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Abstract

Â-type Little String Theories (LSTs) are engineered from parallel M5-branes on a circle
S1⊥, probing a transverse R4/ZM background. Below the scale of the radius of S1⊥, these
theories resemble a circular quiver gauge theory with M nodes of gauge group U(N)
and matter in the bifundamental representation (or adjoint in the case of M = 1). In
this paper, we study these LSTs in the presence of a surface defect, which is introduced
through the action of a ZN orbifold that breaks the gauge groups into [U(1)]N . We
provide a combinatoric expression for the non-perturbative BPS partition function for this
system. This form allows us to argue that a number of non-perturbative symmetries,
that have previously been established for the LSTs, are preserved in the presence of the
defect. Furthermore, we discuss the Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) limit of the defect partition
function: focusing in detail on the case (M,N) = (1, 2), we analyse two distinct proposals
made in the literature. We unravel an algebraic structure that is responsible for the
cancellation of singular terms in the NS limit, which we generalise to generic (M,N). In
view of the dualities of higher dimensional gauge theories to quantum many-body systems,
we provide indications that our combinatoric expression for the defect partition are useful
in constructing and analysing quantum integrable systems in the future.
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1 Introduction

A large number of interesting quantum theories can be constructed from String Theory, through
limits that decouple the gravitational sector. Among the most peculiar classes of such theories
are Little String Theories (LSTs) [1–5]: these theories behave like quantum field theories (with
ordinary point-like degrees of freedom) at low energies. However, depending on the details of
their construction, they contain extended degrees of freedom at energies surpassing a specific
scale. Due to their construction, these theories inherit many of the structures and symmetries
of full String Theory (or its higher dimensional avatars), while at the same time being poten-
tially free of the conceptual issues related to the gravitational sector. Such theories therefore
constitute a unique arena to study many of the interesting features and conceptual aspects of
String Theory in a simplified setting. This arena encompasses in particular many of the (geo-
metric) techniques included in the toolbox of string model-building, such as compactifications
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or orbifolds. Moreover, the vast network of dualities of String Theory also leads to (surprising)
relations among different LSTs or yet further classes of interesting theories, such as (quantum)
integrable systems.

In order to limit the playing field, in this work, we shall restrict ourselves to a class of LSTs
with N = (2, 0) supersymmetry (in six dimensions). Indeed, using methods similar as in the
case of higher dimensional super-conformal field theories, such LSTs have been systematically
classified [6–8] and here we shall deal specifically with the so-called A-type LSTs. Due to the
fact that these theories can be constructed using a number of complementary methods [9–11],
these theories have been studied extensively in recent years [12–36] and numerous highly non-
trivial structures, symmetries and dualities have been uncovered [16, 19, 25–28, 35]: a common
construction of these theories is as the (six-dimensional) world-volume theory of N parallel
M5-branes separated along a circle S1

⊥ (see [9–11, 13]). This theory admits a number of dual
descriptions [10, 14, 37]. Here we shall focus on one, which at low energies (relative to the
radius of S1

⊥) resembles a supersymmetric gauge theory on R4 × T2 with a U(N) gauge group
and matter in the adjoint representation. We shall refer to this theory in the following as the
Â0 theory. This theory has been generalised in [15] (see also [10, 11]) to ÂM−1 theories (also
called Little String Orbifolds), by replacing the (flat) transverse space of the M5-branes with a
R4/ZM orbifold background. This generalises the low energy theory to a circular quiver gauge
theory with M gauge nodes of type U(N) and hypermultiplet matter in the bifundamental
representation (see Figure 1).

N

N

N

N

N

N

N

Figure 1: Cyclic quiver following the Dynkin diagram of ÂM−1 and corresponding to the LST
obtained by considering N M5-branes on R4×T2 separated along S1

⊥ and probing a transverse
R4/ZM orbifold

The full non-perturbative BPS partition function of the ÂM−1 theory can be computed
using a number of different techniques, exploiting various dual descriptions and computational
techniques developed in String Theory. Moreover, exploiting notably a dual description of
these theories as F-theory compactified on a class of toric Calabi-Yau threefolds [37], a number

of highly non-trivial symmetries have been established for the ÂM , many of which act in an
inherently non-perturbative fashion [26, 35]. Furthermore, the double-elliptic fibration structure
of the Calabi-Yau threefolds also implies two modular symmetries, with independent modular
parameters. In particular for the case of the Â0 theory, these have been argued in [27, 28, 35]
to be part of suitable paramodular groups.

In this work we shall generalise the A-type LSTs and their orbifold extensions in yet a further
way: indeed, we shall consider the theory in the presence of a codimension-2 surface defect.
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In the case of the Â0 theory, the latter is implemented by a Zs orbifold (with s ≤ N), that
acts along a C-plane in the world-volume of the M5-brane and a C-plane along the transverse
space. Its main effect is to break the U(N) gauge group and we shall mostly be interested in
the so-called full type surface defect (with s = N), corresponding to U(N) → U(1)N . This
defect can also be readily extended to the orbifolded case. There are several motivations for
studying these theories in the presence of a defect is two-fold:

(i) Such theoretical settings are interesting in their own right, providing access to a yet
larger class of quantum theories. Moreover, due to the fact that they are constructed in a
well-defined fashion from well studied theories, allows to extend many of the established
computational techniques (after a slight adaptation), e.g. ADHM constructions [38–40],
algebraic methods [33, 41] or blow-up equations [42, 43]. In this way, we expect to access
and study these theories in a fairly explicit and concrete fashion. Notably, as we shall
demonstrate in this paper, it is possible to study non-perturbative aspects of the defect
theories, by extending the analysis of symmetries of the ÂM−1 theories mentioned above.

(ii) Particular limits of the parameters of the ÂM−1 theory with defect lead to (lower di-
mensional) supersymmetric gauge theories (see also [22]). In particular, dimensionally
reducing along either of the modular parameters mentioned above, successively replaces
elliptic structures with trigonometric and rational ones. An overview of this situation is
schematically provided in Table 1, where columns and rows correspond to reductions of
the two elliptic structures separately. For each combination, the red boxes specify the
resulting supersymmetric gauge theory. A priori, these theories are intrinsically related
to one another, and parts of the (non-perturbative) symmetries of the LSTs percolate to
the lower dimensional theories, which can thus be explored systematically by studying the
defect LSTs. As we shall discuss in this article, among the theories that can be accessed
in this manner we encounter one which closely resembles the Class Sk theories studied in
[44–47].

(iii) The supersymmetric gauge theories obtained from the A-type LSTs can be related to
various integrable models (see [48–52]). The precise type of theory is indicated by the blue
boxes in Table 1. Here, the Calogero-Moser systems have been discussed in [40, 41, 53, 54],
the Ruijsenaars-Schneider systems in [55, 56] and the DELL system has been studied in
[57–62]. Concretely, Higgsing the (non-perturbative) BPS partition function of the defect
theory, is expected to lead to the wave function of the corresponding integrable system.
Calculating an explicit expression of the latter is therefore essential in constructing the
associated Hamilton operator, which is currently not known in many cases.

Our main object of interest in this work is therefore the non-perturbative BPS defect partition
function Zdef. of the Â0 and ÂM−1 theories. While the former case has previously been discussed
in the literature [58, 61], to our knowledge, an explicit expression for the partition function in
the case M > 1 constitutes a genuinely new result. Moreover, in both cases, we provide
a compact combinatoric expression for Zdef. as a function of all physical parameters of the
defect theory: indeed, due to the orbifold action (that breaks the gauge group), the instanton
parameter(s) of the LST is split into multiple parameters and we provide explicit expressions
for the contribution of each of these instanton sectors in the partition function. We argue that
the non-perturbative symmetries of the Â0 LSTs remain unbroken in the presence of the defect
and conjecture a similar result also in the ÂM−1-case.
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rational trigonometric elliptic

r.
N = (2, 2) quiver th. on R2

Calogero-Moser system

N = (2, 2)∗ quiver th. on R2

t-Calogero-Moser system

N = 2∗ quiver th. on R4

e-Calogero-Moser system

t.
N = 2 quiver th. on R2 × S1

Ruijsenaars-Schneider system

N = 2∗ quiver th. on R2 × S1

t-Ruijsenaars-Schneider system

N = 1∗ quiver th. on R4 × S1

e-Ruijsenaars-Schneider system

e.
N = 1 quiver th. on R2 × T2

dual e-CM system

N = 1∗ quiver th. on R2 × T2

dual e-RS system

A-type LST on R4 × T2

DELL system

Table 1: Table summarising the different connections between supersymmetric gauge theories
related to A-type LSTs and quantum integrable systems [51].

Furthermore, as in the case of the LST partition function Zdef. depends on two deformation
parameters ε1,2 that act as regulators in the sense of an Ω-background [63]. Indeed, Zdef. is
singular in the limit when one of these parameters vanishes (Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) limit
[64, 65]). In the literature two different regularised partition functions have been conjectured
([39, 41, 58] and [55, 62]), by normalising the partition function by a suitable quantity to remove
the singular terms. The regularity of theses proposals has been tested to limited order in the
instanton expansion [55, 58] and both have a priori different physical properties. This last point
is of particular interest in view of interpreting the regularisation of Zdef. as the eigenfunction
of an integrable system. In this paper, we therefore analyse in detail the regularisation of the
defect partition function of the Â0 theory, in the case of N = 2: using the combinatoric form
of the partition function, we unravel algebraic structures that guarantee the cancellation of
poles in the regularised version. In this way we argue that both proposals in the literature
lead to viable NS-limits and we highlight the difference among the two in terms of physical
contributions at different instanton sectors. We indicate how these algebraic structures can be
generalised to N > 2 and we conjecture a relation to the blow-up equation [43].

As first step towards analysing integrable structures, we consider the so-called bulk decou-
pling limit of the N = 2 defect partition function of the Â0 theory: this corresponds to the
vanishing of the diagonal coupling constant in the breaking of U(2)→ U(1)× U(1) and phys-
ically corresponds to reducing the instanton partition function to that of a vortex partition
function living on the world-volume of the surface defect [66]. We find that the remaining
expression can be rewritten in the form of an elliptic hypergeometric function, which is the
eigenfunction of a specific (elliptic) operator, that is interpreted as the Hamiltonian.

This paper is organised as follows: in Section 2, we discuss the construction of the defect
partition function for the Â0 LST, based on the world-volume theory of parallel M5-branes
probing a flat transverse background. We provide a combinatoric expression of the defect
partition function which encapsulates the full non-perturbative sector and investigate non-
perturbative symmetries inherited from the LST. Furthermore, we study the regularity of NS
limits of this partition function as well as further limits that are interesting from the perspective
of integrability. In Section 3, we generalise the results of Section 2 to ÂM−1 LSTs in the presence
of a defect by considering a double orbifold brane construction. Finally, Section 4 contains our
conclusions and directions for further research. This work is supplemented by two Appendices:
Appendix A collects mathematical definitions used throughout the main text and Appendix B
is dedicated to an alternative derivation of the defect partition function discussed in Section 2
using a vertex operator algebraic approach.
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2 Defect partition function of Â0 LSTs

2.1 Partial orbifolding

In this subsection we will detail the construction of BPS partition function (PF) in presence

of a codimension-2 surface defect. We start with the aforementioned M-theoretic setup for Â-
type LSTs and consider N M5-branes in the configuration given on the left of Table 2. In this

C1 C2 T2 S1
⊥ C3 C4

N M5 - - - - - - ×
k M2 - - -

C1 C2/Zs T2 S1
⊥ C3 C4/Zs

N M5 - - - - - - ×
k M2 - - -

Table 2: On the left M5/M2-brane setup engineering a Â0 quiver rank N LST, M5-branes
are separated along the S1

⊥. On the right, the modified situation engineering a codimension-2
surface defect.

case, the low energy quiver gauge theory correspond to a Â0 quiver with one U(N) gauge node
and matter in the adjoint representation [9, 12]. We are interested in the non-perturbative
sector of the defect PF. In order to regularise the IR-divergences associated with instanton
contribution, we introduce a general Ω-background [63] on all non-compact dimensions. The
Ω-background is explicitly realised by gauging a U(1)εi action parametrised by {εi}i=1,2,3,4

on all C planes. In the following, we denote by Ci = Cεi the complex plane with a U(1)εi
isometry. In order to preserve at least N = (1, 0) supersymmetry in six dimensions, one
needs to impose that the isometry group is a subgroup of the group rotating the C4 planes:
U(1)ε1 × U(1)ε2 × U(1)ε3 × U(1)ε4 ⊂ Spin(8) [67]. This adds an extra constraint on the Ω-
background parameters {εi}i=1,2,3,4:

ε1 + ε2 + ε3 + ε4 = 0 . (2.1)

In the following, we make this constraint manifest and use the following parametrisation:

ε3 = −S , ε4 = S − ε1 − ε2 , (2.2)

where S is interpreted from the LST perspective, i.e. in the M5-branes world-volume theory,
as the mass parameter of the adjoint matter.

The codimension-2 surface defect can be geometrically emulated by introducing a Zs orbifold
on the C2 and C4 planes [40]. In coordinates, the orbifold action is given by

Zs :

(
z2
z4

)
−→

(
e2iπ

1
s 0

0 e−2iπ 1
s

)
·

(
z2
z4

)
with (z1, z2, z3, z4) ∈ C1 × C2 × C3 × C4 . (2.3)

The orbifolded situation is given by the tabular on the right of Table 2. From the worldvolume
of the M5-branes perspective, the orbifold breaks the gauge group according to

U(N) −→ U(n1)× · · · × U(ns) , with n1 + · · ·+ ns = N , (2.4)

where orbifold sub-sectors are classified by irreducible representations of Zs. In the particular
case s = N , the gauge group is maximally broken to U(1)N , which corresponds to the so-called
full type surface defect [38]. In the following we restrict ourselves to s = N , but the discussion
can be naturally extended to s < N .
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2.2 Character computation

We now come to the construction of the defect BPS/instanton1 PF. We describe the con-
struction in two parts: first, we review the ADHM construction of the character of the tangent
space to the instanton moduli space on the background with a partial orbifold [33, 38–41]. This
quantity can then be directly related to the defect instanton PF, as detailed thereafter. In the
next subsection, we propose a combinatorial re-writing of the defect instanton PF which allows
to easily relate our result to the A-type LST instanton PF.

We start with several definitions which allow to characterise the instanton moduli space. We
first define the framing vector space as:

N =

N⊕

i=1

Ni ⊗Ri , dimC Ni = 1 , (2.5)

capturing the information of the M5-brane moduli. {Ri}i∈{1...N} are irreducible representations
of the orbifold group ZN . The splitting of the framing vector space follows the breaking pattern
of the gauge group (2.4). For an instanton configuration of charge k of the original U(N) group,
the instanton vector space (which characterises instanton moduli) splits into N sectors and is
given by:

K =
N⊕

i=1

Ki ⊗Ri , dimC Ki = ki . (2.6)

We have k = k1 + . . . + kN and we interpret the set of instanton charges {ki}i∈{1,...,N} as the
instanton charges of each sub-U(1) gauge group obtained from the breaking (2.4). Finally we
define the co-tangent space to the space-time at the origin, i.e. at the fixed point of the U(1)εi
isometries, as:

Q = T∨
o (C1 × C2/ZN × C3 × C4/ZN) = Q1 ⊕Q2 ⊕Q3 ⊕Q4 . (2.7)

By definition, the characters of the N and K vector spaces can be related respectively to M5-
brane moduli {ai,α}i,α∈{1,...,N} and M2-brane moduli {φi,I}i∈{1,...,N},I∈{1,...,ki}:

Ni := chNi =

N∑

α=1

e2iπai,α , i ∈ {1, . . . , N} , (2.8)

Ki := chKi =

ki∑

I=1

e2iπφi,I , i ∈ {1, . . . , N} , (2.9)

in general we use the notation: Qx := e2iπx. Similarly, matrix-valued characters2 of Q are
related to the Ω-background parameters {εi}i=1,2,3,4 through:

Q1 := chQ1 = q1R0 , Q2 := chQ2 = q̃2R1 , (2.10)

Q3 := chQ3 = q3R0 , Q4 := chQ4 = q4RN−1 , (2.11)

1We will use the term instanton to designate what corresponds in our case to BPS states since our setup
admits dual descriptions in which M2-branes ending on M5-branes configurations are dual to instantons.

2We consider matrix-valued characters in order to keep the derivation compact.
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with,

q1 := e2iπε1 , q̃2 = e
2iπε2

N , q3 = e2iπε3 , q4 = e2iπε4 = q−1
1 q̃−1

2 q−1
3 , (2.12)

and {Ri}i∈{1...N} are matrix representations of {Ri}i∈{1...N} given by:

[R1]kl = δk+1,l ∈MN×N(N) , ∀p ∈ Z , Rp = R
p
1 , RN = R0 = 1N , (2.13)

with cyclic indices of the Kronecker delta. In addition, we define some useful notations to easily
manipulate the matrix-valued characters:

Pi := 1−Qi , Pij := PiPj , ∀i, j ∈ {1, . . . , 4} , (2.14)

we also define the dual character X∨ of a matrix-valued character X:

for X =
∑

i

nie
2iπxiRi , X∨ =

∑

i

nie
−2iπxiR∨

i , (2.15)

with R∨
i = RN−i. We also define the 5d/6d index of a character as:

for W =
∑

i

nie
2iπwi , I[W] =

{∏
i ϑ(Qwi

;Qρ)
ni in 6d ,∏

i(1−Qwi
)ni in 5d .

(2.16)

where ϑ is a theta function defined in (A.3) and ρ is the affine extension parameter of the
U(N) node. The defect instanton PF can be computed as a path integral over the instanton
moduli of the 6d index of the character of the tangent space to the instanton moduli space
χinst.. We construct χinst. using the eleven dimensional background, for a detailed review of
this procedure see [33]. We first define the character of the observable sheaf [33] given by
the following contribution (the M5-branes are located at z3, z4 = 0, while the instantons are
localized by the U(1)εi at the origin of all four coordinates):

Y := P34[N−P12K] . (2.17)

We can then define the character of analogue of a vector multiplet contribution on the 11d
background:

V := Y∨(P1P2P3P4)
−1Y . (2.18)

Once we impose that Q1Q2Q3Q4 = 1N , V splits into a character and its dual:

V = v + v∨ , v := P∨
3

[
N∨P−1

12 N−N∨K−Q∨
1Q

∨
2K

∨N+P∨
12K

∨K
]
. (2.19)

The character of interest is then given by the ZN invariant sub-sector of v:

χ := χpert. + χinst. , χpert. :=
[
P∨

3N
∨P−1

12 N
]
ZN

, (2.20)

χinst. := [P3(−N
∨K−Q∨

1Q
∨
2K

∨N+P∨
12K

∨K)]ZN
, (2.21)

where we define the invariant sub-sector as the trace of the matrix-valued characters:
[

N∑

i=1

ciRi

]

ZN

=
1

N
Tr

[
N∑

i=1

ciRi

]
, ∀ci ∈ C . (2.22)
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We obtain:

χinst. = (1− q−1
3 )

N∑

i=1

[
−N∨

i Ki − q−1
1 q̃−1

2 K∨
i−1Ni − (1− q−1

1 )q̃−1
2 K∨

i−1Ki + (1− q−1
1 )K∨

i Ki

]
,

(2.23)

which matches the chain-saw quiver characterization of the instanton moduli space [38] through
the stability conditions of the quiver Fig. 2.

KiKi−1 Ki+1

NiNi−1 Ni+1

Figure 2: A portion of the cyclic chain-saw ADHM quiver characterising the ZN -orbifolded
instanton moduli space.

2.3 Combinatoric expression

We now detail the reasoning leading to the final combinatoric expression of the instanton PF
in presence of a surface defect. The contributions to the PF of instanton configurations at order
k = (k1, . . . , kN) denoted Zk,N

def. are then given by the 6d index (2.16) of χinst., which corresponds
to the following Losev-Moore-Nekrasov-Shatashvili (LMNS) formula:

Zk,N
def. =

1

k!

[S − ε1]
|k|

[S]|k|[−ε1]|k|

∮ N∏

i=1

ki∏

I=1

dφi,I

2iπφi,I

N∏

i,α=1

ki∏

I=1

[S + φi,I − ai,α]

[φi,I − ai,α]

ki−1∏

I=1

[S + ai,α − φi−1,I − ε1 −
ε2
N
]

[ai,α − φi−1,I − ε1 −
ε2
N
]

×
∏

1≤I 6=J≤ki

[φi,J − φi,I ][S + φi,J − φi,I − ε1]

[φi,J − φi,I − ε1][S + φi,J − φi,I ]

×

ki−1∏

I=1

ki∏

J=1

[φi,J − φi−1,I − ε1 −
ε2
N
][S + φi,J − φi−1,I − ε1 −

ε2
N
]

[φi,J − φi−1,I −
ε2
N
][S + φi,J − φi−1,I −

ε2
N
]

. (2.24)

Here indices are understood with the cyclicity property φi+N,I = φi,I and we used the following
shorthand notations:

[x] := ϑ(Qx;Qρ) ,
1

k!
=

N∏

i=1

1

ki!
, |k| =

N∑

i=1

ki . (2.25)

The combinatoric expression of the PF is then given by the poles in the integration variables φi,I

of (2.24), which correspond to the fixed points of the instanton moduli space under the action of
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GL(K)×GL(N)×GL(Q). In order to understand the pole structure of the integral (2.24), we
need to specify an integration ordering. To preserve a symmetric formulation in all sub-sector
of the orbifold we choose:

∮ N∏

i=1

ki∏

I=1

dφi,I

2iπφi,I

−→
N∏

i=1

∮
dφi,max({kj}j=1,...,N )

2iπφi,max({kj}j=1,...,N )

. . .
N∏

i=1

∮
dφi,1

2iπφi,1

. (2.26)

With this choice of ordering, the pole structure of the integrand is governed by the relations [38]:

φi,1 = ai,α , φi,I = φi,J + ε1 for I > J ≥ 1 , φi,I = φi+1,J +
ε2
N

for I, J ≥ 1 . (2.27)

The result of the integration can be written as a summation over several configurations following
the Jeffrey-Kirwan residue prescription [68]. Non-equivalent configurations are then classified
by a N -tuple of partitions3 λ = (λ(1), . . . , λ(N)) such that:

Ki

∣∣
λ
=

N∑

j=1

Qai−j+1
q
⌊ i−j

N
⌋

2 q̃i2
∑

(m,nN+j)∈λ(i−j+1)

qm−1
1 qn2 , (2.28)

where we use cyclic conventions on the indices of ai+N = ai and λ(i+N) = λ(i). The N -tuple
of partitions λ is related to the charges of the instanton configuration k = (k1, . . . , kN) by a
colouring of λ. We define the colouring cN(✷) of a box belonging to the Young diagram of a
given partition in the following manner:

∀✷ = (m,n) ∈ λ(α) , cN(✷) = (α +m− 1 mod N) + 1 . (2.29)

For instance, at N = 3 the 3-tuple of partitions (λ(1) = (3, 2), λ(2) = (2, 2, 1), λ(3) = (5)) has
the following colouring [38]:

λ(1) : 1 1 1

2 2
, λ(2) : 2 2

3 3

1

, λ(3) : 3 3 3 3 3 . (2.30)

The relation between the instanton charges of each sub-sector k and the N -tuple of partitions
is then given by:

ki(λ) = Card
({

✷ ∈ λ(α)
∣∣cN(✷) = i , α = 1, . . . , N

})
, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N} , (2.31)

i.e. the number of boxes in the configuration λ with colouring i. For instance the configuration
described by (2.30) corresponds to k1 = 4, k2 = 7 and k3 = 4.

3Strictly speaking a given configuration is characterised by a N2-tuple of partition (corresponding to the N2

starting points given by φi,1 = ai,α with α, i = 1, . . . , N) with interlacing condition [69]. Such configuration is
in bijection with a N -tuple of partitions.
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Previous combinatoric results have been found in [66, 70]. We now give a new presenta-
tion which allows to see the defect instanton PF as an extension of the PF without defect.
Considering (2.28), we can organise the character computation in power of q̃2. We define a
projection ωk|N which selects in a Laurent series in q̃2 terms that come with a power congruent
to k mod N :

ωk|N :
∑

n∈Z

cnq̃
n
2 −→

∑

n∈Z

c̃nq̃
n
2 with c̃n =

{
c̃n = cn if n ≡ k mod N,

0 else .
(2.32)

This projection has many useful properties given in Appendix A.2. Using ωk|N , we can simply
re-write the character of the instanton vector space near the fixed point λ:

Ki

∣∣
λ
=

N∑

j=1

Ki,j

∣∣
λ
, (2.33)

such that:

Ki,j

∣∣
λ
:=

{
q̃−1
2 Qai−j+1

ωj|N(
∑

(n,m)∈λ(i−j+1) q
m−1
1 q̃n2 ) if j ≤ i ,

Qai−j+1
ωj|N(

∑
(n,m)∈λ(i−j+1) q

m−1
1 q̃n2 ) else .

(2.34)

In order to understand how the computation is organised, we first consider the reorganisation
of a simple subpart of the character of the tangent space to the instanton moduli space at the
fixed point λ χinst.

∣∣
λ
:

N∑

i=1

K∨
i Ki =

N∑

i=1

N∑

k=1

N∑

l=1

Qai−l+1

Qai−k+1

Hk−i,l−i(q̃2)ω−k|N(c
∨
λ(i−k+1))ωl|N(cλ(i−l+1)) , (2.35)

where we used (A.11) and the following definitions for the extra q̃2 factor and the so-called
content cλ [71] of a partition λ:

Ha,b(q̃2) :=





q̃2 if (a > 0 ∧ b ≤ 0) ,

q̃−1
2 if (a ≤ 0 ∧ b > 0) ,

1 else ,

cλ :=
∑

(a,b)∈λ

qb−1
1 q̃a−1

2 . (2.36)

Upon redefinitions of the summations and using (A.10) we obtain:

N∑

i=1

K∨
i Ki =

N∑

i=1

N∑

n=1

N∑

m=1

Qan

Qam

ωm−n|N(ωm−i−1|N(c
∨
λ(m)) · cλ(n)) . (2.37)

Finally, with (A.8) we find:

N∑

i=1

K∨
i Ki =

N∑

n=1

N∑

m=1

Qan

Qam

ωm−n|N(c
∨
λ(m) · cλ(n)) . (2.38)

Using this result, we can read off the contribution of the untwisted sector (which arises from a
term of the kind K∨

i Ki) to the PF:

N∑

i=1

[
−N∨

i Ki + (1− q−1
1 )K∨

i Ki

]
=

N∑

n,m=1

Qan

Qam

ωm−n|N

(
(1− q−1

1 )cλ(n)c∨λ(m) − cλ(n)

)
. (2.39)
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From a similar reasoning, we can compute the content formula for the twisted sector (which
arises from a term of the kind K∨

i−1Ki), where the extra q̃2 factors compensate the index shifts
by (A.9). This contribution corresponds to:

N∑

i=1

[
− q−1

1 q̃−1
2 K∨

i−1Ni−(1− q−1
1 )q̃−1

2 K∨
i−1Ki

]

=
N∑

n,m=1

Qan

Qam

ωm−n|N

(
−(1− q−1

1 )q̃−1
2 cλ(n)c∨λ(m) − q−1

1 q−1
2 c∨

λ(m)

)
. (2.40)

Finally, we see that the twisted and untwisted sector combine:

χinst

∣∣
λ
= −(1− q−1

3 )

N∑

n,m=1

Qan

Qam

ωm−n|N


(1− q−1

1 )(1− q̃−1
2 )cλ(n)c∨λ(m) − cλ(n) − q−1

1 q̃−1
2 c∨

λ(m)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=f

λ(n)λ(m) (q1,q̃2)


 ,

(2.41)

the factor fλ(n)λ(m) appears in the computation of the PF in the non-orbifolded background [72,
73] and ωk|N allows to relate the two computations. In addition, fλ(n)λ(m) admits a representation
in term of arm-length and leg-length of the partitions [71, 72]:

fµν(q1, q̃2) :=
∑

✷∈µ

q
lν(✷)
1 q̃

−aµ(✷)−1
2 +

∑

✷∈ν

q
−lµ(✷)−1
1 q̃

aν(✷)
2 , (2.42)

with arm-length and leg-length defined as4:

aµ(✷) = µi − j , lµ(✷) = µT
j − i , for ✷ = (i, j) . (2.43)

The relevant function that enters the orbifold computation is therefore defined by:

f (p|N)
µν (q1, q̃2) := ωp|N(fµν(q1, q̃2))

=
∑

✷ ∈ µ

lµ(✷) ≡ p mod N

q
−aν(✷)−1
1 q̃

lµ(✷)
2 +

∑

✷ ∈ ν

lν (✷) ≡ −p − 1 mod N

q
aµ(✷)
1 q̃

−lν(✷)−1
2 . (2.44)

We define the full non-perturbative defect partition function as:

Z inst.,(N)
def.

(
q, q;Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2

)
=

∞∑

k1,...,kN=0

N∏

i=1

qkii Z
k,N
def. . (2.45)

Taking the 6d index (2.16) of (2.41) and using the parametrisation (2.2) for ε2 → ε2/N , we
obtain the following expression for the non-perturbative sector of the defect PF:

Z inst.,(N)
def.

(
q, q;Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2

)
=
∑

λ∈PN

N∏

i=1

q
ki(λ)
i

∏

1≤i,j≤N

N (j−i|N)

λ(i)λ(j) (QSQaj/Qai , Qρ; q1, q̃2)

N (j−i|N)

λ(i)λ(j) (Qaj/Qai , Qρ; q1, q̃2)
,

(2.46)

4Partitions are understood as a collection of a finite number of non-zero entries with infinitely many zeros.
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where P is the set of all partitions. Furthermore, we introduce the set of exponentiated gauge
couplings q = {qi}i∈{1,...,N} associated to each U(1) gauge group (produced by the defect):

q := exp(2iπτ) =

N∏

i=1

qi , and qj = exp (2iπτj) , (2.47)

with q the exponentiated gauge coupling of the full U(N) gauge group. We recall that the
charge of each U(1) produced by the breaking pattern (2.4) is related to the set of partitions λ

by the colouring functions (2.31). In addition, we define N (p|N)
µν as the fractional version of the

Nekrasov subfunctions which appear in the expression of the instanton PF on the non-orbifolded
background [74]:

N (p|N)
µν (x,Qρ; q1, q̃2) :=

∏

✷ ∈ µ

lµ(✷) ≡ p mod N

ϑ(xq
−aν(✷)−1
1 q

lµ(✷)
2 ;Qρ)

×
∏

✷ ∈ ν

lν(✷) ≡ −p − 1 mod N

ϑ(xq
aµ(✷)
1 q

−lν(✷)−1
2 ;Qρ) . (2.48)

In the following, we use the shorthand notation N (p|N)(x) := N (p|N)
µν (x,Qρ; q1, q̃2). The frac-

tional Nekrasov subfunctions are related to the Nekrasov subfunctions by:

Nµν(x,Qρ; q1, q̃2) =
N∏

p=1

N (p|N)(x,Qρ; q1, q̃2) . (2.49)

In [55], an analogous result to (2.46) in the 5d setup has been obtained using an affine
screening operator approach. The result of [55] can be obtained from (2.46) by considering the
limit Qρ → 0 or by taking the 5d index (2.16) of (2.41). We remark that (2.48) corresponds in
the 5d limit to an equivalent representation of the fractional Nekrasov subfunctions defined in
(1.1) of [55].

2.4 Perturbative contribution

In this subsection, we briefly discuss the perturbative contribution to the defect PF. At the
level of the character computation, the contribution arises from the 6d index of χpert. as defined
by (2.20). Using the following decomposition:

P−1
2 = (1− q̃2R1)

−1 =

∞∑

n=0

q̃n2R
n
1 =

N∑

i=1

q̃i2
1− q̃N2

Ri , (2.50)

we obtain:

χpert. = (1−QS)
N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

N∨
i

1

1− q1

q̃j2
1− q̃N2

Ni+j . (2.51)
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With the 6d index of χpert. we find that the perturbative contribution to the defect partition
function is:

Zpert.,(N)
def. (Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2) =

∏

1≤i<j≤N

ϑ(
Qaj

Qai

QS q̃
j−i
2 ; q1, q̃

N
2 )∞

ϑ(
Qaj

Qai

q̃j−i
2 ; q1, q̃

N
2 )∞

∏

1≤j≤i≤N

ϑ(
Qai

Qaj

QS q̃
N−j+i
2 ; q1, q̃

N
2 )∞

ϑ(
Qai

Qaj

q̃N−j+i
2 ; q1, q̃N2 )∞

,

(2.52)

where ϑ(·; ·, ·)∞ (defined in (A.6)) is the elliptic Pochhammer symbol. The full PF in presence
of a codimension-2 surface defect is therefore given by:

Zdef.,(N)

(
q, q;Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2

)
= Zpert.,(N)

def. (Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2) · Z
inst.,(N
def.

(
q, q;Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2

)
.

(2.53)

2.5 Non-perturbative symmetries

In this subsection we analyse some key properties of the PF (2.46). In particular, we investi-
gate so-called non-perturbative symmetries. These symmetries have been constructed for the
instanton partition function of Â-type LSTs without defect in [26, 35] and can be defined as a
linear action on the moduli of the theory:

s : ({ai}i∈{1...N−1}, ρ, S, {τi}i∈{1...N})
T −→ S · ({ai}i∈{1...N−1}, ρ, S, {τi}i∈{1...N})

T ,

S ∈M2N+1,2N+1(Q) , (2.54)

which leaves the PF invariant. In the following, we argue that the symmetries uncovered in
[26, 35] for the LST PF can be naturally generalised to symmetries of the defect PF. In the
classification of [26, 35], the symmetries are constructed by analysing the extended Kähler of a
toric Calabi-Yau threefold [37] that appears in a dual F-theory construction of the LSTs. Even
though there exists no similar description for the moduli space in presence of a defect, we can
use the expression of the defect PF (2.46) to verify the symmetries found in [26, 35]:

• The defect instanton partition function is symmetric under cyclic permutation of the
Coulomb branch moduli: Qai −→ Qai+1

, with the cyclic identification: ai = ai+N , ∀i ∈
{1, . . . , N}.

• Another manifest symmetry is the cyclic permutation of the fractional couplings: qi −→
qi+1 , with the identification qi+N = qi, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

• It is also possible to change the ordering of both the fractional couplings and Coulomb
branch moduli at the same time: qi −→ qN−i, and ai −→ aN−i, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

• The defect instanton PF is invariant under S → −S+ε1+ε2/N which corresponds to a flop
transition of all (1, 1)-branes in [35] and to the Poincaré duality of [55]. This symmetry
can be understood from the geometrical setup. From the C1×C2/ZN×T2 space-time, the
C3 and C4 planes play symmetrical roles, in particular the defect instanton PF should
not depend on the choice between C3/ZN × C4 and C3 × C4/ZN and be symmetrical
under the exchange ε3 ←→ ε4, this can be tested explicitly from (2.18). Using (2.2),
this symmetry directly translates into the invariance of the defect instanton PF under
S → −S + ε1 + ε2/N .
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• We now consider the transformation S → S − ρ, which leads to a symmetry of the
defect instanton PF as a consequence of the quasi-periodicity property of the ϑ theta
functions (A.4). In order to see this, we decompose the standard contribution of a fixed
instanton contribution to the PF:

∏

1≤i,j≤N

N (j−i|N)

λ(i)λ(j) (QSQaj/Qai) =

[
∏

1≤i<j≤N

N (j−i|N)

λ(i)λ(j) (QSQaj/Qai)

][
N∏

i=1

N (0|N)

λ(i)λ(i)(QS)

]

×

[
∏

1≤i<j≤N

N (i−j|N)

λ(j)λ(i) (QSQai/Qaj )

]
. (2.55)

Using (A.4) and (2.48) we have:

∏

1≤i,j≤N

N (j−i|N)

λ(i)λ(j) (QSQ
−1
ρ Qaj/Qai) = Q−2|λ|

ρ Q
2|λ|
S

∏

1≤i,j≤N

N (j−i|N)

λ(i)λ(j) (QSQaj/Qai) . (2.56)

Such contributions can be systematically reabsorbed by the fractional coupling {qi}i∈{1,...,N}

by qi −→ Q2
ρQ

−2
S qi, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.5

• One can also consider the dual transformation S → S − τ . We conjecture that such a
transformation can be made into a symmetry by shifting ρ accordingly. We motivate this
by the duality conjecture of [55, 61] on the full defect PF:

Zdef.(q, q;Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2) = Zdef.(Qa, Qρ; q, q;QS, q1, q̃2). (2.57)

Assuming this duality, the symmetry S → S − τ would directly following from the dual
version of (2.56).

2.6 Particular case N = 2

In this subsection, we analyse the first non-trivial theory corresponding to the U(2) quiver
gauge theory in the presence of a defect. In particular, we will discuss two limits of interest:

• The Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) limit [64]: ε2 → 0. In this limit, the instanton PF is
singular since ε−1

2 parametrises the volume of the instantons. We show that the poles in ε2
can be systematically cancelled by a prefactor and the leftover contribution is conjectured
to be an eigenfunction of the DELL Hamiltonians [51, 58]. This limit can be interpreted
as the stationary limit from the integrable system point of view.

• The bulk decoupling limit: q → 0. In this limit, the instanton PF reduces to a vortex
PF associated with some quiver gauge theory on C × T2 corresponding to gauge theory
inside the defect.

The non-perturbative sector of the defect PF for N = 2 can be written in the following form:

Z inst.,(2)
def. =

∑

λ(1),λ(2)∈P

q
k1(λ)
1 q

k2(λ)
2

[
2∏

i=1

N (0|2)

λ(i)λ(i)(QS)

N (0|2)

λ(i)λ(i)(1)

]
N (1|2)

λ(1)λ(2)(QSQa)N
(1|2)

λ(2)λ(1)(QSQ
−1
a )

N (1|2)

λ(1)λ(2)(Qa)N
(1|2)

λ(2)λ(1)(Q−1
a )

, (2.58)

5We remark that this result is slightly different from the one obtained in [35], this only arise from the choice
of representation of the theta functions (A.5) between ϑ and θ1.
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where we used the notation: Qa := Qa2/Qa1 . For later convenience we define the notation:

Z inst.,(2)
def. =:

∑

λ(1),λ(2)∈P

q
k1(λ)
1 q

k2(λ)
2 Z[λ(1), λ(2)] . (2.59)

2.6.1 Pole subtraction and NS limit

In the NS limit, ε2 → 0, the instantons are delocalized along the C2 only probe the defect
marginally. In [39], it has been argued that as a consequence, the defect instanton PF factorises
into a divergent contribution in the NS limit and a regular one. Using the combinatoric form
of the PF, we will show how this factorisation occurs and that such factorization is non-unique.
In the literature, two different prescription have been explored:

• The bulk normalisation procedure [39, 41, 58]: in this prescription, the defect PF is
divided by the bulk PF, i.e. the PF obtained from the non-orbifolded background. We
will show that:

Ψ(2) :=
Z inst.,(2)

def.

Z inst.,(2)
bulk

= O(ε02) . (2.60)

It is useful to notice that the bulk PF can be obtained from the defect PF by restricting
the summations over all partitions in (2.58) to summations over the following set of bulk
partitions:

Z inst.,(2)
bulk =

∑

λ(1),λ(2)∈P
(2)
bulk

q
k1(λ)
1 q

k2(λ)
2 Z[λ1, λ2] , (2.61)

where the set of bulk partitions is defined as:

P(N=2)
bulk := {λ = (λ1 . . . λl) ∈ P such that λT

i = 0 mod 2 , ∀i ∈ {1 . . . λ1}} . (2.62)

Such restriction on the set of all partitions can be understood graphically as it allows to
group boxes by two vertically:

0 1

0 1

2

2

→ 0 1

2
, 0 1 2 3

0 1 2 3
→ 0 1 2 3 , (2.63)

where boxes grouped together are labelled by the same integer.

• The Shiraishi normalisation procedure [55, 62]: the defect PF is divided by the following
normalisation function Z(2):

Z(2) =
∑

λ(1), λ(2) ∈ P
k1(λ) = k2(λ)

q
k1(λ)
1 q

k2(λ)
2 Z[λ(1), λ(2)] , (2.64)

we will show that:

Z(2)

Z inst.,(2)
bulk

= O(ε02) and Ψ̃(2) :=
Z inst.,(2)

def.

Z(2)
= O(ε02) . (2.65)
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Singular contributions in the NS limit, arise from particular partitions configuration. Since
Qa 6= 1, such configurations are characterised by the following condition:

N (0|2)

λ(i)λ(i)(1) = O(ε
n
2) , n ≥ 1 , ⇔ ∃✷ ∈ λ(i) , lλ(i)(✷) = 0 mod 2 , aλ(i)(✷) = 0 , (2.66)

for instance for the following partitions:

•

•

• (2.67)

boxes that satisfy the condition on the r.h.s. of (2.66) are denoted • . If one consider a general
contribution Z[λ(1), λ(2)], this term has a pole of order n ≥ 0 in the NS limit where n is the
number of boxes in λ(1) and λ(2) satisfying the condition on the r.h.s. of (2.66). The proof of
regularity of the normalisation procedures will rely on a systematic subtraction of these poles.

In order to under the pole subtraction, we start by giving some definitions. We define a
fusion operation on partitions ∀λ = (λ1, . . . , λl) ∈ P , ∀µ = (µ1, . . . , µk) ∈ P:

λ⊕ µ := ((λ⊕ µ)1, . . . , (λ⊕ µ)l+k) , with

{
(λ⊕ µ)i ∈ {λ1, . . . , λl, µ1, . . . , µk} ,

(λ⊕ µ)1 ≥ . . . ≥ (λ⊕ µ)l+k .
(2.68)

for example we have:

(5, 1)⊕ (6, 2) = (6, 5, 2, 1) , (3, 2, 2, 1)⊕ (4, 2, 1) = (4, 3, 2, 2, 2, 1, 1) . (2.69)

We also define the set of all sub bulk partitions of a given partitions, ∀µ ∈ P:

S(2)(µ) := {µ(b) ∈ P(2)
bulk such that ∃λ ∈ P that satisfies λ⊕ µ(b) = µ} , (2.70)

for instance we have:

S(2)
(
(3, 3, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1)

)
= {∅, (3, 3, 1, 1, 1, 1), (3, 3, 1, 1), (3, 3), (1, 1, 1, 1), (1, 1)} . (2.71)

We define a subtraction on the set of partitions:

∀λ, µ ∈ P , such that µ ⊂ λ, λ⊖ µ := λ \ µ , (2.72)

where the last operation is understood as an operation on sets of integers. For example:

(3, 2, 2, 1)⊖ (2, 2) = (3, 1) , (4, 4, 3, 2, 1, 1)⊖ (3) = (4, 4, 2, 1, 1) . (2.73)

These definitions allow to formulate a recursive relation on Z[µ, ν] that guarantees a systematic
cancellation of poles in the NS limit:

Z(0)[µ, ν] := Z[µ, ν]−
∑

α ∈ S(2)(µ)

β ∈ S(2)(ν)
(α, β) 6= (∅, ∅)

Z[α, β] · Z(0)[µ⊖ α, ν ⊖ β] = O(ε02) , (2.74)
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this relation is for now conjectured but has been tested explicitly using the combinatoric ex-
pression of Z[µ, ν] for all µ, ν ∈ P such that |µ|+ |ν| ≤ 12. We remark that (2.74) is initialised
by a set of partitions which we will call seed partitions defined in the following manner:

P(2)
seed := {λ = (λ1, . . . , λl) ∈ P such that λi+1 < λi , i ∈ {1, . . . , l − 1}} , (2.75)

such restriction and its generalisation is known as the Burge condition [75] and have been
discussed in several other contexts such as minimal models [76, 77]. We give some examples of
seed partitions:

, , , (2.76)

using the criterium (2.66) we can directly see that for µ, ν ∈ P(2)
seed, we have Z[µ, ν] = O(ε02),

in addition for λ ∈ P(2)
seed, we have S(2)(λ) = {∅}. This gives the initialisation of (2.74):

Z(0)[µ, ν] = Z[µ, ν] = O(ε02). Furthermore, the set of seed partitions provides a natural basis
on which the defect instanton PF can be decomposed:

Z inst.,(2)
def. =

∑

µ,ν∈P
(2)
seed

q
k1(µ,ν)
1 q

k2(µ,ν)
2

∑

α,β∈P
(2)
bulk

q
|α|+|β|

2 Z[µ⊕ α, ν ⊕ β] . (2.77)

Such a decomposition relies on a decomposition property of the set of partitions, ∀λ(s) ∈ P(2)
seed

we define:

T (2)(λ(s)) :=
{
λ(s) ⊕ λ(b) , ∀λ(b) ∈ P(2)

bulk

}
, (2.78)

and we have that:

P =
⋃

µ∈P
(2)
seed

T (2)(µ) , and T (2)(µ) ∩ T (2)(ν) = ∅ , ∀µ 6= ν ∈ P(2)
seed . (2.79)

We now come to the proof of regularity of the bulk normalisation procedure (2.60). More
precisely, we will show that this regularity is is guaranteed by (2.74). We start by defining

∀µ, ν ∈ P(2)
seed:

Z[(µ, ν)⊕ n] :=
∑

α, β ∈ P
(2)
bulk

|α| + |β| = 2n

Z[µ⊕ α, ν ⊕ β] , (2.80)

this quantity corresponds to all possible ways to add bulk partitions to the seed partitions µ, ν
such that 2n boxes have been added. We notice that using this notation the bulk instanton
PF (2.61) is:

Z inst.,(2)
bulk =

∑

n≥0

qnZ[(∅, ∅)⊕ n] , Z(2)
n := Z[(∅, ∅)⊕ n] . (2.81)
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Using (2.74), we can write a recursive relation on Z(0)[(µ, ν)⊕n], in particular we can use (2.74)
n times to write:

Z(0)[(µ, ν)⊕ n] = Z[(µ, ν)⊕ n]− Z
(2)
1 Z[(µ, ν)⊕ (n− 1)]− (Z

(2)
2 − (Z

(2)
1 )2)Z[(µ, ν)⊕ (n− 2)]

− . . .− Pk(−Z
(2)
1 , . . . ,−Z(2)

k )Z[(µ, ν)⊕ (n− k)]− . . .− Pn(−Z
(2)
1 , . . . ,−Z(2)

n )Z[µ, ν] ,
(2.82)

where {Pn}n∈N is a set of multivariate polynomials. A similar relation can be obtained for
Z(0)[(µ, ν)⊕ (n + 1)], using (2.82) we deduce a recursion relation on Pn and obtain:

Pn+1(−Z
(2)
1 , . . . ,−Z(2)

n ,−Z(2)
n+1) =

n∑

k=0

(
n

k

)
(−Z(2)

k+1)Pn−k(−Z
(2)
1 , . . . ,−Z(2)

n−k) , (2.83)

this relation is the recursive definition of the complete Bell polynomials which can be seen as
the series expansion of the bulk normaliser:

∞∑

n=0

Pn(−Z
(2)
1 , . . . ,−Z(2)

n )qn =
1

1 + Z
(2)
1 q+ Z

(2)
2 q2 + . . .+ Z

(2)
n qn + . . .

=
1

Z inst.,(2)
bulk

, (2.84)

putting all the pieces together we obtain that:

Ψ(2) =
∑

µ,ν∈P
(2)
seed

q
k1(µ,ν)
1 q

k2(µ,ν)
2

∞∑

n=0

qnZ(0)[(µ, ν)⊕ n] = O(ε02) . (2.85)

The regularity of Shiraishi’s normalisation (2.65) in the NS limit follows from a similar
argument. We notice that the normaliser defined by (2.64) can be decomposed in the following
way:

Z(2) = Z inst.,(2)
bulk +

∑

µ, ν ∈ P
(2)
seed

k1(µ, ν) = k2(µ, ν)

q
k1(µ,ν)
1 q

k2(µ,ν)
2

∞∑

n=0

Z[(µ, ν)⊕ n] , (2.86)

using this formulation, we directly see that the relation (2.82) guarantees the regularity of

Z(2)/Z inst.,(2)
bulk and (2.85) gives the regularity of Shiraishi’s normalisation (2.65).

Similarly any normaliser that include the bulk PF and complete summations over T (2)(µ) for

µ ∈ P(2)
seed will regularize the defect instanton PF. Among all possible regulators which can be

engineered using this principle the two possibilities discussed previously stand apart: Z inst.,(2)
bulk is

the minimal regulator while Z(2) systematically suppress contribution such that k1(λ) = k2(λ),
from the integrable system perspective this could correspond to contribution that only depend
on the center of mass coordinate. Another way of understanding this freedom of choice for the
regulator is to use (2.49) to reformulation the defect instanton PF in the following way:

Z inst.,(2)
def. =

∑

λ

q|λ|Z inst.(2)

bulk

∣∣
λ,ε2→

ε2
2

2∏

i=1

q
ki−|λ|
i

N (1|2)

λ(i)λ(i)(1)

N (1|2)

λ(i)λ(i)(QS)

N (0|2)

λ(1)λ(2)(Qa)N
(0|2)

λ(2)λ(1)(QSQ
−1
a )

N (0|2)

λ(1)λ(2)(QSQa)N
(0|2)

λ(2)λ(1)(QSQ−1
a )

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=Z

inst.,(2)
surf.

∣∣
λ

,

(2.87)
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in this formulation, any term that is singular in the NS limit is directly encapsulated in
Z inst.,(2)

bulk

∣∣
λ
. In [39], this principle has been used to argue that in the NS limit, the bulk pref-

actor locks the partitions to the limit shape configurations. However, in general because of
its N (1|2)(1) factor in the numerator, Z inst.,(2)

surf.

∣∣
λ

has some zeros in the NS limit which modify

the pole structure, we expect that such zeros allow some freedom in the definition of the limit
shape configurations.

2.6.2 Bulk decoupling limit

In the bulk decoupling, we consider the limit q→ 0 , physically this correspond to reducing the
defect instanton PF to the vortex PF of the world-volume theory of the defect. This theory
correspond to a N = 2∗ U(1) quiver gauge theory with a U(2) flavor group on Cε1×T2 [66]. At
the combinatorial level, the relation q = q1q2 enforces that k1(λ

(1), λ(2)) or k2(λ
(1), λ(2)) is fixed

to 0. We choose k2 = 0, this choice does not modify the final result since the defect instanton
PF is manifestly invariant under the exchange of the two partitions together with the exchange
of couplings as discussed in subsection 2.5. The partitions configurations are therefore given
by (λ(1) = (n), λ(2) = ∅) with n ∈ N, such configurations belong to a subset of P(2)

seed, one can
then safely take the NS limit ε2 → 0 which leads to the following vortex PF:

Z inst.
C×T2 =

∞∑

n=0

qn1
ϑ( q1

QS
; q1)nϑ(

Qa

QSq1
; q1)n

ϑ(q1; q1)nϑ(
Qa

q1
; q1)n

= 2E1

[
q1
QS

Qa

q1QS

· Qa

q1

; q1, Qρ; q1

]
, (2.88)

where we recognise the elliptic hypergeometric function 2E1 defined in (A.7). Such elliptic
hypergeometric function naturally comes with a q-difference equation, defining:

p1 := q
q1∂q1
1 , satisfying p1q1 = q1q1p1 , (2.89)

the operator:

HC×T2 := ϑ(p1;Qρ)ϑ

(
Qa

q1
p1;Qρ

)
− q1ϑ

(
q1
QS

p1;Qρ

)
ϑ

(
Qa

QSq1
p1;Qρ

)
, (2.90)

annihilates the vortex PF (2.88). The vortex PF can be further reduced by considering the
Higgsing Qa → qγ11 QS , with γ1 ∈ N such configuration corresponds to the intersecting defect and
allow from the integrable system viewpoint to construct the wave-function of the dual elliptic-
RS system [58]. For γ1 = 2, which corresponds to the minimal case in our parametrisation, the
vortex PF simplifies to:

Z inst.,γ1=2
C×T2 =

∞∑

n=0

qn1
ϑ( q1

QS
; q1)n

ϑ(q1QS; q1)n
, (2.91)

and the annihilation operator is given by:

H
γ1=2
C×T2 := ϑ(q1QSp1;Qρ)− q1ϑ

(
q1
QS

p1;Qρ

)
. (2.92)

As discussed in [58, 60], such operator annihilate the elliptic generalisation of MacDonald
polynomials.
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2.7 Generalisation to arbitrary N

In this subsection, we discuss the generalisation of the result for the NS limit ε2 → 0 discussed
for N = 2 in subsection 2.6.1. We give elements to understand how the subtraction of the poles
in ε2 can be performed for general N . We then proceed to derive the bulk decoupling limit as
defined for N = 2 and check that the obtained PF corroborate existing results and conjecture
in literature. In the following, we will use the shorthand notation:

Z[λ(1), . . . , λ(N)] :=
∏

1≤i,j≤N

N (j−i|N)

λ(i)λ(j) (QSQaj/Qai , Qρ; q1, q̃2)

N (j−i|N)

λ(i)λ(j) (Qaj/Qai , Qρ; q1, q̃2)
, (2.93)

for the contribution to the defect instanton PF labelled by the N -tuple of partitions λ =
(λ(1), . . . , λ(N)).

2.7.1 Pole subtraction and NS limit

For general N , we observe similar properties for the defect instanton PF in the NS limit ε2 → 0
as for the N = 2, i.e:

• The defect instanton PF normalized by the bulk instanton PF is regular in the NS limit.
The bulk partition function can be obtained as a restriction of the defect instanton PF
corresponding to:

Z inst.,(N)
bulk :=

∑

λ∈
(
P

(N)
bulk

)N

N∏

i=1

q
ki(λ)
i Z[λ(1), . . . , λ(N)] , (2.94)

where the set of bulk partitions is now defined as the set of partitions for which all boxes
can be grouped by N vertically:

P(N)
bulk :=

{
λ = (λ1, . . . , λl) ∈ P | λ

T
i = 0 mod N , ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , λ1}

}
. (2.95)

• The defect instanton PF normalized by Shiraishi’s normalizer factor defined by:

Z(N) :=
∑

λ ∈ PN

k1(λ) = . . . = kN (λ)

N∏

i=1

q
ki(λ)
i Z[λ(1), . . . , λ(N)] , (2.96)

is regular in the NS limit.

• Any normalizer which can be decomposed as the sum of the bulk instanton PF and a sum
of seeds with all possible way to insert bulk partitions in them will lead to a regular NS
limit:

N = Z inst.,(N)
bulk +

∑

µ∈S⊂
(
P

(N)
seed

)N

∑

ν∈T (N)(µ)

N∏

i=1

q
ki(ν)
i Z[ν(1), . . . , ν(N)] , (2.97)
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is a valid normalizer in the NS limit, where S is any subset of (P(N)
seed

)N
and we have the

following definitions:

P(N)
seed := {λ = (λ1, . . . , λl) ∈ P | λi+N−1 < λi , ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , l −N + 1}} , (2.98)

and for µ ∈
(
P(N)

seed

)N
:

T (N)(µ) :=
{
(µ(1) ⊕ λ(1), . . . , µ(N) ⊕ λ(N)) , ∀λ = (λ(1), . . . , λ(N)) ∈

(
P(N)

bulk

)N}
(2.99)

where the ⊕ operation on partitions is defined by (2.68).

Similarly to the case N = 2, the regularity in the NS limit relies on a recursive relation which
allows to systematically cancel poles in ε2. We can define the set of all bulk sub-partitions of
a given partition, ∀µ ∈ PN :

S(N)(µ) :=
{
ν ∈

(
P(N)

bulk

)N
| ∃λ ∈ PN with µ = (ν(1) ⊕ λ(1), . . . , ν(N) ⊕ λ(N))

}
, (2.100)

the recursive relation is then given by:

Z(0)[λ] = Z[λ]−
∑

µ ∈ S(N)(λ)

(µ(1), . . . , µ(N)) 6= (∅, . . . , ∅)

Z[µ]Z(0)[λ(1) ⊖ µ(1), . . . , λ(N) ⊖ µ(N)] , (2.101)

and we observe that:

Z(0)[λ(1), . . . , λ(N)] = O(ε02) , ∀λ ∈ PN . (2.102)

One can easily see that such a recursion relation is initialized by seed partitions defined by (2.98)
which are by construction regular in the NS limit. We then conjecture that this relation

translates into the following, ∀µ ∈
(
P(N)

seed

)N
:

Z(0)[µ⊕ n] =
n∑

k=0

Pk(−Z
(N)
1 , . . . ,−Z(N)

k )Z[µ⊕ (n− k)] , (2.103)

where we have:

Z[µ⊕ (n− k)] :=
∑

ν ∈
(

P
(N)
bulk

)N

|ν| = Nn

Z[µ(1) ⊕ ν(1), . . . , µ(N) ⊕ ν(N)] , Z
(N)
k := Z[(∅, . . . , ∅︸ ︷︷ ︸

N times

)⊕ k] ,

(2.104)

and {Pk}k∈N is the set of complete Bell polynomials.

We can motivate the conjecture appearing in this subsection by the following re-writing of
the defect PF:

Z inst.,(N)
def. =

∑

λ

q|λ|Z inst.,(N)
bulk.

∣∣
λ,ε2→

ε2
N

N∏

i=1

q
ki(λ)−|λ|
i Z inst.,(N)

surf.

∣∣
λ
,

Z inst.,(N)
surf.

∣∣
λ
:=

∏

1≤i,j≤N

N∏

p = 1
p 6= j − i

N (p|N)(QSQaj/Qai)

N (p|N)(Qaj/Qai)
, (2.105)

where we observe that Z inst.,(N)
surf.

∣∣
λ
= O(εk2) with k ≥ 0, the pole structure is then encapsulated

in Z inst.,(N)
bulk.

∣∣
λ

and one can then normalize by the bulk PF.
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2.7.2 Bulk decoupling limit

In the bulk decoupling limit q → 0 , the defect instanton PF simplifies and is now interpreted
as a vortex PF for the world-volume theory of the defect. This theory is a N = 2∗ quiver gauge
theory described by the quiver of Fig. 3 on a Cε1 × T2 space-time [58]. From the combinatoric

N N − 1 N − 2 2 1

Figure 3: Quiver describing the 4d gauge theory in the defect world-volume.

point of view, the set of partitions contributing to the vortex PF S(N)
vortex corresponds to:

S(N)
vortex :=

{
λ = (λ(1), . . . , λ(N)) ∈ PN | λ(i),T

1 ≤ N − i
}

, (2.106)

in particular we remark that S(N)
vortex ⊂

(
P(N)

seed

)N
which guarantees the regularity of the vortex

PF in the NS limit as discussed in subsection 2.7.1. The NS limit can be safely performed to
obtain:

Z(N)
C×T2 :=

∑

n
(i)
N−i

≥ . . . ≥ n
(i)
1 ≥ 0

i ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1}

N−1∏

i=1

q
∑i

k=1 n
(k)
i−k+1

i

N−i∏

k=1

ϑ( q1
QS

; q1)n(i)
k

−n
(i)
k−1

ϑ(q1; q1)n(i)
k

−n
(i)
k−1

×
∏

1≤i 6=j≤N

N−i∏

k=1

ϑ
(
q
n
(i)
k

−n
(j)
k−j+i+1

1 QS

Qaj

Qai

; q1
)
n
(i)
k

−n
(i)
k−1

ϑ
(
q
n
(i)
k

−n
(j)
N−k−j+i−1−1

1 QS

Qaj

Qai

; q1
)
n
(i)
k

−n
(i)
k−1

ϑ
(
q
n
(i)
k

−n
(j)
k−j+i+1

1

Qaj

Qai

; q1
)
n
(i)
k

−n
(i)
k−1

ϑ
(
q
n
(i)
k

−n
(j)
N−k−j+i−1−1

1

Qaj

Qai

; q1
)
n
(i)
k

−n
(i)
k−1

,

(2.107)

where we used the following parametrisation for λ(1), . . . , λ(N):

λ(i) = (n
(i)
N−i, . . . , n

(i)
1 ) , ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N − 1} , λ(N) = ∅ .

Our result match up to a choice of parametrisation the elliptic lift of the Noumi-Shiraishi
representation of MacDonald functions [61]. After Higgsing of the left-over Coulomb branch
moduli: Qaj → q

γj
1 QS, with γj ∈ N with γj = 2, the expression (2.107) agrees with the result

obtained in [58, 60] and the elliptic analog of [41].

3 Defect partition function of ÂM−1 LSTs

3.1 Double orbifold and character computation

The setup discussed in section 2 admit an interesting generalisation by considering an extra
ZM orbifold on the transverse space to the M5-branes. For the standard LST, this corresponds
to the quiver generalisation given by Fig. 1. The M-theoretic brane construction is given by
Table 3.
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C1 C2/ZN T2 S1
⊥ C3/ZM C4/(ZN × ZM)

N M5 - - - - - - ×
k M2 - - -

Table 3: M5/M2 setup engineering a ÂM−1 quiver LST with rank N node in presence of a
codimension-2 surface defect.

We directly consier the case of the full type defect, the complete orbifold action on the
spacetime coordinate (z1, z2, z3, z4) ∈ C1 × C2 × C3 × C4 is:

ZN × ZM :




z1
z2
z3
z4


 −→




1 0 0 0

0 e
2iπ
N 0 0

0 0 e
2iπ
M 0

0 0 0 e−
2iπ
N

− 2iπ
M


 ·




z1
z2
z3
z4


 . (3.1)

Using this setup, we can naturally generalise the character computation of subsection 2.2 by
using the formalism of double quiver gauge theories [33]. Similarly, we can characterise the
moduli space of instanton associated with this configuration by decomposing the framing and
instanton vector spaces on irreducible representations of ZN and ZM :

N =
N⊕

i=1

M⊕

j=1

Nj
i ⊗Ri,N ⊗Rj,M , dimC N

j
i = 1 ,

K =
N⊕

i=1

M⊕

j=1

Kj
i ⊗Ri,N ⊗Rj,M , dimC K

j
i = kj

i . (3.2)

where {Ri,P}i∈{1,...,P} are the irreducible representations of ZP . The cotangent bundle to the
origin of the space-time decomposes as:

Q =

4⊕

i=1

Qi = T∨
o (C1 × C2/ZN × C3/ZM × C4/(ZN × ZM)) . (3.3)

We define the character of the framing and instanton vector spaces in the following manner:

N
j
i := chNj

i =

N∑

α=1

Q
a
j
i,α

, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N} , ∀j ∈ {1, . . . ,M} ,

K
j
i := chKj

i =

k
j
i∑

I=1

Q
φ
j
i,I
, ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N} , ∀j ∈ {1, . . . ,M} , (3.4)

and the matrix-valued characters of the Qi for i ∈ {1, . . . , 4} as:

Q1 := chQ1 = q11N ⊗ 1M , q1 := e2iπε1 ,

Q2 := chQ2 = q̃2R1,N ⊗ 1M , q̃2 := e
2iπε2

N ,

Q3 := chQ3 = Q−1

Ŝ
1N ⊗R1,M , QŜ := e

2iπS
M ,

Q4 := chQ4 = QŜq
−1
1 q̃−1

2 RN−1,N ⊗RM−1,M . (3.5)
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where {Ri,P}i∈{1...P} are matrix representations of {Ri,P}i∈{1...P} which are given by:

[R1,P ]kl = δk+1,l ∈MP×P (N) , ∀s ∈ Z , Rs,P = Rs
1,P , R0,P = RP,P = 1P , (3.6)

and we define the following convenient notations:

Pi := 1N ⊗ 1M −Qi , Pij = PiPj . (3.7)

We then follow the same derivation as in section 2.3 of the character of the instanton moduli
space and define the character of the observable sheaf and the vector multiplet analogue as:

Y := P34[N−P12K] , V := Y∨P−1
12 P

−1
34 Y = v + v∨ , (3.8)

we can then extract the relevant characters from ZN ×ZM -invariant sub-sector of v defined as:

χ =: χpert. + χinst. , χpert. =
[
P∨

3N
∨P−1

12 N
]
ZN×ZM

,

χinst. =
[
P3(−N

∨K−Q∨
1Q

∨
2K

∨N+P∨
12K

∨K)
]
ZN×ZM

, (3.9)

with the ZN × ZM -invariant sub-sector defined as the trace on the matrix-valued characters:
[

N∑

i=1

M∑

j=1

cji Ri,N ⊗Rj,M

]

ZN×ZM

=
1

NM
Tr

[
N∑

i=1

M∑

j=1

cji Ri,N ⊗Rj,M

]
, ∀cji ∈ C . (3.10)

The invariant sub-sector of the tangent space to the instanton moduli space character is there-
fore given by:

χinst. =

M∑

j=1

N∑

i=1

[
− (Nj

i )
∨K

j
i − q−1

1 q̃−1
2 (Kj

i−1)
∨N

j
i + (1− q−1

1 )(Kj
i )

∨K
j
i − q̃−1

2 (1− q−1
1 )(Kj

i−1)
∨K

j
i

+QŜ

(
(Nj−1

i )∨Kj
i + q−1

1 q̃−1
2 (Kj−1

i−1 )
∨N

j
i − (1− q−1

1 )(Kj−1
i )∨Kj

i + q̃−1
2 (1− q−1

1 )(Kj−1
i−1 )

∨K
j
i

)]
.

(3.11)

This result corresponds to the stability conditions of a new doubly periodic quiver given by Fig. 4
which corresponds to a generalisation of the chain-saw quiver of [38].

3.2 Combinatoric expression

Taking the 6d index (2.16) of the character of the tangent space to the instanton moduli space
leads to the LMNS formula:

Z
k,N,M

def. =
1

k!

1

[−ε1]
|k|

∮ N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

k
j
i∏

I=1

dφj
i,I

2iπφj
i,I

∏

1≤I<J≤k
j
i

[φj
i,I − φj

i,J ]

[φj
i,I − φj

i,J − ε1]

k
j
i−1∏

I=1

k
j
i∏

J=1

[φj
i,J − φj

i−1,I − ε1 −
ε2
N
]

[φj
i,J − φj

i−1,I −
ε2
N
]

×
M∏

j=1

N∏

i=1

N∏

α=1

∏k
j−1
i

I=1 [Ŝ + φj−1
i,I − aj−1

α ]
∏k

j−1
i−1

I=1 [Ŝ + aj−1
i,α − φj−1

i−1,I − ε1 −
ε2
N
]

∏k
j
i

I=1[φ
j
i,I − aji,α]

∏k
j
i−1

I=1 [a
j
α − φj

i−1,I − ε1 −
ε2
N
]

×

k
j−1
i∏

I=1

k
j
i∏

J=1

[Ŝ + φj−1
i,J − φj

i,I − ε1]

[Ŝ + φj−1
i,J − φj

i,I ]

k
j−1
i−1∏

I=1

k
j
i∏

J=1

[Ŝ + φj−1
i−1,J − φj

i,I − ε1]

[Ŝ + φj−1
i−1,J − φj

i,I − ε1 −
ε2
N
]
.

(3.12)
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Figure 4: A portion of the doubly cyclic chain-saw ADHM quiver associated with the ZN×ZM -
orbifolded instanton moduli space. Red arrows relate different sector of the ZM orbifold and
black arrows relate different sectors of the ZN orbifold.

where k := {kj
i }i∈{1,...,N},j∈{1,...,M} and we use the same notations as in subsection 2.3. We

choose an ordering of the integration in term of the charges k which preserves the two cyclic
symmetries:

∮ N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

k
j
i∏

I=1

dφj
i,I

2iπφj
i,I

−→
N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

∮ dφj

i,max(k)

2iπφj

i,max(k)

. . .

N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

∮
dφj

i,1

2iπφj
i,1

, (3.13)

the pole structure is then governed ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and ∀j ∈ {1, . . . ,M} by the three relations:

φj
i,I = aji,α , φj

i,J = φj
i,I + ε1 , I > J ≥ 1 , φj

i,J = φj
i−1,I +

ε2
N

, I, J ≥ 1 . (3.14)

We observe that the different sectors under the ZM orbifold do not mix, therefore configurations
are classified by a NM-tuple of partitions λ := {λ(i,j)}i∈{1,...,N},j∈{1,...,M} such that:

K
j
i,k

∣∣
λ
:=

{
q̃−1
2 Q

a
j
i−k+1

ωk|N(
∑

(n,m)∈λ(i−k+1,j) q
m−1
1 q̃n2 ) if k ≤ i ,

Q
a
j
i−k+1

ωk|N(
∑

(n,m)∈λ(i−k+1,j) q
m−1
1 q̃n2 ) else ,

(3.15)

which is related to the K
j
i

∣∣
λ

by:

K
j
i

∣∣
λ
=

N∑

k=1

K
j
i,k

∣∣
λ
. (3.16)
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The colouring function is independent of the ZM orbifold sector and is therefore related to (??)
by

kj
i (λ) = ki(λ

(j)) , λ(j) :=
{
λ(1,j), . . . , λ(N,j)

}
. (3.17)

We can then use these expressions and the properties of ωp|N in Appendix A.2 to obtain a
combinatoric expression for the defect PF, we refer the reader to the subsection 2.3 for a more
detailed discussion of this derivation. Using the notation X := {Xj

i }i∈{1...N},j∈{1...M}, we obtain:

Z inst.,(N,M)
def. (q, q|Qa, Qρ|QŜ, q1, q̃2) =

∑

λ

[
N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

(qi,j)
k
j
i (λ)

]

×
M∏

l=1

∏

1≤i,j≤N

N (j−i|N)

λ(i,l−1)λ(j,l)(QŜQalj
/Qal−1

i
, Qρ; q1, q̃2)

N (j−i|N)

λ(i,l)λ(j,l)(Qalj
/Qali

, Qρ; q1, q̃2)
(3.18)

the orbifolded Nekrasov subfunctions N (k|N) are defined by (2.48) and qi,j is the FI parameter
associated with the K

j
i vector space. Alternatively, it can be interpreted as the exponentiated

gauge coupling of the i-th U(1) gauge group from the breaking of the j-th U(N) in the cyclic
quiver. As such, it satisfies two relations:

qj =

N∏

i=1

qi,j , q =

N∏

j=1

qj , q = e2iπτ , qj = e2iπτj qi,j = e2iπτi,j , (3.19)

where τj is the gauge coupling of the j-th U(N) gauge node in the cyclic quiver and τ can be

thought as the affinization parameter of the ÂM−1 Dynkin diagram and directly related to the
radius of one of the two compact space-time dimension.

For later convenience, we introduce the shorthand notation:

Z[λ] = Z



λ(1,1) · · · λ(N,1)

...
. . .

...
λ(1,M) · · · λ(N,M)


 :=

M∏

l=1

∏

1≤i,j≤N

N (j−i|N)

λ(i,l−1)λ(j,l)(QŜQalj
/Qal−1

i
, Qρ; q1, q̃2)

N (j−i|N)

λ(i,l)λ(j,l)(Qalj
/Qali

, Qρ; q1, q̃2)
, (3.20)

with λ = {λ(i,j)}i∈{1,...,N},j∈{1,...,M}.

3.3 Perturbative contribution

We now briefly detail the computation of the perturbative contribution to the full defect PF.
From (3.9), the perturbative character is given by:

χpert. =
M∑

j=1

N∑

k=1

N∑

l=1

(Nj
k)

∨ 1

1− q1

q̃l2
1− q̃N2

N
j
k+l −Q

Ŝ

M∑

j=1

N∑

k=1

N∑

l=1

(Nj−1
k )∨

1

1− q1

q̃l2
1− q̃N2

N
j
k+l ,

(3.21)
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where similarly to the M = 1 case, we used (2.50). Taking the 6d index (2.16) of this character,
we obtain the perturbative contribution to the defect PF:

Zpert.,(N,M)
def. (Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2) :=

M∏

j=1

∏

1≤k<l≤N

ϑ

(
Q

a
j
l

Q
a
j−1
k

Q
Ŝ
q̃l−k
2 ; q1, q̃

N
2

)

∞

ϑ

(
Q

a
j
l

Q
a
j
k

q̃l−k
2 ; q1, q̃N2

)

∞

×
∏

1≤l≤k≤N

ϑ

(
Q

a
j
k

Q
a
j−1
l

QŜ q̃
N−l+k
2 ; q1, q̃

N
2

)

∞

ϑ

(
Q

a
j
k

Q
a
j
l

q̃N−l+k
2 ; q1, q̃N2

)

∞

, (3.22)

with the Pochhammer symbol defined by (A.6). The full defect PF is then given:

Z(N,M)
def. (q, q;Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2) := Z

pert.,(N,M)
def. (Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2)Z

inst.,(N,M)
def. (q, q;Qa, Qρ;QS, q1, q̃2).

(3.23)

3.4 Non-perturbative symmetries

The results on non-perturbative symmetries obtained for the case M = 1 in subsection 2.5
admit simple generalisations for any M . The vector parametrising the moduli space of the
A-type LST with a surface defect is given by

~v
(N,M)
def. = ({aji}i∈{1...N−1},j∈{1...M}, {τi,1}i∈{1...N}, . . . , {τi,M}i∈{1...N}, S, ρ) , (3.24)

can be seen as the extension of the vector parametrising the moduli space of the A-type
LST [35]6:

~v(N,M) = ({â(j)i }i∈{1...N−1},j∈{1...M}, τ1, . . . , τM , S, ρ) , (3.25)

where the change of variables between ~va = {a
j
i}i∈{1...N−1},j∈{1...M} and ~vâ = {â

(j)
i }i∈{1...N−1},j∈{1...M}

is given by the relations:

Qal−1
j

/Qali
= Q̂

(l−1)
j,j−iQ

−1

Ŝ
, Qalj

/Qali
= Q

(l)

j,j−i , ∀i, j, l, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N , 1 ≤ l ≤M , (3.26)

where the functions Q̂ and Q are defined as functions of the {â(j)i }i∈{1...N−1},j∈{1...M} parameters
following (2.10) of [35]. Solving this relations, we define the change of basis by:

~va = Paâ · ~vâ , Paâ ∈M(N−1)M×(N−1)M (Q) , (3.27)

The set symmetries of the theory without defects classified in [35] T = {ti}i∈{1,...,6} can be
parametrised as:

ti : (~v
(N,M))T −→ Ti · (~v

(N,M))T , Ti =



Ti,ââ Ti,âτ Ti,âω
Ti,τ â Ti,ττ Ti,τω
Ti,ωâ Ti,ωτ Ti,ωω


 , (3.28)

Ti,ââ ∈ M(N−1)M×(N−1)M (Q) , Ti,ττ ∈MM×M(Q) , Ti,ωω ∈M2×2(Q) , (3.29)

6We used a slightly different parametrisation than in [35] since we parametrise the gauge couplings by
τi∈{1,...,M} instead of τi∈{1,...,M−1}, τ , the relation between the two is simply given by (3.19).

28



can be extended into symmetries of the theory with defect in the following way:

tdef.,i : (~v
(N,M)
def. )T −→ Tdef.,i · (~v

(N,M)
def. )T ,

Tdef.,i =




PaâTi,ââP
−1
aâ

1
N
PaâTi,âτ ⊗ J1,N PaâTi,âω

1
N
(Ti,τ â ⊗ JN,1)P

−1
aâ

1
N
Ti,ττ ⊗ JN,N

1
N
Ti,τω ⊗ JN,1

Ti,ωâP
−1
aâ

1
N
Ti,ωτ ⊗ J1,N Ti,ωω


 , (3.30)

with the definition:

Jp,q =



1 · · · 1
...

. . .
...

1 · · · 1


 ∈Mp,q(N) . (3.31)

3.5 NS limit

In this subsection, we discuss the regularity of the defect partition function in the NS limit,
thereby extending the results obtained in the case M = 1. We make the same observations as
in subsection 2.7.1, the defect partition function admits two natural normalisations:

• The defect instanton PF can be regularized by the bulk instanton PF which can be
obtained as a restriction of the defect PF:

Z inst.,(N,M)
bulk. :=

∑

λ(j) ∈
(

P
(N)
bulk

)N

j ∈ {1, . . . ,M}

N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

q
k
j
i (λ)

i,j Z[λ] , (3.32)

with P(N)
bulk defined by (2.95) and λ(j) = {λ(i,j)}i∈{1,...,N}.

• The defect instanton PF can be regularized by a generalisation of Shiraishi’s normalizer
defined by:

Z(N,M) :=
∑

λ(j) ∈ PN , j ∈ {1, . . . ,M}

k1(λ
(j)) = · · · = kN (λ(j))

N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

q
k
j
i (λ)

i,j Z[λ] . (3.33)

• The defect PF can be regularized by any normaliser N (N,M) which can be written in the
following way:

N (N,M) = Z inst.,(N,M)
bulk +

∑

µ(j) ∈ S(j) ⊂
(

P
(N)
seed

)N

j ∈ {1, . . . , N}

∑

ν(j) ∈ T (N)(µ(j))

j ∈ {1, . . . , N}

N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

q
k
j
i (ν)

i,j Z[ν] , (3.34)

with S(j) is any subset of (P(N)
seed

)N
and T (N), S(N) are defined respectively by (2.99)

and (2.100).
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This properties rely on the following conjecture (which have been tested for N = M = 2 and
|λ| ≤ 12):

Z(0)[λ] = Z[λ]−
∑

α(j) ∈ S(N)(λ(j))
j ∈ {1, . . . , N}

Z[α] · Z(0)[λ⊖ α] = O(ε02) , (3.35)

with λ⊖ α = {λ(i,j) ⊖ α(i,j)}i∈{1,...,N},j∈{1,...,M}.

We motivate this conjecture by the following factorisation inherited from (2.49):

Z inst.,(N,M)
def. =

∑

λ

M∏

j=1

q
|λ(j)|
j Z inst.,(N,M)

bulk

∣∣
λ,ε2→

ε2
N

N∏

i=1

M∏

j=1

q
k
j
i (λ)−|λ(j)|

i,j Z inst.,(N,M)
surf.

∣∣
λ
,

Z inst.,(N,M)
surf.

∣∣
λ
:=

M∏

l=1

∏

1≤i,j≤N

N∏

p = 1
p 6= j − i

N (p|N)

λ(i,l−1)λ(j,l)(QŜ
Qalj

/Qal−1
i

, Qρ; q1, q̃2)

N (p|N)

λ(i,l)λ(j,l)(Qalj
/Qali

, Qρ; q1, q̃2)
, (3.36)

we observe that Z inst.,(N,M)
surf.

∣∣
λ
= O(εp2) with p ≥ 0. The pole structure in the NS limit is then

dominated by the bulk factorised contribution which factorises and lead to a restricted sum
over limit shape contributions [39].

4 Conclusion and Outlook

In this work we study (orbifolds of) Â-type Little String Theories (LSTs) in the presence of a
surface defect. The LSTs are constructed as the six-dimensional world-volume theory of N M5-
branes on a circle (called S1

⊥), probing a transverse R4/ZM (see Table 2 for the details). Below
a scale set by the radius of S1

⊥, this theory resembles a circular quiver gauge theory with M
nodes of U(N) and hypermultiplet-matter in the bi-fundamental representation (or adjoint in
the case M = 1), as shown in Figure 1. In this setup, the defect is introduced through a further
ZN orbifold action, maximally breaking the gauge nodes into [U(1)]N . Using this geometric
description, we develop an ADHM construction7 to calculate the full (i.e. perturbative and
non-perturbative contributions) BPS defect partition function Z inst.

def. , which is given in (2.46)
for M = 1 and in (3.18) for generic M ≥ 1, which to our knowledge was not previously known
in the literature. Moreover, both expressions are formulated in a combinatorial fashion, i.e. as
summations over integer partitions and functions which depend on combinatorial properties of
them. This provides a very concrete and compact way of writing the defect partition functions
as a function of all physical moduli, which lends itself to further studies.

Indeed, we use the explicit expressions obtained from the ADHM construction to first study
non-perturbative symmetries of the defect Little Strings. We find that the symmetries pre-
viously found in [26, 35] are not broken in the presence of the defect and still leave Z inst.

def.

invariant. Furthermore, we analyse the Nekrasov-Shatashvili limit of the defect system: indeed
in the naïve limit of ε2 → 0 (which is geometrically defined in the M-brane setup in Table 2),

7In Appendix B we provide an alternative (but equivalent) re-derivation in terms of techniques related to
vertex operator algebras, reviewed in [78].
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Z inst.
def. contains singular contributions. In the literature, two different proposals exist for regu-

larising the latter by normalising Z inst.
def. by suitable (moduli dependent) factors, namely (2.60)

and (2.64), respectively in the case (M,N) = (1, 2). We argue that both prescriptions provide
a well-behaved NS-limit, due to the recursive relation (2.74) (and its generalisations (2.100)
to N > 2 and (3.35) for M > 1) relating different contributions of the instanton partition
functions and which lead to a systematic cancellation of poles. In fact, based on this argument,
infinitely many more normalisers are possible by adding additional, precisely specified subsec-
tors of instanton contributions. It will be interesting in the future to explore potential physical
interpretations of such modified regularisations. Furthermore, inspired by their structural form,
we plan to explore a possible connection between the recursive structures (2.74), (2.100), (3.35)
and the blow-up equation [42, 43].

Our work provides explicit expressions for the full BPS defect partition function of a very
generic general class of LSTs. This class encompasses many other theories (in lower dimen-
sions) through particular limits in its parameter space. Indeed, an overview over some of them
is systematically given in Table 1. The explicit form of our defect partition function (notably in
its very concrete combinatoric form) therefore gives direct access to these theories as well. Fur-
thermore, (some of) the algebraic structures and (non-perturbative) symmetries are expected
to directly percolate to these theories. This is in particular relevant in view of further dualities
to various types of integrable models (schematically, see again Table 1). As a first application
of this idea, we have shown in Section 2.6.2 that for (M,N) = (1, 2), the instanton partition
function in the bulk decoupling limit takes the form of an elliptic hypergeometric function,
which is indeed an eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian of the dual elliptic-Ruijsenaars-Schneider
system [58]. We expect that in a similar way it is possible to interpret (limits of) our defect
partition function (for general values of (M,N)) as wave functions of different integrable mod-
els. This opens the window to use the non-perturbative symmetries and dualities established
on the gauge theory side, for the study of integrable models. In this context it will particu-
larly be interesting to study implications of dualities of the LSTs with (M,N) and (M ′, N ′) for
MN = M ′N ′ and gcd(M,N) = gcd(M ′, N ′) as established in [19, 25].
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A Definitions and Properties

A.1 Definitions of modular objects

This appendix regroups useful definitions related to modular objects used throughout the text.
We define the Pochhammer symbol as:

(Qx;Qρ)n :=

n−1∏

i=0

(1−QxQ
i
ρ) , (A.1)

using this definition we define the Dedekind η function as:

η(ρ) := Q
1
24
ρ (Qρ;Qρ)∞ , (A.2)

the ϑ theta function:

ϑ(Qx;Qρ) := exp

(
−
∑

n∈Z∗

1

n

Qn
x

1−Qn
ρ

)
= (Q−1

x Qρ;Qρ)∞(Qx;Qρ)∞ , (A.3)

which satisfies the quasi-periodicity condition:

ϑ(QxQ
−1
ρ ;Qρ) = Q−1

ρ Qx ϑ(Qx;Qρ), (A.4)

and is related to the θ1 Jacobi theta function by:

θ1(x; ρ) = iQ
1
12
ρ Q

− 1
2

x η(ρ)ϑ(Qx;Qρ) . (A.5)

We then define the elliptic Pochhammer symbol and its multivariable generalisations as:

ϑ(Qx; q)n :=

n−1∏

i=0

ϑ(Qxq
i;Qρ) , ϑ(a1, . . . , ak; q)n :=

n−1∏

i=0

ϑ(ai; q)n ,

ϑ(a; q1, q2)n :=

n−1∏

i=0

n−1∏

j=0

ϑ(aqi1q
j
2;Qρ) . (A.6)

Using this definition, we define the N arguments elliptic hypergeometric function NEN−1 as:

NEN−1

[
a1 a2 · · · aN
· b1 · · · bN−1

; q, Qρ; q

]
=

∞∑

n=0

qn
ϑ(a1, . . . , aN ; q)n

ϑ(q1; q1)nϑ(b1, . . . , bN−1; q1)n
, (A.7)

with a1a2 · · · aN = qb1b2 · · · bN−1.

A.2 Some properties of ωk|N

As detailed in subsection 2.3, the combinatoric expression of the defect instanton PF can
be easily obtained using a projection on characters ωk|N defined by (2.32). We now give some
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of the key properties ωk|N satisfies which are useful for our computation. Naturally, ωk|N is a
projection on the space of Laurent series C((q̃2)) and satisfies:

ωk1|N ◦ ωk2|N = δk1,k2ωk2|N ,

N∑

k=1

ωk|N = 1 , ωk+N |N = ωk|N , (A.8)

a q̃2 factor can by pulled out of ωk|N when compensated by a shift of k:

∀P ∈ C((q̃2)) , ωk|N(q̃2 · P ) = q̃2 · ωk−1|N(P ) , (A.9)

which leads to the following product property ∀n,m ∈ Z:

∀P,Q ∈ C((q̃2)) , ωn|N(P ) · ωm|N(Q) = ωn+m|N(ωn|N(P ) ·Q) = ωn+m|N(P · ωm|N(Q)) .
(A.10)

Under the dual character operation defined by (2.15), we have:

∀P ∈ C((q̃2)) , ∀k ∈ Z ,
(
ωk|N(P )

)∨
= ω−k|N(P

∨) . (A.11)

B Vertex operator algebraic derivation

In this Appendix, we discuss the vertex operator algebra derivation of the defect PF. This
construction allow to easily connect the brane construction with the algebraic computation
of [55]. In particular, we will detail the realisation in term of a free field algebra and then
reformulate the defect PF using screening currents. For more detail on these constructions we
refer the reader to [33, 78].

B.1 Free field realisation

We first discuss the free field realisation of the surface defect. We perform a dimensional
reduction to a type IIB setup, the M-theoretic brane system reduces to a D1-D5 system. We
define the Heisenberg algebra for the D1-strings on the C1 × C2/ZN × C3 ×C4/ZN × T2, with
the orbifold action defined by (2.3), as:

[ai,(±)
n , aj,(±)

m ] = ∓
1

n
[(1− q±n

1 )(1N − q̃±n
2 R1])(1− q±n

3 )(1N − q±n
4 RN−1)]ij

δn+m,0

1−Q±n
ρ

, (B.1)

where the indices i and j indicate sub-sectors under the ZN orbifold and [·]ij indicated the (i, j)
matrix entry. We can then define the algebra associated with D3-branes spanning the C1 plane:

s
i,(±)
1,n =

a
i,(±)
n

1− q∓n
1

,

[s
i,(±)
1,n , s

j,(±)
1,m ] = ∓

1

n

[(1N − q̃±n
2 R1)(1− q±n

3 )(1N − q±n
4 RN−1)]ij

1− q∓n
1

δn+m,0

1−Q±n
ρ

, (B.2)
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similarly the D5-brane algebra spanning C1 × C2 is given by:

x
i,(±)
12,n =

N∑

j=1

[
(1N − q̃∓n

2 R1)
−1
]
ij
· sj,(±)

1,n ,

[x
i,(±)
12,n , x

j,(±)
12,m ] = ∓

1

n

[
(1− q±n

3 )(1N − q±n
4 RN−1)

(1− q∓n
1 )(1N − q̃∓n

2 R1)

]

ij

δn+m,0

1−Q±n
ρ

,

[ai,(±)
n , x

j,(±)
12,m ] = ∓

1

n

[
(1− q±n

3 )(1N − q±n
4 RN−1)

]
ij

δn+m,0

1−Q±n
ρ

,

[x
i,(±)
12,m, a

j,(±)
n ] = ±

1

n

[
q±n
1 (1N − q̃±n

2 R1)(1− q±n
3 )(1N − q±n

4 RN−1)

(1N − q̃∓n
2 R1)

]

ij

δn+m,0

1−Q±n
ρ

. (B.3)

We then define their associated vertex operators:

Ai(x) = a
i
0(x) : exp

(
∑

n∈Z∗

(ai,(+)
n x−n + a

i,(−)
n xn)

)
: ,

Xi(x) = x
i
0(x) : exp

(
∑

n∈Z∗

(xi,(+)
n x−n + x

i,(−)
n xn)

)
: ,

where ai0(x), x
i
0(x) are zero-mode contributions which are related to the fractional gauge coupling

(more details about the zero-mode contributions can be found in [78]). The LMNS integral
formula (2.24) can then be obtained by considering the following contribution:

Zk,N
def. =

1

k!

N∏

i=1

ki∏

I=1

dφi,I

2iπφi,I

〈
0

∣∣∣∣∣

N∏

i=1

ki∏

I=1

A
−1
i (φi,I) :

N∏

j=1

N∏

α=1

Xj(ai,α) :

∣∣∣∣∣ 0
〉

, (B.4)

where |0〉 is defined as the vacuum of the Fock space generated by a
i,(±)
n , and the perturbative

contribution is given by XX correlators:

Zpert.,(N)
def. =

〈
0

∣∣∣∣∣

N∏

j=1

N∏

α=1

Xj(ai,α)

∣∣∣∣∣ 0
〉

. (B.5)

B.2 Screening charges

After integration, we can deduce from the result of subsection 2.3 an alternative presentation
contribution of the fixed point characterised by λ to the defect instanton PF. For all i ∈
{1, . . . , N}, we define:

Xλ(i) :=

{
Qaiq

λ
(i)
l

1 q̃l−1
2

}

l∈N∗

, ωk|N(Xλ(i)) :=

{
Qaiq

λ
(i)
l

1 q̃l−1
2

}

l∈N∗,l≡k mod N

, (B.6)
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where the set of fixed point is characterised by {ωk|N(Xλ(i))}i,k∈{1,...,N}. We then defined the
screening charges as:

Si,j [λ] :=

≺∏

x∈ωj|N

(
X

λ(i−j+1)

)
: exp

(
∑

m∈Z∗

s
k,(+)
1,m x−m + s

k,(−)
1,m xm

)
: , (B.7)

Si[λ] :=

[
≺∏

1≤j≤i

Si,j

][
≺∏

i+1≤j≤N

Si,N+j

]
, (B.8)

we use the symbol
∏≺

i=1,...,n ai = a1a2 · · ·an to indicate the operator ordering, s
i,(±)
1,m is the

generator associated with a D3-brane (B.2). The full partition function can then be obtained
as:

Zdef. =
∑

λ

〈
0

∣∣∣∣∣

N∏

i=1

q
ki(λ)
i Si[λ]

∣∣∣∣∣ 0
〉

. (B.9)
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