the 1-form in the GL-twisted N = 4 theory on Σ × C, at infinity
of the corner Σ. Thus, it descends to the boundary condition for the map Φ : Σ → MH of
the topological sigma model under the compactification along C. Namely, fixing the Coulomb
moduli a in the N = 2 theory assigns a brane at infinity of Σ in the topological sigma model.

Let us restrict to the limit ε2 → 0 first. This corresponds to κ = 0 according to (2.12),
in which the topological sigma model is the A-model in ωK . In this case, the canonical
coisotropic brane Bcc is of (A,B,A)-type, while the brane of λ-connections F′E is of (B,A,A)-
type. The mirror dual is the B-model in J , where Bcc is dualized to the brane of opers LBop

of (A,B,A)-type. The mirror dual of the brane of λ-connections has not been well studied,
and we do not discuss about it for the current purpose. To be consistent with the N = 2
theory construction of the opers (see section 2.3.1), the brane at infinity is expected to pick
a LGC-oper. Thus it is natural to associate the zero-brane Bρa of (B,B,B)-type supported
at the oper ρa ∈ OpLGC(C;S), in the B-model in J . Recall that the zero-brane Bρa is an
electric eigenbrane, on which the action of the Wilson lines is diagonal (since we are in the
mirror dual frame, i.e., the B-model in J , these Wilson lines are the one in the S-dual N = 4
theory with the gauge group LG) [7].

Applying the mirror symmetry back to the original A-model in ωK , the zero-brane Bρa

is dualized to the brane Fa of (B,A,A)-type supported on a Hitchin fiber (2.6), with a flat
unitary Chan-Paton bundle [7]. Since it is the mirror dual of the electric eigenbrane, it is a
magnetic eigenbrane; the action of the ’t Hooft lines is diagonal on this brane [7]. Moreover, at
κ = 0 ’t Hooft lines can be supported in the bulk of the GL-twisted N = 4 theory, so that the
’t Hooft line attached to the Dirichlet boundary can be detached to the bulk. In particular,
we can deviate the finite end of the ’t Hooft line from the junction of the two boundaries to
infinity along the Neumann boundary. The ’t Hooft line then acts diagonally on the brane
at infinity Fa, giving the local system associated to the oper ρa as the eigenvalue. This
provides an explanation of the factorization (7.53) leading to the Hecke eigensheaf property
(7.54). With the inclusion of this brane at infinity, the vacuum expectation value Ψ(a;γ) of
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the regular monodromy surface defect of the N = 2 theory in the limit ε2 → 0 is actually
interpreted as the disk partition function of the A-model in ωK with three branes (Bcc, F′γ ,
and Fa) at the boundary making three junctions.29.

However, it is not so clear how this sigma model configuration deviates to κ 6= 0 (namely,
ε2 6= 0). The magnetic eigenbrane Fa only exists at κ = 0 and does not deform away
from it [7, 48]. Nevertheless, the configuration of parallel surface defects in the N = 2
theory is apparently defined for generic values of the Ω-background parameters, although
the factorization property (7.53) is lost. The canonical coisotropic brane of (A,B,A)κ-type
is mirror dual to the brane of opers of (B,A,A)− 1

κ
-type. It seems to be natural to assign

another Lagrangian brane of (B,A,A)− 1
κ
-type supported on the Lagrangian submanifold on

which the half of the Darboux coordinates α are constant, transversally intersecting the brane
of opers of (B,A,A)− 1

κ
-type. Still, it is not understood what the image of this brane under

the mirror symmetry is, and how in the limit κ → 0 it (resp. its mirror) is related to the
electric eigenbrane Bρa of (B,B,B)-type (resp. the magnetic eigenbrane Fa of (B,A,A)-
type). Precisely identifying the brane at infinity and resolving the subtleties outlined above
would require a direct construction of the sigma model branes starting from the N = 2 theory,
along the line of [22]. We leave this to a future work.

8 Gaudin algebra and universal opers from parallel surface defects

We have established the N = 2 gauge theoretical construction of the opers and the corre-
sponding Hecke eigensheaves. We remind that the Hecke eigensheaf ∆ρa is expected to be
the quotient of the sheaf DL of rings itself by the ideal generated by the oper ρa, as we have
explained in (2.15). Here, we verify this by showing that the section Ψ(a) of the Hecke eigen-
sheaf that we constructed from the regular monodromy surface defect in the N = 2 gauge
theory represents the system of differential equations (2.16), which are the spectral equations
for the quantum Hitchin integrable system. In particular, we will explicitly construct the
quantum Hamiltonians as mutually commuting twisted differential operators, at the example
of sphere P1 with marked points S.

8.1 Gaudin algebra

The Hitchin integrable system associated to the sphere with n marked points is known to be
the Gaudin model, where the representations of sl(N) giving the space of states ⊗n

i=1Mi are
determined by the marked point data.

The quantum Hamiltonians are mutually commuting operators on ⊗n
i=1Mi. This com-

mutative algebra can be constructed from a maximal commutative subalgebra of U(sl(N))⊗n,
called the Gaudin algebra, represented on⊗n

i=1Mi. Furthermore, the Gaudin algebra admits
an algebraic construction as the image of the universal Gaudin algebra, a maximal commuta-
tive subalgebra of the universal enveloping algebra of a current algebra, under an evaluation
map. We review this construction here first.

29A similar configuration was also considered in [108].

– 78 –



8.1.1 Universal Gaudin algebra

Let g be a finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra over C. Define the current algebras ĝ+ =
g ⊗ C[[t]] and ĝ− = g ⊗ t−1C[[t−1]], which are Lie subalgebras of the affine Lie algebra
ĝ = g ⊗ C((t)) ⊕ CK, i.e., the central extension of the loop algebra of g. For k ∈ C, let us
define the vacuum module Vk(ĝ) = Indĝ

ĝ+⊕CK
Cvk over ĝ at level k as the ĝ-module induced

by the one-dimensional trivial g-module, namely, the quotient of U(ĝ) modulo the left ideal
generated by ĝ+ and K − k. Let h∨ be the dual Coxeter number of g, and construct the
subspace of ĝ+-invariant vectors z(ĝ) = V−h∨(ĝ)̂g+ . As vector spaces, V−h∨(ĝ) is isomorphic
to U(ĝ−). This induces an algebra structure on z(ĝ) and identifies it as a subalgebra in U(ĝ−).
The subalgebra z(ĝ) ⊂ U(ĝ−) is maximally commutative, called the universal Gaudin algebra
[24, 103].30

Now we restrict to g = sl(N). In this case, the universal Gaudin algebra admits another
presentation [38, 109–111] that we introduce now. It was shown that the two constructions
yield the identical maximal commutative subalgebra z(ŝl(N)) ⊂ U(ŝl(N)−) [112]. We will
employ the latter presentation, since the universal oper which naturally arises in this con-
struction will be used to connect to the N = 2 gauge theoretical framework.

Write the generators of ŝl(N)− as eab[−s] = eab ⊗ t−s, a, b = 1, · · · , N and s ∈ Z>0, with∑N
a=1 eaa = 0. The defining commutation relations are given by [eab[r], ecd[s]] = δbcead[r +

s]− δadecb[r + s].
Consider its universal enveloping algebra U(ŝl(N)−). We compose the generating series

by

Lab(z) =
∞∑
s=1

eba[−s]zs−1 ∈ U(ŝl(N)−)[[z]], a, b = 1, · · · , N, (8.1)

and combine these series into the Lax matrix L(z) := ∑N
a,b=1Eab ⊗ Lab(z) ∈ End(CN ) ⊗

U(ŝl(N)−)[[z]], where Eab is the standard basis of End(CN ). The commutation relations of
U(ŝl(N)−) can be written as

(z − z′)[Lab(z), Lcd(z′)] = δad
(
Lcb(z)− Lcb(z′)

)
− δbc

(
Lad(z)− Lad(z′)

)
, (8.2)

or equivalently,

[L(13)(z), L(23)(z′)] =
[
P (12)

z − z′
, L(13)(z) + L(23)(z′)

]
, (8.3)

as elements in End(CN ) ⊗ End(CN ) ⊗ U(ŝlN,−)[[z]], where P ∈ End(CN ) ⊗ End(CN ) is the
exchange operator. Here, the superscripts indicate where the Lax matrices and the exchange
operator are valued among the three pieces in the tensor product. Note that taking z′ → z,
we also get

[Lab(z), Lcd(z)] = δad∂zLcb(z)− δbc∂zLad(z). (8.4)
30It is also called the Bethe subalgebra in some literature.
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Also note that the two sl(N)-actions on the Lax matrix L(z) cancel each other:

[Eab ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ eab, L(z)] = 0. (8.5)

It can be shown that for a given Gaudin Lax matrix L(z), ∂z −L(z) is a so-called Manin
matrix [113]. A Manin matrix is a matrix with non-commuting entries and, nevertheless,
a well-defined determinant in the column expansion.31 The determinant, which can be ex-
panded as a N -th order differential operator as

det(∂z − L(z)) = ∂Nz + t2(z)∂N−2
z + · · ·+ tN−1(z)∂z + tN (z), (8.6)

is called the universal oper. The coefficients tα(z) ∈ U(ŝl(N)−)[[z]], α = 2, 3, · · · , N , are
called the universal Gaudin transfer matrices. The maximal commutative subalgebra gener-
ated by tα is precisely the universal Gaudin algebra z(ŝl(N)) ⊂ U(ŝl(N)−).

Now, we introduce a neat procedure [111] to derive the universal Gaudin transfer matrices
that will be useful in making a connection to the main theme of this work. Define the quantum
powers of the Lax matrix L(z) by the following recursive relations:

L[0](z) := 1N ,

L[m](z) := L[m−1]L+ ∂yL
[m−1] ∈ End(CN )⊗ U(ŝl(N)−)[[z]], m ∈ Z>0.

(8.7)

Choose any v ∈
(
CN

)∗
. Define C(z) ∈ End(CN ) ⊗ U(ŝl(N)−)[[z]] by Cab = ∑N

c=1 vcL
[N−a]
cb .

Then, using the commutation relations (8.4), one can show that

C(∂z − L) =

∂z +


0 t2 · · · · · · tN
−1 0 · · · · · · 0
0 −1 · · · · · · 0
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
0 · · · 0 −1 0



C, (8.8)

where tk(z) ∈ U(ŝl(N)−)[[z]], k = 2, 3, · · · , N , are exactly the universal Gaudin transfer
matrices, generating the universal Gaudin algebra. Note that, if we assume there is an
element Υ = (Υ1, · · · ,ΥN ) ∈ CN ⊗M , where M is a ŝl(N)−-module, which annihilates the
Manin matrix, 0 = (∂z −L)|MΥ, then upon choosing v = (0, · · · , 0, 1) it is straightforward to
see that (8.8) implies

0 =
[
∂Nz + t2(z)∂N−2

z + · · ·+ tN−1(z)∂z + tN (z)
]∣∣∣
M

ΥN . (8.9)

Namely, the N -th order differential operator appearing in this equation is nothing but the
universal oper (8.6) represented on the given module M .

31The Manin matrix can alternatively be defined in a way that the determinant is well-defined in the row
expansion. Here, we choose the convention that the column expansion is well-defined.
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The universal Gaudin transfer matrices tα(z) can be written as combinations of the traces
of quantum powers of L(z), namely, TrCNL[k](z), k = 2, 3, · · · , N [113].32 The elements of
the universal Gaudin algebra z(ŝl(N)) are invariant under the action of sl(N) ⊂ U(ŝl(N)−),
due to (8.5) and the cyclicity of the trace TrCN . Thus, when finding common eigenfunctions
of the Gaudin transfer matrices on a ŝl(N)−-module M , it is enough to restrict to the space
of sl(N)-invariants M sl(N).

8.1.2 Evaluation map and Gaudin algebra

The Gaudin algebra is obtained as the image of the universal Gaudin algebra under a given
representation, as we now recall. Universal enveloping algebra is a Hopf algebra with the
coproduct ∆ : U(ŝl(N)−)→ U(ŝl(N)−)⊗ U(ŝl(N)−) given by

∆(a) = a⊗ 1 + 1⊗ a. (8.10)

For a given z ∈ C, the evaluation map evz : U(ŝl(N)−) → U(sl(N)) is defined by eab[−s] 7→
z−seab. Fix n distinct complex numbers z = (z1, · · · , zn) ∈ Cn, regarding them as the
inhomogeneous coordinates for n marked points S = {z1, · · · , zn} ⊂ P1. Then consider the
map

evS := (evz1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ evzn) ◦∆n−1 : U(ŝl(N)−)→ U(sl(N))⊗n. (8.11)

The image of the Lax matrix under this map is computed to be

evS (L(z0)) = −
n∑
i=1

∑N
a,b=1Eab ⊗ e

(i)
ba

z0 − zi
∈ End(CN )⊗ U(sl(N))⊗n ⊗ C[(z0 − zi)−1]i=1,··· ,n,

(8.12)

where e(i)
ba = 1⊗ · · · ⊗ 1⊗ eba︸︷︷︸

i-th

⊗1⊗ · · · ⊗ 1.

The image of the universal Gaudin algebra z(ŝlN ) under the map evS is a maximal com-
mutative subalgebra in U(sl(N))⊗n, called the Gaudin algebra ZS(sl(N)). By construction,
the Gaudin algebra ZS(sl(N)) is generated by the image of the universal Gaudin transfer
matrices, evS(tα(z0)), called the Gaudin transfer matrices. By taking their Laurent coeffi-
cients in z0 − zi, we obtain explicit expressions for the (higher) Gaudin Hamiltonians and
the central elements of U(sl(N))⊗n. Note that sl(N) ⊂ U(ŝl(N)−) maps to the diagonal
sl(N) ⊂ U(sl(N))⊗n, and therefore the elements in the Gaudin algebra are invariant under
this diagonal sl(N)-action.

For given n sl(N)-modules Mi, i = 1, · · · , n, we can construct a U(sl(N))⊗n-module
M = ⊗n

i=1Mi by the universality. The Lax matrix is represented as

evS (L(z0)) |M = −
n∑
i=1

∑N
a,b=1Eab ⊗ e

(i)
ba |M

z0 − zi
∈ End(CN )⊗ End(M)⊗ C[(z0 − zi)−1]i=1,··· ,n,

(8.13)
32TrCNL[1](z) = TrCNL(z) = 0 for g = sl(N).
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where e(i)
ba |M = 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1 ⊗ eba|Mi︸ ︷︷ ︸

i-th

⊗1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1. We recognize that the image of the Manin

matrix ∂z0 − L(z0) under the map evS represented on M is

evS (∂z0 − L(z0)) |M = ∂

∂z0
+

n∑
i=1

∑N
a,b=1Eab ⊗ e

(i)
ba |M

z0 − zi
. (8.14)

8.2 D-module of coinvariants and universal opers

Finally, we connect the algebraic construction of the Gaudin algebra we reviewed so far to
the main subject of this work. It is important to note that (8.14) is precisely the operator
part of the constraints (7.16) for the (n + 1)-point genus-0 twisted coinvariants Υ, in which
n ŝl(N)-modules are the ones induced from (Mi)ni=1 and the (n + 1)-th ŝl(N)-module is the
(bi-infinite generalization of) twisted vacuum module. In particular, from (8.9) and (7.16) we
deduce

0 = evS
[
∂Nz0 + t2(z0)∂N−2

z0 + · · ·+ tN−1(z0)∂z0 + tN (z0)
]∣∣∣
M

Υ, (8.15)

where the coefficients of the differentials are the Gaudin transfer matrices represented on M .
As we emphasized in deriving the constraints (7.16), it is indeed important that the operator
part of the constraints (7.16) does not contain any dependence on the level k, since otherwise
it would not have been a Manin matrix so that the universal oper could not be defined as its
determinant. In this sense, our approach is different from [109, 111], where a particular value
of the level k+N = 1 was taken to the usual KZ equation (6.6) (without insertion of twisted
vacuum module or its bi-infinite generalization).33

The operator part of the above equation is the universal oper represented on M using
the evaluation map, but it is not still quite on the same footing with the oper ρa (5.11) that
we constructed from the canonical surface defect. The problem is that the Gaudin model
that we want is defined on the sl(N)-invariants in M , M sl(N) = (⊗n

i=1Mi)sl(N), while the
sl(N)-invariance condition obeyed by the (n+ 1)-point coinvariant Υ involves the additional
(n+1)-th module, i.e., the (bi-infinite generalization of) twisted vacuum module. The problem
is cured precisely by taking k = −N and integrating Υ along the (N−1)-dimensional cycle C
in the space of Hecke modifications PN−1, which yields the n-point coinvariant Ψ (without the
twisted vacuum module) at the critical level acted on by a Hecke operator. We will show that
this integral can be taken to the above equation (8.15) to yield twisted differential operators
on BunPGL(N)(P1;S) as coefficients.

As we have seen in section 7.2.4 the twisting part Υ0 of the (n+ 1)-point coinvariant Υ
can be broken into two parts: the twisting Ψ0 for the n-point coinvariant and the holomorphic

33Note that this special value of the level corresponds to the self-dual limit of the Ω-background, k + N =
− ε1
ε2

= 1. On contrary, the geometric Langlands correspondence arises in the limit ε2 → 0 in our approach.
It has been revealed [72, 114] (see also [115]) that the N = 2 gauge theories subject to these two limits of
the Ω-background are related by a blowup [116, 117]. We also remark that this blowup operation should
correspond to the composition of junctions in the GL-twisted N = 4 theory and the topological sigma model
with boundaries, which was studied in [48].
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measure on PN−1, (y−2dy)
k(N−1)

2N
(∧N−1

a=1 dxa0

)− k
N = (y−2dy)

k(N−1)
2N

(∧N−1
a=1

dµa
µN

)− k
N . Now, we

take the critical level k = −N . Then we conjugate Ψ0 through the differential operators
evS(tk(z0))|M to the front, while performing the integral on µ variables along the (N − 1)-
dimensional cycle C. The integral precisely yields the Hecke operator acting on the n-point
coinvariant, leading to

0 =
[
∂Ny + t̂2(y)∂N−2

y + · · ·+ t̂N−1(y)∂y + t̂N (y)
] (
yN−1dy−

N−1
2
) ∮

C

N−1∧
a=1

dµa
µN

lim
k→−N

Υ(γ,µ; y)

=
[
∂Ny + t̂2(y)∂N−2

y + · · ·+ t̂N−1(y)∂y + t̂N (y)
]
HyΨ(γ),

(8.16)

where we have defined the operator-valued meromorphic functions t̂k := Ψ−1
0 (evS(tk)|M ) Ψ0

whose Laurent coefficients are the Gaudin Hamiltonians, given by twisted differential op-
erators on BunPGL(N)(P1;S), and the central elements represented on the assigned module
M sl(N). By construction, the Gaudin algebra ZS(sl(N)) represented on M sl(N) forms a maxi-
mal commutative subalgebra of End(M sl(N)). The central element represented on M sl(N) are
simple numbers determined by the weight parameters of (Mi)ni=1, and the Gaudin Hamilto-
nians represented on M sl(N) commute with each other as twisted differential operators.

At this point, we emphasize that the method that we developed so far is very explicit
and constructive for arbitrary N . It is only a matter of computation to find the exact forms
of the elements of the Gaudin algebra ZS(sl(N)) − the Gaudin Hamiltonians and the central
elements − represented onM sl(N). To be very concrete, we will explicitly compute some of the
Gaudin Hamiltonians and the central elements, for our example of |S| = n = 4 represented
on the module M sl(N) =

(
Vζ ⊗Hτ−ζ,σ ⊗Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃ ⊗ Ṽζ̃

)sl(N)
.

Quadratic Hamiltonian and Casimirs Let us start from the first non-trivial Gaudin
transfer matrix evS(t2(z0))|M = evS

(
1
2TrCNL[2](z0)

)∣∣∣
M

= evS
(

1
2TrCNL2(z0)

)∣∣∣
M
. Note that

we used TrCNL(z) = 0. It is straightforward to get

t̂2(y) = δ0
y2 + δq

(y − q)2 + δ1
(y − 1)2 + δ∞ − δ0 − δq − δ1

y(y − 1) + Ĥ2
y(y − q)(y − 1) . (8.17)
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Here, δi, i = 0, q, 1,∞ are the quadratic Casimirs represented on the respective modules,

δ0 = 1
2Ψ−1

0

N∑
a,b=1

T̄ ba |Vζ
T̄ ab |Vζ

Ψ0

δq = 1
2Ψ−1

0

N∑
a,b=1

T̄ ba |Hτ−ζ,σ
T̄ ab |Hτ−ζ,σ

Ψ0

δ1 = 1
2Ψ−1

0

N∑
a,b=1

T̄ ba |Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃
T̄ ab |Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃

Ψ0

δ∞ = 1
2Ψ−1

0

N∑
a,b=1

T̄ ba |Ṽζ̃
T̄ ab |Ṽζ̃

Ψ0,

(8.18)

which are central elements of U(sl(N))⊗4 represented on M sl(N). By definition, they are re-

lated to the conformal weights of the four primary vertex operators by ∆i =
∑N

a,b=1

(
T̄ ba

)
|i
(
T̄ab

)
|i

2(k+N) =
δi

k+N . By a straightforward computation, we confirm that all the differential operator parts
are cancelled as expected, leaving simple combinations of weight parameters,

δ0 = 1
2

N∑
a=1

(
N−1∑
i=a

ζi

)2

+ 1
2
∑
a>b

a−1∑
i=b

ζi −
1

2N

(
N∑
a=1

N−1∑
i=a

ζi

)2

δq = (N − 1)σ(σ +N)
2N

δ1 = (N − 1)σ̃(σ̃ +N)
2N

δ∞ = 1
2

N∑
a=1

(
N−1∑
i=a

ζ̃i

)2

+ 1
2
∑
a>b

a−1∑
i=b

ζ̃i −
1

2N

(
N∑
a=1

N−1∑
i=a

ζ̃i

)2

.

(8.19)

On the other hand, the last piece Ĥ2 in t̂2 (8.17) is not a simple number but a twisted
differential operator on BunPGL(N)(P1;S), a non-central element in the Gaudin algebra
ZS(sl(N)) represented on M sl(N). It is the quadratic Gaudin Hamiltonian computed as

Ĥ2 = Ψ−1
0

N∑
a,b=1

(
(q− 1)T̄ ba |Hτ−ζ,σ

T̄ ab |Vζ
+ qT̄ ba |Hτ−ζ,σ

T̄ ab |Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃

)
Ψ0. (8.20)

This is exactly the differential operator appearing in the 4-point KZ equation (6.18), whose
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explicit form was already obtained as (see (6.19))

Ĥ2 = (q− 1)

− N∑
b>a

γb
γa

(γa∂γa + βa)
(

(γa − γb)∂γb + γa
γb
βb + β̃b

)

+
N∑
a=1

(γa∂γa + βa)

 N∑
c=a+1

βc + β̃c +
∑
i≥a

αi

− 1
N

(
N∑
a=1

βa

)
N∑
b=1

 N∑
c=b+1

βc + β̃c +
∑
i≥b

αi

+

+ q

 N∑
a,b=1

γb
γa

(γa∂γa + βa)
(
−γb∂γb + β̃b

)
− 1
N

N∑
a=1

βa

N∑
b=1

β̃b

 .
(8.21)

By the fact that the quadratic Hamiltonian Ĥ2 is identical to the differential operator in the
KZ equation (6.18), we confirm that the critical level k = −N (i.e., ε2 → 0) limit of the KZ
equation yields the spectral equation for Ĥ2. We do not elaborate more on this here, since
we will achieve the spectral equations for all the Gaudin Hamiltonians shortly.

Cubic Hamiltonian and Casimirs We turn to the next-to-simplest Gaudin transfer ma-
trix, the cubic: evS(t3(z0))|M = evS

(
1
3TrCNL[3](z0)

)∣∣∣
M
. Note that there is no multi-trace

contribution since the Lax matrix is traceless, TrCNL(z0) = 0. By a direct computation which
is more involved than the previous one for the quadratic Gaudin transfer matrix, we get

t̂3(y) = λ0
y3 + λq

(y − q)3 + λ1
(y − 1)3 −

λ∞ + λ0 + λq + λ1
y(y − q)(y − 1)

+ Ĥ2
y(y − q)(y − 1)


(

2
N − 1

)
σ + 1

y − q
+

(
2
N − 1

)
σ̃ + 1

y − 1

+ Ĥ3
y2(y − q)(y − 1)

+ 1− q

y(y − q)(y − 1)2

(( 2
N
− 1

)
σ̃ + 1

)
(δ∞ − δ0 − δq − δ1) + ∂y t̂2(y).

(8.22)

Here, δi, i = 0, q, 1,∞ are the quadratic Casimirs which we have already explained above.
We observe that the cubic Casimirs, which are higher-order central elements, also enter into
the transfer matrix now. Namely, λi, i = 0, q, 1,∞ are the cubic Casimirs represented on the
respective modules, whose expressions are

λ0 = 1
3Ψ−1

0

N∑
a,b,c=1

T̄ ba |Vζ
T̄ cb |Vζ

T̄ ac |Vζ
Ψ0

λq = 1
3Ψ−1

0

N∑
a,b,c=1

T̄ ba |Hτ−ζ,σ
T̄ cb |Hτ−ζ,σ

T̄ ac |Hτ−ζ,σ
Ψ0

λ1 = 1
3Ψ−1

0

N∑
a,b,c=1

T̄ ba |Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃
T̄ cb |Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃

T̄ ac |Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃
Ψ0

λ∞ = 1
3Ψ−1

0

N∑
a,b,c=1

T̄ ba |Ṽζ̃
T̄ cb |Ṽζ̃

T̄ ac |Ṽζ̃
Ψ0.

(8.23)
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By a direct computation, all the differential operator parts are cancelled as expected, so that
the cubic Casimirs are written in the following simple combinations of weight parameters:

λ0 = −1
3

N∑
a=1

(
N−1∑
i=a

ζi

)3

+ 1
N

N∑
a=1

(
N−1∑
i=a

ζi

)2 N∑
b=1

N−1∑
j=b

ζj +
( 1

3N3 −
1
N2

)( N∑
a=1

N−1∑
i=a

ζi

)3

+
N∑
a=1

(2N − 3a+ 1)

N−1∑
i≥a

ζi

2

−
∑
b>a

N−1∑
i≥a

ζi

N−1∑
j≥b

ζj

+ 3
N

N−1∑
c=1

N−1∑
j≥c

ζj

b−1∑
i≥a

ζi


−
∑
b>a

(2N − 2b+ 1)
b−1∑
i=a

ζi

λq = (N − 1)σ(σ +N)((N − 2)σ −N)
3N2

λ1 = (N − 1)σ̃(σ̃ +N)((N − 2)σ̃ −N)
3N2

λ∞ = −1
3

N∑
a=1

(
N−1∑
i=a

ζ̃i

)3

+ 1
N

N∑
a=1

(
N−1∑
i=a

ζ̃i

)2 N∑
b=1

N−1∑
j=b

ζ̃j +
( 1

3N3 −
1
N2

)( N∑
a=1

N−1∑
i=a

ζ̃i

)3

+
N∑
a=1

(2N − 3a+ 1)

N−1∑
i≥a

ζ̃i

2

−
∑
b>a

N−1∑
i≥a

ζ̃i

N−1∑
j≥b

ζ̃j

+ 3
N

N−1∑
c=1

N−1∑
j≥c

ζ̃j

b−1∑
i≥a

ζ̃i


−
∑
b>a

(2N − 2b+ 1)
b−1∑
i=a

ζ̃i.

(8.24)

On the other hand, Ĥ2 and Ĥ3 are not simple numbers but twisted differential operators
on BunPGL(N)(P1;S), being non-central elements in the Gaudin algebra ZS(sl(N)) repre-
sented on M sl(N). Ĥ2 is precisely the quadratic Gaudin Hamiltonian (8.21) that we already
acquired above. The last piece Ĥ3 is the cubic Gaudin Hamiltonian given by

Ĥ3 = −Ψ−1
0

N∑
a,b,c=1

T̄ ba |Vζ
T̄ cb |Vζ

(
T̄ ac |Hτ−ζ,σ

+ qT̄ ac |Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃

)
Ψ0. (8.25)
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Its explicit form as a twisted differential operator can be obtained as

Ĥ3 =
N∑

a,b,c=1

(
−q
(
−γa∂γa + β̃a + 1− σ̃

N
δca

)
− γc∂γa −

γc
γa
βa + σ

N
δca

)
×

×
(
θb>a

[
(γa − γb)∂γb + β̃b + 1 + γa

γb
βb

]
+ δab

N−1∑
i=a

ζi −
1
N
δab

N∑
d=1

N−1∑
i=d

ζi

)
×

×
(
θc>b

[
(γb − γc)∂γc + β̃c + γb

γc
βc

]
+ δbc

N−1∑
i=c

ζi −
1
N
δbc

N∑
d=1

N−1∑
i=d

ζi

)

−
N∑

a,b=1

(
(1− q)γa∂γa + qβ̃a + βa −

1
N

(qσ̃ + σ)
) b∑

i=a+1
γi(1− γi)∂γi + ζi−1


−

N∑
a=1

(
(1− q)γa∂γa + qβ̃a + βa −

1
N

(qσ̃ + σ)
)(N−1∑

i=a
ζi

)
−
∑
b>a

(N − b+ 1)
(
q(γ2

a∂γa)(1− γb)∂γb − (γb∂γa)γa(1− γb)∂γb
)
.

(8.26)

8.3 Spectral equations from factorization of parallel surface defects

Finally, we show that the Hecke eigensheaf provides a common eigenfunction of the Gaudin
Hamiltonians using our N = 2 gauge theory construction. In section 7.2.4, we showed that
the vacuum expectation value Ψ(a;γ) of the regular monodromy surface defect in the limit
ε2 → 0 gives basis coinvariants which diagonalize the action of the Hecke operator. Let us
remind that the eigensheaf property could be understood as the factorization of the correlation
function of the regular monodromy surface defect and the canonical surface defect in the limit
ε2 → 0.

Now, let us apply the universal oper equation (8.16) to the basis Ψ(a;γ) so that we have
HyΨ(a;γ) = χ(a; y)Ψ(a;γ) by the eigensheaf property. Recall that in the limit ε2 → 0, the
vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect is a simple product of
the normalized vacuum expectation value and the asymptotics of the N = 2 theory partition
function, Ψ(a;γ) = exp

(
W̃(a)
ε2

)
ψ(a;γ), where W̃(a) is the effective twisted superpotential

that does not depend on the defect parameters γ. Then, the universal oper equation becomes

0 =
[
∂Ny + t̂2(y)∂N−2

y + · · ·+ t̂N−1(y)∂y + t̂N (y)
]
χα(a; y)ψ(a;γ), (8.27)

since the effective twisted superpotential part completely factors out from the equation. Here,
let us recall that χα(a) is the normalized vacuum expectation value of the canonical surface
defect, which is a solution to the oper ρa ∈ OpSL(N)(P1;S) (5.11) by our construction in
section 5.2. We remind that this oper equation reads

0 =
[
∂Ny + t2(a; y)∂N−2

y + · · ·+ tN−1(a; y)∂y + tN (a; y)
]
χα(a; y). (8.28)

In both equations above, α = 1, 2, · · · , N enumerates the choice of the vacuum at infinity for
the two-dimensional N = (2, 2) theory of the canonical surface defect.
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The two equations look almost identical, but in fact they are not because the mero-
morphic functions appearing as the coefficients of the differentials ∂N−ky , k = 2, 3, · · · , N ,
are not exactly the same. The meromorphic functions (t̂k(y))Nk=2 in the first equation (8.27)
are operator-valued in the sense that their coefficients are twisted differential operators on
BunPGL(N)(P1;S). On contrary, the meromorphic functions (tk(a; y))Nk=2 in the second equa-
tion (8.28), although they are in exact same form with (t̂k(y))Nk=2 as Laurent polynomials,
have their coefficients given by the combinations of the normalized vacuum expectation values
of the local chiral observables in the limit ε2 → 0, limε2→0

〈
Trφk

〉
a
, which are simple num-

bers. We denote these N − 1 independent combinations appearing as the Laurent coefficients
of tk(a; y) by Ek(a), k = 2, 3, · · · , N .

Now, we can multiply ψ(a;γ) to the second equation and take the difference of the two
equations to get

0 =


0
(
t̂2(y)− t2(a; y)

)
ψ(a)

(
t̂3(y)− t3(a; y)

)
ψ(a) · · ·

(
t̂N (y)− tN (a; y)

)
ψ(a)

0 0 0 · · · 0
...

...
... · · ·

...
0 0 0 · · · 0

×

×


∂N−1
y χ1(a) ∂N−1

y χ2(a) · · · ∂N−1
y χN (a)

...
... · · ·

...
∂yχ1(a) ∂yχ2(a) · · · ∂yχN (a)
χ1(a) χ2(a) · · · χN (a)

 ,
(8.29)

where we organized all the (N − 1)-jets of the N independent oper solutions into a single
N × N matrix. Due to the mutual independence, this N × N matrix is of full rank (N) at
generic y ∈ P1 \ {0, q, 1,∞}. Thus, we can invert it to arrive at

0 =
(
t̂k(y)− tk(a; y)

)
ψ(a,γ), k = 2, 3, · · · , N. (8.30)

Since y is generic, all the Laurent coefficients of these equations have to vanish individually.
The central elements represented on M sl(N) are completely determined by the monodromies
of the oper ρa at the marked points S = {0, q, 1,∞}. By construction, these monodromies
are fixed by the 2N hypermultiplet mass parameters (m±α )Nα=1 as (5.12), so that the relevant
terms in the Laurent expansion identically vanish. The rest of the Laurent coefficients give

0 =
(
Ĥk − Ek(a)

)
ψ(a;γ), k = 2, 3, · · · , N, (8.31)

where Ĥk is the k-th order Gaudin Hamiltonian that we obtained in section 8.2. Thus, we
prove that the sections ψ(a;γ) of the Hecke eigensheaf, obtained as the normalized vacuum
expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect, are common eigenfunctions of
the Gaudin Hamiltonians Ĥk. The eigenvalues Ek(a) are the normalized vacuum expectation
values of the local chiral observables, which parametrize the space of opers OpSL(N)(P1;S)
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by our construction of the oper ρa and its solutions χα(a) (8.28) from the canonical surface
defect. This completes our derivation of the equivalence (2.15) between the Hecke eigensheaf
∆ρa corresponding to the oper ρa and the quotient DL/ker ρ̃a ·DL by the ideal generated by
the oper ρa.

9 Discussion

We have explained the half-BPS surface defects − the regular monodromy surface defect
and the canonical surface defect − in the four-dimensional N = 2 gauge theory give rise to
the objects appearing in the study of the geometric Langlands correspondence, in agreement
with the string duality to the GL-twisted N = 4 theory and the reduction to the topological
sigma model with corresponding boundaries and line defects. The vacuum expectation value
of the regular monodromy surface defect gives a basis of the twisted coinvariants, which
diagonalizes the action of the Hecke operator realized by the further insertion of the canonical
surface defect on top of the regular monodromy surface defect. The eigenvalue is shown to
be the local system associated to the oper built by the canonical surface defect. Using this
construction, we also showed that the basis coinvariants simultaneously solve the spectral
equations for the quantum Hitchin Hamiltonians, establishing the statement of [1, 2] in the
N = 2 gauge theory context.

Several future directions deserve more developments. First of all, the mapping of the BPS
objects in the N = 2 theory side and the N = 4 theory side should be extended to more general
types. Most apparently, non-regular monodromy surface defects in the N = 2 theory and non-
regular (deformed) Nahm-pole boundary of the N = 4 theory [49, 65] are supposed to be dual
to each other. The ’t Hooft lines in the N = 4 theory labelled by more general dominant
integral coweights should correspond to the surface defects in the N = 2 theory engineered
by coupling to more general (non-abelian) N = (2, 2) gauged linear sigma models living on
the worldvolume of multiple coincident M2-branes. Moreover, the composition operation of
junctions in the N = 4 theory, studied in [48], is expected to be dual to the blowup operation
[116, 117] with surface defect insertions in the N = 2 theory [72, 114].

The string duality between the IIB gauge origami and the twisted M-theory that we
outlined in 3 should be analyzed in more detail. In the gauge origami setup, we had three
independent Ω-background parameters, ∑4

i=1 εi = 0, and one of them was turned off ε3 = 0
to perform a T-duality in the simplest fashion, leaving only two independent Ω-background
parameters. It would be desirable to study the ε3 6= 0 deformation of the twisted M-theory
by properly T-dualizing the IIB background and uplifting to the M-theory. Its implication
on the non-commutative five-dimensional Chern-Simons theory [60] would be interesting to
clarify.

Finally, it would be important to provide a N = 2 gauge theoretical approach to the
analytic Langlands correspondence recently developed in [56, 107, 118], where the Hitchin
Hamiltonians and the Hecke operators are realized as operators acting on a Hilbert space of
states (see also [119] for a real form of geometric Langlands correspondence obtained from
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single-valuedness condition). In the GL-twisted N = 4 theory context, the analytic Langlands
correspondence was formulated in [37]. It was crucial there to realize the product of two copies
of the Hitchin moduli spaces with opposite complex structures, by the folded construction
which yields a semi-infinite strip worldsheet where two junctions are glued by a common
boundary. It would be nice to establish the corresponding N = 2 theory framework with
two fixed points of spacetime isometry corresponding to the two junctions, for which the
constructions of this work would provide building blocks.

A 4-point twisted coinvariants and regular monodromy surface defect

We provide the computational detail of the matching between the KZ equation for the 4-
point twisted coinvariants and the constraints on the vacuum expectation value of the regular
monodromy surface defect.

A.1 KZ equation for 4-point twisted coinvariants

The 4-point genus-0 KZ equation written as

0 =
[
−(k +N) ∂

∂q
+ Ĥ0

q
+ Ĥ1

q− 1

]
Ψ(γ; q), (A.1)

where Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 are twisted differential operators

Ĥ0 = Ψ−1
0

 N∑
a,b=1

T̄ ba |Hτ−ζ,σ
T̄ ab |Vζ

Ψ0 + (N − 1)σ(σ +N)
N

= Ψ−1
0

 N∑
a,b=1

(
−Xb

2
∂

∂Xa
2

)
Jab + 1

N

N∑
a=1

Xa
2

∂

∂Xa
2

N∑
b=1

Jbb

Ψ0 + (N − 1)σ(σ +N)
N

,

Ĥ1 = Ψ−1
0

 N∑
a,b=1

T̄ ba |Hτ−ζ,σ
T̄ ab |Hζ̃−τ ,σ̃

Ψ0

= Ψ−1
0

 N∑
a,b=1

(
−Xb

2
∂

∂Xa
2

)(
−Xa

3
∂

∂Xb
3

)
− 1
N

N∑
a=1

Xa
2

∂

∂Xa
2

N∑
b=1

Xb
3
∂

∂Xb
3

Ψ0,

(A.2)

where the twisting factor Ψ0 is given by (6.13),

Ψ0 =
(
z2

21z43
z41z31

)−∆2
∏N
b=1

(
π̃b (X2 ∧ πb−1)

)βb (
π̃b (X3 ∧ πb−1)

)β̃b∏N−1
i=1

(
π̃i(πi)

)αi
z∆1+∆4−∆3

14 z∆1+∆3−∆4
13 z∆3+∆4−∆1

43

4∏
i=1

dz∆i
i .

(A.3)
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The followings are useful identities:

Jbaπi = −ea ∧ ẽbπi
π̃c(Xp ∧ Jbaπc−1) = θc>b(δcaXb

p − δbaXc
p)

π̃d(Xp ∧ JcbJbaπd−1) = θd>c(δcb + θb≥d)
(
δcaX

d
p − δdaXc

p

)
π̃e(Xp ∧ Jdc JcbJbaπe−1) = −θe>d(δdc + θc≥e)(δdb + θb≥e)(δdaXe

p − δeaXd
p )

π̃i(Jbaπi) = −δbaθi≥b
π̃i(JcbJbaπi) = θi≥cδ

c
a (δcb + θb>i)

π̃i(Jdc JcbJbaπi) = −θi≥dδda(δdb + θb>i)(δdc + θc>i)

JbaΨ(γ; q) = θa>b

(
Xb

2
Xa

3
− Xa

2X
b
3

(Xa
3 )2

)
∂γaΨ(γ; q)

(A.4)

and

∂

∂Xa
q

(π̃c(Xp ∧ πc−1))) = δp,qδ
c
a,

∂

∂Xa
2

Ψ(γ; q) = 1
Xa

3
∂γaΨ(γ; q), ∂

∂Xa
3

Ψ(γ; q) = − Xa
2

(Xa
3 )2∂γaΨ(γ; q).

(A.5)

Using these identities, we obtain the differential operators Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 by a straightforward
computation as

Ĥ0 =−
∑
b>a

γb
γa

(γa∂γa + βa)
(

(γa − γb)∂γb + γa
γb
βb + β̃b

)
+

N∑
a=1

(γa∂γa + βa)

 N∑
c=a+1

βc + β̃c +
∑
i≥a

αi


− 1
N

(
N∑
a=1

βa

)
N∑
b=1

 N∑
c=b+1

βc + β̃c +
∑
i≥b

αi

+ (N − 1)σ(σ +N)
N

, (A.6)

and

Ĥ1 =
N∑

a,b=1

γb
γa

(γa∂γa + βa)
(
−γb∂γb + β̃b

)
− 1
N

N∑
a=1

βa

N∑
b=1

β̃b. (A.7)

A.2 Constraints on vacuum expectation value of monodromy surface defect

To derive the constraints on the vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface
defect, we consider the qq-character in presence of Γ34 × Γ24. It leads to the following gauge
origami setup,

N̂12 =
N−1∑
ω′=0

(
eaω′R0 + em

+
ω′+ε1+ε3R1 + em

−
ω′−ε1−ε3R2

)
⊗ q̂ω′2 Rω′

N̂34 = exq̂ω2R0 ⊗Rω (A.8a)
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for each choice of ω ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N − 1}. The fractional qq-character raised from such a setup
is

Xω(x) = Yω+1(x+ ε1 + ε2δω,N−1) + qω
P+
ω+1(x)P−ω (x+ ε1)

Yω(x) (A.9)

with P+
N (x) = P+

0 (x+ ε2). The 1-loop part and and the non-perturbative part of the vacuum
expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defects can be obtained as

E
[
− P̂3Ŝ12Ŝ

∗
12

P ∗1 P̂
∗
2

]Z3×ZN

= E
[
−SS∗ +M+S∗ + S(M−)∗

P ∗12

]
× E

[ ∑
ω1<ω2

Sω1S
∗
ω2

P ∗1
−

∑
ω1<ω2

M+
ω1S

∗
ω2 + Sω1(M−ω2)∗

P ∗1

]
,

(A.10)

built from the equivariant Chern characters

Ŝ12 =
N−1∑
ω=0

Sω q̂
ω
2R0 ⊗Rω + q13M

+
ω q̂

ω
2R1 ⊗Rω + q∗13M

−
ω q̂

ω
2R2 ⊗Rω,

S =
N−1∑
ω=0

Sω = N12 − P12K12,N−1, M
± =

N−1∑
ω=0

M±ω

(A.11)

satisfies [
ε2
ε1

(q− 1)q ∂
∂q

+ Ĥ
]

Ψ1-loop + non-pert = 0, (A.12)

where Ĥ is the differential operator given by

Ĥ =
N−1∑
ω=0

q− 1
2

(
(∇uω)2 − 2aω

ε1
∇uω
)
− qωwω

∇uω +
m+
ω+1 − aω − ε2δω,N−1

ε1

(∇uω + m−ω − aω
ε1

− 1
)
,

(A.13)

where we used the notation ∇uω ≡ uω∂uω for convenience and defined

wω = 1 + qω+1 + qω+1qω+2 + · · ·+ qω+1 · · · qω+N−1 = uω+1 + uω+2 + · · ·+ uω+N
uω+1

. (A.14)

We write the full vacuum expectation value by adding the classical part as

Ψ(a; u; q) = q
−
∑N−1

ω=0 a2
ω

2ε1ε2
+ ε1
ε2

σ
N

(
−m
−
ε1
−N(N−1)

2 −(N−1)σ
)

(1− q)
ε1
ε2

1
N

(
m−−a
ε1
−N
)(

a−m+
ε1
−N
)

×
N−1∏
ω=0

u
m−ω−aω−ε1

ε1
ω

N−1∏
ω=0

γ−βωω Ψ1-loop + non-pert,

(A.15)
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where βω is to be determined with the constraint σ = ∑N−1
ω=0 βω = m−−a

ε1
−N . Here, we are

making a change of variables by

γω = uω + uω+1 + · · ·+ uω+N−1
q− 1 , (A.16)

so that uω = γω+1− γω and ∂γω = ∂uω−1 − ∂uω . The change of variables modifies q-derivative
by

∂q → ∂q −
γ0

q− 1(∂γ0 + · · ·+ ∂γN−1). (A.17)

Also, the differential operator Ĥ now takes the form of

Ĥ =(q− 1)
∑
ω,ω′

γω′(γω′ − γω)∂γω∂γω′θω′>ω +
(
M−

ω′ −M+
ω′−1 − 2

)
γω′∂γωθω′>ω

+ δω,ω′
(
M−

ω − 1
)
γω∂γω + q

∑
ω,ω′

γω′∂γω

(
−γω′∂γω′ + M−

ω′ −M+
ω′−1 − 2

)
.

(A.18)

Here we denote ε1M+
ω = m+

ω+1, ε1M−
ω = m−ω for ω = 0, . . . , N − 1. Taking account for the

contribution of the classical part and the change of variables, the equation satisfied by the
full vacuum expectation value Ψ(a;γ; q) becomes[

ε2
ε1

∂

∂q
+ Ĥ0

q
+ Ĥ1

q− 1

]
Ψ(a;γ; q) = 0, (A.19)

where the differential operators Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 are computed to be

Ĥ0 =
N−1∑
ω,ω′=0

γω′

γω
(γω∂γω + βω)

(
(γω′ − γω)∂γω′ + βω′ −M−

ω′ + M+
ω′−1 + 2− γω

γω′
βω′

)
θω′>ω

+
∑
ω

(
−M−

ω + ω
)

(γω∂γω + βω)− σ

N

(
−m

−

ε1
− N(N − 1)

2 − (N − 1)σ
)

(A.20a)

Ĥ1 =
N−1∑
ω,ω′=0

γω′

γω
(γω∂γω + βω)

(
−γω′∂γω′ − βω′ + M−

ω′ −M+
ω′−1 − 2− ε2

ε1
δω′,0

)

− 1
N

(
m− − a
ε1

−N
)(

a−m+

ε1
−N

)
(A.20b)

We find the equation (A.19) is identical to the reduced 4-point KZ equation (A.1), provided
the mapping of parameters given by

k +N = −ε2
ε1
, (A.21a)

β2,ω = βω, ω = 0, . . . , N − 1 (A.21b)

β3,ω = M−
ω −M+

ω−1 − 2− ε2
ε1
δω,0 − βω, ω = 0, . . . , N − 1 (A.21c)

αi = M+
i −M−

i + 1, i = 0, . . . , N − 2 (A.21d)
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Note that the equation (A.19) itself does not depend on the Coulomb moduli a. Thus,
the vacuum expectation value of the regular monodromy surface defect provides a basis of
solutions to the 4-point KZ equation enumerated by the Coulomb moduli a.

Let us explicitly write out the mapping between the weight parameters and the gauge
theory parameters. We may choose

βω = m−ω − aω − ε1
ε1

, ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1. (A.22)

Then we achieve the relation between the weight parameters and the gauge theory parameters
as

ζi = β2,i+1 + β3,i+1 + αi =
m−i+1 −m

−
i

ε1
− 1, i = 0, . . . , N − 2 (A.23a)

ζ̃i = β2,i + β3,i + αi =
m+
i+1 −m

+
i

ε1
− 1, i = 0, . . . , N − 2 (A.23b)

τi = ζi − β2,i+1 + β2,i = ai+1 − ai
ε1

− 1, i = 0, . . . , N − 2 (A.23c)

σ =
N−1∑
ω=0

β2,ω = m− − a
ε1

−N, (A.23d)

σ̃ =
N−1∑
ω=0

β3,ω = a−m+

ε1
−N. (A.23e)

B 5-point twisted coinvariants and parallel surface defects

We provide the detail of the matching between the constraints on the 5-point twisted coin-
variants with the insertion of the bi-infinite generalization of twisted vacuum module and the
constraints on the correlation function of the parallel surface defects.

B.1 Constraints on 5-point twisted coinvariants

The constraints on the 5-point twisted coinvariants (7.42) are written as

0 =
[
∂

∂y
+ Â0

y
+ Âq

y − q
+ Â1
y − 1

]
µ1Υ(γ,µ; q, y)
µ2Υ(γ,µ; q, y)

...
µNΥ(γ,µ; q, y)


0 =

[
−(k +N) ∂

∂q
+ Ĥ0

q
+ Ĥy

q− y
+ Ĥ1

q− 1

]
Υ(γ,µ; q, y),

(B.1)

where
(
Âi
)
ba

=
(
Υ(b)

0

)−1
T̄ ba |MiΥ

(a)
0 , i = 0, q, 1, and Ĥi = (Υ0)−1∑N

a,b=1 T̄
b
a |Mq T̄

a
b |MiΥ0,

i = 0, y, 1. Here, we are using the twisting factor given by (7.39)

Υ0 =
∏
p=0,2

(
z2
p1z43

z41z31

)−∆p ∏N
a=1

∏
p=0,2,3 (π̃a (Xp ∧ πa−1))βp,a∏N−1

i=1
(
π̃i(πi)

)αi
z∆1+∆4−∆3

14 z∆1+∆3−∆4
13 z∆3+∆4−∆1

43

4∏
i=0

dz∆i
i , (B.2)
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and also defined Υ(a)
0 := π̃a(X3∧πa−1)

π̃N (X0∧πN−1)
∏N−1
i=a

(
π̃i(πi)

) 2(N−1)
N−a+1 Υ0, a = 1, 2, · · · , N , so that

(
Âi
)
ba

=(
Υ(b)

0

)−1
T̄ ba |MiΥ

(a)
0 .

In addition to the identities (A.4) and (A.5), the following identities are also straightfor-
ward for the 5-point case:

JbaΥ(γ,µ) = θa>b

[(
Xb

2
Xa

3
− Xa

2X
b
3

(Xa
3 )2

)
∂γa +

(
Xb

0
Xa

3
− Xa

0X
b
3

(Xa
3 )2

)
∂µa

]
Υ(γ,µ) (B.3)

and

∂

∂Xa
0

Υ(γ,µ) = 1
Xa

3
∂µaΥ(γ,µ)

∂

∂Xa
2

Υ(γ,µ) = 1
Xa

3
∂γaΥ(γ,µ), ∂

∂Xa
3

Υ(γ,µ) = −
(

Xa
2

(Xa
3 )2∂γa + Xa

0
(Xa

3 )2∂µa

)
Υ(γ,µ).

(B.4)

Using the identities (A.4), (A.5), (B.3), and (B.4), we obtain

(
Â0
)
ba

=
(
Υ(b)

0

)−1
(
Jba −

1
N
δba

N∑
c=1

Jcc

)
Υ(a)

0 −
k(N − 1)

N
δba

= θb>a

(
β2,b

γa
γb

+ β3,b + 1 + (γa − γb)∂γb − µb∂µb
)

+ δba

−k − N∑
c=a+1

∑
p=2,3

βp,c −
N−1∑
i=a

αi +
N∑

c=a+1
µc∂µc


+ 1
N
δba

N +
N∑
c=1

 ∑
p=0,2,3

N∑
d=c+1

βp,d +
N−1∑
i=c

αi



(B.5)

Similarly, we compute

(
Âq

)
ba

=
(
Υ(b)

0

)−1
(
−Xb

2
∂

∂Xa
2

+ 1
N
δba

N∑
c=1

Xc
2
∂

∂Xc
2

)
Υ(a)

0

= −γb∂γa − β2,a
γb
γa

+ 1
N
δba

N∑
c=1

β2,c

(B.6)

and

(
Â1
)
ba

=
(
Υ(b)

0

)−1
(
−Xb

3
∂

∂Xa
3

+ 1
N
δba

N∑
c=1

Xc
3
∂

∂Xc
3

)
Υ(a)

0

= γa∂γa + µa∂µa − 1− β3,a + 1
N
δba

N∑
c=1

β3,c.

(B.7)
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Next, let us turn to the q-derivative KZ equation. By a similar computation, we get

Ĥ0 = (Υ0)−1
N∑

a,b=1

[(
−Xb

2
∂

∂Xa
2

)
Jab −

1
N

(
−Xa

2
∂

∂Xa
2

)
Jbb

]
Υ0 + (N − 1)σ(σ +N)

N

= −
∑
a>b

(
γa∂γb + β2,b

γa
γb

)(
β0,a

µb
µa

+ β2,a
γb
γa

+ β3,a + (γb − γa)∂γa + (µb − µa)∂µa
)

+ (N − 1)σ(σ +N)
N

+
N∑
a=1

(γa∂γa + β2,a)

 N∑
c=a+1

∑
p=0,2,3

βp,c +
N−1∑
i=a

αi

− 1
N

(
N∑
a=1

β2,a

) N∑
b=1

 ∑
p=2,3

N∑
c=b+1

βp,c +
N−1∑
i=b

αi


(B.8)

Ĥ1 = (Υ0)−1
N∑

a,b=1

[(
−Xb

2
∂

∂Xa
2

)(
−Xa

3
∂

∂Xb
3

)
− 1
N

(
−Xa

2
∂

∂Xa
2

)(
−Xb

3
∂

∂Xb
3

)]
Υ0

=
N∑

a,b=1

γb
γa

(γa∂γa + β2,a) (−γb∂γb − µb∂µb + β3,b)−
1
N

N∑
a=1

β2,a

N∑
b=1

β3,b

(B.9)

Ĥy = (Υ0)−1
N∑

a,b=1

[(
−Xb

2
∂

∂Xa
2

)(
−Xa

0
∂

∂Xb
0

)
− 1
N

(
−Xa

2
∂

∂Xa
2

)(
−Xb

0
∂

∂Xb
0

)]
Υ0

=
N∑

a,b=1

(
γb∂γa + β2,a

γb
γa

)(
µa∂µb + β0,b

µa
µb

)
− k

N

N∑
a=1

β2,a.

(B.10)

B.2 Constraints on correlation function of parallel surface defects

B.2.1 y-derivative

We start from the fractional quantum TQ equation (5.23),〈〈
Tω(x)Q(x)

〉〉
= P+

ω+2(xω+1 + ε1)
〈〈
Q(x + ε1eω+1)

〉〉
+ qωP

−
ω (xω + ε1)

〈〈
Q(x− ε1eω)

〉〉
(B.11)

The left hand side is a degree 1 polynomial taking the form

Tω(x) = xω+1 − aω+1 + ε1 + ε1∇uω+1 + qω(xω −m+
ω+1 −m

−
ω + aω + ε1 − ε1∇uω). (B.12)

with m+
N = m+

0 − ε2.
Define the Fourier transform of Q(x) by

Υ̂(y,µ) = q
−
∑N−1

ω=0 a2
ω

2ε1ε2

N−1∏
ω=0

u
m−ω−aω−ε1

ε1
ω

∑
x∈L

N−1∏
ω=0

y
−xω
ε1

ω 〈〈Q(x)〉〉, (B.13)

Further, we define µω variables by

yω = µω+1
µω

, µω+N = yµω, ∇µω = ∇yω−1 −∇
y
ω. (B.14)
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so that
N−1∏
ω=0

y
−xω
ε1

ω = y
−
xN−1
ε1

N−1∏
ω=0

µ

xω−xω−1
ε1

ω (B.15)

Due to the transformation, the fractional TQ equations are converted into differential equa-
tions satisfied by Υ̂:[

−ε1∇yω+1 −m
−
ω+1 + 2ε1 + ε1∇uω+1 + qω

(
−ε1∇yω −m+

ω+1 − ε1∇uω
)]

Υ̂(y)

= yω+1

[
−ε1∇yω+1 −m

+
ω+2

]
Υ̂(y) + qω

[
−ε1∇yω −m−ω + ε1

] 1
yω

Υ̂(y).
(B.16)

The change of variables leads to

∇yω = ∇y +∇µω+1 + · · ·+∇µN−1 = ∇y + ∇̂yω. (B.17)

As a result, the above equation becomes[
−(1 + qω−1)∇y − ∇̂yω +∇uω −

m−ω
ε2

+ 2 + qω−1

(
−∇̂y

ω−1 −∇
u
ω−1 −

m+
ω

ε1
+ 1

)]
µωΥ̂

= yδω,N−1

[
−∇y − ∇̂yω −

m+
ω+1
ε1

+ 1
]
µω+1Υ̂ + qω−1y

−δω,0

[
−∇y − ∇̂y

ω−1 −
m−ω−1
ε1

+ 2
]
µω−1Υ̂,

(B.18a)

for each ω = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1. Let us define a N × 1 vector

Υ = y−2


µ0Υ̂
µ1Υ̂
...

µN−1Υ̂

 . (B.19)

Then, the N differential equations are organized into a single N × 1 matrix equation as[(
U + U−1q− I−U−1qU

)
(∇y)

+ (M+ + I)U− (M− −E) + U−1q(M− −E)−U−1q(M+ + I)U + ∇z −U−1q∇zU

+∇̂yU + U−1q∇̂yU− ∇̂y −U−1q∇̂yU
]
Υ = 0.

(B.20)

Let us explain the matrix notations appearing above. U is given by

U =



0 1 0 · · · 0 0
0 0 1 · · · 0 0
... . . . ...

0 0 0 · · · 0 1
y 0 0 · · · 0 0


, U−1 =



0 0 0 · · · 0 1
y

1 0 0 · · · 0 0
0 1 0 · · · 0 0
... . . . ...

0 0 0 · · · 1 0


. (B.21)
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We defined several diagonal matrices by

ε1M+ = diag(m+
1 , . . . ,m

+
N )

ε1M− = diag(m−0 , . . . ,m−N−1)
E = diag(1, 0, . . . , 0)
q = diag(q0, . . . , qN−1)
∇u = diag(∇u0 , . . . ,∇uN−1)
∇̂y = diag(∇̂y0, . . . , ∇̂

y
N−1).

(B.22)

We invert the matrix in front of ∂y by

y−1(I + UqU−1 − qU−1 −U)−1

= y−1
[
(I−U)(I− qU−1)

]−1

= y−1(I− qU−1)−1(I−U)−1

= 1
(y − q)(1− y)

N−1∑
j=0

(
qU−1

)j N−1∑
j′=0

Uj′

(B.23)

with

(U− I)−1
ω,ω′ = 1

1−U−N

 N∑
j=1

U−j

ω,ω′

= 1
1− 1

y

(1
y

)θω≤ω′
(B.24a)

(I− qU−1)−1
ω,ω′ = 1

1− (qU−1)N

N−1∑
j=0

(qU−1)j
 = 1

1− q
y

uω+1
uω′+1

(
q

y

)θω<ω′
. (B.24b)

Consequently, Υ satisfies [
∂y + A0

y
+ A1
y − 1 + Aq

y − q

]
Υ = 0, (B.25)

where

(A0)ω,ω′ =
[
(γω − γω′)∂γω′ − µω′∂µω′ + M−

ω′ −M+
ω′−1 − 1

]
θω′>ω (B.26a)

+ δω,ω′(M−
ω + ∇̂yω)

(A1)ω,ω′ =γω′∂γω′ + µω′∂µω′ + M+
ω′−1 −M−

ω′ + 1 (B.26b)

(Aq)ω,ω′ =− γω∂γω′ (B.26c)

Finally, we consider the full correlation function of the parallel surface defects by multiplying
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the rest of the classical part as

Υ(a;γ,µ; q, y) = q
ε1
ε2

σ2
N

(
−m
−
ε1
−N(N−1)

2 −(N−1)σ2

)
(1− q)

ε1
ε2

1
N

m−−a−Nε1
ε1

a−m+−ε2−Nε1
ε1 ×

× y
m−
Nε1
−N+3

2 (y − 1)
m+−a−ε2

Nε1
+1(y − q)−

m−−a
Nε1

+1×

×
N−1∏
ω=0

µ−ηωω γ−βωω Υ̂

= q
−
∑N−1

ω=0 a2
ω

2ε1ε2
+ ε1
ε2

σ2
N

(
−m
−
ε1
−N(N−1)

2 −(N−1)σ2

)
(1− q)

ε1
ε2

1
N

m−−a−Nε1
ε1

a−m+−ε2−Nε1
ε1 ×

× y
m−
Nε1
−N+3

2 (y − 1)
m+−a−ε2

Nε1
+1(y − q)−

m−−a
Nε1

+1×

×
N−1∏
ω=0

µ−ηωω γ−βωω

N−1∏
ω=0

u
m−ω−aω−ε1

ε1
ω

∑
x∈L

N∏
ω=1

y
−xω
ε1

ω 〈〈Q(x)〉〉,

(B.27)
with the constraints

N−1∑
ω=0

ηω = 0,
N−1∑
ω=0

βω = σ2 = m− − a
ε1

−N. (B.28)

Then, the differential equation satisfied by the full correlation function is

0 =
[
∂

∂y
+ Â0

y
+ Âq

y − q
+ Â1
y − 1

]
µ0Υ
µ1Υ
...

µN−1Υ

 , (B.29)

where(
Â0
)
ω,ω′

=
[
(γω − γω′)∂γω′ − µω′∂µω′ + M−

ω′ −M+
ω′−1 − 1− ηω′ − βω′

(
1− γω

γω′

)]
θω′>ω

(B.30a)

+ δω,ω′(M−
ω + ∇̂yω + ηω+1 + · · ·+ ηN−1)− δω,ω′

(
m−

Nε1
− N − 1

2

)
(
Â1
)
ω,ω′

= γω′∂γω′ + µω′∂µω′ + M+
ω′−1 −M−

ω′ + 1 + βω′ + ηω′ +
δω,ω′

N

a−m+ −Nε1 + ε2
ε1

(B.30b)(
Âq

)
ω,ω′

=− γω
γω′

(
γω′∂γω′ + βω′

)
+ δω,ω′

N

m− − a−Nε1
ε1

. (B.30c)

B.2.2 q-derivative

We will consider linear combination of (5.20)
N−1∑
ω=0

AωwωTω(x = x′
ω+1 − ε2δω,N−1) + (1−Aω)wωTω(x = x′ω) (B.31)
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with the coefficient

wω = 1 + qω+1 + qω+1qω+2 + · · ·+ qω+1 · · · qω+N−1 = uω+1 + uω+2 + · · ·+ uω+N
uω+1

(B.32)

and N independent parameters Aω to be chosen later. Taking the Fourier transform (B.13)
of Q(x) gives[

ε2
ε1

(q− 1)q∂q + Ĥ
]

Υ̂(y,µ)

−
[
N−1∑
ω=0

Aωuω

(
∇µω+1 −

ε2
ε1
δω,N−1

)(
−∇y − ∇̂yω+1 −M−

ω+1 +∇zω+1

)
+(1−Aω)qωuω

(
−∇µω+1 + ε2

ε1
δω,N−1

)(
−∇y − ∇̂yω −M+

ω − 2−∇zω
)]

Υ

=−
[
N−1∑
ω=0

Aωuω

(
∇µω+1 −

ε2
ε1
δω,N−1

)(
−∇y − ∇̂yω+1 −M+

ω+1 − 1
)
yω+1

+(1−Aω)qωuω
(
−∇µω+1 + ε2

ε1
δω,N−1

)(
−∇y − ∇̂yω − 1−M−

ω

) 1
yω

]
Υ.

(B.33)

The differential operator Ĥ is exactly the one already obtained in (A.18). The coefficient of
−∇y is

N−1∑
ω=0

Aωuω

(
∇µω+1 −

ε2
ε1
δω,N−1

)
(1− yω+1)− (1−Aω)qωuω

(
∇µω+1 −

ε2
ε1
δω,N−1

)(
1− 1

yω

)

=
N−3∑
ω=0

Aωuω∇µω+1
µω+1 − µω+2

µω+1
− (1−Aω)qωuω∇µω+1

µω+1 − µω
µω+1

+AN−2uN−2∇µN−1
µN−1 − yµ0

µN−1
− (1−AN−2)qN−2uN−2∇µN−1

µN−1 − µN−2
µN−1

+AN−1uN−1

(
∇µ0 −

ε2
ε1

)
µ0 − µ1
µ0

− (1−AN−1)qN−1uN−1

(
∇µ0 −

ε2
ε1

)
µ0 − y−1µN−1

µ0
(B.34)

We will choose A0 = · · · = AN−2 = 1, Using the y-derivative constraint that we already
derived, we get

∇y(µω − µω+1)Υ

=
N−1∑
ω′=0

{[
(A0)ω+1,ω′ − (A0)ω,ω′

]
+ y

y − q

[
(Aq)ω+1,ω′ − (Aq)ω,ω′

]}
µω′Υ

=
[
−M−

ωµω + (M+
ω + 1)µω+1 + ∇̂yω(µω+1 − µω) +

N−1∑
ω′=0

zω∂γω′

(
θω′>ω+1 −

y

y − q

)
µω′

]
Υ

(B.35)
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The total contribution is
N−2∑
ω=0

(q− 1)γω+1∇µω+1

[
∂zω + 1

µω+1

N−1∑
ω′=0

∂γω′µω′

(
y

y − q
− θω′>ω+1

)]
(B.36)

Finally we will choose AN−1 = 1 to get

∇y(µ0 − µ1)Υ

=
N−1∑
ω′=0

{[
(A0)1,ω′ − (A0)0,ω′

]
+ y

y − q

[
(Aq)1,ω′ − (Aq)0,ω′

]}
µω′Υ

= −M−
0 µ0 + (M+

0 + 1)µ1 + ∇̂y0(µ1 − µ0) + z0

N−1∑
ω′=0

∂γω′µω′

(
y

y − q
− θω′>0

)
.

(B.37)

It gives

(q− 1)γ0

(
∇µ0 −

ε2
ε1

)[
∂zN−1 + 1

µ0

N−1∑
ω′=0

∂γω′µω′

(
y

y − q
− θω′>0

)]
. (B.38)

We obtain the q-derivative constraint{
ε2
ε1
∂q + ε2

ε1

γN−1
(1− q)q(∂γ0 + · · ·+ ∂γN−1) + Ĥ

q(q− 1)

−1
q

N−1∑
ω=0

(
∇µω −

ε2
ε1
δω,N−1

)
γω

[
q

q− 1(∂γω+1 + · · ·+ ∂γω+N ) +
N−1∑
ω′=0

µω′

µω
∂γω′

(
y

y − q
− θω′>ω

)]}
Υ = 0

(B.39)

It can be organized into [
ε2
ε1

∂

∂q
+ H0

q
+ Hy

q− y
+ H1

q− 1

]
Υ̂ = 0 (B.40)

with the Laurent coefficients given by

H0 =
∑
ω,ω′

γω′∂γω

[
(γω′ − γω)∂γω′ − (M−

ω′ −M+
ω′−1 − 2)

]
θω′>ω (B.41a)

+
∑
ω,ω′

[
∇µω′ −

µω
µω′

(
∇µω′ −

ε2
ε1
δω′,0 − 1

)]
γω′∂γωθω′>ω

+
∑
ω

(
−M−

ω + ω
)
γω∂γω

Hy =
N−1∑
ω,ω′=0

µω′

µω

(
∇µω − 1− ε2

ε1
δω,0

)
γω∂γω′ (B.41b)

H1 =
N−1∑
ω,ω′=0

γω′∂γω

(
−γω′∂γω′ − µω′∂µω′ + M−

ω′ −M+
ω−1 − 2

)
. (B.41c)
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Finally, we consider the full correlation function of parallel surface defects (B.27) by multi-
plying all the classical part by

Υ(a;γ,µ; q, y) = q
ε1
ε2

σ2
N

(
−m
−
ε1
−N(N−1)

2 −(N−1)σ2

)
(1− q)

ε1
ε2

1
N

m−−a−Nε1
ε1

a−m+−ε2−Nε1
ε1 ×

× y
m−
Nε1
−N+3

2 (y − 1)
m+−a−ε2

Nε1
+1(y − q)−

m−−a
Nε1

+1×

×
N−1∏
ω=0

µ−ηωω γ−βωω Υ̂

= q
−
∑N−1

ω=0 a2
ω

2ε1ε2
+ ε1
ε2

σ2
N

(
−m
−
ε1
−N(N−1)

2 −(N−1)σ2

)
(1− q)

ε1
ε2

1
N

m−−a−Nε1
ε1

a−m+−ε2−Nε1
ε1 ×

× y
m−
Nε1
−N+3

2 (y − 1)
m+−a−ε2

Nε1
+1(y − q)−

m−−a
Nε1

+1×

×
N−1∏
ω=0

µ−ηωω γ−βωω

N−1∏
ω=0

u
m−ω−aω−ε1

ε1
ω

∑
x∈L

N∏
ω=1

y
−xω
ε1

ω 〈〈Q(x)〉〉,

(B.42)

with
N−1∑
ω=0

ηω = 0,
N−1∑
ω=0

βω = σ2 = m− − a
ε1

−N. (B.43)

The q-derivative constraint for the full correlation function becomes[
ε2
ε1

∂

∂q
+ Ĥ0

q
+ Ĥy

q− y
+ Ĥ1

q− 1

]
Υ(a;γ,µ; q, y) = 0, (B.44)

where the Laurent coefficients are given by

Ĥ0 =
∑
ω,ω′

γω′

γω
(γω∂γω + βω)

[
(γω′ − γω)∂γω′ − (M−

ω′ −M+
ω′−1 − 2) + βω′

(
1− γω

γω′

)]
θω′>ω

(B.45a)

+
∑
ω,ω′

[
∇µω′ + ηω′ −

µω
µω′

(
∇µω′ + ηω′ −

ε2
ε1
δω′,0 − 1

)]
γω′∂γωθω′>ω

+
∑̂

ω

(
−M−

ω + ω
)

(γω∂γω + βω)− σ2
N

(
−m

−

ε1
− N(N − 1)

2 − (N − 1)σ2

)

Ĥy =
N−1∑
ω,ω′=0

µω′

µω

(
∇µω − 1− ε2

ε1
δω,0 + ηω

)
γω
γω′

(
γω′∂γω′ + βω′

)
− k

N

m− − a−Nε1
ε1

(B.45b)

Ĥ1 =
N−1∑
ω,ω′=0

γω′

γω
(γω∂γω + βω)

(
−γω′∂γω′ − µω′∂µω′ + M−

ω′ −M+
ω−1 − 2− βω′ − ηω′

)
(B.45c)

− 1
N

m− − a−Nε1
ε1

a−m+ − ε2 −Nε1
ε1

.
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We see the exact matching between the constraints on the 5-point twisted coinvariants
with the quotient of the bi-infinite module (B.1) and the constraints on the vacuum expecta-
tion values of the parallel surface defects (B.29), (B.44), provided the following mapping of
the parameters:

k +N = −ε2
ε1

(B.46a)

β0,ω = −ε2
ε1
δω,0 − 1 + ηω, ω = 0, . . . , N − 1, (B.46b)

β2,ω = βω, ω = 0, . . . , N − 1, (B.46c)
β3,ω = −M+

ω−1 + M−
ω − 2− βω − ηω, ω = 0, . . . , N − 1, (B.46d)

αi = M+
i −M−

i + 1, i = 0, . . . , N − 2. (B.46e)

We may further choose

βω = m−ω − aω − ε1
ε1

. (B.47)

As a consequence, we find the mapping between the weight parameters and the gauge theory
parameters given by

ζi = β0,i+1 + β2,i+1 + β3,i+1 + αi =
m−i+1 −m

−
i

ε1
− 1, i = 0, . . . , N − 2 (B.48a)

ζ̃i = β0,i + β2,i + β3,i + αi =
m+
i+1 −m

+
i

ε1
− 1, i = 0, . . . , N − 2 (B.48b)

τi = ζi − β2,i+1 + β2,i =
a−i+1 − a

−
i

ε1
− 1, i = 0, . . . , N − 2 (B.48c)

σ0 =
N−1∑
ω=0

β0,ω = k (B.48d)

σ2 =
N−1∑
ω=0

β2,ω = m− − a
ε1

−N (B.48e)

σ3 =
N−1∑
ω=0

β3,ω = a−m+ + ε2
ε1

−N. (B.48f)

As noted earlier, β0,ω are not free parameters, determined in terms of other weight parameters
by the constraints (7.12). In particular, in the open subset where we have the twisted vacuum
module β0,ω = kδω,N−1, we get

ηω = −ε2
ε1

(δω,N−1 − δω,0) + 1−Nδω,N−1. (B.49)

– 103 –



C Bi-infinite generalization of twisted vacuum module

Here, we verify our claim that the bi-infinite ŝl(N)-module Hk
τ ,σ contains a proper submodule

if σ = k. We start by constructing the sl(N)-module by

(Jba)0 |n〉 = (hb + nb) |n + δa − δb〉 (C.1)

with σ = ∑N
a=1 ha + na. A state (Jba)−1 |n〉 on degree 1 has weight

(Jcc )0(Jba)−1 |n〉

=
[
(Jba)−1(Jcc )0 + δca(Jbc )−1 − δbc(Jca)−1

]
|n〉

= (nc + hc + δca − δbc)(Jba)−1 |n〉

(C.2)

The following N2 rank 1 states share the same weights (n1, . . . , nN ):

(Jba)−1 |n + δb − δa〉 (C.3)

The N2 rank 1 states can be organized into 4 groups

• (JNN )−1 |n〉,

• (JbN )−1 |n + δb〉,

• (JNa )−1 |n− δa〉,

• (Jba)−1 |n + δb − δa〉.

We search for the null vector at degree 1 such that it is annihilated by all (Jdc )1, whose action
on the degree 1 states are

(Jdc )1(Jba)−1 |n + δb − δa〉
= [δda(Jbc )0 − δbc(Jda )0 + kδbcδ

d
a] |n + δb − δa〉

= δda(nb + hb + 1− δba) |n− δa + δc〉 − δbc(nd + hd + δbd − δda) |n + δb − δd〉
+ kδbcδ

d
a |n + δb − δa〉

(C.4)

with δN = 0. We will consider the linear combination with b = 1, . . . , N − 1

0 =(Jdc )1

[
CNN (JNN )−1 |n〉+ CbN (JbN )−1 |n + δb〉+

N−1∑
a=1

CNa (JNa )−1 |n− δa〉+ Cba(Jba)−1 |n− δa + δb〉
]

= CNN

(
δdN (nN + hN ) |n + δc〉 − δNc (nd + hd) |n− δd〉+ kδNc δ

d
N |n〉

)
+ CbN

(
δdN (nb + hb + 1) |n + δc〉 − δbc(nd + hd + δbd − δdN ) |n + δb − δd〉+ kδdNδ

b
c |n + δb〉

)
+
N−1∑
a=1

CNa

(
δda(nN + hN + 1) |n− δa + δc〉 − δNc (nd + hd + δdN − δda) |n− δd〉+ kδNc δ

d
a |n− δa〉

)

+
N−1∑
a=1

Cba

(
δda(nb + hb + 1− δba) |n− δa + δc〉 − δbc(nd + hd + δbd − δda) |n + δb − δd〉+ kδbcδ

d
a |n + δb − δa〉

)
(C.5)
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• Case 1. c = d = N :(
CNN k + CbN (nb + hb + 1)−

N−1∑
a=1

CNa (nN + hN + 1)
)
|n〉 = 0 (C.6)

• Case 2. d = N , c = 1, . . . , N − 1:

CNN (nN + hN ) |n + δc〉+ CbN (nb + hb + 1) |n + δc〉 − CbNδbc(nN + hN − 1 + k) |n + δb〉

− δbc
N−1∑
a=1

Cba(nN + hN ) |n + δb〉 = 0

(C.7)

• Case 3. c = N , d = 1, . . . , N − 1:

− CNN (nd + hd) |n− δd〉+
N−1∑
a=1

Cbaδ
d
a(nb + hb + 1− δba) |n− δa〉

+
N−1∑
a=1

CNa

(
δda(nN + hN + 1 + k) |n− δa〉 − (nd + hd − δda) |n− δd〉

)
= 0

(C.8)

• Case 4. c, d = 1, . . . , N − 1:

− CbNδbc(nd + hd + δbd) |n + δb − δd〉+
N−1∑
a=1

CNa δ
d
a(nN + hN + 1) |n− δa + δc〉

+ Cbd(nb + hb + 1− δbd) |n− δd + δc〉+ δbc

N−1∑
a=1

Cba(nd + hd + δbd − δda + kδda) |n + δb − δd〉 = 0

(C.9)

The solution is obtained as
σ = k,

CbN = − nN + hN
nb + hb + 1C

N
N , C

N
a = na + ha

nN + hN + 1C
N
N , C

b
a = − na + ha

nb + hb + 1− δba
CNN .

(C.10)

In particular, note that the solution exists only when σ = k. The corresponding degree 1
null-states are (up to an overall scaling of CNN )

vbn[1] = (JNN )−1 |n〉 −
nN + hN
nb + hb + 1(JbN )−1 |n + δb〉

+
N−1∑
a=1

na + ha
nN + hN + 1(JNa )−1 |n− δa〉 −

na + ha
nb + hb + 1− δba

(Jba)−1 |n + δa − δb〉 .
(C.11)

We can define a generating function

|Σ(x)〉 ≡
∑

n∈ZN−1

xn

Γ
(
σ + 1−∑N−1

c=1 nc + hc
)∏N−1

c=1 Γ(nc + hc + 1)
|n〉 , xn =

N−1∏
c=1

(xc)nc ,

(C.12)
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so that all the null-states, for each a = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1, are organized into[
(JaN )−1 − xa

N∑
b=1

xb(JNb )−1 +
N−1∑
b=1

xb(Jab )−1

]
|Σ(x)〉

= −xa
∑

n∈ZN−1

xn

Γ
(
σ + 1−∑N−1

c=1 nc + hc
)∏N−1

c=1 Γ(nc + hc + 1)
van[1],

(C.13)

where we are using the notation xN = 1.
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