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Abstract

We utilize physics arguments, and the nonabelian/abelian correspondence, to relate the
Givental and Lee’s quantum K theory ring of Grassmannians to a twisted variant of the
quantum cohomology ring. Furthermore, the quantum K pairing is related to correlators
arising from supersymmetric localization. We state some mathematical conjectures, which
we illustrate in several examples.
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1 Introduction

Let X = V//G be a GIT quotient defined by a vector space V , and a reductive group
G. One of the recent tools to study Gromov-Witten theory of GIT quotients is the non-
abelian/abelian correspondence. Roughly, it states that the Gromov-Witten theory of the
‘nonabelian space’ V//G is related to that of the ‘abelian space’ V//T, where T is a maximal
torus in G. The classical version goes back to Ellingsrud and Strømme [1], and Martin [2],
and the quantum formulation is due to Bertram, Ciocan-Fontanine, and Kim [3, 4] and
Ciocan-Fontanine, Kim, and Sabbah [5]. In this paper we consider the GIT quotient X to
be the Grassmannian Gr(k;N). Continuing earlier work on quantum K theory of partial flag
manifolds [6,7], and motivated by the formalism of the nonabelian/abelian correspondence,
in this paper we investigate a relation between the quantum K theory ring of Gr(k;N),
defined by Givental and Lee [8,9], and a certain twisted version of the quantum cohomology
ring of Gr(k;N). Our aim is to shed light on the role played by the nonabelian/abelian
correspondence in relating the Frobenius structures - especially the pairings - of quantum
K theory and (twisted) quantum cohomology.

The nonabelian/abelian correspondence also appears naturally in physics, in the context
of supersymmetric gauge theories. Indeed, the semiclassical vacuum configuration in non-
abelian supersymmetric gauge theories suggests that the gauge group may be Higgsed to
a semi-product of its maximal torus and Weyl group [10–14], which we call the associated
abelian-like theories. Therefore, the nonabelian/abelian correspondence can be rephrased as
the physical statement that a nonabelian gauge theory and its associated abelian-like theory
share the same vacuum structure and BPS spectrum. For 2d N = (2, 2) nonabelian gauge
theory, a physical discussion is provided in [15]. The physical incarnation above suggests
that one may use various results in supersymmetric gauge theories [16–20] to explore new
conjectural connections in mathematics. We mention that Kapustin and Willet [21] have
found that a certain variant of the quantum K theory for the Grassmannian corresponds to
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the quantum cohomology of the same target, by observing that they are both isomorphisms
to the associated Verlinde algebra. However, it turns out that this variant of the quantum
K ring is not the same as that defined by Givental and Lee.

We now turn to more precise versions of our results. In this paper we propose a relation
between Givental-Lee’s quantum K theory and the quantum cohomology of Grassmannians.
Since quantum K theory and quantum cohomology can be understood as topological sectors
of, respectively, the 3d N = 2 Chern-Simons-matter theory on spacetime Σ × S1 and
the 2d N = (2, 2) gauge theory, we utilize the exact results of correlation functions of
supersymmetric gauge theories to prove the relation.

Our first result is that the correlators of the quantum K theory can be computed via
certain twisted correlation functions in a twisted quantum cohomology (tQH) ring:

〈O(x|t)〉QK =
〈
O
(
1− Lσ|1− Lm

)
⋆ (det(1− Lσ))−k

〉tQH

.

(We expect the insertion factor on the right-hand side to be det(1−Lσa)
k(g−1) for the higher

genus cases, where L is the perimeter of S1.) Here, the observable O(x|t) is a polynomial
in the variables x = (x1, . . . , xk), and the equivariant parameters t = (t1, . . . , tN) of the
natural (C×)N -action on Gr(k;N). The variables σ = (σa) are the Chern roots of S, the
tautological rank k subbundle on Gr(k;N), i.e., they satisfy xa = e−Lσa , with L = 2πR a
homogenization parameter.1 Similarly, the masses m = (mi) satisfy ti = e−Lmi . We refer to
(3.14) and (3.15) for precise definitions.

From the definition it follows that the twisted correlator is a certain (Jeffrey-Kirwan)
residue, obtained from supersymmetric localization (cf. (3.14) and (3.31) below), and imply-
ing it is a ‘top form’

∮
Gr(k;N)

O(x|t), which picks up the coefficient of the point in a certain

cohomological expansion into Schubert classes of a polynomial representative of O(x|t); see
(3.18) and (3.34) below. The proof of this uses the nonabelian/abelian correspondence in co-
homology, and the tQH correlator is conjecturally related to a twisted quantum cohomology
ring, discussed below.

However, it turns out that the tQH correlator may also be calculated via a holomorphic
Euler characteristic of a quantum K product, extended by linearity with respect to the
quantum parameter q3d. The precise statements are given in Conjectures 1 and 2 below,
and are accompanied by several worked out examples. In this context we have an equality

〈O(x|t)〉tQH = 〈O(x|t) ⋆ (detS)⋆k〉QK,

which in turn gives a new formula to calculate the QK pairing 〈·, ·〉 in the quantum K theory.
If a, b ∈ KT(Gr(k;N)), then

〈a, b〉 =

∮

Gr(k;N)

a ⋆ b

(detS)⋆k
=

1
(
(1− q3d) ·

∏N

i=1 ti

)k
∮

Gr(k;N)

a ⋆ b ⋆ det(Q)⋆k,

1We identify xa with e−2πRσa by taking the Chern character. We will see in section 2.3 that the (small)
quantum K theory can be constructed from the 3d N=2 Chern-Simons theory on spacetime Σ× S1, where
R is the radius of S1. The perimeter L := 2πR is often chosen to be equal to 1 in the math literature.
However, since it has the opposite degree as the one of σa, we keep this parameter explicitly such that xa

is a well-defined zero degree quantity.
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where Q is the quotient bundle on Gr(k;N). The relation detS ⋆ detQ = (1− q3d)
∏N

i=1 ti
in the quantum K theory ring QK

T
(Gr(k;n)) (see [22]) allowed us to remove the negative

power of the determinant in the denominator. A different formula for the quantum K pairing
〈a, b〉 has been found in [23]. See also [24–27] for the recent discussions via physics.

At the level of rings, we start with the K-theoretic version of the vacuum (or Bethe
Ansatz) equations, which are known from [22,28] that give the relations in the quantum K
ring:

σN
a = (−1)k−1q

(1− Lσa)
k

∏k

b=1(1− Lσb)
.

Compared to cohomology, their right hand side has a twisting factor which comes from con-
tributions from Chern-Simons terms, and which has no direct origin in the two-dimensional
gauge theory. To recover the effect of this factor in quantum cohomology, motivates us to
define a quotient ring of the ordinary equivariant quantum cohomology. More specifically,
the global symmetry of the Grassmannian Gr(k;N) is denoted by G(= SU(N)). Our new
observation is that there is an isomorphism of rings

QKG(Gr(k;N)) ≃ Q̃H
∗

G(Gr(k;N))

which transforms the equivariant parameters in a non-trivial, but explicit, way. See (3.6) in
the non-equivariant case; the equivariant case is given in (3.27). The ring on the right-hand
side is a quotient of the G-equivariant quantum cohomology ring QH∗

G(Gr(k;N)) by an
ideal generated by explicit polynomials; see sections 3.1 and 3.4. We also call this ring the
twisted quantum cohomology (tQH) ring. To build up the dictionary between the two rings,
we choose in QKG(Gr(k;N)) the classes corresponding to the G-equivariant ‘Grothendieck
bundles’ 2

2Although they are useful for finding the dictionary between the quantum K theory and the quantum
cohomology, their geometric meanings are still unclear at the moment. [22] defined by a symmetric variant
of the (double) Grothendieck polynomials:

G′

j(1− x, 1 − t) =
∑

j1+j2=j

(−1)j1ej1(1 − t)Gj2(1− x);

where ej1(1− t) ∈ KG(pt) are the elementary symmetric polynomials in 1− t1, . . . , 1− tN and Gj2(1− x)
are the Grothendieck polynomials in 1 − x1, . . . , 1 − xk. The more general polynomial G′

j(1 − x, 1 − t)
is a deformation of the factorial Grothendieck polynomial from [29], which is symmetric in both x and t

variables. On the cohomological side, denote by σ = (σa)
k
a=1 the Chern roots of the tautological bundle

and by m = (mi)
N
i=1 the (cohomological) equivariant parameters.

Then, our dictionary (see Section 3 for more details) connects

G′

j(1− x, 1− t) ↔ LjSj(σ|m), (1.1)

where the perimeter of S1 is denoted by L = 2πR, and Sj(σa|m) ∈ QH∗

G(Gr(k;N)) are represented by the G-
equivariant “factorial Schur functions”.3 Note that the relation between the K-theoretic and cohomological
equivariant parameters is less direct. Even when we take ti = 1 (∀i) and consider the non-equivariant
quantum K theory, the equivariant parameters in quantum cohomology still persist (cf. (3.6)):

Gj(z) ↔ LjSj(σ|m).
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Finally, one should keep in mind that our dictionary is only defined on the vacua of
the associated quantum field theories, so it makes sense to physically build a map between
the expectation values of σ fields with the mass parameters. From the field-theoretic per-
spective, it means we have to fine-tune the parameters in quantum cohomology to identify
the topological data of the two theories. Another well-known point of view in quantum
field theory is that these twisted masses can be obtained by first weakly gauging the global
symmetry group G acting on the theory, coupling the matter fields to a vector multiplet
for G, and then one could add more constraints into the Lagrangian of this theory such
that the dictionary can be gained from the vacuum equations of this “primary” quantum
field theory. The correlators of the associated twisted quantum field theory can also be
understood as the correlators of this “primary” quantum field theory, although its study
will appear in future work.

This paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we review the topological aspects of
topological supersymmetric gauge theory with four supercharges. More concretely, the
quantum cohomology can be understood as the topological sector of a 2d N = (2, 2) gauge
theory; the quantum K theory can be formalized from the topological correlators of the
Wilson loops of 3d N = 2 Chern-Simons-matter theory on space-time S1 ×Σ. In section 3,
we present our new observation about the connection between the quantum K theory and
quantum cohomology.

2 Mathematical aspects of supersymmetric gauge the-

ories with four supercharges

This section is devoted to describing some mathematical background of supersymmetric
gauge theories. Readers familiar with these facts can safely skip this section.

2.1 Quantum cohomology

For a Kähler manifold X , the quantum cohomology ring is a deformation of the ordi-
nary cohomology ring. In this paper, we focus mostly on the case where X is a complex
Grassmannian. Deformations of X are parametrized by the “complexified Kähler mod-
uli space” which we denote by MK . Moreover, we denote the cohomology ring of X by
H∗(X) = ⊕n∈NH

2n(X). The associative cup product defines a nondegenerate bilinear pairing
〈·, ·〉 on H∗(X):

gij = 〈Ti, Tj〉 :=

∫

X

Ti ∪ Tj , Ti ∈ H∗(X). (2.1)

The cohomology ring H∗(X) and the pairing provide a structure of a Frobenius algebra. If
Ti, Tj , Tk are represented by algebraic cycles, the structure constants 〈Ti, Tj, Tk〉 := 〈Ti ∪
Tj , Tk〉 = 〈Ti, Tj ∪ Tk〉 of the cup product count the number of intersections of Ti, Tj , Tk

In fact, the dictionary between the two theories is discovered by matching the quantum ring relations,
and the cohomological equivariant parameters are necessary to make it possible.
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translated in generic position. These structure constants can be extended to those of the
so-called (small) quantum cup product by

Cijk = 〈Ti ⋆ Tj , Tk〉 :=
∑

d≥0

qd (Ti, Tj, Tk)d , (2.2)

where q is the “instanton parameter”:

q : MK × H2(X) → C (ω, β) 7→ qd = e2iπ
∫
β
ω. (2.3)

Denote by M3,d the moduli space of genus-zero stable maps with three marked points to X
compactifying degree d maps CP

1 → X . Then, the Gromov-Witten (GW) invariant with
three insertions (Ti, Tj, Tk)d , or the “three-point correlation function”, is defined as

(Ti, Tj , Tk)d :=

∫

[Md]vir
ev∗1Ti ∪ ev∗2Tj ∪ ev∗3Tk, (2.4)

where evl (l = 1, 2, 3) are the evaluation maps and [Md]
vir is the virtual fundamental cycle

(VFC). Note that the right-hand side of Eq.(2.2) is only non-vanishing when the degree of
integrand matches that of the VFC, giving the “grading” in quantum cohomology. From
Eq.(2.1) and Eq.(2.2), the quantum product takes the form

Ti ⋆ Tj := Ck
ijTk = Cijkg

klTl. (2.5)

One can see that the above definition for small quantum cohomology needs only three-point
correlation functions. In contrast, in big quantum cohomology, one needs all higher-point
correlation functions to define the structure constants.

Relations of the quantum cohomology ring are deformations of the classical relations.
For the example of projective space CP

N−1, the classical ring relation is HN = 0, where
H ∈ H2(X) is the generator of the cohomology Poincaré-dual to the projective hyperplane
class. In quantum cohomology, this relation is deformed by the “instanton number” into
the quantum ring relation HN = q.

The quantum cohomology is “rigid” in the sense that it can only be further deformed
by the equivariant parameters associated with the global symmetry of the target X . We
denote the torus-equivariant quantum cohomology by QH⋆

T (X), for T the maximal torus of
the global symmetry G of X . Furthermore, denote the Weyl-symmetry of group G as W ,
then we have QH∗

G(X) = (QH∗
T (X))W , so QH∗

G(X) is the sub-ring of QH∗
T (X) consisting

of elements invariant under the Weyl-symmetry. (This follows from the more familiar fact
that H∗

G(X) = H∗
T (X)W ; see e.g., [31].) In most cases of interest (including the complex

Grassmannian), making the torus equivariant parameters equal to 0 recovers the ordinary
cohomology.

Example 1 Let X = Gr(k;N) be the Grassmannian parametrizing linear subspaces of di-
mension k in CN . We have a tautological short exact sequence 0 → S → CN → Q → 0,
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where the rank of the S bundle is k. The non-equivariant quantum cohomology of Grass-
mannian can be represented [10] as

QH∗(Gr(k;N)) =
Z[q] [e1(σ), . . . , ek(σ); e1(σ̃), . . . , en−k(σ̃)]〈(∑k

i=0 ei(σ)
)(∑N−k

i=0 eiσ̃
)
= 1 + (−1)kq

〉 .

where σ and σ̃ are the Chern roots of S and Q respectively. In this setup, the equivariant
quantum cohomology can be represented [22,30,33]

QH∗
T (Gr(k;N)) =

Z[m1, . . . , mN ] [e1(σ), . . . , ek(σ); e1(σ̃), . . . , en−k(σ̃)]〈(∑k

i=0 ei(σ)
)(∑N−k

i=0 ei(σ̃)
)
=
∑N

i=1 ei(m) + (−1)kq
〉 ,

where m = (mi)
N
i=1 are the equivariant parameters, or the so-called twisted masses in physics.

The special mathematical phenomenon of nonabelian/abelian correspondence says that the
(small) quantum cohomology of Gr(k;N) can be extracted from that of its associated toric
variety CP

N−1×· · ·×CP
N−1 (k factors) [2,3,12,20]. We end this section by remarking that

the small quantum cohomology can be understood from the topological quantum gauge
theory (to be reviewed in section 2.3), where the nonabelian/abelian correspondence is
manifest in gauge theory.

2.2 Quantum K theory

We first recall that the classical K theory of a complex variety X is generated by complex
vector bundles. The equivariant K ring KT (X) of the manifold X is generated additively
by the symbols [F ], where F → X is any T -equivariant vector bundle, modulo the relations
[F ] = [F1] + [F2] for any short exact sequence of vector bundles 0 → F1 → F → F2 → 0.
The additive structure on KT (X) is given by direct sum, and the multiplication is given by
the tensor product of vector bundles. For simplicity of notation, we recall the Hirzebruch
λy class which is useful in various settings

λy(F ) := 1 + y[F ] + y2[∧2F ] + . . .+ yk[∧kF ] ∈ KT (X)[y], (2.6)

where k is the rank of F . It can be thought of as a K theoretic analogue of the (cohomo-
logical) Chern polynomial

cy(F ) := 1 + yc1(F ) + . . .+ ykck(F ) (2.7)

of the bundle F . The ring KT (X) is naturally an algebra over KT (pt) = Rep(T ), the
representation ring of T , which is the Laurent polynomial ring KT (pt) = Z[t±1 , . . . , t

±
N ] with

ti being characters corresponding to an integral basis of the Lie algebra of T .
Since X is proper, the K-theoretic push-forward to a point is well-defined, and it equals

the (holomorphic) Euler characteristic

χ(X,F ) :=
∑

i

(−1)iH i(X,F ) ∈ Rep(T ). (2.8)
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Moreover, the “classical” pairing is defined as

〈−,−〉0 : KT (X)⊗KT (X) → KT (pt); 〈[F ], [E]〉0 := χ (X,F ⊗ E) . (2.9)

The Givental-Lee’s quantum K theory is defined in [8, 9]. Assume {Oλ} is a basis of
KT (Gr(k;N)) over KT (pt), where λ varies over partitions in the k × (N − k) rectangle.
Unlike quantum cohomology, there is no “grading” induced from dimension arguments on
the moduli space in (small) quantum K theory. Moreover, the natural pairings on quantum
K-ring, defined a priori in terms of the K-theoretic two point correlation functions, admit
now nontrivial quantum corrections compared to the classical pairing above:

〈Oi,Oj〉 :=
∑

d≥0

qd3d (Oi,Oj)d ∈ KT (pt) [[q3d]]. (2.10)

The pairing is extended to KT (Gr(k;N)) [[q3d]] by KT (pt) [[q3d]]-linearity. On the right-
hand side are the K-theoretic two-point correlation functions (K-theoretic GW invariants)
(Oλ,Oµ)d, defined as holomorphic Euler characteristics on the moduli spaces Md [8, 9].
More precisely,

(Oλ,Oµ)d :=

{
χ(Gr(k;N),Oλ ⊗Oµ), d = 0,

χ(M2,d,Ovir ⊗ ev∗1Oλ ⊗ ev∗2Oµ), d ≥ 1,

Since we consider M2,d, we need to be careful when d = 0. where Ovir is the virtual structure
sheaf on Md and evl (l = 1, 2) are the evaluation maps. For Grassmannians, the virtual
sheaf is equal to the fundamental class of the moduli space.

Example 2 Consider the projective space CP2. For simplicity, we focus on the computation
without T -action. For the Schubert basis O0 = [OCP

2], O1 = [Oline], O2 = [Opt], the classical
K pairing is given by

{(Oi,Oj)0}
2
i,j=0 =




1 1 1
1 1 0
1 0 0


 .

For any i, j ≥ 0 and d > 0, (Oi,Oj)d = 1. From [34] or [23] one may calculate the quantum
K pairing by

〈Oi,Oj〉 = (Oi,Oj)0 +
q3d

1− q3d
.

Now we are ready to define the quantum K product ⋆ on QKT (X) via the (K-theoretic)
three-point functions, defined similarly to the two-point functions above. We require by
definition that Oi ⋆Oj satisfies

〈Oi ⋆Oj ,Ok〉 =
∑

d≥0

qd3d (Oi,Oj ,Ok)d , (2.11)

for any Oi,Oj,Ok ∈ KT (Gr(k;N)). See [34] for more setup and information. It was proved
in [22] that the quantum K theoretic ring relation of Grassmannian can be expressed in
terms of the λy classes as follows:

λy(S) ⋆ λy(Q) = λy(C
N )−

q3d
1− q3d

yN−k (λy (S)− 1) ⋆ detQ. (2.12)

7



One advantage of this expression is that the equivariant parameters of the T -action will be
stored solely in the factor λy(C

N).

Some comments. One may expect that the quantum K theory is as rigid as the quantum
cohomology, in the sense that one cannot deform it beyond the equivariant deformation.
However, due to the lack of grading in K theory, we may perform nontrivial modification
on the quantum K theory by tensoring the virtual structure sheaves with (arbitrary powers
of) certain determinant line bundles on the moduli space of stable maps. This leads to the
notion of quantum K theory with level structures. Roughly, the level l K-theoretic GW
invariants roughly take the form

χ
(
Mn,d,⊗

n
i=1ev

∗
i (Fi)

)l
:= χ(Mn,d,O

vir ⊗ detl ⊗⊗n
i=1ev

∗
i (Fi)), (2.13)

where det denotes the determinant of an appropriate bundle. The pairing and the quan-
tum product of the quantum K ring with level structures are modified in the same pattern.
The reader is referred to [35] for a more complete mathematical formulation. Physicists
predict [10, 21] that with a particular choice of level structure, a “grading” emerges on
the quantum K ring so modified, and that the ring becomes isomorphic to the quantum
cohomology. We will see in section 2.3 that the QK ring corresponds to a special choice
of the gauge-Chern-Simons level. Finally, we would like to point out that several physical
concepts still lack parallel definition in mathematics. For example, the level structure would
affect the dimension of the state space in physics, but its mathematical interpretation is
still missing.

Nonabelian/abelian correspondence. On the other hand, the nonabelian/abelian cor-
respondence in quantum K theory, unlike that in quantum cohomology, is still not fully
understood. For example, as we will see in section 2.3, by arguments of quantum field
theory, the quantum K ring relations of Grassmannian may not be obtained directly from
those of the associated abelian space (CPN−1)×k in the same way as those in quantum coho-
mology. Instead, it is the quantum K ring with a certain level structure, which corresponds
to the Verlinde algebra, that may serve as the suitable candidate on the abelian side. In-
deed, the K-theoretic nonabelian/abelian correspondence for Grassmannians is still an open
question.4 In this paper, we attack this problem through a physics argument, read off from
quantum field theory, by identifying Givental-Lee’s quantum K theory with a specialized
equivariant quantum cohomology. We leave the rigorous mathematical treatment to future
work.

In the section below, we will review some basics of quantum field theory that are useful
for presenting our observation.

4While this paper was in final stages of preparation, the paper [32] appeared, which shows how the
relations in the QK theory of Grassmannians arise as relations of a certain twisted QK theory of the
abelianization.
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2.3 GLSMs and 3d N = 2 Chern-Simons-matter theories

The initial understanding of quantum cohomology in quantum field theory can be formalized
in terms of the A-twisted nonlinear sigma model (NLSM) [36] with the Lagrangian

S =

∫
d2xd4θK(Φ, Φ̄), (2.14)

where K is the Kähler potential of the target X . Each Φ is a chiral superfield with the lowest
component being the coordinates of the target space X . It is a 2d N=(2,2) supersymmetric
theory. Following Witten, one can perform the so-called topological A-twist, which generates
a scalar supercharge QA. Then the theory can be defined on any curved space-time as a
topological quantum field theory, where the physical observables O are QA-closed operators
(modulo the QA-exact relations). Hence we have a correspondence between the A-twisted
NLSM and the geometric quantities of the target

NLSM ↔ Target
QA ↔ d

span{all O} ↔ H∗(X)
, (2.15)

where d is the exterior derivative which can be used as the differential (coboundary) to
define de Rham cohomology on the target. In this way, the data of quantum cohomology
are encoded in the path-integral formulation as

〈O〉 :=

∫
[DΦ]Oe−S. (2.16)

In this context, quantum cohomology is fairly well-understood through the two-dimensional
nonlinear sigma model. We expect that quantum K theory can be investigated similarly if
we perform a K-theoretic lifting of the 2d NLSM to the 3d NLSM defined over the spacetime
Σ × S1, for any Riemann surface Σ where NLSM lives. However, a general study of this
theory is still missing. On the other hand, it was first observed by Witten that the NLSM
can be regarded as the effective theory of a fundamental theory defined in the UV called
the linear sigma model. The linear sigma model admits a straightforward 3d extension,
namely the 3d Chern-Simons-matter theory. Many exact results of these supersymmetric
gauge theories are known, so we focus mainly on gauge theory in this paper.

Gauged linear sigma model (GLSM). By viewing the target space X = Gr(k;N) as the
GIT-quotient CN//U(k), one can readily accept that X can be embedded into a U(k) gauge
theory with N fields in the fundamental representation. We denote the vector multiplet by
V , its superfield strength by Σ, and the N matters by {Φi}Ni=1. The Lagrangian is

S =

∫
d2xd4θ

N∑

i=1

TrΦ̄ie
VΦi +

∫
d2xd2θ̃(−

1

2
tTrΣ) + c.c., (2.17)

where t = r − iθ has real part r being the FI-parameter associated with the U(1) center
of the U(k) gauge group, and imaginary part θ being the theta angle of the gauge theory.
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The semi-classical ground state can be obtained by solving the vanishing of the potential
energy U, which gives us the Grassmannian target. Furthermore, after integrating out the
massive modes around the vacuum configuration, the theory will reduce to the NLSM on
Grassmannian. Finally, the instanton moduli space of the gauge theory naturally provides
a compactification (by “quasi-maps”) to the moduli space of maps in the NLSM, and the
mirror map (to “stable maps”) can be understood as an RG-flow for point-like instantons
[37,38]. On the other hand, the path-integral of A-twisted genus-zero two-dimensional gauge
theory can be computed exactly via the supersymmetric localization [16, 17] as

〈O(σ|m)〉S2 =
1

k!

k∑

a=1

∞∑

la=0

∮ k∏

a=1

dσa

2πi
O(σ|m)

(
(−1)k−1q

)∑k
a=1 la (2.18)

∏

1≤a<b≤k

(σa − σb)
2

N∏

i=1

k∏

a=1

(
1

σa −mi

)la+1

.

where O(σ|m) represents a general insertion, i.e., a polynomial in σ’s and m’s. One can
sum over all instantons to obtain a more concise formula

〈O(σ|m)〉S2 =
∑

Vacua

O(σ|m)




∏
a<b (σa − σb)

2

∏N
i=1

∏k
a=1 (σa −mi)

[
det
a,b

(
∂2W̃ 2d

eff

∂σa∂σb

)]−1

 , (2.19)

where σa is the lowest component field of the superfield strength Σa, and the two-dimensional
twisted effective superpotential for this case is given by

W̃ 2d
eff = − (t+ i(k − 1)π)

k∑

a=1

Σa −
N∑

i=1

k∑

a=1

(Σa −mi) (log (Σa −mi)− 1) . (2.20)

The vacuum equations are

exp

(
∂W̃ 2d

eff (σa, mi)

∂σa

)
= 1, for a = 1, . . . , k, (2.21)

which gives

∏

i

(σa −mi) = (−1)k−1q, for a = 1, . . . , k, σa 6= σb, modulo Sk. (2.22)

From the equations of motion of GLSM, one can find the geometric meaning of these σa’s:
they are the Chern-roots of the tautological U(k)-bundle S over X . If we forget about
the Weyl symmetry Sk and the dynamical constraint, Eq.(2.22) will give the equivariant
quantum cohomology ring relations of (CPN−1)×k. In this way, the nonabelian/abelian
correspondence of quantum cohomology appears naturally in gauge theory. The pairing
and structure constants can be computed from Eq.(2.19). Using the method developed
initially in [39], one can also extract the quantum cohomology ring relations from the vacuum
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equations (2.21). To see this, we notice that there is a characteristic polynomial equation
for Eq.(2.22) where σa (a = 1, · · · , k) give k of the roots of:

τN +

N∑

i=1

(−1)iei(m)τN−i = (−1)k−1q. (2.23)

Here by convention, the elementary symmetric polynomials

ei(m) =
∑

j1<···<ji

mj1 · · ·mji.

The above structure suggests that one should use the well-known Vieta formula to obtain
relations among roots of the characteristic polynomial, which gives

e1(σ) + e1 (σ̃) = e1(m) (2.24)

e2(σ) + e1(σ)e1 (σ̃) + e2 (σ̃) = e2(m)
...

ek(σ)eN−k(σ̃) = eN(m) + (−1)kq.

Here σ̃ = {σ̃a}
N−k
a=1 denotes the (N − k) roots of Eq.(2.23) other than σ, but we may

also understand these as the collection of Chern roots of the quotient bundle Q. The
relations among the roots in Eq.(2.24) give indeed the equivariant cohomology ring relations
of Gr(k;N). One can actually express the ei (σ̃) by solving the first N − k relations in
Eq.(2.24). More precisely,

ei (σ̃|m) = (−1)ihi (σ|m) =
i∑

j=1

(−1)i+jhi−j(σ)ej(m). (2.25)

Therefore, each ei (σ̃|m) is a specialization of the factorial homogenous polynomial of Chern-
roots with all equivariant parameters located in ej(m), and is thus SN -invariant. These
factorial homogenous polynomials constitute a natural set of generators for the equivariant
quantum cohomology studied in [30] and references therein. Plug Eq.(2.25) into Eq.(2.24),
one can recover the presentation of the equivariant quantum cohomology of Grassmannian
in Example 1. These properties of topological A-twisted gauge theory are enough for our
purposes in this paper. Finally, we comment that all above can be obtained from the B-
twisted nonabelian mirrors [15].

3d N = 2 Chern-Simons-matter theories. In three-dimensional gauge theory, one can
also write down the Chern-Simons terms into the Lagrangian, in addition to the existing
ones from the two-dimensional GLSMs. It is well known that the CS interaction affects the
topological aspects of the theory. In this paper, we choose the spacetime to be S2 × S1 in
the 3d N = 2 Chern-Simons-matter theories in order to focus on their quantum K theoretic
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aspects. The CS-interactions are

SCS =

∫

S2×S1

(
κSU(k)

4πi
Tr

(
A ∧ dA−

2i

3
A3

)
+

κU(1) − κSU(k)

4πik
TrA ∧ dTrA (2.26)

+
κR

4πi
TrA ∧ dAR +

N∑

i=1

κi

4πi
C i ∧ dTrA + . . .

)
,

where A is the U(k) gauge field, AR is the background gauge field for the U(1) R-symmetry,
and C i is the background gauge field for the maximal flavor torus symmetry T . The omitted
terms come from the “super-partner” of the CS interactions. The level parameters κU(k),
κR

5, κi are integers or half integers, and represent the bare gauge-CS level, the gauge-R-
symmetry mixed CS level, and the flavor-gauge mixed CS level respectively. One may also
consider other mixed CS interactions (see [25, 26]), but they affect the vacuum structure
only by modifying the pairing [26]. The structure constants, however, only depend on κU(k)

and κi.
In CS-matter theory, the physical observables are Wilson loops associated with repre-

sentations R of U(k)

WR = TrRP exp(−

∮

S1

σ). (2.27)

They preserve half supersymmetry and are compatible with the topological A-twist on S2.
For example, considering a fundamental representation, we have

W� = Tr�P exp(−

∮

S1

σ) =

k∑

a=1

xa, xa = e−2πRσa ,

where R is the radius of S1, and σa =
1

2πR

∮
S1 σa by abuse of notation. We denote by ti the

equivariant parameters. Note, however, that their connection to the cohomological theory
is not as direct as ti = e−2πRmi , as we will see later.

In three-dimensional CS-matter theory, the K theoretic twisted effective superpotential
is given by

W̃ 3d
eff =

2κSU(k) +N

4

k∑

a=1

(ln xa)
2 +

κU(1) − κSU(k)

2k

(
k∑

a=1

ln xa

)2

+
(
log(−1)k−1q3d

) k∑

a=1

log xa

+

N∑

i=1

k∑

a=1

(
κi +

1

2

)
log ti log xa +

N∑

i=1

k∑

a=1

Li2(xat
−1
i ). (2.28)

The vacuum equations are

1 = exp

(
∂W̃ 3d

eff

∂ log xa

)
= (−1)k−1q3dx

κSU(k)+
N
2

a

k∏

b=1

x
κU(1)−κSU(k)

k

b

N∏

i=1

t
κi+

1
2

i

ti − xa

. (2.29)

5This level is used for obtaining the Todd class of the target that appears in the GRR-formula.
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There are infinitely many choices of gauge-invariant bare Chern-Simons levels. One first
choice, as is investigated in [21], is

κU(1) = κSU(k) = −
N

2
, κi =

1

2
. (2.30)

In such case, the vacuum equations become

N∏

i=1

(
1− xat

−1
i

)
= (−1)k−1q3d. (2.31)

Under the change of variables xa = 1− e−Lσa , ti = e−Lmi ,

1− xat
−1
i 7→ L(σa −mi), q3d 7→ LNq, (2.32)

where L is the perimeter of S1. They reduce to the vacuum equations of the equivariant
quantum cohomology of Gr(k;N) as before. The mathematical theory can be found in [35].

However, we focus mainly on the second choice of Chern-Simons levels here

κU(1) = −
N

2
, κSU(k) = k −

N

2
, κi =

1

2
, (2.33)

which gives Givental-Lee’s quantum K theory. Indeed, under this choice, the vacuum equa-
tions become

N∏

i=1

(1− xat
−1
i ) = (−1)k−1q3d

xk
a∏k

b=1 xb

. (2.34)

Because of the extra factor on the right-hand side of the above equations, they are dif-

ferent from the vacuum equations for
(
CP

N−1
)×k

, which explains in part why the non-
abelian/abelian correspondence is not as straightforward in Givental-Lee’s quantum K the-
ory. We will provide the solution in section 3. For now, we comment only that the extra fac-
tor in vacuum equations is natural in physics. For simplicity, we consider the 3d CS-matter
theory for the projective space CP

N−1. If we choose the Chern-Simons level κU(1) = −N
2
,

the non-equivariant vacuum equation is

(1− x)N = q3d. (2.35)

On the other hand, if we regard the projective space CPN−1 as CPN [1], a degree-one hyper-
surface in CP

N , and choose the level κU(1) = −N+2
2

, the vacuum equation of gauge theory
becomes

(1− x)N = q3dx
−1. (2.36)

This is certainly not Givental-Lee’s quantum K ring relation of CPN−1. However, if we
choose a different level κU(1) = −N

2
, we will get back the same vacuum equation (2.35). The

physical reason is that one should choose a different level for the R-charge two matter. In
nonabelian gauge theory, the roots of the gauge field can be regarded as R-charge two chiral
matters [6,40], so their levels should be different from matters with vanishing R-charges. It
is reflected by the difference between κU(1) and κSU(k).
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The correlation functions of these physical observables can be computed exactly by
supersymmetric localization [16, 18, 26]

〈O(x|t)〉QK =
∞∑

l=0

(
(−1)k−1q3d

)l

k!

∑

l1,··· ,lk≥0
∑k

a=1 la=l

N∑

i1,··· ,ik=1

∮

xa=tia

k∏

a=1

dxa

2πi (xa)
k
O(x|t)

×
∏

1≤a6=b≤k

(xb − xa)

N∏

i=1

k∏

a=1

(
ti

ti − xa

)la+1
(

k∏

a=1

(xa)
k·la−l

)
. (2.37)

The vacuum equations (2.34) can also be derived from the above formula. As we have done
in the case of two-dimensional gauge theory, summing over the instanton moduli space, the
above expression reduces to

〈O(x|t)〉 =
∑

Vacua

O(x|t)

(
N∏

i=1

t
k
2
i

)(
∏

1≤a<b≤k

(xa − xb)
2

)(
k∏

a=1

x
N
2
−(k−1)−κR

a

)

×
N∏

i=1

k∏

a=1

(ti − xa)
−1

[
det
a,b

∂2W̃ 3d
eff

∂ log xa∂ log xb

]−1

. (2.38)

With the known results reviewed above, we are now ready to present our new observation
next, in section 3.

3 A correspondence between the quantum K theory

and the quantum cohomology

As mentioned in the previous sections, the nonabelian/abelian correspondence is formulated
for the quantum cohomology in the mathematical literature. However, no such techniques
for quantum K theory are in the literature yet. In this paper, we shed light on this problem
by showing that Givental-Lee’s small quantum K theory can be regarded as a specialized
equivariant small quantum cohomology which we call it the twisted quantum cohomology
(tQH).

3.1 The non-equivariant situation

We first focus on the non-equivariant quantum K theory. The vacuum (or Bethe Ansatz)
equations in physics are:

(1− xa)
N = (−1)k−1q3d

xk
a∏k

b=1 xa

.

Following [22], we first symmetrize the above equations as

(za)
N +

N−1∑

i=0

(−1)N−i(za)
igN−i(za, q3d) = 0, (3.1)
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where za = 1− xa. To state the formula for the polynomial gN−i(za, q3d), following [22,41],
we fix some notation. Set

cz =
k∏

a=1

(1− za) =
∑

i≥0

(−1)iei(z); cz≤j =

j∑

i=0

(−1)iei(z); cz≥j = (−1)j
(
cz − cz≤j−1

)
.

The polynomial coefficients gN−i(za, q3d) are given by

gi(za, q3d) = cz≥i+1 + (−1)N+k

(
k − 1

N − i

)
q3d · δi,≥N−k+1,

where the notation δi,≥N−k+1 means that it is zero if 1 ≤ i ≤ N − k and it is one if
N − k + 1 ≤ i ≤ N . So the characteristic polynomial is

τN +

N−1∑

i=0

(−1)N−iτ igN−i(za, q3d) = 0. (3.2)

Apply the Vieta formula to the above characteristic polynomial, we find that

e1(z) + e1 (z̃) = g1(za, q3d) (3.3)

e2(z) + e1(z)e1 (z̃) + e2 (z̃) = g2(za, q3d)
...

ek(z)eN−k(z̃) = gN(za, q3d).

One can solve the first N − k above equations, which gives us that

ej (z̃) = (−1)jOj = (−1)jGj . (3.4)

The characteristic polynomial (3.2) is quite different from the one for the non-equivariant
quantum cohomology of Gr(k;N):

τN = (−1)k−1q.

However, we start from the condition that the characteristic polynomial of the G-equivariant
quantum cohomology is equal to that of the quantum K theory. To see the result, we write
the equivariant quantum cohomology characteristic polynomial as

N∏

i=1

(τ −mi) = (−1)k−1q,

which can be expanded as

τN +

N−1∑

i=0

(−1)N−iτ ieN−i(m) + (−1)kq = 0. (3.5)
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Since the equivariant parameters can be promoted to be fields in quantum field theory, if
we perform the following change of variables

QK QH∗
G

za ↔ Lσa

q3d ↔ LNq
g1(za, q3d) ↔ Le1(m)

...
gN(za, q3d) ↔ LN

(
eN(m) + (−1)kq

)

, (3.6)

then the two characteristic polynomials Eq.(3.2) and Eq.(3.5) are identical. We will make
this more precise next. Consider the non-equivariant quantum K ring QK(Gr(k;N)). A
presentation for this ring was obtained in [22]:

K(pt)[[q3d]] [e1(z), · · · , ek(z), e1(z̃), · · · , eN−k(z̃)] /〈
∑

i+j=ℓ

ei(z)ej(z̃)− gℓ (z, q3d) : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N〉

Consider now the G = GL(N)-equivariant quantum cohomology ring QH∗
G(Gr(k;N)). Ob-

serve that H∗
G(pt) = Z[m1, . . . , mN ]

SN . A variant of Witten’s presentation for this ring
is

QH∗
G(Gr(k;N)) =

Z[q] [e1(σ), · · · , ek(σ), e1(σ̃), · · · , eN−k(σ̃), e1(m), . . . , eN (m)]〈∑
i+j=ℓ ei(σ)ej(σ̃)− eℓ(m)− (−1)kδℓNq : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N

〉

The considerations above imply that there is a well-defined ring homomorphism

Φ : QH∗
G(Gr(k;N)) → QK(Gr(k;N))

defined by sending

q 7→ q3d; ei(σ) 7→ ei(z); ej(σ̃) 7→ ej(z̃); eℓ(m) + (−1)kδℓNq 7→ gℓ(z; q3d), (3.7)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − k, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N . For simplicity of notation, we made the
homogenization variable L = 1; this will be added later on.

An alternate algebraic construction is as follows. Consider the ideal J ⊂ QH∗
G(Gr(k;N))

defined by
J = 〈eℓ(m) + (−1)kδℓNq − gℓ(σ; q); 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N〉.

(In other words, this ideal encodes the relations (3.6).) Clearly, J is included in the kernel
of Φ. Define the twisted quantum cohomology (tQH) ring:

Q̃H
∗

G(Gr(k;N)) = QH∗
G(Gr(k;N))/J. (3.8)

Then Φ induces a ring homomorphism

Φ̃ : Q̃H
∗

G(Gr(k;N)) → QK(Gr(k;N)
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defined by the assignments in (3.7). We expect that Φ̃ is an algebra isomorphism.
In quantum K theory, the classes of the structure sheaves of Schubert varieties give a

natural basis for the quantum K ring. We will not review these details in this note and
recommend the readers find the geometric definition in section 5.1 of [22]. Furthermore,
a quantum Giambelli formula for the quantum K theory was proved in [34], see also [28].
It states that every K-theoretic quantum Schubert class is a polynomial of the special
classes Oi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N − k. So we can restrict to those classes. Finally, we recall that
the Grothendieck polynomials Gj(z) give representatives of the structure sheaves Oj ∈
K(Gr(k;N)). Since the Grothendieck polynomials are linear combinations of Wilson loops
in gauge theory, thus we can perform the computation by using tools in quantum field
theory.

On the other hand, as discussed in [30], the factorial Schur functions, ST (σ|m), are
the basis of the equivariant quantum cohomology of Grassmannain. A quantum Giambelli
formula in this situation has been proved in [30], giving the general Schur function ST (σ|m)
as a determinant in the factorial homogenous polynomials hj (σ|m). A connection between
the factorial Schur functions and Grothendieck polynomials is obtained next. We first notice
that the Grothendieck polynomials can be expressed in terms of the elementary functions
and the homogenous functions as in [42]:

Gj(z) =
∑

a,b≥0,a+b≤k

(−1)bhj+a(z)eb(z). (3.9)

Under the dictionary (3.6), it is not difficult to show that

Ljhj (σ|m) 7→ Gj(z).

Example 3 For Gr(k;N), we denote by Oλ the K-theory class for the structure sheaf of the
Schubert variety corresponding to a Young tableaux λ. For Gr(2; 4), we have six Schubert
classes: O∅,O1,O1,1,O2, O2,1,O2,2. They can be expressed in terms of Wilson loops as

O1 = 1−W1,1,

O1,1 = 1−W1 +W1,1,

O2 = 1− 3W1,1 +W2,1,

O2,1 = 1−W1 +W2,1 −W2,2,

O2,2 = 1− 2W1 +W2 + 3W1,1 − 2W2,1 +W2,2.

Following the dictionary, the map for Gr(2; 4) is

Le1(m) = e2(z), L2e2(m) = 0, L3e3(m) = q3d, e4(m) = 0. (3.10)

A direct computation says:

Lh1(σ|m) = Lh1(σ)− Le1(m) = h1(z)− e2(z) = G1(z),

L2h2(σ|m) = L2h2(σ)− L2h1(σ)e1(m) + L2e2(m)

= h2(z)− e1(z)e2(z) = G2(z).

A natural question is to find the analogue of the quantum K pairing under the above
dictionary. This will be done next.
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3.2 Quantum K theory via residues

In this section we find a formula for the pairing in the QK ring in terms of a residue
calculation. This gives a conjectural statement based on physics for the quantum K pairing.
In this section we will work non-equivariantly.

We start by recalling the non-equivariant correlation functions (2.37) for the quantum
K theory of Grassmannian:

〈O(xa)〉
QK =

∞∑

l=0

(
(−1)k−1q3d

)l

k!

∑

l1,··· ,lk≥0,
∑k

a=1 la=l

∮

xa=1

k∏

a=1

dxa

2πi (xa)
k
O(xa) (3.11)

×
∏

1≤a6=b≤k

(xb − xa)
k∏

a=1

(
1

1− xa

)N(la+1)
(

k∏

a=1

(xa)
k·la−l

)
.

HereO(xa) is a symmetric polynomial in the variables x1, . . . , xk, interpreted as exponentials
of the Chern roots of the tautological subbundle S of Gr(k;N) (of rank k). The residue is
the Jefffrey-Kirwan residue e.g. from [43]. A key property of the correlation function is that
it only depends on the image of the polynomial O(xa) in the quantum K ring QK(Gr(k;N)).
Equivalently, the correlation function applied to any polynomial relation in the quantum
K ring is equal to 0. For example, one may deduce the correlator function applied to the
vacuum/Bethe Ansatz equations (2.34) is equal to 0, and the relations in the quantum K
ring are consequences of these equations.

We would like to calculate the quantum K correlation function by rewriting its defining
residue in a form where we may utilize the (non-equivariant) quantum cohomology corre-
lation function from (2.18). We first change the K-theoretic variables into cohomological
ones:

q3d = Lnq2d; xa = 1− Lσa; O(xa) = O(σa) (3.12)

Next we observe that, when compared to (2.18), there are two extra factors in the correlation
functions of the quantum K theory of Gr(k;N) (2.37). The rational function

(
k∏

a=1

(xa)
k·la−l

)
=

(
k∏

a=1

(1− Lσa)
k·la−l

)

encodes the effect of the equivariant deformation parametersm via the dictionary (3.6). (For
the projective space, i.e. when k = 1, this factor does not arise.) Another key difference
from cohomology to K theory is given by the rational function:

1
∏k

a=1 (xa)
k
=

1
∏k

a=1 (1− Lσa)
k

(3.13)

Geometrically, this arises as 1/ det(S)⋆k, where ⋆ denotes the quantum K multiplication. It
was proved in [22] that if Q denotes the tautological quotient bundle on Gr(k;N) (of rank
N − k), then

detS ⋆ detQ = 1− q3d.
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Furthermore, in the ordinary K-theory ring, the (Poincaré) dual basis of the Schubert basis
{Oλ} consists of the elements {detS·Oλ∨

}, where λ∨ is the complement of λ in the k×(N−k)
rectangle; see [44]. It follows that in K(Gr(k;N)),

detQ =
∑

λ

Oλ.

(See the next section for precise definitions of the Schubert classes Oλ.) Finally, in the
quantum K ring the Schubert classes Oλ are represented by Grothendieck polynomials
Gλ(x1, . . . , xk); see [28]. Combining all of this implies that in the calculation of the quantum

K correlation function (3.11) we may replace the factor 1∏k
a=1(xa)

k above by (detQ)⋆k

(1−q3d)k
. In the

quantum K ring, this expression is represented by

(
∑

λ Gλ(σ))
k

(1− q3d)k

After utilizing (3.12) to transform everything into cohomological variables, and absorbing
the extra Grothendieck polynomials into the factor O(σ) = O(σ1, . . . , σk), we will need to
calculate the ‘twisted quantum cohomology’ (tQH) correlation function:

〈O(σ)〉tQH =

∞∑

l=0

(
(−1)k−1LNq2d

)l

k!

∑

l1,··· ,lk≥0,
∑k

a=1 la=l

∮

σa=0

k∏

a=1

−d(Lσa)

2πi
O(σa)

×
∏

1≤a6=b≤k

(Lσa − Lσb)

k∏

a=1

(
1

Lσa

)N(la+1)
(

k∏

a=1

(1− Lσa)
k·la−l

)
.

(3.14)

Informally, this means that
〈

O(σ)

det(S)⋆k

〉tQH

= 〈O(x)〉QK, (3.15)

i.e., the QK correlation function may be calculated from the twisted one, after one replaces
1/(detS)⋆k by an appropriate polynomial representative in QK(Gr(k;N)). The terminology
‘twisted quantum cohomology’ is supported by the fact that this is equal to the quantum
cohomology correlation function (2.18) multiplied by the last factor

∏
(1 − Lσa)

kla−l. The
classical case (i.e., when l = 0) does not involve this factor, and a direct proof of (3.15) will
be discussed in the Appendix A.

If one utilizes that detS ⋆det(Q) = 1−q3d and the previous discussion, one obtains that

〈O(x)〉QK =
1

(1− q3d)k

〈
O(σ) ·

(
∑

λ

Gλ(σ)

)k〉tQH

. (3.16)

By linearity, this gives an expression for the quantum K pairing in terms of the twisted cor-
relator function for quantum K structure constants and a single Grothendieck polynomials.
More precisely, write

Oλ ⋆Oµ ⋆ (detQ)⋆k =
∑

ν,l

Cν,d
λ,µ,kq

l
3dOν
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in QK(Gr(k;N)). Then by the definition of the quantum K pairing via the correlators, we
have:

〈Oλ,Oµ〉 = 〈Gλ(σ) ·Gµ(σ)〉
QK =

1

(1− q3d)k

∑

ν,l

Cν,l
λ,µ,kq

l
3d〈Gν(σ)〉

tQH.

Therefore a natural question is how to calculate the one-point correlators for Grothendieck
polynomials Gν(σ) indexed by a partition ν = (ν1, . . . , νk) included in the k × (N − k)
rectangle. It is known that Gν(σ) is a symmetric polynomial, with the maximal power with
respect to any of the individual variables σi at most ν1 ≤ N − k; see e.g., [42, Thm. 2].
We claim that the only non-vanishing contribution in (3.14) comes from l = 0. To see this,
w.l.o.g. we may assume that k ≤ N − k, and that l1 ≥ la (a ≥ 2), with l ≥ 1 . The residue
with respect to the indeterminate σ1 is the coefficient in front of σ−1

1 . We calculate the
power of σ1 as

(N − k + 2(k − 1) + kl1 − l)−N(l1 + 1)

where N − k, 2(k − 1), kl1 − l are the maximal powers of σ1 from the terms in Gν ,∏
16=b≤k (σ1 − σb)

2, and (1− Lσ1)
k·l1−l, respectively. Observe that

N(l1 + 1)− 1− (N − k + 2(k − 1) + kl1 − l) = (N − k)l1 + l − k + 1 ≥ l + 1 > 1

thus the coefficient of σ−1
1 is equal to zero. Therefore the sought residue is equal to

〈Gν(σ)〉
tQH =

1

k!

∮

σa=0

k∏

a=1

−d(Lσa)

2πi
Gν(σ)×

∏

1≤a6=b≤k

(L(σa − σb))

k∏

a=1

(
1

Lσa

)N

. (3.17)

By the nonabelian/abelian correspondence theorem proved in [2] or [45, section 9], this
residue is equal to the ordinary cohomological integral

top(Gν) :=

∫

Gr(k;N)

Gν(σ), (3.18)

i.e., the coefficient of the Schur function s(N−k)k(σ) in Gν(σ). (Equivalently, this is the
coefficient of the σ-homogeneous part of degree k(N − k) = dimGr(k,N).) We refer to
this as the ‘top-form integral’, or simply, the ‘top-form’, and denote it by top(Gν). In other
words, we have shown that

〈Gν(σ)〉
tQH = top(Gν). (3.19)

In Conjecture 1 in the next section we will give a different (conjectural) interpretation of
the top form, in terms of an Euler characteristic in the quantum K theory ring. This will
give an expression for the residue defining the tQH correlator for any degree d.

Unfortunately, a direct connection between the (twisted) quantum cohomology and
quantum K theory correlation functions for l 6= 0 is unclear. We take a moment to ex-
plain the difficulty. Consider the quantum cohomology nonabelian/abelian correspondence
for Gr(k;N) as in [45, §12], see also [2,3]. Let O (σ) be a symmetric polynomial in the Chern
roots σ1, . . . , σk, interpreted as an element in H∗(X). By equations (12.1.4) and (12.2.1)
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in [45], an integral over the degree l =
∑k

a=1 li moduli space Ml of quasimaps to Gr(k,N)
may be calculated as:

∫

Ml

O (σ) =
(−1)(k−1)l

k!

∑

d=
∑k

i=1 li

∫
∏k

a=1(PN(1+la)−1)

∏

b6=c

(σb − σc)O (σ) . (3.20)

(We refer to [45] for relevant details.) There is a (multi)residue formula for calculating the
integral on the right hand side. On the projective space

∫

PN−1

O(σ) =

∮

σ=0

dσ

2πiσN
O(σ).

Combining the two equations, we arrive at

∫

Ml

O (σ) =
(−1)(k−1)l

k!

∑

d=
∑k

i=1 li

(∮

σa=0

k∏

a=1

dσa

2πi (σa)
(N+1)la

)
∏

a6=b

(σb − σc)O (σ) .

However, if l > 0 this residue differs from the twisted residue (3.14) by the twisting factor∏
(1 − Lσa)

kla−l. The main question is to find a (hopefully easy to formulate) relation be-
tween the two residues. Defining a correlation function for the tQH ring in (3.8) along with
a study of the nonabelian/abelian correspondence on this ring may shed light on this ques-
tion. Earlier evidence supporting a quantum K theoretic nonabelian/abelian correspondence
comes from a calculation of the K-theoretic J function by Taipale [46].

Example 4 We calculate 〈1〉QK for Gr(2, 4), utilizing (3.16) and (3.19). Using that detQ =∑
Oλ and the calculations from [34], or [41, eqs.(2.76)-(2.90)], we have:

(detQ)⋆2 = (1 + 4q3d + q23d) + (2 + 4q3d)O1 + (3 + 3q3d)O1,1 (3.21)

+(3 + 3q3d)O2 + (5 + q3d)O2,1 + 6O2,2, (3.22)

The non-zero contributions to the top form from (3.19) in (detQ)⋆2 only arise from

(5 + q3d)G2,1(σ) + 6G2,2(σ) = (6− 5− q3d) (σ1σ2)
2 + (5 + q3d)σ1σ2 (σ1 + σ2) .

Notice that 〈(σ1σ2)
2〉tQH = 1 and 〈σ1σ2 (σ1 + σ2)〉tQH = 0, because (σ1σ2)

2 is the Schur
function s(2,2)(σ1, σ2), and that σ1σ2(σ1 + σ2) = σ(2,1)(σ1, σ2). As an illustration of the
Conjecture 1 below, we obtain:

〈1〉QK =

∮
1 ⋆ detQ⋆2

(1− q3d)2
=

1− q3d
(1− q3d)2

=
1

1− q3d
.

A similar calculation applies to other pairings to give:

(
〈Gλ(x) ·Gµ(x)〉

QK
)
λ,µ

=




1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

1
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

q3d
1−q3d

(q3d)
2

1−q3d




.
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This is consistent with the mathematical calculations of the QK pairing from [23,34].

More examples may be found in the next section.

3.3 A relation to the mathematical quantum K pairing

In [23], a formula for pairing of the quantum K ring of any (generalized) flag variety has been
found. We recall this formula when X = Gr(k;N) is a Grassmannian. Fix the (opposite)
standard flag F1 ⊂ F2 ⊂ . . . ⊂ FN = CN , where Fi = 〈eN , . . . , eN−i+1〉. For each partition
λ = (λ1 ≥ . . . ≥ λk) such that λk ≥ 0 and λ1 ≤ N − k, define the Schubert variety

Xλ = {V ∈ Gr(k;N) : dimV ∩ FN−k+i−λi
≥ i}.

This is a subvariety of complex codimension |λ| = λ1 + . . . + λk. We denote its funda-
mental class by σλ := [Xλ] ∈ H2|λ|(Gr(k;N)) and by Oλ = [OXλ

] ∈ K(Gr(k;N)) the
(Grothendieck) class determined by the structure sheaf of the Schubert variety.

Let λ, λ′ be two partitions included in the k × (N − k) rectangle, and let d(λ, λ′) be
the minimum degree in the quantum cohomology multiplication of σλ ⋆ σλ′ . It was proved
in [23] that the QK pairing is given by:

〈Oλ,Oλ′〉 =
qd(λ,λ

′)

1− q3d
.

Next, we relate this formula with the pairing (3.16) obtained from physics considerations.

For a ∈ K(X) define the ‘top form integral’
∮ H

X
a as follows. Expand a into Schubert

classes: a =
∑

λ⊂(N−k)k aλOλ, then consider the associated polynomial

∑
aλGλ(σ),

where Gλ(σ) = Gλ(σ1, . . . , σk) is the Grothendieck polynomial. Then
∮ H

X

a:=
∑

aλtop(Gλ),

where recall from (3.19) that the top-form top(Gλ) is defined to be the coefficient of the
Schur function s(N−k)k(z) in Gλ(σ).

Then the statement (3.16) for quantum K pairings can be restated as follows.

Conjecture 1 Consider any elements a1, . . . , ap ∈ K(X). Then the correlator for the
monomial a1 · . . . · ap is equal to:

〈a1 · . . . · ap〉
tQH =

χGr(k;N)

(
a1 ⋆ . . . ⋆ ap ⋆ (detS)⋆k

)

1− q3d
,

where χGr(k;N) is extended by q-linearity.
Furthermore, for any a ∈ K(X), the top form of a is given by

∮ H

Gr(k;N)

a =
χGr(k;N)(a ⋆ (detS)

⋆k)

1− q3d
.
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A proof of this conjecture in the classical case, i.e., when q = 0, is given in the Appendix.
It uses a residue calculation on the ‘abelianization’ of Gr(k;N), namely (PN−1)k.

A corollary of this conjecture are two formulae for calculating the quantum K pairing.
On one side, for a, b ∈ K(X),

〈a, b〉 =

〈
a ⋆ b

(detS)⋆k

〉tQH

=
χ(a ⋆ b)

1− q3d
.

The right hand side of this formula is implicit in [23]. A new formula may be obtained by
calculating the tQH correlator directly, and using that detS ⋆ detQ = 1− q3d:

〈a, b〉 =

∮
Gr(k;N)

a ⋆ b ⋆ (detQ)⋆k

(1− q3d)k
.

To illustrate the conjecture in the simplest case, consider the particular case when λ =
λ′ = ∅. In this case, according to [23], 〈1, 1〉 = 1

1−q3d
. Then the first part of the conjecture

states that
1

1− q3d
=

〈
1

(detS)⋆k

〉tQH

=
χGr(k;N)(OGr(k;N))

1− q3d

Since detS ⋆detQ = 1−q3d, the last part of the conjecture may be restated as a remarkable
equality involving a top form:

〈
(detQ)k

〉tQH
=

∮ H

X

det(Q)⋆k = (1− q3d)
k−1.

Example 5 Consider k = 1, i.e., X is the complex projective space PN−1. The Schubert
classes are indexed by partitions (i) for 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1. For projective spaces, the quantum
K ring multiplication coincides with the quantum cohomology multiplication [34, Thm. 5.4]:

Oi ⋆Oj =

{
Oi+j i+ j < N

qOi+j−N i+ j ≥ N.

We have that detQ = 1+O1+. . .+ON−1 and the Grothendieck polynomials are Gi(z1) = zi1,

for 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1. It follows that
∮ QH

X
Oi = δi,N−1. One may check that the coefficient

of ON−1 in Oi ⋆ detQ is always equal to 1, which implies that the coefficient of ON−1 in
Oi ⋆Oj ⋆ detQ is equal to 1 if i+ j < N and q otherwise. This proves the conjecture in this
case.

Example 6 We further illustrate the conjecture in some examples in Gr(3, 6). Recall that
det(Q) =

∑
λ⊂(3,3,3) Oλ. A computer calculation shows that

det(Q)⋆2 = (q3 + 9q2 + 9q + 1) + (6q2 + 12q + 2)O1

+ (4q2 + 13q + 3)O2 + (4q2 + 13q + 3)O1,1 + (4q2 + 12q + 4)O1,1,1

+ (4q2 + 12q + 4)O3 + (q2 + 14q + 5)O2,1 + (q2 + 12q + 7)O2,1,1

+ (q2 + 12q + 7)O3,1 + (14q + 6)O2,2 + (q2 + 9q + 10)O3,1,1 + (11q + 9)O2,2,1

+ (11q + 9)O3,2 + (10q + 10)O2,2,2 + (6q + 14)O3,2,1 + (10q + 10)O3,3

+ (4q + 16)O3,2,2 + (4q + 16)O3,3,1 + (q + 19)O3,3,2 + 20O3,3,3
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and that

det(Q)⋆3 = (118q3 + 227q2 + 54q + 1) + (50q3 + 245q2 + 102q + 3)O1

+ (32q3 + 224q2 + 138q + 6)O2 + (32q3 + 224q2 + 138q + 6)O1,1

+ (28q3 + 216q2 + 146q + 10)O1,1,1 + (28q3 + 216q2 + 146q + 10)O3

+ (12q3 + 172q2 + 202q + 14)O2,1 + (7q3 + 153q2 + 215q + 25)O2,1,1

+ (7q3 + 153q2 + 215q + 25)O3,1 + (12q3 + 138q2 + 230q + 20)O2,2

+ (q3 + 126q2 + 227q + 46)O3,1,1 + (7q3 + 108q2 + 245q + 40)O2,2,1

+ (7q3 + 108q2 + 245q + 40)O3,2 + (7q3 + 98q2 + 245q + 50)O2,2,2

+ (q3 + 64q2 + 251q + 84)O3,2,1 + (7q3 + 98q2 + 245q + 50)O3,3

+ (q3 + 50q2 + 239q + 110)O3,2,2 + (q3 + 50q2 + 239q + 110)O3,3,1

+ (q3 + 35q2 + 209q + 155)O3,3,2 + (q3 + 35q2 + 189q + 175)O3,3,3

The Grothendieck polynomials Gλ = Gλ(z1, z2, z3) which have non-zero top form have λ ⊃
(3, 2, 1) and are given by

top(G3,2,1) = −1; top(G3,2,2) = top(G3,3,1) = top(G3,3,3) = 1; top(G3,3,2) = −2. (3.23)

One calculates that

∮ H

Gr(3,6)

det(Q)⋆3 =− (q3 + 64q2 + 251q + 84) + (q3 + 50q2 + 239q + 110)

+ (q3 + 50q2 + 239q + 110)− 2(q3 + 35q2 + 209q + 155)

+ (q3 + 35q2 + 189q + 175)

= q2 − 2q + 1

= (1− q)2

This confirms the conjecture for λ = λ′ = ∅.

Further examples illustrating the conjecture, in the more general equivariant case, may
be found in the next section. We have checked this conjecture for all Grassmannians
Gr(k;N) for N ≤ 7. The observant reader may have noticed the fact that all the coef-
ficients in the expansions of detQ⋆k are positive; this is surprising, given that the Schubert
quantum K structure constants have signs alternating with the sum of codimensions [47].

3.4 The equivariant situation

The vacuum equations of the equivariant quantum K ring are

(
N∏

i=1

(za − ri)

)(
∏

b6=a

(1− zb)

)
+ (−1)kq3d(1− za)

k

N∏

i=1

(1− ri) = 0, (3.24)
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where ri = 1− ti. The symmetrization of Eq.(3.24) has been investigated in [22]:

(za)
N +

N−1∑

i=0

(za)
igN−i(za, rj, q3d) = 0. (3.25)

The polynomial

τN +

N−1∑

i=0

τ igN−i(za, rj, q3d) = 0 (3.26)

is called the charactetistic polynomial; see [22]. To represent the coefficients gj(za, ri, q3d),
we adopt the notation cr, which has a similar structure as cz used in section 3.1. We further
set

c′≥ℓ (z, r) = eℓ(r) + eℓ−1(r)c
z
≥2 + eℓ−2(r)c

z
≥3 + . . .+ eℓ−k+1(r)c

z
≥k,

when ri = 0, we have c′≥ℓ (z, 0) = cz≥ℓ+1 by using the usual convention that ei(z) = ei(r) = 0
for i < 0 and e0(z) = e0(r) = 1. Define the matrices

E =




−1 0 . . . 0
−e1 −1 . . . 0
...

...
. . . 0

−ek−1 −ek−2 . . . −1


 ;

Cr
≥N−k+2 =




cr≥N−k+2
...

cr≥N

0


 ; Cz,r

≥N−k+1 =




c′≥N−k+1

c′≥N−k+2
...

c′≥N


 .

Following [22], the polynomials gj(za, ri, q3d) are equal to:
{
c′≥ℓ (z, r) if 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N − k

c′≥ℓ (z, r) +
(
E · Cr

≥N−k+2

)
ℓ
+ (−1)N+kq3d

(
k−1
N−ℓ

)
cr if N − k + 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N .

The updated map between the equivariant quantum K theory and the equivariant quan-
tum cohomology is

QK∗
G QH∗

G̃

za ↔ Lσa

g1(za, ri, q3d) ↔ Le1(m̂)
...

gN(za, ri, q3d) ↔ LN
(
eN(m̂) + (−1)kq

)
, (3.27)

where m̂ is the twisted mass (or equivariant parameter) in quantum cohomology. We use a
different notation for the twisted mass to match the equivariant quantum K theory. In other
words, this is the same as (3.6) except that the polynomials gi(za, ri, q3d) are now updated
to the equivariant setting. We expect that there is a ring isomorphism

QH∗
G(Gr(k;N))/JG ≃ QKG(Gr(k;N))
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where the ideal JG = 〈eℓ(m̂) + (−1)kδℓNq − gℓ(za, ri, q3d); 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N〉 and which sends

q 7→ q3d; ei(σ) 7→ ei(z); ej(σ̃) 7→ ej(z̃); eℓ(m̂) + (−1)kδℓNq 7→ gℓ(z; ri; q3d),

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − k, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N . As usual σ and σ̃ denote the equivariant
Chern roots of the tautological bundles S and Q respectively, and z = (z1, . . . , zk), z̃ =
(z̃1, . . . , z̃n−k) denote the roots of the characteristic polynomial (3.26). We also made the
homogenization variable L = 1.

It was proved in [22] that in the presentation above of the equivariant quantum K theory,
the elementary symmetric functions satisfy

ej(z̃) = (−1)jG′
j(z, t) = (−1)j

∑

a+b=j

(−1)aea(t)Gb(z). (3.28)

Here G′
j(z, t) is a symmetric version of the factorial Grothendieck polynomial from [29].

the structure constants in terms of the basis G′
λ(z, t) are identical to the ones in equiv-

ariant cohomology. Furthermore, the statement about correlation functions extends to the
equivariant setting in the same way, meaning that:

〈
∏

j

G′
λj (za, t)

〉QK

=

〈
∏

λj

G′
λj (σa, t) (det (1− Lσa))

−k

〉tQH

. (3.29)

Of course, one can insert more general classes on both sides by extending the discussion in
section 3.2 to the equivariant situation. Let us first recall that the correlators (2.37)

〈O(x|t)〉QK =
∞∑

l=0

(
(−1)k−1q3d

)l

k!

∑

l1,··· ,lk≥0
∑k

a=1 la=l

N∑

i1,··· ,ik=1

∮

xa=tia

k∏

a=1

dxa

2πi (xa)
k
O(x|t)

×
∏

1≤a6=b≤k

(xb − xa)
N∏

i=1

k∏

a=1

(
ti

ti − xa

)la+1
(

k∏

a=1

(xa)
k·la−l

)
, (3.30)

which motivates us to define the so-called equivariant ‘twisted quantum cohomology’ corre-
lation function:

〈O(σ|m)〉tQH =

∞∑

l=0

(
(−1)k−1LNq2d

)l

k!

∑

l1,··· ,lk≥0,
∑k

a=1 la=l

∮

σa=0

k∏

a=1

−d(Lσa)

2πi
O(σ|m)

×
∏

1≤a6=b≤k

(Lσa − Lσb)
N∏

i=1

k∏

a=1

(
1− Lmi

Lσa − Lmi

)la+1
(

k∏

a=1

(1− Lσa)
k·la−l

)
.

(3.31)

This also says 〈
O(σ|m)

det(S)⋆k

〉tQH

= 〈O(x|t)〉QK, (3.32)
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which is an equivariant version of Eq.(3.15). Now, we shall utilize detS ⋆ detQ = (1 −
q3d)

∏N
i=1 ti, then Eq.(3.32) will be replaced by

〈O(x|t)〉QK =
1

(
(1− q3d) ·

∏N

i=1 ti

)k
〈
O(σ|m) · det(Q)⋆k

〉tQH
. (3.33)

We now turn to the equivariant version of the QK and twisted QH correlators. The
main definitions and facts will closely match the non-equivariant situation. We continue to
use the notation

xi = e−Lσi , tj = e−Lmj

where σi (1 ≤ i ≤ k) are the (equivariant) Chern roots of S and mj (1 ≤ j ≤ N) is the
mass (or equivariant parameter) associated to the vector space spanned by the basis vector
ej . However, as is customary when dealing with equivariant K theory classes, we do not
distinguish between cohomological and K theoretic Chern roots. In particular, we abuse
notation and denote

σi = 1− xi; mj = 1− tj.

We will use the definition of the double Grothendieck polynomials from McNamara [29], see
also [28, Prop. 2.3], and we recall next the basic facts we need about these polynomials.
The double Grothendieck polynomials are non-homogeneous polynomials Gλ(σ|m̃) in the
variables σ = (σ1, . . . , σk) above and m̃ = (m̃1, . . . , m̃N), such that if one specializes the
mass parameters m̃i = 0 then one obtains the ordinary Grothendieck polynomials Gλ(σ).
To harmonize with the conventions from [28] we need to make

m̃j = 1− t−1
j

As usual we define the degrees of the variables to be

deg σi = 1; deg m̃j = 1.

With this definition,

Gλ(σ|m̃) = sλ(σ|m̃) + higher order terms

where the factorial Schur polynomial sλ(σ|m̃) is by definition the homogeneous part of
Gλ(σ|m) of degree |λ| = λ1 + . . .+ λk.

Fix λ a partition included in the k × (N − k) rectangle. The top form of Gλ(σ|m̃),
denoted by ∮

Gr(k;N)

Gλ(σ|m̃) ∈ Z[m̃1, . . . , m̃N ] ⊂ KT (pt), (3.34)

is defined to be the coefficient of s(N−k)k(σ|m̃) in the expansion of Gλ(σ|m̃). It follows
from [42, Thm. 2] that this is the same as the coefficient of s(N−k)k(σ) in Gλ(σ|m̃). (More
precisely, this follows because the coefficient of sν(σ) in Gλ(σ|m̃) is nonzero only if ν is
included in the k×λ1 rectangle. In the non-equivariant case, i.e., for tj = 1, a combinatorial
formula for this coefficient is given in [42].) For reasons which will become more clear later
we give the top form in terms of the variables t−1

j instead of m̃j = 1− t−1
j .
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Example 7 Let k = 2, N = 4. Then the factorial Grothendieck polynomial

G(2,1)(σ|m̃) = G(2,1)(σ1, σ2|m̃1, m̃2, m̃3, m̃4)

is equal to:

− m̃2
1m̃2m̃3σ

2
1σ

2
2 + 2m̃2

1m̃2m̃3σ
2
1σ2 + 2m̃2

1m̃2m̃3σ1σ
2
2 + m̃2

1m̃2σ
2
1σ

2
2

+ m̃2
1m̃3σ

2
1σ

2
2 + 2m̃1m̃2m̃3σ

2
1σ

2
2 − m̃2

1m̃2m̃3σ
2
1 − 4m̃2

1m̃2m̃3σ1σ2

− m̃2
1m̃2m̃3σ

2
2 − 2m̃2

1m̃2σ
2
1σ2 − 2m̃2

1m̃2σ1σ
2
2 − 2m̃2

1m̃3σ
2
1σ2 − 2m̃2

1m̃3σ1σ
2
2

− m̃2
1σ

2
1σ

2
2 − 3m̃1m̃2m̃3σ

2
1σ2 − 3m̃1m̃2m̃3σ1σ

2
2 − 2m̃1m̃2σ

2
1σ

2
2 − 2m̃1m̃3σ

2
1σ

2
2

− m̃2m̃3σ
2
1σ

2
2 + 2m̃2

1m̃2m̃3σ1 + 2m̃2
1m̃2m̃3σ2 + m̃2

1m̃2σ
2
1 + 4m̃2

1m̃2σ1σ2

+ m̃2
1m̃2σ

2
2 + m̃2

1m̃3σ
2
1 + 4m̃2

1m̃3σ1σ2 + m̃2
1m̃3σ

2
2 + 2m̃2

1σ
2
1σ2 + 2m̃2

1σ1σ
2
2

+ m̃1m̃2m̃3σ
2
1 + 4m̃1m̃2m̃3σ1σ2 + m̃1m̃2m̃3σ

2
2 + 3m̃1m̃2σ

2
1σ2 + 3m̃1m̃2σ1σ

2
2

+ 3m̃1m̃3σ
2
1σ2 + 3m̃1m̃3σ1σ

2
2 + 2m̃1σ

2
1σ

2
2 + m̃2m̃3σ

2
1σ2 + m̃2m̃3σ1σ

2
2

+ m̃2σ
2
1σ

2
2 + m̃3σ

2
1σ

2
2 − m̃2

1m̃2m̃3 − 2m̃2
1m̃2σ1 − 2m̃2

1m̃2σ2 − 2m̃2
1m̃3σ1 − 2m̃2

1m̃3σ2

− m̃2
1σ

2
1 − 3m̃2

1σ1σ2 − m̃2
1σ

2
2 − m̃1m̃2m̃3σ1 − m̃1m̃2m̃3σ2 − m̃1m̃2σ

2
1 − 4m̃1m̃2σ1σ2

− m̃1m̃2σ
2
2 − m̃1m̃3σ

2
1 − 4m̃1m̃3σ1σ2 − m̃1m̃3σ

2
2 − 3m̃1σ

2
1σ2 − 3m̃1σ1σ

2
2

− m̃2m̃3σ1σ2 − m̃2σ
2
1σ2 − m̃2σ1σ

2
2 − m̃3σ

2
1σ2 − m̃3σ1σ

2
2 − σ2

1σ
2
2 + m̃2

1m̃2 + m̃2
1m̃3

+ m̃2
1σ1 + m̃2

1σ2 + m̃1m̃2σ1 + m̃1m̃2σ2 + m̃1m̃3σ1 + m̃1m̃3σ2 + m̃1σ
2
1 + 2m̃1σ1σ2 + m̃1σ

2
2

+ m̃2σ1σ2 + m̃3σ1σ2 + σ2
1σ2 + σ1σ

2
2

The factorial Schur function s(2,2)(σ|m̃) = σ2
1σ

2
2 + other terms. After making changes of

variables t−1
j = 1 − m̃j (j = 1, . . . , 4), the coefficient of s(2,2)(σ) in G(2,1)(σ|t) is equal to

−(t21t2t3)
−1, that is: ∮

Gr(2;4)

G(2,1)(σ|t) = −(t21t2t3)
−1.

As usual, we extend the notion of top form to any class a ∈ KT (Gr(k;N)) by considering
the expansion a =

∑
λ aλOλ, and defining

∮

Gr(k;N)

a =
∑

λ

aλ

∮

Gr(k;N)

Gλ.

Conjecture 2 Let a1, . . . , ap ∈ KT (Gr(k;N)). Then the tQH correlator is equal to

〈a1 · . . . · ap〉
tQH =

χGr(k;N)(a1 ⋆ . . . ⋆ ap ⋆ (detS)
⋆k)

1− q3d
.

Furthermore, for any a ∈ KT (Gr(k;N)), the top form is related to the right hand side by:

∮

Gr(k;N)

a =
χGr(k;N)(a ⋆ (detS)

⋆k)

(t1 . . . tN )k(1− q3d)
.
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Example 8 We illustrate the equivariant conjecture for Gr(2, 4). To start, we observe that∮
Gr(2,4)

Oλ = 0 unless λ ⊃ (2, 1). In these cases we have:

∮

Gr(2,4)

O(2,1) = −(t21t2t3)
−1;

∮

Gr(2,4)

O(2,2) = (t21t
2
2)

−1.

Then, according to the conjecture:

〈O(2,1)〉
tQH =

χ(O(2,1) ⋆ (detS)⋆2)

1− q3d
.

To compare the statement about the top form, note that detS = t1t2(1 − O1), and one
calculates the expansion of (detS)⋆2) into Schubert classes:

(detS)⋆2) ⋆O(2,1) =− qt22t4(t1 + t4)O∅ + qt2t4(t2 + t3)(t1 + t4)O1

− q3dt1t2t3t4O(1,1) − q3dt1t2t3t4O(2)

+ (q3dt1t2t3t3 + (t2t4)
2)O(2,1) − t2t

2
4(t2 + t3)O(2,2).

Then
χ(O(2,1) ⋆ (detS)

⋆2) = −t2t3t
2
4(1− q3d),

Then ∮

Gr(2,4)

O(2,1) = −(t1t2t3t4)
−2 · (t2t3t

2
4) = −(t21t2t3)

−1,

as claimed in the conjecture. Similarly, one can check that

χ(O(2,2) ⋆ (detS)
⋆2) = t23t

2
4(1− q3d)

and again one may check directly the statement on the top form.

Example 9 We illustrate few examples in Gr(3, 6). In this case, the top forms
∮
Gr(3,6)

Oλ

are equal to 0 unless λ ⊃ (3, 2, 1), and otherwise:
∮

Gr(3,6)

O(3,2,1) = −(t31t
2
2t

2
3t4t5)

−1;

∮

Gr(3,6)

O(3,2,2) = (t31t
3
2t3t4t5)

−1;

∮

Gr(3,6)

O(3,3,1) = (t31t
2
2t

2
3t

2
4)

−1;

∮

Gr(3,6)

O(3,3,2) = −
t3 + t4
t31t

3
2t

2
3t

2
4

;

∮

Gr(3,6)

O(3,3,3) = (t31t
3
2t

3
3)

−1.

The reader may observe that if one specializes ti 7→ 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 6, then one obtains the top
form from (3.23). The corresponding (quantum) Euler characteristics χGr(3,6)(Oλ⋆(det S)⋆3)
are equal to 0 unless λ ⊃ (3, 2, 1). The calculations of the latter are recorded below:

λ = (3, 2, 1) :− t2t3t
2
4t

2
5t

3
6(1− q3d); λ = (3, 2, 2) : t23t

2
4t

2
5t

3
6(1− q3d);

λ = (3, 3, 1) : t2t3t4t
3
5t

3
6(1− q3d); λ = (3, 3, 2) : −t3t4t

3
5t

3
6(t3 + t4)(1− q3d);

λ = (3, 3, 3) : t34t
3
5t

3
6(1− q3d).
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Finally, we mention that if one changes the Chern-Simons levels, the associated dic-
tionary will be modified. Our claim is that the small (non)-equivariant quantum K the-
ory of Gr(k;N) can be reconstructed from the quantum cohomology of the same target.
And it would also be interesting to verify our observation via integrable systems utilized
in [28, 48, 49] and I/J-functions studied in [46, 50–52].
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A The top form as a holomorphic Euler characteristic

In this section we verify the Conjecture 1 in the case q = 0. The argument uses both a
residue calculation and a Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch argument.

For any κ ∈ K(X) we have:

χ(κ) =

∫

Gr(k;N)

Ch (κ) Td(TGr(k;N)),

where Ch denotes the Chern character, and Ch (κ) will be a polynomial of e−Lσa that is
denoted as O

(
e−Lσa

)
. One can use the Euler sequence for the Grassmannian to get the

Todd class of the holomorphic tangent bundle of Gr(k;N) [53]:

0 → S ⊗ S∗ → (S∗)⊕N → TGr(k;N) → 0.

Then one obtains:

Td(TGr(k;N)) =

k∏

a=1

(
Lσa

1− e−Lσa

)N
∏

a6=b

(
1− e−L(σa−σb)

)
∏

a6=b L (σa − σb)
.

Here σa’s are the Chern roots of S∗. We will calculate the integral above from the residue
formula and the nonabelian/abelian formula for Gr(k;N) [2, 3]. For g(σ) ∈ H∗(X),

∫

Gr(k;N)

g (σ) =
1

k!

∫

(PN−1)k

∏

a6=b

(σa − σb) g (σ) .

Since there is a residue-type formula for calculating integrals: on the projective space
∫

PN−1

g(σ) =

∮

σ=0

dσ

2πiσN
g(σ).
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We then obtain that
∫

Gr(k;N)

g (σ) =
1

k!

∮

σa=0

(
k∏

a=1

dσa

2πi (σa)
N

)
∏

a6=b

(σa − σb) g (σ) . (A.1)

We now apply Grothedieck-Riemann-Roch to calculate:

χ(κ) =

∫

Gr(k;N)

Td(TGr(k;N))Ch(κ)

=
1

k!

∮ ( k∏

a=1

d (Lσa)

2πi (Lσa)
N

)
∏

b6=c

(Lσb − Lσc)Td(TGr(k;N))O
(
e−Lσa

)

=
1

k!

∮

σa=0

(
k∏

a=1

d (Lσa)

(1− e−Lσa)N

)
∏

b6=c

(
1− e−L(σb−σc)

)
O
(
e−Lσa

)

=
1

k!

∮

xa=1

(
k∏

a=1

d(−xa)

2πi (1− xa)
N (xa)k

)
∏

b6=c

(xb − xc)O (xa)

=
1

k!

∮

za=0

(
k∏

a=1

dza
2πi(za)N (1− za)k

)
∏

b6=c

(zb − zc)O (1− za)

=

∫

Gr(k;N)

O (1− Lσa)(∏k
a=1 1− Lσa

)k .

In the fourth equality, we have changed the variable from σa to xa = e−Lσa , which induces
a measure factor

∏k

a=1(xa)
−1 in the integral. The last equality uses (A.1) above.

Note that this calculation also explains the twisting factor 1

(detS)k
. To relate to Conjec-

ture 1, we replace κ by κ⊗ (detS)k) to obtain:

χ(κ⊗ (detS)k) = χ(O(e−Lσa)⊗ (detS)k) =

∫

Gr(k;N)

O (1− Lσa)

If κ = Oλ ∈ K(Gr(k;N)) is a Schubert class represented by a Grothendieck polynomial
Gλ(1− e−Lσ1 , . . . , 1− e−Lσk), then the right hand side of the previous expression becomes

∫

Gr(k;N)

Gλ(Lσ1, . . . , Lσk),

which is precisely the definition of the top form of Gλ(σ). In other words, the tQH correlator
of Oλ is, on one side, the top form (as also verified in (3.18)), and, on the other side, a
holomorphic Euler characteristic. This verifies the statement in Conjecture 1 for q = 0.
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[49] C. Korff, and C. Stroppel, “The ŝl(n)k-WZNW fusion ring: a combinatorial construc-
tion and a realisation as quotient of quantum cohomology,” Advances in Mathematics,
225(1), 200-268. [arXiv:0909.2347[math.RT]].

[50] Y. Wen, K-Theoretic I-function of V//θG and Application”, 2019. [arXiv:1906.00775
[math.AG]]

[51] A. Givental, X. Yan, “Quantum K-theory of grassmannians and non-abelian localiza-
tion,” SIGMA 17(2021), 018

[52] X. Yan, Quantum K-theory of flag varieties via non-abelian localization”, 2021
[arXiv:2106.06281 [math.AG]]

[53] I. Ciocan-Fontanine, B. Kim, D. Maulik, “Stable quasimaps to GIT quotients,” Journal
of Geometry and Physics, Volume 75, 2014, Pages 17-47

35

http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.2347
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.00775
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.06281

	Introduction
	Mathematical aspects of supersymmetric gauge theories with four supercharges
	Quantum cohomology
	Quantum K theory
	GLSMs and 3d N = 2 Chern-Simons-matter theories

	A correspondence between the quantum K theory and the quantum cohomology
	The non-equivariant situation
	Quantum K theory via residues
	A relation to the mathematical quantum K pairing
	The equivariant situation

	The top form as a holomorphic Euler characteristic

