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Abstract. Several generalizations of Vershik-Kerov limit shape prob-
lem are motivated by topological string theory and supersymmetric

gauge theory instanton count. In this paper specifically we study the Âr-
and Ar-quiver type models (circular and linear quiver theories). We also
briefly discuss the double-elliptic generalization of the Vershik-Kerov
problem, related to six dimensional N = 2 gauge theory compactified
on a torus, and to elliptic cohomology of the Hilbert scheme of points
on C2. We prove that the limit shape in that setting is governed by a
genus two algebraic curve, suggesting unexpected dualities between the
enumerative and equivariant parameters.

In loving memory of Anatoly Moiseevich Vershik (1933-2024), with
gratitude and admiration. Great mathematician and brave man, who
lived through all kinds of historical periods, may he live in higher space
and times.

1. Introduction

• Partitions, arms, legs, hooks, contents and limit shapes.
Recall that a partition λ of a non-negative integer N = |λ| is a non-

increasing sequence

(1)

λ =
(
λ1, λ2 , . . . , λℓ(λ)

)
,

λi ∈ Z , i = 1, . . . , ℓ(λ)

λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . ≥ λℓ(λ) > 0

such that

(2) |λ| = N = λ1 + λ2 + . . .+ λℓ(λ) .

A pair (i, j) of integers, such that 1 ≤ j ≤ λi, is called a box □ = (i, j) ∈
λ. Equivalently, (i, j) ∈ λ iff 1 ≤ i ≤ λtj , where λ

t is called the dual or

transposed partition. Obviously |λt| = |λ|, λt1 = ℓ(λ), λ1 = ℓ(λt). Given a
box □ one defines its arm-length a□, leg-length l□ and hook-length h□ via:

(3) a□ = λi − j , l□ = λtj − i , h□ = a□ + l□ + 1

Given two complex numbers ε1, ε2 ∈ C, the refined content of a box □ =
(i, j) ∈ λ is defined as

(4) c□(ε1, ε2) = ε1(i− 1) + ε2(j − 1)
1
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Given q1, q2 ∈ C×, the refined q-content of □ = (i, j) is defined as

(5) Q□(q1, q2) = qi−1
1 qj−1

2

Finally, given an elliptic curve Ep = C×/pZ, and q1, q2 ∈ Ep, the refined
elliptic content of □ = (i, j) is given by the same formula, but the right
hand side of (5) is now viewed as an element of Ep.

An empty partition, the only partition of N = 0, is denoted by ∅. The
only partition λ = (1) of N = 1 is sometimes denoted by □. The set of all
partitions of N is denoted by ΛN , p(N) := |ΛN |. Recall Euler’s formula

(6)
1

ϕ(q)
=

∞∑
N=0

p(N)qN ,

where

(7) ϕ(q) =
∞∏
n=1

(1− qn)

• Fifty years ago, two groups of mathematicians: A. Vershik (1933-2024)
and his student S. Kerov (1946-2000) [15] in USSR and B. Logan and
L. Schepp [16] in USA, studied the large N asymptotics of the Plancherel
measure on the set of irreducible representations Rλ of symmetric group
S(N), equivalently, on ΛN :

(8) µN [λ] =
(dimRλ)

2

N !
= N !

∏
□∈λ

1

h2□

so that

(9) 1 =
∑
λ∈ΛN

µN [λ]

They found that upon rescaling the linear size of λ by ∝
√
N , in the N → ∞

limit, the boundary

of the set of boxes of λ rotated by 135 degrees approaches a piecewise
smooth curve f(x), called the the arcsin law, since the slope f

′
(x), be-

ing equal to sign
(

x
2
√
N

)
for |x| ≥ 2

√
N , interpolates between −1 and +1 as
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2
πarcsin

(
x

2
√
N

)
for |x| < 2

√
N . In a way, large random Young diagrams be-

have as random N×N matrices at large N . The limit shape problem [15, 16]
(later improved by S. Kerov into a central limit theorem [31, 32]) admits
a reformulation as a thermodynamic limit of a grand canonical ensemble,
defined on the set Λ of all partitions λ:

(10) µΛ;ℏ[λ] = e−
Λ2

ℏ2
Λ2|λ|

|λ|! ℏ2|λ|
µ|λ|[λ]

In the thermodynamic limit ℏ → 0 the fugacity is sent to infinity. It follows
from Stirling formula that the typical size |λ| of partitions scales as∼ (Λ/ℏ)2.
It follows that if the linear size of λ is rescaled by ℏ, while keeping Λ finite,
the range of the slope change for the limit shape (support of the second

derivative f (2)) becomes the interval (−2Λ, 2Λ).
• Instanton measure The 1-parametric (the parameter being (Λ : ℏ))

family of measures (10) is at the intersection of two series of generalizations:

a Âr series, with r ≥ 0, and a Ar series, with r ≥ 1.
The A1-model is a 4-parametric family of measures (called the z-measures

in [3]), cf. (4)

(11) µA1
q;ε1:ε2:m1:m2

[λ] = (1− q)
−m+m−

ε1ε2 q|λ|×∏
□∈λ

(−m+ + c□(ε1, ε2)) (m− − c□(ε1, ε2))

(−ε1l□ + ε2(a□ + 1)) (ε1(l□ + 1)− ε2a□)

It is easy to see, that

(12) µA1
q;ε1:ε2:m+:m− [λ] = µA1

q;ε1:ε2:m−:m+
[λ] = µA1

q;ε2:ε1:m+:m− [λ
t]

The normalization

(13)
∑
λ∈Λ

µA1
q;ε1:ε2:m+:m− [λ] = 1

can be proven either using the Cauchy identity [21], or the techniques re-
viewed below.

The limit to (10) is to set ε1 = −ε2 = ℏ, and to send m+,m− → ∞,
q → 0, while keeping

(14) Λ2 = qm+m−

finite.
The Â0-model is a 3-parametric family of measures

(15) µÂ0
q;ε1:ε2:ε3:ε4 [λ] = ϕ(q)

(ε1+ε3)(ε2+ε3)
ε1ε2 q|λ|×∏

□∈λ

(−ε1l□ + ε2(a□ + 1) + ε3) (ε1(l□ + 1)− ε2a□ + ε3)

(−ε1l□ + ε2(a□ + 1)) (ε1(l□ + 1)− ε2a□)

where

(16) ε1 + ε2 + ε3 + ε4 = 0
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implying

(17) µÂ0
q;ε1:ε2:ε3:ε4 [λ] = µÂ0

q;ε1:ε2:ε4:ε3 [λ] = µÂ0
q;ε2:ε1:ε3:ε4 [λ

t]

The normalization

(18)
∑
λ∈Λ

µÂ0
q;ε1:ε2:ε3:ε4 [λ] = 1

is proven in [26] (it would be interesting to derive it from Cauchy identity
as well [21]).

The limit to (10) is to set ε1 = −ε2 = ℏ, and to send ε3 → ∞, q → 0,
while keeping

(19) Λ2 = −q ε23

finite.
• Expectation values
An observable is a function O on

(20) Λ = ⨿N≥0 ΛN , O : λ 7→ O[λ]

For observable O we define its expectation value as

(21) ⟨O⟩A1
q;ε1:ε2:m+:m− =

∑
λ∈Λ

µA1
q;ε1:ε2:m+:m− O[λ]

and

(22) ⟨O⟩Â0
q;ε1:ε2:ε3:ε4 =

∑
λ∈Λ

µÂ0
q;ε1:ε2:ε3:ε4 O[λ]

• Limit shapes The limit shape problem for these generalizations is to
study the asymptotics µ......[λ] when ε1, ε2 → 0 while keeping the parameters
q,m+,m−, ε3 finite.

• Y -observables A useful way to keep track of the shape of λ is by studying
the expectation values of observables built out of the Y -observable, defined
by

(23) Y (x)[λ] = x
∏
□∈λ

(x− c□(ε1, ε2)− ε1)(x− c□(ε1, ε2)− ε2)

(x− c□(ε1, ε2))(x− c□(ε1, ε2)− ε)

where

(24) ε = ε1 + ε2

For example

(25) Y (x)[∅] = x , Y (x)[□] =
(x− ε1)(x− ε2)

x− ε
, . . .

An equivalent representation for the Y -observable is in terms of the addable
and removable boxes [26],
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(26) Y (x)[λ] =

∏
■∈∂+λ (x− c■(ε1, ε2))∏

■∈∂+λ (x− ε− c■(ε1, ε2))

• qq-characters We see from (23), (25), (26) that the expectation values
of Y (x) or Y (x′)−1 have poles in x or x′. The remarkable fact [26] about the
measures (11),(15) is that there is a combination of Y ’s and Y −1’s whose
expectation value has no poles in x whatsoever: the simplest such combina-
tion, called a fundamental qq-character is, for A1-model (note a somewhat
different normalization compared to [26]):

(27) XA1(x) = Y (x+ ε) + q
(x−m+)(x−m−)

Y (x)

and

(28) XÂ0(x) = Y (x+ ε)×∑
ν∈Λ

µq;ε3:ε4:ε1:ε2 [ν]
∏
□∈ν

Y (x+ c□(ε3, ε4)− ε3)Y (x+ c□(ε3, ε4)− ε4)

Y (x+ c□(ε3, ε4) + ε)Y (x+ c□(ε3, ε4))

Note the change of order of the ε-parameters in the µq;ε3:ε4:ε1:ε2 [ν] measure
in the sum over the auxiliary partition ν in (28).

• Non-perturbative Dyson-Schwinger equations Using the large x asymp-
totics

(29) Y (x)[λ] → x+
ε1ε2|λ|
x

+ o(x−1) , x→ ∞

and the absence of poles theorem [26, 27], one concludes:

(30) ⟨XA1(x)⟩A1
q;ε1:ε2:m+:m− = x+ u1

(31) ⟨XÂ0(x)⟩Â0
q;ε1:ε2:ε3:ε4 = x+ û0

with u1, û0 some constants in x, computable with the help of (29) and other
tricks [26]. The DS equations are obtained by expanding X(x) in x at infinity
and setting to zero the expectation values of the observables, defined as the
coefficients of the above expansion at the negative powers of x.

• Seiberg-Witten curves The limit shape problem is simplified enormously
by the following statement (standard, but not proven in this paper): expec-
tation values of Y -observables factorize in the ε1, ε2 → 0 limit. Thus, in this
limit, the expectation values

(32) y(x) = ⟨Y (x)⟩
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obey, in the A1 case:

(33) y + q
(x−m+)(x−m−)

y
= (1 + q)(x+ u1) ,

giving a simple rational curve relating y(x) to x. The value of u1,

(34) u1 = − q

1 + q
(m+ +m−)

can be computed either from the large x expansion (29) in the limit ε1, ε2 →
0, or, more systematically, by computing the period of the Seiberg-Witten
differential

(35) dS = x
dy

y
,

˛
∞
dS = 0

Note the multi-valuedness of y(x), a ubiquitous feature of the limit shapes:
for finite ε1, ε2 the expectation value (32) is a meromorphic function with
poles and zeroes, but in the limit ε1, ε2 → 0 these condense, forming a cut.
In the A1-model this is simply a cut of a 2 : 1 cover of the x-plane, described
by (33) 1.

In the Â0-case the structure of y-cuts is much more complicated. The
so-called physical sheet where y(x) ∼ x+ o(1), at x→ ∞, contains one cut.
The analogue of (33) reads as:

(37) χ(x) := y(x)ϕ(q)×∑
ν∈Λ

q|ν|
∏
□∈ν

y(x+ c□(m,−m)−m)y(x+ c□(m,−m) +m)

y2(x+ c□(m,−m))

= x+ û0

where we denoted ε3 = m. The solution of this equation produces not just
one, but two interesting analytic curves, the spectral curve and the cameral
curve (cf. [29]). The way to resolve (37) is to use the analogue of Jacobi
identity [11]:

(38)
∑
M∈Z

(−1)MzMq
M(M−1)

2 χ(x−Mm) =

y(x)ϕ(q)

∞∏
i=1

(
1− z−1 · qi yi(x)

yi−1(x)

) ∞∏
i=0

(
1− z · qi y−i−1(x)

y−i(x)

)
1It is sometimes useful to represent (33) in the ancient Greek parametrization:

(36)

y = (x−m+)w , x = m+
w

w − q
−m−

1

w − 1

dS = d (x+m+ log(x−m+)) +m−
dw

w
+m+

dw

w − q
−m−

dw

w − 1
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where we use the temporary short-hand notation yi(x) := y(x+m·i), i ∈ Z.
Denoting the left hand side of (38) by R(z, x) we define the spectral curve
Cspec as the zero locus

(39) R(z, x) = 0

From the definition (38) it follows

(40) −zR(zq, x−m) = R(z, x)

that Cspec is Z-invariant: (x, z) 7→ (x−m, qz). Let πx, πz denote the natural
projections

(41) πx : Cspec → Cx , πz : Cspec → C×
z ,

e.g. for p = (x, z) ∈ Cspec, πx(p) = x, πz(p) = z. On the one hand, (38)
gives a very explicit parametrization of Cspec as a Z-cover of the elliptic
curve C×/qZ, (x, z) 7→ (zqZ). On the other hand, the right hand side of (38)
implies that the fibers of πx are the branches Zn(x), n ∈ Z, of the analytic
continuation of

(42) Zn(x) = qn · Z0(x+m · n) , Z0(x) =
y(x)

y(x−m)

The branch Zn(x) approaches q
n when x→ ∞. Also, for fixed x, Zn(x)q

−n →
1 as n → ∞. In order to find the complete analytic continuation of y(x),
we need to study the cameral curve. The theory of finite cameral covers
has been developed in [14]. It will be partly reviewed in the section devoted
to the Ar-models. In our problem, however, we need a more sophisticated
notion, a semi-infinite spectral curve C

spec
∞
2

:

(43) C
spec
∞
2

⊂ (Cspec ×Cx Cspec ×Cx Cspec ×Cx . . .)/S (∞)

We define it, set theoretically, as the set of equivalence classes of sequences
p = (pn), n = 0, 1, . . ., pn ∈ Cspec, such that:

(44)
i) πx(pn) = πx(p0) for all n > 0 ,

ii) πz(pn)q
−n → 1 , n→ ∞

modulo an equivalence relation: (pn) ∼ (p′n) if there is a finite permutation
σ ∈ S(N) for some N ≥ 0, such that

(45)
p′n = pn , n ≥ N

p′n = pσ(n) , n < N

We denote the group of such equivalences by S (∞). The analytic continu-
ation of y(x) is the function Y on C

spec
∞
2

, defined as:

(46) Y (p) = LimN→∞

{(
N∏
n=0

πz(pn)

)
q−

N(N+1)
2 (x−Nε3)

}
In the main body of the paper we shall give another, more constructive
definition of the cameral curve and its semi-infinite quotient Cspec

∞
2

.
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• Higher times
There is a natural generalization, studied in [20, 30, 10],

(47) µΛ;t;ℏ[λ] = e
∑∞

k=1 tkpk[λ]
∏
□∈λ

(Λ/ℏ)2

h2□

of the limit shape problem, with formal chemical potentials (tk), k = 1, 2, . . .
for the generalized Casimirs: the observables pk on Λ given by the regular-
ized powersums of λi − i+ 1

2 , cf. [34]

(48) pk[λ] =
2−k − 1

k + 1
Bk+1 +

ℓ(λ)∑
i=1

(λi − i+ 1
2
)k − (−i+ 1

2
)k .

For example,

(49) p1[λ] = |λ| − 1

24
, p2[λ] =

ℓ(λ)∑
i=1

λi(λi + 1− 2i) .

1.1. The scope of this paper. In this note we study several generaliza-
tions of (10), (47) and their limit shapes. All of them are motivated by the
studies of supersymmetric gauge theories in four dimensions [24, 25], and

by topological string theory [20]. Specifically, we study Âr-models, and the

Ar-models. The Ar-model can be obtained as a limit of Âr+1 model, but it
is methodologically useful to discuss it separately.

These models are the ensembles of several partitions λ(i), i = 0, . . . , r, in-
teracting with each other in a cyclic/linear fashion, λ(i) ↔ λ(i+1), such that in

the cyclic Âr case λ
(r+1) = λ(0), while in the linear Ar case λ

(0) = λ(r+1) = ∅.
The dynamics is governed by the (complex, in general) probability measure
µq;t;a,ε[λ],

(50) ε = (ε1, ε2, ε3, ε4) , ε1 + ε2 + ε3 + ε4 = 0 ,

which we introduce in the next section.
The main goal of this paper is the analysis of the limit ε1, ε2 → 0 shape

and the emergent Whitham [18] dynamics.

1.2. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows.

In section 2 we introduce the Âr-model, the measure µÂr
q;t;a,ε[λ]. Through

the suitable limit of the Âr+1-model we define the Ar-model, the measure

µAr
q;t;a,m±,ε

[λ]. We recall the definition of Y -observables, qq-characters, and
their limits, the q-characters and characters. Using the noncommutative
Jacobi identity we proved in [11] we organize the suitably (θ-)transformed
characters into an infinite product in section 3. We study this product in
section 4 in the limit ε1, ε2 → 0. We first do it on the small phase space,
defined as the locus t = 0. The analysis brings us the so-called spectral
curve, encoding some information about the limit shape of the ensemble
of partitions λ. We find that in order to construct the complete analytic
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continuation of the Y -observables yi(x), i = 0, . . . , r, one needs to work with
the cameral curve. In the second part of section 4 we turn back on the
times t and find the deformation of the limit shape using I. Krichever’s
ideas. In section 5 we briefly discuss the limit shape problem for the elliptic
cohomology version of the Â0-model on the small phase space. Section 6
presents our conclusions.

1.3. Acknowledgements. We have benefited from patient explanations of
I. Krichever (who is in fact the co-author of the section 4) and A. Okounkov.
Research is partly supported by NSF PHY Award 2310279.

2. Measure and observables

In this section, we recall the setup of the Âr-model [29]. It is a rank one
case of the gauge origami model [28] associated with the orbifold group Zr+1

acting on the C2
34 space. For the uninitiated, we introduce it below.

• The parameters. Start by fixing ε as in (50).

The Âr-model depends on 2(r + 1) parameters (q,a) = (qi, ai)
r
i=0, and

r + 1 formal functions t = (τi(x))
r
i=0,

(51) τi(x) =
∞∑
k=0

τi,k
xk

k!
, i = 0, . . . , r ,

which we extend to all i ∈ Z:

(52)
qi+r+1 = qi , ai+r+1 = ai − ε3 ,

τi+r+1(x) = τi(x+ ε3)

The random variables are the r + 1-periodic collections
(
λ(i)
)
i∈Z,

(53) λ(i+r+1) = λ(i) ,

of partitions λ(i) =
(
λ
(i)
i

)
.

• The Âr-measure. Here is the expression for the measure:

(54) µÂr
q;t;a,ε[λ] =

r∏
i=0

q
|λ(i)|
i

∏
□=(i,j)∈λ(i)

eτi(ai+c□(ε1,ε2))

 ×

r∏
i=0

∏
□=(i,j)∈λ(i)

(
ai − ai+1 + ε1(λ

(i)t
j + 1− i) + ε2(j − λ

(i+1)
i )

)
(ε1(l□ + 1)− ε2a□)

×

r∏
i=0

∏
□=(i,j)∈λ(i)

(
ai−1 − ai + ε1(i− λ

(i)t
j ) + ε2(λ

(i−1)
i + 1− j)

)
−ε1l□ + ε2(a□ + 1)

.

We can view (54) as the statistical ensemble of a spin chain-type, with r+1
spins organized along a circle, interacting via nearest-neighbour interaction,
with the spins being the partitions λ(i). The reader might be familiar with
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the Heisenberg spin chain, based on the spin 1
2 representations of sl2. One

can actually modify (54) by the additional orbifold in the C2
12 directions,

replacing the sum over the infinite set Λr+1 by that over a finite set of 2r+1

elements, making it into a version of spin 1
2 spin chain with r+1 spins. We

are not going to discuss this model in this paper though.
Define zi ∈ C×, i ∈ Z through:

(55) qi =
zi+1

zi
, zi+r+1 = qzi

where

(56) q = q0q1 . . . qr

• Remarks. There is some redundancy in the parametrization of (54).

First of all, the effective fugacity for the sizes |λ(i)| of random partitions is

(57) qie
τi,0

There is however a difference in that we view qi as complex numbers of
absolute value less than 1, while τi,k, k ≥ 0, are formal variables, i.e. we
work over a ring

(58) R = C [τi,k] /τ
Ni,k

i,k

with sufficiently large Ni,k.
Secondly, the Coulomb parameters ai ∈ C enter the measure (54) in a

way invariant under the overall shift (ai) 7→ (ai + α), α ∈ C, and the linear
redefinition of the couplings τi,k associated with the argument shift τi(x) 7→
τi(x − α). Likewise, the parameters zi ∈ C× are defined up to an overall
multiplicative shift zi 7→ ziλ, λ ∈ C×. The space of gauge couplings of the
Âr-theory can be therefore identified with a coordinate patch in M1,r+1-the
moduli space of r + 1 points on a genus one curve Eq = C×/qZ, where the
sequences zi+(r+1)p, p ∈ Z define r+1 points (z0), (z1), . . . , (zr). This picture
is in agreement with the general view on N = 2 dualities proposed in [6].

• Times and times. Introduce the power series in x, ti(x), i ∈ Z as
solutions to the difference-functional equation:

(59) ti−1(x)− 2ti(x) + ti+1(x) = log(qi) + τi(x)

together with the quasiperiodicity (52)

(60) ti+r+1(x) = ti(x+ ε3) .

• The Ar-measure. Take the Âr+1-model, and take the limit q0, qr+1 → 0.
In this limit the only configurations with non-zero measure have λ(0) =
λ(r+1) = ∅. It is therefore meaningless to keep τ0, τr+1, so we set these
parameters to zero. Traditionally, we denote a0 = m−, ar+1 = m+ + ε, so
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that (54) becomes:

(61) µAr
q;t;a,m+,m−,ε

[λ] =
r∏

i=1

q
|λ(i)|
i

∏
□=(i,j)∈λ(i)

eτi(ai+c□(ε1,ε2))

 ×

r−1∏
i=1

∏
□=(i,j)∈λ(i)

(
ai − ai+1 + ε1(λ

(i)t
j + 1− i) + ε2(j − λ

(i+1)
i

)
(ε1(l□ + 1)− ε2a□)

×

∏
□=(i,j)∈λ(r)

(ar + c□(ε1, ε2)−m+)

(ε1(l□ + 1)− ε2a□)
×

∏
□=(i,j)∈λ(1)

(m− − a1 − c□(ε1, ε2))

−ε1l□ + ε2(a□ + 1)

r∏
i=2

∏
□=(i,j)∈λ(i)

(
ai−1 − ai + ε1(i− λ

(i)t
j ) + ε2(λ

(i−1)
i + 1− j)

)
−ε1l□ + ε2(a□ + 1)

• Y -observables for the Ar and Âr-models. Using the Y -observables (26)
we define:

(62) Yi(x)[λ] := Y (x− ai)[λ
(i)]

In the Âr-case, thanks to (52) we have the quasiperiodicity

(63) Yi+r+1(x) = Yi(x+ ε3)

In other words, the Yi(x)-observable captures the shape of the i’th partition

from the set λ of random partitions in the Âr or Ar-ensemble. We have the
asymptotics:

(64) Yi(x) = x− ai +
ε1ε2ki
x

+ o(x−2) , x→ ∞

where ki is the observable, the i’th instanton charge

(65) ki[λ] = |λ(i)|

• qq-characters: Âr-model The i’th fundamental qq-character of the (t-

deformed) Âr-model is given by the (t-deformed) formula [26, 28]:

(66) XÂr
i (x) = Yi(x+ ε)×∑

ν∈Λ
m̂

(r)
q,t;ε3:ε4:ε1:ε2

[ν]
∏

□=(i,j)∈ν

Yi+i−j−1 (x+ ε(1− j))

Yi+i−j (x+ ε(1− j))

Yi+i−j+1 (x+ ε(2− j))

Yi+i−j (x+ ε(2− j))
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where the unnormalized measure is given by:

(67) m̂
(r)
q,t;ε3:ε4:ε1:ε2

[ν] =
∏

□=(i,j)∈ν

qi+i−je
τi+i−j(x+ε(1−j))×

∏
□∈ν, h□≡0(r+1)

(
1 +

ε1ε2
(ε̃3h□ + εa□) (ε̃3h□ + ε(a□ + 1))

)
with

(68) ε̃3 =
ε3
r + 1

The main theorem [27] about (66) states that the expectation values of
the qq-characters have no poles in x. In the limit ε1, ε2 → 0 this becomes
a system of analytic (algebraic in power series expansion in qi’s) relations
between the multi-valued analytic functions

(69) yi(x) = ⟨Yi(x)⟩Âr
q;t;a,ε ,

and the characters [29]

(70) χi(x) =

〈
XÂr
i (x)

〉Âr

q;t;a,ε

⟨1⟩Âr
q;t;a,ε

∣∣∣∣
ε1,ε2→0

= yi(x)
∑
ν∈Λ

∏
□=(i,j)∈ν

qi+i−je
τi+i−j(x)

yi+i−j−1 (x)

yi+i−j (x)

yi+i−j+1 (x)

yi+i−j (x)
,

which are the entire functions of x. For future use, define the generalized
eigenvalues

(71) Zi(x) := zie
ξi(x)

yi(x)

yi−1(x)
, i ∈ Z

obeying the twisted periodicity

(72) Zi+r+1(x) = qZi(x+ ε3) ,

where the formal2 functions ξi(x), i ∈ Z, are related to ti(x) via

(73) ξi(x) = ti(x)− ti−1(x)− log(q)
x

ε3
− log(zi)

As a consequence, the ξi’s solve the first-order difference equations

(74) ξi+1(x)− ξi(x) = τi(x) , .

and obey the familiar quasiperiodicity

(75) ξi+r+1(x) = ξi(x+ ε3) .

2The word “formal” here means a power series in x whose coefficients are linear in the
formal variables τi,k.
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• qq-characters: Ar-model The i’th fundamental qq-character of the (t-
deformed) Ar-model is given by the (t-deformed) formula [26, 28], which is

obtained from (66) for the Âr+1-model by specifying q0 = qr+1 = 0: for
i = 1, . . . , r:

(76) XAr
i (x) = Yi(x+ ε)

∑
ν∈Λi,r

∏
□=(i,j)∈ν

qi+i−je
τi+i−j(x+ε(1−j))

×
∏

□=(i,j)∈ν

Yi+i−j−1 (x+ ε(1− j))

Yi+i−j (x+ ε(1− j))

Yi+i−j+1 (x+ ε(2− j))

Yi+i−j (x+ ε(2− j))

where Λi,r is a finite set of partitions ν, such that for every □ = (i, j) ∈ ν,
0 < i + i − j ≤ r, equivalently the Young diagram of ν fits a i(r + 1 − i)
rectangle:

(77) νt1 ≤ r + 1− i , ν1 ≤ i

There is a bijection between Λi,r and the set of all cardinality i subsets of
the set {1, . . . , r + 1}:
(78) Λi,r = { I | |I| = i , I = {ι1, . . . , ιi} ⊂ {1, . . . , r + 1} }

(79) ιj = νtj − j + i+ 1 , r + 1 ≥ ι1 > ι2 > . . . > ιi ≥ 1

The limit q0, qr+1 → 0 suggests to keep z1, . . . , zr+1 ∈ C× finite, with

(80) zi = 0 , i > r + 1 , zi = ∞ , i < 0

parametrizing a coordinate patch in M0,r+3, in agreement with [6]. In the
ε1, ε2 → 0 limit the i’th character of the Ar-model simplifies,

(81) χi(x) =

〈
XAr
i (x)

〉Ar

q;t;a,m±,ε

⟨1⟩Ar
q;t;a,m±,ε

∣∣∣∣
ε1,ε2→0

so that

(82)
i∏

j=1

zje
ξj(x) χi(x) = y0(x) ei (Z1(x), . . . ,Zr+1(x))

is y0(x) = x−m− times the i’th elementary symmetric function of Z1, . . . ,Zr+1,
defined in

3. Product formulas

To solve the inverse problem, i.e. recovering yi’s from χi’s define the Z×Z
matrix Y, cf. (59):

(83) Yi,j = yi−j(x) e
ti−j(x) , i, j ∈ Z ,

The significance of (83) is [11]:

(84) χi(x) e
ti(x) =

∑
ν∈Λ

Xν

[
(i)Y

]
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where

(85) (i)Ya,b = Ya+i,b

3.1. Affine Âr-case. Now we can use the generalized Jacobi identity [11]
and the notation (71) to prove the identity relating two convergent power
series in q over R:

(86)
∑
M∈Z

χM (x) (−z)−M QM eΞM (x) =

= (−z)−iyi(x)
∏
l>i

(
1− Zl(x)

z

) ∏
l≤i

(
1− z

Zl(x)

)
,

for any i ∈ Z. We call the left hand side of (86) the θ-transform of affine
characters χi. Let us unpack (86): there is an indeterminate z, we defined
the zi’s in (55), and QM , ΞM (x) are given by (cf. (73))3:
(88)

ΞM (x) =


−

0∑
i=M+1

ξi(x) , M < 0

0 , M = 0
M∑
i=1

ξi(x) , M > 0

, QM =



0∏
i=M+1

z−1
i , M < 0

1 , M = 0
M∏
i=1

zi , M > 0

,

so that

(89) QM eΞM (x) = etM (x)−t0(x) q
−Mx

ε3 .

Using (55), we can simplify, for i = 0, . . . , r, p ∈ Z,

(90) Qi+p(r+1) =

 i∏
j=1

zj

 (
zr+1
∗
)p

q
p(p+1)

2 ,

where the “center-of-mass” is defined via

(91) zr+1
∗ =

r+1∏
j=1

zj .

For example

(92) Q0 = 1 , Q1 = z1 , Q2 = z1z2 , . . . , Qr = zr+1
∗ z−1

r+1

3In convenient notation of A. Givental,

(87) QM =

M∏
−∞

zi

0∏
−∞

zi

, ΞM (x) =

M∑
−∞

ξi(x)−
0∑

−∞

ξi(x)
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3.2. Finite Ar-case. Using (82) the identity (86) becomes the Vieta’s the-
orem for the spectral polynomial

(93) y0(x)
r+1∏
a=1

(
1− Za(x)

z

)
=

r+1∑
M=0

(−z)−MχM (x)
M∏
a=1

zae
ψa(x)

with χ0(x) = y0(x), χr+1(x) = yr+1(x) = x−m+.

4. The Limit Shape

We shall now address the question of the limit shape. From (64) we know
the asymptotics of yi(x)’s on the physical sheet (we shall explain below in
more detail, what are the sheets of the analytic continuations of ⟨Yi(x)⟩’s):
(94) yi(x) = x− ai + o(1) , x→ ∞
This asymptotics implies the following expansion of Zi(x) near x = ∞: in

the Âr-case:
(95)

Zi+p(r+1)(x) → ziq
p

(
1 +

ai−1 − ai
x

+ . . .

)
·exp

∞∑
k=0

ξi,k(x+ε3p)
k , x→ ∞

with p ∈ Z, e.g. i = 1, . . . , r + 1, and . . . stand for x−1 times a power series
in x−1, and in the Ar-case:

(96) Zi(x) → zi

(
1 +

ai−1 − ai
x

+ . . .

)
· exp

∞∑
k=0

ξi,kx
k , x→ ∞ .

4.1. Small phase space. We start with the small phase space problem,
τi(x) = 0, ξi(x) = 0, in which case the problem of expressing yi’s through
χi’s is simple enough. First of all, the absence of poles and the large x
asymptotics (64) implies that

(97) χi(x) = ϑi(q)

(
x+

i

r + 1
ε3 + ûi(q;a)

)
,

with

(98) ϑi(q) =
∑
ν∈Λ

νt1∏
j=1

zi+νtj−j+1

zi−j+1
= ϑi+r+1(q)

in the Âr-case, and

(99) χa(x) =
ea(z1, . . . , zr+1)

z1 . . . za
(x+ ua(q;a)) , a = 1, . . . , r + 1

in the Ar-case. Here ûi, ui are some constants (in x) obeying ûi+r+1 = ûi
in the affine Âr-case, and u0 = −m−, ur+1 = −m+ in the Ar-case. Then,
the θ-transform of affine characters can be computed explicitly, giving the
identity:

(100) P(z, x) = Θ(z;q)R(z, x)
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for the product

(101) P(z, x) := y0(x)
∞∏
i=1

(
1− Zi(x)

z

) ∞∏
i=0

(
1− z

Z−i(x)

)
where

(102) Θ(z;q) =
∞∏
i=1

(
1− zi

z

)(
1− z

z1−i

)
can be expressed in terms of the theta function (160), and4

(104) R(z, x) = x− a+
r+1∑
i=1

(ai − ai−1)ζ(z/zi)

where

(105) a =
ar+1 + a0

2
= a0 −

ε3
2

and

(106) ζ(z) =
1

2
+

∞∑
p=1

(
qp−1

z − qp−1
+

z

z − q−p

)
,

ζ(z) = −ζ(z−1) , ζ(qz) = ζ(z)− 1

It is obvious from the definition (102) that

(107) Θ(qz;q) =

(
− z∗
qz

)r+1

Θ(z;q) ,

while from (106) we deduce the invariance of R under the Z-action

(108) R(x− ε3, qz) = R(x, z)

Thus, Θq := Θ(z;q) is a holomorphic section of degree r + 1 line bundle
Lq over Eq, vanishing at the r + 1 points (z0), (z1), . . . , (zr). Such section is

unique up to a multiplicative constant. The set of gauge couplings oof Âr-
theory is therefore identified with the space of pairs

(
Eq, [Θq] ∈ PH0(Lq)

)
.

• Remark. From now on we shall use the redundancy in definition of zi’s
to set

(109) z∗ = 1

4We use that every integer i ∈ Z can be uniquely represented as

(103) i = i+ p(r + 1) , i = 1, . . . , r + 1 , p ∈ Z

where p ≥ 0 for i > 0, and p < 0 for i ≤ 0.
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4.2. Spectral curve. We thus have the following Theorem: for the Âr-
model the analytic continuations of Zi(x), i ∈ Z defined by (71), are the
branches of the spectral curve

(110) x = a+
r+1∑
i=1

(ai−1 − ai)ζ(z/zi) .

The moments of the limit shape, i.e. the coefficients chi,k of the large x
expansion

(111) yi(x) = x exp −
∞∑
k=1

k!

kxk
chi,k

can be extracted from the periods

(112)
1

2πi

˛
Ci

xk
dz

z

around the small circles Ci = { z | |z − zi| = δ ↓ 0 }.
To get to the Ar-case we take the q → 0 limit of the (110) with r replaced

by r + 1, while keeping z1, . . . , zr+1 finite. Alternatively, we can directly
compute both sides of the identity (93) with ψa = 0. Either way we get:

(113) x = a0 +
r+1∑
i=1

zi(ai−1 − ai)

z − zi

The differential

(114) dS := x
dz

z
= dz

r+2∑
a=0

pa
z − za

with z0 = ∞, zr+2 = 0, pr+2 = ar+1, pi = ai−1 − ai,

(115)
∑
a=0

pa = 0

encodes the Coulomb parameters as periods around zi’s, and chi,k’s are again

computed from the periods of xk−1dS.

4.3. Cameral curve(s). Despite the fact that the spectral curve implicitly
contains all the information about the limit shape, it might be useful to have
a more specific characterization of the analytic continuation of yi(x).

It is instructive to start the discussion in the Ar-case. The curve Cspec

defined by the Eq. (113) is rational, with the map πx being r+1 : 1, as can
be easily seen by converting the Eq. (113) into a degree r + 1 polynomial

(116) P(z, x) =
r+1∏
i=1

(z − zi)

(
x− a0 +

r+1∑
i=1

zi(ai − ai−1)

z − zi

)
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in z with coefficients linear in x. The Eq. (99) can be interpreted as equa-
tions for Za = Za(x):

(117) ea (Z1, . . . ,Zr+1) = ea (z1, . . . , zr+1)
x+ ua
x−m−

, a = 1, . . . , r + 1

Define the cameral curve Ccam as the curve in
(
CP1

Z

)r+1 × CP1
x defined by

r + 1 equations (117). By design, this curve is invariant under the action
of the symmetric group S(r + 1), permuting Za’s. We can define many
curves by taking the quotients of Ccam by subgroups of S(r + 1). For ex-
ample, the spectral curve Cspec is a quotient of Ccam by the action of S(r)
permuting Z2, . . . ,Zr+1. Knowing z = Z1 we can reconstruct the (analytic
continuation of) y1(x), by

(118) y1(x) = y0(x)z

Define the i’th fundamental spectral curve C
spec
i with C

spec
1 = Cspec as a

quotient of Ccam by the action of S(i)×S(r + 1− i) permuting (Z1, . . . ,Zi),
and (Zi+1, . . .Zr+1) separately

5. For example, for i = 1, we would get

(120) (1− σ1z)y1z
rRr(z

−1) = −P(z, x)

A way to solve this equation is to note that u = σ−1
1 is a root of P(z, x) in

z, P(u, x) = 0. Given such u, y1 can be computed as

(121) y1(u, x) = − 1

2πi

˛
C∞

dz

zr+1

P(z, x)

1− z/u
= y0(x)u

In other words, the Riemann surface of y1(x) is the algebraic curve

(122) P

(
y1

x−m−
, x

)
= 0

which we already know. For i > 1, we need a more general construction.
In fact, we present two constructions, one is explicitly algebraic, another is
more analytic in nature (and has the advantage of being generalizable to the
affine case).

5The i’th spectral curve encodes yi(x) via

(119) yi(x) = y0(x)σ
−1
i
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(1) Given a polynomial P(z, x) in z and x, of degrees r + 1 and N ,

respectively, define6 i polynomials P
(i)
a , a = 1, . . . , i, in i+1 variables

(τ , x) = (τ1, . . . , τi, x):

(124)

P(i)
a (τ , x) =

=

i∑
k=1

ei−a(z1,k, . . . , zk−1,k, zk+1,k, . . . , zi,k)∏
j ̸=k

(zk − zj)
P(zk, x)

zn,m = zn − zm ,

i∑
a=0

waP(i)
a (τ , x) =

1

2πi

˛
around zeroes of T (z)

dz P(z, x)
T (z + w)

T (z)

T (z) :=

i∏
l=1

(z − zl) = zi − τ1z
i−1 + τ2z

i−2 + . . .+ (−1)iτi ,

τm = em(z1, . . . , zi) , m = 1, . . . , i

of multi-degrees (r + 2− a,
[
r+2−a

2

]
, . . . ,

[
r+2−a

i

]
, N) in (τ , x).

The i’th fundamental spectral curve is given by i polynomial equa-
tions in i+ 1 variable:

(125) P (i)
a (τ , x) = 0 , a = 1, . . . , i

The analytic continuation of yi(x) is the function yi on C
spec
i given

by

(126) yi = τi y0(x) ,

(2) Let us reformulate the above construction. Given r + 1 variables
Z1, . . . ,Zr+1 ∈ C× introduce the S(i)× S(r + 1− i)-invariants:
σ1, σ2, . . . , σr+1−i are the elementary symmetric polymomials of

Z −1
1 , . . . ,Z −1

r+1−i, and
τ1, . . . , τi are the elementary symmetric polynomials of Zr+2−i, . . . ,Zr+1.

The curve C
spec
i is described by r + 2 equations on r + 2 variables

(yi;σ1, . . . , σr+1−i; τ1, . . . , τi)

6For example, define three polynomials P
(3)
a , a = 1, 2, 3 in four variables τ1, τ2, τ3, x:

(123)

P
(3)
1 (τ ;x) = P (z1, x) + P (z2, x) + P (z3, x) ,

P
(3)
2 (τ ;x) =

P (z1, x)− P (z2, x)

z1 − z2
+

P (z1, x)− P (z3, x)

z1 − z3
+

P (z2, x)− P (z3, x)

z2 − z3
,

P
(3)
3 (τ ;x) =

P(z1,x)−P(z2,x)
z1−z2

− P(z1,x)−P(z3,x)
z1−z3

z2 − z3
=

P(z1, x)

z12z13
+

P(z2, x)

z21z23
+

P(z3, x)

z31z32
,

τ1 = z1 + z2 + z3 , τ2 = z1z2 + z1z3 + z2z3 , τ3 = z1z2z3 ,
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over CP1
x, obtained by equating the coefficients of z−l, l = 0, . . . , r+1

on both sides of the equation below:

(127) Φ+(z;σ) · yi · Φ−(z; τ ) = (−z)−iP(z, x) ,

Φ+(z;σ) = 1− zσ1 + . . .+ (−z)r+1−iσr+1−i ,

Φ−(z; τ ) = 1− z−1τ1 + . . .+ (−z)−iτi

Now let us recast the factorization problem (127) in a geometric
way. Let γ be a closed contour on C×

z separating z = 0 and the
zeroes of Φ− from z = ∞ and the zeroes of Φ+. Then it is easy to
see that the arguments of Φ+ and Φ− are single-valued on γ,

(128)

˛
γ
dlog Φ+ =

˛
γ
dlog Φ− = 0

Hence

(129)

˛
γ
log Φ+

dz

z
= logΦ+(0) =

˛
γ
dlog Φ−

dz

z
= logΦ−(∞) = 0

and

(130) yi(x, γ) = exp

˛
γ
log

[
(−z)−iP(z, x)

] dz
z

is well-defined. Let

(131) Zx = the set of zeroes of P(·, x) , Dx = C×\Zx

The points of Cspec
i are the equivalence classes of the pairs (x, γ),

where (x, γ) ∼ (x′, γ′) iff x = x′ and γ is homologous to γ′ on Dx.
More formally,

(132) C
spec
i =

{
(x, [γ]) | [γ] ∈ H1 (Dx ,Z) ∩ ω⊥

}
,

ω = dlog
[
(−z)−iP(z, x)

]
∈ H1 (Dx , 2πiZ) .

In this description the fact that Cspec
i is algebraic is not obvious. The

advantage is its applicability to the Ār-case.
The Âr-case can be now understood in a similar fashion, except

that the projection πx from the curve defined by the Eq. (110) is ∞ :
1. We model the fibers of the projection πx on Z. The i’th spectral
curve is modeled on the quotient S(Z)/S({n |n ≤ i}) × S({n |n >
i}). To make this a tangible definition we use the formulae (132),
(130) with P(z, x) given by (101), (100). Now there are infinitely
many choices for the contour γ, so the i’th fundamental spectral
curve is analytic, but most likely not algebraic.
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4.4. Turning on the higher times. Now let us turn the times back on.
The Eqs. (86),(93) hold, but we cannot use them efficiently, as we only know
the characters χi(x) are entire functions, but we cannot effectively control

them because of the essential singularity at x = ∞ due to the eψi(x) factors.
The seemingly hopeless situation is saved by the following observation.

The times t are formal parameters. The curves (110) or (113) can be com-
pactified to rational curves sitting in CP1

x × Eq or CP1
x × CP1

z, respectively.
The deformation of the problem by the higher times deforms these curves,
preserving their general structure. In the Âr-case we expect the curve Cspec

given by (110) to deform to C̃spec
◦

(133) x = A+
r+1∑
i=1

(Ai−1 −Ai)ζQ(z/Zi)

with A = A0 − ε3
2 , A = (Ai) ,Z = (Zi), i ∈ Z obeying

(134) Ai+r+1 = Ai − ε3 , Zi+r+1 = QZi

with ζQ given by the Eq. (106) with q replaced by Q. We can impose the
center-of-mass normalization on Zi’s:

(135)
r+1∏
i=1

Zi = 1 ,

mimicking (109). By adding the points pi = (x, z)i = (∞, Zi) ∈ CP1
x × C×

for all i ∈ Z to C̃spec
◦
we get the curve C̃spec with Z-action.

In the Ar-case the curve (113) deforms to C̃spec
◦
given by

(136) x = m− +

r+1∑
i=1

Zi(Ai−1 −Ai)

z − Zi
,

x
dz

z
= dz

(
m+

z
+

r+1∑
i=1

Ai−1 −Ai

z − Zi

)
with Ar+1 = m+, A0 = m− undeformed. By adding the points pi = (x, z)i =
(∞, Zi) ∈ CP1

x × CP1
z for i = 1, . . . , r + 1, as well as p0 = (m−,∞) and

pr+2 = (m+, 0) to C̃spec
◦
we get the curve C̃spec.

The deformed data A,Z is to be found from the requirement: there is an

entire function Z on C̃spec with the asymptotics given by (95) near z → Zi,

i ∈ Z, in the Âr-case, and by (96) near z → Zi, i = 1, . . . , r + 1, in the
Ar-case.

To find such a function and to find the constraints on A,Z we introduce

a sequence of meromorphic functions Ωi,k, k ≥ 1, i = 1, . . . , r + 1, on C̃spec,
such that:

(1) Ωi,k is holomorphic outside z = ZiQ
Z, in the Âr-case, and outside

z = Zi in the Ar-case.
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(2) Near z = ZiQ
p, i = 1, . . . , r + 1, p ∈ Z, the function Ωi,k has the

Laurent expansion:

(137) Ωi,k = (x+ pε3)
k + pϖi,k + o(x−1)

where ϖi,k are some constants, in the Âr-case; and has the Laurent
expansion:

(138) Ωi,k = xk + o(x−1)

near z = Zi, i = 1, . . . , r + 1, in the Ar-case.

For example, in the Ar-case:

(139)

Ωi,1(z) =
Ai −Ai−1

z/Zi − 1
+m+ +

r+1∑
j ̸=i

Aj −Aj−1

Zi/Zj − 1
,

Ωi,2(z) = Ωi,1(z)
2 − 2 (Ai −Ai−1)Zi

∑
j ̸=i

(Aj −Aj−1)Zj

(Zi − Zj)
2 .

Similarly, using

(140) ζQ(z) =
1

z − 1
+

1

2
+ σ1(Q)(z − 1) + . . . , z → 1

where

(141) σ1(Q) := −2
∞∑
n=1

Qn

(1−Qn)2

we compute in the Âr-case:

(142) Ωi,1(z) = (Ai−1 −Ai) ζQ(z/Zi) + ωi ,

ωi = A+
∑
j ̸=i

(Aj−1 −Aj) ζQ(Zi/Zj) ,

ϖi,1 = Ai −Ai−1 ,

and

(143) Ωi,2(z) = (Ai−1 −Ai)
2 (℘Q(z/Zi) + 3σ1(Q))

+ 2(Ai−1 −Ai)ωi ζQ(z/Zi)

− 2 (Ai −Ai−1)
∑
j ̸=i

(Aj −Aj−1)℘Q (Zi/Zj) ,

ϖi,2 = 2(Ai −Ai−1)ωi

where

(144) ℘Q(z) = −z d
dz
ζQ(z) =

∞∑
p∈Z

zQp

(z −Qp)2
,

℘Q(z) = ℘Q(z
−1) = ℘Q(Qz) .
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The existence and uniqueness of the series of functions Ωi,k(z) and constants
ϖi,k is easy to establish.

Now define the function on C̃spec

(145) Z = z exp

∞∑
k=1

r+1∑
i=1

ξi,kΩi,k(z) ,

regular outside Z1, . . . , Zr+1 (×QZ in the Âr-case). Viewed as a multi-valued
function of x, it has:

(1) in the Ar-case, r + 1 branches near x = ∞:

(146) Zi(x) = Zi

(
1 +

Ai −Ai−1

x
+O(x−2)

)
exp

( ∞∑
k=1

ξi,kx
k

)
+O(x−1)

which we identify with

(147) zi
yi(x)

yi−1(x)
exp

( ∞∑
k=1

ξi,kx
k

)
;

(2) in the Âr-case, an infinite set of branches near x = ∞, labelled by
(i, p), i = 1, . . . , r + 1, p ∈ Z, or simply by i = i+ p(r + 1) ∈ Z,

(148)

Zi,p(x) = ZiQ
p

(
1 +

Ai −Ai−1

x
+O(x−2)

)
exp

( ∞∑
k=1

ξi,k(x+ ε3p)
k

)
+O(x−1)

which we identify with

(149) zi q
p yi(x+ ε3p)

yi−1(x+ ε3p)
exp

( ∞∑
k=1

ξi,k(x+ ε3p)
k

)
;

It remains to fix the string [18] equations needed to fix the 2r + 3( 2r + 4)

parameters Ai, Zi (and Q) in the Ar (Âr)-cases. These are obtained by
matching the x0, x−1 terms in the large x expansions of (145) and (147),
(149):

(150) zi = Zi exp

∞∑
k=1

∑
j̸=i

ξj,kΩj,k(Zi) , i = 1, . . . , r + 1

and

(151) ai − ai−1 =
1

2πi

˛
Ci

x
dZ

Z

= Ai −Ai−1 +

∞∑
k=1

ξi,kΩ̃i,k − (Ai −Ai−1)
∑
j ̸=i

ξj,k ZiΩ
′
j,k(Zi)

 ,

where

(152) Ω̃i,k =
1

2πi

˛
Ci

xdΩi,k



24 ANDREI GREKOV, NIKITA NEKRASOV

In the Ar case we supplement (151) by

(153) A0 = a0 , Ar+2 = ar+2 ,

4.5. Whitham hierarchy. The Eqs. (150), (151) produce implicit solution
to the infinite-dimensional dispersionless hierarchy of commuting flows on
the space of curves (136), (133), which carries the symplectic structure

(154) ω =

r+1∑
i=1

dpi ∧
dZi

Zi

which should be viewed as the result of symplectic reduction of (T ∗C×)r+1

by the diagonal C×-action. The commutativity is obvious from the construc-
tion, as in the original (microscopic) problem the times ti,k could be moved
independently. The flows are actually Hamiltonian in agreement with the
general construction [18] of I. Krichever. The special nature of our hierarchy
(it is a generalization of dispersionless Toda lattice found in [20, 30]) is its
microscopic origin. We shall present the details of the Hamiltonian structure
of our hierarchy elsewhere.

5. Higher spaces: elliptic cohomology

There is yet another generalization of Vershik-Kerov problem, motivated
[1] by the studies of six dimensional gauge theory compactified on a two
dimensional torus T 2. The theory depends on the choice of Euclidean met-
ric on T 2 and a choice of B-field on T 2, which are conventionally packaged
in two complex moduli, σ and ρ. The σ-modulus parametrizes the com-
plex structure of T 2 while ρ captures the area, measured in units of inverse
squared gauge coupling and the period of the B-field. Essentially the ρ pa-
rameter becomes the complexified gauge coupling of the four dimensional
gauge theory, so that the instanton counting parameter is

(155) q = e2πiρ

The σ parameter is encoded in

(156) p = e2πiσ

As a complex manifold, T 2 is identified with the elliptic curve Ep = C×/pZ.
As gauge theories in dimension higher than four require ultraviolet com-
pletion, let us start with the IIB superstring background. Ten dimen-
sional string background consists of the total space Y of a direct sum of
four holomorphic degree zero line bundles La over T 2, viewed as the el-
liptic curve Ep = C×/pZ. The bundles La are parametrized by the points
qa ∈ Jac(Ep) ≈ Ep, and are required to obey

(157) L1 ⊗ L2 ⊗ L3 ⊗ L4 = OEp , q1q2q3q4 = 1

We denote by q = (q1, q2, q3, q4) the ordered 4-tuple of points on Ep which
sum up to 1 in the sense of the group law on Ep. The IIB closed string
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background is characterized by q up to an S(4)-permutation. The transfor-
mations of q

(158) qa 7→ qap
na , na ∈ Z , a = 1, 2, 3, 4

with n1+n2+n3+n4 = 0, are the isometries of Y. Thus, Y is characterized by
the SU(4) flat connection [q], i.e. q modulo (158) and the S(4)-permutations.

In addition, our theory includes a D5-brane, wrapping the total space of
the rank two vector bundle L1 ⊕ L2 over Ep. Its low energy configurations
are described by a U(1) vector multiplet of N = (1, 1) supersymmetry, con-
taining four real scalars, describing sections of the line bundles L3 and L4.
The q3, q4 twist parameters effectively make these scalars (and their N = 1
superpartners) massive.

In summary, our theory is characterized by a choice of two elliptic curves
Eq,Ep, and what looks like a semi-stable holomorphic S(GL(2) × GL(2))-
bundle on Ep, i.e. a quadruple q obeying (157) modulo the equivalence
relation (158) and the S(2)× S(2) permutations. As we shall see below the
intricate structure of anomalies of the six dimensional theory leads to a more
interesting geometry of the space of parameters.

The measures (10),(47) depend on the geometry of λ in rational way. The
elliptic generalizations result from calculations of various twisted elliptic
genera, χy-genera etc. of the Hilbert scheme of N points on C2, a.k.a.
the moduli space of U(1) instantons on noncommutative R4, which is a
particular case of the twisted Witten index of a N = (1, 1) supersymmetric
theory in six dimensions, compactified on a circle. According to the [1]
program (see also [19, 4]), the measure (15) is generalized to the equivariant
localization of elliptic genus, given by

(159) Mq;q;p[λ] =
1

Z(q; q; p)
q|λ|

∏
□∈λ

Υ
(
q
−l□
1 q

a□+1
2 ; q12, q3; p

)
where the Υ-function is defined though the odd theta

(160) ϑ(z; p) = −ϑ(z−1; p)

=
∑

r∈Z+ 1
2

(−1)r−
1
2 p

r2

2 zr = z
1
2 p

1
8ϕ(p)φ+(z; p)φ−(z; p) ,

φ+(z; q) =

∞∏
n=1

(1− qnz) , φ−(z; q) =

∞∏
n=0

(1− qnz−1) ,

via

(161) Υ(z; t1, t2; p) =
ϑ(t2z; p)ϑ(t1t2z

−1; p)

ϑ(z; p)ϑ(t1z−1; p)
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If a variable u transforms under (158) as u 7→ upnu , then7

(163) Υ(u; q12, q3; p) 7→ Υ(u; q12, q3; p)× Σ(q, n) ,

Σ(q, n) = qn4
3 qn3

4 pn3n4 = q−n3
12 q−2n3−n1−n2

3 p−n3(n1+n2+n3) .

The measure (159) is invariant if the instanton coupling q transforms non-
trivially

(164) q 7→ Σ(q, n)−1 q

Note the manifest S(2)× S(2) invariance of the Σ-cocycle.
Leaving the physics [29] interpretation of (164) aside8, let us solve the

limit shape problem, i.e. find the q1, q2 → 1 limit while keeping q, q3, p
finite.

The Y -observable in the 6d theory is defined by the obvious elliptic ana-
logue of (23):

(165) Y (x)[λ] = ϑ(x; p)
∏
□∈λ

ϑ
(
xQ−1

□ (q1, q2)q
−1
1 ; p

)
ϑ
(
xQ−1

□ (q1, q2)q
−1
2 ; p

)
ϑ
(
xQ−1

□ (q1, q2); p
)
ϑ
(
xQ−1

□ (q1, q2)q
−1
1 q−1

2 ; p
)

For any λ, Y (x)[λ] is a meromorphic section of a degree 1 line bundle L
over Ep. The isomorphism class of L is λ-independent, making possible
the setting of the compactness theorem of [26, 27] which implies that the
expectation values of the elliptic analogue of (66)

(166) X Â0(x) = Y (xq12)×∑
ν∈Λ

Mq;q3,q4,q1,q2;p[ν]
∏

□=(i,j)∈ν

Y
(
xQ□(q3, q4)q

−1
3

)
Y (xQ□(q3, q4))

Y
(
xQ□(q3, q4)q

−1
4

)
Y (xQ□(q3, q4)q12)

is a holomorphic section of L, i.e. proportional to ϑ(x; p). Taking the
q1, q2 → 1 limit, we conclude (cf. (159)):

(167) χ6d(x) :=
〈
X Â0(x)

〉
q;q1,q2,q3,q4;p

∣∣∣∣
q1,q2→1

= c · ϑ(x; p) , ,

where the prefactor c = c(q, p, q3) can be computed by evaluating both sides
at x = 1. Again, we perform a theta-transform to get the infinite product

7using

(162) ϑ(pne2πimz; p) = (−1)m+n p−
n2

2 z−n ϑ(z; p) .

8In modern language, it has to do with the mixed anomaly between the topological
1-form symmetry and the flavor 0-form symmetry in six dimensions
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formula:

(168) Φ(z, x; q, p,m) = c(q, p, q3)
∑
M∈Z

(−z)Mq
M(M−1)

2 ϑ(xqM3 ; p)

=

∞∏
n=1

(
1− z−1qn

Y (xqn3 )

Y (xqn−1
3 )

)
Y (x)

∞∏
n=0

(
1− zqn

Y (xq−n−1
3 )

Y (xq−n3 )

)
The vanishing locus of Φ is a curve C6d in the (z, x)-space, with the branches

(169) Zn(x) = qn
Y (xqn3 )

Y (xqn−1
3 )

, n ∈ Z ,

containing all the information about the limit shape, as in the rational, four
dimensional, case. Now, Φ is trivially seen to be a genus two theta function

(170) Φ ∝ Θ(x, z |T)
with a period matrix

(171) T =

(
σ m
m τ

)
where m = 1

2πi log(q3). Thus C6d is a genus two curve, the equation Φ = 0
being the theta divisor in the abelian variety Jac(C6d), describing the em-
bedding of the curve into its Jacobian by the Abel-Jacobi map. The trans-
formation (164) is just one class of the Sp(4,Z) modular transformations.

6. Conclusions and further directions

In this paper we have constructed the limit shapes of two infinite se-
quences of multi-parametric generalizations of the Plancherel measure stud-
ied in [15, 16]. These generalizations come from the enumerative geometry
of moduli spaces of rank one sheaves on complex surfaces embedded into
a Calabi-Yau fourfold, perhaps with a transverse Kleinian singularity of A-
type. We made contact with Whitham hierarchies [18], generalizing and
clarifying some of the earlier work on the subject [8, 20, 30]. We clarified
the notion of cameral and spectral curves for the limit shape problem, a
novel notion in the affine case. The tools we employed: the generalized
Jacobi identity found in [11], the θ-transforms etc. will be used in [13] to
construct the Lax operators, their eigenvectors, as well as isomonodromic
connections and their horizontal sections, associated with rank N vector
bundles on genus zero and one curves with punctures.

In our paper we illustrated the power of our methods at the example of
a double-elliptic generalization of Vershik-Kerov problem, showing a non-
trivial emergent geometry of genus two abelian varieties.

In the forthcoming work [13] (partly previewed in [12]) we shall study the
higher rank sheaves (non-abelian gauge theories), parabolic sheaves (surface
defects), and affine quiver generalizations of the elliptic cohomology problem
(six dimensional cyclic quiver theories). The higher times deformations we
explored in rank one case will eventually become related to the flows of



28 ANDREI GREKOV, NIKITA NEKRASOV

algebraic integrable systems long conjectured [7, 17] to be connected to the
low-energy physics of supersymmetric gauge theories in four (macroscopic)
dimensions.

The Unity of Mathematics (and its deep connections to theoretical physics)
was always a point of fascination and a source of inspiration for Anatoly
Moiseevich.
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