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Abstract: We discuss two physics-inspired approaches to derivation of the eigenfunctions

and eigenvalues of AN Ruijsenaars-Schneider model. First approach which was recently pro-

posed by the authors relies on the computations of superconformal indices of class S 4d

N = 2 theories with the insertion of surface defects. Second approach uses computations

of Nekrasov-Shatashvili limit of 5d N = 1∗ instanton partition functions in the presence of

co-dimension two defect. We compare results of these two approaches for the low-lying levels

of Ruijsenaars-Schneider model. We also discuss different previously proposed exact quan-

tization conditions for the Coulomb branch parameters of the instanton partition functions

and their interpretations in terms of index calculations.
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1 Introduction

Supersymmetric quantum field theories in different dimensions are a fruitful setup to derive

and test a plethora of results in mathematical physics. In particular it is common that the

same mathematical structure appears in different physical setups allowing to perform some

computations in different ways leading on one hand to deeper insights of the underlying

physics and on the other hand allowing for derivation of mathematical results.

In this note we discuss an example of such a mathematical structure, theAN−1 Ruijsenaars-

Schneider (RS) quantum mechanical integrable model. This model appears in numerous con-

texts in mathematical physics [–]. As with any quantum mechanical system an important

question is that of spectrum of eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the model. For example,

in the context of 4d class S theories [,] knowing this spectrum conjecturally [,]

would allow full determination of the superconformal index [–] (which encodes a lot of

information about protected operators) of theories for which a Lagrangian description is not

known, at least as of yet. Recently, an algorithmic procedure to deduce the spectrum of RS

model using the index of 4d theories with Lagrangian was suggested in [] 1. On the other

1Our algorithm proposed in this paper relies on the perturbative expansion in RS parameters where cor-

responding 4d indices are well defined and have physical meaning. In this sense the spectrum we derived is

strictly speaking valid only for the subspace of the full parameter space of RS model. In particular our results

are blind to non-perturbative completion of the spectrum discussed in [].
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hand, same integrable systems appear also in the study of ramified instanton partition func-

tions of 5d Kaluza-Klein (KK) theories [,]. These are 5 d instanton partition functions

with 1/2 BPS co-dimension two defects inserted. In particular, using the ramified instanton

partition function a procedure to deduce the spectrum of the RS model was conjectured in

[]. This procedure goes through construction of a function which depends on additional

parameters, specializing which to a discrete set of possibilities is conjectured to give the eigen-

functions. The choice of the specialization is often referred to as a choice of quantization,

which generalizes the work in [].

In this note we will show that a particular choice of quantization, the so called B-model

quantization introduced in [], leads to results consistent with the ones obtained from 4 d

index computations. We will perform explicit computations for the two first eigenfunctions of

the A1 RS model and for the ground state of A2 RS model. We will also comment on how an

alternative, A-model, quantization is related to the B-model quantization. From physics point

of view the results of this note should be useful for explicit computation of indices of theories

which lack known Lagrangians in 4d by relating them to explicit instanton partition function

computations of 5d KK theories. From the mathematical point of view it gives a concrete

relation between two very different presentations of eigenfunctions of the AN−1 RS elliptic

integrable models. We expect that the results of this paper could be extended to address

other integrable models appearing both in 4d and 5d: e.g. the van Diejen model appearing

in compactifications of the 6d E-string theory to 4d[,] and in the instanton claculations

for 5d USp(2N) gauge theory. Unlike the RS model, in various generalizations very little is

known about the spectrum and we expect that following through with generalizations of our

work should provide very concrete results in that direction.

This note is organized as follows. In Section we review the connection between 4d N = 1

superconformal indices and elliptic integrable systems. We also summarize an algorithm for

the derivation of the spectra of these operators from the index calculations that was proposed

in []. Then in Section we review the construction of ramified instanton partition functions

from [,,] and how they are related to the spectrum of RS model. In Section we

compare these two approaches and show that they give consistent results. In Section

we discuss how different quantization choices in instanton calculations are related to the

superconformal indices. Finally in Section we discuss possible future directions in which

our results can be extended.

2 Ruijsenaars-Schneider spectrum from the index.

In this section we will very briefly review the main idea of [] on how to obtain ground

state (and in some cases higher states as well) of relativistic integrable models from the

superconformal index calculations.

Our starting point is the superconformal index of 4d N = 1 theory which is defined as

the trace over the Hilbert space of theory quantized on S3:

I [T6d, C] (x,u6d, p, q) = TrS3(−1)F qj2−j1+
R
2 pj2+j1+

R
2

rankGF∏
ℓ=1

xQℓ
ℓ , (2.1)
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where j1,2 are Cartan generators of Spin(4), Qℓ are charges of the global symmetry of GF ,

R is R-charge operator and F is fermion number. Index depends on the fugacities p, q, xℓ
that keep track of all the aforementioned charges of operators. Importantly in our index

calculations we further assume

|p| < 1 , |q| < 1 , (2.2)

so that state counting problem is well defined and all expressions converge. From the point

of view of our discussion of RS model this means that all our results obtained from indices

are valid only in certain domain of parameters specified in ().

Four-dimensional theories we consider originate in the compactifications 6d SCFTs on

a punctured Riemann surface. The resulting 4d theory depends on the original 6d SCFT,

compactfication geometry which we denote as C and all the fugacities of 4d symmetries as

denoted on the l.h.s. of (). We have split the latter ones into fugacities u6d of global

symmetries G6d of the original 6d SCFT and fugacities x of 4d global symmetry emerging in

the compactifications. We usually identify such symmetries G5d with the punctures of the

Riemann surface C. The subscript 5d is here since to obtain this symmetry one relies on an

intermediate effective 5d gauge theory obtained in the circle compactification from 6d SCFT.

Given a particular 6d SCFT and punctures with certain G5d global symmetry one can

[] obtain an elliptic relativistic integrable model defined by a tower of commuting operators

Hα [T6d, G5d] (x,u6d; p, q) . (2.3)

To obtain this system one has to consider superconformal indices of 4d compactifications

with insertion of surface defects. Index α of operators labels type of the defect inserted. All

operators act on the fugacities x of the puncture symmetry G5d and depend on fugacities

u6d, p and q.

An important property of these operators is that N = 1 indices coming from the corre-

sponding T6d compactifications are their Kernel functions, i.e.

Hα [T6d, G5d] (x1,u6d; q, p) · I[T6d, C]({x1,x2, · · · },u6d, q, p) = (2.4)

Hα [T6d, G5d] (x2,u6d; q, p) · I[T6d, C]({x1,x2, · · · },u6d, q, p) .

Here x1 and x2 are fugacities of the two maximal punctures. These punctures can be of the

same type, i.e. have the same G5d, in which case operators on two sides of equations are the

same, or of different types, in which case operators are also different.

Now we want to study the spectrum of operators Hα:

Hα [T6d, G5d] (x,u6d; q, p) · ψλ(x) = Eα,λ ψλ(x) . (2.5)

Index λ of the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues depends on a particular Hamiltonian. In some

simplest cases, like A1 RS model discussed in this paper, it can be an integer. But more

generally it should take the form of partition as it does in cases of Schur and Macdonald

polynomials []. Since operators Hα are self-adjoint we can choose eigenfunctions ψλ form

orthonormal basis w.r.t. certain measure ∆ (x,u6d; p, q)∮
dx ∆(x,u6d; q, p) ψλ(x) ψλ′(x−1) = δλ,λ′ . (2.6)
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This measure has a natural physical meaning as index contributions of certain multiplets

required for gluing indices along punctures. Operators Hα are self-adjoint under this measure

by construction which allows us to always choose orthonormal basis according to ().

Due to the kernel property () it is natural to assume [] that the corresponding

N = 1 indices have diagonal expansions in this basis. In particular index obtained in the

compactification on the Riemann surface C with s maximal punctures of the same type is

given by the following expansion:

I[T6d, C]({xj},u6d, q, p) =
∑
λ∈Λ

Cλ[T6d, C](u6d; q, p)
s∏

j=1

ψλ(xj) , (2.7)

where Λ denote the set of all possible λ indexing eigenfunctions. In order to make sense of

this expression we assume that there is a natural ordering of λ ∈ Λ so we can enumerate them

in such a way that:

λ0 ≤ λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ ... . (2.8)

The idea of [] is to derive the eigenfunctions ψλi
of elliptic operators as expansion in p and

q fugacities using simple facts summarized above. The starting point of the construction is

index of the theory obtained in compactification on the surface with at least two maximal

punctures and some flux F . Additionally a Riemann surface can have some genus and a

number of other punctures. This index according to what is said above can be written in the

following form

I1(x1,x2) =
∞∑
i=0

Cλi
ψλi

(x1) ψλi
(x2) . (2.9)

If we glue n copies of such theories along maximal punctures we obtain compactification on a

surface still with two maximal punctures but with flux, genus and number of other punctures

all multiplied by n. Performing gluing and using orthonormality condition () we can derive

the corresponding index given by:

In(x1,x2) =

∞∑
i=0

(Cλi
)n ψλi

(x1) ψλi
(x2) . (2.10)

Now we make an important assumption that lowest order of Cλi
in p and q expansion grows

with i. This assumption will be justified by self-consistency of our calculations. Then up to

any set order in p, q expansion only the ground state will contribute to the index starting from

some value of n. In particular in the limit n→ ∞ we can compute the following quantity:

C0 ≡ Cλ0 = lim
n→∞

In+1(x1,x2)

In(x1,x2)
. (2.11)

And from here evaluate the ground state eigenfunction

ψ̃0(x) ≡ ψ0(1) ψ0(x) = lim
n→∞

1

(C0)
n In(x, 1) . (2.12)
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This argument can be extended to all states in the spectrum. For example for the first excited

state we get:

C1 ≡ Cλ1 = lim
n→∞

In+1(x, 1)− (C0)
n+1ψ̃0(x)

In(x, 1)− (C0)nψ̃0(x)
. (2.13)

ψ̃1(x) ≡ ψ1(1) ψ1(x) = lim
n→∞

1

(C1)
n

(
In(x, 1)− (C0)

nψ̃0(x)
)
. (2.14)

Finally it is worth mentioning that eigenfunctions ψi(x) are by construction orthonormal

under the measure ∆ (x,u6d;q,p). Since this normalization is the natural one and simplifies

some calculations we will further work with ψi(x) function. To obtain it back from the ψ̃i(x)

we need to normalize it as follows

ψi(x) =
ψ̃i(x)√
ψ̃i(1)

(2.15)

The construction presented above is general and can be applied in many different com-

pactification settings []. In present paper we will concentrate on two examples where

calculations can be done both using our method and ramified instanton partition functions

discussed later in Section. These are A1 and A2 RS models. Unfortunately due to the

calculation complexity it is very hard to perform similar calculations for the higher rank RS

models but we believe that the general conclusions of our paper should also hold for all AN

RS models.

2.1 A1 Ruijsenaars-Schneider model

We start our considerations with the simplest example of elliptic integrable models, A1

Ruijsenaars-Schneider system. This model is defined by a single Hamiltonian whose action

on a trial function is given by:

O · ψ(x) =
θp

(√
p
q tx

−2
)

θp (x2)
ψ
(
q1/2x

)
+
θp

(√
p
q tx

2
)

θp (x−2)
ψ
(
q−1/2x

)
, (2.16)

which is slightly different from the canonical parametrization usually used in literature. In

the setting described above this model emerges when we study superconformal indices of

class S theories obtained in the compactificaitons of 6d (2, 0) SCFT with G6d = SU(2) global

symmetry. Parameter t in () plays the role of the fugacity for this 6 d global symmetry.

Parameters p and q as usually stand for the fugacities of the Cartan of Spin(4).

The crucial element we need for our construction is an integration measure ∆ (x,u6d;q,p)

under which RS Hamiltonian () is self-adjoint as discussed in the previous Section. In

particular this measure takes the following simple form

∆(x, t; q, p) =
(q; q)∞ (p; p)∞

2

Γ
(√
pq t−1x±2

)
Γ
(√
pq t−1

)
Γ (x±2)

. (2.17)
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One more thing we would like to make before proceeding is to reduce our operator () to

the canonical form of the A1 Ruijsenaars-Schneider model

HRS · ψ(x) =
θp

(
(pq)

1
2 tx2

)
θp (x2)

· ψ
(
q1/2x

)
+
θp

(
(pq)

1
2 tx−2

)
θp (x−2)

· ψ
(
q−1/2x

)
, (2.18)

It can be easily seen that the two operators are related by simple conjugation

O = K−1 · HRS · K (2.19)

where the factor K is given by

K = Γ
(
(pq)

1
2 tx±2

)−1
(2.20)

Hence the eigenfunctions ψi(x) of () that we derive in our index computations are related

to the eigenfunctions ψRS
i (x) of the canonical RS model () as follows:

ψRS
i (x) = K · ψi(x) . (2.21)

Using expressions () and () we obtain the following eigenfunctions for the first

two energy levels:

ψRS
0 (x) = 1 +

√
pq
(
t+ t−1

(
x2 + x−2

))
+ pq

[
1

2

(
t2 + t−2

)
− 2 + t−2

(
x4 + x−4

)]
+

√
pq(p+ q)

[
t−1
(
x2 + x−2

)
+

1

2
t−1 +

3

2
t+ . . .

]
,

ψRS
1 (x) =

(
x+

1

x

)[
1 +

√
pq

(
1

2
t− 1

2
t−1 + t−1

(
a2 + a−2

))
+
p

2
+
q

2
+

3

8

(
p2 + q2

)
−

pq

(
1 +

1

2

(
x2 + x−2

)
− 7

8
t−2 − 3

8
t2 − t−2

(
x4 + x−4

)
+
t−2

2

(
x2 + x−2

))
+

√
pq(p+ q)

(
5

4
t− t−1

4
+

3

2
t−1
(
x2 + x−2

))
+ . . .

]
. (2.22)

Expansions above are performed in parameter (pq)1/4 with p/q ratio fixed. Dots correspond

to higher orders in this expansion.

Substituting eigenfunctions () into eigenvalue equation () with the A1 RS Hamil-

tonian () we can obtain the ground state eigenvalue given by:

E0 = 1− p+

(
t+

1

t

)
√
pq − pq +

(
t+

1

t

)
p
√
pq − p2 + . . . . (2.23)

An important check of our results is the Macdonald limit of the problem. This limit in

our notation corresponds to first rescaling t fugacity, t→ t/
√
pq and then taking p→ 0 limit.

In this case RS Hamiltonian () reduces to the Macdonald operator whose spectrum is
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known exactly. In particular its eigenfunctions have simple polynomial form and are known

as Macdonald polynomials[]. This fact has played an important role in index computations

in the past [,,]. In Appendix we summarize an explicit form of A1 Macdonald

polynomials as well as eigenvalues of the Macdonald operator.

We would also like to fix the relation between our eigenfunctions () in the Macdonald

limit and normalized A1 Macdonald polynomial (). Functional dependence of these two

obviously should be the same since they are both eigenfunctions of the Macdonald operator

(). However their overall normalization differs since in Macdonald limit our functions are

orthonormal w.r.t. the following integration measure:

∆̃(x, t; q) ≡ lim
p→0

[
Γ
(
tx±2

)2
∆
(
x, t (pq)−1/2 ; q

)]
=

1

2
(q; q)∞ (t; q)∞

(
x±2; q

)
∞

(tx±2; q)∞
, (2.24)

where we start with the integration measure () add conjugation factor () and finally

perform the Macdonald limit as described above. As we see measure we got in the end has

an extra constant factor w.r.t. the canonical Macdonald polynomial measure as specified in

(). This difference can be fixed by rescaling the eigenfunctions themselves. Hence we

can relate the Macdonald limit of our wavefunctions () with the normalized Macdonald

polynomials () in the following way:

ψRS
n (x) =

Pn(x; t, q)√
(q; q)∞ (t; q)∞

(2.25)

Using explicit expressions for the eigenfunctions () and eigenvalue () and performing

Macdonald limit we can check that they indeed reproduce results () and () providing

us a crosscheck of our results.

2.2 A2 Ruijsenaars-Schneider model

The results for the A1 RS model summarized in the previous section has already been pre-

sented in our paper []. Here we extend these results to the higher rank A2 RS model. The

model is defined by the tower of Hamiltonians with the action given by:

O(r,s)
A1

· ψ(xi) =
∑

n1+n2
+n3=r

∑
m1+m2
+m3=s

ψ
(
q

s
3
−mip

r
3
−nixi

) 3∏
i,j=1

mi−1∏
m=0

θp

(
pnj+

1
2 qm+mj−mi+

1
2 t xi

xj

)
θp

(
p−njqm−mj t

xj

xi

)
×

ni−1∏
n=0

θq

(
pn+nj−ni+

1
2 qmj−mi+

1
2 t xi

xj

)
θq

(
pn−njqmi−mj t

xj

xi

)
 . (2.26)

Of these only first two operators (1, 0) and (2, 0) are truly independent. Here we use the same

non-standard choice of parameters as in A1 case discussed in the previous section. Integration

measure we use in this case is given by

∆(xi, t; p, q) =
(p; p)2∞ (q; q)2∞

3!
Γ
(√
pqt−1

)2 3∏
i ̸=j

Γ
(√

pqt−1 xi
xj

)
Γ
(

xi
xj

) (2.27)
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Finally once again in order to transform our Hamiltonian () to the standard form of RS

we should conjugate it in a following way:

HRS = KA2 · O · K−1
A2

(2.28)

where the conjugation factor KA2 is given by

KA2 =
3∏

i ̸=j

Γ

(
(pq)

1
2 t
xi
xj

)−1

(2.29)

Then given an eigenfunction of our operator () corresponding eigenfunction of A2 RS

Hamiltonian would be given by:

ψRS
λ (x) = KA2 · ψλ(x) , (2.30)

where eigenfunctions are labelled by partitions λ.

As usually in order to derive eigenfunctions of () we should start with the index of

the tube theory (). In case of A2 RS Hamiltonian it takes the following form []:

I2(x, y) =
3∏

i,j=1

Γ
(
(pq)

1
4

√
t (xiyj)

±1
)
, (2.31)

which is just the index of free bifundamental hypermultiplet. Using this tube index in our

algorithm of finding spectrum of finite difference operators we arrive to the following result

for the ground state wavefunction corresponding to an empty partition:

ψRS
∅ (x1, x2, x3) = 1 +

√
pq

[
2t+

1

t

(
x1
x2

+
x2
x1

+
x3
x2

+
x2
x3

+
x3
x1

+
x1
x3

)]
+

√
pq(p+ q)

[
5

2
t+

1

2
t−1 +

1

t

(
x1
x2

+
x2
x1

+
x3
x2

+
x2
x3

+
x3
x1

+
x1
x3

)]
+ . . . (2.32)

Here we show just a few first orders in the expansion performed in (pq)1/4 parameter with

p/q ratio fixed. The full result we obtained is valid up to (pq)11/4 order. Unfortunately this is

not large enough neither to obtain the ground state energy of the A2 RS Hamiltonian ()

nor to go higher in the spectrum and derive first excited eigenfunction as we did in A1 case.

3 Ramified Instantons.

Another way to derive the spectrum of RS operators is using ramified instanton partition

function as was proposed in [,] 2. These are just instanton partition functions of 5d

U(N) or SU(N) N = 1∗ SYM theory on the Ω background S1 × R4
ϵ1,ϵ2 with the insertion

of the 1/2 BPS monodromy defects of Gukov-Witten type []. Each monodromy defect is

labeled by the partition ρ = [n1, n2, . . . , ns], where
∑s

i=1 ni = N and without loss of generality

2Later some generaliaztions of this construction to other integrable system was considered in [–]
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we choose ni to be ordered n1 ≥ n2 ≥ · · · ≥ ns. The full gauge group in this case is broken

down to S[U(n1)×U(n2)× · · ·×U(ns)]. Without the defect topological sectors of the theory

are labelled by a single instanton number k. Once we introduce the defect we should also

introduce instanton number for each of s subgroups our original gauge group was broken to.

Hence we label different sectors with the set of s integers {k1, . . . , ks} that should add up to

k =
∑s

j=1 kj . To obtain the full instanton partition function in the presence of the defect, we

should sum over sectors as follows:

Zρ =
∑
λ⃗

Q
k1(λ⃗)
1 · · · · ·Qks(λ⃗)

s Z
ρ,λ⃗
. (3.1)

Here each sector is labelled by Young tableaux

λ⃗ = {λj,α} , j = 1, . . . , s , α = 1, . . . , ns , (3.2)

where the boxes in the i-th column of λj,α contribute to the instanton number ki+j−1 for

i+ j − 1 mod N . Instanton parameters Qj of different sectors are defined so that

Q1 · · · · ·Qs = Q . (3.3)

The contribution Z
ρ,λ⃗

for each topological sector, corresponding to a given Young tableau, can

be calculated using a simple orbifolding procedure applied to the standard instanton ADHM

data. This approach has been explored in [,]. Specific expressions for this contribution,

Z
ρ,λ⃗

, as well as detailed derivations of the ramified instanton partition functions are available

in Section 4.2 of []. Our notations in this section follows those of the same reference.

Parameters which ramified instanton partition functions depend on are

µj ≡ e2πiaj , q ≡ e2πiϵ1 , η2 = qe−2πim , j = 1, . . . , N . (3.4)

where ϵ1,2 are equivariant parameters of Ω deformation, ai are Coulomb branch parameters

and m is the mass of the adjoint hypermultiplet.

3.1 A1 RS from instantons.

Now we concentrate on the simplest example of SU(2) theory. In this case it is convenient to

introduce the following notations for the instanton parameters of two sectors:

(+) Q1 = z , Q2 =
Q

z
,

(−) Q1 =
Q

z
, Q2 = z . (3.5)

These two sectors correspond to two supersymmetric vacua in the 3d theory on the defect,

specifically the 3d N = 4 T [SU(2)] theory, when generic parameters aj ,m, as well as a FI

parameter z, are turned on.
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We will be particularly interested in the Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) limit ϵ2 → 0. The

ramified instanton partition function is divergent in this limit, so following [] we use the

normalized expectation value of the monodromy defect

D
(±)
[1,1] ≡ lim

ϵ2→0

Z
(±)
[1,1]

Z
, (3.6)

where Z is the instanton partition function without defect and Z
(±)
[1,1] is the ramified instanton

partition function as defined in () for the partition ρ = [1, 1]. Superscripts (±) correspond

to the two SUSY vacua associated to instanton parameters in (). Using the specific expres-

sions provided in Section 4.2 of [], one can expand the expectation values of the monodromy

defect in terms of z and Q/z. The first few orders in the expansion are given by

D
(+)
[1,1] = 1 +

q(η2 − 1)(η2µ2 − µ1)

η2(q − 1)(µ2q − µ1)
z +

q(η2 − 1)(η2µ1 − µ2)

η2(q − 1)(µ1q − µ2)

Q

z
+ . . . ,

D
(−)
[1,1] = D

(+)
[1,1]

∣∣∣
µ1↔µ2

, (3.7)

where we have used exponentiated parameters (). As was noticed in [] these expressions

satisfy the following finite difference equationsµ1 θQ
(
η2 τ1τ2

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ2

) pτ1 + η2µ2
θQ

(
η2 τ2τ1

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ1

) pτ2

D(+)
[1,1] = E(1)D

(+)
[1,1] ,

µ2 θQ
(
η2 τ1τ2

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ2

) pτ1 + η2µ1
θQ

(
η2 τ2τ1

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ1

) pτ2

D(−)
[1,1] = E(1)D

(−)
[1,1] , (3.8)

where pτi are shift operators τi → qτi and we introduced τ1,2 parameters using z = τ2/τ1.

The reason why the defect partition functions satisfy these difference equations is as fol-

lows. The 3d N = 4 theory on the monodromy defect has a set of supersymmetric vacua

which, when coupled to a 5d theory, are non-trivially fibered over the Coulomb branch of

the bulk 5d gauge theory. This implies that the twisted chiral ring relations, which define

the massive vacua, play the same role as the Seiberg-Witten curve for the bulk theory, as

suggested in []. Moreover, when the Ω-parameter ϵ1 is turned on, it leads to the quanti-

zation of the twisted chiral ring relations, with ϵ1 acting as the Planck constant. The above

difference equations are precisely these quantized versions of the twisted chiral ring relations,

as suggested in [].

The eigenvalues E(1) in the equations above are given by an expectation value ⟨WU(N)
(1) ⟩

of the supersymmetric Wilson loops in the fundamental representation wrapping S1 cycle.

For SU(N) gauge groups we should also divide by a U(1) Wilson loop expectation value:

⟨W SU(N)
(1) ⟩ =

⟨WU(N)
(1) ⟩

⟨WU(1)
(1) ⟩

, (3.9)
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and impose SU(N) condition
N∏
i=1

µi = 1 on the Coulomb branch parameters. The U(1)

contribution is given by

⟨WU(1)
(1) ⟩ =

(
Q/η2;Q

)
∞
(
η2Q/q;Q

)
∞

(Q;Q)∞ (Q/q;Q)∞
(3.10)

These Wilson loop expectation values can be computed by using the instanton partition

function with a universal bundle inserted due to the Wilson loop operator [], or by applying

localization to the 1d ADHM quantum mechanics living on the worldline of the Wilson loop

operator []. In the simplest case of the U(2) gauge theory the result of these calculations

is given by:

E
U(2)
(1) ≡ ⟨WU(2)

(1) ⟩ = (µ1 + µ2) [1−

(1− η2)(q − η2)
µ1µ2

(
η2 + q

(
η4 + η2 + q

))
− (µ1 + µ2)

2η2q

η4q(µ1q − µ2)(µ2q − µ1)
Q+O(Q2)

]
. (3.11)

It can be directly checked by substitution into () that this is indeed an eigenvalue of A1

RS Hamiltonian.

We can notice now that equations () are not exactly of the form of RS Hamiltonian

action () due to prefactors invloving Coulomb branch parameters µ1,2 and hypermultiplet

mass η. In order to obtain canonical A1 RS action we need to add to the ramified instanton

partition functions D
(±)
[1,1] prefactors of the following form:

D
(±)
[1,1](z) = z

− 1
2
logq

[
η2

(
µ2
µ1

)±1
]
D(±) (z) (3.12)

the resulting functions become eigenfunctions of the canonical A1 RS Hamiltonian:[
θQ
(
η2z
)

θQ (z)
pz +

θQ
(
η2z−1

)
θQ (z−1)

p−1
z

]
D(±) =

E(1)

η
√
µ1µ2

D(±) , (3.13)

where we have also made a substitution z = τ2/τ1. In this form the Hamiltonian looks almost

identical to the Hamiltonian () considered in the previous section. Notice that in equation

above we only obtain a formal eigenfunction of A1 RS Hamiltonian. In particular the function

D(±) in () is an eigenfunction of A1 RS Hamiltonian. However it is not L2 normalizable

on R in general. Hence it can not be in the spectrum of RS. Nevertheless ramified instanton

partition functions, and hence also D(±), depend on the Coulomb branch parameters which

RS Hamiltonian does not depend on. Hence we are free to choose them as we want. In order

to fix normalizability problem it is natural then to try find such values of Coulomb branch

parameters that the eigenfunctions we obtain are normalizable. In other words we need to

find proper quantization conditions for the Coulomb branch parameters µi.

A natural quantization condition for the Coulomb branch parameters in 5d N = 1∗

theories was proposed in []. The main idea here is to place the 5d theory on a compact

space S3 × S2, and evaluate the partition function using the saddle point method in the
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limit ϵ2 → 0, which implements the A-twist along S2, where ϵ2 is the background field for

the SU(2) isometry on S2. The saddle point analysis yields Bethe Ansatz equations written

in terms of the Coulomb branch parameters µi, whose solutions quantize these parameters

to a discrete set of values. If we naively apply the quantization condition proposed in []

directly to relativistic Hamiltonian systems, the associated defect partition function would

exhibit infinitely many poles in the Planck constant ℏ (or the Ω parameter ϵ1), showing an

inconsistency. However, this issue is naturally resolved when employing the quantization

condition derived from the partition function on S3
b × S2. Here, the Planck constant is

identified with the S3 squashing parameter ℏ = b, and such poles of ℏ are no longer present

when the theory is formulated on a compact manifold like S3 × S2.

Practically, under equivariant localization, the partition function on S3×S2 is factorized

into two contributions, one expressed with b and the other one with b−1, from the north

and south poles of S2 ⊂ S3. This combination of contributions effectively accomplishes

the non-perturbative completion in ℏ of the exact quantization condition for the elliptic RS

model, specifically the A-model quantization condition, proposed in []. However, solving the

A-model quantization condition is highly challenging in practice because the Bethe Ansatz

equations involve an infinite sum of instanton contributions. In particular, the expansion

using A-model parameters takes place in a different parameter regime than that used for the

4d index expansion, and thus this requires a non-perturbative resummation process to derive

the 4d index expression, which is a daunting task.

Due to challenges associated with the A-model approach, which relies on solving the

Bethe Ansatz equations from the saddle point method, we will instead adopt the B-model

quantization condition proposed in []. There are two primary differences between the A-

model and B-model quantizations. First, the B-model quantization condition for the Coulomb

branch parameters is notably simpler. In SU(2) case it takes the following form:

µ2 =
1

µ1
= η∓1q∓

n
2 , n ∈ Z≥0 (3.14)

where different signs ∓ should be used upon quantizing Coulomb branch parameters inside

D(+) or D(−) partition functions correspondingly. This choice of signs doesn’t affect the value

of the eigenvalue E(1) since it is symmetric with respect to µ1 ↔ µ2 exchange, which is the

SU(2) Weyl reflection. Notice that this quantization condition () does not depend on the

instanton parameterQmeaning it is not sensitive to the non-perturbative corrections. Second,

the partition function with or without a monodromy defect in the B-model quantization is

represented by a single factor of the partition function on S1 ×R4. In contrast, the A-model

quantization involves two factors coming from the north and south poles of S2 within S3.

The equivalence of these two quantization conditions, once the parameters are appropriately

identified, was numerically verified in []. In fact, these two quantization conditions are

related with each other through an S-duality transformation, which we will discuss further in

Section in more details.

Last thing we would like to discuss here is the Macdonald limit of ramified instanton par-

tition functions. We start with the normalized expectation value D
(±)
[1,1] for the monodromy

defect as defined in (). In terms of instanton calculations Macdonald limit would corre-

– 12 –



spond to taking instanton counting number to zero Q→ 0. This can be easily seen from the

form of RS Hamiltonian () since it reduces to the Macdonald operator () in Q → 0

limit. If we now consider monodromy expectation value in this limit we kill all instanton

corrections and end up with the vortex partition function of 3d T [SU(2)] theory living on the

defect. They are given by q-hypergeometric series:

P
(+)
[1,1] ≡ lim

Q→0
D

(+)
[1,1] = 2F1

(
η2, η2

µ2
µ1
, q
µ2
µ1
, q, qη−2z

)
,

P
(−)
[1,1] ≡ lim

Q→0
D

(−)
[1,1] = 2F1

(
η2, η2

µ1
µ2
, q
µ1
µ2
, q, qη−2z

)
, (3.15)

where q-hypergeometric series are defined as follows:

2F1(a, b, c, q, z) =
∞∑
k=1

(a; q)k (b; q)k
(c; q)k (q; q)k

zk . (3.16)

Without loss of generality let’s now concentrate onD
(−)
[1,1] function. All derivations for another,

(+) choice of vacua work in a similar way. This function as specified above has representation

of an infinite series which is quite different from the expected Macdonald polynomial given in

() and (). In order to obtain finite polynomial we need to impose B-model quantization

conditions (). In this case it can be shown that q-hypergeometric series truncate at k = n

and become finite polynomial:

P
(−)
[1,1]

∣∣∣µ2
µ1

=η2qn
=

(q; q)n
(η2; q)n

n∑
k=1

(
η2; q

)
k

(
η2; q

)
n−k

(q; q)k (q; q)n−k

zk (3.17)

This is almost an expression we need. Final step in order to obtain Macdonald polynomials

is to include the prefactor in (). Notice that this prefactor does not change when we take

Q → 0 limit. However when we impose B-model quantization condition () it simplifies

down to an integer power of z so we obtain:

P (−) ≡ z
1
2
logq

[
η2

µ1
µ2

]
P

(−)
[1,1] ,

P (−)
∣∣∣µ2
µ1

=η2qn
=

(q; q)n
(η2; q)n

n∑
k=1

(
η2; q

)
k

(
η2; q

)
n−k

(q; q)k (q; q)n−k

zk−
n
2 =

(q; q)n
(η2; q)n

Rn

(√
z; η2, q

)
, (3.18)

where Rn(x; t, q) are non-normalized A1 Macdonald polynomial also known as non-normalized

Rogers polynomials. This is what we expected to obtain since by construction P (−) are

eigenfunctions of Macdonald operator which can be directly obtained after taking Q → 0

limit of ().

3.2 A2 RS from instantons.

All the arguments above are easily generalizable to the RS models defined on any AN root

system. Since in our index computations presented in the Section () we have considered only

A1 and A2 cases we will not go as far and will just summarize some details of A2 model here.
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In order to construct eigenfunctions of the A2 RS model () we start with the ramified

instanton partition function Z[13] of SU(3)N = 1∗ 5d theory in the presence of the monodromy

defect of type [1, 1, 1] ≡ [13]. Now there are three instanton numbers qi corresponding to

three sectors. In case of SU(2) theory we had two types of ramified instantons labeled by ±
according to the parametrization of the two instanton numbers in (). Here in turn there

are in total 3! choices according to embeddings of U(1)3 into U(3) labelled by permutations σ.

However the results of different embeddings are the same up to permutations of the Coulomb

branch parameters. Hence without loss of generality we further consider only one choice

corresponding to the trivial permutation σ = 1. From the point of view of the 3d N = 4

theory of a defect this choice corresponds to a specific choice of supersymmetric vacua. In

this case instanton parameters can be chosen as follows:

q1 = z1 , q2 = z2 , q3 = Qz3 , (3.19)

where z1z2z3 = 1 and Q is the usual 5d instanton parameter.

As in A1 case we are interested in the NS limit ϵ2 → 0, which is a divergent limit.

Once again to get rid of this divergence we normalize ramified instanton partition function

as follows:

D[13] = lim
ϵ2→0

Z[13]

Z
, (3.20)

where Z is the usual Nekrasov partition function without any defect. In this case partition

function appears to be very complicated so we do not provide particular expression here.

As was conjectured [,] these normalized ramified instanton partition function satisfy

following equations: µ1 θQ
(
η2 τ2τ1

)
θQ

(
η2 τ3τ1

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ1

)
θQ

(
τ3
τ1

) p1 + µ2η
2
θQ

(
η2 τ1τ2

)
θQ

(
η2 τ3τ2

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ2

)
θQ

(
τ3
τ2

) p2+

µ3η
4
θQ

(
η2 τ1τ3

)
θQ

(
η2 τ2τ3

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ3

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ3

) p3

D[13] = E(1)D[13]

µ2µ3η4 θQ
(
η2 τ1τ2

)
θQ

(
η2 τ1τ3

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ2

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ3

) p−1
1 + µ3µ1η

2
θQ

(
η2 τ2τ3

)
θQ

(
η2 τ2τ1

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ3

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ1

) p−1
2 +

µ1µ2
θQ

(
η2 τ3τ1

)
θQ

(
η2 τ3τ2

)
θQ

(
τ3
τ1

)
θQ

(
τ3
τ2

) p−1
3

D[13] = E(1,1)D[13] (3.21)

Here µi are Coulomb branch parameters satisfying
∏3

i=1 µi = 1 and pi are shift operators. If

we considered ramified instanton partition functions in U(3) N = 1∗ gauge theory this shift

operators would be just shifting τi parameters, piτj = qδijτj . However in the case of SU(3)
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gauge group τi parameters are not independent and shift operators pi act as follows:

p1 : τ1 → q2/3τ1 , τ2 → q−1/3τ2 , τ3 → q−1/3τ3 ,

p2 : τ1 → q−1/3τ1 , τ2 → q2/3τ2 , τ3 → q−1/3τ3 ,

p3 : τ1 → q−1/3τ1 , τ2 → q−1/3τ2 , τ3 → q2/3τ3 , (3.22)

Variables τi constitute more convenient parametrization of the instanton counting parameters

qi introduced in (). The relation to zi parametrization is as follows:

z1 =
τ2
τ1
, z2 =

τ3
τ2
, z3 =

τ1
τ3
. (3.23)

Eigenvalues E(1) and E(1,1) similarly to A1 case have simple physical interpretations in terms

of defects in the gauge theory we consider. In particular E(1) and E(1,1) are expectation values

of the Wilson loops in fundamental and rank-two antisymmetric representations of the SU(3)

gauge group correspondingly.

Once again () are not exactly A2 RS Hamiltonians as given in (). In order to

obtain correct expressions one needs to introduce extra factor in front of the ramified instanton

partition function. In this case the factor takes the following form:

D(τi) = τ
logq[µ1η−2]
1 τ

logq µ2

2 τ
logq[µ3η2]
3 D[1,1] . (3.24)

Then the function D(τi) defined in this way satisfies the following pair of equations:θQ
(
η2 τ2τ1

)
θQ

(
η2 τ3τ1

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ1

)
θQ

(
τ3
τ1

) p1 +
θQ

(
η2 τ1τ2

)
θQ

(
η2 τ3τ2

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ2

)
θQ

(
τ3
τ2

) p2+

θQ

(
η2 τ1τ3

)
θQ

(
η2 τ2τ3

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ3

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ3

) p3

D (τi) = E(1)D (τi)

θQ
(
η2 τ1τ2

)
θQ

(
η2 τ1τ3

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ2

)
θQ

(
τ1
τ3

) p−1
1 +

θQ

(
η2 τ2τ3

)
θQ

(
η2 τ2τ1

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ3

)
θQ

(
τ2
τ1

) p−1
2 +

θQ

(
η2 τ3τ1

)
θQ

(
η2 τ3τ2

)
θQ

(
τ3
τ1

)
θQ

(
τ3
τ2

) p−1
3

D (τi) = E(1,1)D(τi) (3.25)

These equations in turn exactly describe the action of A2 RS Hamiltonians.

Just as in the case of A1 RS model ramified instanton partition functions are only formal

eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonians specified in () that depend on the set of Coulomb

branch parameters µi. In order to obtain the true spectrum of A2 RS these Coulomb branch

parameters should be quantized accordingly. In this case the proper B-model quantization

condition should take the following form:

µi+1

µi
= η2qni , ni ∈ Z≥0 , i = 1, 2 , (3.26)

which is similar to the quantization in A1 case with the choice of + sign in ().
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Superconformal Indices Ramified Instantons

xi instanton parameters τi
t adjoint mass η2

p instanton parameter Q

q equivariant parameter q = eϵ1

Table 1. Map between fugacities of superconformal indices and parameters of 5d N = 1∗ gauge

theory used in expression for the ramified partition functions.

4 Matching ramified instantons and index calculations.

In the previous two sections we have summarized two ways of deriving the spectrum of RS

integrable system. One approach presented in Section was proposed in [] and relies on

the fact that superconformal indices of 4d N = 2 class S theories are kernel functions of the

RS Hamiltonians. Second approach uses ramified instanton partition functions of 5d N = 1∗

SYM which are themselves eigenfunctions of RS Hamiltonians. The latter approach was

proposed in [] and directly checked in [] at the level of formal eigenfunctions. However

the spectrum itself was first derived in [] where authors checked obtained eigenvalues against

results of the numerical solution for the spectrum.

Now when we have an alternative derivation of the spectrum from superconformal indices

we can compare the two approaches directly for both eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of RS

Hamiltonians which we do in the present section.

In order to make a comparison of the two approaches first of all we need to establish the

dictionary between index fugacities and parameters of the instanton counting. The easiest

way to do it is to compare RS Hamiltonians in two cases. A1 Hamiltonians () and ()

is already enough to find the right map which we summarize in the table below:

One can check that this map also works for A2 Hamiltonians as well. Using this dic-

tionary we can directly compare eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of RS models derived from

superconformal index and ramified instanton calculations.

A1 RS model. In A1 case index calculation provides us both eigenvalue and eigenfunc-

tion for the ground state given in () and () correspondingly. Additionally from the

superconformal index we extracted the wave function of the first excited state as given in

(). We can compare all these results with what one gets from the instanton calculus.

First and easiest thing to do is to compare the ground state energy. In case of super-

conformal index it is given in (). In case of the ramified instanton partition function it

can be read from the eigenfunction equation () together with U(2) and U(1) Wilson loop

expectation values given in () and (). These expressions depend on the Coulomb

branch parameters µ1,2. Using B-model quantization () and applying parameters map

specified in Table we can obtain that the resulting ground state eigenvalues of A1 RS model

coincide in the two calculations.

We should mention that eigenvalue obtained from ramified instanton counting with the

B-model quantization () for the Coulomb branch parameters has already been compared

against the numerical calculation of the corresponding eigenvalue of RS model in []. Here
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however we have even a more powerful check since we can compare eigenfunctions themselves

with full x-dependencies. For superconformal index we can read corresponding expression

directly from (). In order to compare with results of instanton counting we should use

parameters map from the Table and apply Coulomb branch B-model quantization condi-

tion () with n = 0 and n = 1 for the ground and the first excited states correspondingly.

Notice that comparing the two approaches we should only take into account x-dependent

parts since the two functions are expected to be the same up to normalization condition. In

fact eigenfunctions obtained from superconformal index are normalized w.r.t. the integra-

tion measure () while the normalization of 5d partition functions on R4 depends on the

boundary condition at infinity, which introduces an ambiguity that needs to be fixed. Because

of this reason we can just check the ratio of the eigenfunction obtained in two approaches.

Doing so we find for the ground state:

ψRS
0 (x)

D(−)(x)
∣∣
µ2=µ−1

1 =t1/2

= 1 +

(
t− 2

t

)
√
pq +

1

2

√
pq(5p+ 3q)t− 1

2t

√
pq(p+ 5q) +

1

2
pq

(
t2 − 4 +

5

t2

)
+O

(
(pq)3/2

)
. (4.1)

For the first excited state we obtain:

ψRS
1 (x)

2 D(−)(x)
∣∣
µ2=µ−1

1 =t1/2q1/2

= 1 + (p+ q) +
√
pq

(
3t− 1

t

)
+
√
pq(p+ q)

(
6t− 3

t

)
+

q
√
pqt+ 3pq

(
2t2 − 1

)
+
(
p2 + q2

)
+O

(
(pq)3/2

)
. (4.2)

As we see in both cases the ratio does not depend on x variables so they differ only by

normalization. Here we present expansion up to an order O (pnqm) with n +m = 2. In our

calculations we went up to an order with n + m = 3 but we do not present corresponding

results here since they are bulky and not very informative. Since ψRS
i expansion is in (pq)1/4

with p/q fixed we effectively expand up to sixth order which is high enough to conclude that

the ratios above are indeed independent of x variables and both approaches give the same

result for the RS spectrum.

A2 RS model. The same comparison can be performed for the A2 RS model. In this case

however superconformal index calculation can only provide us the ground state wave function

given in (). Due to complexity of the calculation we are not capable of reproducing excited

states and even a ground state eigenvalue since ground state wave function is not derived to

a high enough order.

We now can compare eigenfunctions () with the ramified instanton partition functions

of SU(3) N = 1∗ gauge theory. In particular we should consider function D (τi) as defined

in (), impose B-model quantization () with n1 = n2 = 0 (ground state) and use

parameters map in Table. Once again since in these two approaches results are expected

to have different normalizations we should consider only x-dependent part. For this purpose
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we calculate the ratio of two functions and obtain:

ψRS
∅ (x1, x2, x3)

D(x1, x2, x3)|Eq.()

= 1 + 2
√
pq

(
t− 2

t

)
+

1

2

√
pq(7p+ 5q)t−

1

2t

√
pq(3p+ 7q) +

1

2
pq

(
16 + 5t2 + 13

1

t2

)
+O

(
(pq)3/2

)
(4.3)

As can be seen the ratio we obtain is independent of x variables RS Hamiltonian is acting on.

Hence the ground state wave functions obtained in two approaches differ only by an overall

normalization. Unlike in A1 case here we were able to expand only up an order O (pnqm)

with n + m = 2 which we present here. However already at this order expansion strongly

suggests that the eigenfunctions obtained in two approaches are the same.

5 Instantons on S3
b × Σ and relation to indices.

In this section, we explore in more details the relationship between A-model quantization

and B-model quantization, which are used in the main context, from the perspective of the

5-dimensional partition functions of the N = 2 SYM theories on S3
b × Σ. We start by

reviewing the localization computation of these 5d partition functions with a topological

A-twist investigated in []. We will then speculate on how to connect these localization

results with the 4d index results derived from the B-model quantization, which is based on

the modularity of the 4d superconformal index.

Let us consider a 5d N = 2 super Yang-Mills theory with an SU(N) gauge group placed

on a rigid background S3 × S2. On this background, we can turn on squashing parameters

for both S3 and S2, as well as mass parameters for the flavor symmetries, while preserving

a supercharge. This setup allows us to compute the partition function using the standard

equivariant localization technique.

The resulting partition function is given by a product of contributions from four fixed

points, which are invariant points under the U(1) × U(1) isometry of S2
ϵ1 × S2

ϵ2 ⊂ S3
b × S2

ϵ2

background where the S3
b is an S1 fibration over the first S2

ϵ1 . Here b is the squashing

parameter of S3 while ϵ1,2 are equivariant parameters on two S2. Moreover, the local geometry

near each fixed point can be approximated as S1 × R4. Therefore, the partition function is

expressed as the product of four copies of the 5d Nekrasov partition functions on an Ω-

deformed S1 × R4 background and can be written as []

ZS3×S2(m, τ, ϵ1,2)n =
∑
m

∮
da
∏
ℓ

ZR2

ϵ
(ℓ)
1

×R2

ϵ
(ℓ)
1

(a(ℓ),m(ℓ), τ (ℓ); ϵ
(ℓ)
1 , ϵ

(ℓ)
2 ) , (5.1)

where ZR4 is the 5d Nekrasov partition function on S1 × R4 which involves all classical,

perturbative, and instanton contributions. The variables a,m, τ correspond to the Coulomb

branch parameters, the adjoint mass parameter, and the gauge coupling (or the instanton

counting parameter Q = e2πiτ ), respectively, and m, n are the magnetic fluxes on (second) S2

associated with the SU(N) gauge symmetry and the SU(2)m flavor symmetry, respectively.

The index ℓ, which takes the values {nn, ns, sn, ss} denotes one of four fixed points located
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at the north (n) and south (s) poles of the two spheres in this background. Parameters ϵ
(ℓ)
1,2

of the Ω-deformation at each of the fixed points are given by []:

ϵ
(ℓ)
1 =

{
b2 , ℓ = nn or ns

b−2, ℓ = sn or ss
, ϵ

(ℓ)
2 =

{
ϵ2 , ℓ = nn or sn

−ϵ2 , ℓ = ns or ss
, τ (ℓ) =

{
b−1γ−1 ,ℓ = nn or sn

bγ−1 , ℓ = ns or ss
,

a(ℓ) =

{
bγa+ m

2 ϵ
(ℓ)
2 , ℓ = nn or ns

b−1γa+ m
2 ϵ

(ℓ)
2 , ℓ = sn or ss

, m(ℓ) =

{
bγm+ 1

2 + m
2 ϵ

(ℓ)
2 , ℓ = nn or ns

b−1γm+ 1
2 + m

2 ϵ
(ℓ)
2 , ℓ = sn or ss

, (5.2)

Now, we perform a topological A-twist which can be achieved by taking the limit ϵ2 → 0 in

the partition function. Then the local partition function at each fixed point reduces to the

Nekrasov-Shatashvili (NS) limit of the 5d partition function which can be written as

ZR2
ϵ1
×R2

ϵ2
(a,m, τ)

ϵ2→0−→ exp

[
2πi

(
1

ϵ2
WNS(a,m, τ, ϵ1)−

1

2
ΩNS(a,m, τ, ϵ1)

)
+O(ϵ2)

]
,

(5.3)

where WNS and ΩNS are called the effective twisted superpotential and the effective dilaton,

respectively, characterizing the effective 2d theory on the R2
ϵ2 plane at low energy. We can

collect the partition functions in the NS-limit at four fixed points and rewrite them in the

following manner

ZS3
b×S2(m, τ)n =

1

N !

∑
m

∮
daΠi(a,m, τ)

mΠm(a,m, τ)ne
−2πiΩ

S3
b
×R2 (a,m,τ)

, (5.4)

where

Πi(a,m, τ) = e
2πi∂aiWS3

b
×R2 (a,m,τ)

, Πm(a,m, τ) = e
2πi∂mW

S3
b
×R2 (a,m,τ)

. (5.5)

Here, WS3
b×R2 and ΩS3

b×R2 represent the sum of the contributions to the effective twisted

superpotential and the effective dilaton, respectively, from the north and south poles of S2
ϵ1 ⊂

S3
b . The detailed expressions for these functions can be found in [].

The integration should be performed carefully using appropriate contours. The correct

contour integral prescription has been studied in [], which extends the prescription de-

scribed in [] for 3d partition functions with a topological twist. By employing this contour

prescription, the partition function reduces to the form of the Bethe-vacua summation for-

mula:

ZS3
b×S2(m, τ)n =

∑
â∈SBE

Πm(â,m, τ)nH(â,m, τ)−1 , (5.6)

where SBE is the set of “Bethe vacua” defined as the solutions to the Bethe equations, which

are given by

SBE =

{
â
∣∣∣ exp(2πi∂WS3

b×R2(â,m, τ)

∂ai

)
= 1, i = 1, · · · , N − 1

}
/WG , (5.7)
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and

H(â,m, τ) = e
2πiΩ

S3
b
×R2 (a,m,τ)

det
(
∂ai∂ajWS3

b×R2(a,m, τ)
)
. (5.8)

The Bethe vacua for SBE should be divided by the action WG of the SU(N) Weyl group,

and the solutions that are not acted freely by the Weyl group need to be excluded. We

remark that this set SBE is precisely the solutions to the A-model quantization condition.

The connection between the A-model quantization condition and 5d partition functions in

NS-limits on other compact manifolds has been discussed in [,].

The partition function with a co-dimension two defect can be calculated similarly. Con-

sider a co-dimension two defect inserted at the north pole on S2 which we will twist later.

This will affect two out of four fixed points ℓ = nn and ℓ = sn contributing to the partition

function (). These two points correspond to the partition function on S3
b ×R2 around the

north pole on the twisted S2. For these points we have to substitute usual Nekrasov partition

functions in () with the ramified instanton partition functions discussed in Section. Then

we take the NS-limit, i.e. ϵ2 → 0, to implement an A-twist on S2. In this limit, the defect’s

contribution to the partition function remains finite because it is localized at a point on S2

and therefore does not involve the divergent factor 1/ϵ2. Moreover, this contribution does not

depend on the magnetic fluxes m, n on S2 due to the localized nature of the defect, preventing

it from capturing the overall flux profile. Therefore, the full partition function with the defect

can be written as

Zdef
S3
b×S2(m, τ)n =

1

N !

∑
m

∮
daΠi(a,m, τ)

mΠm(a,m, τ)ne
−2πiΩ

S3
b
×R2 (a,m,τ)

ψ(x, a,m, τ) ,

(5.9)

where

ψ(x, a,m, τ) = lim
ϵ2→0

∏
ℓ=nn,sn

Zdef
R4 (x, a

(ℓ),m(ℓ), τ (ℓ), ϵ
(ℓ)
1 , ϵ

(ℓ)
2 )

ZR4(a(ℓ),m(ℓ), τ (ℓ), ϵ
(ℓ)
1 , ϵ

(ℓ)
2 )

, (5.10)

where Zdef
R4 is the ramified instanton partition function on R4 with defect parameter x.

The contribution from the defect in the integrand is subleading in the ϵ2 expansion and

thus it does not alter the pole structure in the integration. Therefore, the contour integration

proceeds as previously, and the resulting partition function can again be expressed as a sum

over the same Bethe vacua as before:

Zdef
S3
b×S2(x,m, τ)n =

∑
â∈SBE

Πm(â,m, τ)nH(â,m, τ)−1 ψ(x, â,m, τ) . (5.11)

From the perspective of the 4d index, this computation yields the superconformal index

of the 4d class S theory arising from 6d AN−1 (2,0) SCFT compactified on a sphere with a

(maximal) puncture. Here, the puncture comes from the co-dimension two defect, and its

effect is encoded in ψ(x, â,m, τ) in the localization computation. Thus, this approach offers

a method to calculate the superconformal index contribution from the punctures in 4d class

S theories using the 5d maximal SYM theories.
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However, this computation, which we call the A-model computation, is carried out under

a different parameter regime from that typically used in the 4d superconformal index. In

fact, the above partition function is given by an instanton expansion, which holds when

the 5d gauge coupling τ is small. In contrast, the 4d index is typically expanded using

fugacities when τ is large. Therefore, the results from these two different parameter regime

cannot be compared immediately. It turns out that in order to accurately translate the defect

contributions from the 5d context into the 4d index, we need an S-duality transformation,

which converts τ → − 1
τ .

The modular properties of supersymmetric partition functions of 4d N = 1 supercon-

formal field theories have been extensively studied in [], which generalizes the modular

properties of elliptic genera of two-dimensional theories. Note that the 4d superconformal in-

dex can be obtained from a supersymmetric partition function on an S1×S3 background and

this background can be formed by gluing two solid three-tori T2×D2, where an action of the

S generator in SL(2,Z) ∈ SL(3,Z) is applied to a boundary T3 in the gluing process. In this

setup, the large diffeomorphism group SL(3,Z) acts projectively on the complex structures,

represented by the column vector τ⃗ ≡ (1, σ, τ)T , of the boundary T3.

The investigation in [] suggests that the consistency of this gluing procedure under

the choice of a large diffeomorphism of the boundary torus and the choice of a large gauge

transformation for the background flavor symmetry, which takes an element in a semi-direct

product group SL(3,Z)× (Z3)r with rank r flavor symmetry, leads to a non-trivial modular

property of the superconformal index:

Zα
Y (τ⃗)Z

α
Y (Y

−1 · τ⃗)Zα
Y (Y

−2 · τ⃗) = e−iπ
3
P (τ⃗) , (5.12)

where Y ∈ SL(3,Z) cyclically permutes (1, σ, τ). The phase factor P (τ⃗) is the ’t-Hooft

anomaly polynomial of the 4d theory. Here, the index α stands for a supersymmetric

vacuum in the 1d quantum mechanics defined along the time circle S1. In our notation

for the superconformal index, the complex structures σ, τ are related to the fugacities as

q = e2πiσ, p = e2πiτ , and a supersymmetric vacuum labelled by α corresponds to a Bethe

vacuum â ∈ SBE . The modular property of the 4d superconformal index can provide an

S-duality transformation that we need for the relationship between the 5d partition function

on S3
b × S2 and the 4d index of class S theories. Let us illustrate this with a simple but

concrete example.

Consider the 5d N = 2 U(1) gauge theory which arises from a circle compactification of

the 6d (2, 0) theory on a single M5-brane. The 5d partition function of this theory on the

Ω-deformed background S1 × R4
ϵ1,2 was computed in [–]. The results is

ZR2
ϵ1
×R2

ϵ2
(a,m, τ) = Zpert

R2
ϵ1
×R2

ϵ2

(a,m, τ)× Z inst
R2
ϵ1
×R2

ϵ2
(a,m, τ)

Zpert
R2
ϵ1
×R2

ϵ2

(a,m, τ) = PE

[
−e4πiϵ+ + e2πiϵ++2πim

(1− e2πiϵ1)(1− e2πiϵ2)

]
, (5.13)

where Zpert
R2
ϵ1
×R2

ϵ2

is the perturbative contribution and Z inst
R2
ϵ1
×R2

ϵ2

is the instanton contribution.

Function PE[ea] stands for the plethystic exponential of a letter index ea and is given by the
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following expression:

PE [f(ea)] ≡ exp

[ ∞∑
n=1

f(ena)

n

]
(5.14)

The instanton contribution for the U(1) theory can be computed exactly using the topological

vertex method, as described in [,], and the result reduces to the simple expression as

Z inst
R2
ϵ1
×R2

ϵ2
(a,m, τ) = PE

[
e2πiτ

−1

1− e2πiτ−1

e2πi(ϵ+−m)(1− e2πi(m+ϵ−))(1− e2πi(m−ϵ−))

(1− e2πiϵ1)(1− e2πiϵ2)

]
. (5.15)

The partition function on S3
b × S2 then can be computed by plugging this result into the

expression in (), and taking ϵ2 → 0 limit. The parameters in the usual instanton partition

function are mapped to those in the localized partition functions on S3
b × S2 as follows []:

(nn), (ns) : ϵ1 → b2 , m→ bγm+
1

2
, τ → τ ≡ b−1γ−1 ,

(sn), (ss) : ϵ1 → b−2 , m→ b−1γm+
1

2
, τ → σ ≡ bγ−1 . (5.16)

Here, the shift of the flavor mass parameter by 1/2 is due to the non-trivial S1 fibration

within S3
b and this shift is essential for achieving the correct result 3. One can then compute

Z
U(1)

S3
b×S2(m, τ)n = PE

[
1− e2πi(b

2+bγ)

(1−e2πib2)(1−e2πibγ)
− 1 (5.17)

+
n eπib

2
(
eπi(2bγ−2bγm− 1

2
)−eπi(2bγm+ 1

2
)
)

(1− e2πib2)(1− e2πibγ)
+ (b→ b−1)


= Γ(0,

σ

τ
,
1

τ
)Γ(0,

τ

σ
,
1

σ
)×

(
Γ(
m̂

τ
,
σ

τ
,
1

τ
)Γ(

m̂

σ
,
τ

σ
,
1

σ
)

)−n

= Γ(0, σ, τ)−1 × Γ(m̂, σ, τ)n , (5.18)

where m̂ ≡ m+ σ+τ
2 , up to a constant phase factor. For the last equality, we used the modular

property of the elliptic gamma function Γ,

Γ(z, σ, τ) =
∞∏

j,k=0

(1− e2πi(−z+(j+1)σ+(k+1)τ))

(1− e2πi(z+jσ+kτ))
,

Γ(z, τ, σ)Γ(
z

τ
,
σ

τ
,
1

τ
)Γ(

z

σ
,
1

σ
,
τ

σ
) = e−iπ

3
Q(z,τ,σ) . (5.19)

The final partition function is now expressed as a 4d superconformal index. It consists of

contributions from a 4d N = 1 vector multiplet and n chiral multiplet. This result perfectly

3A similar shift of the flavor mass parameter due to a non-trivial fibration structure was also observed in

the localization computation for the S5 partition function in []
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agrees with the expected result for the 4d theory coming from a 6d (2, 0) free tensor multiplet

compactified on a sphere with an SU(2)m flux n.4 Crucially, this expression for the 4d index

was obtained by utilizing the modular property of the elliptic gamma function. This provides

a clear and simple demonstration of the modular properties of the superconformal indices for

4d class S theories, given in (), and their realizations in the 5d partition functions.

It is natural to interpret the modular property in () as an S-duality transformation

that inverts τ, σ, which are proportional to the 5d gauge coupling, into their inverses 1/τ and

1/σ. We expect that this is also the case for other interacting class S theories beyond the

Abelian example. Then, as also suggested in [], the Bethe vacua equation in () under

this S-duality can be reformulated as

e
2πi ∂W

∂ai = 1 → e2πia
D
i = 1 with aDi =

∂W
∂ai

, (5.20)

using the Seiberg-Witten relation, which is generalized by the squashing parameter b and

flavor mass parameters z, between the Coulomb branch parameters ai and their S-dual pa-

rameters aDi . We interpret this S-dualized Bethe vacua equation as the B-model quantization

condition. So, we propose that the A-model and the B-model quantization conditions are

related through the modular property of the 4d superconformal index and the corresponding

5d (or 6d) partition functions.

A concrete example supporting this proposal is the computation of the eigenfunction ψλ

of the RS model using the partition function of the 5d N = 2 gauge theories in the presence of

the defects, which was presented in the previous sections. According to [,], the punctures

on the Riemann surface Σ for class S theories of algebra G correspond to the Gukov-Witten

type monodromy defects [], which are labeled by homomorphisms ρ : SU(2) → G. The

defect discussed in the main context and also in () is exactly this monodromy defect of

maximal type ρ = [1N ] for G = SU(N). Therefore, the puncture contribution to the 4d index

of the class S theory is captured by the function ψ in () and (). Moreover, the modular

property given in () of the 4d index implies that the summand at each Bethe vacuum

in () enjoys a modular transformation that permutes complex structures (1 , σ, τ) in the

superconformal index. This should hold both with and without the defect.

We therefore suggest that the defect contribution ψ(â) itself should exhibit the modular

property of the same form given in (). The localization computation of the 5d partition

function on S3
b × S2 with the defect includes contributions from a co-dim 2 defect inserted

at a point on S2. Schematically, this contribution can be expressed as a product of two local

contributions, ψN and ψS , at the north and south poles of S2 ⊂ S3
b . Under the modular S-

duality transformation in (), these two contributions are converted into a single function

ψD, now expressed using dual variables aDi evaluated at each Bethe vacuum. This dual

function ψD(âDi ) with the solution âDi to the Bethe equation () computes the puncture

contribution to the 4d index at each Bethe vacuum. Our explicit checks confirm that they

match precisely with the eigenfunctions of the RS model, when each Bethe vacuum (or n) is

4As S2 has an SU(2) isometry the 4d theory has an additional SU(2) global symmetry. In particular the

chiral superfields will form the n dimensional representation and we can refine further the index turning on a

fugacity for the SU(2) symmetry. See for example [,].
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identified with the energy level λ of the RS Hamiltonian. Therefore, this provides a strong

evidence for the modular properties of the partition functions of class S theories and the

S-dual relation between the A-model and B-model quantization conditions.

6 Discussion and Outlook

In our paper we have investigated two approaches to the description of the spectrum of AN

RS model. Both approaches use emergence of RS model in two different contexts of supersym-

metric gauge theories. First approach recently proposed in [] relies on the computations of

the suprconformal indices of 4d class S theories in the presence of surface defects. In the sec-

ond approach we calculate ramified instanton partition functions and Wilson loop expectation

values in 5d N = 1∗ SU(N) theories which constitute formal eigenfunctions and eigenvalues

of AN RS model correspondingly [].

An important issue arising in ramified instanton calculations is the quantization of the

Coulomb branch parameters, which turns formal eigenfunctions into the actual spectrum of

the model. Proposals for the exact quantization conditions, referred to as A-model and B-

model quantization conditions, are discussed in [] and were validated against the numerical

eigenvalues of the RS model. The A-model quantization can be understood through the saddle

point equations of the partition functions on a compact manifold, as discussed in various

studies, for example, in [,]. For the B-model quantization, we relate it to the A-model

quantization via an S-duality transformation, which naturally acts on the 4d superconformal

index []. We demonstrated a concrete application of this for the 5d free U(1) gauge theory,

but detailed derivations of this S-duality transformation and the B-model quantization would

be invaluable for extending this approach to other theories.

Finally we compared results of the two approaches (index and instanton calculations)

and matched corresponding ground states in cases of A1 and A2 RS models. For this we

used B-model quantization condition proposed in []. We also discussed relation to an-

other, A-model, quantization condition and its interpretation from the point of view of index

calculations.

There are still many questions left to be answered and there are many directions in

which our research can be expanded. First of all in the present paper we have only analyzed

spectrum of RS model. However methods we used in our paper can be easily extended to

other integrable elliptic models.

The first natural candidate for this investigation is van Diejen model [,] which is BC1

deformation of the RS model. Spectrum of van Diejen model is even less studied than the

one of RS since not much is known even about its limits. From the point of view of indices it

is related to the compactifications of 6d E-string theory on Riemann surfaces with punctures

[,]. In our previous paper [] we have already made first steps towards describing

ground state of this model in certain regime of parameters. Some preliminary results have

also been obtained in the context of instanton calculations [,]. It would be interesting

to perform more in-depth detailed analysis of ground state and possibly higher states of van

Diejen Hamiltonian using both of the approaches discussed in out paper.
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Also there exist many less studied elliptic integrable systems for which we can use both

approaches discussed in the present paper. In fact already in our previous paper [] we

have already derived ground state wavefunction and energy for the novel models defined

on A2 and A3 root systems that were introduced in [,]. These integrable systems are

associated with 6d SU(3) minimal SCFT [,] and SO(8) minimal conformal matter theories

correspondingly. It would be interesting to perform ramified instanton calculations and extend

our analysis to these theories as well.

Finally there are many more elliptic integrable models associated to 4d compactifications

of various 6d SCFTs. Several novel systems corresponding to generalizations of van Diejen

model on AN and CN root lattices were derived very recently [,,]. Many other

examples of known and previously unknown integrable finite difference operators can be found

in the literature [–]. It would be interesting to study spectra of these elliptic integrable

systems using both superconformal index and ramified instanton approaches. This will help

us to classify such systems and to better understand their general features.

Another interesting direction for the future research is application of the obtained spectra

to calculations of superconformal indices. Of course indices of the Lagrangian theories can

be relatively easily calculated with conventional methods. However many 4d theories with 6d

origin lack Lagrangian description which makes usual computational methods useless. In this

case the spectrum of the corresponding integrable system associated to a given 4d theory can

be used to effectively evaluate its superconformal index. Such approach proved to be useful

for class S theories [,,] in certain limits (Macdonald, Schur etc.) where the spectrum

of RS is known precisely and eigenfunctions take simple polynomial form. Now when we know

the way for the derivation of RS spectrum in full without taking any limits we can extend

this analysis of class S theories and also perform similar analysis for other theories discussed

above.
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A A1 Macdonald polynomials

In this section we briefly review A1 Macdonald polynomials. These polynomials are eigen-

functions of the following finite difference operator:

M (q,t)(x) =
1− tx2

1− x2
∆x→q1/2x +

1− tx−1

1− x−1
∆x→q−1/2x (A.1)
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It can be easily seen that the operator on the l.h.s. of this equation is the Macdonald limit of

the A1 RS operator (). This limit is usually defined as taking p → 0. However if we use

notations of () we should first shift t parameter as t → t/
√
pq and only then take p → 0

limit. Performing this operation we will directly arrive to the Macdonald operator in ().

Eigenfunctions of the A1 Macdonald operator () are known as q-ultraspherical poly-

nomials or Rogers polynomials and are given by the following explicit expression:

Rn (x; t, q) =
n∑

k=0

(t; q)k(t; q)n−k

(q; q)k(q; q)n−k
x2k−n . (A.2)

As eigenfunctions they satisfy the following simple equations:

M (q,t)(x)Rn (x; t, q) =
(
q−

n
2 + tq

n
2

)
Rn (x; t, q) (A.3)

As defined here the polynomials are not normalized in any way. Natural normalization should

be performed with respect to the following integration measure:

∆M (x) =
1

2

(
x±2; q

)
∞

(tx±2; q)∞
, (A.4)

Then normalized properly eigenfunctions take the following form:

Pn(x; t, q) =

[
1− tqn

1− t

(q; q)n (q; q)∞
(
t2; q

)
∞

(t2; q)n (tq; q)∞ (t; q)∞

]1/2
Rn(x; t, q) (A.5)

with the orthonormality condition∮
dx

4πix
∆M (x)Pn(x; t, q)Pm(x; t, q) = δnm , (A.6)

which can be checked directly using () and ().

Since in our computations we mainly consider ground state and first excited level it would

be helpful to write down explicit expressions for these two eigenfunctions. In particular for

the normalized Rogers polynomials () for these two levels are given by

P0(x; t, q) =

√
(1− t) (q; q)∞ (t2; q)∞

(t; q)∞
,

P1(x; t, q) =

√
(1− qt)(1− t)

(1− q)(1 + t)
(q; q)∞ (t2; q)∞

1

(t; q)∞

(
x+

1

x

)
. (A.7)

And the corresponding eigenvalues are given according to () by

E0 = 1 + t . E1 = q−1/2(1 + tq) . (A.8)
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