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Abstract: We propose a mirror symmetry for 4d N = 2 superconformal field theories

(SCFTs) compactified on a circle with finite size. The mirror symmetry involves vertex

operator algebra (VOA) describing the Schur sector (containing Higgs branch) of 4d the-

ory, and the Coulomb branch of the effective 3d theory. The basic feature of the mirror

symmetry is that many representational properties of VOA are matched with geometric

properties of the Coulomb branch moduli space. Our proposal is verified for a large class of

Argyres-Douglas (AD) theories engineered from M5 branes, whose VOAs are W-algebras,

and Coulomb branches are the Hitchin moduli spaces. VOA data such as simple mod-

ules, Zhu’s algebra, and modular properties are matched with geometric properties like

C∗-fixed varieties in Hitchin fibers, cohomologies, and some DAHA representations. We

also mention relationships to 3d symplectic duality.
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1 Introduction

Mirror symmetry plays an important role in modern theoretical physics and mathematics

as it connects a large number of disciplines including string theory, geometry, algebra,

representation theory and etc. The two dimensional mirror symmetry [1] involves a pair

of Calabi-Yau (CY) manifold X, X̌ which can be used to define a pair of two dimensional
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(2, 2) superconformal field theories (SCFTs) T (X) and T (X̌). The statement is then that

T (X) and T (X̌) are dual in the infrared (IR)

T (X) ≃ T (X̌). (1.1)

The basic feature of the mirror symmetry is that: the same physical quantities (such as

prepotential) can be computed from different geometrical data of X or X∨ [2], which leads

to many interesting correspondences in mathematics. More importantly, things which are

difficult to compute on one side might become easier by looking at its mirror.

Three dimensional N = 4 SCFTs also have similar mirror symmetric properties [3],

which often involves two hyper-Kähler manifolds X and Y acting as moduli spaces of vacua

of the 3d theory. The basic feature of 3d mirror symmetry discussed in [3] is that X (resp.

Y ) can be realized either as the Higgs (resp. Coulomb) branch of one theory T1 or the

Coulomb (resp. Higgs) branch of another theory T2. Again, the manifold which is difficult

to describe on one side may have a simpler description in its mirror. It was further realized

in [4–7] that there are duality involving geometric properties of X and Y . For example,

one can get an algebra AX through the quantization of X (and its resolution), and the

representation theory of AX is closed related to the geometric property of Y

AX ←→ Y. (1.2)

This kind of duality is called symplectic duality [5, 6].

Now consider a four dimensional N = 2 SCFT compactified on a circle S1 with finite

radius. One may wonder whether there is a similar mirror symmetry. The resulting 3d

effective theory has a Coulomb branch MC which is a hyper-Kähler manifold admitting

torus fibration [8], and a Higgs branchMH which is the same hyper-Kähler cone as that

of the original 4d theory. In this case,MH andMC are rather different and one does not

expect to find a dual theory which exchanges the role ofMC andMH .

However, motivated by the symplectic duality interpretation of the 3d mirror sym-

metry, the analog of the mirror symmetry of circle compactified 4d theories might be

formulated as an algebra/geometry duality. Indeed, there are strong evidence [9–11] that

the algebra should be the vertex operator algebra (VOA) associated with the 4d theory [12]

which indeed consists of Higgs branch operators as a subset [13–15], and the geometric side

should be the Coulomb branch. Given an arbitrary 4d N = 2 SCFT T , we propose the

following mirror symmetry between the corresponding VOA(T ) and the Coulomb branch

MC(T ) of T compactified on the circle

VOA(T )←→MC(T ), (1.3)

with the dictionary summarized in table 1. Given a 4d N = 2 SCFT, it is in general

difficult to know neither its associated VOA nor the Coulomb branchMC . However, in a

series of previous works, both the corresponding VOA [13, 16–18] and the Coulomb branch

of a large class of 4d N = 2 SCFTs [17, 19, 20] are known 1, so one can thoroughly study

and check the mirror symmetry for this class of theories.

1Corresponding VOAs of many different series in this class of generalized AD theories were already

studied in [13, 21–40].
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VOA(T ) MC(T )
Simple modules C∗-fixed varieties

Conformal weights Critical values of moment maps

Zhu’s C2 algebra Cohomology ring

Modular properties of

space of characters

Modular properties of

cohomology of C∗-fixed varieties

Table 1: Dictionary between VOA(T ) andMC(T ) for a 4d N = 2 SCFT T compactified

on a circle.

This class of theories is engineered by compactification of a 6d (2, 0) theory of type

j = ADE on a sphere with a regular and an irregular singularity. For our interest, the

irregular singularity is labelled by a rational number ν = u
m

2 (see table 9 for allowed

values), and the regular singularity is labelled by a nilpotent orbit of j. It was found in

[13, 16, 18] that the associated VOA is the W-algebra W−h∨+ 1
ν
(j, f), and the associated

MC is the Hitchin moduli spaceMHit(j, ν, (f
∨, c)) with (f∨, c) being the dual of f and c

being a conjugacy class of the component group 3 [41]. Therefore the mirror symmetry is

the correspondence between the following two objects

W−h∨+ 1
ν
(j, f)←→MHit(j, ν, (f

∨, c)). (1.4)

One can also get non-simply laced W-algebra by doing outer automorphism twist around

the singularity [17], and the pair of objects are

W−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f)←→MHit((j, o), ν, (f

∨, c)). (1.5)

Here o is the outer automorphism of ADE Lie algebra j whose invariant Lie algebra is g∨

(the Langlands dual of g), n is the lacety of g, summarized in table 3. The simply laced

case (1.4) can also be fit into (1.5) by noticing that j = g = g∨ when j is simply laced and

choosing o = {1}. The appearance of a Lie algebra and its Langlands dual on each side

of the duality is a feature similar to many dualities of physical theories found before (For

example, in 4d N = 4 SYM theories).

In the following we briefly explain how the representation aspects of VOA is related

to geometric property of Coulomb branch in our particular class of examples. Part of the

statements can be formulated rigorously and will be proved in a parallel math paper [42].

1. Simple modules in the category O of VOA and C∗ fixed varieties of MC :

There is a bijiection between the simple modules of W−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f) 4 and the C∗-

fixed varieties ofMHit((j, o), ν, (f
∨, c)). It was first observed in [9] for cases when 4d

theories are (AN−1, AM−1) Argyres-Douglas (AD) theories with N and M coprime
5, then generalized to cases when the 4d theories are (A1, AN ) and (A1, DN ) AD

2m takes value from a finite set given by the Lie algebra, and u ≥ 1.
3We will omit c when the component group is trivial or c = 1.
4To be more precise, they are simple modules in the category O for affine vertex algebras and simple

Ramond twisted modules for general W-algebras.
5These correspond to g = AN−1, ν = M+N

N
and f = principal in our notation.
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theories for N ∈ Z>0 in [10]. To generalize this correspondence to arbitrary g,

ν and f , a crucial observation is that the fixed varieties of Hitchin moduli spaces

MHit((j, o), ν, f
∨) are reduced to that of the affine Springer fibre of elliptic type, and

there is a nice algebraic description of the latter. Using this description, we find a

natural bijection between fixed varieties and simple modules of the corresponding

affine Lie algebra when the level is boundary admissible 6. This will be explained

in [42]. For general W-algebras, it is conjectured in [43] that simple modules can be

obtained from simple modules of the affine Lie algebra from BRST reduction. We

explain also in loc. cit. that this reduction is the same as a reduction of fixed varieties

on the Hitchin side. Moreover, our results also provide predictions for classifications

of simple modules of non-admissible W-algebras.

2. Conformal weight and momentum map: One can compute the momentum

map for a fixed point using the Morse theory on MC , and match this with the

conformal weight of the corresponding VOA [9, 10]. In this work, we propose a

general formula relating conformal weights of simple modules of W−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f) to

the values of moment maps of C∗-fixed points ofMHit((j, o), ν, (f
∨, c)).

3. Modular transformation and DAHA: The space of characters of simple modules

of some VOA’s admit modular property with respect to certain SL(2,Z) action. This
was shown for admissible AKM [43] and W-algebras [44]. On the other hand, the

cohomology of fixed varieties ofMHit((j, o), ν, f
∨) gives a finite dimensional represen-

tation of double affine Hecke algebra (DAHA)[45, 46], and in some cases, it admits a

projective action of SL(2,Z) which is compatible with corresponding automorphisms

of DAHA [47]. For admissible W-algebras, we show in [42] that the SL(2,Z) repre-
sentations on both sides coincide 7. Our result also gives interesting insights on the

modular property of non-admissible W-algebras.

4. Modular property and Coulomb branch index: The Coulomb branch index

of a 4d theory on lens space L(k, 1) times S1 can be computed using the Morse

theory data on the fixed varieties of Coulomb branch. It was found in [10, 49] that

the Coulomb branch index is related to the modular properties of the corresponding

VOA. We will show that the same relation works for the admissible cases, which gives

strong hint that such relation should work in general.

5. Zhu’s C2 algebra and cohomology ring: There is a so-called Zhu’s C2-algebra

associated with the VOA(T ) [50]. It provides important information on the represen-

tation theory. On the Hitchin side, one naturally have a cohomological ring. In the

context of principal admissible W-algebra, we find that Zhu’s C2 algebra is the same

as the cohomology ring of MC(T ). In general, we would expect that the cohomo-

6This happens when ν = u
hθ

, where hθ is the Coxeter number for untwisted theory, and twisted Coxeter

number for twisted case.
7The relation between modular matrices of minimal W-algebras of A type and spherical DAHA of A

type was already shown in [48].
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logical ring should be related to some algebra on the VOA side which characterizes

simple modules.

6. Relation with 3d symplectic duality: One can take the radius of the compact-

ification circle to zero to get a 3d N = 4 SCFT from the 4d theory T . The Higgs

branchM3d
H (T ) of the 3d theory is the same asMH(T ), while the Coulomb branch

M3d
C (T ) is related toMC(T ) in a less obvious way [51, 52]. The Higgs and Coulomb

branch of 3d theory can also be described by its 3d mirror [53]. M3d
H (T ) andM3d

C (T )
naturally forms a symplectic pair, and many known symplectic pairs can be obtained

in this way. Moreover, a finite W-algebra can be found as the twisted Zhu’s algebra of

VOA(T ) [54], which is exactly the same algebra studied in the context of 3d symplec-

tic duality. So from 4d perspective, the appearance of an algebra in the symplectic

duality is natural.

We would like to add that there is one more interesting relation for the mirror pair: the

character of VOA modules can be computed using the wall crossing data onMC(T ) [23,
26, 55]. We would not discuss this duality in this paper, but hope to study it in the future.

Physical interpretation of mirror symmetry: Let us now justify the name of

mirror symmetry, namely the Coulomb branch of circle compactified 4d theory T1 is given

by the Higgs branch of another theory T2. The crucial difference with respect to the 3d

mirror is that T2 has to be a five dimensional theory. Following the discussion in [52], one

first compactifies the 6d theory on a Riemann surface Σ and then on a circle S1 to get a 4d

N = 2 theory on a circle. On the other hand, by changing the order of compactification,

one first gets a 5d maximal SYM in the low energy from the 6d theory. The Coulomb

branch of original theory is then the Higgs branch of the 5d theory compactified on Σ.

This leads to the description of the Coulomb branch of the 4d theory on a circle as the

Hitchin moduli space by explicitly writing down the Higgs branch equation of motion of

the 5d theory (figure 1).

The paper is organized as the following: in section 2, we review the classification of 4d

N = 2 SCFTs from 6d (2, 0) theory and the structure of their Coulomb and Higgs (Schur)

branches. Section 3 reviews the representation theory of admissible W-algebras. Section

4 discusses the zero fiber of Hitchin moduli space, its relation to affine Springer fibre, and

the computation of fixed varieties. Using the knowledge of previous sections, we finally

check the dictionary of the mirror symmetry in table 1 which is the main focus of section

5. We will mainly provide examples and predictions here. Finally various generalizations

are discussed in section 6.

– 5 –



6d (2, 0) g

S1

R1,2

6d (2, 0) g

S1

R1,2

Figure 1: Left: One first compactify 6d (2, 0) theory on a Riemann surface to get a 4d

theory, and then on a circle to get an effective 3d theory; Right: One first compactify 6d

(2, 0) theory on a circle to get a 5d theory and then on a Riemann surface to get an effective

3d theory. The Coulomb branch of the theory on the left is given by the Higgs branch of

the theory on the right.

2 4d N = 2 SCFTs from 6d SCFTs on a sphere

4d N = 2 theories has two kinds of moduli spaces of vacua: the Coulomb branch and the

Higgs branch. The low energy effective theory of the Coulomb branch is solved by the

Seiberg-Witten (SW) solution [56, 57]. Roughly speaking, the SW solution is given by a

family of algebraic varieties fibered over a base manifold B which is the Coulomb branch

of the 4d theory on flat space. If we further compactify 4d theory on a circle with finite

radius R, the effective theory also has a Coulomb branch MC which is a hyper-Kähler

manifold [8]. MC is given by an abelian variety fibered over the base B in one of its

complex structures.

In general, it is difficult to find the SW solution for an arbitrary 4d N = 2 theory.

However, for models constructed using the 6d (2, 0) theory, one can find SW solutiongs

using Hitchin moduli spaces [58, 59]. Given a 6d (2, 0) theory of type j, a Riemann surface

Σg,n of genus g with n punctures, one obtains a 4d N = 2 SCFT by compactification of

the 6d theory on Σg,n, then the Coulomb branch of this 4d theory on S1 is the same as the

moduli space of the Hitchin system on Σg,n. In the following section, we will review data

required to specify the 4d theory when the Riemann surface is a sphere with one irregular

and one regular punctures [17, 19, 20].

2.1 Basic constructions

One can engineer a large class of 4d N = 2 SCFTs by putting a 6d (2, 0) theory of type j =

ADE on a sphere with an irregular singularity and a regular singularity [17, 19, 20, 58, 59]

(figure 2). The Coulomb branch of this 4d N = 2 theory is captured by a Hitchin system

with the following boundary conditions near the irregular singularities

Φ(z) =

 Tk

z2+
k
b

+
∑

−b≤l<k

Tl

z2+
l
b

+ · · ·

 dz. (2.1)
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j

f

Φ

Figure 2: A 4d AD theory is constructed by putting a 6d (2, 0) theory of type j on a

sphere with one irregular singularity and one regular singularity. The irregular singularity

is labeled by Φ, see (2.1), and the regular singularity is labeled by f .

Here one first choose a Z/bZ grading (a positive principal grading) of Lie algebra j [60]

j = ⊕i∈Z/bZji/b, (2.2)

then each Tl is a regular semi-simple element in ji/b. Possible choices of the integer b for

each j are listed in table 2, and the integer k is greater than −b. Subsequent terms of the

Higgs field are chosen such that they are compatible with the leading order term (essentially

determined by the grading). We call them irregular punctures of jb[k] type. This choice of

irregular singularities ensures that the resulting 4d N = 2 theory has a U(1)R symmetry

and therefore superconformal. Theories constructed using only these irregular singularities

can also be engineered by putting type IIB string theory on a three dimensional singularity

[61] as summarized in table 2. One can add another regular singularity which is labelled

by an element f in a nilpotent orbit of j 8. All in all the 4d theory in our consideration

is specified by four labels < j, b, k, f > , wtih j labelling the type of 6d (2, 0) SCFT, b, k

specifying the irregular singularity, and f fixing the regular singularity.

To get non-simply laced flavor groups, we need to specify some outer-automorphism

twist of ADE Lie algebra j. A systematic study of these AD theories was performed in

[17]. Denoting by g∨ the invariant algebra of j under the twist and g its Langlands dual.

Outer-automorphisms and invariant algebras are summarized in table 3. The irregular

singularity of regular semi-simple type is also classified in table 4 with the following form,

Φ(z) =

(
T t

z
2+

kt
bt

+ · · ·

)
dz. (2.3)

Here T t is a simi-simple element of Lie algebra g∨, and the novel thing is that kt can

take half-integer value or in 1
3Z (g = G2) [17]. We could again add a twisted regular

puncture labeled by a nilpotent orbit f of g. A 4d N = 2 theory is then determined by

following data < j, o, bt, kt, f > , with j labelling the type of 6d (2, 0) SCFT, o being the

8We use Nahm labels such that the trivial orbit corresponding to regular puncture with maximal flavor

symmetry. A detailed discussion about these defects can be found in [62].
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j b Singularity Spectral curve at SCFT point ∆[z] µ

AN−1 N x2
1 + x2

2 + xN
3 + zk = 0 xN + zk = 0 N

N+k (N − 1)(k − 1)

N − 1 x2
1 + x2

2 + xN
3 + x3z

k = 0 xN + xzk = 0 N−1
N+k−1 N(k − 1) + 1

DN 2N − 2 x2
1 + xN−1

2 + x2x
2
3 + zk = 0 x2N + x2zk = 0 2N−2

2N+k−2 N(k − 1)

N x2
1 + xN−1

2 + x2x
2
3 + zkx3 = 0 x2N + z2k = 0 N

N+k 2k(N − 1)−N

E6 12 x2
1 + x3

2 + x4
3 + zk = 0 x12 + zk = 0 12

12+k 6k − 6

9 x2
1 + x3

2 + x4
3 + zkx3 = 0 x12 + x3zk = 0 9

9+k 8k − 6

8 x2
1 + x3

2 + x4
3 + zkx2 = 0 x12 + x4zk = 0 8

8+k 9k − 6

E7 18 x2
1 + x3

2 + x2x
3
3 + zk = 0 x18 + zk = 0 18

18+k 7k − 7

14 x2
1 + x3

2 + x2x
3
3 + zkx3 = 0 x18 + x4zk = 0 14

14+k 9k − 7

E8 30 x2
1 + x3

2 + x5
3 + zk = 0 x30 + zk = 0 30

30+k 8k − 8

24 x2
1 + x3

2 + x5
3 + zkx3 = 0 x30 + x6zk = 0 24

24+k 10k − 8

20 x2
1 + x3

2 + x5
3 + zkx2 = 0 x30 + x10zk = 0 20

20+k 12k − 8

Table 2: Three-fold isolated quasi-homogenous singularities of cDV type corresponding to

the jb[k] irregular punctures of the regular-semisimple type in [20]. These 3d singularity is

very useful in extracting the Coulomb branch spectrum [61].

j A2N A2N−1 DN+1 E6 D4

Outer-automorphism o Z2 Z2 Z2 Z2 Z3

Invariant subalgebra g∨ BN CN BN F4 G2

Flavor symmetry g C
(1)
N BN C

(2)
N F4 G2

Lacety n 4 2 2 2 3

hθ 4N + 2 4N − 2 2N+2 18 12

Table 3: Outer-automorphisms of simple Lie algebras j, its invariant subalgebra g∨ and

flavor symmetry g from the Langlands dual of g∨.

outer automorphism twist , bt and kt together determining the irregular singularity, and

finally f fixing the regular singularity.

Remark: The label f here is actually the so-called Nahm (Higgs) label. The actual

boundary condition of the Higgs field Φ around the regular singularity looks like

Φ(z) ∼
(
f∨

z
+ · · ·

)
dz, (2.4)

where f∨ ∈ Of∨ . The nilpotent orbit Of∨ in g∨ is the Spaltanstein dual of Of . More

carefully, one also needs to specify a conjugacy class c in the component group for the

Higgs field [62], which will be reviewed in section 4.

2.2 Coulomb branch as Hitchin moduli space

As discussed above, the Coulomb branch of the theory Tj,b,k,f (resp. Tj,o,bt,kt,f ) on a

circle is specified by the Hitchin moduli space MHit(j, ν, (f
∨, c)) with ν = k

b + 1 (resp.
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j/o bt SW geometry at SCFT point Spectral curve at SCFT point ∆[z]

A2N/Z2 2N + 1 x2
1 + x2

2 + x2N+1 + zk+
1
2 = 0 x2N+1 + zk+

1
2 = 0 4N+2

4N+2k+3

2N x2
1 + x2

2 + x2N+1 + xzk = 0 x2N+1 + xzk = 0 2N
k+2N

A2N−1/Z2 2N − 1 x2
1 + x2

2 + x2N + xzk+
1
2 = 0 x2N + xzk+

1
2 = 0 4N−2

4N+2k−1

2N x2
1 + x2

2 + x2N + zk = 0 x2N + zk = 0 2N
2N+k

DN+1/Z2 N + 1 x2
1 + xN

2 + x2x
2
3 + x3z

k+ 1
2 = 0 x2N+2 + z2k+1 = 0 2N+2

2k+2N+3

2N x2
1 + xN

2 + x2x
2
3 + zk = 0 x2N+2 + x2zk = 0 2N

k+2N

D4/Z3 4 x2
1 + x3

2 + x2x
2
3 + x3z

k± 1
3 = 0 x8 + z2k±

2
3 = 0 12

12+3k±1

6 x2
1 + x3

2 + x2x
2
3 + zk = 0 x8 + x2zk = 0 6

6+k

E6/Z2 9 x2
1 + x3

2 + x4
3 + x3z

k+ 1
2 = 0 x12 + x3zk+

1
2 = 0 18

18+2k+1

12 x2
1 + x3

2 + x4
3 + zk = 0 x12 + zk = 0 12

12+k

8 x2
1 + x3

2 + x4
3 + x2z

k = 0 x12 + x4zk = 0 8
8+k

Table 4: SW geometry of twisted theories at the SCFT point. Here we also list the

scaling dimension of coordinate z. All k’s in this table are integer valued and the power of

z coordinate in singularity is equal to kt used in equation (2.3). For example, in the case

(D4,Z3, bt = 4), kt is k ± 1
3 . The definition of kt and bt are slightly different from [63] but

the ration kt/bt remains the same.

MHit((j, o), ν, (f
∨, c)) with ν = kt

bt
+ 1). Given a solution Φ(z) ∈MHit, its spectral curve

det(x− Φ(z)) = 0 (2.5)

is identified with the SW curve. In certain cases, the spectral curve is equivalent to the

mini-versal deformation of the singularity (listed in table 2 and 4). One can see thatMHit

is fibered over B through the Hitchin map

MHit → B, (2.6)

where the base B is the moduli space of the spectral (SW) curve which is just the Coulomb

branch of the 4d theory on flat spaces.

Properties ofMHit with f trivial were recently studied in [64]. One interesting infor-

mation is the complex dimension of the base B, which is equal to the dimension of the

fibre due to the property of hyper-Kähler manifold. Here we provide a way to compute

dimB from physics. Since coordinates of B are parameterized by vacuum expectation

values (vev’s) of 4d Coulomb branch operators, we can find dimB by counting the number

of 4d Coulomb branch operators. This can be done as following: the spectral curve takes

the form fADE(x, y, z, w)+
∑

aiϕi(z) = 0, and the existence of C∗ action onMHit ensures

that one can define a C∗ action on the coordinates x, y, z, w by requiring that the spectral

curve is homogeneuous under the C∗ action and [x] + [z] = 1. From these, one can deduce

the C∗ charge of the coordinate ai. Those ai’s with C∗ charge greater than 1 are identified

as Coulomb branch operators, then dimB is the number of such ai’s.
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Example 2.1. Consider a theory whose spectral curve is given by x2+ z5+u1z
3+u2z

2+

u3z + u4 = 0. The C∗ charges are [x] = 5
7 , [z] =

2
7 , so the scaling dimensions of base

coordinates are

[u1] =
4

7
, [u2] =

6

7
, [u3] =

8

7
, [u4] =

10

7
, (2.7)

so there are two coordinates with C∗ charge greater than 1, then

dimB = 2. (2.8)

One can compute dimB by the Milnor number of singularity. First, the dimension

of the charge lattice of the Coulomb branch is 2 dimB + f, where f is the rank of flavor

symmetries. This dimension is the same as the Milnor number µ of the singularity, so we

have the formula [61, 65–67]

dimB =
1

2
(µ− f). (2.9)

For a quasi-homogeneous singularity, one can assign a weight qi for the i-th coordinate

such that the weight of the singularity is one, then the Milnor number of the singularity is

µ =
∏
i

(1− 1

qi
), (2.10)

which is always an integer. We then need to find out the number of mass parameters (those

coordinates in the mini-versal deformations with scaling dimension one) which gives f.

Example 2.2. Consider the singularity which is given as x2 + y5 = 0 with weight as-

signments (x, y) = (12 ,
1
5), then the Milnor number is µ = 4, and there is also no mass

parameter, so

dimB = µ/2 = 2. (2.11)

In general, the dimension of B of the theory Tj,b,k,f and Tj,o,bt,kt,f are specified by the

following formula:

• For the untwisted theory Tj,b,k,f ,

dimB =
(hk

b − 1) rank(g)− f0

2
− dimOprin

2
+

dimOf∨

2
. (2.12)

Here h is the Coxeter number for the Lie algebra j. f0 is the number of mass parameter

in irregular singularity [17, 68], and dimOprin is the complex dimension of principal

nilpotent orbit of g which is equal to dim(j)− rank(j).

• For the twisted theory Tj,o,bt,kt,f ,

dimB =
(hθ

k′t
bt
− 1) rank(g)− f0

2
− dimOprin

2
+

dimOf∨

2
. (2.13)

Here k′t = nkt + nbt and n is the order of outer-outmorphism o. hθ is the twisted

Coxeter number listed in the last line of 3. f0 is the number of mass parameters in

irregular singularity [17, 68], and Oprin is the principal nilpotent orbit of Lie algebra

g∨.
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The above formula is found by explicitly computing the graded Coulomb branch dimen-

sions, see [63] for the derivation. We also give the explicit expression for dimB when f is

trivial or principal orbit.

• If f is trivial, the dimension of B is

dimB =
(hθ

k′t
bt
− 1) rank(g)− f0

2
. (2.14)

This is the same as the result in [64].

• If f is principal, the dimension of B is given by

dimB =

(
hθ

k′t
bt
− h(g∨)− 1

)
rank(g)− f0

2
. (2.15)

In order to derive dimension formulae (2.12) and (2.13), we start with a non-twisted

theory T (j, b, k, f), and if there is irregular singularity only (i.e. f is chosen to be princi-

pal), the same theory can also be engineered by putting type IIB theory on a three-fold

singularity which are listed in the third column of table 2. One can then compute dimB

using equation (2.9). The tables of µ in each cases can also be found in the last column

of table I of [16] and we also reproduce them in the last column of table 2 for reader’s

convenience. Adding a regular singularity with Nahm label f , will change dimB into

dimB =
1

2
(µ− f0) +

1

2
dimOf∨ . (2.16)

Finally one can check case by case that the Milnor number µ for non-twisted cases can also

be written uniformly as

µ = (hj
k

b
+ hj − 1) rank(j)− dimOprin (2.17)

The dimension formula for twisted cases is a direct generalization of the untwisted one.

Example 2.3. When j = AN−1, the number b can be either N or N − 1 as table 2. If

there is no regular puncture, the corresponding 3-fold singularity is

x2 + y2 + zN + wk = 0, b = N

x2 + y2 + zN + zwk = 0, b = N − 1 (2.18)

For b = N , the Milnor number µ = (N − 1)(k − 1). On the other hand, since h = N ,

rank(j) = N − 1 and dimOprin = N2 −N , we have

(hj
k

b
+ hj − 1) rank(j)− dimOprin = (k − 1)(N − 1) = µ. (2.19)

For b = N − 1, the Milnor number is µ = N(k − 1) + 1, which also agrees with equation

(2.17)

(hj
k

b
+ hj − 1) rank(j)− dimOprin

= Nk + (N − 1)2 −N(N − 1) = N(k − 1) + 1 = µ.
(2.20)
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There is a different way of counting dimB by using the fact that the dimension of the

fibre is the same as the dimension of the base B. The dimension formula of the Hitchin

fibre can also be found in math literature [46, 69, 70] for both untwisted and twisted cases,

which is exactly the formula we found using physics arguments. This provids a cross check

of (2.12) and (2.13).

2.3 Schur sector and W-algebra

The Higgs branch of a 4d N = 2 theory is given by a Hyper-Kähler manifold. Unlike

the Coulomb branch, there are many N = 2 theories which do not have Higgs branch.

However, all N = 2 theories do have a Schur sector, which includes the Higgs branch when

exists. For general N = 2 theories especially strongly coupled theories, direct computations

of Higgs (Schur) sector are very difficult. Luckily one can get a 2d VOA(T ) from the Schur

sector of a 4d N = 2 SCFT T with the following properties [12]:

• There is a subalgebra Vk2d(gF ) in VOA(T ), where Vk2d(gF ) is the simple quotient of

the affine vertex algebra of the affine Kac-Moody (AKM) algebra ĝF at level k2d, and

gF is the Lie algebra of 4d flavor symmetry GF .

• The 2d central charge c2d and the level of the AKM algebra k2d are related to the 4d

central charge c4d and the flavor central charge kF as9

c2d = −12c4d, k2d = −kF . (2.21)

• The (normalized) vacuum character of VOA(T ) is the 4d Schur index I(q). The

growth function G of the vacuum character is related to 4d central charges by

−48(a4d − c4d) = G (2.22)

• The associated variety XVOA(T ) is the Higgs branchMH of T [13–15].

If we can find the VOA for a given 4d N = 2 SCFT, then the Higgs (Schur) sector can be

solved.

In general there is no systematical way to get VOA(T ) from a given T , However, for
our theory Tj,k,b,f and Tj,o,k,b,f , if the irregular singularity carries no flavor symmetry, the

corresponding VOA are respectively the following W-algebra [13, 16–18]

W−h∨+ b
b+k

(j, f), (2.23)

and

W−h∨(g)+ 1
n

bt
bt+kt

(g, f). (2.24)

Here h∨ is the dual Coxeter number of j, h∨(g) is the dual Coxeter number for g, and n is

the lacety listed in table 3. The constraints on the irregular singularity jb[k] which has no

mass deformation are summarized in tables 5 and 6 [16, 72].

9Our normalization of kF is half of that of [12, 71].
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jb[k] no mass jb[k] no mass

AN
N−1[k] (k,N) = 1 AN−1

N−1[k] No solution

D2N−2
N [k] 2N−2

gcd(k,2N−2) even, gcd(k, 2N − 2) odd DN
N [k] N

gcd(k,N) even

E12
6 [k] k ̸= 3n E9

6 [k] k ̸= 9n

E8
6 [k] No solution E18

7 [k] k ̸= 2n

E14
7 [k] k ̸= 2n, n > 1 E30

8 [k] k ̸= 30n

E24
8 [k] k ̸= 24n E20

8 [k] k ̸= 20n

Table 5: Constraints on k so that irregular singularity denoted by jb[k] has no mass

deformation.

j/o bt no mass

A2N/Z2 2N + 1 4N+2
gcd(4N+2,2k+1) even

2N 2N
gcd(2N,k) even

A2N−1/Z2 2N − 1 4N−2
gcd(4N−2,2k+1) even

2N 2N
gcd(2N,k) even

DN/Z2 N + 1 2N
gcd(2k+1,2N) even

2N 2N−2
gcd(k,2N−2) , gcd(k, 2N − 2) even

D4/Z3 4 No constraint

6 k ̸= 6n

E6/Z2 9 No constraint

12 k ̸= 12n

8 k ̸= 8n, k even

Table 6: Constraints kt so that the twisted irregular singularity has no mass deformation.

From tables 2 and 4, one can see that given the irregular singularity jb[k], the allowed

values of b is always smaller or equal to the dual Coxeter number h∨ of j. Also recall that

a level of the W-algebra Wκ(g, f) is called admissible if it has the form

κ = −h∨ +
p

q
, p ≥ h∨, q ∈ Z≥0, gcd(p, q) = 1. (2.25)

When p = h∨ the corresponding level is called boundary admissible. Then the W-

algebra (2.23) and (2.24) are always boundary admissible or non-admissible.

3 Representation theory of admissible W-algebras

As mentioned in the introduction, the core correspondence of the mirror symmetry here is

the bijection between simple modules and fixed points. In this section, we will review key

information on the representation theory of W-algebras Wκ(g, f) at boundary admissible

level, which will provide crucial examples for our duality.
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3.1 Principal admissible modules of Vκ(g)

Let ĝ be the (non-twisted) affine Lie algebra of g. Let us start from the representation

theory of the simple VOA Vκ(g) given by the unique simple quotient of the universal vertex

algebra associated with ĝ at level κ. The level κ is called admissible if it has the following

form [73]

κ = −h∨ +
p

u
, p ≥ h∨, u ∈ Z>0, gcd(p, u) = gcd(n, u) = 1. (3.1)

Here h∨ is the dual Coxeter number of g. By [74], simple modules of Vκ(g) at admissible

level in the category O of ĝ are the so-called admissible modules defined in [73]. Admis-

sible modules have many properties similar to modules at integeral levels, therefore are

interesting objects in VOA research.

From now on, we fix κ to be the boundary admissible level, i.e.,

κ = −h∨ +
h∨

u
, u ∈ Z>0, gcd(h∨, u) = gcd(n, u). (3.2)

In this case, the highest weight of admissible modules are given as follows. One first defines

a set of affine coroots Su depending on u 10

Su ≡ {−θ∨ + uδ, α∨
1 , . . . , α

∨
r }, (3.3)

where θ∨ is the coroot corresponding to the highest root θ of g, and δ is the imaginary

root, {α∨
1 , · · · , α∨

r } is the set of simple coroots of g. The set of admissible weights at level

κ is given by

Admκ = {w.(κΛ0) | w ∈Wext, w(Su) ⊂ ∆̂∨
+}, (3.4)

where Wext is the extended affine Weyl group, Λ0 is the 0-th affine fundamental weight,

and ∆̂∨
+ is the set of positive real coroots. The dot action w.Λ is defined as

w.Λ ≡ w(Λ + ρ̂)− ρ̂, (3.5)

with ρ̂ =
∑r

i=0 Λi being the affine Weyl vector. Here Λi’s are affine fundamental weights

of ĝ and r = rankg. Moreover, w.(κΛ0) = w′.(κΛ0) if and only if w−1w′(Su) = Su. Let

Wu ={w ∈Wext | w(Su) ⊂ ∆̂∨
u},

Ωu ={w ∈Wext | w(Su) = Su},
(3.6)

then there is a bijection

Wu/Ωu
∼−→ Admκ. (3.7)

The number of admissible weights at level κ = −h∨ + h∨/u is ur. An admissible module

L(Λ) is just the simple highest weight module of ĝ with the highest weight Λ ∈ Admκ. The

conformal weight hΛ of the highest weight state of L(Λ) is

hΛ =
(Λ,Λ + 2ρ̂)

2(κ+ h∨)
. (3.8)

10We identify h with h∨ using the natural pairing between roots.
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Since Wext is a semi-direct product of the coweight lattice P∨ and the Weyl group of

g, we can also write each w ∈ Wext uniquely as a composition of a translation in β ∈ P∨

and a Weyl transformation y ∈W

w = tβy, (3.9)

with

tβ(λ) = λ+ λ(K)β −
(
(λ, β) +

1

2
λ(K)(β, β)

)
δ. (3.10)

Here K is the central element in ĝ. We will also denote w = tβy by (β, y). Each Λ ∈ Admκ

can also be written as (tβw).(κΛ0) for some (β,w).

Given Λ ∈ Admκ, let chΛ(z; τ, t) be the character of the admissible module L(Λ).

The space spanned by characters of admissible modules carries modular transformations

generated by

T : (z, τ, t) 7→ (z, τ + 1, t),

S : (z, τ, t) 7→
(
z

τ
,−1

τ
, t− (z, z)

2τ

)
.

(3.11)

Explicitly, we have

chΛ(z; τ + 1, t) =
∑

Λ′∈Admκ

TΛ,Λ′chΛ′(z; τ, t),

chΛ

(
z

τ
,−1

τ
, t− (z, z)

2τ

)
=

∑
Λ′∈Admκ

SΛ,Λ′chΛ′(z; τ, t).
(3.12)

Given Λ = (tβy).(κΛ0) and Λ′ = (tβ′y′).(κΛ0), entries of matrices T and S are

TΛ,Λ′ = e2πi(hΛ− c
24)δΛ,Λ′ ,

SΛ,Λ′ =

∣∣∣∣ P∨

uh∨Q∨

∣∣∣∣− 1
2

ϵ(yy′)
∏

α∈∆+

2 sin
πiu(ρ, α)

h∨
e
−2πi

(
(ρ,β+β′)+h∨(β,β′)

u

)
.

(3.13)

Here c = c(Vκ(g)) = κdim g
κ+h∨ is the central charge of Vκ(g),

∣∣∣ P∨

uh∨Q∨

∣∣∣ in the index of the

sublattice uh∨Q∨ in P∨, ϵ(yy′) is the sign of the Weyl group element yy′.

Example 3.1. Let g = sl2 with boundary admissible level κ = −2 + 2
u . Let α be the

unique positive coroot. The set Su is

Su = {−θ + uδ, α} = {−α+ uδ, α}. (3.14)

The set ∆̂∨
+ is

∆̂∨
+ = {α+ nδ | n ∈ Z≥0} ∪ {−α+ nδ | n ∈ Z>0}. (3.15)

The finite Weyl group is generated by sα, and the co-weight lattice is spanned by α
2 , so

Wext is

Wext = {t−mα/2, t−nα/2sα | m,n ∈ Z}. (3.16)
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And Ωu ≃ Z2 is generated by tuα/2sα. Because tuα/2sα sends t−mα/2 to t−nα/2sα for some

n and vice versa. We only need to consider w = t−m
2
α satisfying w(Su) ⊂ ∆̂∨

+. The action

of w = t−m
2
α on elements in Su is

t−m
2
α(−α+ uδ) = −α+ (−m+ u)δ,

t−m
2
α(α) = α+mδ. (3.17)

The condition w(Su) ⊂ ∆̂∨
+ constraints the allowed values of m to be 0 ≤ m < u, and the

total number admissible weights is indeed u. Using (3.4), the set Admκ is

Admκ = {Λm ≡
(
κ+

2m

u

)
Λ0 −

2m

u
Λ1, 0 ≤ m < u}. (3.18)

Example 3.2. Let g = sl3 with boundary admissible level κ = −3+ 3
u such that gcd(u, 3) =

1. The representatives of Wu/Ωu are

{t−(k1ω1+k2ω2) | k1 ≥ 0, k2 ≥ 0, k1 + k2 ≤ u− 1} ∪ {t(k1ω1+k2ω2)sθ | k1 ≥ 1, k2 ≥ 1, k1 + k2 ≤ u}.
(3.19)

Here ω1 and ω2 are fundamental weights of sl3, and sθ is the reflection with repsect to the

highest root θ = α1 +α2. The total number of admissible weights are u2. For u = 4, there

are a total of 16 admissible weights listed in table 7.

[tβy] Λ [tβy] Λ [tβy] Λ

1 − 9
4Λ0 t−ω2

− 6
4Λ0 − 3

4Λ2 t−2ω2
− 3

4Λ0 − 6
4Λ2

t−3ω2 − 9
4Λ2 t−ω1 − 6

4Λ0 − 3
4Λ1 t−ω1−ω2 − 3

4Λ0 − 3
4Λ1 − 3

4Λ2

t−ω1−2ω2
− 3

4Λ1 − 6
4Λ2 t−2ω1

− 3
4Λ0 − 6

4Λ1 t−2ω1−ω2
− 6

4Λ1 − 3
4Λ2

t−3ω1
− 9

4Λ1 tω1+ω2
sθ

1
4Λ0 − 5

4Λ1 − 5
4Λ2 tω1+2ω2

sθ − 2
4Λ0 − 5

4Λ1 − 2
4Λ2

tω1+3ω2
sθ − 5

4Λ0 − 5
4Λ1 +

1
4Λ2 t2ω1+ω2

sθ − 2
4Λ0 − 2

4Λ1 − 5
4Λ2 t2ω1+2ω2

sθ − 5
4Λ0 − 2

4Λ1 − 2
4Λ2

t3ω1+ω2sθ − 5
4Λ0 +

1
4Λ1 − 5

4Λ2

Table 7: The list of admissible weights of V−3+3/4(sl3). The first column summarizes

the representatives of classes in Wu/Ωu. The second column gives the admissible weight

corresponding to the elements of the first column.

3.2 Representation theory of boundary admissible W-algebras

Let f be a nilpotent element of g, and include f in an sl2-triple (e, f, x), so that [x, e] = e,

[x, f ] = −f and [e, f ] = x. Then g admits an eigenvalue decomposition withe respect to

the adjoint action of x

g = ⊕j∈Zgj . (3.20)

By definition f ∈ g−1. One can define an affine W-algebra Wκ(g, f) associated with g, f

at level κ by the quantum Drinfeld-Sokolov (qDS) reduction [75, 76]. The central charge

of Wκ(g, f) is [76]

c(Wκ(g, f)) = dimg0 −
1

2
dimg 1

2
− 12

κ+ h∨
|ρ− (k + h∨)x|2, (3.21)
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where ρ is the Weyl vector of g. Although the vertex algebra structure of Wκ(g, f) does

not depend on the choices of (e, f, x), the conformal structure does 11. To match the

central charge of the corresponding 4d theory, (e, f, x) is chosen to be the (X,Y,H/2) with

(X,Y,H) being the standard sl2-triple defined in [77].

Simple modules of Wκ(g, f) can be obtained from admissible modules of Vκ(g) by qDS-

reduction. Firstly conjugate (e, f, x) to a new sl2-triple (e′, f ′, h′) such that f ′ a regular

nilpotent element in a standard Lévi subalgebra l of g. Here l is the centralizer of

hf = {h ∈ h | f(h) = 0}. (3.22)

Zg(h
f ). The root system of l is given by

∆l ≡ {α ∈ ∆ | α|hf = 0}. (3.23)

The simple roots of ∆l is required to be a subset of simple roots of g because l is standard.

Kac and Wakimoto [43] (Generalizing [78]) defined a functor

Hf (−) : Vκ(g)−mod→Wκ(g, f)−mod, (3.24)

and they conjectured that this functor sends admissible module L(Λ) of Vκ(g) to either 0

or simple modules of Wκ(g, f), and all simple modules of Wκ(g, f) are obtained in this way
12. They further conjectured that Hf (L(Λ)) ̸= 0 if and only if

tβy(Su) ⊂ ∆̂∨
+\∆∨

l , Λ = (tβy).(κΛ0), (3.25)

and Hf (L(Λ)) is isomorphic to Hf (L(Λ
′)) if and only if

Λ′ ∈Wf .Λ, (3.26)

where Wf is the Weyl group generated by roots of ∆l. These conjectures are partially

proved in [79–82]. The conformal weight of Hf (L(Λ)) is [43, 81]

hHf (L(Λ)) =
u

2h∨
(|λ+ ρ|2 − |ρ|2)− h∨

2u
|x|2 + (x, ρ), (3.27)

with λ being the finite part of Λ. Note that the first term of (3.27) is invariant under the

actiion of Wf , and the choice of x only change the conformal dimension by a constant shift.

The characters chHf (L(Λ)) of Wκ(g, f) also enjoy similar modular properties as char-

acters of Vκ(g) modules. If L(Λ) and L(Λ′) are two admissible modules which reduce to

different W-algebra modules, the elements of modular matrices are

THf (L(Λ)),Hf (L(Λ′)) = e
2πi

(
hHf (L(Λ))− c

24

)
δHf (L(Λ)),Hf (L(Λ′)),

SHf (L(Λ)),Hf (L(Λ′)) = (−i)
1
2
(dim g−dim gf )

∑
y∈W f

SΛ,y.Λ′ ,
(3.28)

11Actually, the data to get a W-algebra can be relaxed to a nilpotent element f and a good grading on g

such that f ∈ g−1. The grading obtained from an sl2-triple is called Dynkin which is always good. We will

not discuss the construction of W-algebra from more general good gradings in this work.
12When f admits an even grading, Hf (L(Λ)) is a usual module of Wκ(g, f). When f does not admit an

even grading, Hf (L(Λ)) is a Ramond twisted module of Wκ(g, f) [43].
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where SΛ,y.Λ′ is the modular S matrix of the parent affine vertex algebra, and gf = dim g0+

dim g1/2.

Example 3.3. Let g = sl2, κ = −2 + 2/u and f ∈ O[2] an element in the principal

nilpotent orbit. Choose (e, f, h) = (eα, fα, x), then ∆l = {α}, and Wf is just the Weyl

group of sl2. The condition when the admissible weight Λ = (tβy).(κΛ0) does not reduce

to zero becomes

tβy(Su) ⊂ ∆̂+\∆l = {±α+mδ | m ∈ Z>0}. (3.29)

Using admissible modules of V2+ 2
u
(sl2) worked out in example 3.1, one can see that the mod-

ule L(κΛ0) reduces to 0, while L(Λm) and L(Λu−m) reduces to the same W−2+2/u(sl2, [2])

module, so the total number of simple modules are (u−1)/2. The algebra W−2+2/u(sl2, [2])

is isomorphic to the (2, u) minimal model (the minimal series representation of the Virasoro

algebra with central charge c = 1− 3(u−2)2

u ). The conformal dimension of Hf (L(Λm)) is

hHf (L(Λm)) = −
1

2u
(m− 1)(u−m− 1), (3.30)

which is symmetric under the exchange m ↔ u −m and matches with the (m, 1) module

of the (2, u) minimal model.

Example 3.4. Let g = sl3, κ = −3 + 3/u and f ∈ O[2,1] an element of the minimal

nilpotent orbit. To match the 2d central charge with the 4d central charge, one should

choose f to be fθ and x = 1
2(ω1 + ω2), with the price that f is not regular in a standard

Lévi. However, we can choose (f ′, x′) = (fα1 , ω1) which are conjugate to (f, x), such that

∆l = {±α1} defines a standard Lévi. Now Wf is generated by s1. The condition for the

admissible module L(Λ) with Λ = (tβy).(κΛ0) not reducing to 0 becomes

tβy(Su) ⊂ ∆̂+\∆l = ∆̂+\{α1}. (3.31)

When u = 4, one can use results in table 7 to work out the simple modules ofW−3+3/4(sl2, [2, 1])

explicitly. There are three modules with conformal weight 0, one modules with conformal

weight −1/4, and two modules with conformal weight −1/2 (Computed using x′). Results

are summarized in table 8. One can then map the modules obtained above to modules

defined by x using the method in [43].

4 Coulomb branch and its C∗-fixed points

In the last section, we reviewed the representation theory of W-algebras which gives the in-

formation on the Higgs (Schur) sector of the 4d theory. When classifying simple modules,

the computation reduces to the counting of extended affine Weyl group elements satisfying

certain conditions. In this section, we go back to the Hitchin moduli space which describes

the Coulomb branch of the 4d theory on a circle. Our Hitchin moduli space has a C∗

action which is the U(1)r symmetry in the superconformal group. It was found previously

in several class of theories that C∗-fixed points are in one to one correspondence to the

simple modules of the corresponding W-algebra [9, 10]. In those work, fixed points do not
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[tβy],Λ h [tβy],Λ h

[t−ω1 ], −6
4Λ0 − 3

4Λ1
0

[t−3ω1 ], −9
4Λ1

0
[tω1+3ω2sθ], −5

4Λ0 − 5
4Λ1 +

1
4Λ2 [t3ω1+ω2sθ], −5

4Λ0 +
1
4Λ1 − 5

4Λ2

[t−2ω1 ], −3
4Λ0 − 6

4Λ1 −1/4
[t−ω1−ω2 ], −3

4Λ0 − 3
4Λ1 − 3

4Λ2 −1/2
[t2ω1+2ω2sθ], −5

4Λ0 − 2
4Λ1 − 2

4Λ2 [tω1+2ω2sθ],
−2
4 Λ0 − 5

4Λ1 − 2
4Λ2

[t−2ω1−ω2 ], −6
4Λ1 − 3

4Λ2 −1/2
[t−ω1−2ω2 ], −3

4Λ1 − 6
4Λ2 −1/2

[t2ω1+ω2sθ], −2
4Λ0 − 2

4Λ1 − 5
4Λ2 [tω1+ω2sθ],

1
4Λ0 − 5

4Λ1 − 5
4Λ2

Table 8: The list of simple modules of W−3+3/4(sl2, [2, 1]). The first column is the weight

of the admissible module L(Λ) which does not reduce to 0, and the second column is the

conformal weight of Hf (L(Λ)). Two weights which reduces to the same W-algebra module

are related by the dot action of s1. The L(Λ)’s which reduce to 0 are not listed. The

conformal dimensions are computed using x′.

have an obvious representation theory meaning, hence it is difficult to generalize them to

more complicated cases. We will show that affine Springer fibers provide an alternative

description of this fixed varieties which makes the classification and matching (with the

modules) more straightforward.

4.1 More on Higgs bundles and Higgs fields

As mentioned in section 2, the Coulomb branch is given by the Hitchin system defined on

P1 with one regular and one irregular singularity. We now review some details on the Higgs

bundle and the Higgs field in this setting. MHit is the space of solutions to Hitchin equation

defined on a Riemann surface Σ [83]. It has a hyper-Kähler structure with three complex

structures I, J,K. In complex structure I, each point of MHit describes a Higgs bundle

(E,Φ), where E is a holomorphic G∨-vector bundle on Σ, and Φ is a Higgs field which is a

holomorphic section of End(E)⊗KΣ. Here G∨ be a connected and simply connected Lie

group whose Lie algebra is g∨, and we have g = g∨ = j for the untwisted case labelled by

ADE Lie algebra j, while g and g∨ defined in table 3 in the twisted case labelled by (j, o).

At each singularity, E is equipped with a level structure (which determines the correct

gauge transformation at the singularity) and Φ satisfies certain boundary condition.

First consider the irregular singularity at z =∞. Choose a Z/bZ grading on j [60]

j = ⊕i∈Z/bZji/b. (4.1)

At∞, E is equipped with a level structure determined by the grading (4.1) [64]. The Higgs

field behaves as

Φ(z) ∼ (Tkz
k
b + . . .)dz, (4.2)

when z →∞. The leading coefficient Tk is regular semi-simple in jk/b and invariant under

the action of o. Details on the choices of subsequent coefficients can be found in [17, 68].

For the later purpose, we redefine the Higgs field as

Φ(z) =
Φ′(z)

z
(4.3)
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and the asymptotical behavior for Φ′(z) at z =∞ is then

Φ′ ∼ (Tkz
ν + . . .)dz, (4.4)

where ν = k
b + 1 and ν > 0 because k > −b. So the irregular singularity is specified by a

rational number ν.

The regular singularity at z = 0 is labeled by a nilpotent element f of g. Recall that

we assume that f is a regular nilpotent element in a Lévi l with l defined in section 3.2.

Then on the Hitchin side, we should consider the Langlands dual l∨. Let p∨ = l∨+n∨ ⊂ g∨

be the parabolic subalgebra with Lévi factor l∨, and n∨ be its nilradical part. Let P∨ ⊂ G∨

be the parabolic subgroup whose Lie algebra is p∨. Then at z = 0, the Higgs bundle E is

equipped with a P∨-level structure, which means the allowed gauge transformation around

z = 0 is of the form [84]

g = g0 + g1z + g2z
2 + · · · , g0 ∈ P∨, gi>0 ∈ G∨. (4.5)

The boundary condition of Φ′ at z = 0 is

Φ′ ∼ ((m+ β) + · · · ) dz, (4.6)

where the mass deformation m is in the center of l∨ and β ∈ n∨. In the massless limit

m→ 0, the boundary condition becomes

lim
z→0

Φ′ ∈ n∨. (4.7)

This boundary condition is related to the boundary condition (2.4) because

Of∨ = d(Of ) = Indg
∨

l∨ d(Ol
f ) = Indg

∨

l∨ O
l∨
0 , (4.8)

and Indg
∨

l∨ Ol∨
0 = G∨ · n∨ [77]. Here Ind means the induction of orbit and d(Ol

f ) is the

dual orbit of Ol
f in g∨. Since f is in regular in l, d(Ol

f ) = Ol∨
0 . To further specify the

Coulomb branch operators on Hitchin base B, one also needs an element c in the so-called

component group A(f∨) of f∨ introduced in [41], then Coulomb branch operators are gauge

invariant functions of Φ which are also invariant under the action of c [62]. In summary,

the Hitchin moduli space is specified by a Lie algebra j (resp. (j, o)), a rational number

ν = k/b+ 1 and a pair (f∨, c) together with suitable level structure on the Higgs bundle,

and the corresponding moduli space might be labeled as

MHit(j, ν, (f
∨, c)) (resp.MHit((j, o), ν, (f

∨, c))). (4.9)

4.2 Zero fibre of the Hitchin moduli space and the affine Springer fibre

The Hitchin system considered in this paper has a positive C∗ action on (x, z) coordinates

x→ λαx, z → λβz, (4.10)

which makes the spectral curve det(x − Φ(z)) = 0 invariant. This implies that the C∗

weight of x should be the same as Φ(z), inducing an action on the AKM algebra where
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Φ(z) lives in. The invariance of the spectral curve fixes the weight of the leading order

coefficient T of Higgs field is 0, and the weights of x and z are related by α = β k
b . Because

of this weight assignment, the C∗-fixed points ofMHit belong to the fibre over the C∗-fixed

point on the Hitchin base, which corresponds to the curve at the SCFT point listed in table

2 and 4. We call this fibre the zero fibre 13.

Below, we consider a local situation in which we may assume that the holomorphic

bundle E of the Higgs pair (E,Φ) is trivial. Now the Hitchin moduli space can be described

using the language of affine Lie algebra.

Untwsited cases: First consider the untwisted theories Tj,b,k,f with j = ADE. Let

ĵ = j[z, z−1] ⊕ CK ⊕ Cd be the AKM algebra associated with j. Here j[z, z−1] is the

polynomials in z and z−1 with coefficient valued in j. The modified Higgs field Φ′(z) is now

an element in ĵ satisfying the boundary condition (4.4) and (4.7) in last subsection.

Twisted cases: Now consider the twisted case Tj,o,bt,kt,f . The space j has a decom-

position

j = j0 ⊕ jω ⊕ · · · ⊕ jωn−1 , (4.11)

under the action of o. Here the subscripts denote the eigenvalues under the action of o and

n the order of o. By definition j0 = g∨ listed in table 3. The twisted affine Lie algebra n ĵ

corresponding to (j, o) is then

n ĵ = ⊕k∈Z

(
j0z

k ⊕ jωz
k+ 1

n ⊕ · · · ⊕ jωn−1zk+
n−1
n

)
⊕ CK ⊕ Cd. (4.12)

Below we will set formally 1̂j as ĵ so we can treat untwisted and twisted case uniformly.

By construction the modified Higgs field Φ′(z) is an element in n ĵ satisfying the fol-

lowing boundary conditions

Φ′(z) ∼ (Tzν + · · · )dz, z →∞,

Φ′(z) ∼ (β∨ + · · · )dz, z → 0.
(4.13)

Here ν = kt/bt + 1, and β∨ is an element in n∨ ⊂ g∨.

For the purpose of counting the fixed varieties, we only need to consider the zero fibre of

the Hitchin moduli space and it is easier to describe it using the affine Springer fibre which

we will review in the following. Choose an elliptic element γ ∈ n ĵ whose spectral curve is

the C∗-fixed point in B. Let G∨ be a connected and simply-connected affine Lie group

whose Lie algebra is n ĵ 14. Let ñ∨ be the Lie algebra with the root system ∆ñ∨ ≡ ∆̂∨
+\∆∨

l .

Here ∆̂∨ is the set of positive real roots of affine Lie algebra n ĵ. Let P∨ ⊂ G∨ be the

parahori subgroup whose root system is ∆̂∨
+ ∪∆∨

l . Then the affine Spaltenstein variety is

[45, 46]

Spγ,P∨ = {g ∈ P∨\G∨ | gγg−1 ⊂ ñ∨}. (4.14)

In [64] the authors proved that the zero fibre of the Hitchin moduli spaceMHit((j, o), ν, (f
∨, c))

is homeomorphic to Spγ,P∨ , with the relation

Φ(z)′ = gγg−1dz. (4.15)

13This is called the central fibre in [9]
14We will always put a ∨ symbol on objects on the fibre side as they are always the Langlands dual of

the corresponding objects on the VOA side.
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The choice of γ ensures that Φ′ satisfies the boundary condition from the irregular singu-

larity at ∞ while gγg−1 ⊂ ñ∨ ensures that Φ′ satisfies the boundary condition from the

regular singularity at 0.

Example 4.1. Consider ν = u
h∨ , the elliptic element of n ĵ is

γ = e−θz
u +

r∑
i=1

eαi . (4.16)

Here θ is the longest root, αi’s are simple roots, and eα is an element in the Chevalley basis

corresponding to the root α. In particular when j = AN−1 and ν = u
N , the spectral curve

of γ is

xN + zu−N = 0, (4.17)

so γ lies in the central fibre. It is useful to redefine the coordinate x′ = xz, and so the

spectral curve takes the form

x′N + zu = 0, (4.18)

and the SW differential in the new variable is x′ dzz .

Example 4.2. Take the Lie algebra g = AN−1, and let e1, . . . , eN be the standard basis of

RN . We give the explicit description of n∨. The set of positive roots are ∆+ = {ei− ej |1 <

i < j ≤ N}, and the set of simple roots are Π = {e1− e2, . . . eN−1− eN}. Given a partition

d = [d1, · · · , ds] of N , one pick the following set of simple roots corresponding to d

Πd = Π1 ∪Π2 ∪ · · · ∪Πs, (4.19)

where

Πi = {e∑i−1
l=1 dl

− e∑i−1
l=1 dl+1, · · · , e∑i

l=1 dl−1 − e∑i
l=1 dl
}. (4.20)

Now let ∆d ⊂ ∆ be the sub-root system generated by Πd. The standard Lévi subalgebra

corresponding to d is

l∨d = h∨ ⊕α∈∆d
g∨α, (4.21)

while the standard parabolic algebra p∨d containing l∨d is

p∨d = l∨d ⊕α∈∆+\∆d
g∨α. (4.22)

p∨d has a Lévi decomposition p∨d = l∨d ⊕ n∨d with

n∨d = ⊕α∈∆+\∆d
g∨α. (4.23)

The set of roots of ñ∨ is then

∆ñ∨ = {α+ nδ|α ∈ ∆, n ∈ Z>0} ∪ (∆∨
+\∆l∨). (4.24)

In particular, if d = [N ] (so-called trivial puncture in physics literature), n∨ is zero, then

ñ∨ is the Lie algebra generated by the root system ∆̂∨
+\∆∨

+. If d = [1N ] (so-called full

puncture in physics literature), ñ∨ is generated by the root system ∆̂∨
+.
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The requirement of elliptic element: In this work we focus on cases when there

are no mass parameters in irregular singularity, which puts the constraint on choices of

the rational number ν which is called slope. Recall the constraints on (b, k) (resp. (bt, kt))

for irregular singularities without mass deformation listed in table 5 (resp. table 6), and

ν = k
b +1 (resp. ν = kt

bt
+1). The requirement of no mass deformation imposes constraints

on the denominator m of ν = u/m which are listed in 9. Interestingly, such choices of m

coincides with the so-called elliptic numbers [45, 46]. Similarly, the allowed elliptic numbers

for the twisted case is also given in table 9. An elliptic number is called regular if it is the

same as the dual Coxeter number h∨. The dimension for the elliptic affine Springer fiber

is computed by [46, 69, 70], which is the same as our result in section 2.2.

j Elliptic number m

An n+ 1

Dn m even, 2n−2
m odd

m even, 2n
m even

E6 12, 9, 6, 3

E7 18, 14, 6, 2

E8 2, 3, 5, 6, 10, 15, 30

4, 8, 12, 24

20

j, o Elliptic number m

A2n,Z2 m = 2r, r odd, 2n+1
r odd

m = 2r, r odd, 2n
r even

A2n−1,Z2 m = 2r, r odd, 2n−1
r odd

m = 2r, r odd, 2n
r even

Dn,Z2 m even, 2n
m odd

m even, 2n−2
m even

D4,Z3 12, 6, 3

E6,Z2 18, 12, 6, 4, 2

Table 9: List of elliptic number m.

4.3 Counting fixed varieties

In previous section we argued that the affine Springer fibre can be used to replace the

Hitchin moduli space when considering the C∗-fixed points. For the elliptic case, there is a

nice combinatorial counting algorithm [45, 46] which we will explain here. Given an elliptic

slope ν = u/m for an (twisted) affine Lie algebra ĵ (n ĵ), define the set Lν as

Lν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂∨ | να(ρ) + l = 0}, (4.25)

and the set Sν as

Sν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂∨ | να(ρ)) + l = ν}. (4.26)

Here ∆̂∨ is the set of real roots of ĵ (n ĵ), ρ the co-Weyl vector of the finite part of ĵ (n ĵ).

Denoted by Wν the Weyl group generated by roots in Sν .

With Lν and Sν , the set of fixed varieties SpTγ,P∨ of the affine Springer fiber Spγ,P∨ is

labelled by the affine Weyl group element up to the action of WP∨ and Wν
15,

SpTγ,P∨ = ⊔Hw̃, {w̃ ∈WP∨\Waff/Wν | Ad(w̃)γ ∈ ñ∨}. (4.27)

15Our w̃ is w̃−1 in [46].
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Here WP∨ is the Weyl group for the parahori subgroup P∨. The dimension of each fixed

variety is [46]

dimHw̃ = |w̃Lν\∆ñ∨ | − |w̃Sν\∆ñ∨ |. (4.28)

In the following, we will apply above formula to several interesting cases.

Regular elliptic case: Let ĵ be a simply laced AKM algebra, then there is no differ-

ence between roots and coroots and ∆̂+ = ∆̂∨
+, ν = u

h∨ , f∨ is the principal nilpotent orbit,

so WP∨ is trivial. The group P∨ in this case is an Iwahori subgroup and is denoted as I∨,

and ñ∨ is the same as the set of positive affine roots ∆̂∨
+. Lν is empty because the maximal

height of a finite root α is h∨ − 1, so the equation

u

h∨
α(ρ) + l = 0, (4.29)

has no solution. Elements of Sν satisfying the following

u

h∨
α(ρ) + l =

u

h∨
, (4.30)

and the set of solutions is

Sν = {−θ + uδ, α1, . . . , αr}, (4.31)

which is the same as Su defined previously in equation (3.3). The elliptic element γ can be

chosen as

γ = e−θz
u +

∑
i

eαi . (4.32)

The fixed varieties are labelled by the following elements in the affine Weyl group

{w̃ ∈Waff | w̃Sν ⊂ ∆̂+}. (4.33)

Because Lν is empty, we have

|w̃Lν\∆̂+| = 0. (4.34)

Also because w̃Sν ⊂ ∆̂+,

w̃Sν\∆̂+ = ∅. (4.35)

The dimension formula (4.28) then tells us that each fixed variety Hw̃ has dimension 0.

The number of fixed points |SpTu
h∨ ,I∨ | is then ur [45].

Sub-regular case: Again consider ĵ simply laced, but now take ν = u
m with m being

the next to maximum value in table 9, and f∨ is still the principal nilpotent one. Notice

that now there is only one finite root µ of ĵ with height m, so Lν consists two roots

Lν = {±(µ− uδ)}. (4.36)

The set Sν is

Sν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂ | u
m
α(ρ∨)) + l =

u

m
}. (4.37)

Now Sν contains both positive and negative affine roots. One choice of the elliptic element

can be

γ =
∑

α+lδ∈Sν ,l≥0

eαz
l. (4.38)
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Since Lν = {±α̃}, and given w̃ ∈ Waff , the cardinality of w̃Lν\∆̂+ is always 1, the

first term in the dimension formula (4.28) is always 1. The fixed varieties are separated

into two groups by their dimensions.

1. dimHw̃ = 1: so |w̃Sν\∆̂+| = 0, i.e. w̃(Sν) ⊂ ∆̂+.

2. dimHw̃ = 0: so |w̃Sν\∆̂+| = 1, i.e. w̃Sν ∩ ∆̂− has exactly 1 element.

In next section we will provide explicit examples.

Twisted case: consider a twisted affine Lie algebra 2Â3 with the slope ν = 1
2 . The

set of real roots is 16

∆̂∨ = {α∨ +
n

2
δ | α∨ ∈ Φ0

s, n ∈ Z} ∪ {α∨ + nδ | α∨ ∈ Φ0
l , n ∈ Z}, (4.39)

where Φ0
s and Φ0

l are respectively the set of short and long roots of C2 Lie algebra which

is the finite part of 2Â3. In orthogonal basis spanned by {βi}

Φ0
l = {±2βi}, Φ0

s = {±βi ± βj , i, j = 1, 2, i ̸= j}. (4.40)

The set of simple roots is

{α∨
1 = β1 − β2, α∨

2 = 2β2}. (4.41)

The set Lν and Sν when ν = 1/2 are

Lν = {±(α1 + α2 − δ)} ∪ {±(α1 −
1

2
δ)} (4.42)

and

Sν = {α1, α2, −α1+δ, −α2+δ, 2α1+α2−δ, −2α1−α2+2δ, α1+α2−
δ

2
, −α1−α2+

3δ

2
}.

(4.43)

The fixed variety can be found by using the definition (4.27) and the dimension formula

(4.28). On the other hand, there is also a bijection between fixed varieties and alcoves in

the Cartan h, with algorithm listed below [45, 46]:

1. For each element α+lδ in Sν , one draw a wall which is a hyperplaneHα+lδ ⊂ h defined

by {x|(x, α)+ l = 0} (red lines in figure 3). For each element α+ lδ in Lν , one draws

a mirror which is the hyperplane Hα+lδ (blue lines in figure 3). The fundamental

alcove ∆0 is the region defined by (x, α) > 0, i = 1, · · · , r and (x,−αθ) + 1 > 0 (the

shaded area of 3).

2. For an element w̃ ∈ Waff , Hw̃ is a fixed variety if w̃−1∆0 lies in a bounded region

closed by walls. If any points x ∈ w̃−1∆0 satisfy (x, α) > 0 (or (x, α) < 0), we call

w̃−1∆0 is on the positive (or negative) side of the wall Hα. |w̃Sν\∆̂+| is the number

of walls of which w̃−1∆0 lies on the negative side. Finally, if w̃1
−1∆0 is the same as

w̃2
−1∆0 reflected by some mirrors, they correspond to the same fixed variety.

Alcoves corresponding to fixed varieties in our example are shown in figure 3 with dimen-

sions labelled. The alcoves marked by red dimension numbers are not reflected by the

mirrors so they correspond to different fixed varieties. There are total of 4 fixed varieties.
16Our imaginary root δ is n times the imaginary root of [85].
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α1

α2

Hα2

H−α2+δ

H−α1+δ

Hα1 H−α1+δ/2

H−α0+2δHα0−δ

H−αs+3δ/2

H−αs+δ

Hαs−δ/2

2

2

2
2

1

1

1

1

0 0

0

0

00

0

0

Figure 3: Alcoves correspond to fixed varieties of 2Â3 with ν = 1/2 are marked with

dimensions, and the fundamental alcove is the shaded region. Alcoves with dimension

marked in red below to different Wν orbit. There are one 2d fixed variety, one 1d fixed

variety and two fixed points. Redlines are walls from roots in Sν , blue lines are mirrors

from roots in Lν . Here αθ = 2α1 + α2, αs = α1 + α2 is the highest short root, and

α0 = −αs + δ/2.

5 Mirror symmetry for circle compactified 4d N = 2 theory

With necessary knowledge reviewed in previous sections, we can finally make precise state-

ments on the mirror symmetry and provide various checks. For a circle compactified 4dN =

2 SCFT, we now have two objects: the first one is the W-algebra W−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f) 17 which

describes Schur sector. The second one is the Hitchin moduli spaceMhit((j, o), ν, (f
∨, c))

for the Coulomb branch. Notice that the defining data involves Langlands dual on algebras:

1. The W-algebra W−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f) on the Schur sector is related to the affine Lie algebra

ĝ, while the Hitchin moduli space involves the twisted affine Lie algebra based n ĵ

which is the Langlands dual of ĝ.

2. The (f∨, c) ∈ g∨ used in the Hitchin moduli space is the dual of the nilpotent element

f ∈ g in W−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f), and g∨ is the Langlands dual of g.

5.1 Simple modules of W-algebra and fixed points

Our first statement is that there is a natural bijection between simple modules ofW−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f)

and irreducible components of C∗-fixed varieties of Mhit((j, o), ν, (f
∨, c)). The case when

g = AN−1 and f principal was first noticed in [9]. Cases when g = A1, f trivial or cases

when the W-algebra being WN and BN algebras are discussed in [10]. Our results vastly

generalize previous understanding of the bijection between modules and fixed varieties.

17Here n is the lacety number which is the same as the rank of the automorphism group when n > 1 in

table 3.
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Recall that irreducible components of fixed varieties of MHit((j, o), ν, (f
∨, c)) are the

same as fixed varieties of corresponding affine Springer fibre Spγ,P∨ which are parameterized

by the affine Weyl elements w̃ satisfying condition in (4.27) up to a double coset. The

bijection between fixed varieties of Hitchin moduli space and weights of simple modules of

W−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f) is

Fixed varieties ofMhit((j, o), ν, (f
∨, C))

≃−→ Irrep(W−h∨+ 1
nν
(g, f)),

Hw̃ 7→ Hf (L(Λw̃)), with Λw̃ = w̃ · (κΛ0),
(5.1)

Here Hw̃ denotes the irreducible component of the fixed varieties, and Λw̃ denotes the affine

weight.

Remark: In above proposal, we assume that the module of W-algebra is defined by

choosing f regular in a standard Lévi l which naturally matches the definition of fixed

varieties on the Hitchin side. To get the data for the W-algebra corresponding to the 4d

theory (namely the grading has to be given by the standard sl2 triple), one need to do a

further transformation resulting a shift in the conformal dimension.

5.1.1 W-algebras at boundary admissible level

Given a Lie algebra g, if the level κ is at the boundary admissible level κ = −h∨+ h∨

u with

gcd(u, h∨) = 1, then the slope ν of the corresponding fibre is u
h∨ , and the denominator h∨

is a regular elliptic number. In this situation, Lν is always an empty set. By the dimension

formula (4.28) all fixed varieties have dimension 0 (fixed points). For boundary admissible

case, the bijection can be proved rigorously and is given in our accompanying paper [42].

AKM cases: Let f being the trivial nilpotent orbit. One gets the associated vertex

algebra L−h∨+h∨
u

(g) on the VOA side. Following the notation in section 3.1, the set of

admissible weights are given by

{w̃.(κΛ0) | w̃ ∈Wext/Ωu, w̃(Su) ⊂ ∆̂∨
+}. (5.2)

On the Hitchin side, both Wν and WP∨ are trivial, and the set of fixed varieties is labelled

by (in this case, ñ∨ is equal to the set of positive affine roots ∆̂∨
+)

{w̃ ∈Waff | w̃(Sν) ⊂ ∆̂∨
+}. (5.3)

The dimension of each fixed variety is 0 (fixed points). Notice that here Su = Sν . One

can show that for each element of the coset Wext/Ωu, there is one and only one element in

Waff
18, hence the bijection. Both the number of admissible modules and fixed points are

ur.

Example 5.1. L−2+2/u(sl2) ↔ MHit(sl2,
u
2 , [2]). Here u should be an odd integer. We

have g = g∨ = sl2, Su = Sν = {α,−α + uδ}. An element in the affine Weyl group can

always be written as an element of the finite Weyl group followed by a translation in the

18Note that both Wext and Waff are invariant under Langlands dual.

– 27 –



root lattice tmαs with s being 1 or sα. The fixed points are labelled by the following subset

of Waff

{t−mα | 0 ≤ 2m < u} ∪ {tmαsα | 0 < 2m ≤ u}. (5.4)

The first set has (u+1)/2 elements and the second one has (u−1)/2 elements, so the total

number of fixed points are u. Using the formula (5.1), we found that weights from the first

set are

{
(
−2 + 2

u
+

4m

u

)
Λ0 −

4m

u
Λ1 | 0 ≤ 2m < u} (5.5)

and weights from the second set are

{
(
−2 + 2

u
+

2u− 4m

u

)
Λ0 −

2u− 4m

u
Λ1 | 0 < 2m < u}. (5.6)

They give exactly the same weights as (3.18) in example 3.1.

Example 5.2. L−3+3/u(sl3) ↔ MHit(sl3, u/3, [3]). Here u is coprime with 3. Sν is the

same as Su

Su = Sν = {−θ + uδ, α1, α2} (5.7)

with θ = α1 + α2. The condition for w̃ = tβy to give rise to a fixed point is

tβy(Su) ⊂ ∆̂+, β ∈ Q, (5.8)

with Q being the root lattice of sl3. For u = 4, the list of fixed points and the corresponding

affine weights (5.1) are listed in table 10, and we get exactly the same weights in table 7

in example 3.2. We also plot all alcoves corresponding to fixed points in figure 4.

tβy Λ tβy Λ tβy Λ

1 − 9
4Λ0 t−α1−α2 − 3

4Λ0 − 3
4Λ1 − 3

4Λ2 t−α1−2α2 − 9
4Λ2

t−2α1−α2 − 9
4Λ1 t−α2s1 − 2

4Λ0 − 5
4Λ1 − 2

4Λ2 tα1−α2s1 − 5
4Λ0 +

1
4Λ1 − 5

4Λ2

t−α1
s2 − 2

4Λ0 − 2
4Λ1 − 5

4Λ2 t−α1+α2
s2 − 5

4Λ0 − 5
4Λ1 +

1
4Λ2 tα2

s2s1 − 3
4Λ1 − 6

4Λ2

t2α2
s2s1 − 3

4Λ0 − 6
4Λ1 tα1+2α2

s2s1 − 6
4Λ0 − 3

4Λ2 tα1
s1s2 − 6

4Λ1 − 3
4Λ2

t2α1
s1s2 − 3

4Λ0 − 6
4Λ2 t2α1+α2

s1s2 − 6
4Λ0 − 3

4Λ1 tα1+α2
s1s2s1

1
4Λ0 − 5

4Λ1 − 5
4Λ2

t2α1+2α2s1s2s1 − 5
4Λ0 − 2

4Λ1 − 2
4Λ2

Table 10: Fixed points ofMHit(sl3, 3/u, [3]) and their images under the bijection (5.1).

W-algebras case: Now we consider cases when f is a regular nilpotent element in

a Lévi. As discussed in section 3.2, simple modules of W−h∨+h∨
u

(g, f) are reduced from

modules of L−h∨+h∨
u

(g) satisfying the condition (3.25). In particular, some modules are

projected out, and multiple modules of AKM is mapped to the same simple module of the

W-algebra. On the Hitchin side, one can easily see the similar pattern: firstly the set Lν

and Sν is not changed, secondly the set of affine roots of ñ∨ is now smaller than ∆̂∨
+ and

so some of the previous fixed points will be projected out, thirdly one should quotient by

a Weyl group WP∨ action to get the final results. So the pattern on Hitchin side matches

precisely with that on the VOA side.
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Figure 4: Alcoves corresponding fixed points for A2, ν = 4/3. Each alcove gives rise to a

affine Weyl group element whose inverse gives rise to a fixed point: here s0 = sθt−θ, and si
is the Weyl reflection generated by the simple roots of the Lie algebra. For example, the

element s0 in the region gives rise to an element s−1
0 = tθsθ = tα1+α2s1s2s1.

Example 5.3. W−3+3/u(sl3, [2, 1]) ↔ MHit(sl3, u/3, [2, 1]). Lν is again empty and Sν is

the same as equation (5.7) but

∆ñ∨ = ∆̂+\{α1}, (5.9)

and so WP∨ is generated by s1. The condition for fixed points are

w̃(Su) ⊂ ∆ñ∨ = ∆̂∨
+\{α1}, w̃ ∈WP∨\Waff . (5.10)

The total 6 fixed points when u = 4 are listed in table 11 which are matched to the modules

in table 8 through the bijection (5.1). Alcoves of fixed points are drawn in figure 5. In

general there are u(u− 1)/2 fixed points.

tβy, Λ tβy, Λ

t2α1+α2s1s2, −6
4Λ0 − 3

4Λ1

t−α1+α2s2, −5
4Λ0 − 5

4Λ1 +
1
4Λ2

t−2α1−α2 , −9
4Λ1

tα1−α2s1, −5
4Λ0 +

1
4Λ1 − 5

4Λ2

t2α2s2s1, −3
4Λ0 − 6

4Λ1

t2α1+2α2s1s2s1, −5
4Λ0 − 2

4Λ1 − 2
4Λ2

t−α1−α2 , −3
4Λ0 − 3

4Λ1 − 3
4Λ2

t−α2s1,
−2
4 Λ0 − 5

4Λ1 − 2
4Λ2

tα1s1s2, −6
4Λ1 − 3

4Λ2

t−α1s2, −2
4Λ0 − 2

4Λ1 − 5
4Λ2

tα2s2s1, −3
4Λ1 − 6

4Λ2

tα1+α2s1s2s1,
1
4Λ0 − 5

4Λ1 − 5
4Λ2

Table 11: Fixed points ofMHit(sl3, 3/4, [2, 1]) and their images under the bijection (5.1).

The affine Weyl elements in the same box are related by the left action of s1, so they

reduces to the same fixed points.
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Figure 5: Alcoves corresponding fixed points for A2, ν = 4/3, f∨ = [2, 1]. Alcoves with

a blue edge (corresponding to reflection s1) on the walls does not reduce to a fixed point

(under s1 they are reflected out of the area bounded by walls). Alcoves separated by a blue

edge (two alcoves encircled by red edges and black edges) reduce to the same fixed point.

Note that the label in each alcove is w−1 in terms of simple reflections.

Example 5.4. W−3+3/u(sl3, [3]) ↔ MHit(sl3, u/3, [1, 1, 1]). Here ∆ñ∨ = ∆̂∨
+\{α1, α2},

and WP∨ is the full Weyl group of sl3, so one only has to consider the affine Weyl group

elements of the form t−k1α1−k2α2 . Constraints on fixed points are

t−k1α1−k2α2(−α1 − α2 + uδ) = −α1 − α2 + (−k1 − k2 + u)δ,

t−k1α1−k2α2(α1) = α1 + (2k1 − k2)δ,

t−k1α1−k2α2(α2) = α2 + (2k2 − k1)δ.

(5.11)

The set of allowed (k1, k2) is

{(k1, k2) ∈ Z2 | u− k1 − k2 > 0, 2k1 − k2 > 0, 2k2 − k1 > 0} (5.12)

and the number of fixed points are (u−2)(u−1)
6 . The correspondingW-algebraW−3+3/u(sl3, [3])

is ismorphic to W3(3, 3+u) minimal model and this is the bijection discussed in [9]. Alcoves

corresponding to fixed points when u = 4 are shown in figure 6.

5.1.2 Non-admissible W-algebras

In general it is not easy to study the representation theory of non-admissible W-algebras.

On the other hand, computing fixed manifolds of corresponding affine Springer fibers is

straight forward. Although we will not be able to provide a proof of the bijection like

in boundary admissible cases, we can show that the bijection still holds for the few cases

when the simple modules of non-admissible W-algebras are known [86, 87], and it is also

interesting to use this bijection to predict information on other non-admissible W-algebras.

– 30 –



Figure 6: Alcoves corresponding fixed points for A2, ν = 4/3, f∨ = [1, 1, 1]. Alcoves

encircled by a hexagon of black edges are in the same WP∨ orbit so reduces to the same

fixed point. Since only one such hexagon in the area bounded by walls, so there is only

one fixed point. Note that the label in each alcove is w−1 in terms of simple reflections.

For example, consider the affine vertex algebra L−2(D4). Since h∨ = 6, the level

κ = −6 + 4/1 is non admissible. One the fibre side we have g = D4, ν = 1
4 ,P

∨ = I∨. To

compute fixed varieties, we first find Lν and Sν . The set Lν = {α+ lδ | 1
4(α, ρ

∨) + l = 0}
in this case is non-empty

Lν = {±(−µ+ δ)}, (5.13)

where µ = α1 + α2 + α3 + α4, so Wν is the Weyl group generated by s−µ+δ. The set

Sν = {α+ lδ | 1
4(α, ρ

∨) + l = 1
4} is also larger than the admissible case:

Sν = {α1, α2, α3, α4,−µ+ α1 + δ,−µ+ α3 + δ,−µ+ α4 + δ, θ − δ}, (5.14)

with θ = µ + α2 = α1 + 2α2 + α3 + α4 being the highest root. We adopt the Bourbaki

numbering for simple roots [85, 88].

By the discussion in section 4.3, the dimension one fixed variety is given by the affine

Weyl element w̃ such that w̃(Sν) ⊂ ∆̂+ up to the right action of Wν . There are only two

such elements in Waff , and they are indeed in the same Wν orbit

w̃0 = s0 = tθs2s3s1s2s4s2s3s1s2,

w̃′
0 = s0s−µ+δ = tµs3s1s2s4s2s3s1s2,

(5.15)

where si is the simple reflection corresponding to the simple root αi. Therefore there is

only one fixed variety with dimension 1.
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Dim w̃ = tβw w̃ · (kΛ0)

0 1 −2Λ0

0 s4s0 = tθs4r1r2 −2Λ4

0 s1s0 = tθr1r2s1 −2Λ1

0 s3s0 = tθr1s1r2 −2Λ3

1 s0 = tθr1r2 −Λ2

Table 12: Fixed points of D4, ν = 1
4 and their images under the bijection (5.1). Here

r1 = s2s3s1s2s4, r2 = s2s3s1s2 and θ = α1 + 2α2 + α3 + α4.

The dimension 0 fixed points corresponds to affine Weyl group elements w̃ satisfying

|w̃(Sν) ∩ ∆̂−| = 1 up to the right action by Wν , and there are four fixed points

w̃1 = 1

w̃2 = s1s0 = tθs2s3s1s2s4s2s3s1s2s1,

w̃3 = s3s0 = tθs2s3s1s2s4s1s2s3s1s2,

w̃4 = s4s0 = tθs4s2s3s1s2s4s2s3s1s2.

(5.16)

The weights under the bijection (5.1) are given by tβw.(−2Λ0) and results are summarized

in table 12 (−2Λ0 is invariant under the dot action of Wν so w̃ and w̃s−µ+δ give the same

weight). Indeed they agree with results in VOA literature [86, 87]. If one changes f to be an

element in the minimal nilpotent orbit, there will be only one fixed point on the fibre side,

and this is also consistent with the fact that W−2(D4,min) is isomorphic to C [87]. More

examples on the bijection between fixed varieties and simple modules of non-admissible

W-algebras are discussed in appendix A.

5.1.3 Formula for the number of fixed varieties

Here we give a formula on the number of fixed varieties of a fibre which will also give the

number of simple modules of the corresponding W-algebras under the bijection (5.1).

1. For the Hitchin system defined by n ĵ, ν = u/m and I∨, the corresponding VOA is

L−h∨+ 1
nν
(g) where ĝ is the Langlands dual of oj whose finite part is g∨. Let a be the

dimension of the cohomology of fixed varieties when u = 1, then that of the general

u is [45, 46]

aur (5.17)

with r being the rank of g. In particular, when m is a regular elliptic number, a = 1,

and there are only fixed points and so the number is ur. The value of a for the other

cases can be found in [46].

2. For the Hitchin system defined by non twisted affine Lie algebra ĵ, ν = u/h∨, and

general P∨ which is given by the standard parabolic subalgebra, the corresponding

VOA is a W-algebra at boundary admissible number, we show in [42] the number of
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fixed points is
(u−m1)(u−m2) · · · (u−mj)

(m1 + 1)(m2 + 1) · · · (mi + 1)
, (5.18)

where the set {m1,m2, · · · ,mi} is the set of exponents of the Weyl group of l of p.

5.2 Conformal weights and momentum map

The bijection (5.1) also maps geometric data on the Hitchin side to algebra data on the

VOA side. On the Hitchin side, one can define a moment map of the C∗ action, and it

was shown in several cases that the value of moment map on each fixed points is equal to

the conformal weights of the corresponding module up to shift by a constant [9, 10]. We

discuss a generalization of this correspondence in this section.

For simplicity, let us focus on the regular elliptic slope ν, so theW-algebra isW−h∨+h∨
nu

(g, f).

Given a fixed point w̃ = tbw, the corresponding Higgs field is (up to gauge transformation)

Φw̃(z)dz =
dz

z

∑
α+lδ∈Sν ,l>0

zl−(w−1b,α)ewα. (5.19)

Following [9], one can define the moment map on the Hitchin moduli space 19

µ ≡ i

2π

∫
Tr
(
Φ ∧ Φ†h − Id|z|2(u−h∨)/h∨

dzdz̄
)
, (5.20)

where Φ†h = h−1Φ†h is the Hermitian adjoint of Φ, and h is the Hermitian metric of the

Higgs bundle. And we propose the following relation between the moment map of Φw̃ and

the conformal dimension of Hf (L(Λw̃))

hHf (L(Λw̃)) = µ(Φw̃(z))−
[
u

h∨
|ρ|2 − h∨

u
|x|2 − 2(x, ρ)

]
. (5.21)

Here x should be chosen to be H/2 of the standard triple (X,Y,H) to match with the

VOA corresponding to 4d theory. It is straightforward to check that when g = AN−1 and

f = [N ], equation (5.21) reproduces the result in [9] and when g = A1 and f = [1, 1],

equation (5.21) also gives the result in [10].

We provide a derivation of (5.21) for g = AN−1, which essentially follows from [9].

Fixed point then has the following matrix form

Φw̃(z) = M


0 zb1

. . .

zbN−1

zbN

M−1dz, (5.22)

where M is a permutation matrix and

bi = −(w−1b, αi)− 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, bN = u− 1 + (w−1b, θ). (5.23)

19We add a factor of 1
2
in the definition to better match with the conformal dimension of the simple

module. We also set all parabolic weights αi to zero for simplicity.
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The moment map at this fixed point can be computed explicitly using the definition (5.20)

µ(Φ(w,b)) =
h∨

2u
|a|2, (5.24)

where coordinates of the N dimensional vector a is related with the coordinates of the

vector b by

bi −
u− h∨

h∨
= ai − ai+1,

N∑
i=1

ai = 0. (5.25)

Here aN+1 is identified with a1. Using the definition (5.23) of bi and αi = ei − ei+1 in

orthogonal basis, one get

ai = (−w−1b− u

h∨
ρ, ei). (5.26)

Here ρ is the Weyl vector, and (ρ, αi) = 1. Therefore the value of moment map at the fixed

point is

µ(Φw̃(z)) =
h∨

2u
|a|2 = h∨

2u

∑
i

(−w−1b− u

h∨
ρ, ei)

2

=
h∨

2u
| − w−1b− u

h∨
ρ|2 = h∨

2u
|b+ u

h∨
wρ|2, (5.27)

Using the formula of the admissible weight Λw̃

Λw̃ = tbw.

(
−h∨ +

h∨

u

)
Λ0, (5.28)

the finite part λw̃ of Λw̃ is

λw̃ = wρ+
h∨

u
b− ρ. (5.29)

Clearly we have

|b+ u

h∨
wρ|2 = u2

(h∨)2
|λw̃ + ρ|2, (5.30)

and the moment map can then be expressed in terms of λw̃

µ(Φw̃(z)) =
u

2h∨
|λw̃ + ρ|2. (5.31)

Comparing (5.31) with the formula (3.27) of the conformal dimension of Hf (L(Λw̃))

hHf (L(Λw̃)) =
u

2h∨
(|λw̃ + ρ|2 − |ρ|2)− h∨

2u
|x|2 + (x, ρ), (5.32)

we get the relation (5.21) between moment maps and conformal dimension.

5.3 Modular properties

Modular transformation and DAHA: One important aspects of VOA is the modular

property on the characters of the modules [43]. It is definitely interesting to see whether one

can find similar modular transformation on the Hitchin side, which actually indeed exists.

The cohomology of the Hitchin moduli space (which is related to the data of fixed varieties
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by using Morse theory) is realized as a finite dimensional representation of double affine

Hecke algebra [45, 89], and the PSLc(2,Z) action on DAHA [47] will induce a PSLc(2,Z)
action on the cohomology of fixed varieties. It is then natural to compare above two sets

of modular transformation. This relation will be proved in [42]. The relation between

modular matrices of minimal W-algebras of A type and spherical DAHA of A type was

studied in [48].

Modular property for non-admissible W-algebras: The cohomology groupH∗(MHit)

considered in this paper carries a DAHA action. In good cases there is also a natural

PSLc(2,Z)- action on H∗(MHit). Given the correspondence between the fixed varieties

of Hitchin system and the modules of VOA, one would find interesting implication for

the modular property of non-admissible W-algebra. A crucial fact is that in general the

fixed varieties ofMHit corresponding to non-admissible W-algebra has higher dimensional

components. This is in contrast with the admissible case where the fixed varieties are all

of dimension zero.

Now in our correspondence, each irreducible component of fixed varieties gives a simple

module (in the category O) of the corresponding VOA. However, in the Morse theory

each higher dimensional fixed variety would contribute more than one basis vector to the

cohomology. So the above mismatch suggests that if one want to have the modular property

for the VOA, one has to enlarge the set of VOA modules. For instance, one might need to

add the logarithmic modules to have the modular property which is also observed in some

non-admissible VOAs [90, 91]. In fact, our correspondence suggests the number of added

module should be the same as the dimension for the cohomology from the fixed varieties.

Modular data and Coulomb branch index: One can define a Coulomb branch

index ImT (t) (Hitchin character) of the 4d theory T on L(m, 1) × S1 where L(m, 1) is the

Lens space [10, 49]. The Coulomb branch index has an expansion in terms of the fixed

varieties, and the geometric data such as momentum map plays a crucial role in computing

it. On the other hand, the Lens space Coulomb index Im(t) is deeply connected to the

modular matrices (3.13) and (3.28) of the corresponding VOA [10, 11, 49], namely

lim
t→e2πi

ImT (t) = a(STmS)vac,vac, (5.33)

where a is a constant determined by g, S and T are the modular matrices of characters of the

VOA corresponding to theory T , and (STmS)vac,vac means the vacuum-vacuum component

of the matrix STmS. In general, ImT is difficult to compute for the theories considered in

this paper as most of them lack a Lagrangian description. However, when n = 1, the

Lens space is just the 3-sphere S3, the Coulomb branch index on S3 × S1 is completely

determined by the Coulomb branch spectrum of the 4d theory which can be obtained using

the method in [17, 19, 20], allowing us to check the relation (5.33) for m = 1.

Example: Consider 4d theory TAN−1,
u
N
,f=trivial with gcd(N, u) = 1 (section 2.1), the

corresponding VOA is L−N+N
u
(AN−1). The Coulomb branch spectrum CBT can be found

using the method in [19] and is the following set of rational numbers

CBT = {i− j
N

u
| i, j ∈ Z, 2 ≤ i ≤ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ ⌊(i− 1)

u

n
⌋}. (5.34)
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Here ⌊x⌋ is the maximal integer less or equal to x. The Coulomb branch IT (t) on S3 × S1

is then

IT (t) =
∏

d∈CBT

1

1− td
. (5.35)

Because all elements in CBT are not integer, the limit t → e2πi of IT is not singular,

comparing with the modular matrices of L−N+N
u
(AN−1) (3.13) we find that for the theory

TAN−1,
u
N
,trivial,

lim
t→e2πi

IT = e2iπ(hmin− c
24

)(STS)vac,vac, (5.36)

where hmin = −dim g
24

(
u− 1

u

)
is the smallest conformal weights of all admissible modules of

L−N+N
u
(AN−1). It would be nice to generalize this relation for lens space index L(m, 1) in

the future.

5.4 Zhu’s C2 algebra and the cohomology ring

For each VOA V there is a commutative algebra C2(V ) associated to V called Zhu’s C2

algebra. In the following, we will present examples when C2(V ) is isomorphic to the

cohomology ring of the corresponding Hitchin system.

Consider g = AN−1, ν = u
N and f principal. The VOA is then the principal W-algebra

W−N+N/u(AN−1,prin) (i.e. WN (N, u) minimal model). Motivated from the character of

its vacuum module, C2(W−N+N/u(AN−1, prin)) is conjectured to be the same as the Jacobi

algebra of an isolated hypersurface singularity [92]

C[T2, T3, · · · , TN ]/⟨ ∂f
∂T2

, · · · , ∂f

∂TN
⟩. (5.37)

Here T2, · · ·TN are generators with degrees 2, · · · , N , and f [T2, . . . , Tn] is an isolated sin-

gularity with degree u + 1. The generators { ∂f
∂T2

, · · · , ∂f
∂TN
} of the ideal then have degree

u+ 1− n, · · · , u− 2. This construction ensures that the above algebra has the dimension
(u−1)!

n!(u−n)! , which is just the dimension for the Milnor algebra.

On the other hand, the cohomology ring for the corresponding Hitchin system is given

by the following ring [89, 93]

C[e2, e3, · · · , eN ]/⟨gu+1−N , · · · , gu−1⟩. (5.38)

Here generators e2, · · · , eN also have degree 2, · · · , N , and the generator gu−n+i of the ideal

is the coefficient of wu−n+i in the Taylor expansion of

(1 + e2w
2 + . . .+ enw

n)u/n (5.39)

at w = 0. From the descriptions above, one can deduce that the ring (5.37) and the ring

(5.38) are isormorphic. This relations has a similar flavor to the Hikita conjecture which

relates the coordinate ring of some scheme coming from a conical symplectic singularity to

the cohomology ring of a symplectic resolution of the dual conical symplectic singularity

[94]. In our context, the coordinate ring is coming from Zhu’s C2 algebra, which would

indeed give the coordinate ring of the Higgs branch [95]. It would be interesting to further

study this correspondence in more general setups.
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5.5 Generalization to arbitrary f

So far we assume the nilpootent element f which labels the regular singularity to be a

regular (principal) nilpotent element in a Lévi subalgebra of g, however, there are many

nilpotent element which is distinguished but not regular in any minimal Lévi subalgebra

containing it (distinguished but not regular for short). For example, when g is of type

CDEFG, any element f in the subregular nilpotent orbit is distinguished but not regular

as the minimal Lévi subalgebra containing f is g itself.

Given a 4d theory Tj,b,k,f or Tj,o,bt,kt,f with f distinguished but not regular, we should

modify the definition of its correspondingMHit in the following way. Adopting the same

notation as in section 4.1 with the modification that l is the minimal standard Lévi sub-

algebra containing f , we still consider the Higgs bundle (E,Φ) with a P∨-level structure

at the regular singularity. However, Φ should have a new boundary condition around the

regular singularity (recall Φ′ = zΦ)

lim
z→0

Φ′ ∈ d(Ol
f )⊕ n∨, (5.40)

which is equivalent to limz→0Φ
′ ∈ Of∨ because Of∨ = G∨ · (d(Ol

f ) ⊕ n∨). When f in

regular in l, d(Ol
f ) is the trivial nilpotent orbit in l, therefore (5.40) reduces to (4.7).

We propose that the corresponding affine Spaltenstein variety should be replaced by

the following space

Spγ,P∨,f = {g ∈ P∨\G∨ | gγg−1 ∈ d(Ol
f )⊕ ñ∨}. (5.41)

The space Spγ,P∨,f is well-defined because d(Ol
f )⊕ ñ∨ is stable under the action of P∨ [96].

The fixed varieties of Spγ,P∨,f are

SpTγ,P∨,f = ⊔Hw̃, {w̃ ∈WP∨\Waff/Wν | Ad(w̃)γ ∈ d(Ol
f )⊕ ñ∨}. (5.42)

We will provide examples to illustrate the matching between fixed varieties ofMHit with

know results in W-algebras.

Example 5.5. W−(2n−2)+ 2n−2
u

(Dn, [2n−3, 3])↔MHit(Dn,
u

2n−2 , [2
2, 2n−4]). Here gcd(u, 2n−

2) = 1 and the partition [2n − 3, 3] corresponds to the subregular nilpotent orbit of Dn

which is distinguished in Dn itself. The boundary condition (5.40) in this case is

lim
z→0

Φ′ ∈ d(Osubreg) = Omin, (5.43)

and P∨ = G∨ = SO(8). There are only fixed points inMHit(Dn,
u

2n−2 , [2
2, 2n− 4]). Extra

fixed points comparing to the principal case are labelled by the following elements of the

affine Weyl group of D̂n

{w̃ ∈WG∨\Waff | |w̃(Sν) ∩∆∨| = 1}, (5.44)

where ∆∨ is the set of all roots of Dn. The number of these extra fixed points is

(u− h1)(u− h2) · · · (u− hn)

2n−2(n− 2)!
, (5.45)
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where {h1, h2, · · · , hn} is the following set of integers

{1, 3, · · · , 2n− 5, 2n− 4, n− 1}. (5.46)

This is just the set of exponents of Dn with the maximal exponent 2n − 3 subtracted by

1. The denominator 2n−2(n − 2)! is also the order of the Weyl group of the centralizer

of an element in Omin. Formula (5.45) and (5.18) together predict the number of simple

modules of subregular W-algebra W−(2n−2)+ 2n−2
u

(Dn, [2n − 3, 3]). When u = 2n − 3, the

number of fixed points is n − 2 which is the same as the number of simple modules of

W−(2n−2)+ 2n−2
2n−3

(Dn, [2n− 3, 3]) given in [81].

Example 5.6. W−h∨+h∨
u

(En, fsubreg) ↔ MHit(En,
u
h∨ , fmin). Here n = 6, 7, 8 and

gcd(u, h∨) = 1. The minimal Lévi subalgebra containing fsubreg is again En itself. Numbers

of extra fixed points comparing to the principal case are

E6 :
1

6!
(u− 1)(u− 4)(u− 5)(u− 7)(u− 8)(u− 10),

E7 :
1

256!
(u− 1)(u− 5)(u− 7)(u− 9)(u− 11)(u− 13)(u− 16),

E8 :
1

2903040
(u− 1)(u− 7)(u− 11)(u− 13)(u− 17)(u− 19)(u− 23)(u− 28).

(5.47)

Again hi’s appear in the formula are exponents of En with the maximal one subtracted by

1, and the denominator is the order of the Weyl group of the centralizer of an element in

Omin. For example, 2903040 is the order of Weyl group of E7 which is the centralizer of an

element of the A1 orbit of E8. Formulae (5.47) and (5.18) together predict the number of

simple modules of the subregular W-algebra W−h∨+h∨
u

(En, fsubreg). When u = h∨− 1, the

number of fixed points matches the number of simple modules of W−h∨+ h∨
h∨−1

(En, fsubreg)

computed in [81].

It was also proved in [81] that W-algebrasW−h∨+ h∨
h∨−1

(g, fsubreg) with g being typeD or

E are rational with modular matrices of simple modules worked out explicitly. It would also

be nice to match these data from the VOA side with geometric data from the Hitchin side.

In general, W-algebras with distinguished f (distinguished W-algebras) play fundamental

role among W-algebras. However, the representation theory of distinguished W-algebras

that are not of regular type are largely unexplored. Our correspondence provides motiva-

tions to study the space Spγ,P∨,f and use the geometry to predict representation theories

of distinguished W-algebras.

5.6 Relation with 3d symplectic duality

When taking the limit that the radius of the circle to be 0, one can get a 3d N = 4 SCFT

T 3d. As mentioned in the introduction, the Higgs branch X of T 3d is the same as the Higgs

branch of 4d theory, which is identified as the associated variety of the corresponding VOA

V (T ). The Coulomb branch Y of T 3d is also related to the Coulomb branch of the 4d on

S1. In the massless limit both X and Y are hyper-Kähler cones.
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In many cases, Y (resp. X) can also be realized as the Higgs (resp. Coulomb) branch

of another 3d N = 4 quiver gauge theory T 3d,mirror which is called the mirror of T 3d in

physics literature [53]. Properties of Y can be quite different from its 4d counter part:

1. Usually there is no flavor symmetries acting on the 4d Coulomb branch. However,

there are sometimes emergent global symmetries on Y .

2. Y is not irreducible, i.e. it typically has a component described by free hypermulti-

plets in the mirror theory.

Since X and Y are Higgs or Coulomb branches of the same 3d theory, they form a

symplectic pair. Actually, many familiar symplectic pairs arises this way:

Example 5.7. Consider the 4d theory TAN−1,
u
N
,f=[1N ] with gcd(u,N) = 1 and u > N .

After reducing to 3d, the Higgs branch X is the associated variety of L−N+N/u(AN−1)

which is the nilpotent cone N of AN−1 [97] 20, while the Coulomb brach Y is given by

the Higgs branch of the so-called T [SU(n)] theory [98] plus hu,N = (N−1)(u−N−1)
2 free

hypermultiplets, which is N plus the flat space Chu,n . The interacting part 3d theory is

self-mirror meaning both its Higgs and Coulomb branch are the same (N ). Notice that

when u > N , 4d theories TAN−1,
u
N
,f=[1N ] with different u give the same symplectic pairs.

Example 5.8. Next change f in the above example to be an element in arbitrary nilpotent

orbit. Then X becomes Sf ∩N , and Y is the Higgs branch of Tf [SU(N)] theory plus hu,N
free hypermultiplets. So Y is Of∨ plus Chu,n . It is known that Sf ∩ N and Of∨ form a

symplectic pair.

Example 5.9. Now take N = 2l + 1 to be an odd integer, u = 2 and f = [12l+1]. The 3d

mirror for this theory is given in [53], and X is now O[2l,1] and Y is S[l+1,l] ∩N .

In above examples, we see that different 4d theories (VOAs) can have the same Higgs

branch (associated variety). Their 4d Coulomb branches are different, however, after re-

ducing to 3d, their 3d Coulomb branch differ only by a Ch factor. It seems that the 4d

perspective is a more “refined” version of 3d symplectic pair. It would also be interesting

to see if it can provide new in-sight on symplectic dualities.

Moreoever, one can get a finite W-algebra from the twisted Zhu’s algebra of the asso-

ciated VOA [54]. The finite W-algebra is precisely those found by doing quantization on

the Higgs branch of 3d theory, so from the reduction of 4d theory, one not only get a pair

of symplectic singularities, but also an algebra/geometry pair.

6 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper, we study the mirror symmetry for circle compactified 4d N = 2 SCFTs.

This symmetry involves an algebra object which is a VOA capturing the data on the Schur

sector, and a geometric object which is the Coulomb branch of the effective 3d theory.

We show that the representation theory of the VOA such as simple modules, modular

20Associated varieties when u > N remain to be the same.
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transformation, Zhu’s algebra can be translated into geometric properties of the Coulomb

branch. Various checks have been made in this paper when one can compute things on

both sides, and one would get many interesting predictions on each side by using the mirror

symmetry map.

Our mirror pair involves W-algebra and the Hitchin’s moduli space, which all play

important roles in various branches of physics and mathematics, and we hope that the

mirror proposal in this paper would help understand them further. While there are many

interesting matches in our mirror proposal, a further physical understanding of this mirror

symmetry is definitely desirable. Hopefully the physical understanding would help us to

construct VOA modules and their character. We mainly focus on regular elliptic slope and

special nilpotent orbit in this paper (with a few studies on sub-regular elliptic slope), and

detailed studies of other cases will be presented elsewhere.

The mirror symmetry involves an algebra defined using Higgs branch or its generaliza-

tion and the effective Coulomb branch. Physically, it suggests that one can study following

generalizations:

1. Twisted W-algebras: In this paper we encounter non-twisted affine Lie algebra on

the VOA side. It is actually possible to find the mirror pair involving twisted affine Lie

algebras and non-twisted Hitchin systems. Recall that one find the Coulomb branch

as Hitchin’s moduli space as follows: one get 3d theory by compactify 6d theory on

Σ × S1; If we first compactify 6d theory on Σ, one get a 4d theory on S1, and if

we first compactify it on S1, one get a 5d theory on Σ whose Higgs branch is just

the Hitchin’s moduli space defined on Σ. The twisted theory is defined by turning

on outer automorphism twist on Σ. Now to get 5d theory with non-simply laced

gauge group, one need to turn on outer automorphsim twist around the circle S1,

and then one get a non-twisted Hitchin system on Σ. On the left hand side of figure

1, one first compactify the theory on Σ and then on S1 with outer-automorphism

twist, and it is naturally to expect that one should get a twisted W-algebra by doing

outer automorphism twist. [42] establishes the correspondence for twsited AKM at

boundary admissible level.

2. Non-elliptic affine Springer fiber: We mainly focus on the so-called elliptic affine

Springer fiber in this paper. The correspondence can certainly be generalized to the

non-elliptic case. The Hitchin system is well define and the corresponding VOA can

be found using coset construction [18]. On the other, isomorphisms between W-

algebras may predict isomorphisms between Hitchin systems. In certain cases, the

non-elliptic Hitchin system is predicted to be isomorphic to elliptic Hitchin system

using the isomorphism between W-algebras.

Example 6.1. Consider a 4d theory TA1,1,u−1,f=[12] which is also called the (A1, D2u)

AD theory. Hitchin system describing its Coulomb branch is given by the data

(A1, ν = u, f∨ = [2]), and the corresponding affine Springer fibre is not elliptic

because the denominator of ν is 1. However, the same 4d theory can also be realized

as TAu,u+1,−1,[u−1,12] by using an irregular singularity which is indeed elliptic and a
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special nilpotent orbit [13]. The Hitchin data corresponding to TAu,u+1,−1,[u−1,12] is

(Au, ν = u
u+1 , f

∨ = [3, 1u−2]). The duality of the 4d theory implies the isomorphism

between Hitchin moduli space

MHit(A1, u, [2]) ≃MHit(Au,
u

u+ 1
, [3, 1u−2]). (6.1)

Example 6.2. Consider a 4d theory whose spectral curve at SCFT point is 21

xn+n1 + xn1yk = 0, (6.2)

where n1, n and k are positive integers such that gcd(n, k) = 1. It was proposed that

dual descriptions of this theory lead to the following isomorphisms of W-algebras [18]

W−(n1(n+k)+n)+
n1(n+k)+n

n+k

(sln1(n+k)+n, [(n+ k − 1)n1 , n+ n1])

≃W−k+ k
n+k

(slk, [k − n1, 1
n1 ])

(6.3)

and isomorphisms of Hitchin moduli spaces

MHit(sln1(n+k)+n,
n+ k

n1(n+ k) + n
, [(n+k−1)n1 , n+n1]) ≃MHit(slk,

n+ k

k
, [k−n1, 1

n1 ]).

(6.4)

More isomorphisms involving other Lie algebras are also proposed in [18, 72], it would

be nice if one can prove these isomorphisms rigorously.

3. Class S theory: VOAs for general class S theory has been found in [15, 71, 99], but

little is known about their representation theory. On the other hand, the Coulomb

branch for circle compactified theory is given by Hitchin system with regular singu-

larities only. There are a lot of studies on the cohomology of the moduli space [100],

and we might learn the representation theory of VOA by using results on Hitchin

side.

4. General N = 2 theories: We hope to push our mirror symmetry to more general

N = 2 SCFTs and use it to study physical properties of those theories. It was found

recently that one can attach interesting configuration of curves on the central fiber

[101], and their fixed points and cohomology could be interesting objects to study.

One can also consider more general N = 2 theories such as pure SU(N) gauge theory

compactified on the circle, and study their related mirror symmetry.

5. 3d N = 4 gauge theory with finite gauge coupling: The typical feature of

3d N = 4 SCFT is that its Coulomb branch can be given by the Higgs branch

of the mirror quiver gauge theory. However, if one studies the gauge theory with

finite gauge coupling, locally its Coulomb branch has the structure of R3 × T (ALF

space) [8] which can no longer be given by the Higgs branch of a quiver gauge theory.

21One should be careful that if the spectral curve at SCFT point gives a non-isolated singularity, one

need to specify the mass and relevant deformation for the theory, see [18] for the discussion on this point.
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Physical theory Coulomb branch Mirror Algebra

3d N = 4 SCFT ALE Certain quiver variety Finite W-algebra

3d gauge theory ALF Bow diagram ?

4d N = 2 on S1 ALG Hitchin system V OA

5d N = 2 on T 2 ALH Periodic monopole on T 3 ?

6d (1, 0) on T 3 compact K3 ?

Table 13: Mirror symmetry for theories with eight supercharges.

Instead, it can be given by the so-called bow diagram [102], which can be viewed as a

four dimensional theory on a one dimensional space. To retain the mirror symmetry,

the algebra side might also be changed.

6. Generalization to five and six dimensional SCFTs: One might also consider

the T 2 compactification of 5d N = 1 SCFT or T 3 compactification of 6d (1, 0) little

string theory, and one would expect to have the similar mirror symmetric between

an algebra and the Coulomb branch MC of the effective 3d theory. For the T 2

compactification of rank one 5d theory, locally the effective 3d Coulomb branch would

take the form of T 3 × R (ALH space) [103]. For the T 3 compactifiation of 6d little

string theory, the total space of the effective 3d Coulomb branch would be compact

[104]. See table 13 for a summary. We do not know what kind of algebra would be

involved for the Higgs branch side yet, and we believe that there are lots of interesting

mathematics and physics involved in these mirror symmetries.
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A Rank one SCFT

In this section we discuss fixed varieties of the Coulomb branch of rank one SCFTs. The

corresponding VOAs are all non-admissible.

E6 theory: L−3(E6)↔MHit(E6,
1
9 , f

∨ = principal). The two sets are

Lν = {±(α1 + α2 + 2α3 + 2α4 + 2α5 + α6 − δ)}, (A.1)

and

Sν = {α1, α2, α3, α4, α5, α6} ∪ {β1, β2, γ}, (A.2)

where β1 = −α1−α2−2α3−2α4−α5−α6+δ, β2 = −α1−α2−α3−2α4−2α5−α6+δ and

γ = α1+α2+2α3+3α4+2α5+α6−δ. The set of fixed varieties are listed in table 14 which
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matches simple modules of L−3(E6) classified in [87]. The fixed variety with dimension 1

corresponds to the only module with dominant weight −Λ4.

Dim w̃ ≃ (w, β) tβw.(kΛ0)

0 1 ≃ (1, 0) −3Λ0

0 s1s3s0 ≃ (r1r2s1s3s2, α1 + α2 + 2α3 + 3α4 + 2α5 + α6) −3Λ1

0 s6s5s0 ≃ (s6r1s1r2s2, α1 + α2 + 2α3 + 3α4 + 2α5 + α6) −3Λ6

0 s5s0 ≃ (r1s1r2s2, α1 + α2 + 2α3 + 3α4 + 2α5 + α6) −2Λ5 + Λ6

0 s0 ≃ (s2r1r2s2, α1 + 2α2 + 2α3 + 3α4 + 2α5 + α6) −2Λ2 + Λ0

0 s3s0 ≃ (r1r2s3s2, α1 + α2 + 2α3 + 3α4 + 2α5 + α6) Λ1 − 2Λ3

1 s2s0 ≃ (r1r2s2, α1 + α2 + 2α3 + 3α4 + 2α5 + α6) −Λ4

Table 14: Fixed varieties ofMHit(E6,
1
9 , principal). Here r1 = s4s5s3s4s1s3s2s4s5s6s5s4,

r2 = s3s2s4s5s1s3s4 and λ0 = w̄1 + w̄2 + w̄3 + w̄5 + w̄6.

E7 theory: L−4(E7)↔MHit(E7,
1
14 , f

∨ = principal). Two sets are:

Lν = {±(α1 + 2α2 + 2α3 + 3α4 + 3α5 + 2α6 + α7 − δ)}, (A.3)

and

Sν = {αi, i = 1, 2, · · · , 7} ∪ {β1, β2, γ}, (A.4)

where β1 = −α1 − α2 − 2α3 − 3α4 − 3α5 − 2α6 − α7 + δ, β2 = −α1 − 2α2 − 2α3 − 3α4 −
2α5 − 2α6 − α7 + δ and γ = α1 + 2α2 + 2α3 + 4α4 + 3α5 + 2α6 + α7 − δ.

There are one fixed variety of dimension 1 and seven fixed points of dimension 0 as

summarized in 15. Again the fixed variety with dimension 1 corresponds to the simple

module with dominant weight of V−4(E7), while fixed points correspond to other simple

modules [87].

E8 theory: L−6(E8)↔MHit(E8,
1
24 , f

∨ = principal). Two sets of affine roots are

Lν = {±(2α1 + 3α2 + 4α3 + 5α4 + 4α5 + 3α6 + 2α7 + α8 − δ)}, (A.5)

Dim w̃ tβw.(kΛ0)

0 1 −4Λ0

0 s0 −3Λ1 + 2Λ0

0 s1s0 Λ1 − 2Λ3

0 s2s3s1s0 −2Λ2

0 s5s3s1s0 −2Λ5 + Λ6

0 s6s5s3s1s0 −3Λ6 + 2Λ7

0 s7s6s5s3s1s0 −4Λ7

1 s3s1s0 −Λ4

Dim w̃ tβw.(kΛ0)

0 1 −6Λ0

0 s0 −5Λ8 + 4Λ0

0 s8s0 −4Λ7 + 3Λ8

0 s7s8s0 −3Λ6 + 2Λ7

0 s6s7s8s0 −2Λ5 + Λ6

0 s2s5s6s7s8s0 −2Λ2

0 s3s5s6s7s8s0 Λ1 − 2Λ3

0 s1s3s5s6s7s8s0 −3Λ1

1 s5s6s7s8s0 −Λ4

Table 15: Left: Fixed varieities of E7,
1
14 . Right: Fixed varieties of E8,

1
24 .
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and

Sν = {αi, i = 1, 2, · · · , 8} ∪ {β1, β2, γ}, (A.6)

where β1 = −2α1− 3α2− 3α3− 5α4− 4α5− 3α6− 2α7−α8 + δ, β2 = −2α1− 2α2− 4α3−
5α4− 4α5− 3α6− 2α7−α8+ δ and γ = 2α1+3α2+4α3+6α4+4α5+3α6+2α7+α8− δ.

There are one fixed manifold of dimension 1 and eight fixed points of dimension 0

as show in table 15. Again the fixed manifold corresponds to the simple module with

dominant weight of V−6(E8), while fixed points correspond to other simple modules [87].

G2 theory: L−2(G2)↔MHit((D̂4,Z3),
1
6 , f

∨ = principal). The set of real affine roots

of the twisted affine Lie algebra 3D4 is ∆̂∨ = Φre
s ∪ Φre

l with

Φre
s = {α+

r

3
δ | r ∈ Z, α ∈ Φ0

s},

Φre
l = {α+ rδ | r ∈ Z, α ∈ Φ0

l }. (A.7)

Here Φ0 denotes the root system of G2 which is also the finite part of 3D4,

Φ0
s = {±(β1 − β2), ± (β2 − β3), ± (β1 − β3)} = {±α2, ± (α1 + 2α2), ± (α1 + α2)},

Φ0
l = {±(−2β1 + β2 + β3), ± (β1 − 2β2 + β3), ± (β1 + β2 − 2β3)} =
= {±α1, ± (α1 + 3α2), ± (2α1 + 3α2)}. (A.8)

Here β1, β2, β3 are orthogonal basis, and the simple roots are α1 = −2β1 + β2 + β3 and

α2 = β1−β2. The highest root is θl = 2α1+3α2, and the highest short root is θs = α1+2α2.

The set

Lν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂∨ | 1
6
α(ρ∨) + l = 0} → Lν = {±(α1 + α2 −

1

3
δ)} (A.9)

and the set Sν are

Sν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂∨ | 1
6
α(ρ∨) + l =

1

6
} → Sν = {α1, α2,−θs +

2

3
δ, θs −

1

3
δ,−θl + δ,−α2 +

1

3
δ}

(A.10)

One can then use the graphic method to find the affine Weyl group elements corresponding

to fixed varieties. This fibre has one fixed variety of dimension 1 labelled by s0, and two

fixed varieties labelled by 1 and s1s0 [46], and here s0 is given by the simple reflection of

the affine root −θs+ 1
3δ. Assuming the bijection is still true in the non-admissible case, we

conjecture that there are three simple modules of L−2(G2) with weights

−2Λ0, s0.(−2Λ0) = −Λ2, (s1s0).(−2Λ0) = −2Λ1. (A.11)

It would be nice to check if this statement is true from VOA side.

SO(7) theory: L−2(SO(7)) ↔ MHit((A5,Z2),
1
6 , f

∨ = principal). The set of real

affine roots of the twisted Lie algebra 2Â5 is ∆̂∨ = Φre
s ∪ Φre

l with

Φre
s = {α+

n

2
δ | n ∈ Z, α ∈ Φ0

s},

Φre
l = {α+ nδ | n ∈ Z, α ∈ Φ0

l }. (A.12)
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Here the set of finite roots Φ0
s ∪ Φ0

l is that of C3 Lie algebra:

Φ0
s = {±βi ± βj , i, j = 1, 2, 3 i ̸= j}
= {±α∨

1 ,±α∨
2 ,±(α∨

2 + α∨
3 ),±(α∨

1 + α∨
2 + α∨

3 ),±(α∨
1 + α∨

2 ),±(α∨
1 + 2α∨

2 + α∨
3 )},

Φ0
l = {±2βi, i = 1, 2, 3}
= {±α∨

3 ,±(2α∨
2 + α∨

3 ), ± (2α∨
1 + 2α∨

2 + α∨
3 )}. (A.13)

Here βi are the orthogonal basis. The set of simple roots are

α∨
1 = β1 − β2, α∨

2 = β2 − β3, α∨
3 = 2β3, (A.14)

which are simple coroots of B3. The highest root is θ∨l = 2α∨
1 +2α∨

2 +α∨
3 , and the highest

short root is θ∨s = α∨
1 + 2α∨

2 + α∨
3 .

The set Lν is

Lν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂ | 1
6
α(ρ) + l = 0} → Lν = {±(α∨

1 + α∨
2 + α∨

3 −
1

2
δ)} (A.15)

and the set Sν is

Sν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂ | 1
6
α(ρ) + l =

1

6
} →

Sν = {α∨
1 , α

∨
2 , α

∨
3 , θ

∨
s −

1

2
δ,−θ∨l + δ,−(α∨

1 + α∨
2 ) +

1

2
δ,−(α∨

2 + α∨
3 ) +

1

2
δ} (A.16)

There is one dimension 1 fixed variety labelled by s0, and three dimensional 0 fixed points

labelled by 1, s1s0 and s3s0. We predict that the corresponding simple modules have

weights

−2Λ0, s0.(−2Λ0) = −Λ2, (s1s0).(−2Λ0) = −2Λ1, (s3s0).(−2Λ0) = −2Λ3. (A.17)

F4 theory: L−3(F4) ↔ MHit((E6,Z2),
1
12 , f

∨ = principal). The set of real affine

roots of the twisted Lie algebra 2Ê6 is ∆̂∨ = Φre
s ∪ Φre

l with

Φre
s = {α+

n

2
δ | n ∈ Z, α ∈ Φ0

s},

Φre
l = {α+ nδ | n ∈ Z, α ∈ Φ0

l }. (A.18)

Here the set of finite roots Φ0
s ∪ Φ0

l is that of F4 Lie algebra. The simple roots are:

α1 = β1 − β2, α2 = β2 − β3, α3 = β3, α4 =
1

2
(−β1 − β2 − β3 + β4). (A.19)

Here βi are orthogonal basis. The set of roots are

Φs ={±α3,±(α2 + α3), ± (α1 + α2 + α3), ± (α1 + 2α2 + 3α3 + 2α4)}
∪ {±(α2 + 2α3 + α4),±(α1 + α2 + α3 + α4),±(α1 + α2 + 2α3 + α4),±(α2 + α3 + α4)}
∪ {±(α3 + α4),±(α1 + 2α2 + 2α3 + α4),±(α4),±(α1 + 2α2 + 3α3 + α4)},

Φl ={±α1,±(α1 + 2α2 + 2α3),±(α1 + α2),±(α1 + α2 + 2α3), ± (α1 + 2α2 + 2α3)

∪ {±(2α1 + 3α2 + 4α3 + 2α4),±α2,±(α2 + 2α3),±(α1 + α2 + 2α3 + 2α4)}
∪ {±(α1 + 3α2 + 4α3 + 2α4),±(α1 + 2α2 + 2α3 + 2α4),±(α1 + 2α2 + 4α3 + 2α4)}.

(A.20)
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The highest root root is θl = 2α1 + 3α2 + 4α3 + 2α4, and the highest short root is θs =

α1 + 2α2 + 3α3 + 2α4. The set Lν is

Lν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂∨ | 1

12
α(ρ∨) + l = 0} → Lν = {±(α1 + 2α2 + 2α3 + α4 −

1

2
δ)}, (A.21)

and the set Sν is

Sν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂∨ | 1

12
α(ρ∨) + l =

1

12
} →

Sν = {α1, α2, α3, α4, (α1 + 2α2 + 3α3 + α4)−
1

2
δ,−θl + δ,

− (α1 + α2 + 2α3 + α4) +
1

2
δ}. (A.22)

The fixed variety of dimension 1 is labelled by s4∨s0∨ , while fixed points are labelled

by 1, s0∨ , s2∨s4∨s0∨ , s1∨s2∨s4∨s0∨ with si∨ being the reflection of the simple root α∨
i of

2E6. Assuming the correspondence between fixed varieties and simple modules still holds,

we predict that the simple modules are

1.(−3Λ0) = −3Λ0, s0.(−3Λ0) = −2Λ1 − Λ0, (s1s0).(−3Λ0) = −3Λ2,

(s3s1s0).(−3Λ0) = −2Λ3 + Λ4, (s4s3s1s0).(−3Λ0) = −3Λ4.
(A.23)

There is a flip from 1, 2, 3, 4 to 4, 3, 2, 1 because our labelling of roots in 2Ê6 is such that

short roots are still α3 and α4 so that the node of α0 is connected to the node of α4 in the

Dynkin diagram of 2Ê6.

B Twisted theory

In this section we give an example when the VOA side is the affine vertex algebra of a non-

simply laced AKM. On the fibre side we need to consider the twisted affine Lie algebra.

Example B.1. L−(2l−1)+ 2l−1
u

(Bl) ↔ MHit((A2l−1,Z2),
u

2(2l−1) , f
∨ = principal). On the

VOA side, the simple roots of Bl in orthogonal basis are

∆+ = {α1 = β1 − β2, · · · , αl−1 = βl−1 − βl, αl = βl}, (B.1)

and the highest long root θ = β1 + β2. Therefore, following the definition of Su, we have

Su ={α∨
1 , · · · , α∨

l ,−θ∨l + uδ}
={β1 − β2, · · · , βl−1 − βl, 2βl,−β1 − β2 + uδ}.

(B.2)

The set of real roots of B̂l is

∆̂ = {α+ nδ | α ∈ ∆, n ∈ Z}. (B.3)

Here ∆ is the set of roots of Bl.
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One the fibre side, we need to consider the twisted affine Lie algebra 2Â2l−1 which is

the Langlands dual of B̂l. The set of real roots of 2Â2l−1 is ∆̂C = Φre
s ∪ Φre

l with

Φre
s = {α+

n

2
δ | α ∈ Φ0

s, n ∈ Z},

Φre
l = {α+ nδ | α ∈ Φ0

l , n ∈ Z}. (B.4)

Here Φ0 is the set of roots of Cl which is the finite part of 2Â2l−1. In orthogonal basis

Φ0
l = {±2βi}, Φ0

s = {±βi ± βj , i, j = 1, · · · , l, i ̸= j}. (B.5)

The set of simple roots of Cl are

{α∨
1 = β1 − β2, α∨

2 = β2 − β3, · · · , α∨
l−1 = βl−1 − βl, α∨

l = 2βl}. (B.6)

By definition there is a natural bijection between ∆̂∨ and ∆̂C which simply sends α+nδ ∈
∆̂∨ into α+ n

2 δ ∈ ∆̂C22.

To find the fixed points, we compute the following two sets

Lν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂C | u

2(2l − 1)
α(ρ∨) + l = 0} → Lν = ∅. (B.7)

and

Sν = {α+ lδ ∈ ∆̂ | u

2(2l − 1)
α(ρ∨)) + l =

u

2(2l − 1)
} → Sν = {α∨

1 , α
∨
2 , · · · , α∨

l ,−θ∨ +
u

2
δ}.

(B.8)

Here θ∨ = β1 + β2 is the highest short root of Cl which is Langlands dual to the highest

long root of Bl and has height 2l − 2.

We see that the bijection between ∆̂ and ∆̂C also sends S∨
u into Sν . Also using the

fact that both the affine Weyl group and extended Weyl group of B̂l and
2Â2l−1 are the

same. One can see the natural isomorphisms between admissible modules and fixed points.
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