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Abstract: Any four-dimensional Supersymmetric Quantum Field Theory with eight

supercharges can be associated to a certain complex symplectic manifold called the

“K-theoretic Coulomb branch” of the theory. The collection of K-theoretic Coulomb

branches include many complex phase spaces of great interest, including in particular

the “character varieties” of complex flat connections on a Riemann surface. The SQFT

definition endows K-theoretic Coulomb branches with a variety of canonical structures,

including a deformation quantization. In this paper we introduce a canonical “Schur”

quantization of K-theoretic Coulomb branches. It is defined by a variant of the Gelfand-

Naimark-Segal construction, applied to protected Schur correlation functions of half-

BPS line defects. Schur quantization produces an actual quantization of the complex

phase space. As a concrete application, we apply this construction to character varieties

in order to quantize Chern-Simons gauge theory with a complex gauge group. Other

applications include the definition of a new quantum deformation of the Lorentz group,

and the solution of certain spectral problems via dualities.
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1 Introduction

Schur correlation functions are a special class of protected quantities in four-dimensional

N = 2 Supersymmetric Quantum Field Theories which have attracted considerable

attention in the last few years [1–21]. A main goal of this paper is to employ Schur

correlation functions to define an interesting collection of quantum mechanical systems

whose properties are determined by the parent 4d SQFTs. The procedure is closely

related to a previous construction of quantum mechanical systems whose properties are

determined by 3d N = 4 SCFTs [22].

The operator algebra for the quantum mechanical system associated to a four-

dimensional N = 2 supersymmetric quantum field theory T is the ∗-algebra double

D[T ] ≡ A[T ]×A[T ]op , (1.1)

– 1 –



with a ∗-structure defined below. Here Aop denotes the algebra with the same elements

and addition as A but opposite multiplication and A[T ] is the “quantum K-theoretic

Coulomb branch algebra”1 [4, 23–36], which describes the fusion of (K-theory classes

of) half-BPS line defects in T . This algebra inherits many remarkable properties from

the webs of dualities typical of these SQFTs. Our goal is to identify a natural choice of

Hilbert spaces H[T ] on which D[T ] is represented unitarily. The quantum mechanical

system defined in this way will reflect important properties of the parent SQFT.

Schur correlation functions can be defined as Witten indices of certain spaces of

local operators, as reviewed below, or equivalently as supersymmetric partition func-

tions on an S3 × S1 geometry, with line defects wrapping the S1 factor. Intuitively,

the relation with a quantum mechanical system arises from an unusual factorization of

the 4d geometry along a supersymmetric S2 × S1 slice including line defect insertions

[4, 14, 37, 38], leading to a representation of correlation functions as expectation values

of elements ofD between states produced by the path integral over half of the geometry.

This intuition is motivated by some formal properties enjoyed both by the explicit

localization formulae which compute the Schur index of Lagrangian gauge theories and

by the conjectural IR localization formulae which compute the Schur index of any SQFT

with a Seiberg-Witten effective description. In both cases, the correlation function

takes the form of an expectation value of certain operators acting on an auxiliary

Hilbert space Haux. The relations between the auxiliary Hilbert spaces associated to

dual presentations of the same theory can be far from obvious in general, although

one may identify unitary operators which intertwine different presentations in a few

specific cases. One would like to argue that these auxiliary Hilbert spaces carry different

presentations of a structure which is canonically associated to the SQFT itself.2

We will produce a candidate H via a GNS-like construction which only employs

the Schur correlation functions and an expected positivity property which has been

verified in great generality. The candidate H is defined as the closure of A under

a certain positive-definite inner product, equipped with the natural left- and right-

1We caution the reader that some mathematical papers incorrectly refer to the “K-theoretic

Coulomb branch algebra of a 3d N = 4 SQFT” when describing the algebra associated to a 4d

theory with the same field content.
2It is a bit challenging to make this intuition precise. The natural way to give a physical con-

struction of an Hilbert space equipped with a positive-definite inner product is to consider a unitary

supersymmetric quantum mechanical system and project to its ground states. The original S3 × S1

geometry is not equipped with an isometry which could play the role of an Hamiltonian for the S2×S1

slice. Presumably, one may seek a family of rigid supergravity backgrounds which interpolates between

the original S3 × S1 geometry and a situation where the required SQM setup can be defined at least

locally around the S2 × S1 slice. To the best of our knowledge, the required tools have not yet been

developed. We will not attempt to do so.
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action of A on itself. In particular, it is equipped with a dense collection of states |a〉
labelled by elements a ∈ A and generated from a “spherical” vector |1〉 associated to

the identity element. Intuitively, |1〉 represents the path integral over half of the S3×S1

geometry and |a〉 a path integral with an extra line defect insertion. The |a〉 states

are not orthonormal, but have inner products explicitly given by the Schur correlation

functions.

The pair (D,H) reflects various important properties of the parent SQFT. The for-

mal factorization of localization formulae can be recast as the existence of an isometry

mapping H to the corresponding auxiliary Hilbert spaces Haux. One may then inves-

tigate if the isometry may actually define an isomorphism, intertwining conjectural

equivalences between different auxiliary descriptions.3

An important application this approach is to give an uniform characterization of

the quantum mechanical systems associated to theories of class S [39–41]. Recall that

theories of class S are labelled by the data of an ADE Lie algebra g and a Riemann

surface C, possibly decorated in a manner we will not review here [42]. This data is used

to define a supersymmetric compactification on C of the six-dimensional (2, 0)-SCFT

labelled by g, leading to a 4d N = 2 theory T [g, C]. Remarkably, the corresponding

K-theoretic Coulomb branch algebra A[g, C] has a geometric description in terms of

skeins on C labelled by finite-dimensional g representations [29].

We will derive a dual description of the Schur correlation functions as C ×D2 cor-

relation functions in the four-dimensional Kapustin-Witten theory [43]. Factorization

along a diameter allows us to identify H as the Hilbert space of a Chern-Simons theory

with complex gauge group [44–46]. The algebra D maps to the algebra of space-like

skeins of Wilson line operators in Chern-Simons theory and the spherical vector to the

boundary state for a very special topological boundary condition. The construction

is somewhat analogous to the quantum double construction of conventional 3d TFTs

[47, 48]. When g = sl2, we expect the construction to be related to a Lorentzian de

Sitter variant of the Ponzano-Regge model [49]. There are strong similarities with 3d

loop quantum gravity constructions [50, 51] but the unitary structure appears to be

novel.

We will verify this proposal for several four-dimensional N = 2 supersymmetric

quantum field theories which have a simple class S description with g = sl2, and com-

pare it with a more conventional approach to the quantization of complex Chern-Simons

theory in a typical example. For reason of space, we will focus on UV localization for-

mulae in this paper and make connections to IR formulae in a companion paper [52].

3Analogously, if an alternative physical Hilbert space Hphys with the desired properties can be

defined as in the previous footnote, it will necessarily include analogous vectors |1〉phys and |a〉phys
with the same inner products as |a〉 and thus will include an isometric image of H.
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We will also give a general comparison between our “Schur quantization” approach to

complex Chern-Simons theory and previous approaches [53, 54].

Some of the existing approaches to complex Chern-Simons theory are topological

in nature. Constructions based on the 3d-3d correspondence [4, 54] also implicitly or

explicitly employ the relation to the 6d (2, 0)-SCFTs and are obviously closely related

to this work. Comparison with these approaches will be mostly be postponed to our

companion paper [52], as IR formulae play a crucial role. Another approach is based

on a quantum deformation of the Lorentz group SL(2,C) [50]. Remarkably, we will

find that the quantum theory defined by Schur correlation functions is related to a

quantum deformation of SL(2,C) that is different from the one used in [50]. Both

appear to fit into a larger family associated to Schur correlation functions decorated

by surface defects [17], but we expect the construction we propose to be special within

this larger class of options: the surface defects will generically not be canonical nor

invariant under dualities.

Another approach to the quantization of complex Chern-Simons theory uses the

splitting of flat connections in to (1, 0) and (0, 1)-parts defined by a complex structure

on C [53]. As discussed in the companion paper [46], one is thereby led to a quantiza-

tion scheme related to the non-compact WZW model with target GC/Gc, with Gc the

compact real form of GC, and to a one-parameter deformation of the analytic Lang-

lands correspondence. The relation to complex Chern-Simons theory suggests that the

complex-structure dependent quantization is equivalent to the topological quantiza-

tion. The relations with class S theories furthermore predict an equivalence with the

quantum theories defined by the Schur correlation functions.

The rest of the introduction will draw a somewhat more detailed picture.

1.1 Schur indices

The Schur indices [3] of four-dimensional N = 2 supersymmetric quantum field theo-

ries decorated by half-BPS line defects [4, 14, 29] represent the physical basis of our

proposal. References [29, 55] review of some of the properties of half-BPS line de-

fects, and [23] introduces the holomorphic-topological twist as a tool to study them.

A mathematical definition of a monoidal, C∗-equivariant category expected to capture

the properties of half-BPS line defects in Lagrangian gauge theories has more recently

been given in [56]. We expect that an analogous category Lines[T ] exists for any 4d

N = 2 SQFT T . Decorated Schur indices only depend on C
∗-equivariant K-theory

classes of line defects, which define the algebra

Aq[T ] ≡ KC
∗(Lines[T ]) (1.2)
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over Z[q, q−1], where q is the C
∗-equivariant parameter but also plays the role of the

spin fugacity in the Schur index context. From now on, whenever we mention a line

defect, we usually refer to its K-theory class.

Given two half-BPS line defects La and Lb, one may consider the space of local

operators which may appear at a junction between La and Lb, i.e. the space of line

defect-changing local operators. The line defect Schur index Ia,b(q) can be defined as

the Witten index of this space of local operators, graded by Spin(2) rotation quantum

numbers with fugacity q [3, 4].4 The Schur indices often admit an interpretation as a

partition function of superconformal N = 2 supersymmetric quantum field theories on

the euclidean four-manifold S1×S3. Schur indices can also be defined for theories which

are not super-conformal and are expected to still admit an S1 × S3 interpretation for

some rigid supergravity background. To the best of our knowledge, such a background

has not yet been described in detail yet, though its existence follows from general

considerations about the holomorphic-topological twist [23] of the theory.5

The Schur indices Ia,b(q) give a pairing on Aq. Our main conjecture is that

Ia,a(q) > 0 for all a ∈ Aq, a 6= 0. (Positivity) (1.3)

for 0 < q2 < 1. This conjecture will be checked in many examples later in this paper.

Conjecture (1.3) implies that the hermitian form on the complexification of Aq defined

by 〈a|b〉 = Ia,b(q) is positive definite, and therefore defines a scalar product on Aq.

The L2 closure of Aq under such pairing defines the Hilbert space Hq of interest

here: L2-normalizable linear combinations of the vectors |a〉 associated to the line

defects La.

The representation of Aq on Hq has remarkable properties. The space Hq contains

a distinguished vector |1〉 ∈ Hq associated to the unit element of Aq. There are two

natural actions of Aq on Hq, associated to left- and right multiplication in Aq,

Wa|b〉 = |ab〉, W̃a|b〉 = |ba〉, (1.4)

respectively. It is clear that |1〉 is cyclic with respect to these actions, in the sense that

the space spanned by the vectors Wa|1〉 is dense in Hq. From (1.4) it follows that

Wa|1〉 = W̃a|1〉 . (1.5)

Vectors |1〉 satisfying (1.5) will be called spherical.

4If thus gives the equivariant character of morphisms in Lines[T ], with q being the equivariant

parameter for the C
∗ action on the category.

5Indeed, the Schur index can be computed in the HT twist of the theory placed on a quotient of

R2 × C by a dilatation which acts on C by a factor of q.
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General properties of the Schur index also predict the Hermiticity properties of the

inner products: there exist an automorphism ρ : Aq → Aq, defined over Z[q, q−1] and

naturally extended to be anti-linear over C, such that

W̃ †
a = Wρ(a) , (1.6)

and thus W †
a = W̃ρ−1(a). We will discuss the physical interpretation of ρ in the main

text. This makes the representation of Dq ≡ Aq × Aop
q on Hq unitary with respect to

the ∗-algebra structure defined by ã∗ = ρ(a), using the notation ã for the element of

Aop corresponding to a ∈ A.

The spherical condition implies that the expectation values

Tr a ≡ I1,a(q) = 〈1|Wa|1〉 , (1.7)

define a twisted trace

Tr ab = Trρ2(b)a . (1.8)

The positivity condition can be written as

Tr ρ(a)a > 0 . (1.9)

We will later argue that there is a one-to-one correspondence between positive traces on

algebras Aq and unitary representations of Dq containing a spherical vector |1〉. Both

descriptions involve the automorphism ρ as a characteristic piece of data.6

Mathematically, one can identify a linear space of possible twisted traces on the

algebra Aq for any given automorphisms ρ. Characterizing the convex cone of positive

traces is an interesting mathematical problem. The mathematical problem to classify

positive traces of potential relevance for Abelian gauge theories has been studied in [57].

The choice of ρ from Schur quantization appears to be distinguished by two properties:

a positive ρ2-twisted trace exists and is unique. It would be very interesting to find

generalizations of this result.

We expect that the supergravity backgrounds representing the Schur indices as

partition functions on S1×S3 are reflection positive, implying (1.3) on general grounds.

However, as this has not been demonstrated yet, we will later verify (1.3) in many

examples by direct computations based on Lagrangian descriptions of the theories T .

6We will see in the main text that the construction of Hq can be modified by the insertion of

surface defects in the Schur index. This can lead to positive traces on Aq twisted by automorphisms ρ′

distinct from ρ. They lead to spherical unitary representations of the corresponding ∗-algebra doubles

D′
q
. We will discuss in the main text the relation between the ∗-algebras Dq and D′

q
and their unitary

representations.
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We should also observe that positivity is built into the conjectural IR formulae for the

Schur indices [14].

It should be noted that the theories T may admit several Lagrangian descriptions,

leading to different formulae for the Schur indices of one and the same theory T .

The fact that the Schur indices do not depend on the couplings suggests that all these

different formulae represent the same function of q. This is a highly non-trivial property

which is challenging to prove even in simple examples.

1.2 Schur quantization of K-theoretic Coulomb branches

The quantum system abstractly defined by the above construction has an intimate con-

nection with the K-theoretic Coulomb branch M[T ], i.e. the moduli space of Coulomb

vacua of the four-dimensional N = 2 supersymmetric quantum field theories com-

pactified on a circle while preserving all supercharges. The moduli space M[T ] is a

hyper-Kähler manifold which is a complex integrable system in one of the complex

structures [58].

Half-BPS line defects wrapping the circle provide a basis of the commutative alge-

bra Acl of holomorphic functions on M[T ] [23, 24, 29] in a different (generic) complex

structure. The algebra Acl is isomorphic to the classical limit q → 1 of Aq.
7 A precise

mathematical definition of the K-theoretic Coulomb branches of quiver gauge theories

has been given in [34], leading to powerful techniques for the computation of difference

operator realisations of Aq [35] compatible with localization formulae for the Schur

indices.

The quantum system (Dq,Hq) defined from Schur indices defines a quantization

of the complex symplectic space space M[T ] as a real phase space, with q = e−~ for

real ~, henceforth called Schur quantisation. The ∗-algebra D quantizes the classical

Poisson algebra generated by holomorphic and anti-holomorphic functions on M[T ].8

Schur quantization inherits extra structures from a larger collection of protected

Schur correlation functions. In particular, Schur “half-indices” which count protected

local operators supported on half-BPS boundary conditions or interfaces for T can be

interpreted as distributional states or kernels in Hq. The physical interplay between

7There are actually two classical limits q → ±1 and two closely related versions M±[T ] of the K-

theoretic Coulomb branch [29], depending on the circle-compactification being twisted by the fermion

number or by the center of the SU(2)R symmetry of the theory.
8The classical definition of the automorphism ρ which appears in the ∗-structure is subtle and

interesting. The moduli space M[T ] is hyper-Kähler, with a circle worth of complex structures which

give essentially the same complex manifold. An holomorphic function a onM[T ] can be “hyper-Kähler

rotated” along this circle and mapped to an holomorphic function in the opposite complex structure.

Complex conjugation maps it back to an holomorphic function ρ(a).
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lines and boundaries/interfaces equips these states/kernels with a specific action of Dq.

For example, certain interfaces implement unitary equivalences associated to dualities

or RG flows of T [59, 60].

Schur quantization can also be regarded as a four-dimensional uplift of the “sphere

quantization” introduced in [22] for the Coulomb branch of three-dimensional N = 4

SCFTs. It is furthermore related to brane quantization [61–67].

1.3 Class S examples

Explicit descriptions of the algebras Aq are also known whenever the four-dimensional

N = 2 supersymmetric quantum field theories T are in class S [39–41]. Such theories

can, by definition, be described as compactifications of the (2, 0)-supersymmetric six-

dimensional theory on Riemann surfaces C. This description implies a description of

the K-theoretic Coulomb branches of the moduli spaces of vacua associated to such

theories as moduli spaces M(G,C) of flat complex GC-connections on C.
9

The Poisson algebra Sk(C,G) of algebraic functions on M(G,C) is generated by

the Wa,cl trace functions

Wa,cl ≡ TrR Pexp

∮

ℓ

A (1.10)

labelled by pairs a = (R, ℓ), with ℓ being a simple closed curve ℓ on C, and R being a

finite-dimensional representation R of G, as well as functions labelled by more general

networks a of holonomies along open paths on C contracted by intertwining maps.

The Poisson bracket relations among the functions Wa,cl on M(C,G) admit a simple

diagrammatical description via skein manipulations.

A lot is known about the quantization of such moduli spaces on the algebraic level.

The quantization of the Poisson algebra Sk(C,G) is essentially canonical. It yields the

skein algebra Skq(C,G), a non-commutative algebra having generators Wa, satisfying

explicitly known diagrammatic relations.10

The representation theory of the algebra Skq(C,G) is highly non-trivial. It depends

heavily on the allowed range of values of the parameter q. We are here interested in

the case 0 < q2 < 1 and in unitary representations of Aq where the generators of

Skeinq(C,G) will get represented by normal operators on a Hilbert space Hq. Schur

quantization of theories of class S gives us precisely such a quantization which is con-

jecturally canonical, i.e. it only depends on C and G.

9The reader may be confused by the jump from the ADE Lie algebra g labelling T [g, C] to the

global form of a group GC in M(G,C). There are some subtleties concerning T [g, C] being a relative

theory [29, 68] which we will neglect as much as possible in this paper.
10We will ignore here some interesting subtleties about M(G,C) being related to the q → 1 or

q → −1 classical limits.
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The representations of interest in the context of Schur quantisation are distin-

guished from previously studied representations by the existence of a cyclic spherical

vector. Later in the paper, we will discuss in a typical example a more conventional

approach to the quantisation of M(C,G), and show how a spherical vector can be con-

structed in this approach. Once a spherical vector is found, expectation values 〈1|Wa|1〉
give a positive twisted trace. We will show that 〈1|Wa|1〉 coincides with Schur indices

I1,a(q) derived using Lagrangian descriptions of the associated theory of class S.11
Observe that a mathematical proof of the uniqueness of positive twisted traces

on Skq(C,G) with the correct ρ would allow one to streamline the quantization of

M(G,C), making many of the properties suggested by the connections to theories of

class S and their Schur indices manifest.

1.4 Lift to Kapustin-Witten theory and a dictionary to Schur quantization

There is a relation between Schur quantization and complex Chern-Simons theory

which can be motivated by a chain of dualities involving six-dimensional maximally-

supersymmetric SCFTs, as discussed in more detail in our companion paper [46].

The first half of the duality chain maps the Schur index of a class S theory to a

partition function of the Kapustin-Witten twist [43] of N = 4 Supersymmetric Yang

Mills gauge theory with gauge group G, which is placed on the product of C with a

disk D2 having Neumann boundary conditions. The original half-BPS line defects in

the Schur index map to Wilson lines wrapping skeins in C, placed at the boundary of

the disk12 in the same order as in the trace.13

The second part of the duality chain cuts the disk along a segment. The space of

states which the KW theory associates to the segment appears in a natural embedding of

complex Chern-Simons theory into the KW twist [44, 46]. This is similar to the duality

chains previously considered in [69] for the case of partition functions on deformed S4,

11The check is relatively straightforward, as the coordinate system traditionally used to quantize

M(G,C) happens to be compatible with the localization procedure employed in the calculation of the

Schur index. It is nevertheless instructive.
12We are working in the generic KW twist, which does not admit bulk line defects.
13A disk geometry is a very natural way to define a trace of boundary local operators in a 2d TFT.

In general, there is a whole collection of possible traces labelled by insertions of one bulk operators in

the middle of the disk. Here that would necessarily be some 4d bulk local operator placed at points in

C or a bulk surface defect wrapping C. Back along the duality chain this would map to the insertion of

a surface defect in the Schur index, transverse to the plane supporting the line defects. The insertion

of surface defects appear to modify ρ. Positivity properties may still hold, see [57] for some Abelian

examples, but a physical explanation is more challenging.
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leading to segment compactifications of KW theory with suitable choices of boundary

conditions. A related approach had previously been discussed in [70].14

The KW path integral on each half disk is then predicted to produce a specific state

|1〉 in complex CS theory, so that a Schur correlation function maps to an expectation

value:

I1,a(q) = 〈1|a|1〉 . (1.11)

The justification for this statement is somewhat non-trivial, involving the deformation

of the half-disk to a quotient R× [1,−1] by a Z2 reflection of both factors.

1.5 Relation with complex Chern-Simons theory

In this way one arrives at a conjectural representation of the Schur indices in terms

of complex Chern-Simons (CS) theory. One may recall that the classical equations of

motion of Chern-Simons theory require the complex connection A to be flat. On a

compact two-dimensional surface C, the theory has a finite-dimensional phase space,

the moduli space M(C,G) of flat GC connections A on C, equipped with a symplectic

form proportional to

i

∫

C

[
δA∧ δA− δĀ ∧ δĀ

]
. (1.12)

Finite-dimensional descriptions of M(C,G) can offer a convenient starting point to the

quantization using some convenient coordinate systems, but establishing independence

on the choices of coordinates may require additional work.

Topological invariance of the Chern-Simons functional suggests that the complex

CS theory should associate a Hilbert spaceHCS(C,G) to any surface C, withHCS(C,G)

depending only the topological type of C. The algebra of observables should coincide

with Skq(C,G) × Skq(C,G)
op, with the first factor generated by the quantized holo-

morphic trace functions Wa (aka space-like Wilson lines for A) and the second factor

generated by the quantized anti-holomorphic trace functions W̃a (aka space-like Wilson

lines for Ā).

The path integral over three-manifoldsM3 having boundary C is expected to define

states |M3〉 ∈ HCS(C,G). One may also consider path integrals over three-manifolds

of the form R+ ×C, with boundary conditions B imposed at 0× C, in order to define

distributions |B〉. It was argued in [46] there should exist a distinguished boundary

condition Bc characterized by the condition that the holonomy of A, restricted to

the boundary C, is unitary. It should define a state |1〉 ∈ HCS(C,G) which satisfies

Wa|1〉 = W̃a|1〉. Here we assume having chosen labelling conventions in such a way that

14The 4d geometry can also be seen as a 4d uplift of a 2d qYM construction [2, 5] and it would be

interesting to formulate Schur quantization (and in particular positivity) directly in that language.
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we have Wa,cl = W̃a,cl when the connection is unitary. This corresponds to a specific

Hermiticity condition W̃a = W †
ρ(a).

15

Furthermore, it was argued that Bc arises in the chain of dualities mentioned above

as the path integral of KW theory on an half-disk. As a consequence, expectation

values 〈1|Wa|1〉 are predicted to match Schur indices I1,a(q), giving an isometry Hq →
HCS(C,G) which is compatible with the action of Skq(C,G)× Skq(C,G)op. Analogous

arguments predict that the isometry should be compatible with

• The action of the mapping class group of C. Indeed, the mapping class group is

simply the duality group of T [g, C] [41].

• The collection of states |M3〉 labelled by three-manifolds [4, 60].

• A richer collection of TFT structure based on the factorization properties of

quantum group representations (see [71] for a brief review and further references),

which can be expressed in terms of physical operations on theories of class S
[29, 40, 72–75].

We conjecture that the isometry is an isomorphism and thus Schur quantization of

theories of class S provides a consistent quantization of complex Chern-Simons theory.

A crucial aspect of this conjecture is that it requires the states Wa|1〉 created from Bc

decorated by boundary skeins to be dense in the Hilbert space of the theory.

One should, of course, compare this approach to previous approaches to the quan-

tisation of complex Chern-Simons theory. We will briefly review the comparison to 2d

CFT-based methods, previously discussed in [46], later in this paper. We also refer to

[54] for a review of cluster algebra-based quantization strategies and to our upcoming

work [52] for a comparison based on the IR description of Schur indices. In both cases,

the comparison proceeds by identifying canonical analogues of the spherical vector |1〉
to build an isometry from Hq.

1.6 Relations to quantum groups

Relations to quantum group theory have played an important, in many cases a basic

role in most of the previous studies of quantum CS theories associated to compact or

15In the absence of irregular singularities, we have ρ2 = 1. For g = sl2, ρ = 1. Irregular singularities

on C will complicate the story. Based on the properties of Schur indices and of class S theories, we

expect ρ to act on line defects ending on irregular singularities by shifting the endpoint from one

Stokes sector to the next one around the puncture. i.e. a “pop” in the notation of [40]. In the class

S theory, this corresponds to an anomalous U(1)r rotation by π, which leads to θ-angle shifts and

Witten effect on dyonic lines [29]. It would be nice to have a clearer understanding of this point. We

will continue the discussion in [52].

– 11 –



non-compact groups. Quantum group representation theory in particular represents the

foundation of the approach to quantum CS theory pioneered by Reshetikhin-Turaev

[76]. Quantum groups furthermore represent the quantisation of the residual gauge

symmetries in the Hamiltonian quantisation of Alekseev-Grosse-Schomerus [77, 78].

Deeply related connections to quantum group representation theory have been

observed in quantum Teichmüller theory in [79, 80]. Quantum Teichmüller theory is

related to a sector of the PSL(2,R) CS-theory. The modular double of Uq(sl2) can

serve as a crucial link between quantum cluster variables associated to triangulations,

and the modular functor structure associated to pants decompositions in this context

[80, 81]. A generalisation to higher Teichmüller theory has been developed in [82, 83].

The factorization algebra approach reviewed in [71] unifies and streamlines many

of these conceptual threads and connects them directly to KW theory along the lines

of [44]: the category of representations of quantum groups can be used to describe the

theory algebraically, as a generalized Crane-Yetter theory [84].

Quantisation of complex Chern-Simons theory has previously been studied in the

regime q ∈ R of our interest in particular in [50]. The approach taken in [50] follows

the strategy of Alekseev-Grosse-Schomerus, using the quantum group Uq(SL(2,C)R)

constructed in [85] and further studied in [86] instead to Uq(SU(2)).

We are here going to present evidence that Schur quantisation defines a quantisa-

tion of complex Chern-Simons theory related to a quantum deformation of the group

SL(2,C). However, we will see that the quantum group relevant in this context is

different from the quantum group used in [50] to construct a quantisation of complex

Chern-Simons theory. The variant of Uq(SL(2,C)R) coming from Schur quantisation

deserves further study. It should, in particular, help to develop the quantisation of

complex Chern-Simons theory in close analogy to the quantum Teichmüller theory.

1.7 Relation with conformal field theory

An alternative strategy to quantize complex Chern-Simons theory is to pick a complex

structure on C and use it to polarize the phase space, treating the (0, 1) part of the

connection as coordinates and the (1, 0) part as momenta [53].

Essentially, one focusses on a family of distributional states 〈x| associated to certain

boundary conditions BWZW for the 3d theory, which fix the gauge equivalence class of

Āz̄, or equivalently a holomorphic bundle on C. We are using x as the notation for

a collection of parameters labelling a family of holomorphic bundles on C. States

|ψ〉 ∈ HCS can thereby be represented by wave-functions ψ(x) = 〈x|ψ〉.
One may naturally consider the space of L2-normalizable twisted half-densities,

HdR
s (C,G) := L2(BunG, |Ω|1+i s

2κc ), (1.13)
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on the space/stack BunG of G-bundles on C [87].16 In order to see that this is a

natural scalar product one may first note that variations in the complex structure of

C are represented by the projectively flat KZB connection [53]. One may furthermore

check that the parallel transport defined by the KZB connection is formally unitary

in L2(BunG, |Ω|1+i s
2κc ). This suggests, in particular, that the KZ connection can be

integrated to a unitary representation of the mapping class group.

As discussed in more detail in [46], one may then consider the wave-functions

Z(x) = 〈x|1〉, or, more generally Za(x) = 〈x|Wa|1〉. One of the main objectives of

[46] is to propose a definition of the wave-functions Za(x) based on conformal field

theory. We conjecture, in particular, that the wave-functions Z(x) can be identified

with the partition functions of the WZW models with target GC/G [88]. This CFT has

a partition function ZWZW which can be represented by a twisted half-density on BunG

satisfying the KZB equations [89]. ZWZW should in particular be invariant under the

mapping class group of C. If the WZW level κ satisfies κ − κc ∈ iR, we expect that

the partition functions ZWZW represent elements of HdR
s (C,G), though normalizability

is not obvious.

As furthermore discussed in [46], it is natural to modify the partition functions

ZWZW(x) by the insertion of Verlinde line operators. Representing ZWZW(x) as an

integral over products of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic contributions allows us to

define two types of Verlinde line operators, labelled by the same data a as used to label

trace functions, defining modified partition functions (WaZWZW)(x) and (W̃aZWZW)(x),

respectively. The main proposal made in [46] is the correspondence

(WaZWZW)(x) = 〈x|Wa|1〉CS, (W̃aZWZW)(x) = 〈x|W̃a|1〉CS. (1.14)

The crucial consistency condition (WaZWZW)(x) = (W̃aZWZW)(x) can be verified with

the help of CFT technology.

In order to round off the discussion let us note that the physics background outlined

above predicts that

〈1|Wa|1〉Schur =
〈
ZWZW,WaZWZW

〉
dR
, (1.15)

using the notation 〈., .〉dR for the scalar product in HdR
s (C,G). This is a rather non-

trivial prediction. It would be nice to check it directly.

1.8 Structure of the paper

In Section 2 we discuss Schur quantization in greater detail. In Section 3 we present

a series of examples of increasing complexity where the rank of the gauge group is 1.

16The Hilbert space itself can be defined in terms of twisted half-densities on some convenient non-

singular open patch in BunG. The intricacies of BunG, though, can affect the definition of a rigged

Hilbert space and of distributional states.
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In Section 4 we discuss in greater detail the occurrence of complex quantum groups

in Schur quantization. In Section 5 we discuss a relevant example of quantization of

complex character varieties based on Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates. Section 6 discusses

the relation to complex Chern-Simons theory. Section 7 presents a tentative “real”

generalization of Schur quantization, with algebra of observable A = Aq equipped with

some ∗-structure τ . It should be applicable to a quantization of complex Chern-Simons

theory on surfaces with boundaries or cross-caps. We conclude with two Appendices

containing some useful formulae for gauge theories with U(N) gauge groups.

2 Schur quantization of K-theoretic Coulomb branches

For the sake of clarity, we begin by briefly reviewing a crucial relation between two

mathematical structures which can be associated to an algebra A defined17 over R and

equipped with an invertible automorphism ρ : A→ A:

• Positive twisted traces, i.e. linear maps Tr : A→ R which satisfy

Tr ab = Tr ρ2(b)a

Tr ρ(a)a > 0 . (2.1)

• Spherical unitary representations H of the ∗-algebra18 “double” defined as D =

A ⊗ Aop with star structure ã∗ = ρ(a), using the notation ã for the element of

Aop corresponding to a ∈ A and with ρ being an automorphism of A.19

Denoting the normal operators representing a ∈ A and ã ∈ Aop by Wa and W̃a,

respectively, unitarity requires W̃a
† = Wρ(a). The term “spherical” refers to the

existence of a spherical vector, a cyclic20 vector |1〉 ∈ H satisfying

Wa|1〉 = W̃a|1〉. (2.2)

17We could relax the condition to A being defined over C and ρ being anti-linear with respect to

scalar multiplication. The definitions below can be adjusted accordingly.
18A ∗-algebra D is an algebra equipped with a star-structure. A star-structure is an involutive

antilinear map ∗ : D → D, ∗(a) =: a∗, satisfying, (ab)∗ = b∗a∗. Unitary representations of a star-

algebra D are representations of D on an Hilbert space H by operators Wa such that Wa
† = Wa∗ .

19In defining the ∗-algebra double D, we take the underlying vector space of A and Aop to be literally

the same. With this choice, ρ is intrinsic to the definition and the spherical condition below is natural.

If one forgets the choice of isomorphism of the underlying vector spaces, the ∗-algebras associated to

the same A and different ρ’s are equivalent and the choice of ρ only affects the definition of spherical

vectors.
20I.e. a vector |1〉 such that D|1〉 is dense in H.
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We will use the notation |a〉 = Wa|1〉, a ∈ A. It is useful to observe that (2.2) relates

the representation of Aop on H to the right action of A on itself,

W̃b |a〉 = W̃bWa |1〉 =WaW̃b |1〉 = WaWb|1〉 =Wab|1〉 = |ab〉.

It is straightforward to see how spherical unitary representations define positive traces:

Tr a = 〈1|Wa|1〉 (2.3)

defines a positive twisted trace. Positivity follows immediately from

Tr ρ(a)b = 〈1|Wρ(a)Wb|1〉 = 〈1|W̃a
†Wb|1〉 = 〈a|b〉, (2.4)

and the twisted trace condition is also straightforward:

Tr ρ2(b)a = 〈ρ(b)|a〉 = 〈1|Wρ(b)
†|a〉 = 〈1| W̃b |a〉 = 〈1|ab〉 = Tr ab. (2.5)

We would also like to argue that positive traces canonically define spherical unitary

representations. The first step is to make the underlying vector space of A into a module

for A ⊗ Aop. In order to avoid confusion, we denote as |a〉 the element of the module

corresponding to the element a ∈ A and thus as |1〉 the element corresponding to the

identity. We will use the canonical left and right actions of A on itself in order to

introduce the structure as a A⊗Aop-module, using the notations

WaW̃c |b〉 := |abc〉. (2.6)

Obviously, the vector |1〉 is cyclic for the module and satisfies (2.2). The key step is to

define the positive-definite inner product

〈a|b〉 ≡ Tr ρ(a)b. (2.7)

We may then define an Hilbert space H as the L2 closure of A under the inner product.

The algebra A⊗ Aop acts on H by densely-defined operators. We may observe that

〈a|Wρ(b)|c〉 = Tr ρ(a)ρ(b)c = Tr ρ(ab)c = 〈ab|c〉 = 〈 a | W̃b
†|c〉, (2.8)

indicating that the hermitian conjugation defined by the scalar product (2.7) makes

the representation of A⊗Aop on H into a spherical unitary representation of D.

One should note, however, that the operators Wa and W̃a defined in (2.6) will be

unbounded, in general. We will not attempt to determine under which conditions Wa

and W̃a admit extensions defining normal operators on H.
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A classical example of this construction is the definition of spherical principal series

representations of complex reductive Lie algebras gC starting from the unique traces

on the central quotients of U(g). This example and many more occur in the context

of sphere quantization [22]: the positive twisted traces are provided by protected cor-

relation functions of 3d N = 4 SCFTs and are studied mathematically in the context

of “short star products” [90].

Schur quantization similarly produce candidate positive twisted traces on many

algebras of interest, including central quotients of Uq(g) with q = q2. It includes

trigonometric deformations of the classical representation theory results found in 3d

N = 4 SCFTs and much more.

We will sometimes use the notation D[A, ρ] to denote the ∗-algebra double of a

given algebra A with automorphism ρ.

2.1 Schur correlation functions as a twisted trace

The Schur index I(q) was originally introduced as a specialization of the superconfor-

mal index of four-dimensional N = 2 SCFTs [3]. It can either be interpreted as a

supersymmetric partition function on a “S1 ×q2 S
3” geometry,21 or as a graded Witten

index of the space of local operators. Compared with the reference [14], we define

q = q
1
2 to avoid square roots in our formulae.

The Schur index can be generalized to a family of line defect Schur indices Ia,b(q),

graded Witten indices of the space of local operators intertwining between supersym-

metric line defects La and Lb. In terms of partition functions, this matches a correlation

function with two line defect insertions in S1 ×q2 S
3: the defect Lb is inserted at a spe-

cific point in the sphere and wraps S1, while La is inserted at an antipodal point on

the sphere and wraps S1 in the opposite direction.

The line defect Schur indices can be generalized further to a collection of “Schur

correlation functions” Ia1···an(q), with insertions of Lai line defects wrapping S1 at a

cyclic sequence of points along a great circle of S3 [4]. These can also be understood as

graded Witten indices for spaces of local operators sitting at the junction of multiple

line defects. The notation reflects the fact that Schur correlation functions only depend

on the relative order of the insertion points along the great circle, up to an important

subtlety we discuss next.

Supersymmetric line defects break the the U(1)r R-symmetry of the SCFT and

thus occur in one-dimensional families Lϑ
a rotated into each other by U(1)r rotations.

Different members of the same family preserve different linear combinations of the

21For real 0 < q < 1, this denotes a geometry where the radius of S1 is − log |q|2 times the radius

of the sphere, decorated by some extra complexified R-symmetry backgrounds to preserve a specific

amount of supersymmetry.
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Lb

La

S3

S1

×q2

Figure 1. Left: The line defect Schur index Ia,b(q) counts protected local operators interpo-

lating between line defects La and Lb. Right: the state-operator map relates it to a partition

function on a twisted S3 ×q2 S
1 geometry with antipodal insertions of La and Lb wrapping

the S1 factor in opposite directions.

Lϑ1
a1

Lϑ2
a2

Lϑ3
a3

Lϑ4
a4 Lϑ5

a5

S3

S1

×q2

Figure 2. Left: Schur correlators such as Ia1a2a3a4a5(q) count local operators at junctions of

multiple line defects. Right: A state-operator map relates this to correlation functions on a

twisted S3×q2 S
1 geometry with line defects inserted along a great circle of S3 and wrapping

S1.

bulk super-charges. The Schur correlation functions are defined by placing Lϑi
ai

at the

locations ϑi on the great circle, so that a line defect will move along the family as the

location of the line defect insertion is transported along the great circle of S3. A full

circuit along the great circle implements a U(1)r rotation by 2π. In Lagrangian SCFTs,

the U(1)r charges which occur in the theory are integral, so that a 2π rotation is trivial.

Accordingly, the 2π rotation brings the line defect back to itself. In other SCFTs, such

as Argyres-Douglas theories, a 2π U(1)r rotation is non-trivial and gives a defect which
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preserves the same SUSY as the original one but may be different.

We denote the effect of the 2π rotation as a map a → ρ2(a), so that Lϑ
a ≡ Lϑ+2π

ρ2(a) .

Then cyclic invariance is twisted as

Ia1···an(q) = Iρ2(an)a1···an−1
(q) . (2.9)

The line defect Schur indices are special cases of Schur correlation functions. The precise

relation requires accounting for the opposite orientation of a line defect along the S1

factor. A U(1)r rotation by π applied to a line defect wrapping S1 in the opposite

direction gives a map a → ρ(a), so that Ia,b(q) coincides with a Schur correlation

function of Lρ(a) and Lb:

Ia,b(q) = Iρ(a)b(q) = Ibρ−1(a)(q) . (2.10)

We will now introduce a notation which anticipates another property of the Schur

correlation functions: parallel line defects can be fused and the correlation functions

are compatible with the fusion operation. A proper definition of the notion of fusion

of line defects requires some care [23, 24, 29, 91]. We will review some salient aspects

momentarily. For now, we recall that one can define a “quantized K-theoretic Coulomb

branch” algebra Aq with coefficients in Z[q, q−1], i.e. Laurent polynomials in q with

integral coefficients, and that wrapped supersymmetric line defects La map to elements

in Aq, which we will denote with the same symbol a and refer to as the K-theory class

of La. Then all correlation functions are encoded in 1pt functions Ia(q) via the algebra

relations:

Ia1···an(q) = I(a1···an)(q) . (2.11)

and ρ is an algebra automorphism.

We will thus define a twisted trace Tr on Aq simply as

Tr a ≡ Ia(q) (2.12)

The trace is twisted by ρ2:

Tr ab = Tr ρ2(b)a , (2.13)

We are now ready to make a non-trivial claim, supported by the known explicit

UV and IR formulae for line defect Schur indices: the pairing

〈a|b〉 ≡ Tr ρ(a)b = Ia,b(q) (2.14)

is positive definite if q ∈ [−1, 1]. This claim should follow from reflection positivity of

the associated Schur two-point functions.
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With a slight abuse of notation, we will also denote as Aq the algebra over the real

numbers obtained from R⊗Aq by specializing the variable q to a real number between

−1 and 1. According to our initial discussion, we immediately gain a spherical unitary

representation of the algebra double Dq = Aq ×Aop
q on a real Hilbert space Hq defined

as the closure of Aq under this inner product.

2.2 Non-conformal examples and holomorphic-topological twist

The formulae employed to compute the Schur index and correlation functions apply

equally well to non-conformal SQFTs and satisfy the properties described above, with

an appropriate choice of ρ. This may be surprising, as the original superconformal

index only makes sense in the conformal case. Intuitively, this happens because the

Schur index does not make use of U(1)r, which is broken for general SQFTs, but only

of the Cartan subgroup of the SU(2)R R-symmetry, which is generically unbroken in

the vacuum.

A sharper justification employs the Holomorphic-Topological (HT) twist of 4d N =

2 SQFTs [23]. A reader interested only in algebraic aspects of our construction can

safely skip this discussion and simply keep in mind that the Schur correlation functions

technology applies to non-conformal theories as well.

The HT twist is a canonical modification of the physical theory which treats a spe-

cific nilpotent supercharge as a BRST charge. Accordingly, three out of four translation

generators become gauge symmetries and the twisted theory treats two directions as

topological and the remaining two as holomorphic. The Schur index “counts” local

operators in the HT-twisted theory and is thus defined for generic SQFTs as long as

the Cartan sub-algebra of the SU(2)R R-symmetry is unbroken.

Although the HT twist is the natural setting for discussing many properties of the

Schur index, a full discussion of this interesting topic goes well beyond the scope of this

paper. We will briefly discuss here some expected properties of the HT twist, leaving

a full discussion to future work.

Even if the original physical theory is not conformal, the HT-twisted theory still

enjoys a scale symmetry. Indeed, denoting the holomorphic coordinate as z, the only

non-trivial part of a scale transformation is the re-scaling of z, which is implemented

by the same z∂z generator which implements rotations of the holomorphic plane. The

rotation generator in the twisted theory is the combination of the physical rotation

generator and of the Cartan R of the SU(2)R R-symmetry . It is also useful to employ

conventions where the ghost number grading/homological degree/fermion number is

shifted by the R, so that the role of “fermion number” in indices is played by (−1)R.

In these conventions, the Schur index is the Euler character of the complex of

local operators in the HT twist of the physical theory [92]. The partition function
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interpretation should also be available within the HT twist: the quotient of R2
t ×Cz by

(t, z, z̄) → (|q|2t, q2z, q̄2z̄) endows S1 ×q2 S
3 with an HT structure.

Supersymmetric line defects map to topological line defects wrapping lines in the

topological plane in the HT twisted theory. We will always consider line defects sup-

ported at the origin in the complex plane and keep track of the C∗ rotation symmetry of

the complex plane. Schur correlation functions can be defined as counting local opera-

tors at junctions of such topological defects or as correlation functions of circle-wrapped

topological defects in S1 ×q2 S
3.

Recall that topological line defects generically form a category, with morphisms

consisting of defect-changing local operators. Essentially by definition, circle-wrapped

line defects only remember the K-theory class of the corresponding objects and so Schur

correlation functions take as inputs K-theory classes of line defects in an HT twist of

the physical theory. We identify the K-theory as Aq and identify q2 as the equivariant

parameter for rotations of the complex plane.

In the presence of a transverse topological direction, as is the case here, the category

has a monoidal structure controlling the fusion of parallel line defects. It is also possible

to rotate the support of a line in the topological plane and define a dualization functor

ρ which maps a line to a line rotated by π. A topological theory may be framed, in

which case a rotation ρ2 of 2π fails to be the identity. Accordingly, Aq is an algebra

over Z[q, q−1] endowed with an endomorphism ρ.

A full mathematical treatment of the category of line defects for the HT twist of

Lagrangian gauge theories and of the associated Schur indices can be found in a series

of papers [56, 92, 93].

This construction accounts nicely for all the expected properties of the Schur index

for conformal or non-conformal theories, except for the crucial positivity property:

reflection positivity is a property of the physical theory but not necessarily of the

twisted theory. A proof for non-conformal theories would thus require one to write

an explicit supergravity background defining the supersymmetric S1 ×q2 S
3 partition

function for the physical theory and verify reflection positivity. We leave this to future

work. Experimentally, positivity holds for non-conformal examples as well, with a ρ

discussed below.

2.3 Schur quantization as a quantization of the K-theoretic Coulomb branch(es)

The algebra Aq has classical limits q → ±1. In these limits, it reproduces the Poisson

algebra of holomorphic functions on two versions M± of the moduli space M of 3d

Coulomb vacua for supersymmetric circle compactifications of the 4d theory. The two

versions differ by the choice of spin structure and central SU(2)R holonomy placed on
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the circle [29, 91]. We will usually disregard this subtlety. The moduli space M is a

complex symplectic manifold.

Keeping track of the star structure, the classical limit of Dq reproduces the com-

bined Poisson algebra of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic functions on M. Keep-

ing track of the leading non-commutativity, we see that the holomorphic and anti-

holomorphic Poisson brackets have opposite signs, i.e. they arise from the Poisson

bracket defined in terms of the imaginary part of the complex symplectic form on M.22

We conclude that the quantum system (Dq,Hq) provides a quantization of M as

a real phase space equipped with the imaginary part of the complex symplectic form.

Following considerations similar to these we employ for theories of class S later

in the paper, one may argue that the Schur correlation functions of a 4d theory can

be recast as disk correlation functions in an A-twist of the 2d supersymmetric sigma

model with target M. Ultimately, this presents Schur quantization as a computable

example of brane quantization [61].

2.4 Lagrangian building blocks

The Schur index for Lagrangian SQFTs receives contributions from hypermultiplets

and vectormultiplets. It can be readily understood as counting gauge-invariant local

operators built from BPS letters in the physical theory [3], or superfields of the HT

theory [92]. An hypermultiplet contributes holomorphic derivatives ∂nX and ∂nY of the

complex scalar fields, with twisted spin n+ 1
2
and (−1)R = −1, while vectormultiplets

contribute two sets of fermionis generators ∂nU and ∂nV , with with twisted spin n+1

and (−1)R = −1 as well.

Putting it all together, we get

I(q;µ) =
1

|WG|

∮

|ζi|=1

∏

i

(q2)2∞dζi
2πiζi

∆(ζ)

∏
α(q

2ζα; q2)2∏
w,wf

(−qζwµwf ; q2)
, (2.15)

where ζi are valued in the Cartan torus of the gauge group and the products run over

roots α and gauge and flavour weights (w,wf) of hypermultiplet scalars. The factor

∆(ζ) is the appropriate Vandermonde determinant

∆(ζ) ≡
∏

α>0

(
ζ

α
2 − ζ−

α
2

)2
(2.16)

for projecting on the character of gauge-invariant operators. We included flavour fu-

gacities µ for completeness. In the following we will assume |µ| = 1.23

22Notice that the real part of the complex symplectic form is not exact and thus would not give rise

to a continuous family of quantizations.
23This condition seems sufficient, but not strictly necessary for positivity of the Schur indices Iab.

Other reality conditions may also work. We will not explore this phenomenon.
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As a first step towards discussing positivity, observe that both roots and non-zero

weights occur in opposite pairs, so that the integrand is positive definite when |ζi| = 1

and |µ| = 1.

The simplest class of supersymmetric line defects are Wilson lines, labelled by

an unitary representation R of G. The insertion of a wrapped Wilson line wR in a

Schur index results in the insertion in the integral (2.15) of the character χR(ζ) of the

corresponding representation. The Wilson lines satisfy ρ(wR) = wR∨ and

χR∨(ζ) = χR(ζ) (2.17)

on the |ζi| = 1 integration locus. As a consequence,

Trρ(wR)wR =

∮

|ζi|=1

∏

i

(q2)2∞dζi
2πiζi

∆(ζ)

∏
α(q

2ζα; q2)2∏
w,wf

(−qζwµwf ; q2)
|χR(ζ)|2 , (2.18)

is positive and more generally Trρ(a)a > 0 manifestly for any linear combination a of

wrapped Wilson lines.

The most general class of supersymmetric line defects in a Lagrangian gauge theory

are ’t Hooft-Wilson lines ℓλm,λe
. Naively, these are labelled by a labelled by a pair

(λm, λe) of magnetic and electric weights modulo the action of the Weyl group. In

practice, monopole bubbling makes the definition subtle.24

The calculation of Schur correlation functions with insertions of non-zero mag-

netic weight is somewhat intricate and requires one to introduce some more formalism.

K-theory classes of ’t Hooft-Wilson lines and of the resulting K-theoretic quantum

Coulomb branch algebra Aq can be handled via the BFN formalism [34]: elements of

Aq are represented as equivariant K-theory classes on a variant of the affine Grass-

manian and the product is defined through certain correspondences. In practice, the

generators of Aq can be presented as multiplicative difference operators Da acting on a

collection of formal variables vi [4, 6, 10, 26–28, 30, 31, 37, 94]. In the context of class

S theories with a Lagrangian description, these differential operators match [95] the

description of the Skein algebra Aq = Skq in terms of quantum Darboux coordinates

(ui, vi)

uiuj = ujui

uivj = q2δijvjui

vivj = vjvi , (2.19)

24And so does the option to introduce more elaborate couplings between the gauge fields in the

neighbourhood of the defect and auxiliary degrees of freedom supported on the defect. The notion of

“Koszul-perverse coherent sheaf” from [56] appears to satisfactorily handle these subtleties in the HT

twist of the theory. Simple Koszul-perverse coherent sheaves are labelled by the pair (λm, λe) modulo

Weyl.
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of Fenchel-Nielsen type.

Each difference operator Da is a sum of terms of the form D
(n)
a (v)un, which shift

vi → viq
2ni [96, 97]. In particular, the n = 0 term D

(0)
a (v) is some rational function

of the vi. The prescription to compute a Schur correlation function with a single line

defect insertion is then straightforward: insertD
(0)
a (ζ) in the integral (2.15). Correlation

functions of multiple lines can be computed by first composing the respective difference

operators.

We should remark that the original BFN construction requires the matter repre-

sentation M for the hypermultiplet scalar fields to be of cotangent form, i.e. to be

a direct sum T ∗N of a representation N and its dual N∨. The resulting K-theoretic

Coulomb branch algebra is independent of this choice, but explicit “Abelianized” ex-

pressions as difference operators do depend on it. We will discuss momentarily how

this dependence cancels out in index calculations. Matter of non-cotangent type can

be handled by more refined means [98, 99].

Cyclicity of the resulting twisted trace is far from obvious from this prescription.

Based on examples, it should follow from contour deformations which are only unob-

structed thanks to delicate cancellations between the poles and zeroes in the integrand

and in the D′
a. It would be very nice to formulate an abstract proof in the BFN

language.25 Notice that the integrand in the Schur index is a ratio of θ functions:

θ(x; q2) ≡ (−qx; q2)∞(−qx−1; q2)∞ , (2.20)

which transform well under shifts

θ(q2x; q2) ≡ (−q3x; q2)∞(−q−1x−1; q2)∞ = q−1x−1θ(x; q2) , (2.21)

up to an overall factor. The overall factors of gauge fugacities accumulated under the

shift from the numerators and denominators cancel out in a conformal theory. In a

non-conformal theory, they combine to reproduce a non-trival ρ2 twist of the trace

expected from the following gauge theory considerations.

Namely, the conformal symmetry anomaly in a 4d N = 2 gauge theory is closely

associated to the anomaly in the U(1)r conformal symmetry. The sort of 2π U(1)r
rotation which would control the framing anomaly in the HT theory can be mapped to

a shift in the θ angle of the theory. By the Witten effect, that results in a shift of the

electric charge λe of a ’t Hooft-Wilson line by an amount proportional to the magnetic

charge λm and to the anomaly. The π rotation functor ρ flips the signs of both (λm, λe)

and shifts the electric charge by a certain multiple of the magnetic charges, depending

25The proof is perhaps already implicitly given by the combination of dualizability results in [56]

and the relation to the Schur index in [92].
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on the specific value of the mixed U(1)r-gauge anomaly coefficients and on precise

labelling conventions for the line defects. We refer the reader to concrete examples in

the next section.

Another feature which we see in concrete examples is that positivity of Trρ(a)a

can also be demonstrated by a contour deformation to a contour where the measure is

manifestly positive. This suggests that a combinatorial proof of positivity in the BFN

language may be possible as well.

2.5 An useful isometry

It is often the case that protected partition functions such as the Schur indices can

be factored out into pieces which correspond to a decomposition of the underlying

geometry [14, 37, 38]. In particular, the Schur index can be factored into two “half-

indices” IIB(ζ) associated to hemi-spheres with Dirichlet boundary conditions

IIB(ζ) = δB,0

∏

i

(q2)∞

∏
α(q

2ζα; q2)
∏N

w,wf
(−qζwµwf ; q2)

, (2.22)

glued together (as in a 3d superconformal index for a 3d G gauge theory) by a ζ contour

integral and a sum over magnetic charges B on S2:

I(q;µ) =
1

|WG|
∑

B∈Λ

∮

|ζi|=1

∏

i

dζi
2πiζi

∆B(ζ)IIB(ζ
−1)IIB(ζ) . (2.23)

Here Λ is the lattice of magnetic weights of G. The product
∏N in the definition of

the half-index indicates that we have assumed of cotangent type T ∗N , with N being

a representation of G, and we only include the weights for the N half. In particular,

IIB(ζ) is invariant under simultaneous Weyl reflection of ζ and B.26 The factor ∆B(ζ)

is a modification of the Vandermonde measure:

∆B(ζ) ≡
∏

α>0

(
v

α
2 − v−

α
2

) (
ṽ

α
2 − ṽ−

α
2

)
, (2.24)

where v = q−Bζ and ṽ = qBζ .

26If matter is not of cotangent type, the gauge theory has a potential anomaly. If the anomaly

cancels, the K-theoretic Coulomb branch and Schur indices are well-defined but there are no Dirichlet

boundary conditions which preserve the full G symmetry, making the 3d gluing interpretation of the

factorized formula unavailable. Nevertheless, the analysis below essentially goes through even if N is

not a representation of G. The main difference is that Weyl reflections will implemented via non-trivial

transformations RN,N ′ described below. We expect that difference operator realizations of K-theoretic

Coulomb branch generators preserving this modifiel Weyl symmetry will be available.
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This factorization resembles an inner product 〈II|II〉 in an auxiliary Hilbert space

Haux
q ≡ L2 (T × Λ)WG , (2.25)

where T is the Cartan torus, Λ the magnetic weight lattice, we use the modified Van-

dermonde measure ∆B(ζ) and consider Weyl-invariant wavefunctions only.

Remarkably, such a factorization works well with the insertion of line defects. One

can formally define multiplication and shift operators

(umψ)B(ζ) = ψB−m(q
mζ)

(vψ)B(ζ) = q−Bζψb(ζ)

(ũmψ)B(ζ) = ψB−m(q
−mζ)〉

(ṽψ)B(ζ) = qBζψb(ζ) , (2.26)

and specific expressions for Da and D̃a in terms of these operators such that

Tr a = 〈II|Da|II〉 . (2.27)

The specific expressions for Da and D̃a depends on the choice of N .

Formally, the expected properties of the trace/Schur correlators should follow from

a non-trivial interplay between the functional form of the half-index and the Da’s

Da|II〉 = D̃a|II〉 (2.28)

as well as a formal adjoint-ness property D(ρ(a))† = D̃(a), which involves a non-trivial

shift of the ζ integration contour.

A concise way to express these relations is to say that the map Aq → Haux
q

π : a→ Da|II〉 (2.29)

is an isometry π with respect of the inner product 〈a|b〉. Taking the closure of Aq, this

gives an isometry

π : Hq → Haux
q : |a〉 → Da|II〉 (2.30)

Bubbling phenomena make it hard to give any more detail about the Da which is

theory-independent. The exception is the part of Da which contains the largest Abelian

magnetic charges, which we could denote as

Uλ = Fλ(v)u
λ (2.31)
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for a magnetic charge λ. Up to an overall monomial, Fλ precisely cancels all the factors

in uλIIB(ζ) which would obstruct a contour deformation. Namely,

uλIIB(ζ) = δB,λ

∏

i

(q2)∞

∏
α(q

2+λ·αζα; q2)
∏N

w,wf
(−q1+λ·wζwµwf ; q2)

(2.32)

and

Fλ(v) = fλ(v)

∏N
w,wf

∏−1
n=λ·w+1(1 + q1+2nvwµwf )

∏
α

∏−1
n=λ·α(1− q2+2nvα)

(2.33)

where we only include factors with λ · w < 0 or λ · α < 0 and fλ(v) is some monomial.

Hence

UλIIB(ζ) = fλ(v)δB,λ

∏

i

(q2)∞

∏
α(q

2+|λ·α|ζα; q2)
∏N

w,wf
(−q1+|λ·w|ζwµwf ; q2)

(2.34)

The monomials fλ(v) satisfy some constraints described below, but express a potential

ambiguity in deciding which dyonic line defects should be considered ”bare” ’t Hooft

lines with no electric charge: a change in conventions would redefine fλ(v) by a power

of v. Powers of q would similarly represent an ambiguity in defining rotation generators

in the presence of the defect.

The definition of Ũλ has the same structure, so that the auxiliary condition

Uλ|II〉 = Ũλ|II〉 (2.35)

reduces to fλ(q
−λζ) = f̃λ(q

λζ) which can be satisfied by using the same monomials and

adjusting the power of q.

On the other hand, when we check the adjointness properties we will compare Ũ †
λ

and U−λ. The former contains factors involving, say, (ṽ†)w = v−w for positive λ · w,
as tilde variables shift fugacities in the opposite manner. The latter contains factors

involving vw for negative −λ·w. This is not a problem, as (1+xavb) = xavb(1+x−av−b),

but the comparison generates an extra monomial for each factor, which ultimately feed

into the non-trivial definition of ρ.

The Abelianized formulae for Da are often described in the literature directly in

terms of shift operators analogue to the Uλ’s, constrained by

UλUλ′ =
Fλ(v)Fλ′(q2λv)

Fλ+λ′(v)
Uλ+λ′ (2.36)

If λ · w and λ′ · w are both positive, the resulting factors does not enter in the ratio.

If they are both negative, the resulting factors cancel out in the ratio. The ratio thus

only contains contributions from λ · w > 0 and λ′ · w < 0 or viceversa.
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In particular, the auxiliary algebra formed by Uλ and v can be opposite to the

algebra formed by Ũλ and ṽ, even though the F̃λ factors have a structure analogous to

that of F−λ rather than Fλ.

If λ and λ′ are in the same alcove, so that λ · w and λ′ · w have the same sign for

all possible w, then it is natural to impose fλfλ′ = fλ+λ′ , compatible with a convention

where products of ’t Hooft lines with no electric charge give back a ’t Hooft line with

no electric charge. Another reasonably natural requirement is to have Weyl-invariant

expressions. We will see in examples that it may be useful to relax the latter requirement

slightly in order to avoid unpleasant square roots of fugacities.

We should also observe that multiplicative unitary transformations by factors such

as ζw·B can be readily employed to redefine u’s by powers of v’s and thus fλ(v)’s by

some monomial to the power of λ, allowing for some irreducible freedom in choosing

the fλ’s.

2.6 Changing N

We can briefly discuss the dependence of this construction on the choice of N . We

need a bit of notation to compare different ways to split the matter contributions in

two halves:

IIB(ζ ;N) = δB,0

∏

i

(q2)∞

∏
α(q

2ζα; q2)
∏N

w,wf
(−qζwµwf ; q2)

(2.37)

We should also distinguish the representations Da(N) and D̃a(N) suitable for this

choice and the corresponding isometry πN .

We then define a collection of “reflection” unitary transformations on Haux
q which

acts as multiplication by

RN,N ′ ≡
∏N ′

w,wf
(−qζwµwf ; q2)

∏N
w,wf

(−qζwµwf ; q2)
(2.38)

As each factor is either shared between numerator and denominator or appears with

opposite fugacities in numerator and denominator, this is manifestly a phase. It satisfies

IIB(ζ ;N) = RN,N ′IIB(ζ ;N
′) (2.39)

but also intertwines the corresponding representations of the Da’s and D̃a’s as difference

operators and thus the isometries πN and πN ′ .

2.7 Wilson line spectral decomposition

There is another, powerful perspective on this isometry. The Wilson lines wR and w̃R

are a collection of commuting normal operators acting on Hq. The images χR(v) and
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χR(ṽ) act diagonally on Haux
q , with one-dimensional distributional eigenspaces labelled

by points in
T × Λ

WG

, (2.40)

where T is the Cartan torus and Λ the lattice of magnetic weights, and common eigen-

values

χR(q
−Bζ) χR(q

Bζ) (2.41)

We can attempt a direct diagonalization of the action of Wilson lines on H. This

is possible because we have a lot of information on the products of Wilson lines with

more general line defects. We can start from the ring of Wilson lines, reproducing the

representation ring:

wRwR′ = wR⊗R′ (2.42)

The spectrum of this ring is the complexified Cartan torus modulo Weyl and we can

easily write infinite formal linear combinations |0; ζ〉 of |wR〉’s such that

wR|0; ζ〉 = w̃R|0; ζ〉 = χR(ζ)|0; ζ〉 (2.43)

Hermiticity imposes |ζ | = 1. It is easy to see that the |0; ζ ′〉 states are delta-function

normalizable: they literally map to multiples of δ-function distributions in Haux,WG
q

supported at B = 0 and ζ = ζ ′ and Weyl images of that.

More generally, if we label line defects Dm,e by a magnetic weight m and an electric

weight e, we have

wRDm,e =

R∑

λ

q−m·λDm,e+λ + · · ·

Dm,ewR =
R∑

λ

qm·λDm,e+λ + · · · (2.44)

where the sum is over weights in R and the ellipsis denote terms with smaller magnetic

charge. We can use a triangularity argument to recursively build states |m; ζ〉 as linear
combinations of |Dm,e〉, corrected by terms of lower magnetic charge, which are formal

eigenvectors of wR with eigenvalues χR(q
−mζ).

The triangularity of the relation between |Dm,e〉 and |m; ζ〉 strongly suggests that

these states exhaust the spectrum and that the isometry Hq → Haux,WG
q is really an

isomorphism and gives the spectral decomposition of H into one-dimensional distribu-

tional eigenspaces of the Wilson lines.
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2.8 Schur quantization and gauging

We will now extend and generalize further the spectral decomposition statement.

Consider now a generic theory T with global symmetry G and a theory T /G
obtained by gauging G. A general feature of Coulomb branches is that line defects of T
are inherited by T /G, except that Weyl-invariant combinations of flavour parameters

for the G symmetry are promoted to the corresponding G Wilson lines. In order

to express this fact, denote as Aq[T , G] the result of promoting the Weyl-invariant

combinations of flavour parameters in Aq[T ] to central elements. Then we have an

algebra embedding Aq[T , G] → Aq[T /G].
We can also promote the Schur trace TrT on Aq[T ] to a family of traces TrµT ,G on

Aq[T , G] which just maps the central elements back to specific values µ. Then the trace

of inherited operators is simply

TrT /Ga =

∮
dζ

2πiζ
∆(ζ ; q)TrζT ,Ga a ∈ Aq[T , G] (2.45)

Here we denoted for brevity the full vectormultiplet contribution

∆(ζ ; q) ≡ (q2; q2)2rkG∞ ∆(ζ)
∏

α

(q2ζα; q2)2 (2.46)

We will now attempt to give a general characterization of the Schur quantization for

T /G in terms of the Schur quantization of T . We begin with the case of Abelian G.

If G is Abelian, general operators in Aq[T /G] will carry quantized magnetic charge

m so that they lie in Aq[T , G] if m = 0 and in some Harish-Chandra-like bimodules

M
(m)
q [T , G] otherwise. The G Wilson lines of charge e are multiplied by appropriate

powers q−2m·e when brought across an operator of given magnetic charge.

The trace will vanish unless the total magnetic charge vanishes and magnetic charge

is additive under multiplication. If a has magnetic charge m and b has magnetic charge

−m, we expect the comparison between Tr ab and Tr ρ2(b)a to require a contour integral

shift of ζ → ζq2m. When checking positivity for a of magnetic charge m, we expect

that contour integral for the inner product can be shifted to an intermediate contour

ζ → ζqm so that

TrT /Gρ(a)a =

∮ ∏

i

(q2; q2)2∞dζi
2πiζi

Trq
−mζ
T ,G ρ(a)a =

∮
(q2; q2)2∞dζi

2πiζi
Trq

mζ
T ,Gaρ

−1(a) (2.47)

has a positive integrand. Accordingly, we expect a positive-definite inner product

Trq
−Bµ
T ,G ρ(a)a = 〈a|b〉µ,B (2.48)
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on M
(m)
q [T , G], leading to the definition of Hilbert spaces Hq[T ;G]µ,B via L2 comple-

tion.27

In practice, we have re-written the inner product inHq[T /G] as a direct sum/integral

〈a|b〉 =
∑

B

∮ ∏

i

(q2; q2)2∞dζi
2πiζi

〈a(B)|b(B)〉ζ,B (2.49)

where the superscript denotes the part of magnetic charge B. This gives an explicit

spectral decomposition of Hq[T /G] in eigenspaces of G Wilson lines:

Hq[T /G] =
∮ ⊕

(S1×Z)rkG

∏

i

(q2; q2)2∞dζi
2πiζi

Hq[T ;G]ζ,B (2.50)

and predicts again that the Wilson line spectrum should be supported on the sequence

of circles (S1 × Z)rkG, with wR = χR(q
Bµ) and w̃R = χR(q

−Bµ).

If G is not Abelian, we still expect an Abelianized presentation of Aq[T /G] to be

available, where operators are written as difference operators in v whose coefficients

are some sort of meromorphic elements in M
(m)
q [T , H ], with H being the Cartan sub-

group of G. We also expect a spectral decomposition of Hq(T /G) under the action of

G Wilson lines, with a spectrum supported on T×Λ
WG

and eigenspaces built from states

formally associated to Weyl-invariant combinations of umve Abelian operators. The

contour integral computing TrT /G from TrµT ,G should be identified with the spectral

decomposition of the inner product as a direct sum/integral of inner products in indi-

vidual eigenspaces.

2.9 Dualities and spectral problems

Supersymmetric gauge theories often enjoy dualities, relating the same or different

theories at different values of the couplings. Dualities typically reorganize the line

defects of the theory, resulting in non-trivial algebra morphisms between the associated

Aq algebras.

The Schur index is independent of couplings and thus the identifications extend to

identifications between traces and associated Hilbert spaces Hq. In particular, the Wil-

son lines of one theory will map to some collection of non-trivial commuting difference

operators in the dual theory. Integrable systems which arise in such manner include

the relativistic open Toda chain and the trigonometric quantum Ruijsenaars-Schneider

model.

27As in the case of sphere quantization, a less hand-waving demonstration of positivity can likely be

given by identifying elements of M
(m)
q [T , G] as K-theory classes of line defects which end a “vortex”

surface defect and the inner product as a Schur correlation function decorated by the vortex defect.
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As we know the spectrum of Wilson lines in one description, we immediately gain a

prediction for the joint spectrum of the dual collection of commuting difference opera-

tors, thus completely solving the spectral problem for these complex quantum integrable

systems.

2.10 Boundary conditions and states

The definition of Schur index and Schur correlators can be extended to a situation

where an half-BPS boundary is present. The Schur “half-index” counts BPS boundary

local operators and is associated to an S1
q2 ×HS3 partition function, where HS3 is an

hemisphere. Half-BPS line defects can be added at points on a half-great circle in HS3

intersecting the boundary S2 at the poles. Quarter-BPS boundary line defects can also

be added at the poles of the boundary S2.

The boundary line defects for a given choice of boundary give a left moduleMq and

a right module M̃q for Aq. A Schur correlation function IIm̃0a1···anmn+1 will depend on

a sequence of wrapped lines of the form m̃0a1 · · · anmn+1 which is consistent with the

algebra and module operations. In other words, it gives some linear map M̃q⊗Aq
Mq →

C[[q]].

By definition, the IIm̃am correlation function gives a collection of distributional

states 〈m; m̃| in A∨
q such that the correlation function equals 〈m; m̃|a〉. Also by defini-

tion,

〈bm; m̃c|a〉 = 〈m; m̃|cab〉 = 〈m; m̃|c̃b|a〉 (2.51)

so this definition a collection of distributional “boundary states”, a mapMq⊗M̃q → A∨
q

which commutes appropriately with the Aq × Aop
q action.

In a Lagrangian gauge theory with a Lagrangian boundary condition, these Schur

half-indices can be readily computed. For example, for Neumann boundary conditions

half of the integrand of the usual Schur index is replaced by the 3d superconformal

index of the boundary degrees of freedom.

For theories of class S, interesting boundaries and interfaces can be associated to

certain three-manifoldsM3 with boundary C, possible decorated by skeins reproducing

Mq as Skein modules Skq(M3) [60]. The above collection of states has the properties

expected from the path integral of complex Chern-Simons theory on M3, decorated

with appropriate skeins m and m̃ of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic Wilson lines.

2.11 3d limits

The 3d Coulomb branch algebra Aq for 4d Lagrangian gauge theories is a “trigono-

metric” version of the Coulomb branch for 3d N = 4 gauge theories with the same

gauge group and matter content. In practice, the difference operators which represent
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the Coulomb branch of the 3d theory can be obtained by a specific q → −1 limit from

these for the 4d theory. If we write

q = −e−πR va = e−2πRVa (2.52)

and take an R→ 0 limit at constant Va, factors such as (1− (−q)nva) become

2πR
(
Va +

n

2

)
(2.53)

and the difference operators which would multiply va by qn effectively shift Va by n
2
.

The “trigonometric” Da difference operators are thus mapped to “rational” versions

D3d
a . In the BFN language, this is the limit taking equivariant K-theory classes to

equivariant cohomology classes. These define the quantized Coulomb branch algebra

A3d
~=2πR for the 3d theory.

In computing the R → 0 limit of the Schur index, it is important to observe that

the integrand can be expressed as a ratio of products of θ functions θ4(iRz, τ = iR) or

θ1(iRz, τ = iR) and η(τ = iR), where ζ = e−2πRz is a product of ζa and µ’s. These

functions behave well under modular transformations τ → −τ−1, z → zτ−1, so that

the integrand can be re-written in terms of θ2(z, iR
−1) or θ1(z, iR

−1) and η(iR−1).

These functions, in terms, have a simple R → 0 behaviour at finite z: up to an overall

2m exp(2πn/R) prefactor which we can drop, they go to cosπz or sin πz and 1. These

are the building blocks for a “Coulomb branch” protected sphere correlation function

of the 3d theory.

As long as the Lagrangian gauge theory has “enough matter”, so that the 3d limit

is not “bad” in the sense of [59], the integrand is exponentially small along the |ζ | = 1

integration contour outside the range of finite z, so that the Schur correlation functions

limit to the protected sphere correlation function of the 3d theory, which provide a

positive twisted trace on A3d
2πR.

The positive trace on A3d
2πR can be used to define a “Coulomb branch” sphere

quantization associated to the 3d theory, with an Hilbert space H3d
2πR defined as the

closure of A3d
2πR under the inner product given by the trace [22]. We conclude that the

q → 0 limit in this situation maps the Schur quantization to Coulomb branch sphere

quantization, in such a way that the spherical vector and the |a〉 dense basis go to the

corresponding dense basis of H3d
2πR.

It is often the case that a 3d N = 4 gauge theory admits a “mirror” description,

with the Coulomb branch mapped to the “Higgs branch” of the mirror theory. Corre-

spondingly, the Coulomb branch sphere quantization associated to the original theory

maps to an “Higgs branch” sphere quantization in the mirror theory, which can be

described geometrically. The Coulomb and Higgs presentations of the algebra A3d
2πR
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and the Hilbert space H3d
2πR are typically very different. In particular, the Higgs branch

presentation can take a geometric form, with an algebra of holomorphic differential

operators acting on L2-normalizable half-densities on some auxiliary space.

Among the examples discussed in the next section, the cases of SQED1, SQED2

and SU(2) with Nf = 4 are particularly instructive in a 3d limit:

• The SQED1 sphere quantization leads to a Weyl algebra A3d
2πR acting as holomor-

phic polynomial differential operators on L2(C). The spherical vector becomes a

Gaussian wavefunction e−|x|2.

• The SQED2 sphere quantization leads to an algebra A3d
2πR which is the central

quotient Bm of U(sl2), with quadratic Casimir −1
4
(1 + m2). The Hilbert space

gives the corresponding irreducible spherical principal series representation of

SL(2,C), possibly realized as L2(CP 1, |K|1+im). The “spherical vector” is the

unique SU(2)-invariant wavefunction on CP 1.

(1 + |x|2)−2−2im (2.54)

We will momentarily employ the SL(2,C)-twisted spherical vector

ψm

(
x;

(
a b

c d

))
≡ (d+ cx+ bx̄+ a|x|2)−2−2im (2.55)

depending on a point
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL(2,C)

SU(2)
≡ H+

3 .

• The case of SU(2) with Nf = 4 is particularly rich. The algebra is the SL(2)

quantum Hamiltonian reduction of the product

Bm1+m2 × Bm1−m2 × Bm3+m4 × Bm3−m4 (2.56)

with elementary generators identified with products Ji · Jj of sl2 generators from
different factors. Correspondingly, Hilbert space consists of twisted half-densities

on the moduli space of four points on CP 1 modulo SL(2,C). The spherical vector

is given as an average over H+
3 :

|1〉3d =
∫

H+
3

dVolhψm1+m2(x1; h)ψm1−m2(x2; h)ψm3+m4(x3; h)ψm3−m4(x4; h)

(2.57)

An analogous formula holds for all theories of class A1 associated to a sphere with

regular punctures. Crucially, this coincides with the large s “minisuperspace approxi-

mation” of the WZW partition function [100], which is the candidate spherical vector

|1〉Hol. This verifies our conjectural identification of Schur and Holomorphic quantiza-

tions in the s→ ∞ limit.
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2.12 Surface defects and alternative twists.

The Schur correlation functions could be further modified by the insertion of surface

defects along a circle which links the great circle where the line defects are supported.

In the HT twist picture, these would wrap the holomorphic plane at the origin of the

topological plane. Localization formulae in gauge theories are modified in a minimal

way by the insertion of the elliptic genus Θ(ζ ; q2) of the extra 2d dof.

If the 2d dof are compact, such as a collection of charged fermions, Θ(ζ ; q2) will not

have poles as a function of ζ . It will also be quasi-periodic under shifts ζ → q2ζ . Such

a surface defect insertion will thus almost preserve the trace condition but modify ρ2 to

some other (ρ′)2 in a manner similar to what extra 4d matter fields would accomplish.

There is no obvious reason for a surface defect insertion to preserve positivity. A

necessary condition is likely that Θ(ζ ; q2) is positive on the unit circle. We do not know

a sufficient condition, even in physical terms. In concrete Abelian examples, positivity

can be proven rigorously for certain choices of ρ′ and Θ(ζ ; q2) [57]. We will not explore

the matter in depth here, but it will appear in some examples and in a comparison to

the literature on complex quantum groups.

3 Examples of Schur Quantization

This section contains several examples of K-theoretic Coulomb branch algebras and

Schur quantization. Further examples can be found in the Appendices.

The first sequence of examples have U(1) gauge group and a variable number of

charged hypermultiplets. They illustrate the role of the quantum torus algebra and

the effect of matter on ρ. The last example, SQED2, has the remarkable property that

Aq = Uq(sl2) and thus will provide us with an interesting family of spherical unitary

representations of a real form of the ∗-algebra double

DS ≡ Uq(sl2)× Uq(sl2)
op . (3.1)

defined via a specific choice of ρ. This theory (and analogues for other Lie algebras)

helps explain the well-known appearance of quantum groups in the quantization of

character varieties and Chern-Simons theories. We will discuss the quantum groups

relevant for complex quantization here and in Section 4.

The second sequence of examples have SU(2) gauge group. It includes class S
theories associated to the four-punctured sphere and one-punctured torus, which are

the crucial examples in the quantization of character varieties. See also Section 5. We

also discuss gauging some extra U(1) symmetries to give interesting quantum group

representations.
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3.1 Example: Pure U(1) Gauge Theory

This is a somewhat trivial example, but it introduces the quantum torus algebra Qq,

which is a building block for all UV and IR constructions. All fields are gauge-neutral,

so the Schur index is just I(q) = (q2)2∞.

The K-theoretic Coulomb branch M of the theory is C∗×C
∗, parameterized by the

classical vevs u and v of BPS ’t Hooft and Wilson line defects. The complex symplectic

form is d log u ∧ d log v. The imaginary part of the complex symplectic form

d log u ∧ d log v − d log ū ∧ d log v̄ = d

(
log |u|2d log v

|v| − log |v|2d log u

|u|

)
. (3.2)

presents C∗ × C
∗ as the cotangent bundle T ∗T 2.

Our circle of ideas is completed by identifying M = M(GL(1), T 2) as the space

of C∗ flat connections on a two-torus C = T 2, aka the phase space of complex Chern-

Simons theory with gauge group C
∗ compactified on C = T 2. This identification also

matches the Lagrangian submanifold Mc(GL(1), T
2) of flat U(1) connections with the

base |u| = |v| = 1 of T ∗T 2.

The natural quantization of M is the space Hq = L2(T 2) of L2-normalizable wave-

functions on T 2, with log |u|2 and log |v|2 acting as derivatives and Mc(U(1), T
2) quan-

tized as the constant wavefunction on T 2. Schur quantization will give an equivalent

answer in a Fourier-transformed presentation Hq = L2(Z2).

Indeed, K-theory classes xm,e ≡ [Lm,e] of BPS ’t Hooft-Wilson line defects in the

theory are labelled by an electric charge e and a magnetic charge m, both integral. The

resulting algebra Aq = Qq[Z
2] is the quantum torus algebra

xa,bxc,d = qad−bcxa+c,b+d (3.3)

We can also introduce generators

u = x1,0

v = x0,1 (3.4)

which satisfy

uv = q2vu , (3.5)

and

xa,b = q−abuavb = qabvbua (3.6)

Following our prescription, we get

Tr xa,b = δa,0(q
2)2∞

∮
dζ

2πiζ
ζb = (q2)2∞δa,0δb,0 (3.7)
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with ρ(xa,b) = x−a,−b and thus ρ2 = 1.

The corresponding inner product becomes

〈a, b|c, d〉 = (q2)2∞δa,cδb,d (3.8)

We thus recognize Hq = L2(Z2) with a constant measure (q2)2∞. The dense image of

Qq in Hq consists of compactly-supported wavefunctions in L2(Z2). In particular, the

spherical vector |1〉 = |0, 0〉 is supported at the origin.

The unitary action of the ∗-algebra double D[Qq, ρ] is written explicitly as

xa,b|m, e〉 = qae−bm|m+ a, e+ b〉
x̃a,b|m, e〉 = q−ae+bm|m+ a, e + b〉 (3.9)

via normal operators which satisfy x̃a,b = x†−a,−b. In particular,

u|m, e〉 = x1,0|m, e〉 = qe|m+ 1, e〉
v|m, e〉 = x0,1|m, e〉 = q−m|m, e+ 1〉
ũ|m, e〉 = x̃1,0|m, e〉 = q−e|m+ 1, e〉
ṽ|m, e〉 = x̃0,1|m, e〉 = qm|m, e+ 1〉 (3.10)

In this basis, the spherical condition is clearly solved by |1〉 only.
A full Fourier transform L2(Z2) → L2(T 2) reproduces the natural quantization of

T ∗T 2 and maps the spherical vector to the constant wave-function on T 2. It is perhaps

useful to point out that the natural domain of definition of u and v becomes more subtle

in that description and involves functions on T 2 which can be analytically continued

to a certain domain in C
∗ × C

∗.

Electric-magnetic duality is an important symmetry of Abelian gauge theories.

Here it acts as an SL(2,Z) transformation on the (m, e) charge vector of the BPS

line defects. It is a manifest symmetry of the quantum torus algebra and acts on

Hq = L2(Z2) unitarily. Via Fourier transform, it is mapped to a unitary mapping-class

group action on T 2. It preserves the spherical vector. Indeed, the spherical vector is

the only SL(2,Z)-invariant normalizable state. Other basis vectors belong to orbits

labelled by the mcd of (m, e).

It can also be useful to do a partial Fourier-transform L2(Z2) → L2(S1 × Z),

mapping states to wavefunctions ψB(ζ):

|m, e〉 → ζeδB,m (3.11)
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The spherical vector now maps to a wave-function δB,0 and Aq to wave-functions which

are compactly supported on Z and Laurent polynomials on S1. The elementary oper-

ators act as

uψB(ζ) = ψB−1(qζ)

vψB(ζ) = q−BζψB(ζ)

ũψB(ζ) = ψB−1(q
−1ζ)

ṽψB(ζ) = qBζψB(ζ) (3.12)

This representation of Qq via difference operators and multi-variable generalizations

thereof are the basic building blocks of many constructions below.

3.1.1 Spaces of positive traces

It is also instructive to characterize the trace algebraically. In the absence of twist, i.e.

ρ2 = 1, the trace condition

Tr xa,bxc,d = q2ad−2bcTr xc,dxa,b = q2ad−2bcTr xa,bxc,d (3.13)

immediately implies that Tr xa,b ≃ δa,0δb,0, so the trace is essentially unique and it

happens to be positive if the overall coefficient is positive.

It is instructive to see what happens if we modify the choice of ρ. For example,

consider ρ(xa,b) = x−a,−na−b for some integer n, so that ρ2(xa,b) = xa,b+2na. Then it is

easy to see that Tr xa,b ≃ δa,0tb for some tb. Furthermore,

tb = q−bTr′ x1,bx−1,0 = q−bTr′ x−1,−2nx1,b = q2n−2btb−2n . (3.14)

This is solved by tb = t′bq
− b2

2n where t′b = t′b−2n. Notice that the behaviour of the coeffi-

cients for large b is sharply different in the n > 0 and n < 0 cases. The corresponding

inner product is

Tr′ρ(xa,b)xc,d = δa,cTr
′x−a,−na−bxc,d = δa,cq

na2

2
−

(d−b)2

2n t′d−b−na (3.15)

We can restrict our attention to

Tr′ρ(x0,2nr)x0,2ns = q−2n(s−r)2t′0 (3.16)

Computing some determinants of sub-matrices easily show that this inner product fails

to be positive definite if q−2n ≥ 1, i.e. n > 0. For n < 0, we can Fourier-transform the

answer to write the inner product as an integral involving a theta function:

Tr xa,b = δa,0(q
2)2∞

∮
dζ

2πiζ
ζbΘ(ζ ; q) (3.17)
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and express the positive-definiteness condition in terms of the location of the zeroes

of Θ(ζ ; q) [57], with families of solutions. This integral expression can be given an

interpretation in terms of a Schur index decorated by a surface defect. We will not

pursue this point further in this example, but it illustrates how the standard Schur

trace is a unique edge case in the space of positive twisted traces.

3.2 Example: SQED1.

This example illustrates how matter fields modify the properties of wrapped ’t Hooft

lines. The contribution to the Schur index of a single hypermultiplet is

Ihyper(ζ ; q) =
1

(−qζ ; q2)∞(−qζ−1; q2)∞
=

1∏∞
n=0(1 + q2n+1ζ)(1 + q2n+1ζ−1)

(3.18)

The Schur index itself evaluates to

Iq =

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(q2)2∞Ihyper(ζ ; q) = 1− q2 + q6 − q12 + q20 − q30 + · · · (3.19)

i.e. 28

Iq =
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nqn(n+1) (3.20)

We find the expectation value of a single Wilson line wk of charge k by inserting

ζk in the integral:

Trwk =
∞∑

n=|k|

(−1)nqn(n+1)−k2 = (−q)|k|
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nqn(n+2|k|+1) (3.21)

We anticipate that ρ maps Wilson lines to Wilson lines of the opposite charge. The

matrix Trρ(wi)wj = Trwj−i is positive definite by construction, as it controls integrals

of the form

Iq =

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
|f(ζ)|2(q2)2∞Ihyper(ζ ; q) (3.22)

where f(ζ) is a Laurent polynomial in ζ and the integration measure is manifestly

positive.

3.2.1 The algebra Aq[SQED1].

In order to describe the insertion of ’t Hooft defects, we need an explicit description of

the K-theoretic Coulomb branch algebra Aq. We denote as u± = [L±1,0] the K-theory

28This formula and the one below is related to bosonization of a βγ system.
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classes of elementary ’t Hooft operators of magnetic charge ±1 and as v = [L0,1] the K-

theory class of an elementary Wilson line with electric charge 1. Then wn = [L0,n] = vn

and we have relations:

u±v = q±2vu±

u+u− = 1 + qv

u−u+ = 1 + q−1v (3.23)

We will also use the following relations, which follow from a repeated application of the

basic ones:

uk+u
k
− = (1 + q2k−1v) · · · (1 + qv) uk−u

k
+ = (1 + q−2k+1v) · · ·1 + q−1v (3.24)

These relations are enough to reduce any polynomial in u± and v±1 to a q-dependent

linear combination of

Da,b ≡ q−abua+v
b D−a,b ≡ qabua−v

b a ≥ 0 . (3.25)

We identify these with K-theory classes of generic ’t Hooft-Wilson lines La,b, giving a

linear basis for Aq. We will describe ρ momentarily.

3.2.2 The norm of ’t Hooft operators

The trace defined by the Schur index is only non-vanishing if the total magnetic charge

vanishes. We can compute

Da,bD−a,c = qac+ab(1 + q2a−1v) · · · (1 + qv)vb+c

D−a,cDa,b = q−ac−ab(1 + q−2a+1v) · · · (1 + q−1v)vb+c

= q−ac−ab−a2(1 + q2a−1v−1) · · · (1 + qv−1)vb+c+a , (3.26)

for a ≥ 0.

When we insert these expressions in the trace, these factors cancel factors in the

denominator, and allow a shift the integration contours by a factor of q±a [101] to

TrDa,bD−a,c =

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ

(q2)2∞∏∞
n=0(1 + q2n+a+1ζ)(1 + q2n+a+1ζ−1)

ζb+c

TrD−a,cDa,b =

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ

(q2)2∞∏∞
n=0(1 + q2n+a+1ζ)(1 + q2n+a+1ζ−1)

ζb+c+a (3.27)

These formulae are fully compatible with positivity if we take

ρ(D−a,−b) = Da,b ρ(Da,b) = D−a,−a−b a ≥ 0 . (3.28)
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Then

ρ2(Da,b) = Da,a+b , (3.29)

as expected from the U(1)r anomaly and Witten effect.

The choice of ρ2 is also compatible with cyclicity:

TrDa,bD−a,c = Trρ2(D−a,c)Da,b = TrD−a,−a+cDa,b (3.30)

In a situation like this, where ρ2 is not the identity, we cannot interprete the

spherical vector as the quantization of an actual Lagrangian submanifold of phase

space: the classical constraints u± = ũ±, v = ṽ and the reality conditions

ṽ = v̄−1 ũ+ = v̄−1ū− ũ− = ū+ (3.31)

do not define a Lagrangian sub-manifold of M.29

This theory has a (somewhat subtle) class S description where C is a plane with an

irregular singularity of rank 2 at infinity. The non-trivial action of ρ has a specific geo-

metric meaning in that context, rotating the Stokes sectors at the irregular singularity

by one step.

3.2.3 Two useful isometries

Presenting Hq as the closure of Aq is a bit cumbersome, as the natural linear basis in

Aq is not orthogonal under the inner product. The integral expressions above and our

general discussion suggest defining first an isometry Aq → L2(Z× S1) by

|Da,b〉 = δB,aζ
b (q2)∞∏∞

n=0(1 + q2n+|a|+1ζ)
(3.32)

These vectors are related by an invertible triangular change of basis to the orthogonal

basis δB,aζ
b in L2(Z×S1) and thus should give an identification of Hq with L

2(Z×S1).

This isometry maps the spherical vector to

|1〉 = δB,0
(q2)∞∏∞

n=0(1 + q2n+1ζ)
(3.33)

We can now introduce the same operators u, v and ũ, ṽ acting on (a dense domain in)

L2(Z× S1) which we introduced in pure U(1) gauge theory. It is easy to see that the

isometry intertwines the action of “v” in Hq and L2(Z× S1). We would like to relate

29This is not uncommon: for example, the state e−
x
2

~ in quantum mechanics on the real line satisfies

complexified equations p = ix which do not define an actual Lagrangian submanifold of phase space.
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the actions of u± in Hq and u±1 in L2(Z × S1). This is straightforward. If a > 0, we

have

u|Da,b〉 = δB,a+1q
bζb

(q2)∞∏∞
n=0(1 + q2n+a+2ζ)

= qb|Da+1,b〉

u|D−a,b〉 = δB,−a+1q
bζb

(q2)∞∏∞
n=0(1 + q2n+a+2ζ)

= qb(1 + qv)|D−a+1,b〉 (3.34)

i.e.

u|Da,b〉 = |u+Da,b〉 , (3.35)

for all a and b. On the other hand,

|u−Da,b〉 = (1 + q−1v)u−1|Da,b〉 , (3.36)

Similarly,

|Da,bu−〉 = ũ−1|Da,b〉
|Da,bu+〉 = (1 + q−1ṽ)ũ|Da,b〉 (3.37)

We have thus mapped the action of Aq⊗Aop
q on H to an action via difference operators

on L2(Z× S1):

u+ = u

u− = (1 + q−1v)u−1

ũ+ = (1 + q−1ṽ)ũ

ũ− = ũ−1 (3.38)

These are two natural Abelianized BFN presentations of the K-theoretic Coulomb

branch algebra. The natural domain of definition of these operators is the space of

finite linear combinations of the |Da,b〉. It would be interesting to compare this with

natural choices of domain which could arise in a direct attempt at quantizing M.

Observe that these expressions can be interpreted as a morphism of ∗-algebras
Dq → Qq ≡ D[Qq, ρ] composed with the unitary action of Qq on L

2(Z× S1). Perhaps

confusingly, this is expressed as two distinct algebra morphisms Aq → Qq and Aop
q →

Qop
q . This is essentially unavoidable. This construction is a simple example of the IR

formalism discussed in our companion paper [52].

Here we discussed one of two natural isometries H → L2(Z×S1). There is a second

isometry given by

|Da,b;−〉 = δB,aζ
b+max(a,0) (q2)∞∏∞

n=0(1 + q2n+|a|+1ζ−1)
(3.39)
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which instead satisfies

u−1|Da,b;−〉 = |u−Da,b;−〉
(1 + qv)u|Da,b;−〉 = |u+Da,b;−〉

(1 + q−1ṽ−1)ũ−1|Da,b;−〉 = |Da,bu−;−〉
q−1ṽũ|Da,b;−〉 = |Da,bu+;−〉 . (3.40)

The manifestly unitary transformation on L2(Z×S1) defined by the complex quan-

tum dilogarithm multiplication kernel

ΦB(ζ) = ζmax(B,0)

∞∏

n=0

1 + q2n+|B|+1ζ

1 + q2n+|B|+1ζ−1
=

∞∏

n=0

1 + q2n−B+1ζ

1 + q2n−B+1ζ−1
(3.41)

intertwines the two isometries.

3.2.4 Other positive traces

There is a general theory of positive traces for Abelian K-theoretic Coulomb branch

algebras. Consider a modification of the integral formula for the Schur correlation

function where we insert a theta function Θ[ζ ; q] in the measure. This modification

changes sightly the behaviour of Hermitean conjugation on shift operators and thus

gives rise to a new automorphism ρ′ and (ρ′)2. In particular, this gives

(ρ′)2(Da,b) = λaDa,b−na , (3.42)

for non-negative integer n and appropriate constant λ. For example, the insertion of

θ(µζ ; q2) =

∞∏

n=0

(1 + q2n+1µζ)(1 + q2n+1µ−1ζ−1) (3.43)

gives a trace with n = 0 and non-trivial λ. This extra measure factor is positive either

for |µ| = 1 or for real µ. Identifying a range of values which gives a positive trace

requires more work.

3.2.5 The q-deformed Weyl algebra and q-deformed metaplectic represen-

tation.

The quantized Coulomb branch algebra for the 3d version of SQED1 is the Weyl alge-

bra. This is a key example of 3d mirror symmetry. Sphere quantization presents L2(C)

as a spherical representation for a ∗-algebra double of the Weyl algebra [22]. The Weyl

algebra contains a specific central quotient of U(sl2) as the sub-algebra fixed by a re-

flection of the generators. Sphere quantization thus also provides a spherical unitary
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representation of a ∗-algebra double D[U(sl2), ρ] ≡ U(sl(2,C)R), where ρ reflects the

generators. This coincides with the representation-theoretic notion of a spherical uni-

tary representation of sl(2,C), which contains a cyclic vector which is invariant under

the compact SU(2) subgroup of SL(2,C).

All of these properties persist in a q-deformed manner in the Schur quantization of

SQED1, with q = q2. The algebra Aq can be interpreted as a q-deformed version Wq of

the Weyl algebra, albeit with an extra property usually not included in the definition.

Indeed, u± satisfy a q-deformed commutation relation:

q−1u+u− − qu−u+ = q−1 − q (3.44)

and v can be reconstructed from the combination u+u− − 1:

q−1u+(u+u− − 1) = u+(qu−u+ − q) = q(u+u− − 1)u+ (3.45)

The existence of an inverse v−1 appears to extend the naive definition of Wq in a

natural manner. For example, a typical representation of the q-deformed commutation

relations involves the (Jackson) q-derivative:

∂q2f(x) ≡
f(q2x)− f(x)

q2x− x
(3.46)

i.e. u+ = (1− q2)∂q2 , u− = x, and gives vf(x) = qf(q2x) which is invertible.

The automorphism

ρ(v) = v−1 ρ(u−) = u+ ρ(u+) = qv−1u− (3.47)

defining the ∗-algebra double D[Wq, ρ] explicitly uses v−1. The action on Hq is a q-

deformation of the representation on L2(C).

We can even find a q-deformation of the metaplectic representation: Wq includes

Uq2(sl2) generators:

E =
u−v

−1u−
q−2 − q2

K = v

F =
u2+

q2 − q−2
(3.48)

with fixed Casimir element

EF +
q−2K + q2K−1

(q−2 − q2)2
= − q+ q−1

(q−2 − q2)2
(3.49)
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and

ρ(E) = −q2KF

ρ(K) = K−1

ρ(F ) = −q2K−1E , (3.50)

which defines a quantum group ∗-algebra double D[Uq2(sl2), ρ]. Here we encounter for

the first time the “Schur” version of a quantum group Uq2(sl(2,C)R) to be associated

to SL(2,C) Chern-Simons theory.

The conditions satisfied by the spherical vector |1〉 can be re-written as

(
q2E(K†)−1 + F †

)
|1〉 = 0

KK†|1〉 = |1〉
(
q2F (K†) + E†

)
|1〉 = 0 . (3.51)

We are going to show in Section 4 that the combinations of generators appearing in

(3.51) can be interpreted as quantum deformations of the generators of the compact

subgroup in a SL(2,C) representation.

The appearance of the quantum group in this example is somewhat exceptional.

Next, we consider an example which is instead instrumental to understand the relation

between D[Uq(sl2), ρ] and SL(2,C) Chern-Simons theory. Notice the different power of

q in the deformation parameter!

3.3 Example: SQED2.

General Abelian gauge theories work in a very similar way as SQED1. The next simplest

example, U(1) gauge theory with two flavours, will allow us to discuss an example with

flavour. It also has a neat relation to the theory of representations of quantum groups.

The Schur index is

Iq(µ) =

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(q2)2∞Ihyper(µζ ; q)Ihyper(µ

−1ζ ; q) (3.52)

3.3.1 Algebraic structure

The algebra Aq is now expressed in terms of wn = vn and two difference operators u+
and u−, acting as

u±v = q±2vu± , (3.53)

which also satisfy

u+u− = (1 + qµv)(1 + qµ−1v) u−u+ = (1 + q−1µv)(1 + q−1µ−1v) (3.54)
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We see here a factor for each hypermultiplet. This is an example of a general formula

valid for all Abelian gauge theories.

The u± generators represent elementary ’t Hooft lines of charge ±1. The full set

of ’t Hooft-Wilson lines can be written as

Da,b ≡ q−abua+v
b D−a,b ≡ qabua−v

b a ≥ 0 . (3.55)

This gives a linear basis for Aq. We also have ρ(D−a,−b) = Da,b and ρ(Da,b) = D−a,−2a−b.

3.3.2 Schur correlators and Hq.

All formulae for the Schur correlation functions are obvious variations of these for

SQED1. E.g.

TrDa,bD−a,c =

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ

(q2)2∞∏∞
n=0(1 + q2n+a+1µ±ζ±)

ζb+c

TrD−a,c−2aDa,b =

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ

(q2)2∞∏∞
n=0(1 + q2n+a+1µ±ζ±)

ζb+c (3.56)

where the ± notation in the denominators indicates a product over four factors with

all possible signs.

We can also define an isometry Aq → L2(Z× S1) by

|Da,b〉 = δa,Bζ
b (q2)∞∏∞

n=0(1 + q2n+|a|+1µζ)(1 + q2n+|a|+1µ−1ζ)
(3.57)

such that u+ maps to u and ũ− to ũ−1. More explicitly,

u+ = u

u− = (1 + q−1µv)(1 + q−1µ−1v)u−1

ũ+ = (1 + q−1µṽ)(1 + q−1µ−1ṽ)ũ

ũ− = ũ−1 (3.58)

Again, the triangular form of |Da,b〉 indicates that they will be dense in L2(Z × S1),

identifying this auxiliary Hilbert space with Hq.

There are actually four natural isometries to L2(Z×S1), intertwined by ΦB(µ
±1ζ).

In each isometry, denominator factors capture half of the contribution of one hyper-

multiplet to the full integrand in the Schur index.
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3.4 Relation to quantum groups.

The SQED2 theory has an exceptional feature: Aq coincides with the central quotient of

Uq(sl2), with quadratic Casimir controlled by µ. In order to make this explicit, observe

[qv−1u−, u+] = (q−1 − q)(v − v−1) , (3.59)

so that we could define, say,

E =
qv−1u−
q−1 − q

K = v

F =
u+

q− q−1
(3.60)

to get the standard quantum group generators. The remaining relation sets the Casimir

to be proportional to µ+ µ−1. We have again

ρ(E) = −qKF

ρ(K) = K−1

ρ(F ) = −qK−1E (3.61)

so the ∗-algebra double is the central quotient of D[Uq(sl2), ρ].

We have obtained a spherical unitary representation of D[Uq(sl2), ρ] on a Hq which

will be identified in Section 4 as a quantum deformation of the spherical principal series

representation of SL(2,C). This is to be expected, as the latter arises from sphere

correlation functions of the 3d version of SQED2 [22]. The spherical vector |1〉 in Hq is

annihilated by certain combinations of the Uq(sl2) and U
op
q (sl2) generators, cf. (3.51). It

will furthermore be shown in Section 4 that the combinations of generators annihilating

the spherical vector in (3.51) generate a quantum deformation of the Lie-algebra of the

compact sub-group of SL(2,C). This will be shown to imply an algebraic structure

of the representation on Hq akin to the structure of principal series representation

of SL(2,C) as direct sum of finite-dimensional representations of a compact SU(2)

subgroup.

We can do more. We can gauge a U(1) global symmetry acting on one of the two

hypermultiplets, mapping the system to two copies of SQED1. Accordingly, we map

Aq[SQED2] → Aq[SQED1]×Aq[SQED1], with µ mapping to a Wilson line:

µv = v1

µ−1v = v2

u+ = u+,1u+,2

u− = u−,1u−,2 (3.62)
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We can diagonalize the Wilson line v1v2 acting Hq[SQED1] × Hq[SQED1], say in an

auxiliary description as L2(Z× S1)× L2(Z× S1). We have eigenvalues µ2q−M :

Hq[SQED1]×Hq[SQED1] =
∑

M∈Z

∫

µ∈S1

HM,µ (3.63)

Each summand HM,µ can be identified with a copy of L2(Z × S1) equipped with the

action

u+ = u

u− = (1 + q−1q−M/2µv)(1 + q−1qM/2µ−1v)u−1

ũ+ = (1 + q−1qM/2µṽ)(1 + q−1q−M/2µ−1ṽ)ũ

ũ− = ũ−1 . (3.64)

The decomposition (3.63) is expected to be a q-analogue of the decomposition of L2(C2)

into principal series representations of SL(2,C), each appearing twice. Each HM,µ gives

an unitary representation of D[Uq(sl2), ρ], with with Casimirs built from q∓M/2µ. In

our companion paper [52] we will describe their braided monoidal structure in analogy

to [79, 80, 82, 83]. As for the case of quantum Teichmüller theory, this will allow us

to use quantum groups to describe the braided monoidal category of line defects in

complex Chern-Simons theory.

This theory is an elementary building block in an important construction. Consider

any theory T̂ which contains an SU(2) gauge group coupled to both SQED2 and to some

other degrees of freedom, described by a theory T with SU(2) global symmetry. The

K-theoretic Coulomb branch algebra Âq for T̂ will then contain both Aq and Uq(sl2),

with the mass parameters in Aq promoted to SU(2) Wilson lines and identified with the

center of Uq(sl2). The automorphism ρ for T̂ will act as the standard ρ on both sub-

algebras. Schur quantization will thus provide a simultaneous unitary representation

of both D[Uq(sl2), ρ] and D[Aq, ρ].

In a class S context, T̂ will typically be associated to a Riemann surface with an

irregular singularity of rank 1 and T to the same Riemann surface with the irregular

singularity replaced by a regular singularity. The Uq(sl2) generators quantize the Stokes

data at the puncture and the Casimir generator quantizes the holonomy around the

puncture [82]. The statement generalizes to other ADE groups, leading to analogous

consequences for the representation theory of complex quantum groups.30 This leads

30More precisely, one expects the existence of a family of theories T4d[g] which can play the same

role for Uq(g). They are only known for sln as 4d lifts of T [SU(n)]. See [91] for some details and more

citations.
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to a variety of constructions which give a physical interpretation to the relation be-

tween quantum groups and the quantization of character varieties and Chern-Simons

theory, see e.g. [82, 94, 102]. Schur quantization leads to analogous statements about

D[Uq(sl2), ρ] and complex Chern-Simons theory.

The Hilbert space Hq[T̂ ] will have a spectral decomposition into eigenspaces of

Wilson lines for the new SU(2) gauge group. We expect the spectral decomposition to

take the form

Hq[T̂ ] =

∫

S1×Z

Z2

HM,µ ⊗HM,µ
q [T ] (3.65)

with HM,µ being the above principal series representations of D[Uq(sl2), ρ] and HM,µ
q [T ]

defining a larger class of representations for D[A, ρ].

3.5 Pure SU(2) gauge theory

In the Appendices we discuss the example of a pure U(N) gauge theory. For SU(2) or

PSU(2) gauge group, one encounter subtleties related to the choice of global form of

the gauge group and of a collection of mutually local line defects. We will ignore these

subtleties, at the price of square roots of q entering formulae and occasional negative

signs appearing is unexpected places (but not spoiling positivity). We will assume

q > 0 for simplicity, so that q
1
2 is real. Essentially, we consider an algebra Aq which has

sub-algebras which correspond to the K-theoretic Coulomb branch algebras for either

SU(2) or PSU(2) gauge theories. The algebra is very well-understood, allowing us to

present an explicit full linear basis.

Recall that this is a class S example with Lie algebra sl2 and C being a cylinder

with irregular singularities of “rank 1
2
” at both ends. Wilson lines in the SU(2) gauge

theory map to traces of holonomies around the cylinder, while ’t Hooft lines map to

regularized holonomies from one end to the other of the cylinder. See [29] for details.

The Schur index is

Iq =
1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(1− ζ2)(1− ζ−2)(q2)2∞(q2ζ2; q2)2∞(q2ζ−2; q2)2∞ =

= 1 + q4 + q12 + q24 + · · · =
∞∑

n=0

q2n(n+1) (3.66)

The insertion of Wilson lines wn of spin n/2 adds a character ζn + ζn−2 + · · ·+ ζ−n to
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the integrand. E.g. Trw1 = 0 and

Trw2
1 =

1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(ζ + ζ−1)2(1− ζ2)(1− ζ−2)(q2)2∞(q2ζ2; q2)2∞(q2ζ−2; q2)2∞ =

= 2Iq −
∞∑

n=−∞

q2n
2

=
∞∑

n=1

q2n(n−1)(1− q2n)2

(3.67)

3.5.1 The algebra

The “Abelianized” description of Aq involves auxiliary generators v±1, u± such that

Wilson lines map to characters wn = vn + vn−2 + · · ·+ v−n and the following relations

hold:

u±v = q±1vu±

u+u− =
1

(v − v−1)(qv − q−1v−1)

u−u+ =
1

(v − v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
(3.68)

Notice the single factor of q in the first relation. This is precisely due to the choice

to include both “minimal” electric and magnetic charges. The algebras for SU(2) or

SO(3) gauge theories will be obtained by dropping either ’t Hooft operators of Wilson

lines of odd charge.

The ’t Hooft-Wilson operators of minimal magnetic charge do not suffer of monopole

bubbling effect and are simply written as

Ha = q
a
2 vau+ + q

a
2 v−au− (3.69)

in terms of the auxiliary variables. The ’t Hooft-Wilson line defects of higher magnetic

charge have more complicated rational expressions, which can be recovered by from

products of Ha’s. We will come back to these momentarily. For now, we compute

HaHb = q
a
2
+ 3b

2 va+bu2++q
a
2
− b

2
vb−a

(v − v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+q

a
2
− b

2
va−b

(v − v−1)(qv − q−1v−1)
+q

a
2
+ 3b

2 v−a−bu2−

(3.70)

The two middle terms are inserted in the integral expression for TrHaHb, leading

to two contributions:

1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(q2)2∞q

a
2
− b

2
+1ζb−a−2

∞∏

n=0

(1− q2nζ2)(1− q2n+2ζ−2)(1− q2n+2ζ2)(1− q2n+4ζ−2)

1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(q2)2∞q

a
2
− b

2
+1ζa−b+2

∞∏

n=0

(1− q2n+2ζ2)(1− q2nζ−2)(1− q2n+4ζ2)(1− q2n+2ζ−2)

(3.71)
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The integration contours can be shifted to

1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(q2)2∞ζ

b−a−2
∞∏

n=0

(1− q2n+1ζ2)(1− q2n+1ζ−2)(1− q2n+3ζ2)(1− q2n+3ζ−2)

1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(q2)2∞ζ

a−b+2

∞∏

n=0

(1− q2n+1ζ2)(1− q2n+1ζ−2)(1− q2n+3ζ2)(1− q2n+3ζ−2)

(3.72)

and combined to find

TrHa−2Hb =

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(q2)2∞

1

2
(ζb−a + ζa−b)(qζ2; q2)(qζ−2; q2)(q3ζ2; q2)(q3ζ−2; q2)

(3.73)

This is compatible with the expected

ρ(Ha) = Ha−2 , (3.74)

which implies norms TrHa−2Ha will have a positive integrand.

We can look more carefully at products of two H ’s to understand ’t Hooft operators

of non-minimal charge. We repeat here the crucial formula:

q
a
2
− b

2HaHb = qa+bva+bu2++qa−b
qvb−a+1−va−b−1

v−v−1 + q−1 va−b+1−vb−a−1

v−v−1

(q−1v − qv−1)(qv − q−1v−1)
+qa+bv−a−bu2− (3.75)

If we specialize to a = b, we get an elementary ’t Hooft operator H
(2)
2a of magnetic

charge 2 and even electric charge:

H2
a = q2av2au2+ +

q+ q−1

(q−1v − qv−1)(qv − q−1v−1)
+ q2av−2au2− . (3.76)

If we specialize to b = a+ 1 we get an elementary ’t Hooft operator H
(2)
2a+1 of magnetic

charge 2 and odd electric charge:

q−
1
2HaHa+1 = q2a+1v2a+1u2++

(v + v−1)

(q−1v − qv−1)(qv − q−1v−1)
+q2a+1v−2a−1u2− = q

1
2Ha+1Ha .

(3.77)

In both cases, if we were to directly compute these expressions we we would easily

predict the first and last term while the middle term would require a careful analysis of

bubbling contributions as a smooth monopole configuration screens the bare magnetic

charge.

Other HaHb products do not give anything new. For example,

HaHa−2 = 1 + q−1H2
a−1 (3.78)
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More generally, if b ≥ a + 2 we have

q
a
2
− b

2HaHb − q1+
a
2
− b

2Ha+1Hb−1 = qa−b+1wb−a−2 (3.79)

Conversely, if b ≤ a− 2,

q
a
2
− b

2HaHb − q
a
2
− b

2
−1Ha−1Hb+1 = qa−b−1wa−b−2 (3.80)

The simple commutation relations between Ha and Ha+1 suggest considering combina-

tions

Db+c;a(b+c)+c ≡ q−
1
2
bcHb

aH
c
a+1 ∼ qa(b+c)2+c(b+c)va(b+c)+cub+c

+ + · · · (3.81)

Although we employed three integers a, b, c in the definition, Dm,e has an unique real-

ization for any m > 0: we define c as e modulo m in the range 0, m, b = m − c and

then a = (e− c)/m. The leading term in the expression identifies this with a (K-theory

class of) a ’t Hooft-Wilson loop of charge (m, e).

Recall that UV line defects are labelled by a pair of a magnetic weight and a

weight for the gauge group modulo the action of the Weyl group. Here we fixed the

Weyl symmetry by setting m ≥ 0. If m = 0, we set D0,e ≡ we. This exhausts the space

of expected charges. Accordingly, we expect Dm,e to be a linear basis for Aq.

In particular, it is easy to verify that the product of any number of Ha’s and

wn’s can be recursively reduced to a finite linear combination of Dm,e’s: wnHa can be

expanded in a linear combination of Ha+k with |k| ≤ n and any HaHb combination can

be replaced by H2
a+b
2

or H a+b−1
2
H a+b+1

2
up to terms with lower magnetic charge.

We have

ρ(Dm,e) = Dm,e−2m (3.82)

In conclusion, the algebra Aq and the double Dq are defined by the relations

w1Ha = q−
1
2Ha+1 + q

1
2Ha−1

Haw1 = q
1
2Ha+1 + q−

1
2Ha−1

HaHa+1 = qHa+1Ha

Ha+1Ha−1 = 1 + q−1H2
a

Ha−1Ha+1 = 1 + qH2
a

Dn+m,an+am+m ≡ q−
nm
2 Hn

aH
m
a+1

ρ(Dm,e) = Dm,e−2m . (3.83)

3.5.2 Norms and auxiliary Hilbert space

As we compute the norm of |Dm,e〉, we can attempt to systematically shift the inte-

gration contours as we did above to reach a manifestly positive expression. This is not

– 51 –



difficult. For brevity, we integrate the analysis into the presentation of the isometry

from Aq to an auxiliary Hilbert space L2 (Z× S1)
Z2 .

We use a magnetic Vandermonde measure

(v−1 − v)(ṽ−1 − ṽ) , (3.84)

in the definition of the auxiliary space and maps

u+ =
q

1
2 v2

v2 − 1
u

u− =
q

1
2

v2 − 1
u−1

ũ+ =
q

1
2

1− ṽ2
ũ

ũ− =
q

1
2 ṽ2

1− ṽ2
ũ−1 (3.85)

with half the usual normalization: uv = qvu and expected

ρ(u+) = ũ†+ = q−1v2u−

ρ(u−) = ũ†− = q−1v−2u+ (3.86)

The half-index/image of the spherical vector becomes

IIB(ζ) = δB,0(q
2; q2)∞(q2ζ2; q2)∞(q2ζ−2; q2)∞ (3.87)

which is Weyl symmetric.

Here we encounter another manifestation of the SU(2)/SO(3) subtleties. If we

define the Z2 Weyl symmetry as B → −B, ζ → ζ−1, the minimal ’t Hooft operators

are odd under the Weyl symmetry. A simple way around this obstruction is to include

an extra multiplicative factor of (−1)B in the definition of the Z2 action, so that states

of odd B are odd under B → −B, ζ → ζ−1. Then the ’t Hooft operators act within

L2 (Z× S1)
Z2 and we obtain the desired isometry. 31

We compute

u+IIB(ζ) = ũ+IIB(ζ) = q
1
2 δB,1(q

2; q2)∞(q3ζ2; q2)∞(q3ζ−2; q2)∞

u−IIB(ζ) = ũ−IIB(ζ) = −q
1
2 δB,−1(q

2; q2)∞(q3ζ2; q2)∞(q3ζ−2; q2)∞ (3.88)

31Notice that we cannot just change the relative sign in the definition of u±: that would make

TrHaHa−2 negative.
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which verifies the spherical condition: IIB(ζ) is the image of |1〉 in the auxiliary Hilbert

space.

As discussed in the general case, the isometry diagonalizes the Wilson lines wn and

w̃n, with eigenvalues χn(q
−m

2 ζ). Obviously, L2 (Z× S1)
Z2 includes a single eigenstate

in each eigenspace, labelled by (m, ζ) modulo Z2.

3.5.3 Inverting the isometry

This example is sufficiently simple that we can invert the isometry, by diagonalizing

the action of Wilson lines directly in Hq.

Diagonalizing the action of Wilson lines on Wilson lines is straightforward:

|0;µ〉 =
∑

n

χn(µ)|wn〉 (3.89)

have the same eigenvalue χ1(µ) for w1 and w̃1.

The charge 1 ’t Hooft operators can be reorganized as

|1;µ〉 =
∑

a

µa|Ha〉 (3.90)

As

w1Ha = q−
1
2Ha+1 + q

1
2Ha−1 Haw1 = q

1
2Ha+1 + q−

1
2Ha−1 , (3.91)

this is a simultaneous w1 eigenvector with eigenvalue µq
1
2 +µ−1q−

1
2 and w̃1 eigenvector

with eigenvalue µq−
1
2 + µ−1q

1
2 . It is delta-function normalizable on the unit circle:

〈1;µ|1; ν〉 =
∑

a,b

µ−aνbTrHa−2Hb = (qµ2; q2)(qµ−2; q2)(q3µ2; q2)(q3µ−2; q2)
∑

b

(
µ−bνb

)
.

(3.92)

At magnetic charge 2 we have a mixing with charge 0

w1H
(2)
2a = q−1H

(2)
2a+1 + qH

(2)
2a−1 H

(2)
2a w1 = qH

(2)
2a+1 + q−1H

(2)
2a−1

w1H
(2)
2a+1 = q−1H

(2)
2a+2 + qH

(2)
2a + 1 H

(2)
2a+1w1 = qH

(2)
2a+2 + q−1H

(2)
2a + 1

w1wn = wn+1 + wn−1 n > 0 (3.93)

As for the charge 2 sector, we can effectively strip off the bubbling contributions

by defining auxiliary states

|2; 2a〉 ≡ |H(2)
2a 〉+

∣∣∣∣
q+ q−1

(q+ q−1)2 − w2
1

〉

|2; 2a+ 1〉 ≡ |H(2)
2a+1〉+

∣∣∣∣
w1

(q+ q−1)2 − w2
1

〉
(3.94)
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where the second terms are defined as sums over (q + q−1)−b−1|wb
1〉. Then w1|2; a〉 =

q−1|2; a+ 1〉+ q|2; a− 1〉 and then

|2;µ〉 =
∑

a

µa|2; a〉 , (3.95)

which is an w1 eigenvector with eigenvalue µq+µ−1q and w̃1 eigenvector with eigenvalue

µq+ µ−1q.

Following this route, we can build abstractly a spectral decomposition of H over

the expected (S1 × Z)/Z2 spectrum, with one-dimensional distributional eigenspaces.

3.5.4 Diagonalizing ’t Hooft operators

We can give another interesting alternative description of Hq by simultaneously diag-

onalizing H0 and H1.

Recall the definition of the complex quantum dilogarithm, aka tetrahedron index:

ΦB(ζ) =
∞∏

n=0

1 + q2n+1v

1 + q2n+1ṽ−1
=

∞∏

n=0

1 + q2n−B/2+1ζ

1 + q2n−B/2+1ζ−1
(3.96)

We now define a second set of variables σ, S, s, t, etc. analogous to ζ , B, v, u, etc.

and consider the kernel

UB,S(ζ, σ) = e
iπ
2
BΦB+S(σζ)Φ−B+S(σζ

−1) (3.97)

We have

(u+U)B,S(ζ, σ) = i
q

1
2 v(v + s)

v2 − 1
(tU)B,S(ζ, σ)

(u−U)B,S(ζ, σ) = −iq
1
2 (1 + sv)

v2 − 1
(tU)B,S(ζ, σ)

(3.98)

so that

(H0 U)B,S(ζ, σ) = iq
1
2 (tU)B,S(ζ, σ) (3.99)

and

(H−1 U)B,S(ζ, σ) = −i(stU)B,S(ζ, σ) (3.100)

as well as

(H̃1 U)B,S(ζ, σ) = iq(s̃−1t̃−1U)B,S(ζ, σ) (3.101)

and

(H̃2 U)B,S(ζ, σ) = −iq 3
2 (t̃−1U)B,S(ζ, σ) (3.102)
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Clearly, if U is the kernel of an unitary transformation between L2 (Z× S1)
Z2 and

the L2 (Z× S1) space of wavefunctions in σ and S, these relations will give us the

spectrum of ’t Hooft operators.

In order to prove such a statement, it is useful to avoid dealing with delta-function

normalizability by diagonalizing operators with a discrete spectrum:

|H̃1|2 = H̃1ρ(H1) = H−1H̃1

|H̃2|2 = H̃2ρ(H2) = H0H̃2 (3.103)

We have

(|H̃1|2U)B,S(ζ, σ) = q(|st|2U)B,S(ζ, σ)

(|H̃2|2U)B,S(ζ, σ) = q2(|t|2U)B,S(ζ, σ) (3.104)

and thus a Fourier transform in σ gives tentative wave-functions with fixed eigenvalues

for |H̃1|2 and |H̃2|2:

UB;S,T (ζ) ≡ e
iπ
2
B

∮
dσ

2πiσT+1
ΦB+S(σζ)Φ−B+S(σζ

−1) (3.105)

The available range for the parameters S and T is constrained by the requirement

that the integration contour can be deformed as needed to simplify the action of the

’t Hooft operators. It would be nice to verify that both parameters are constrained

to be integers and that this set of eigenfunctions is complete. We will continue the

discussion in our companion paper [52], as this is closely related to IR formulae for the

Schur index.

The distributional kernel employed above can be identified with the contribution

to Schur correlation functions of an RG interface [60].

3.6 N = 2∗ SU(2) gauge theory.

The next simplest example is the case of N = 2∗ SU(2) gauge theory. This is a theory

of class S with algebra sl2 for a one-punctured torus.

The Schur index is

Iq(µ) =
1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(1− ζ2)(1− ζ−2)

(q2)2∞(q2ζ2; q2)2∞(q2ζ−2; q2)2∞
(−qµ±; q2)∞(−qµ±ζ2; q2)∞(−qµ±ζ−2; q2)∞

(3.106)

where for reason of space we condensed the denominator products as (xµ±; q2)∞ =

(xµ; q2)∞(xµ−1; q2)∞.
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3.6.1 The algebra

The insertion of Wilson lines wn = vn + vn−2 + · · ·+ v−n is straightforward. In order

to describe Aq, we can introduce

u±v = q±1vu± , (3.107)

which also satisfy

u+u− =
(1 + µqv2)(1 + µ−1qv2)

(1− v2)(1− q2v2)
u−u+ =

(1 + µq−1v2)(1 + µ−1q−1v2)

(1− v2)(1− q−2v2)
(3.108)

Again, we will enlarge the Aq algebra by including also ’t Hooft operators of minimal

charge, which would strictly speaking make sense only for an SO(3) gauge theory. The

algebras for SU(2) or SO(3) gauge theories will be obtained by dropping either ’t Hooft

operators of Wilson lines of odd charge.

The ’t Hooft operators of minimal charge do not suffer of monopole bubbling effect

and are simply written as

Ha = q
a
2 vau+ + q

a
2 v−au− (3.109)

We can compute

HaHb = q
a
2
+ 3b

2 va+bu2+ + q
a
2
− b

2vb−a (1 + µq−1v2)(1 + µ−1q−1v2)

(1− v2)(1− q−2v2)
+

+q
a
2
− b

2 va−b (1 + µqv2)(1 + µ−1qv2)

(1− v2)(1− q2v2)
+ q

a
2
+ 3b

2 v−a−bu2− (3.110)

The two terms appearing in TrHaHb are

1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
q

a
2
− b

2 ζb−a (q
2)2∞(ζ2; q2)∞(q2ζ−2; q2)∞(q2ζ2; q2)∞(q4ζ−2; q2)∞

(qµ±; q2)∞(qµ±ζ2; q2)∞(q3µ±ζ−2; q2)∞

1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
q

a
2
− b

2 ζa−b (q
2)2∞(q2ζ2; q2)∞(ζ−2; q2)∞(q4ζ2; q2)∞(q2ζ−2; q2)∞

(qµ±; q2)∞(q3µ±ζ2; q2)∞(qµ±ζ−2; q2)∞
(3.111)

The integration contours can be shifted and the integrals combined

TrHaHb =
1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(ζb−a + ζa−b)

(q2)2∞(qζ2; q2)∞(qζ−2; q2)∞(q3ζ2; q2)∞(q3ζ−2; q2)∞
(qµ±; q2)∞(q2µ±ζ2; q2)∞(q2µ±ζ−2; q2)∞

(3.112)

The automorphism ρ acts trivially here and this expression is fully compatible with

positivity.
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We can write some relations:

w1Ha = q−
1
2Ha+1 + q

1
2Ha−1

Haw1 = q
1
2Ha+1 + q−

1
2Ha−1

q−
1
2HaHa+1 − q

1
2Ha+1Ha = (q−1 − q)w1

Ha−1Ha+1 = qH2
a + µ+ µ−1 + q−1w2

1 − q−1 − q

Ha+1Ha−1 = q−1H2
a + µ+ µ−1 + qw2

1 − q−1 − q (3.113)

The algebra is expected to enjoy an SL(2,Z) S-duality symmetry generated by T :

Ha → Ha+1 and S : H0 ↔ w1. We expect generators Dm,e = D−m,−e with an obvious

SL(2,Z) action, organized in orbits generated from wn with n being the common divisor

of m and e.

We set D0,1 = w1 and D1,0 = H0. Then D1,a = Ha. The relation

D1,0D0,1 = q
1
2D1,1 + q−

1
2D1,−1 (3.114)

predicts

Da,bDc,d = q
1
2Da+c,b+d + q−

1
2Da−c,b−d ad− bc = 1 (3.115)

Analogously,

D1,1D1,−1 = q−1D2,0 + qD0,2 + µ+ µ−1 (3.116)

predicts

Da+c,b+dDa−c,b−d = q−1D2a,2b + qD2c,2d + µ+ µ−1 ad− bc = 1 (3.117)

We can use these relations to both define Dm,e and test the SL(2,Z) symmetry expec-

tations.

For example, we can define D2,2a = H2
a − 1 and

D2,2a+1 = q−
1
2HaHa+1 − q−1w1 . (3.118)

Analogously, we can define D3,3a = H3
a − 2Ha and

D3,3a+1 = q−
1
2HaD2,2a+1 − q−1Ha+1

D3,3a+2 = q−
1
2D2,2a+1Ha+1 − q−1Ha . (3.119)

Etcetera. This is a well-known quantization of the SL(2) character variety for a 1-

punctured torus.
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3.6.2 The auxiliary Hilbert space

In order to give an isometry to Haux
q , we use a magnetic Vandermonde measure

(v−1 − v)(ṽ−1 − ṽ) , (3.120)

and identify with some work the expressions for the generators

u+ =
v2 + q−1µ

v2 − 1
u

u− =
µ−1 + q−1v2

v2 − 1
u−1

ũ+ =
1 + q−1µṽ2

1− ṽ2
ũ

ũ− =
q−1 + µ−1ṽ2

1− ṽ2
ũ−1 (3.121)

compatible with ρ and a candidate spherical vector:

IIB(ζ) = δB,0
(q2; q2)∞(q2ζ2; q2)∞(q2ζ−2; q2)∞

(−qµ; q2)∞(−qµζ2; q2)∞(−qµζ−2; q2)∞
. (3.122)

In order to have a naive action of Weyl symmetry, we would need to correct these

expressions by powers of µ
1
2 . Instead, we can include a factor of (−µ)B in the definition

of the Z2 Weyl symmetry, in the same spirit (and including) the sign fix we used for

pure SU(2).

3.6.3 More on S-duality

S-duality is a very non-trivial symmetry of Schur correlation functions. E.g. we can

verify experimentally that TrH2
a = Trw2

1. A full proof can be given with the help of

S-duality interfaces [60].

It is worth discussing this explicitly. The S-duality kernel is a small variation of

the one employed to diagonalize ’t Hooft operators in pure SU(2) [60]. We define a

second set of variables σ, S, s, t, etc. analogous to ζ , B, v, u, etc. and consider the

kernel

UB,S(ζ, σ) = σ−2Sµ−S+Bζ−2BΦB+S(σζ)Φ−B+S(σζ
−1)Φ−B−S(−µσ−1ζ−1)ΦB−S(−µσ−1ζ)

(3.123)

Then

µ−1s(1−µs−1v)(1−µs−1v−1)t−1UB,S(ζ, σ) = s−1(1+ sv)(1+ sv−1)tUB,S(ζ, σ) (3.124)

– 58 –



i.e.

(v + v−1)UB,S(ζ, σ) =

(
1

t−1 − t
s(t + µ−1t−1) +

1

t−1 − t
s−1(t+ µt−1)

)
UB,S(ζ, σ)

(3.125)

which essentially maps the Wilson line to a ’t Hooft operator built from t and s. We

also have

(1 + sv)tUB,S(ζ, σ) = (sv − µ)u−1UB,S(ζ, σ)

(1 + sv−1)tUB,S(ζ, σ) = (−sv−1µ−1 + 1)uUB,S(ζ, σ) (3.126)

e.g.

sv(t− u−1)UB,S(ζ, σ) = (−µu−1 − t)UB,S(ζ, σ)

sv−1(t+ µ−1u)UB,S(ζ, σ) = (u− t)UB,S(ζ, σ) (3.127)

which implies

v(q−1t− u−1)(u− t)UB,S(ζ, σ) = v−1(q−1t+ µ−1u)(−µu−1 − t)UB,S(ζ, σ) (3.128)

i.e.

1

v2 − 1

[
(v2 + qµ−1)u+ (qv2 + µ)u−1

]
UB,S(ζ, σ) = (qt−1 + t)UB,S(ζ, σ) (3.129)

which, up to a µ→ µ−1 convention change, maps the ’t Hooft loop to a simple difference

operator which is diagonalized by Fourier transform. A similar formula holds for the

tilde variables.

The distributional kernel employed above can be identified with the contribution

to Schur correlation functions of a duality interface defined via T [SU(2)] [59].

3.7 Intermission: SU(2) vs U(2) SQCD

The next natural set of examples would be SU(2) gauge theories with Nf = 1, 2, 3, 4

flavours. These have a nice class S interpretation. An unpleasant challenge is that the

minimal allowed charge for monopole operators is 2, requiring one to address directly

bubbling. There is a trick to sidestep this computation: consider instead U(2) gauge

theories, which admit ’t Hooft operators of minimal charge. An important feature of

gauge theories is that ’t Hooft operators which are not charged under some factor of the

gauge group have the same expression as difference operators as if the factor was not

gauged. We can thus write down U(2) ’t Hooft operators of minimal charges, combine

them into ’t Hooft operators with SU(2) charge only, and carry them over to SU(2)

gauge theory. We refer to the Appendices for details.
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3.8 Abelianized algebras

For Nf = 1 we get.

H2a = q2av2au+ +
q+ q−1 + µv + µv−1

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+ q2av−2au−

H2a+1 = q2a+1v2a+1u+ +
(q+ q−1)µ+ v + v−1

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+ q2a+1v−2a−1u− (3.130)

Here

u±v = q±2vu± , (3.131)

and

u+u− =
(1 + µqv)(1 + µq−1v−1)

(v − v−1)(qv − q−1v−1)2(q2v − q−2v−1)

u−u+ =
(1 + µq−1v)(1 + µqv−1)

(v − v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)2(q−2v − q2v−1)
(3.132)

More generally, for Nf flavours we need

u+u− =

∏
i(1 + µiqv)(1 + µiq

−1v−1)

(v − v−1)(qv − q−1v−1)2(q2v − q−2v−1)

u−u+ =

∏
i(1 + µiq

−1v)(1 + µiqv
−1)

(v − v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)2(q−2v − q2v−1)
(3.133)

and the tentative numerator in H2a becomes

(q−1v − qv−1)
∏

i(1 + qµiv) + (qv − q−1v−1)
∏

i(1 + qµiv
−1)

v − v−1
(3.134)

and in H2a+1 becomes

q−1v
−1(q−1v − qv−1)

∏
i(1 + qµiv) + v(qv − q−1v−1)

∏
i(1 + qµiv

−1)

v − v−1
(3.135)

For specific Nf , we can simplify the expressions by subtracting some Wilson lines.

For Nf = 2 we get

H2a = q2av2au+ +
(q+ q−1)(1 + µ1µ2) + (µ1 + µ2)(v + v−1)

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+ q2av−2au−

H2a+1 =

q2a+1v2a+1u+ +
(q+ q−1)(µ1 + µ2) + (1 + µ1µ2)(v + v−1)

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+ q2a+1v−2a−1u− (3.136)
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For Nf = 3 we get

H2a = q2av2au+ +
(q+ q−1)(1 + µ1µ2 + µ2µ3 + µ1µ3) + (µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ1µ2µ3)(v + v−1)

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+

+ q2av−2au−

H2a+1 = q2a+1v2a+1u+ +
(q+ q−1)(µ1 + µ2 + µ3 + µ1µ2µ3) + (1 + µ1µ2 + µ2µ3 + µ1µ3)(v + v−1)

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+

+ q2a+1v−2a−1u−

(3.137)

Finally, for Nf = 4 we get

H2a = q2av2au+ +
(q+ q−1)(1 +

∑
i<j µiµj +

∏
i µi) + (

∑
i µi +

∑
i<j<k µiµjµk)(v + v−1)

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+

+ q2av−2au−

H2a+1 = q2a+1v2a+1u+ +
(q+ q−1)(

∑
i µi +

∑
i<j<k µiµjµk) + (1 +

∑
i<j µiµj +

∏
i µi)(v + v−1)

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
+

+ q2a+1v−2a−1u−

(3.138)

These theories actually have an SO(2Nf) global symmetry. This is not completely

manifest from the above expressions, but can be restored by rescaling u± and the

Ha operators by
∏

i µ
1
2
i . E.g. the numerator factors are characters for the spinor

representations of SO(2Nf).

The Nf = 4 theory has a class S interpretation with Lie algebra sl2 and C being

the four-punctured sphere, with regular singularities of monodromy parameters µ1µ
±
2

and µ3µ
±
4 . We will discuss the auxiliary Hilbert space description at length in the next

section, as the main example of quantization of a complex character variety. Here we

can sketch the main formulae.

The Schur index is

Iq(µ) =
1

2

∮

|ζ|=1

dζ

2πiζ
(1− ζ2)(1− ζ−2)

(q2)2∞(q2ζ2; q2)2∞(q2ζ−2; q2)2∞∏
i(−qµ±

i ζ ; q
2)∞(−qµ±

i ζ
−1; q2)∞

=

= 1 + χAdj(µ)q
2 + · · · (3.139)

Rather non-trivially, only characters of triality-invariant representations of the SO(8)

flavour group appear in the index. This is due to the fact that S-dualities for this SCFT
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act as triality on the flavour group. 32

The candidate spherical vector is

IIB(ζ) = δB,0
(q2; q2)∞(q2ζ2; q2)∞(q2ζ−2; q2)∞∏

i(−qµiζ ; q2)∞(−qµiζ−1; q2)∞
(3.140)

in an auxiliary Hilbert space defined with the usual magnetic Vandermonde measure

(v−1 − v)(ṽ−1 − ṽ) , (3.141)

as well as uv = q2vu and

u+ =

∏
i(1 + q−1µiv

−1)

(1− q−2v−2)(1− v−2)
u

u− =

∏
i(µ

−1
i + q−1v)

(1− q−2v2)(1− v2)
u−1

ũ+ =

∏
i(1 + q−1µiṽ)

(1− q−2ṽ2)(1− ṽ2)
ũ

ũ− =

∏
i(µ

−1
i + q−1ṽ−1)

(1− q−2ṽ−2)(1− ṽ−2)
ũ−1 (3.142)

The Weyl symmetry has to be adjusted by a factor of (−∏
i µi)

B.

The remaining theories also have a similar class S interpretation: Nf = 3 has two

regular punctures and one irregular of rank 1, Nf = 2 has a realization with two regular

punctures and one irregular of rank 1/2 and a realization with two irregular of rank 1,

Nf = 1 has a realization with an irregular of rank 1 and one of rank 1/2.

In the remainder of this section, we will discuss some interesting applications of

Schur quantization of these theories to the theory of quantum groups.

3.9 Back to U(2) with Nf = 1.

In order to make contact with quantum groups, we can gauge the U(1) flavour symmetry

of the SU(2) with two flavour theory. Then the two hypermultiplets together with the

U(1) gauge fields give a copy of SQED2, with the SU(2) flavour symmetry being gauged.

This gives back U(2) with Nf = 1.

The operators inherited from SQED2 include the ’t Hooft operators with U(1)

magnetic charge only and the U(1) Wilson line. They give a copy of the quantum

32For example, the Schur trace of a fundamental Wilson line starts with qχ8(µ), a character of the

vector representation of SO(8). The spinor characters in Ha guarantee that the corresponding traces

start with qχ8s(µ) or qχ8c(µ) for the spinor representations, compatibly with the fact that S-duality

exchanges Wilson lines and ’t Hooft lines while acting as a triality on SO(8).
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group Uq(sl2), with the Casimir coinciding with the fundamental Wilson line for SU(2).

According to our general discussion, the Lagrangian formulation of Schur quantization

for this theory thus presents the Hilbert space Hq as a spectral decomposition into

principal series representations HM ;µ of D[Uq(sl2), ρ].

We expect this representation to be a fundamental ingredient of a quantum group

description of an irregular singularity of rank 1
2
in complex Chern-Simons theory, akin

to the Teichmüller construction of irregular conformal blocks [103].

3.10 A q-deformation of T ∗SL(2,C).

Recall that one of the class S descriptions of SU(2) Nf = 2 involves a CP 1 geometry

with two irregular singularities of rank 1. If we gauge both U(1) sugbroups of the

flavour symmetry, this gives a theory such that Aq contains two commuting copies of

Uq(sl2). It is a q-deformation of the left- and right- actions of two copies of sl2 on

T ∗SL(2,C).

The Casimirs of the two Uq(sl2) coincide with the fundamental Wilson line for

SU(2). The Lagrangian formulation of Schur quantization thus presents the Hilbert

space Hq as a direct sum/integral of products HM ;µ × HM ;µ of two principal series

representations ofD[Uq(sl2), ρ]. This is a q-deformation of the Plancherel decomposition

of L2(SL(2,C)).

3.11 The coproduct for Uq(sl2).

The class S description of SU(2) Nf = 3 only makes manifest an SO(2) × SO(4)

subgroup of the flavour symmetry of the theory. The SO(2) factor is associated to an

irregular singularity of rank 1, the SO(4) to two regular singularities.

Gauging SO(2) gives a theory with a particularly important connection to the

representation theory of quantum groups. A full discussion requires some cluster tech-

nology [82] and will better fit in our companion paper [52]. Essentially, there is a

copy of Uq(sl2) in Aq but also a map Aq → Uq(sl2) × Uq(sl2) which is essentially an

isomorphism, realizing the coproduct of Uq(sl2).

As in the Teichmüller case [80, 83], we expect this setup to give a spectral decom-

position of the tensor product HM1;µ1 ×HM2;µ2 of two principal series representations of

D[Uq(sl2), ρ] into a direct sum/integral of HM ;µ. An important difference is that here

we can also ask (and answer using explicit Schur quantization formulae) how the spher-

ical vector in HM1;µ1 ×HM2;µ2 decomposes into a direct integral of spherical vectors in

H0;µ. See [22] for an analogous statement in sphere quantization.
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4 Quantum groups and Schur quantisation

The SQED2 example, both in isolation and as an building block for bigger theories, has

provided us with a ∗-algebra D[Uq(sl2), ρ] ≡ Uq(sl(2,C)R)S which we expect to play an

important role in SL(2,C) Chern-Simons theory. In this section we will compare this

proposal with previous definitions of quantum deformations of SL(2,C), some of which

have been used to define a quantization of SL(2,C) CS theory.

There are two important subtleties here, as the q-deformation of a ∗-algebra may

involve both a deformation of the underlying algebra and a deformation of the ∗-
structure. For example, the standard Uq(sl2) deformation of U(sl2) admits distinct

∗-structures corresponding to real forms such as SU(1, 1) and SL(2,R) which are clas-

sically equivalent [104].33 Furthermore, the quantum deformation of groups like the

Lorentz group SL(2,C), which are not semi-simple, is not unique [105]. The quantum

deformation introduced in [85] is characterised by having a quantum deformation of

the compact subgroup SU(2) inside of it. Another quantum deformation exhibits a

deformed version of the Gauss decomposition [106]. It will turn out that not all such

features can be made fully manifest in the quantum deformations at the same time,

but may be realised in more subtle ways. It is therefore not a priori clear which of

these quantum deformations is most relevant for the goal to define a quantization of

the SL(2,C) CS theory.

It is therefore not surprising that the quantum group Uq(sl(2,C)R)S emerging

from Schur quantisation turns out to be different from the quantum deformation of

U(sl(2,C)R) previously studied in [85, 107], [86], here denoted as Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW.

The quantum group Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW has been used to develop a quantization of com-

plex Chern-Simons theory in [50]. A comparison between the quantum Lorentz group

Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW used in [50] and Uq(sl(2,C)R)S is a natural first step to compare the

corresponding quantizations of complex Chern-Simons theory. In this Section we will

exhibit some of the differences between the two approaches.

4.1 The principal series of SL(2,C)

In order motivate some of the following discussions, and to facilitate the comparison

with quantum group theory, we shall very briefly review a few basic facts about the

principal series representations of SL(2,C) as it arises in the closely related context of

sphere quantisation [22].

33It would be interesting to explore this statement in the context of real Schur quantization. We

leave that to future work.
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A traditional presentation of the spherical principal series representations of SL(2,C)

involves the Hilbert space

Pϑ = L2(P1, |K|1−iϑ) ϑ ∈ R (4.1)

of twisted half-densities on P1. The holomorphic differential operators

E = ∂x, H = −2x∂x + J, F = −x2∂x + 2Jx. (4.2)

with J = −1
2
+ iϑ generate a representation of the central quotient of U(sl2), with

quadratic Casimir J(J + 1) as global conformal transformations of P1.

The anti-holomorphic differential operators

Ē = ∂x̄, H̄ = −2x̄∂x̄ + J, F̄ = −x̄2∂x̄ + 2Jx̄, (4.3)

generate a second, commuting action. With some foresight, we can identify that as an

action of U(sl2)
op with generators

F̃ := −E † = Ē , H̃ := −H† = H̄, Ẽ := −F † = F̄ , (4.4)

The definition is justified by the observation that the combinations

e := E − Ẽ , f := F − F̃ , h := H− H̃. (4.5)

actually define the sub-algebra of rotations of P1 and exponentiates to an SU(2) action.

There is an unique normalizable state

Φ0(x) = (1 + |x|2)iϑ−1 (4.6)

in Pϑ which is SU(2) invariant, i.e. spherical in the sense of representation theory. It

is also cyclic: the action of U(sl2) on Φ0(x) generates a dense basis of Pϑ consisting of

the direct sum of all finite-dimensional SU(2) representations Rj of integral spin:
34

Pϑ ≃
⊕

j∈Z≥0

Rj. (4.7)

At this point, a careful reader can probably guess an alternative, algebraic presen-

tation of Pϑ: Pϑ is a spherical unitary representation of the ∗ algebra double of the

central quotient of U(sl2), with

ρ(F ) := −E ρ(H) = −H ρ(E) = −F . (4.8)

34See e.g. [108] for a detailed discussion.
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It is associated to the unique trace on the central quotient of U(sl2), which happens to

be positive when J = −1
2
+ iR. This trace is the starting point of sphere quantization.

In order to facilitate the comparison with the Schur quantization, it is useful to re-

call an alternative auxiliary presentation of Pϑ which arises from a Coulomb branch per-

spective. The presentation is essentially a spectral decomposition into one-dimensional

distributional eigenspaces for H and is related to L2(P1, |K|1−iϑ) by a Mellin transform.

In the Coulomb presentation, E and F are implemented by difference operators which

are a q → 1 limit of these which appear in Schur quantization.

Schur quantization of SQED1 provides a positive (twisted) trace on the central

quotient of the quantum group algebra Uq(sl2) which deforms the above structure into

a spherical unitary representation of a ∗-algebra double D[Uq(sl2), ρ]. We will now

review in some detail the definition of D[Uq(sl2), ρ] and then study the analogue of the

SU(2) action on Pϑ.

4.2 Real forms of quantum groups from Schur quantisation

Recall that the algebra Uq(sl2) is defined by the relations

KE = q2EK,

KF = q−2FK,

[
E, F

]
=
K −K−1

q− q−1
. (4.9a)

We introduced q with q2 = q. There is a Casimir element

EF +
q−1K + qK−1

(q−1 − q)2
, (4.9b)

and we will sometimes take a central quotient of the algebra fixing the Casimir to a

specific value proportional to µ+ µ−1.

The algebra Uq(sl2) is a Hopf-algebra with co-product

∆(E) = E ⊗ 1 +K−1 ⊗E,

∆(F ) = F ⊗K + 1⊗ F,
∆(K) = K ⊗K. (4.9c)

It will be important to note that there exist very similar, but non-isomorphic, quantum

groups often denoted as Uq(sl2) as well. One of these variants, in the following denoted

Ûq(sl2) uses generators e, f , and k, such that mapping E to e, F to f , and K to

k2 defines an embedding of Uq(sl2) into Ûq(sl2). Other variants have an additional

generator H such that K = q2H , with E, F and H satisfying the relations of sl2.

In order to define a ∗-algebra double D[Uq(sl2), ρ] which deforms the ∗-algebra
controlling unitary SL(2,C) representations in the sense described above, we need to
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choose an automorphism ρ. It turns out that there are multiple possible choices with

the same q → 1 limit. Schur quantization gives a distinguished choice ρS:

ρS(E) = −qKF, ρS(F ) = −qK−1E, ρS(K) = K−1. (4.10)

leading to the ∗-algebra double D[Uq(sl2), ρ].

We can contrast this with a naive q-deformation

ρ0(E) = −F, ρ0(F ) = −E, ρ0(K) = K−1. (4.11)

Other possibilities would include e.g.

ρn(E) = −qnKnF, ρ0(F ) = −qnK−nE, ρn(K) = K−1. (4.12)

We will see that ρS has some particularly nice features. For example, an analysis based

on [57] indicates that positive twisted traces only exist for n ≤ 1 and are not unique

for n ≤ 0.

Another nice feature is that the conditions for a spherical vector can be written as

(E + qK−1F †)|1〉 = 0, (FK† + q−1E†)|1〉 = 0, KK†|1〉 = 0. (4.13)

We will see later that the combinations appearing in (4.13) are related to the co-

product of the Uq(sl2) generators, and that they define a quantum deformed analog of

the compact sub-algebra of sl(2,C). One may expect that the rest of the representation

will decompose into a direct sum of finite-dimensional representations of this algebra,

with each integral spin appearing once. We will demonstrate at the end of this Section

that the actual story is slightly more complicated, but reduces to (4.7) when q → 1.

4.3 Quantum group representations from Schur quantisation

We will now review and extend the discussion of the Schur quantization representation

of D[Uq(sl2), ρ]. In Section 3 we gave an auxiliary presentation of the representation

by finite difference operators on the Hilbert space L2(Z× S1),35

π(E) =
q v−1u−
q−1 − q

, π(K) = v, π(F ) =
u+

q− q−1
, (4.14a)

where u± can be represented as

u+ = (1 + qµv)u, u− = u−1(1 + qµ−1v), (4.14b)

35To simplify the notation we often do not distinguish the operators representing Aq from the

generators of the abstract algebra Aq.
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in terms of operators u, v satisfying the Weyl-algebra uv = q2vu defined as

ugn(θ) = gn+1(θ − i~), vgn(θ) = qneiθgn(θ). (4.14c)

We are here representing elements of L2(Z × S1) by collections (gn)n∈Z of functions

gn ∈ L2(S1) such that
∑

n∈Z‖gn‖2L2(S1) <∞. This should be compared with the Mellin

transform of the Pϑ representation.

It is useful to parameterize µ = −q2iϑ, and let us note that the representation

introduced above is equivalent to a representation of the following form

vfn(p) = q2mfn(p), ufn(p) = fn+1(p− i), m =
1

2
(n+ ip). (4.15)

One may note that the representation (4.15) can be restricted to functions fn(p) which

satisfy fn(p+
1

log q
) = fn(p). Introducing the notation J = −1

2
+ iϑ leads to a represen-

tation of Uq(sl2) by finite difference operators of the form

µEqfn(p) =
[
J + 1−m

]
fn−1(p+ i),

Fqfn(p) =
[
J + 1 +m

]
fn+1(p− i),

Kqfn(p) = q2mfn(p), [x] :=
1− q2x

1− q2
. (4.16)

It is easy to see that the representation (4.16) reduces to the representation

Efn(p) =
(
J + 1−m)fn−1(p+ i),

Ffn(p) = (J + 1 +m)fn+1(p− i),
Hfn(p) = mgn(p), (4.17)

of sl2 in the limit ~ → 1. In order to compare the representation (4.17) with the

principal series representations of SL(2,C), let us note that the Mellin transformation

fn(p) :=

∫

C

d2x ein arg(x)|x|−2(j+1)+ipf(x) =

∫

C

d2x

|x|2j+2
x

1
2
(ip+n)x̄

1
2
(ip−n)F (x), (4.18)

maps the finite difference operators E, F and H to the differential operators E , F and

H generating the principal series Pϑ of SL(2,C), respectively.

Conversely, we can do a Fourier transform on L2(Z × S1) and diagonalize the

action of u, with µv−1 acting by a rescaling. Then π(E) is essentially a q-derivative

with respect to u and is a natural deformation of E . The other generators are identified
with q-differential operators which deform H and F .

4.3.1 Spherical vectors

Suppose that we were simply given the representation of E, F and K on L2(Z × S1)

and a choice of the automorphism ρ. We could then define the action of D[Uq(sl2), ρ]

by acting on E, F and K with ρ, and taking Hermitean conjugates. The corresponding
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spherical vector can be represented by a wave-function of the form gn(θ) = δn,0ϕS(θ),

where the condition on n follows from K|1〉 = K̃|1〉. Choosing ρ = ρS, we will find

(q− q−1)Fgn(θ) = (1 + µ eiθ)δn+1,0 ϕS(θ + i~), (4.19)

(q− q−1)F̃ gn(θ) = µeiθ(1 + µ−1eiθ)δn+1,0 ϕS(θ − i~). (4.20)

The condition Fgn(θ) = F̃ gn(θ) can be solved by choosing

ϕS(θ) =

∞∏

k=0

1

(1 + q2k+1µ−1 e−iθ)(1 + q2k+1µ−1eiθ)
.

This coincides with the standard expression for the spherical vector and we recover the

structure of Schur quantization.

The same representation of E, F and K can also be promoted to a representation

of other ∗-algebra doubles such asD[Uq(sl2), ρ0]. It is not difficult to find wavefunctions

which satisfy modified spherical conditions. Indeed, the theta function

ϑq(v) =

∞∏

k=0

(1 + q2k+1v)(1 + q2k+1v−1).

commutes with the the tilde generators and satisfies

uϑq(v) =

∞∏

k=0

(1 + q2k+3v)(1 + q2k−1v−1)u = ϑq(v)q
−1v−1u.

Then the wave-function ϑq(v)gn(θ) satisfies the constraints for a spherical vector for

D[Uq(sl2), ρ0]. A more general product of θ functions would be appropriate for ρn
with n < 0. Solving the spherical conditions for n > 1, instead, seems to require

negative powers of the theta function, introducing poles into the wave-function of the

spherical vector. It therefore seems unlikely that spherical vectors satisfying all relevant

conditions can exist for D[Uq(sl2), ρn], with n > 1.

4.3.2 Positive traces

As discussed at the beginning of Section 2, there is a direct correspondence between

spherical unitary representations of the Schur double of an algebra A, and positive

traces on A. In order to represent the corresponding positive traces explicitly, we may

introduce a grading ν on Uq(sl2) by counting the powers of E positively, and the powers

of F negatively. The traces are supported on the component with grade zero, which

can be represented as functions a = a0(K), with a0 being a Laurent polynomial. The
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positive traces associated to the different choices ρS, ρ0 can now be represented as

expectation values of a = a0(K) defined by the spherical vectors

Tr(a) =

∫ 2π

0

dW (θ) a0(e
iθ), dW (θ) =

{
|ϕS(θ)|2dθ for twist ρS,

|ϑq(eiθ)ϕS(θ)|2dθ for twist ρ0.
(4.21)

In this way it is becoming fully explicit how a change of the automorphism ρ is reflected

by a change of the measure in the integral representations of the positive traces.

Positive traces on the central quotient of Uq(sl2) have been classified in [57]. It

seems likely that these results can help classifying the spherical unitary representations

of different ∗-algebra doubles. Physically, the extra theta functions in the integral can

be interpreted as the contribution of extra surface defect insertions.

4.4 Comparison with other definitions of the quantum Lorentz group

A quantum group called quantum Lorentz group was first constructed in [85]. The

classification of its unitary representation has been found in [107], and the harmonic

analysis of this quantum group was developed in [86]. It has been demonstrated in [106]

that there exist other quantum deformations of the group SL(2,C). A classification of

quantum deformations of the Lorentz group was given in in [105].

We shall here compare the quantum Lorentz group from Schur quantisation to the

quantum group defined in [85], which is the quantum deformation of the Lorentz group

that has attracted most attention up to now, and which has been used in a previous

approach to the quantisation of complex Chern-Simons theory [50].

It should be noted that previous studies of quantum Lorentz groups have often

focused attention on quantum deformations Fun(SLq(2,C)R) of the algebra of functions

on SL(2,C)R. We have so far mainly discussed the quantum deformations Uq(sl(2,C)R)

of the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra of SL(2,C)R. While it is certainly

natural to expect that the solutions to these two problems are pairwise related by

quantum group dualities, it will require further work to establish the relations in detail.

The following discussion will therefore restrict attention to some aspects where a direct

comparison is possible on the basis of the known results.

4.4.1 The quantum Lorentz group of Podles and Woronowicz

The quantum Lorentz group considered in [85, 86, 107] is related by quantum group

duality to a quantum deformation of Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW which is isomorphic to Uq(su(2))⊗
Pol(SUq(2)) as a vector space, with
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• Uq(su(2)) being the real form of the Hopf algebra Ûq(sl2) having generators e, f ,

and k, and relations

ke = q ek,

kf = q−1fk,

[
e, f

]
=
k2 − k−2

q− q−1
, (4.22)

star-structure

k∗ = k, e∗ = q−1f, f ∗ = qe, (4.23)

and co-product

∆(e) = e⊗ k + k−1 ⊗ e,

∆(f) = f ⊗ k + k−1 ⊗ f,
∆(k) = k ⊗ k,

• and Pol(SUq(2)) is the Hopf algebra with generators a, b, c and d, relations

q ab = ba, q ac = ca,

q bd = db, q cd = dc,
bc = cb,

ad− da = (q−1 − q)bc,

ad− q−1da = 1,
(4.24)

star-structure

a∗ = d, b∗ = −q−1c, c∗ = −qb, (4.25)

and co-product

∆(a) = a⊗ a+ b⊗ c,

∆(c) = c⊗ a + d⊗ c,

∆(b) = b⊗ d+ a⊗ b,

∆(c) = c⊗ b+ d⊗ d,
(4.26)

The algebra structure on Uq(su(2))⊗Pol(SUq(2)) defined in [85] also involves the mixed

relations

kc = q ck, kb = q−1bk, ka = ak, kd = dk, (4.27)

[e, c] = 0, [e, b] = q−1(ka− k−1d), ae− qea = k−1c, ed− q de = ck,

[f, b] = 0, [f, c] = q(kd− k−1a), fa− q−1af = bk, df − q−1fd = k−1b.

Central elements of this algebra can be constructed as

Ω+ = +q(q− q−1)eb+ q−1ka + qk−1d,

Ω− = −q−1(q− q−1)fc+ q−1k−1a+ qkd.
(4.28)

Our goal is to compare this version of the quantum Lorentz group to the quantum group

Uq(sl(2,C)R)S from Schur quantisation. We shall use the notation DPW for the complex

algebra having generators a, b, c, d, e, f, k, and relations (4.22), (4.24) and (4.27), and

Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW for the for quantum deformation of U(sl(2,C)R) defined as a real form

DPW using the star structures (4.23) and (4.25) above.
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4.4.2 Algebraic structure of the principal series of Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW

The interpretation of Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW as a quantum deformation of the Lorentz group

can be supported in particular by comparing the structure of its unitary representations

described in [107] to the algebraic structure (4.7) of the principal series representations

of SL(2,C). As a preparation for a similar analysis in the case of Uq(sl(2,C)R)S we shall

here outline a simple approach for the case of spherical principal series representations.

Spherical principal series representations of Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW can be generated by

the action of Pol(SUq(2)) on a vector v0 transforming trivially under the sub-algebra

Uq(su(2)) of Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW. We shall be interested in representations Pϑ.q having a

diagonal action of the Casimir generators Ω± with eigenvalue 2 cos(2~ϑ). We are going

to argue that this implies a structure of the representation of the following form

Pϑ,q ≃
⊕

j∈Z≥0

Rj,q, (4.29)

with Rj,q being irreducible (2j + 1)-dimensional representations of Uq(su(2)). To see

this, one may first note that the relations (4.27) imply that vjj := cjv0 satisfies the

highest weight condition evjj := 0. Acting with f j−m on vjj allows one to define vectors

vjm, m = −j, . . . , j, generating Rj,q. This will allow us to establish (4.29) inductively. In

order to understand the recursive structure, let us consider the subspace R+
j,q generated

by linear combinations of vectors of the form gvjm, with g ∈ {a, b, c, d} and m =

−j, . . . , j. The spaceR+
j,q is 3(2j+1)-dimensional since Ω+v

j
m = ω+v

j
m implies a relation

between avjm, bv
j
m and dvjm. It decomposes into eigenspaces of k with eigenvalue qn,

n ∈ Z. The eigenspace with eigenvalue qj+1 is one-dimensional, generated by cj+1v0.

The subspace with eigenvalue qj is two-dimensional, spanned by the vectors avjj and dv
j
j .

It contains the vector ṽjj = qj+1avjj + q−j−1dvjj satisfying the highest weight condition

eṽjj = 0. One may note, however, that ṽjj = Ω+v
j
j = ω+v

j
j , which is proportional to

vjj . In a similar way one may see that the eigenspace with eigenvalue qj−1 is three-

dimensional, and contains the vector vj−1
j−1. Using these observations one may easily see

that Pϑ,q contains each Rj,q only once.

4.5 Algebraic structure of the spherical principal series of Uq(sl(2,C)R)S

We are next going to investigate the algebraic structure of the subspace36 U |1〉 generated
by the action of U = Uq(sl2) on the spherical vectors |1〉 in L2(Z×S1) defined in Section

4.3. Comparison with the principal series of SL(2,C) suggests that the subspace U |1〉
is dense in L2(Z × S1). We are going to find a structure which is similar to, but also

different from the structure of the spherical principal series of Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW.

36Which may be expected to be dense in L2(Z× S1).
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4.5.1 Quantum analogs of the compact sub-algebras

For concisenes, denote U = Uq(sl2). To begin with, let us introduce two commuting

copies Ul, Ur of U , and observe that

K = Kl, E = El, F = Fl,

K̃−1 = Kr, Ẽ = −ErKr, F̃ = −K−1
r Fr,

(4.30)

defines a map from U ⊗ Uop into Ul ⊗ Ur. The definining conditions of |1〉, combined

with (4.30), imply

Ê |1〉 = (El +K−1
l Er)|1〉 = 0,

F̂ |1〉 = (FlKr + Fr)|1〉 = 0,
K̂ |1〉 = KlKr|1〉 = |1〉. (4.31)

We see that the spherical vector transforms trivially under the sub-algebra U+
q (sl2)

generated by Ê, F̂ , and K̂. One may note that Ê, F̂ , and K̂ are defined by taking the

co-products ∆ of E, F , and K, respectively.

The opposite co-product ∆′ is defined by exchanging the factors in the tensor

product. We may use this observation to identify another sub-algebra U−
q (sl2) of Ul⊗Ur

acting trivially on |1〉, generated by Ê ′, F̂ ′, and K̂ ′,

K̂ ′ = KlKr, Ê ′ = q−1Er + qElK
−1
r , F̂ ′ = qKlFr + q−1Fl. (4.32)

The factors of q±1 are needed to satisfy Ê ′|1〉 = 0 = F̂ ′|1〉. They can be introduced

into the definition of the opposite co-product by means of the automorphism of Uq(sl2)

scaling E and F inversely.

As the definition of the generators Ê, F̂ and K̂ is related to the co-product of

Uq(sl2), while Ê
′, F̂ ′ and K̂ ′ are similarly related to the opposite co-product, it follows

that the isomorphism between U+
q (sl2) and U−

q (sl2) is described by the universal R-

matrix. We will see that these structures offer a replacement for the compact sub-group

in the quantum deformation of the Lorentz group from Schur quantisation.

4.5.2 Module structure

The identification of the algebraic structure of U ⊗ Uop|1〉 will be facilitated by the

following observations. While square-roots of Kr and Ks are not well-defined in the

representation on L2(S1 × Z), it is possible to define square-roots denoted as klkr and

klk
−1
r of KlKr and KlK

−1
r , respectively. This allows us to define

a = klk
−1
r ,

c = (1− q2)klkrEr,

b = (1− q−2)Fl(klkr)
−1,

d = (klk
−1
r )−1 − (q− q−1)2Fl(klk

−1
r )−1Er.

(4.33)
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Formulae (4.31) and (4.33) define an embedding of DPW into Ul ⊗ Ur.
37 It is not hard

to show that (
a b

c d

)
|1〉 =

(
K (1− q−2)F

q(q2 − 1)KE qω − q2K

)
|1〉,

using that the Casimir C = (q− q−1)2FE + qK + q−1K−1 acts diagonally with eigen-

value ω = 2 cos(2~ϑ). We note that only positive powers of K appear in these expres-

sions, and that a|1〉, b|1〉, c|1〉 and d|1〉 generate a three-dimensional representation of

the sub-algebra Uq(sl2) generated by e, f and k.

The arguments used in Section 4.4.2 can easily be adapted to show that the sub-

space P−
ϑ,q of U |1〉 generated by KE, F , and K decomposes as module of Uq(sl2) in the

same way as the right side of (4.29).

Exchanging the indices l and r, and taking into account the scaling by factors of q

noted above, defines another realisation of DPW by combining

a′ = k−1
l kr,

c′ = (1− q2)klkrqEl,

b′ = (1− q−2)qFr(klkr)
−1,

d′ = klk
−1
r − (q− q−1)2q2klElFrk

−1
r ,

(4.34)

with (4.32). As above we may compute

(
a′ b′

c′ d′

)
|1〉 =

(
K−1 (q−1 − q)K−1F

q2(1− q2)E qω − q2K−1

)
|1〉

Only negative powers of K appear in these expressions. Considering the subspace

P−
ϑ,q of U |1〉 generated by E, FK−1, and K−1, one may again use the arguments from

Section 4.4.2 to show that the vector space U−|1〉 also decomposes as module of Ûq(sl2)

generated by e′, f ′ and k′ as the right side of (4.29).

Taken together we find

U |1〉 ≃ |1〉 ⊕
⊕

j∈Z>0

(
R+

j,q ⊕R−
j,q

)
, (4.35)

where R+
j,q and R−

j,q are (2j + 1)-dimensional representations of the two sub-algebras

U+
q (sl2) and U

−
q (sl2), respectively.

As the difference between ∆ and ∆′ disappears in the classical limit, we expect that

the classical limits of R+
j,q and R−

j,q will coincide, reproducing the direct summands Rj

in the decomposition (4.7) of the spherical principal series representations of SL(2,C).

37A closely related observation was made in the Appendix of [86].
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4.6 Existence of inequivalent quantum deformations of SL(2,C)

Our results above already reveal both similarities and differences between the two quan-

tum deformations Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW and Uq(sl(2,C)R)S of U(sl(2,C)R) discussed in this

paper. The quantum groups Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW and Uq(sl(2,C)R)S preserve different fea-

tures of the classical Lie-algebra sl(2,C)R. While Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW preserves many fea-

tures following from the Iwasawa decomposition of SL(2,C), the algebra Uq(sl(2,C)R)S
from Schur quantisation is naturally associated to the representation of sl(2,C)R as a

real form of sl2 ⊕ sl2. While a quantum analog of the Lie algebra su(2)R of the com-

pact subgroup of SL(2,C) is built into the definition of Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW, it has a more

subtle counterpart in the case of Uq(sl(2,C)R)S. One may note, on the other hand,

that the star structure representing sl(2,C)R as a real form of sl(2,C)C has a very

simple counterpart in the definition of Uq(sl(2,C)R)S, while the star structure defining

Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW is quite different.38

Existence of inequivalent quantum deformations of U(sl(2,C)R) is a phenomenon

that we expect to be related by quantum group duality to the existence of the inequiv-

alent deformations of the algebra of functions on SL(2,C) classified in [105]. The de-

formed algebras of functions Pol(SLq(2,C)) considered in [105] have generators α, β, γ,

δ associated to the matrix elements of the two-dimensional representation of SL(2,C).

The deformations classified in [105] differ only in the mixed relations between α, β, γ,

δ and α∗, β∗, γ∗, δ∗. The family of star-algebras denoted Gq,t in [105, Section 3.1] con-

tains a very natural candidate for the quantum group dual to Uq(sl(2,C)R)S associated

to the parameter value t = 1, and characterised by mutual commutativity of the sub-

algebras generated by α, β, γ, δ, and α∗, β∗, γ∗, δ∗, respectively. This feature strongly

suggests that the star-algebras Gq,1 are the quantum deformations of Pol(SLq(2,C))

which are relevant in the context of Schur quantisations. The corresponding quantum

groups clearly deserve further study.

5 Schur quantization as complex quantization of a character

variety.

The relations with Kapustin-Witten theory reviewed in the Introduction suggest a dual

description of the Schur indices of theories of class S in terms of the quantisation of

character varieties. The goal of this section is to present a self-contained discussion

of the complex quantization of sl2 character varieties M(SL(2), C) in Fenchel-Nielsen

38To see the difference clearly, one may note that the star structure defining Uq(sl(2,C)R)S maps

the generator a defined in (4.33) to its inverse, while the star structure of Uq(sl(2,C)R)PW maps the

generator a to the generator d which does not commute with a.
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coordinates and a comparison with Schur quantization of the corresponding class S
Lagrangian gauge theories. We will review how the complex quantisation of character

varieties is related to complex Chern-Simons theory in Section 6.

The quantization of character varieties is well-understood at the algebraic level.

Observables are built from the quantum skein algebra Skq(C,G). The theory of unitary

representations of ∗-algebras which can be built from Skq(C,G) is much less understood,

though one should recall that the KW lift of brane quantization [44] provides an useful

perspective on the various available options. See Section 6 for a discussion. A possibility

which has been explored in depth is quantum Teichmüller theory, available for |q| = 1,

which quantizes the Teichmüller locus in the character variety. Here we are instead

interested in the case where q is real, which has been studied less, and the phase space

is the whole complex character variety, treated as a real phase space.

The ∗-algebra of observables is thus the ∗-algebra double

Dq(C) = Skq(C, SL(2))× Skq(C, SL(2))
op , (5.1)

with a ∗ structure which exchanges the two factors. In the language of the rest of the

paper, we consider examples where ρ = 1.

The main new features of the representations to be studied here originate from the

existence of a spherical vector. This section will offer a self-contained perspective on

the construction of the spherical vector in a representative example.

5.1 Complex quantisation of the character variety – Case of C = C0,4

In order to illustrate the main new features arising in the regime −1 < q < 1 of interest

here, we shall pick a sufficiently typical example associated to C = C0,4, allowing us to

be reasonably brief and explicit at the same time.

5.1.1 Background on the character variety

Recall that a set of generators for the algebra of holomorphic functions on the character

variety is provided by the trace functionsWR,ℓ. This algebra carries a canonical Poisson

structure.

In order to prepare the discussion of the quantisation for the case of C = C0,4 =

P1\{z1, z2, z3, z4}, let us note that the algebra of trace functions has three generators in

this case, denoted W , H , and D, and associated to simple closed curves encircling only

(z1, z2), (z1, z3) and (z2, z3), respectively, The trace functions W , H , and D satisfy the

equation of the the Klein cubic PK(W,H,D) = 0, with PK being a cubic polynomial.

While the precise form of PK will not be needed explicitly, one should bear in mind

that the coefficients of PK depend on four complex numbers µr parameterising the
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traces of the holonomies Lr around the punctures zr as Lr = µr +µ−1
r for r = 1, 2, 3, 4,

respectively.

Rational parameterisations of the Klein cubic can be associated to pants decom-

positions of C0,4. Considering the pants decomposition defined by a curve separating

z1 and z2 from z3 and z4, for example, one can solve the equation PK(W,H,D) = 0 in

terms of two parameters u and v by setting

W = v + v−1, (5.2a)

H = c+(v) u
2 + c0(v) + c−(v) u

−2, (5.2b)

D = c+(v) v u
2 + c0(v) + c−(v) v

−1u−2, (5.2c)

using the functions c+, c0 and c− defined as

c+(v) = 1, c−(v) =

∏
s,s′=±(1 +ms

1m
s′

2 v)(1 +ms
3m

s′

4 v)

(1− v2)4
,

c0(v) =
(v + v−1)(L1L3 + L2L4)− 2(L2L3 + L1L4)

(v − v−1)2
,

It will be useful to note that replacing v by v−1 and u by u−1(c−(v)/c+(v))
1/2 leaves

the expressions for W , H and D invariant. This means that an open dense set in

M(C0,4, SL(2)) can be parameterised by a Z2-quotient of the space C
2 with coordinates

u and v. Let us furthermore note that u and v can be represented as exponential

functions of Darboux coordinates for the canonical Poisson structure of M(C0,4, SL(2))

often referred to as coordinates of Fenchel-Nielsen type.

5.1.2 Quantisation, the algebraic level

The algebraic level of the quantisation of the character varieties has been extensively

studied, prompting us to be brief. The algebra Skq(C0,4, SL(2)) has generators denoted

as W , H , D, satisfying a deformed version of the equation of the Klein cubic of the

form PK,q(W,H,D) = 0, with PK,q being a polynomial in non-commutative variables

which is known explicitly.

We may start by introducing the algebra W ⊗Wop, defined by the relations

uv = q vu, ūv̄ = q−1v̄ū, vū = ūv, v̄u = uv̄. (5.3)

Out of these generators we can formally39 construct a representation of Skq(C0,4, SL(2))

39We are postponing a discussion of the analytic aspects for a moment.
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by defining

W = v + v−1, (5.4a)

H = uC+(v) u+ C0(v) + u−1C−(v) u
−1, (5.4b)

D = u v C+(v) u+ C0(v) + u−1v−1C−(v) u
−1, (5.4c)

using the functions C+, C0 and C− defined as

C+(v) = 1, C−(v) =

∏
s,s′=±(1 +ms

1m
s′

2 v)(1 +ms
3m

s′

4 v)

(1− q2v2)(1− v2)2(1− q−2v2)
,

C0(v) =
(v + v−1)(L1L3 + L2L4)− (q+ q−1)(L2L3 + L1L4)

(qv − q−1v−1)(q−1v − qv−1)
.

These formulae are related by a similarity transformation to the difference operators

representing the action of Verlinde line operators on Virasoro conformal blocks [27, 28].

It can be verified directly that the relations PK,q(W,H,D) = 0 are satisfied.

A representation of the algebra Skq(C0,4, SL(2))
op can furthermore be generated

by the operators W̃ , H̃ and D̃ defined by replacing u, v by ū, v̄ in the formulae (5.4).

The generators W̃ , H̃ and D̃ clearly commute with W , H and D.

One should note that the formulae (5.4) can be used to define operators W , H and

D that are formally normal in any unitary representation of W ⊗ W̃ representing the

generators u, v, ū, v̄ such that u† = ū, v† = v̄. Combined with (5.4) we then find the

relations W † = W̃ , H† = H̃ and D† = D̃.

5.1.3 Definition of the Hilbert space

The basis of our construction will be a representation of an auxiliary algebra of Weyl-

typeW, introduced in [4] in a closely related context. We are going to define a represen-

tation of the algebra W⊗W̃ , defined by the relations (5.3), represented by densely de-

fined unbounded normal operators v, u, v̄, and ū on the Hilbert spaceHW = L2(S1×Z),

defined as

Φ =
{
fm ∈ L2(S1);m ∈ Z

}
such that ||Φ||2W :=

∑

m∈Z

||fm||2L2(S1) <∞.

Operators v, u, v̄, and ū representing (5.3) can be defined as

ufm(θ) = fm+1

(
θ − ~

2i

)
,

vfm(θ) = q
m
2 eiθfm(θ),

ūfm(θ) = fm−1

(
θ + ~

2i

)
.

v̄fm(θ) = q
m
2 e−iθfm(θ),

q = e−~. (5.5)

One may note that the operators defined in (5.5) satisfy v† = v̄, u† = ū.
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The auxilliary Hilbert space HW will be used to define the Hilbert space H(C0,4) by

taking a Z2-quotient of HW representing a quantised version of the redundancy of the

parameterisation of M(C0,4, SL(2)) in terms of the Fenchel-Nielsen type coordinates

u and v. In order to find the proper quantised analog of the symmetry v 7→ v−1 and

u2 7→ u−2c−(v)/c+(v) reflecting this redundancy, let us note that the formulae (5.4) are

invariant under the symmetry

v 7→ v−1, u2 7→ u−1 · C−(v)

C+(v)
· u−1. (5.6)

This symmetry is generated by a unitary operator on HW

R :=
ϕ0(v)

ϕ0(v̄)
·̟, (5.7)

where ̟ is the parity operator satisfying ̟ = ̟−1, ̟ · v ·̟ = v−1, ̟ · u · ̟ = u−1,

and ϕ0 is a function satisfying the difference equation

ϕ0(q v)

ϕ0(q−1v)
=
C−(v)

C+(v)
=

∏
s,s′=±(1 + vms

1m
s′

2 )(1 + vms
3m

s′

4 )

(1− q2v2)(1− v2)2(1− q−2v2)
. (5.8)

Indeed, using the relations (5.3) we find

R
−1 · u2 · R = ̟ · u · ϕ0(qv)

ϕ0(q−1 v)
· u ·̟ = u−1 · C−(v)

C+(v)
· u−1,

R
−1 · ū2 · R = ̟ · ū · ϕ0(qv̄)

ϕ0(q−1 v̄)
· ū ·̟ = ū−1 · C−(v̄)

C+(v̄)
· ū−1,

using C+(v) = C+(v
−1). Note that the solution to (5.8) is given by the function

ϕ0(v) =
(q2v2; q2)∞(v2; q2)∞∏

s,s′=±(−qvms
1m

s′
2 ; q

2)∞(−qvms
3m

s′
4 ; q

2)∞
. (5.9)

These preparations allow us to complete the definition of the representation by setting

H(C0,4) :=
{
Ψ ∈ HW ; PΨ = 0

}
, P =

1√
2
(1− R). (5.10)

It seems very likely that formulae (5.4), (5.5) define a representation of Skq(C0,4, SL(2))

on H(C0,4). In order to establish this claim one needs to address the unboundedness of

the operators generating Skq(C0,4, SL(2)). This unboundedness not only comes from

the unboundedness of the operators representing u and v, one also needs to take into ac-

count singularities from vanishing denominators in the formulae for Ci(v), i = −, 0,+.
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We will later demonstrate that there exists a dense domain within H(C0,4) on which the

unbounded operators generating Dq(C0,4, SL(2)) can be defined. The operators defined

in this way admit a normal extension to a dense domain within H(C0,4), satisfying

W †
a = W̃a . (5.11)

One may, in particular, be worried that the poles of Ci(v), i = −, 0,+, could spoil

normalisability of HΨ, for example. In this regard it seems encouraging to note that

the wave-functions representing elements of H(C0,4) satisfy certain vanishing conditions

at v = 1. Existence of a normal extension is easy to prove in the case of W , being

realised as a pure multiplication operator in the representation (5.4), (5.5).

5.1.4 Dependence on choice of pants decomposition

The representation (5.4) clearly depends on a choice of a pants decomposition. There

are three basic pants decompositions of C0,4, defined by contours separating the pairs

(z1, z2), (z2, z3) and (z1, z3) from the remaining two punctures, respectively. For each of

these pants decompositions one can define representations ofDq(C0,4) by using formulae

obtained from (5.4) by appropriate permutations of the indices 1, 2, 3, 4. We conjecture

that these three representations are all unitarily equivalent to each other.

The next paper in this series [52] will outline the construction of unitary operators

relating the three representations obtained in this way. For now one may note that this

amounts to the solution of the spectral problems for the operators H and D within

the representation above. We may anticipate, in particular that the unitary operator

diagonalising H , for example, can be represented in the form

Ψs(θ,m) =

∫

S1

dθ
∑

m′∈Z

Fµ

(
θ θ′

m m′

)
Ψt(θ

′, m′), (5.12)

with µ = (µ1, . . . , µ4), and Fµ
θ′,m′(θ,m) = Fµ

(
θ θ′

m m′

)
being an eigenfunction of H with

eigenvalue h = v′ + 1/v′, where v′ = q
m′

2 eiθ
′

. Existence of this unitary operator implies

that H is normal, as Conjecture 1 predicts.

In a way that is analogous to the quantum Teichmüller theory, one may use the

unitary operators representing the changes of pants decomposition in order to define a

representation of the braid group of C0,4, and an analog of a modular functor.

5.1.5 Spherical vector

A central role is played in this representation by the spherical vector |1〉 ∈ HW satisfying

Wa |1〉 = W †
a |1〉, ∀ a ∈ Skq(C0,4, SL(2)). (5.13)
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We will represent |1〉 by wave-functions fm(θ) = 〈θ,m|1〉. We claim that the unique

solution to these conditions is of the form

fm(θ) = δm,0φ0(θ), where φ0(θ) = ϕ0(e
iθ), (5.14)

with function ϕ0 defined in (5.9).

In order to verify that (5.14) solves (5.13) let us note, on the one hand,

Hfm(θ) = C−(q
−1v)δm−2,0φ0(θ − i~) + C0(v)δm,0φ0(θ) + δm+2,0C+(qv)φ0(θ + i~)

= δm−2,0C−(e
iθ)φ0(θ − i~) + δm,0C0(e

iθ) + δm+2,0C+(e
iθ)φ0(θ + i~),

using vfm(θ) = q
m
2 eiθfm(θ). We have, on the other hand,

H† = C+(q
−1v̄) ū2 + C0(v̄) + C−(qv̄) ū

−2,

Using C±(e
−iθ) = C±(e

iθ) this implies

H†fm(θ) = δm+2,0C−(e
iθ)φ0(θ − i~) + δm,0C0(e

iθ) + δm−2,0C+(e
iθ)Φ0(θ + i~).

Equation (5.13) is therefore equivalent to

C−(e
iθ)φ0(θ − i~) = C+(e

iθ)φ0(θ + i~). (5.15)

Representing φ0(θ) as φ0(θ) = ϕ0(e
iθ), and using the explicit expressions for C±(v)

given above, we find the following difference equation for ϕ0:

ϕ0(q
2v)

ϕ0(v)
= C−(qv) =

∏
s,s′=±(1 + qvms

1m
s′

2 )(1 + qvms
3m

s′

4 )

(1− q4v2)(1− q2v2)2(1− v2)
. (5.16)

It remains to notice that equation (5.16) is solved by (5.14).

The spherical vector is indeed contained in H(C0,4), as follows from R|1〉 = |1〉, and
the finiteness of the norm

‖Φ0‖2= i

∫

S1

dv

v
(v − v−1)2

(q2v2; q2)2∞(q2v−2; q2)2∞∏
s,s1,s2=±

(−qvsms1
1 m

s2
2 ; q2)∞(−qvsms1

3 m
s2
4 ; q2)∞

. (5.17)

We claim that the vector |1〉 is in the domain of all Wa ∈ Skq(C0,4, SL(2)). This

can be verified for W , H , and D noting that the measure defined by the functions φ0

cancels potentially non-integrable factors in Ci, i = −, 0,+. We conjecture that this

holds in general. A somewhat non-trivial claim is formulated as the following

Conjecture: The vectors Wa|1〉, a ∈ Skq(C0,4, SL(2)), span a dense subspace in H(C0,4).

This conjecture is not at all obvious at this stage. Our next paper will introduce

techniques for addressing this issue.
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5.2 Relation to the Schur quantisation

There is a considerable freedom in the choice of representation of the skein algebra

introduced above. Similarity transformations can be used to modify the representation

by finite difference operators. This can be useful to reveal certain properties of the

representation. We will here consider the example which facilitates the comparison

with the Schur quantisation.

We shall consider the similarity transformation W ′
a = S−1 ·Wa · S, with

S = (vv̄)−
1
2~

log(m2m3)
(v2; q2)∞
(q2v̄2; q2)∞

∏

s=±

(−qm−1
2 ms

1 v̄; q
2)∞(−qm−1

3 ms
4 v̄; q

2)∞
(−qm2m

s
1 v; q

2)∞(−qm3m
s
4 v; q

2)∞
. (5.18)

It is not hard to verify that the generators W ′, H ′, D′, and W̃ ′, H̃ ′, D̃′ defined in this

way are represented by finite difference operators having a similar form as in (5.4), but

with modified coefficient functions. Note, in particular that

1

(v2; q2)∞
· u2 · (v2; q2)∞ = u · (q2v2; q2)∞

(q−2v2; q2)∞
· u = u · 1

(1− q−2v2)(1− v2)
· u ,

(v̄2; q2)∞ · ū2 · 1

(q2v̄2; q2)∞
= ū · (q

4v̄2; q2)∞
(v̄2; q2)∞

· ū = ū · 1

(1− v̄2)(1− q2v̄2)
· ū .

For H ′ and H̃ ′ one thereby finds the expressions

H ′ = D+(v) u
2 + C0(v) +D−(v) u

−2, (5.19a)

H̃ ′ = D̄+(v̄) ū
2 + C0(v̄) + D̄−(v̄) ū

−2, (5.19b)

using the functions D± and D̄± defined as

D+(v) =

∏
s=±(1 + qms

1m2 v)(1 + qm3m
s
4 v)

m2m3(1− q2v2)(1− v2)
= D−(v

−1),

D̄+(v̄) =

∏
s=±(1 + q−1ms

1m
−1
2 v̄)(1 + q−1m−1

3 ms
4 v̄)

m−1
2 m−1

3 (1− q−2v̄2)(1− v̄2)
= D̄−(v̄

−1).

(5.19c)

It had been argued in [4, 6] that the difference operators appearing in the integral

formulae for Schur indices of line operators should coincide with the operators rep-

resenting the insertion of the same line operators in four-ellipsoid partition functions

[30]. The latter are known to to be related to the difference operators representing the

action of Verlinde line operators on Virasoro conformal blocks [27, 28].

In order to compare the Hilbert space realisations of Dq(C) coming from Schur

quantisation and complex CS-theory, one may first compare the explicit formula (5.17)
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for the norm of |1〉 with the Schur index. This coincides with the UV formula for the

Schur-index in the Nf = 4-theory as given in [14].

It has been shown in [95] that the K-theoretic Coulomb branches of theories of class

S coincide with the skein algebra Skq(C0,4, SL(2)). This has been verified in [95] by

comparing the representation of Skq(C0,4, SL(2)) generated by the difference operators

W ′, H ′, D′ introduced above with the relevant special case of the more general formulae

for the generators of the K-theoretic Coulomb branches obtained in [35].

6 Schur quantization of complex Chern-Simons theory

The main topic of this section is Chern-Simons theory with complex (say simply-laced

in this paper) gauge group GC and imaginary level κ = is, with action [53]:

is

2
SCS(A)− is

2
SCS(Ā) . (6.1)

Here A is a GC connection and SCS the standard Chern-Simons action.40 The choice

of imaginary level means that we use as the symplectic form the imaginary part of the

natural complex symplectic form on M(G,C). As described in the introduction, we

aim to describe this theory via Schur quantization of theories of class S at q = e−πs−1
.

The classical equations of motion of Chern-Simons theory require the complex

connection A to be flat. If space is a compact two-dimensional surface C, the theory

has a finite-dimensional phase space: the moduli space M(C,G) of flat GC connections

on C, equipped with a symplectic form proportional to

i

∫

C

[
δA ∧ δA− δĀ ∧ δĀ

]
(6.2)

The classical phase space carries several structures reflecting the topological nature of

the theory and which we would like to persist in the quantum theory:

• The solutions of the equations of motions on a three-dimensional space-time M3

with boundary C give a Lagrangian submanifold L(M3, G) consisting of flat GC

connections on C which extend to M3.

• The special case of M3 being a mapping cylinder gives a representation of the

mapping class group of C as Lagrangian correspondences.

40One can consider more general levels (k + is)/2 and (k − is)/2 for integer k. Some of the con-

structions in this paper can be extended to that case. See e.g. [109].
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• Wilson lines for A computed at fixed time along a path ℓ on C give classical

observables

WR,ℓ ≡ TrR Pexp

∮

ℓ

A (6.3)

labelled by ℓ and a finite-dimensional representation R of G. These are holomor-

phic functions on M(C,G). Other holomorphic functions Wa can be realized as

“skeins” a of Wilson lines on C joined by intertwining tensors. The product and

Poisson brackets on the phase space are local on C and closes within this class of

functions. If we invert the direction of the path ℓ, we dualize the representation:

WR,ℓ =WR∨,ℓ−1.

• Wilson lines for Ā give a second collection of classical observables

W̃R,ℓ ≡ TrR Pexp

∮

ℓ

Ā (6.4)

These are anti-holomorphic functions on M(C,G). We use conventions where

WR,ℓ = W̃R,ℓ−1 . Other anti-holomorphic functions W̃a can be realized as skeins a.

We have Wρ(a) = W̃a for an appropriately defined dual skein ρ(a). In these con-

ventions, W̃a = Wa if the connection is unitary. The Poisson bracket closes within

this class of functions, which Poisson-commute with the holomorphic functions.

All of this data only depends on the topology of the (sub)manifolds involved.

The quantum theory should associate to C some Hilbert space Hs(C,G) which

quantizes M(C,G). This Hilbert space should carry compatible actions of:

• The mapping class group of C.

• The quantized algebra of holomorphic Wilson line networks in C×R, isomorphic

to the Skein algebra Skq(C,G). Here we defined q = e−
π
s and we will sometimes

employ the notation Hq(C,G) for the Hilbert space Hs(C,G). See [110] for a

modern discussion.

• The quantized algebra Skq−1(C,G) = Skq(C,G)
op of anti-holomorphic Wilson

lines in C × R, commuting with Skq(C,G). We should have W †
ρ(a) = W̃a, so that

the algebras are realized by normal operators. Here ρ is an automorphism of the

Skein algebra, extended anti-linearly over the complex numbers.

The quantization procedure should also produce a canonical collection of (possibly dis-

tributional) states |M3〉 in Hs(C,G) given by a path integral over three-manifolds with

boundary C, compatible with the above actions. More precisely, there is a combina-

torial way to build “Skein modules” Skq(M3, G) for Skq(C,G) which literally encode
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skeins Wm of Wilson lines inM3 and their relations to skeins in C. Quantization should

provide a state for every decoration of M3 by a skein, i.e. a module map

Skq(M3, G)× Skq(M3, G)
op → Hs(C,G) (6.5)

though the images |M3;m, m̃〉 could include distributional states.41

Schur quantization in class S precisely provide all of this data:

• The algebra Aq coincides with Skq(C,G) and thus the Hilbert space Hq carries

the desired actions of the Skein algebra.

• The space of couplings of T coincides with the space of complex structures of

C and thus Hq carries an unitary action of the mapping class group compatible

related to the natural permutation action on Skq(C,G).

• Boundary conditions B(M3, G) labelled by three-manifolds [60] give the desired

states |B(M3)〉 in Hq. Decorations by boundary line defects provide |M3;m, m̃〉
with the expected properties.

We will denote this theory as “complex Chern-Simons theory” or as “GC Chern-

Simons theory”. We should list other variants of Chern-Simons theory which may be

confused with this theory:

• Standard Chern-Simons theory with unitary gauge group Gc, the compact form of

GC. This TFT has a quantized level k and a phase spaceM(Gc, C) which consists

of unitary flat connections. Here we only encounter M(Gc, C) as a Lagrangian

sub-manifold of M(G,C) which we aim to quantize to a special state in the

Hilbert space.

• Chern-Simons theory with GR gauge group, with GR being some other real form of

GC and phase spaceM(GR, C). A full definition of this theory, possibly extending

the quantum Teichmüller theory [69, 111], is not quite available at this point. It

will not play a role in this paper.42

• Analytically continued Chern-Simons theory with gauge group G. This is not

actually a 3d theory: it describes general properties of path integrals with an

41In particular, there is no guarantee that the partition function on a three-manifold will be finite:

the TFT is not fully extended.
42The space M(GR, C) as a Lagrangian sub-manifold of M(G,C) and its connected components

have applications in (Lorentzian, positive curvature) 3d quantum gravity. The role of Mc(G,C) is

less clear.
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SCS(A) Chern-Simons action but no specified reality condition on A. It can be

formulated as a relative theory, living at the boundary of 4d Kapustin-Witten

theory [44]. Analytically continued Chern-Simons theory can be an ingredient

in the analysis of all the other Chern-Simons theories mentioned above, allowing

one to embed them in 4d KW theory.

The literature presents two very different quantization strategies [4, 53] for complex

Chern-Simons theory, which have important limitations and are difficult to compare

with each other. See [54] for a review of the problem. These strategies are akin to

the two sides of the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence: one describes the phase space

in terms of bundles equipped with holomorphic connections (“de Rham”) and the

other in terms of the associated representation of the fundamental group (“Betti”), in

some respects following the paradigm of quantum Teichmüller theory. As discussed

in the introduction, Schur quantization applied to theories of class S is a variant of

the second option which can bridge the gap between these two descriptions. Indeed,

Schur quantization provides an Hilbert space H equipped with the spherical cyclic

vector |1〉 ∈ H, which we identify as the quantization of the Lagrangian submanifold of

unitary flat connections Mc(G,C) ⊂ M(G,C). This vector acts as a Rosetta stone: it

allows us relate this quantization strategy to the previous two by identifying analogous

spherical vectors in the respective Hilbert spaces.

6.1 A topological boundary condition from unitary flat connections

We should briefly review the Chern-Simons interpretation of the state |1〉 as being

created by a topological boundary condition Bc. We define the boundary condition by

restricting both the connection A and the gauge transformations to lie in the maximal

compact subgroup Gc at the boundary. This is possible because the potential boundary

gauge anomaly restricted to the Gc subgroup is the difference between the holomorphic

and anti-holomorphic levels and thus vanishes.

At the level of the phase space, the boundary condition defines the Lagrangian sub-

manifold Mc of unitary (i.e. Gc) flat connections inside the moduli space of complex

flat connections. Semiclassically, the state associated to this submanifold can be repre-

sented by the intersection of Mc with the space of flat connections on a given bundle.

By Narasimhan-Seshadri and generalizations, the intersection exists and is essentially

unique if the bundle is stable. Locally, it can be described as the graph of a generating

function.

The intersection can be described in terms of local data as follows. Pick an unitary

flat connection a and solve locally az̄ = g−1∂̄g. The solutions associated to different

local frames are related by left action of the transition functions of the G-bundle asso-
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ciated to the connection. The combination ρ = gg† gives a map from the surface to the

GC/Gc homogeneous space, twisted by the transition functions on the left and their

hermitian conjugate on the right.

We find that ρ satisfies the GC/Gc WZW equations of motion

∂∂̄ρ = ∂ρρ−1∂̄ρ (6.6)

which imply conservation of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic currents

∂
(
ρ−1∂̄ρ

)
= 0

∂̄
(
∂ρρ−1

)
= 0 (6.7)

Conversely, given a bundle we can solve for such a ρ and then the current ∂ρρ−1 gives

a holomorphic connection with unitary monodromy.

The GC/Gc WZW action SWZW, which is just the action for a sigma model with

target GC/Gc, evaluated on a solution of the equations of motion as a function of the

choice of bundle, gives the generating function for the space of unitary flat connections.

Indeed, essentially by definition,

δ

δAz̄

SWZW = Jz[ρ] = −i s
8π

Az[ρ]
δ

δĀz

SWZW = Jz̄[ρ] = −i s
8π

Āz̄ (6.8)

It is easy to argue that these statements will persist quantum-mechanically: the

partition function ZWZW for a GC/Gc WZW sigma model at imaginary level coincides

with the wave-function which quantized Mc.
43

The argument is simple: the wavefunction can be computed from a slab geometry,

with Bc at one end and Dirichlet boundary conditions at the other end. The computa-

tion will not depend on the thickness of the slab, as the 3d theory is topological. When

the slab is very thin, the 3d Chern-Simons theory reduces precisely to the 2d WZW

model with target G/GC and level is/2. A similar argument can be used to study the

pairing of Bc to oper boundary conditions, leading to the partition function of the 2d

Toda CFT.

We expect the state |1〉 created by Bc to be normalizable, as Mc is compact.

In terms of the WZW model, this means that the integral of |ZWZW|2 over Bun(C,G)

should converge. The WZW partition function is expected to be singular at the “wobbly

locus” of Bun(C,G), so this statement is rather non-trivial.

The Bc boundary conditions support topological Wilson lines WR,ℓ labelled by

finite-dimensional representations R of Gc. These coincide with the image of both

holomorphic and anti-holomorphic bulk lines associated to the same data. Skeins of

43For real level, this is a well-studied 2d CFT. We need to analytically continue these results.
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Wilson lines added to the boundary define a more general collection of states |a〉,
coinciding with Wa|1〉 = W̃a|1〉. These states also do not depend on the complex

structure on C. The mapping class group should act on them as it acts on the skeins

themselves. In the language of the WZWmodel, the states |a〉 should be given explicitly

by partition functions of the WZW theory decorated by skeins Wa of Verlinde lines.

Irregular singularities on C featured prominently in some of our examples and in

quantum group applications. They complicate the semi-classical interpretation of the

state |1〉. Indeed, ρ2 acts on the Stokes data of irregular singularities by rotating the

Stokes lines by one full sector. In particular, it does not square to 1. The classical

equation Wρ(a) = W̃ ∗
a = W ∗

a implies the rather restrictive condition Wa = Wρ2(a) and

thus does not appear to describe a real Lagrangian manifold in the real phase space.

Instead, the condition Wa = W̃a describes some complexified Lagrangian manifold.

At first sight, there is some tension between this statement and the desired def-

inition of |1〉 as being created by the Bc boundary condition. The tension is only

”local” in C, though: the condition Wa = W̃a is compatible with the monodromy data

away from irregular singularities being unitary. Only the Stokes data at the irregular

singularity is affected by ρ2. Irregular singularities on C can be thought of as some

intricate disorder line defect in the 3d Chern-Simons theory. The state |1〉 prescribes
some specific behaviour at the point where the disorder line meets the Bc boundary. It

would be interesting to understand this point better.

It is natural to wonder if alternative options could be available. In the specific

case where Aq is Uq(sl2), we saw that the Schur correlation functions define a positive-

definite inner product associated to a specific ρ, but other options are available (and

previously studied) which employ a different choice ρ′ and may be associated to Schur

indices modified by surface defects. Such alternative options could be used at any rank

1 irregular singularity, just by employing the same surface defect for SQED2. It seems

plausible that a range of alternative options would be independently available at each

irregular puncture. We leave this point to future work.

6.2 GL(1) on T 2

As a final toy model, consider a GL(1) Chern-Simons theory compactified on an elliptic

curve Eτ . We can gauge-fix the flat connection to be constant,

Az̄ =
2πia

τ − τ̄
(6.9)

The normalization is chosen so that a gauge transformation by

e2πi(δz̄+δ̄z) (6.10)
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with

δ =
nτ +m

τ − τ̄
(6.11)

shifts

a→ a+ nτ +m (6.12)

and identifies Bun with the elliptic curve Eτ .

If we denoteAz = p, the momentum conjugate to a, then the gauge transformations

also shift

p→ p− 2πi
nτ̄ +m

τ − τ̄
(6.13)

so the phase space is a twisted cotangent bundle of Eτ and the Hilbert space will

be given by L2 normalizable sections of a bundle on Eτ . When we quantize p =

−is−1∂a, the gauge transformations will have to be accompanied by multiplication of

the wavefunctions by

cn,m exp

[
2πs

nτ̄ +m

τ − τ̄
a + 2πs

nτ +m

τ − τ̄
ā

]
(6.14)

for some constant cn,m.

A prototypical wave-function is the Gaussian

|1〉 = exp 2πs
|a|2
τ − τ̄

(6.15)

so that cn,m = exp 2πs |nτ+m|2

τ−τ̄
.

The notation anticipates that this wavefunction has a nice behaviour under the

action of the quantum holonomies:

u = exp

[
−is−1∂a +

2πia

τ − τ̄

]
v = exp

[
−is−1τ∂a +

2πiaτ̄

τ − τ̄

]
(6.16)

Indeed, the quantum holonomies act with norm 1

u|1〉 = exp

[
2πi(a− ā)

τ − τ̄
+ s−1 π

τ − τ̄

]
|1〉 = (u†)−1|1〉

v|1〉 = exp

[
2πi(aτ̄ − āτ)

τ − τ̄
+ s−1 π|τ |2

τ − τ̄

]
|1〉 = (v†)−1|1〉 (6.17)

If we define more general quantum holonomies

xm,n = exp

[
−is−1(nτ +m)∂a +

2πia(nτ̄ +m)

τ − τ̄

]
(6.18)
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then we can produce a dense basis of states

xm,n|1〉 = exp

[
2πs

|a− is−1(nτ +m))|2
τ − τ̄

− s−1π|nτ̄ +m|2
τ − τ̄

]
(6.19)

which identify the Hilbert space with L2(Z2), the natural quantization of the space

C∗ × C∗ of holonomies.

Up to a τ -dependent pre-factor, the wavefunction |1〉 we proposed precisely matches

the analytically continuation to imaginary κ of the partition function of a non-compact

free boson of level κ, which is a WZW model with target GL(1,C)/U(1) = R. By

construction, it satisfies the KZ equations.

The trace associates to the state |1〉 is Trxm,n = δn,0δm,0.

6.3 Outlook: A new quantization of complex Chern-Simons theory

Developing the quantisation of complex Chern-Simons theory more deeply and in larger

generality will require more powerful instruments. In previously studied cases of quan-

tum Chern-Simons theory there were two main instruments which have turned out to

be very useful, one being quantum group theory, the other being cluster algebra tech-

nology. Quantum groups can in particular represent a residual gauge symmetry in the

quantisation of Chern-Simons theory, allowing one to construct quantum Chern-Simons

theory from quantum group representation theory.

The existence of different quantum deformations of SL(2,C) suggests that there

may exist quantisations of complex Chern-Simons theory which differ from the one

previously constructed in [50]. To close this section we’d like to explain why we expect

that the quantum Lorentz group from Schur quantisation is particularly well-suited

for developing a new quantization of complex Chern-Simons theory. Roughly, it seems

particularly well-suited for the use of a powerful blend of cluster algebra and quantum

group theory, generalising the paradigm provided by quantum Teichmüller theory.

It has been observed in [79] that the co-product of Uq(sl2) is related to the quantum

cluster algebra associated to the marked twice punctured disk in the context of quan-

tum Teichmüller theory. It follows that the braiding in quantum Teichmüller theory is

naturally related to the R-matrix of the modular double of Uq(sl2) constructed in [112].

These observations have been generalised to higher Teichmüller theory in [113, 114].

The relation to quantum Teichmüller theory helps to compute the Clebsch-Gordan

decomposition of tensor products of modular double representations [80]. These con-

nections represent key ingredients in the passage from the cluster algebra structures

originally defining quantum Teichmüller theory to the modular functor structure asso-

ciated to pants decompositions [81].
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In the forthcoming companion paper we will study relations between cluster al-

gebras and Schur quantisation. It will turn out that the quantum group from Schur

quantisation defined here has a natural relation to cluster algebras which generalises

the relations known from quantum Teichmüller theory. This should be a key ingredient

for a new quantisation of complex Chern-Simons theory which has a natural relation

to Schur quantisation, as predicted by the dualities discussed in the introduction.

7 Real quantization

In this Section we discuss some evidence for the existence of a real version of Schur

quantization: an Hilbert space HR
q equipped with an unitary action of a ∗-algebra AR

q

obtained by equipping Aq with a star structure

a∗ = τ(a) . (7.1)

The Hilbert space will be defined as the L2 closure of an auxiliary Aq module Mq

equipped with a certain inner product. We will be schematic and leave many details

to future work.

As a quick motivation, consider the standard notion of unitary representations

of real forms gR of Lie algebras. Such representation can be thought of as unitary

representations H of a ∗-algebra U(gR) defined by equipping U(g) with a ∗-structure
τ , an automorphism of the Lie algebra fixing gR. The Lie algebra gR has a maximal

compact sub-algebra which exponentiates to a compact Lie group K acting on the

representation H. Defining ρ as before as a reflection of the generators of g, the

compact sub-algebra is fixed by ρ ◦ τ . We can decompose both U(g) and H into finite-

dimensional irreps of K. It is easy to see that this gives a dense basis M in H which

behaves as a module for U(g), sometimes denotes as a (g, K)-module. Conversely,

H can be recovered as the L2 closure of M under an inner product. The notion of

K-invariant, e.g. spherical vectors in H is also important.

These structures are expected to arise naturally in sphere quantizations, though

a systematic analysis is still not available. The mathematical theory is rich. See e.g.

[115]. We expect real Schur quantization to provide analogous structures for ∗-algebras
Uq(gR) defined by a similar star structure τ on Uq(g).

7.1 A Chern-Simons motivation

An analogue real version of sphere quantization is reasonably well understood in the 3d

setup [22] and employs correlation functions on hemispheres. The choice of boundary

conditions for the hemisphere determines the structure of the module and of the inner
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product. The ∗ structure on the algebra and the positivity property of the inner product

are obtained as a generalization of certain properties [116] of for protected sphere two-

point functions for (2, 2) SCFTs [117, 118]. They are typically obscure, and identifying

a boundary condition which gives a given τ is challenging.

We are not aware of K-theoretic generalizations of [116] which could be relevant

in the current context. Indeed, we doubt they exits. As a result, the real Schur

quantization procedure we sketch below will only work for a certain class boundary

conditions, which at the moment we do not know how to characterize. Fortunately,

some considerations about complex Chern-Simons theory, KW theory and 2d CFT

lead to the definition of a bounty of boundary conditions suitable for the real Schur

quantization procedure, at least for theories of class S. Indeed, it may well be the case

that such constructions for Uq(gR) may shed light on the representation theory of both

quantum and classical Lie algebras, after a judicious 3d limit.

In complex CS theory, we can attempt quantization in a situation where the surface

CR has a boundary and/or is non-orientable. In order to do so (in a topological way),

we should specify a topological boundary condition at each boundary components of

CR. We have already encountered a natural set of options associated to real forms GR

of G, such that the complex connection restricts to a GR connection at the boundary.

We will employ these.

Sometimes, a boundary condition can be defined via a reflection trick. This is the

case here. We can describe CR as a quotient C/τ , where C is the orientation cover of

CR and τ is an anti-holomorphic involution of C. The boundaries of CR lift to the locus

of points in C fixed by the action of τ . As τ flips the orientation on C, we can keep the

complex CS action invariant if we define an action of τ which complex-conjugates the

connection. At a boundary component, the action of τ is such that the component of

the connection parallel to the boundary is τ -invariant if it lies in (the Lie algebra of)

GR.

Correspondingly, we have a lift of τ to an anti-holomorphic involution of the space

M(C) of complex flat connections on C. The τ -fixed locus M(CR) in M(C) gives a

real phase space for the system, which we aim to quantize. A point in M(CR) gives, in

particular, a complex flat connection on C. We thus have classical observables Wa and

W̃a labelled by a skein a in C. Restricted to MR, these observables satisfy a reality

condition we write as:

W̃a =W †
ρ(a) =Wτ(ρ(a)) . (7.2)

This complex CS setup has a lift to KW theory which modifies slightly a construc-
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tion from [45]. We can define a three-manifold

Uτ ≡ C × [−1, 1]

Z2
(7.3)

where Z2 acts as a combination of τ and a reflection of the segment. The resulting

manifold has a co-dimension 1 singular locus associated to boundaries of CR. In [45],

a prescription was given to smoothen the singular locus in a manner depending on the

choice of GR. Then the space of states of KW theory on Uτ gives a tentative definition

for the space of states of complex CS theory on CR.

Next, we can introduce the real analogue of the Bc boundary condition. Away

from boundaries of CR, we can restrict the connection to be unitary, i.e. be a Gc

connection. At the boundary, we need to further select some junction between the GR

boundary condition and the Gc boundary condition. Both boundary conditions can be

implemented in KW theory by a reflection trick [46]. We thus quotient C × [−1, 1]×R

by the above Z2 and a Z2 reflecting both factors in [−1, 1]× R.

The resulting geometry is a bit complicated. The two reflections combine in partic-

ular to a Z2 quotient of the boundary C ×R factors by a simultaneous reflection. This

can be smoothened to a manifold Vτ akin to Uτ , but with a semi-infinite cylindrical

region. As a consequence, we can create states |m;R〉 labelled by skeins m in the Skein

Module Mq associated to Vτ . These are our tentative dense collection of states for 3d

CS theory on CR, to be completed to an Hilbert space HR
q by computing somehow the

inner products

〈m,R|m′,R〉 . (7.4)

with an action of the Skein algebra Aq equipped with a ∗ structure by the action of τ

on skeins.

Next, we conjecture that the inner products can be computed by a careful de-

formation and a chain of dualities mapping them to Schur half-indices, aka a twisted

partition functions on HS3×S1. We will not attempt to prove this fact. In the bulk of

HS3 we place the class S theory associated to C and at the boundary of HS3 we place

the boundary condition defined by Vτ according to the 3d-3d correspondence [4, 60].

As a check, the boundary lines give indeed elements of Mq with the correct action of

the Skein algebra Aq and we can thus write a meaningful equality

〈m,R|m′,R〉 = IIm,m′(q) (7.5)

which can be further decorated by Skein algebra elements/bulk line defects:

〈m,R|Wa|m′,R〉 = IIm,am′(q) (7.6)
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This identification implies positivity properties for half-indices of boundary conditions

which arise from Vτ .

We should elaborate on the conjectural algebraic structures which appear in this

construction. Suppose that we are given a (left) module Mq of Aq and we are looking

for a positive-definite inner product on Mq compatible with a ∗-structure W †
a =Wτ(a).

The map τ is an algebra morphism Aq → Aop
q . It maps Mq to a right module τ(Mq).

The inner product gives, in particular, a pairing (•, •) between τ(Mq) and Mq, i.e. a

linear functional on the tensor product τ(Mq)⊗Aq
Mq.

In general, given Aq and Mq, one can find a finite-dimensional space of such linear

functionals, which may or not include a cone of positive-definite ones. Again, it would

be nice to find a way to characterize the functional provided by the Schur half-indices

counting local operators between boundary lines.

A key property of the Schur half-indices, of course, is that they will only depend

on the theory and boundary condition and not on the specific duality frame used to

describe either of them.

7.2 Example: free boundary conditions in pure U(1) gauge theory

Consider the case of the quantum torus. Up to SL(2,Z) re-definitions, there are two

natural choices for τ :

• The choice τ : (u, v) → (u, v−1) classically fixes the locus u† = u, |v|2 = 1. This

locus has two components: u can be positive or negative. The locus fixed by

ρ ◦ τ is u = ±1. The corresponding unitary representations have unitary v and

self-adjoint u.

• The choice τ : (u, v) → (v, u) classically fixes the locus u = v†. The locus fixed

by ρ ◦ τ is uv = 1. The corresponding unitary representations have u, v adjoint

to each other. In particular, they are not normal operators. Instead, uv is self-

adjoint and quv−1 is unitary.

A prototypical representation of the first type involves the Hilbert space L2(Z) ≃
L2(S1). In the first description, v is a translation operator in Z and u is a multiplication

operator q2n. In particular, the state |1,R〉 supported at the origin is a reasonable

quantization of the u = 1 locus and generates a basis |vn,R〉 of the whole Hilbert

space under the action of v. The images define a simple module for the quantum torus

algebra, consisting of powers of v.

Expectation values

〈1;R|q−abuavb|1;R〉 = δb,0 (7.7)
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can be identified, up to a (q2)∞ normalization factor, with half-indices for Neumann

boundary conditions in the 4d pure U(1) gauge theory. The vn module elements repre-

sent K-theory classes of boundary Wilson lines. Dirichlet boundary conditions would

exchange the role of u and v. 44

A prototypical representation of the second type also involves the Hilbert space

L2(Z) ≃ L2(S1). We can define the action of u and v as a combination of the transla-

tions in either direction along Z and multiplication by qn. Again, the |1,R〉 supported
at the origin is a reasonable quantization of the uv = 1 locus and generates a basis

of the whole Hilbert space. In the 4d gauge theory description, the relevant boundary

condition is a Neumann boundary condition equipped with one unit of Chern-Simons

coupling.

If we identify C
∗×C

∗ with the moduli space of C∗ flat connections on T 2, we could

attempt to match the above involutions with geometric involutions of the T 2. Denote

as σ1, σ2 the two angular coordinates on T 2. A reflection σ2 → −σ2, σ1 → σ1 has fixed

loci σ2 = 0 and σ2 = π and the quotient of T 2 gives an annulus. A reflection σ1 → σ2
gives the Moëbius strip and σ2 → −σ2, σ1 → σ1 + π is a Klein bottle.

It is pretty clear that the annulus and Klein bottle will give involutions of the first

type and the Moëbius strip of the second type. We leave a detailed identification of

different quantizations and choices of real forms at boundaries to future work.

7.3 Some comments on representations of the Uq(sl2) quantum group

Already for the case of Abelian gauge theories, there is a large collection of boundary

conditions which are compatible with some involution τ and may give non-trivial rep-

resentations of Aq with the corresponding Hermiticity properties. For SQED2, we can

correspondingly engineer a variety of unitary representations of Uq(sl2). For the case of

SQED1 we similarly expect q-deformed versions of representations of the Weyl algebra.

In particular we expect q-deformations of several unitary representations of U(sl2) en-

countered in (hemi)sphere quantization: principal series representations, discrete series

and finite-dimensional representations.

One may note, on the other hand, that the ∗-algebra structures on Uq(sl2) have

been classified in [104]. For real q one only finds quantum deformations of SU(2) and

SU(1, 1). It would be interesting to clarify if these representations can recovered within

Schur quantisation. We leave details to future work.

44An alternative realization would employ the same Hilbert space, but u acting as −q2n. At the

level of 4d gauge theory, the difference between these two choices is a bit subtle. Essentially, it has to

do with a choice of fermion parity for the local operator representing the endpoint of a bulk ’t Hooft

line at the Neumann boundary.
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7.4 Some comments about 2d CFT constructions.

For a real analogue of a 2d CFT analysis, we can approximate M(CR) as the twisted

cotangent bundle of a space of “real bundles” BunR. A real bundle should be understood

as the data necessary to define a 2d CFT with Kac-Moody symmetry on a Riemann

surface C with boundaries or cross-caps. The GR data at boundaries controls the gluing

condition for chiral and anti-chiral currents. We get a candidate Hilbert space HR as a

space of L2-normalizable twisted half-densities on BunR. The geometry of the problem

may allow a greater choice of twists than in the complex case. We will not attempt to

characterize them here.

Holomorphic quantization depends on a choice of complex structure on C via the

KZ equations. With some work, it should be possible to extend the definition of

Verlinde lines to include the quantum analogues of the classical observables defined

above, satisfying again W †
a = Wτ(a) for bulk observables.

From the 2d perspective, it is natural to consider the definition of a GC/Gc WZW

model on C. This will require a choice of boundary conditions and cross-cap states

for the WZW model, which in turn may allow for a variety of extra parameters in the

construction. We will not attempt to characterize them here. Up to this hidden data,

the partition function should define a state |1;R〉 ∈ HR. We can produce further states

by acting with quantum observables, defining the image in HR of some module Mq for

Aq which, in a sense, quantizes L.
We expect this to provide a dictionary between real Schur and 2d CFT construc-

tions.
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A Some U(N) examples

A.1 Pure U(N) gauge theory

We now discuss briefly the gauge theory with U(N) gauge group and no matter fields

in order to illustrate the general combinatorics of the Schur correlation functions and

the isometry to an auxiliary Hilbert space. Furthermore, the description of U(2) gauge

theory is helpful in setting up conventions for an SU(2) gauge group, which is our next

example.

The Schur index becomes

Iq =
1

N !

∮

|ζ|=1

∏

i

(q2)2∞dζi
2πıζi

∏

i 6=j

(1− ζiζ
−1
j )(q2ζiζ

−1
j ; q2)2∞ (A.1)

We will not attempt to describe the full algebra Aq. Recall that its generators are

expected to be classes [Lλm,λe
] of ’t Hooft-Wilson loops, with labels defined up to the

action of the Weyl group. Here λm and λe are vectors in ZN , with an SN Weyl group

action.

There is an useful notion of “minuscule” magnetic charge, λm = (1, · · · , 1, 0 · · · , 0)
up to an overall shift by the diagonal magnetic charge (1, · · · , 1). The ’t Hooft operators
of “minuscule” charge do not suffer from bubbling and thus the corresponding difference

operators are readily written. They can be dressed by generic electric charges. The

residual Sk × SN−k action, where k is the number of “1” entries, reduces the electric

charge to a choice of an U(k)× U(N − k) weight.

We will present the difference operators in a form adapted to an isometry to

L2((S1 × Z)N)SN with spherical vector image

IIB(ζ) = δB,0(q
2)N∞

∏

i 6=j

(q2ζiζ
−1
j ; q2)∞ (A.2)

We define N copies (ui, vi) and (ũi, ṽi) of the standard set of multiplication and shift

operators.

In order to avoid some square roots of phases in the formulae below, we will use a

slightly modified magnetic Vandermonde measure

∆B(ζ) =
∏

j<i

(vi − vj)(ṽ
−1
i − ṽ−1

j ) (A.3)

which differs from the standard one by a factor of q(N−1)
∑

i Bi .45

45The price of this modification is some factors of qN−1 which may have to be added to our expres-

sions of ’t Hooft line insertions below to match the correct answer for half-BPS line defects.
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An important ingredient in the presentation of ’t Hooft operators of minimal charge

are the combinations

u+,i ≡
qN−1

∏j 6=i
j (1− vjv

−1
i )

ui

u−,i ≡
1

∏j 6=i
j (viv

−1
j − 1)

u−1
i

ũ+,i ≡
qN−1

∏j 6=i
j (1− ṽiṽ

−1
j )

ũi

ũ−,i ≡
1

∏j 6=i
j (ṽj ṽ

−1
i − 1)

ũ−1
i (A.4)

The difference operators are SN -invariant combinations of these and vi.

We choose the relative normalization so that

u±,iIIB(ζ) = ũ±,iIIB(ζ) . (A.5)

. and we have formal adjoint relations (with respect to the above Vandermonde mea-

sure)

ρ(u−,i) =

j 6=i∏

j

(q−1vjv
−1
i )u+,i

ρ(u+,i) = u−,i

j 6=i∏

j

(qviv
−1
j ) (A.6)

and the expected Witten effect:

ρ2(u−,i) =

j 6=i∏

j

(viv
−1
j )u−,i

j 6=i∏

j

(viv
−1
j )

ρ2(u+,i) =

j 6=i∏

j

(vjv
−1
i )u+,i

j 6=i∏

j

(vjv
−1
i ) (A.7)

Wilson lines are realized by characters χR(v) of U(N).

The ’t Hooft operators of minimal charge are simply the Weyl-invariant sums

H1 ≡
∑

i

u+,i H−1 ≡
∑

i

u−,i (A.8)
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They can be dressed by Wilson lines for U(1)×U(N −1) in a natural way by inserting

appropriate characters in the sum. E.g. we can define

H1,n ≡
∑

i

qnvni u+,i H−1,n ≡
∑

i

q−nvni u−,i (A.9)

by inserting U(1) characters evaluated on vi. Characters for U(N−1) will be evaluated

on vj for j 6= i.

A product of the form wRH1 thus gives a sum of minimal ’t Hooft operators dressed

by the U(1)×U(N−1) representations contained in R, with extra powers of q controlled

by the U(1) charge.

The ’t Hooft operators of higher minuscule charge k are sums of
(
N
k

)
higher shift

operators

u+,I ≡
qk(N−k)

∏
j /∈I

∏
i∈I(1− vjv

−1
i )

ui (A.10)

where I is a subset of size k in 1, · · · , N . They can be dressed by Wilson lines for

U(k)× U(N − k) in a natural way.

The full algebra of observables can be recovered from Wilson lines and ’t Hooft

lines. E.g.

[H1, w1] = [H1,
∑

i

vi] = (q− q−1)H1,1 (A.11)

etcetera.

As a richer example of the relations which appear in Aq, note

u+,iu+,j =
q2

(1− q2viv
−1
j )(1− vjv

−1
i )

u+,i,j (A.12)

and consider

H1,n1H1,n2 =
∑

i

qn1+3n2vn1+n2
i u2+,i +

∑

i 6=j

qn1+n2+2vn1+1
i vn2+1

j

(vj − q2vi)(vi − vj)
u+,i,j (A.13)

and then

qn1−n2H1,n1H1,n2 − q−n1−n2H1,0H1,n1+n2 =
∑

i 6=j

vn1
j − q2n1vn1

i

vj − q2vi

q2viv
n2+1
j

vj − vi
u+,i,j =

=
∑

i<j

[
vn1
j − q2n1vn1

i

vj − q2vi
vn2
j − vn1

i − q2n1vn1
j

vi − q2vj
vn2
i

]
q2vivj
vj − vi

u+,i,j (A.14)
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The coefficient of u+,i,j is a symmetric polynomial in vi and vj, corresponding to some

U(2) Wilson line dressing for a ’t Hooft operators of minuscule charge 2. E.g.

q2H1,1H1,−1 −H2
1,0 =

∑

i<j

q2u+,i,j ≡ q2H2 (A.15)

Another important relation is

H1,0H1,1 = q2H1,1H1,0 (A.16)

which is a first step towards building a cluster structure on the K-theoretic Coulomb

branch [97].

The “bare” ’t Hooft operators coincide with the Hamiltonians for the open rela-

tivistic quantum Toda chain and in particular commute with each other. This is not

completely obvious from the explicit formulae:

[H1, H2] =
∑

i

∑

j<k

[u+,i, u+,jk] =
∑

j<k

i 6=j,i 6=k∑

i

q3

(1− q2viv
−1
j )(1− vjv

−1
i )(1− q2viv

−1
k )(1− vkv

−1
i )

u+,ijk+

− q3

(1− viv
−1
j )(1− q2vjv

−1
i )(1− viv

−1
k )(1− q2vkv

−1
i )

u+,ijk

(A.17)

vanishes only after symmetrization of i, j, k. On the other hand

q2H1,1H2 = H2H1,1 (A.18)

gives another piece of the cluster structure. The cluster structure is closely related to

the IR perspective on Schur quantization discussed in the companion paper [52]. It will

be used to predict the spectrum of the Toda Hamiltonians in this complex quantization

scheme.

A.2 The N = 2∗ U(N) gauge theory

We now discuss very briefly the gauge theory with U(N) gauge group and adjoint

matter fields, the simplest conformal example. The Schur index becomes

Iq =
1

N !

∮

|ζ|=1

∏

i

(q2)2∞dζi
2πı(−qµ; q2)∞(−qµ−1; q2)∞ζi

∏

i 6=j

(1− ζiζ
−1
j )(q2ζiζ

−1
j ; q2)2∞

(−qµζiζ
−1
j ; q2)∞(−qµ−1ζiζ

−1
j ; q2)∞

(A.19)
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A.2.1 Abelianization ingredients

The ’t Hooft operators of “minuscule” charge do not suffer from bubbling. We will

present them in a form adapted to an isometry to L2((S1 × Z)N)SN with spherical

vector image

IIB(ζ) = δB,0
(q2)N∞

(qµ; q2)N∞

∏

i 6=j

(q2ζiζ
−1
j ; q2)∞

(−qµζiζ
−1
j ; q2)∞

(A.20)

The presence of similar factors at numerator and denominator leads to neat simplifica-

tions of various formulae below.

Define N copies (ui, vi) and (ũi, ṽi) of the standard set of multiplication and shift

operators. An important ingredient in the presentation of ’t Hooft operators of minimal

charge are the combinations46

u+,i ≡
j 6=i∏

j

qvi + µvj
vi − vj

ui

u−,i ≡
j 6=i∏

j

µ−1vj + q−1vi
vj − vi

u−1
i

ũ+,i ≡
j 6=i∏

j

qṽj + µṽi
ṽj − ṽi

ũi

ũ−,i ≡
j 6=i∏

j

µ−1ṽi + q−1ṽj
ṽi − ṽj

ũ−1
i (A.21)

Taking adjoints with the magnetic Vandermonde measure47

∆B(ζ) =
∏

j<i

(vi − vj)(ṽ
−1
i − ṽ−1

j ) , (A.22)

we learn that

ρ(u−,i) = u+,i

ρ(u+,i) = u−,i (A.23)

46One may include some overall factors of µ± 1

2 in order to restore a µ → µ−1 symmetry in the

presentation of Aq generators below. Again, we made a choice here which minimizes square roots of

phases.
47Again we avoided some square roots at the price of a q(N−1)

∑
i
Bi factor, leading to some qN−1

factors below
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so that ρ2 = 1 as expected.

The following intertwining relations hold for the images of the spherical vector II

u±,iIIB(ζ) = ũ±iIIB(ζ) (A.24)

A.2.2 The algebra

We can now review the presentation of the K-theoretic Coulomb branch algebra. First

of all, Wilson lines are described by characters χR(v) for (finite-dimensional) U(N)

representations.

The ’t Hooft operators of minimal charge are simply

H1 ≡
∑

i

u+,i H−1 ≡
∑

i

u−,i (A.25)

They can be dressed by Wilson lines for U(1)× U(N − 1) in a natural way. E.g.

H1,n ≡
∑

i

q−nvni u+,i H−1,n ≡
∑

i

qnvni u−,i (A.26)

The ’t Hooft operators of higher minuscule charge k are sums of
(
N
k

)
higher shift

operators

u+,I ≡
∏

j /∈I

∏

i∈I

qvi − µvj
vi − vj

ui (A.27)

where I is a subset of size k in 1, · · · , N . They can be dressed by Wilson lines for

U(k)× U(N − k) in a natural way.

Again, “bare” ’t Hooft lines commute, via miraculous-looking simplifications of

the commutators. They coincide with the Hamiltonians for a trigonometric quantum

Ruijsenaars-Schneider model.

A.2.3 Comments on S-duality

This theory is endowed with S-duality, acting as SL(2,Z) on the magnetic and electric

labels of ’t Hooft-Wilson loops. E.g. the S transformation permutes H1 and the Wilson

line w1 in the fundamental representation. The Schur index and Schur quantization

are invariant under SL(2,Z), but this is far from obvious from the above presenta-

tion. An immediate consequence of S-duality is that the joint spectrum of the bare

minuscule ’t Hooft operators, which commute with each other, must coincide with that

of the minuscule Wilson lines, i.e. Wilson lines for antisymmetric powers of the fun-

damental representation. This result fully characterizes the spectrum of this complex

quantization of the trigonometric Ruijsenaars-Schneider model.
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One can produce a formally unitary integral kernel on the auxiliary Hilbert space

implementing S as superconformal index of a certain T [U(N)] theory. The construction

is actually best understood in a recursive way, in terms of S-dual interfaces between

U(N) and U(N − 1) gauge theories.

One interface simply reduce the gauge group from U(N) to U(N − 1) by a partial

Dirichlet boundary condition. Concretely, that means a U(N) Wilson line, say, brought

to the interface is decomposed into U(N − 1) ⊗ U(1) Wilson lines and the latter are

evaluated on a fixed value of the vN fugacity. The Schur index in the presence of the

interface takes the form of a pairing in Haux
q [N − 1] of a Dirichlet wavefunction for

U(N − 1) and the restriction of a Dirichlet wavefunction for U(N) in Haux
q [N ] to fixed

values of ζN and BN .

The S-dual interface couples both U(N) and U(N − 1) gauge fields to two sets of

“bifundamental” 3d free chiral fields. Concretely, the Schur index in the presence of

the interface takes the form of a pairing with a (distributional) kernel in Haux
q [N −1]×

Haux
q [N ] which is a product of 2N(N−1) complex quantum dilogarithms. Elementary ’t

Hooft operators for U(N) acting on the kernel can be traded for the a linear combination

of ’t Hooft operators for U(N − 1) which is analogous to the decomposition of Wilson

lines.

A convolution of N−1 such kernels fully diagonalized ’t Hooft operators. We leave

details of the construction to an enthusiastic reader, referring to [119] for a classical

version of the construction.

A.3 U(N) SQCD with Nf flavours.

This is our final general example. The Schur index becomes

Iq =
1

N !

∮

|ζ|=1

∏

i

(q2)2∞dζi
2πıζi

∏
i 6=j(1− ζiζ

−1
j )(q2ζiζ

−1
j ; q2)2∞∏

i

∏Nf

r=1(−qµrζi; q2)∞(−qµ−1
r ζ−1

i ; q2)∞
(A.28)

The ’t Hooft operators of “minuscule” charge do not suffer from bubbling. We will

present them in a form adapted to an isometry to L2((S1 × Z)N/SN) with spherical

vector image

IIB(ζ) = δB,0(q
2)N∞

∏
i 6=j(q

2ζiζ
−1
j ; q2)∞

∏
i

∏Nf

r=1(−qµrζi; q2)∞
(A.29)

Define N copies (ui, vi) and (ũi, ṽi) of the standard set of multiplication and shift

operators. An important ingredient in the presentation of ’t Hooft operators of minimal
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charge are the combinations

u+,i ≡
qN−1

∏j 6=i
j (1− vjv

−1
i )

ui

u−,i ≡
∏Nf

r=1(1 + q−1µrvi)∏j 6=i
j (viv

−1
j − 1)

u−1
i

ũ+,i ≡
qN−1

∏Nf

r=1(1 + q−1µrṽi)∏j 6=i
j (1− ṽiṽ

−1
j )

ũi

ũ−,i ≡
1

∏j 6=i
j (ṽj ṽ

−1
i − 1)

ũ−1
i (A.30)

Taking adjoints, we get

ρ(u−,i) =

j 6=i∏

j

(q−1vjv
−1
i )u+,i

ρ(u+,i) = u−,i

j 6=i∏

j

(qviv
−1
j )

Nf∏

r=1

(q−1µ−1
r v−1

i ) (A.31)

and thus the expected Witten effect:

ρ2(u−,i) =

j 6=i∏

j

(viv
−1
j )u−,i

j 6=i∏

j

(viv
−1
j )

Nf∏

r=1

(q−1µ−1
r v−1

i )

ρ2(u+,i) =

j 6=i∏

j

(vjv
−1
i )u+,i

j 6=i∏

j

(vjv
−1
i )

Nf∏

r=1

(q−1µrvi) (A.32)

controlled by the anomaly 2N −Nf .

Again, ’t Hooft operators of minuscule charge are built from the u±,i and analogous

u±,I .

For Nf = 2N , the theory is conformal and is endowed with a non-trivial S-duality

which re-arranges the U(1) and SU(N) parts of the ’t Hooft charges and maps Wilson

lines to dyonic lines of even magnetic charge.

B From U(2) to SU(2) ’t Hooft operators

First, we can illustrate the construction of pure U(2) ’t Hooft operators from SU(2)

and U(1) expressions. We introduce symbols v1 and v2, as well as u1,± and u2,± which
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multiplicatively shift v1 and v2 by q2, as for two copies of U(1) gauge theory. We should

think about ui,± as combinations of U(1) and SU(2) generators, so that

u1,+ = u
SU(2)
+ u

U(1)
+

u1,− = u
SU(2)
− u

U(1)
−

u2,+ = u
SU(2)
− u

U(1)
+

u2,− = u
SU(2)
+ u

U(1)
− (B.1)

and correspondingly v1 = vSU(2)v
1
2

U(1) and v2 = v−1
SU(2)v

1
2

U(1), so that vU(1) = v1v2.

Correspondingly, we have product rules such as

u1,+u1,− =
v1v2

(v1 − v2)(qv1 − q−1v2)

u1,+u2,+ =
v1v2

(v1 − v2)(qv1 − q−1v2)
(u

U(1)
+ )2

u1,+u2,− = u2,−u1,+ (B.2)

etcetera.

The elementary ’t Hooft operators in the SU(2) gauge theory can be promoted to

q
a
2 qbvbU(1)u

U(1)
+ vaSU(2)u

SU(2)
+ + q

a
2 qbvbU(1)u

U(1)
+ v−a

SU(2)u
SU(2)
−

q
a
2 q−bvbU(1)u

U(1)
− vaSU(2)u

SU(2)
+ + q

a
2q−bvbU(1)u

U(1)
− v−a

SU(2)u
SU(2)
− (B.3)

i.e.

H1,0;a,b = H0,1;b,a = qava1v
b
2u1,+ + qava2v

b
1u2,+

H−1,0;a,b = H0,−1;b,a = q−ava1v
b
2u1,− + q−ava2v

b
1u2,− (B.4)

Next, we can present the difference operators for U(2) with a single flavour. The

fundamental flavour modifies the product rules as

u1,+u1,− =
v1v2

(v1 − v2)(qv1 − q−1v2)
(1 + qv1)

u1,+u2,+ =
v1v2

(v1 − v2)(qv1 − q−1v2)
(u

U(1)
+ )2

u1,+u2,− = u2,−u1,+ (B.5)

etcetera. The expressions for the elementary ’t Hooft operators is unchanged:

H1,0;a,b = H0,1;b,a = qava1v
b
2u1,+ + qava2v

b
1u2,+

H−1,0;a,bH0,−1;b,a = q−ava1v
b
2u1,− + q−ava2v

b
1u2,− (B.6)
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We can now consider the product

H1,0;a,bH−1,0;c,d = (qava1v
b
2u1,+ + qava2v

b
1u2,+)(q

−cvc1v
d
2u1,− + q−cvc2v

d
1u2,−)

= qa−c+2dva+d
2 vb+c

1 u1,−u2,+ + qa+cva+c
1 vb+d

2 u1,+u1,−+

+ qa+cva+c
2 vb+d

1 u2,+u2,− + qa−c+2dva+d
1 vb+c

2 u1,+u2,−

= qa−c+2dva+d
2 vb+c

1 (u
SU(2)
− )2 + qa+cva+c

1 vb+d
2

v1v2
(v1 − v2)(qv1 − q−1v2)

(1 + qv1)+

+ qa+cva+c
2 vb+d

1

v1v2
(v1 − v2)(q−1v1 − qv2)

(1 + qv2) + qa−c+2dva+d
1 vb+c

2 (u
SU(2)
+ )2 (B.7)

In particular, we get

H1,0;a,bH−1,0;−a,−b = q2a−2bv2a−2b
SU(2)(u

SU(2)
+ )2 +

v1v2
(v1 − v2)(qv1 − q−1v2)

(1 + qv1)+

+
v1v2

(v1 − v2)(q−1v1 − qv2)
(1 + qv2) + q2a−2bv−2a+2b

SU(2) (u
SU(2)
− )2

= q2a−2bv2a−2b
SU(2)(u

SU(2)
+ )2 +

(q+ q−1 + v1 + v2)

(qvSU(2) − q−1v−1
SU(2))(q

−1vSU(2) − qv−1
SU(2))

+

+ q2a−2bv−2a+2b
SU(2) (u

SU(2)
− )2 (B.8)

and

H1,0;a,bH−1,0;−a,1−b = q2a−2b+2va−b+1
1 vb−a

2 (u
SU(2)
+ )2 + v2

v1v2
(v1 − v2)(qv1 − q−1v2)

(1 + qv1)+

+ v1
v1v2

(v1 − v2)(q−1v1 − qv2)
(1 + qv2) + q2a−2b+2va−b+1

2 vb−a
1 (u

SU(2)
− )2

= q2a−2b+2v2a−2b+1
SU(2) v

1
2

U(1)(u
SU(2)
+ )2 + q

((q+ q−1)v1v2 + v1 + v2)

(qvSU(2) − q−1v−1
SU(2))(q

−1vSU(2) − qv−1
SU(2))

+

+ q2a−2b+2v2b−2a−1
SU(2) v

1
2

U(1)(u
SU(2)
− )2

(B.9)
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