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Abstract
In this paper, we first establish a connection between Yangians and the unique formal solution of the quantum hy-

pergeometric differential equations at irregular singularities. We then realize the Stokes matrices of the hypergeometric
equations as infinite matrix products of representations of Yangains, with the help of the theory of difference systems.
Along the way, we also investigate the algebroid structure associated with the Stokes matrices.

1 Introduction
Let us take the complex Lie algebra glν and its universal enveloping algebra U(glν) generated by {eij}1⩽i,j⩽n subjected
to the relation [eij , ekl] = δkjeil − δliekj . Let us consider the quantum confluent hypergeometric system

d

dz
F (z) =

(
u− ℏEz−1) · F (z), (1.1)

where the ν × ν matrix E := (eij)ν×ν with entries valued in U(glν), u = diag(u1, . . . , uν) is seen as an ν × ν matrix
with scalar entries in U(glν), and ℏ is a complex parameter. For most of the time, we will take a finite-dimensional
representation V of glν , and consider the system (1.1) for an ν × ν matrix function FV (z) with entries in End(V ), i.e.,
a (block matrix) solution FV (z) ∈ End(V )⊗ End(Cν). Here, the action of the coefficient matrix of (1.1) on FV (z) is
given by matrix multiplication and the representation V of glν .

Confluent hypergeometric systems have played important roles in many subjects, e.g. the study of Frobenius man-
ifolds [11] and in particular the quantum cohomology of Fano manifolds [16], linearization in Poisson geometry [4],
quantum Weyl group actions on Poisson groups [5], stability conditions [7, 8], long time asymptotics of some isomon-
odromy deformation equations [33] etc. The system (1.1) is a natural quantum analog of the confluent hypergeometric
system. Its Stokes phenomenon and the WKB approximation have been used to give a transcendental realization of the
quantum group Uq(glν) and its crystal structure in [34, 36]. Therefore, the system is worthy of further study.

The purpose of this paper is then twofold; one is to establish a new relation between the system (1.1) and the Yangian;
the other is to deepen the relation between the Stokes phenomenon of (1.1) and quantum groups, using Darboux’s method
and a path algebroid arising from the resurgence theory.

1.1 Formal Solutions and Yangian Y (glν−1)

For a positive integer m, the Yangian Yℏ(glm) was introduced in the formulation of quantum inverse scattering methold
by Faddeev’s school (see e.g. [12, 20, 32]) and by Drinfeld [10] in the study of the Yang-Baxter equation. It is a Hopf
algebra that can be regarded as a deformation of the enveloping algebra U(glm[x]), where glm[x] is the Lie algebra of
glm-valued polynomials [24].

Definition 1.1. [10] The Yangian for glm is a unital associative algebra with countably many generators {t(p)ij : p ∈
N+, i, j = 1, . . . ,m}, and the generating relations for all i0, i1, j0, j1 ∈ {1, ...,m},

1

ℏ
[T (λ1)i1i0 , T (λ2)j1j0 ] =

T (λ2)j1i0T (λ1)i1j0 − T (λ1)j1i0T (λ2)i1j0
λ1 − λ2

. (1.2)

Here T (λ)ij is the generating series T (λ)ij = δij +
∑∞

p=1 t
(p)
ij λ−p.

Theorem 1.2. For ℏ /∈ Q, the system (1.1) has a unique formal solution

F̂ (z) =

(
I +

∞∑
p=1

Hpz
−p

)
· euzz−ℏδE, δE = diag(e11, . . . , eνν), (1.3)

where I is the identity matrix, and the coefficients Hp ∈ Matn(U(glν)) are recursively determined by the relations

(H1)ik = − ℏeik
uk − ui

, (Hp+1)ik =
∑
j ̸=k

Tk(p)ij(Hp)jk, (Hp)kk =
∑
j ̸=k

ℏekj
p

(Hp)jk. (1.4)

Here for any λ ∈ C \ {0}, Tk(λ) is an (ν − 1)× (ν − 1)-matrix with entries

Tk(λ)ij :=
1

uk − ui

(
(λ+ ℏ(ekk + 1))δij − ℏeij − ℏ2 eikekj

λ

)
∈ U(glν), i, j ∈ {1, . . . , ν} \ {k}. (1.5)

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

17
51

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
A

] 
 2

9 
Ja

n 
20

25



Furthermore, Tk(λ) satisfies the Yangian relations (1.2) of Yℏ(glν−1) , i.e., for indices i0, ij , j0, j1,

1

ℏ
[Tk(λ1)i1i0 , Tk(λ2)j1j0 ] =

Tk(λ2)j1i0Tk(λ1)i1j0 − Tk(λ1)j1i0Tk(λ2)i1j0
λ1 − λ2

∈ U(glν). (1.6)

Remark 1.3. For convenience, we always require that the ν − 1 indices of the (ν − 1) × (ν − 1) matrix Tk(λ) are
{1, . . . , k − 1, k + 1, . . . , ν}. It should be emphasized that for different ℏ ∈ C \ {0}, the Yangians Yℏ(glm) are
canonically isomorphic.

Our first theorem states that the Yangian Yℏ(glν−1) naturally arises from the formal power series solutions of the
system (1.1). Equivalently, for each k = 1, . . . , ν, we get an algebra homomorphism

O(u)k : Yℏ(glν−1)→ U(glν); T (λ)ij 7→ Tk(λ)ij , i, j = 1, ..., k − 1, k + 1, ..., ν. (1.7)

Remark 1.4. Here the algebra homomorphism O(u)k is a (u1, ..., uν)-family of deformation of the homomorphism in
the Olshanski centralizer construction [26, 27].

1.2 Stokes matrices as Infinite Product of Representations of Yangian
For any fixed u with distinct eigenvalues and nontrivial representation V , the series I+

∑∞
p=1 Hpz

−p, in the correspond-
ing formal solution F̂ (z), is a divergent End(V ) ⊗ End(Cν) valued formal power series. Thus F̂ (z) is only a formal
solution. The resummation (see, e.g., [2]) states that there exist certain sectorial regions around z = ∞, such that on
each of these sectors there is a unique End(V )⊗End(Cν) valued holomorphic solution with the prescribed asymptotics
F̂ (z), see Proposition 2.6 for more details. These solutions are in general different (that reflects the Stokes phenomenon),
and the transition between them can be measured by the Stokes matrices S[τ ] ∈ End(V ) ⊗ End(Cν) (see Definition
2.8), associated to the anti-Stokes direction τ = − arg(uj − ui) for some i ̸= j. For u1, ..., uν in generic position, the
only none zero subdiagonal entry of S[τ ] is the (i, j)-entry. Our second result realizes the Stokes matrices as one-sided
infinite matrix products of the (ν − 1)× (ν − 1) matrices Tk(m) ∈ End(V )⊗ End(Cν−1).

Proposition 1.5. Suppose that none of uk, for all k ̸= i, j, lies on the segmant determined by ui and uj , then the (i, j)-
entry of the Stokes matrix S[τ ] associated to the anti-Stokes direction τ = − arg(uj − ui), as elements in End(V ), is
given by (see Section 3 for the meaning of the infinite matrix product)

(uj − ui)
ℏeii (S[τ ])ij

2πi
(uj − ui)

−ℏejj = lim
p→∞

(uj − ui)
p+1

p!
pℏ(eii−ejj−1)

←−−p∏
m=1

Tj(m)


iĵ

(
− 1

ujI − uĵĵ

ℏEĵj

)
,

(uj − ui)
ℏeii (S[τ ])ij

2πi
(uj − ui)

−ℏejj = lim
p→∞

(uj − ui)
p

p!
(−ℏEîi)

←−−−−1∏
m=−p

Ti(m)


îj

pℏ(eii−ejj+1),

where
←−−−−∏p

m=1Tj(m) := Tj(p) · · ·Tj(2)Tj(1). Here for a matrix A, we denote Aîj as the j-th column of A without the
i-th row; Aiĵ as the i-th row of matrix A without the j-th column.

Since, for each k = 1, . . . , ν, the U(glν)-module V can be seen as a representation of Yℏ(glν−1) via the algebra
homomorphism Ok : Yℏ(glν−1)→ U(glν) in (1.7), the above proposition states that the Stokes matrices can be obtained
as infinite product of the representations of Yangian.

Following [36], the Stokes matrices of the system (1.1) satisfy the Faddeev-Reshetikhin-Takhtajan’s RLL relations of
quantum groups [14]. As a consequence, we deduce that the one-sided infinite matrix products of the n representations
{Tk(λ)}k=1,...,ν of Y (glν−1) on V satisfy some commutative relations. That is

Theorem 1.6. Let us introduce the matrix T with entries

Tij := lim
p→∞

(uj − ui)
p+1

p!
pℏ(eii−ejj−1)

←−−p∏
m=1

Tj(m)


iĵ

(
− 1

ujI − uĵĵ

ℏEĵj

)
, (1.8)

where Tk(m) is defined as in (1.5). Then

1. For distinct indices s1, t1, s2, t2 and disjoint segments [us1 , ut1 ] ∩ [us2 , ut2 ] = ∅, we have

Ts1t1Ts2t2 − Ts2t2Ts1t1 = 0; (1.9)

2. For distinct indices s1, t1, s2, t2 and disjoint segments [us1 , ut1 ] ∩ [us2 , ut2 ] ̸= ∅, arg(ut2 − us2) − arg(ut1 −
us1) ∈ (0, π), we have

Ts1t1Ts2t2 − Ts2t2Ts1t1

q − q−1
=

(ut2 − us1)
ℏ(et2t2

−es1s1+1)(ut1 − us2)
ℏ(et1t1

−es2s2+1)

(ut1 − us1)
ℏ(et1t1

−es1s1
+1)(ut2 − us2)

ℏ(et2t2
−es2s2

+1)
Ts1t2Ts2t1 ; (1.10)
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3. For distinct indices s,m, t, we have(
us−um
ut−us

)ℏ
TsmTmt −

(
ut−um
ut−us

)ℏ
TmtTsm

(q − q−1)/2πi
= −

(
um − us

ut − us

)ℏ(ess−emm)(
ut − um

ut − us

)ℏ(emm−ett)

Tst,

(1.11a)

TmsTmt −
(
um − us

ut − um

)ℏ

TmtTms = 0, (1.11b)

TsmTtm −
(
um − us

ut − um

)ℏ

TsmTtm = 0, (1.11c)

TstTts − TtsTst

(q − q−1)/2πi
=

qess−ett − qett−ess

2πi
. (1.11d)

We require that for arbitrary indices s1, t1, s2, t2 (not necessarily distinct), the arguments satisfy arg(ut2 − us2) −
arg(ut1 − us1) ∈ (−π, π).

The commutative relation of bilateral infinite matrix product, associated to one representation, of Yangians was
studied in the development of the R-matrix formulation of the quantum inverse scattering method, see e.g., Faddeev-
Reshetikhin [13] for the semiclassical limit case. In the formulation, for any fixed k = 1, ..., ν, the Yangian relation (1.6)
can be used to compute the commutative relation of the bilateral infinite matrix product

lim
p→∞

N1(p)

←−p∏
−p

Tk(m)

N2(p)

(with N1(p), N2(p) certain normalizers). Our Theorem 1.6 can be seen as a generalization of this formulation to the
case of multiple (related) Yangian representations: n representations T1, ..., Tn are given, and for different indices k
and j, the commutator between Tk and Tj satisfies a quadratic relation similar to the Yangian relation (1.6). One can
imagine that, these Yangian-like quadractic relations permit calculation of the commutators between the elements of the
one-sided infinite matrix products showing to have forms (1.9)-(1.11d). Besides, given Proposition 1.5, one obtains a new
interpretation of the quantum group relations of the Stokes matrices from this viewpoint. We hope to further develop this
generalized formulation in future.

Let us mention that the system (1.1) can be seen as a Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov (KZ) type equation with an irregular
singularity. The KZ equations with irregular singularities have been introduced from various perspectives. For example,
it was introduced in [30], and was given a representation-theoretic interpretation in [15]. From the perspective of isomon-
odromy deformation, the works [28,29] construct an equation via quantisation of the Hamiltonian systems of [6], and that
equation reduces to KZ equation in the logarithmic case-so it is also an irregular version of KZ equation. These resulting
differential equations can have arbitrary order pole and therefore have Stokes phenomenon. Theorem 1.2 states that the
algebraic structure hidden behind the recursive relations of the formal solutions of KZ equation with a second order pole
is the Yangian. It is then interesting to discover the algebraic structures hidden in the formal solutions of KZ equation
with higher order poles.

1.3 Outlook: Classical Lie Algebra Cases and Twisted Yangians
Let us first discuss the generalization of the above results to other types. Let gν denote the rank ν simple complex Lie
algebra of type B, C, or D, i.e.,

gn = o2ν+1, sp2ν , or o2ν .

For −ν ≤ i, j ≤ ν, let us introduce the generators of U(gν)

Kij = eij − θijeji,

where

θij =

{
1, in the orthogonal case
sgn(i) · sgn(j), in the symplectic case.

(1.12)

Given any finite-dimensional irreducible representation L(λ)gν of gn with a highest weight λ, let us consider the
quantum confluent hypergeometric type equation

dF

dz
= h

(
u+

K

z

)
· F, (1.13)

for F (z) ∈ End(L(λ)gn)⊗ End(Cm) with m = 2ν or 2ν + 1. Here the m×m matrix K = (Kij) has entries valued
in U(gν), and the m×m matrix u is diagonal with entries

u =

{
diag(uν , . . . , u1, 0, u1, . . . , uν), so2n+1

diag(uν , . . . , u1, u1, . . . , uν), so2n or sp2n.
(1.14)

We make the assumption that u is regular, i.e., u1, ..., uν and 0 are distinct. Similar to Theorem 1.2, the equation (1.13)
has a recursively defined formal power series solution. We expect that the algebraic structure hidden behind the recursive
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relation is the corresponding twisted Yangian. We remark that for the symplectic Lie algebra case, the Stokes matrices of
the equation (1.13) (with u having distinct eigenvalues) are proved in [35] to be the K-matrix for the quantum symmetric
pair of type C. Therefore, it is interesting to study further the relation between the analytic theory of (1.13) and the theory
of various quantum algebras.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the basic concepts, including the Stokes
matrices, in the study of confluent hypergeometric systems. In Section 3, we present the classical theory of difference
equations, where the Stokes matrices are realized as canonical analytical solutions of some difference equations and are
thus interpreted as infinite product of matrices. In Section 4, we discuss the algebroid structures underlying the Stokes
matrices. The results of this section can help us obtain the commutation relations between the entries of the Stokes
matrices given by infinite product of matrices. In Section 5, we establish the connection between the Stokes matrices of
system (1.1) and Yangians. The connections between various lemmas and proposition used, and theorems proved in the
paper can be summarized in the following diagram.

Lem. 2.22 Prop. 2.9 Lem. 2.16 Lem. 2.15

Prop. 2.4 Cor. 2.24 Cor. 2.23 Prop. 2.20 Cor. 2.21

Prop. 2.7 Thm. 3.4 Prop. 2.10 Thm. 4.4 Thm. 4.5

Thm. 1.2 Prop. 1.5 Prop. 3.1 Prop. 4.9 Lem. 4.8

Thm. 1.6

2 Monodromy Data of the Confluent Hypergeometric System
The n-th confluent hypergeometric system is a n× n system of the following form

d

dz
F (z) =

(
u+Az−1) · F (z), (2.1)

where the solution F (z) is an n× n matrix-valued analytic function. System (2.1) has only two singularities, which are
also the only singularities of its solution. The irregular singularity is z =∞, and the regular singularity is z = 0.

In this section, we always impose the following conditions and notations:

• u = diag(u1In1 , . . . , uνInν ), where u1, . . . , uν are distinct, with multiplicity n1, . . . , νν ;

• the residue matrix is divided into (n1, . . . , νν)-blocks, denoted by A = (Aij)ν×ν the blocked matrix.

Note that the system (1.1) associated to a representation V becomes a special case of the System (2.1) with rank
n = mν. Actually, assume m = dim(V ), then the system (1.1) associated to V is an mν × mν system, where
u = diag(u1Im, . . . , uνIm), with distinct u1, . . . , uν and multiplicity m, . . . ,m, and the residue A = −ℏEV =
−(ℏeVij)ν×ν is divided into (m, . . . ,m)-blocks.

2.1 Notations and Basic Properties
To explicitly express the (formal) power series solution of system (2.1) under the above assumptions, we need to introduce
the following notations and results. They can be found in monographs related to analytic ODEs, such as [2], or verified
directly.

Notation 2.1. Denote C̃ = {reiθ : r > 0, θ ∈ R} as the universal covering space of C \ {0}. For a matrix X and an
invertible matrix D, denote Ad(D)X := DXD−1. Denote the operator Ar and Bl as

Ar ·X := XA, X ·Bl := BX. (2.2)

For a matrix-valued function F (z) =
∑∞

p=0 Fpz
p, denote

F (Ar) ·X :=

∞∑
p=0

FpXAp, X · F (Bl) :=

∞∑
p=0

BpXFp. (2.3)

For ν × ν (block) matrix A = (Aij)ν×ν ,

• denote A∗j as the j-th column of A;

• denote Aîj as the j-th column of A but delete the i-th row;

• denote Aîĵ as the matrix A with the i-th row and j-th column;

• denote Aî∗ as the matrix A with the i-th row,
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and similarly define Ai∗, Aiĵ , A∗ĵ . For example, we have

A =

(
A11 A11̂

A1̂1 A1̂1̂

)
=

(
Aν̂ν̂ Aν̂ν

Aνν̂ Aνν

)
.

Denote the projection operator δu on ν × ν block matrix A as

δuA := diag(A11, . . . , Aνν). (2.4)

Definition 2.2. Let Eigen(A) denote the set of eigenvalues of matrix A. If

(Eigen(A)− Eigen(A)) ∩ Z = {0},

i.e. the difference between two eigenvalues of A does not take non-zero integers, we call A non-resonant. Otherwise, A
is called resonant.

Definition 2.3. Define the k-th recursive matrix Lk(z) of system (2.1) for k = 0, 1, . . . , ν, as a (ν−1)× (ν−1)-block
matrix with indices (1, · · · , k − 1, k + 1, · · · , ν),

Lk(z) =

{
1

ukI−u
k̂k̂

(
(zI +Ak̂k̂)−Ak̂k

1
zI+Akk

Akk̂

)
; k = 1, . . . , ν

−u−1(zI +A) ; k = 0
. (2.5)

The following proposition is then given by a direct computation.

Proposition 2.4 (Formal solutions at irregular singularity). If A11, . . . , Aνν are all non-resonant, then system (2.1) has
a unique formal series solution of the following form

F [∞](z) = H [∞](z) · zδuAeuz, (2.6)

where

H [∞](z) = I +

∞∑
p=1

H [∞]
p z−p,

is a formal power series of n× n matrices. The solution F [∞](z) is called the canonical formal fundamental solution
at z =∞. For k = 1, . . . , ν, we have

(H [∞]
p )k̂k =

←−−p−1∏
m=1

Lk(m−Ar
kk)

 · ( 1

ukI − uk̂k̂

Ak̂k

)
, (2.7a)

(H [∞]
p )kk = − 1

p−Ar
kk +Akk

Akk̂

←−−p−1∏
m=1

Lk(m−Ar
kk)

 · ( 1

ukI − uk̂k̂

Ak̂k

)
, (2.7b)

and we called δuA the formal monodromy matrix of F [∞](z), where Lk(z) is defined in (2.5), Lk(m−Ar
kk) is defined

in (2.3).

Definition 2.5. Define the anti-Stokes lines of system (2.1) as the rays for which the arguments take the following values

aS(u) :=
⋃

1⩽i,j⩽ν

i ̸=j

(− arg(ui − uj) + 2πZ) ⊆ R, (2.8)

The elements of (2.8) are denoted as (τi)i∈Z and are arranged as · · · < τi < τi+1 < · · · , and are called the anti-Stokes
arguments.

It is direct to see that the anti-Stokes arguments (τi)i∈Z are periodic. That is, there exists an l such that for any index i,
we have τi+l = τi + π.

Proposition 2.6 (Analytic solutions at irregular singularity, [2]). For d ∈ (τi, τi+1), there exists a unique analytic
function Hd(z) on C̃, which is asymptotic to H [∞](z) on the sector

Sectd :=
{
z ∈ C̃ : arg z ∈

(
τi −

π

2
, τi+1 +

π

2

)}
, (2.9)

such that the analytic function

Fd(z) := Hd(z) · zδuAeuz, (2.10)

is a solution of system (2.1). We call Fd(z) the canonical (analytic) fundamental solution at z =∞.

The first part of the following proposition is well known from the general theory of linear differential equation (see
e.g., [2, Chapter 2]) and the second part is given by a direct computation.
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Proposition 2.7 (Solutions at regular singularity). If A is non-resonant, then system (2.1) has a unique formal series
solution of the following form

F [0](z) = H [0](z) · zA =

(
I +

∞∑
p=1

H [0]
p zp

)
· zA, (2.11)

The series (2.11) is a convergent series with an infinite radius of convergence, called the canonical fundamental solution
at z = 0. If we introduce

H [k](z) = I +

∞∑
p=1

H [k]
p zp := H [0](z)e−ukz, k = 0, 1, . . . , ν, (2.12)

then we have for k = 1, . . . , ν,

(H [k]
p )k̂∗ =

←−−−−1∏
m=−p

Lk(m−Ar)

−1

· Ik̂∗, (2.13a)

(H [k]
p )k∗ = − 1

−p−Ar +Akk
Akk̂

←−−−−1∏
m=−p

Lk(m−Ar)

−1

· Ik̂∗; (2.13b)

for k = 0, we conveniently assume that uk = 0, and we have

H [0]
p =

←−−−−1∏
m=−p

L0(m−Ar)

−1

· I, (2.13c)

where L0(z) is defined in (2.5).

For convenience, we shall always set

H
[k]
0 = I, k = 0, 1, . . . , ν,∞. (2.14)

Definition 2.8. (Monodromy data) Suppose that A11, . . . , Aνν are all non-resonant, d ∈ R \ aS(u) do not take the
anti-Stokes arguments of system (2.1), τ ∈ aS(u) take the anti-Stokes arguments.

• Denote the following ν × ν block constant matrices

S[τ ](u,A) := Fτ+ε(z)
−1Fτ−ε(z), τ ∈ aS(u), ε > 0 sufficiently small, (2.15a)

S±
d (u,A) := Fd±π(z)

−1Fd(z), d /∈ aS(u), (2.15b)

Sd(u,A) := S+
d (u,A)− S−

d (u,A). (2.15c)

We call S[τ ] the Stokes matrix with respect to the anti-Stokes direction τ , and Sd the (normalized) Stokes matrix
(in direction d);

• We additionally assume that A is non-resonant. Denote the following ν × ν block constant matrices

Cd(u,A) := Fd(z)
−1F [0](z), (2.16)

e2πiMd(u,A) := Fd(z)
−1Fd(ze

2πi), (2.17)

where Md is the unique matrix that satisfies (2.17) and Eigen(Md) = Eigen(A). We call Cd the central connec-
tion matrix (in direction d), Md the monodromy matrix (in direction d), and e2πiMd the monodromy factor (in
direction d).

When there is no ambiguity, we will omit u,A for S[τ ](u,A), S±
d (u,A), Cd(u,A),Md(u,A).

The Stokes matrices of the system at the irregular singularity fully reflects the Stokes phenomenon of its canonical
fundamental solutions. This paper will frequently use the following properties of these monodromy data, which can be
directly verified from the definition.

Proposition 2.9. Suppose that A11, . . . , Aνν are all non-resonant, d ∈ R does not coincide with the anti-Stokes argu-
ments of system (2.1), then we have

e2πiMd = (S−
d )−1 · e2πiδuA · S+

d , (2.18a)

S±
d+2kπ = e−2kπiδuA · S±

d · e
2kπiδuA, k ∈ Z, (2.18b)

S±
d∓π = (S∓

d )−1, (2.18c)

S±
d (cu+ c0I,Ad(D)A+ c1I) = Ad(DcδuA)S±

d+arg c(u,A), c ̸= 0, δuD = D, (2.18d)

S±
d (−u⊤,−A⊤) = S±

d (u,A)−⊤. (2.18e)
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If we additionally assume that A is non-resonant, then

Md = Cd ·A · C−1
d , (2.19a)

Cd+2kπ = e−2kπiδuA · Cd · e2kπiA, k ∈ Z, (2.19b)

Cd±π = S±
d · Cd, (2.19c)

Cd(cu+ c0I,Ad(D)A+ c1I) = DcδuA · Cd+arg c(u,A) · c−AD−1, c ̸= 0, δuD = D, (2.19d)

Cd(−u⊤,−A⊤) = Cd(u,A)−⊤. (2.19e)

Proposition 2.10 (see e.g., [2]). For j ̸= k and anti-Stokes arguments (τi)i∈Z,

• the diagonal blocks of S[τi] are identity matrices;

• if − arg(uk − uj) /∈ τi + 2πZ, then (S[τi])jk = 0;

• if − arg(uk − uj) ∈ τi + 2πZ, then (S[τi])jk = (Sτi±ε)jk, where ε > 0 sufficiently small;

• take l ∈ Z such that τi+l = τi + π. If d ∈ (τi, τi+1), then

S+
d = S[τi+l] · · ·S[τi+2]S[τi+1], S−

d = S−1
[τi−l+1]

· · ·S−1
[τi−1]

S−1
[τi]

. (2.20)

Proposition 2.11 (see e.g., [2]). Suppose that d ∈ R does not take the anti-Stokes arguments of system (2.1), and

Im(u1e
id) > Im(u2e

id) > · · · > Im(uνe
id), (2.21)

• then the Stokes matrices S+
d , S−

d are block upper triangular matrix and lower triangular matrix respectively, with
the identity matrix as the diagonal block;

• we have

(Sd)i,i+1 = (S[τ+])i,i+1, τ+ = − arg(ui+1 − ui) ∈ (d, d+ π), (2.22a)

(Sd)i+1,i = (S[τ−])i+1,i, τ− = − arg(ui − ui+1) ∈ (d− π, d). (2.22b)

Proposition 2.10 and Proposition 2.11 each provide the basic structure and fundamental relations of S[t] and Sd,
respectively. For example, in the generic case, each S±

d has n(n−1)
2

nonzero entries. Therefore, the Stokes matrix Sd

defined by (2.15c) generally has n2 − n nonzero entries other than diagonal entries, and it can directly recover S±
d . In

Section 4, we will introduce how to recover all the Stokes matrices S[t] from Sd for a given d. If condition (2.21) is not
satisfied for a direction d ∈ aS(u), then there exists a unique permutation of matrix indices such that (2.21) is valid and
the corresponding Stokes matrices S+

d , S−
d are (blocked) upper and lower triangular matrices.

2.2 Borel-Laplace Transform
The definitions of the Borel transform and the Laplace transform used in this paper will be slightly different from the
ones commonly used. Under our definitions, the Borel transform and the Laplace transform of the solution to the system
(2.1) both satisfy the same new system (2.29).

Definition 2.12. Define the formal Borel transform B at z =∞ and the formal Laplace transform L at z = 0 by

B

(
∞∑
p=0

apz
−p−seu0z

)
:=

∞∑
p=0

ap
(u0 − ξ)p+s

(p+ s)!
, u0 ∈ C, (2.23)

L

(
∞∑
p=0

apz
p−seu0z

)
:=

∞∑
p=0

ap(ξ − u0)
−p+s(p− s− 1)!, u0 ∈ C. (2.24)

For the analytic function f(z) on the logarithmic Riemann surface around z =∞, define the analytic Borel transform
Bd with respect to direction d by

(Bdf)(ξ) :=
1

2πi

∫ ∞e
i(d+π+ε

2
)

Ne
i(d+π+ε

2
)

+

∫
γ

+

∫ Ne
i(d−π+ε

2
)

∞e
i(d−π+ε

2
)

 f(z)e−ξz dz

z
, (2.25)

where N > 0 is sufficiently large, ε > 0 is sufficiently small. The integration path is taken as follows

d

d¡ �+ "

2
d+

�+ "

2
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For the analytic function f(z) on the logarithmic Riemann surface around z = 0, define the analytic Laplace transform
Ld with respect to direction d by

(Ldf)(ξ) :=

∫ ∞eid

0

f(z)e−ξz dz

z
. (2.26)

It can be seen that for an appropriate complex number ξ, both (2.25) and (2.26) are meaningful without the need
to impose any argument requirements on u0 − ξ or ξ − u0. However, to make the formal transformation (2.23) and
(2.24) valid, ξ cannot be just some complex numbers, we must specify the arguments of u0 − ξ and ξ − u0, respectively.
Therefore, in order to establish the connection between the formal Borel/Laplace transform and the analytic Borel/Laplace
transform, it is necessary to clarify the argument conditions as follows.

Lemma 2.13. Suppose that f̃(z) =
∑∞

p=0 apz
−p−seu0z is a formal series at z =∞ such that (Bf̃)(ξ) is a convergent

series at ξ = u0, and an analytic function f(z)e−u0z is asymptotic to f̃(z)e−u0z on the sectorial region {z ∈ C̃ : |z| >
N, arg z ∈

(
τi − π

2
, τi+1 +

π
2

)
}. If d ∈ (τi, τi+1), then

• (Bdf)(ξ) is a convergent integral for arg(u0− ξ) ∈ (−d− ε
2
,−d+ ε

2
) with sufficiently small ε, and is compatible

with each other when d varies;

• by assigning the argument arg(u0 − ξ) ∈ (−τi+1,−τi) in series (Bf̃)(ξ) for sufficiently small u0 − ξ, we have

(Bf̃)(ξ) = (Bdf)(ξ). (2.27)

Lemma 2.14. Suppose that f(z) =
∑∞

p=0 apz
p−seu0z is a (formal) series at z = 0 such that (Lf)(ξ) is a convergent

series at ξ =∞, and Re s < 1. Then

• (Ldf)(ξ) is a convergent integral for arg ξ ∈ (−d− ε
2
,−d+ ε

2
) with sufficiently large ξ, sufficiently small ε, and

is compatible with each other when d varies;

• by assigning the argument arg(ξ − u0) ∈ (−d− ε
2
,−d+ ε

2
) in series (Lf)(ξ) with sufficiently large ξ, we have

(Lf)(ξ) = (Ldf)(ξ). (2.28)

One checks that the formal/analytic solutions F (z) of the confluent hypergeometric system (2.1), after the for-
mal/analytic Borel/Laplace transform, will be transformed into the formal/analytic solutions Y (ξ) of the system

(u− ξI)
d

dξ
Y (ξ) = A · Y (ξ). (2.29)

Therefore, the analytic solution Y (ξ) is defined on the universal covering space of C \ {u1, . . . , uν}, denoted as C̃(u).
We will parameterize the elements in C̃(u) in two equivalent ways. One is by considering the arguments arg(uk − ξ).
The space C̃(u) with such parametrization is denoted by C̃B(u); the other is by considering the arguments arg(ξ − uk).
The same space C̃(u) with the latter parametrization is denoted by C̃L(u). Furthermore, we will consider the following
principal branch

Cd(u) := C \
ν⋃

k=1

{ξ ∈ C : arg(ξ − uk) = −d}, (2.30)

and the parameterizations defined on this set (here we use the upper indices to stress the different parameterization on the
same space)

CB
d (u) := {ξ ∈ C̃B(u) : arg(uk − ξ) ∈ (−d− π,−d+ π), for all k = 1, . . . , ν}, (2.31a)

C±
d (u) := {ξ ∈ C̃L(u) : arg(ξ − uk) ∈ (−(d± π)− π,−(d± π) + π), for all k = 1, . . . , ν}. (2.31b)

By applying Lemma 2.13 and 2.14, we obtain the following result:

• If we parameterize Cd(u) by CB
d (u), i.e., we assign the argument arg(uk − ξ) ∈ (−d− ε

2
,−d+ ε

2
), then

(BdFd)(ξ)∗k =

∞∑
p=0

(H [∞]
p )∗k

(uk − ξ)pI−Akk

(pI −Akk)!
, (2.32a)

(BdFd)(ξ) =

∞∑
p=0

H [∞]
p

(u− ξ)pI−δuA

(pI − δuA)!
. (2.32b)

Lemma 2.13 ensures that the left side of (2.32a) is a convergent definite integral, and the right side of (2.32a) is
a convergent power series at ξ = uk, which clarifies the meaning of (2.32a). We interpret (2.32b) as the analytic
continuation of (2.32a);

• If we parameterize Cd±π(u) by C∓
d±π(u), i.e., we assign the argument arg(ξ − uk) ∈ (−d− π

2
,−d+ π

2
), then

(LdF
[0])(ξ) =

∞∑
p=0

H [k]
p ((p− 1)I +A)!(ξ − uk)

−(pI+A), k = 0, 1, . . . , ν, ReEigen(A) > 0, (2.33)

where ξ needs to be sufficiently large, and we conveniently assume that u0 = 0.

It is directly to see that condition ReEigen(A) > 0 is not essential, as it can always be achieved by replacing the residue
matrix A with A+ cI instead.
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2.3 Darboux’s Method and Path Class with Arguments
The Darboux’s method in this subsection refers to [1]. It was referred to the associate function method in [2, Chap-
ter 9]. In this subsection, for canonical fundamental solution Fd, F

[0], we will focus on the asymptotic behavior of
(BdFd)(ξ), (LdF

[0])(ξ) at the singularities ξ = u1, . . . , uν after analytic continuation. On the one hand, Proposition
2.20 states that these asymptotics can be used to give the monodromy data of the system (2.1). On the other hand, ac-
cording to Darboux’s method (Lemma 2.22), the same asymptotics can be expressed by the coefficients H [k]

p . Therefore,
we will ultimately be able to directly derive those monodromy data through the recursive matrix Lk applying (2.7a) and
(2.13a). First, it follows from Definition 2.12 that

Lemma 2.15. (L
d±π+ε

2
Fd±π)(ξ)∗t is analytic on C \ {ξ ∈ C : arg(ξ − ut) = −d}.

Second, we have

Lemma 2.16. There exists a function hol(us − ξ) holomorphic at ξ = us such that on CB
d (u)

(BdFd)(ξ)st = (I +O(us − ξ))(us − ξ)−Ass(Ass − I)! ·
eπiAss(S+

d )st − e−πiAss(S−
d )st

2πi

+ hol(us − ξ), ξ → us. (2.34)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that

ReEigen(A) > 0, Eigen(δuA) ∩ Z = ∅. (2.35)

Condition ReEigen(A) > 0 ensures that

BdFd =
1

2πi

(
L

d+π+ε
2
−L

d−π+ε
2

)
Fd =

1

2πi
L

d±π+ε
2

Fd · ±(I − e∓2πiMd).

Combining (2.19a) in Proposition 2.9, we have

BdFd =
1

2πi
L

d±π+ε
2

Fd±π · e∓πiδuA(eπiδuAS+
d − e−πiδuAS−

d ). (2.36)

From Lemma 2.15 and (2.32a), on CB
d (u) we have

(BdFd)st =
1

2πi
(L

d±π+ε
2

Fd±π)ss · e∓πiAss(eπiAss(S+
d )st − e−πiAss(S−

d )st) + hol(us − ξ), (2.37a)

(BdFd)ss =
1

2πi
(L

d±π+ε
2

Fd±π)ss · e∓πiAss(eπiAss − e−πiAss) + hol(us − ξ)

= (I +O(us − ξ))
(us − ξ)−Ass

(−Ass)!
, ξ → us, (2.37b)

Condition Eigen(δuA) ∩ Z = ∅ ensures that we can substitute (2.37b) into (2.37a) , and deduce that

(BdFd)(ξ)st = (I +O(us − ξ))
(us − ξ)−Ass

(−Ass)!
· 1

eπiAss − e−πiAss

(
eπiAss(S+

d )st − e−πiAss(S−
d )st

)
+ hol(us − ξ), (2.38)

thus we finish the proof. □

Corollary 2.17. If Y (ξ) is a solution of system (2.29), then

1. there exists a unique ns × n-matrix Cs∗ and an analytic function hol(ξ − us) at ξ = us such that

Y (ξ)s∗ = (I +O(ξ − us))(ξ − us)
−Ass · Cs∗ + hol(ξ − us), ξ → us; (2.39)

2. there exists a unique n× n-matrix C such that

Y (ξ) = (I +O(−ξ))(−ξ)−A · C, ξ →∞. (2.40)

Proof. The uniqueness is direct; we will only show the existence. Since there exists a constant matrix C such that
Y (ξ) = (BdFd)(ξ) · C, by Lemma 2.16, we can prove (2.39). Similarly, from (2.33), we can obtain (2.40). □

Definition 2.18. For u1, . . . , uν ∈ C, u∞ :=∞ and s, t ∈ {1, . . . , ν,∞}, take γst as a path in C \ {u1, . . . , uν} from
us to ut with the following real arguments

θs =

 lim
ξ∈γst,ξ→us

arg(ξ − us), s ̸=∞

lim
ξ∈γst,ξ→us

arg(c− ξ), ∀c ∈ C, s =∞ , (2.41a)

θt =

 lim
ξ∈γst,ξ→ut

arg(ut − ξ), t ̸=∞

lim
ξ∈γst,ξ→ut

arg(ξ − c), ∀c ∈ C, t =∞ . (2.41b)

We call the equivalence classes of paths with real arguments γst = [γst, θs, θt] under fixed-endpoint homotopy as the
path class with arguments. For distinction, we always use boldface γst to represent the path class with arguments and
regular typeface γst to represent its representative element.
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Corollary 2.17 and the non-resonant condition on A and the diagonal block Ass ensure that the following definition
is well-defined.

Definition 2.19. Denote n∞ := n1 + · · · + nν . If we continue in the reverse direction along γst, then we will take
Su,A(γst, θs, θt) as an ns × nt-matrix defined by

∞∑
p=0

(H [∞]
p )st

(ut − ξ)pI−Att

(pI −Att)!
= (I +O(ξ − us))(ξ − us)

−Ass(Ass − I)! · Su,A(γst, θs, θt)

2πi

+ hol(ξ − us), s ̸=∞, t ̸=∞, (2.42a)
∞∑
p=0

(H [∞]
p )∗t

(ut − ξ)pI−Att

(pI −Att)!
= (I +O(−ξ))(−ξ)−A(A− I)! · Su,A(γ∞t, θ∞, θt)

2πi
,

s =∞, t ̸=∞, (2.42b)
∞∑
p=0

(H [s]
p )s∗

((p− 1)I +A)!(ξ − us)
−(pI+A)

(A− I)!(−A)!
= (I +O(ξ − us))(ξ − us)

−Ass(Ass − I)! · Su,A(γs∞, θs, θ∞)

2πi

+ hol(ξ − us), s ̸=∞, t =∞, (2.42c)
∞∑
p=0

H [0]
p

((p− 1)I +A)!ξ−(pI+A)

(A− I)!(−A)!
= (I +O(−ξ))(−ξ)−A(A− I)! · Su,A(γ∞∞, θ

(s)
∞ , θ

(t)
∞ )

2πi
,

s =∞, t =∞. (2.42d)

Proposition 2.20. For distinct s, t ∈ {1, . . . , ν}, denote the path class with arguments γ(d)
st as a path in Cd(u) from us

to ut with arguments

θs ∈
{

(−d− 2π,−d), Im(use
id) > Im(ute

id)

(−d,−d+ 2π), Im(use
id) < Im(ute

id)
, θt ∈ (−d− π,−d+ π), (2.43)

and denote the path class with arguments γ(d)
s∞ := ([us,∞e−id),−d,−d), γ(d)

∞t := ((∞e−id, ut],−d,−d) as a ray (see
Figure 1) , then we have

Su,A(γ
(d)
st ) = (Sd)st, Su,A(γ

(d)
s∞) = (Cd)s∗ · (eπiA − e−πiA), Su,A(γ

(d)
∞t) = (eπiA − e−πiA) · (C−1

d )∗t. (2.44)

Denote the path class with arguments (el
s) er

s as a simple loop starting from us in a (counter-) clockwise direction with
arguments θs = θt (see Figure 1), then we have

Su,A(e
l
s) = e2πiAss − I, Su,A(e

r
s) = I − e−2πiAss , A∞∞ := A. (2.45)

u2


11
(d) 
21

(d) 
31
(d)


11
(d) 
12

(d) 
13
(d)


12
(d) 
23

(d)


13
(d)

¡d=
�

2

u1 u3

e3
le1

r

e1
le1

r

Figure 1: Examples of γ(d)
st defined in Proposition 2.20 for ν = 3

Proof. From (2.32a), (2.33), we reduce the series in (2.42a), (2.42c) to (BdFd)(ξ), (LdF
[0])(ξ) 1

(A−I)!(−A)!
. Thus,

(2.45) follows from the definition; Su,A(γ
(d)
st ) = (Sd)st is a direct corollary of Lemma 2.16. Here, ξ originates from the

terminal point ut, and is continued in the reverse direction along γ
(d)
st to obtain the left-hand side of (2.34).

We can rewrite (2.37b) as

(L
d±π+ε

2
Fd±π)ss = (I +O(ξ − us))(ξ − us)

−Ass(Ass − I)! + hol(ξ − us), (2.46)

where arg(ξ − us) ∈ (−(d± π)− π,−(d± π) + π). Thus we have

(L
d±π+ε

2
F [0])s∗ = (I +O(ξ − us))(ξ − us)

−Ass(Ass − I)! · (Cd±π)s∗ + hol(ξ − us). (2.47)

Here, ξ originates from the terminal point∞, and is continued in the reverse direction along γ
(d±π)
s∞ to obtain the left-hand

side of (2.47). Thus, we have completed the proof of (2.44). □
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Corollary 2.21. For ξ →∞, we have the following connection formula

(LdF
[0])(ξ)

1

(A− I)!(−A)!
= (BdFd)(ξ) · Cd

(
uk − ξ

ξ − uk

)A

, arg(uk − ξ) ∈ (−d− π,−d+ π). (2.48)

The monodromy factor of BdFd on CB
d (u) at ξ = us (see Definition 2.8) is

U
[m]
d =

{
(I − Ess(S

±
d − e∓2πiδuAS∓

d ))±1, s ̸=∞
e−2πiMd , s =∞ . (2.49)

If we consider a path class with arguments γ that can be homotopic to a segment or ray, then Su,A(γ) can be directly
related to the coefficients (H [∞]

p )p∈N or (H [k]
p )p∈N of the corresponding canonical fundamental solutions F [∞] or F [k],

respectively.
Lemma 2.22 (Darboux’s method). [1] Let (cp)p∈N be a sequence of complex numbers, α ⩾ 1 be a real number, and
β,C ∈ C.

• If the following limit exists

lim
p→∞

p−α+1(vt − vs)
p−β · cp = C · (vt − vs)

−α, (2.50)

then the convergent power series f(ξ) =
∑∞

p=0 cp(vt − ξ)p−β can be analytically continued along the segment
[vs, vt] in the reverse direction, such that

f(ξ) = C · (ξ − vs)
−α(α− 1)! + o((ξ − vs)

−α), ξ → vs, ξ ∈ [vs, vt]. (2.51)

Here we fixed the arguments θs = θt = arg(vt − vs), making [vs, vt] a path class with arguments.
• If the following limit exists

lim
p→∞

p−α+1(vs − vt)
−p−β · cp = C · (vs − vt)

−α, (2.52)

then the convergent power series f(ξ) =
∑∞

p=0 cp(ξ − vt)
−p−β can be analytically continued along the ray

[vs,∞ei arg(vs−vt)) in the reverse direction, such that

f(ξ) = C · (ξ − vs)
−α(α− 1)! + o((ξ − vs)

−α), ξ → vs, ξ ∈ [vs,∞ei arg(vs−vt)). (2.53)

vt vs �

Here we fixed the arguments θs = θ∞ = arg(vs − vt), making [vs,∞ei arg(vs−vt)) a path class with arguments.

Corollary 2.23. Suppose that none of the elements u1, . . . , uν lie inside the segment [us, ut], then we have

Su,A([us, ut],−τ,−τ) = (S[τ ])st. (2.54)

Proof. Since [us, ut] ≃ γ
(τ±ε)
st , from (2.44) in Proposition 2.20 we have S([us, ut],−τ,−τ) = (Sτ±ε)st. Using

Proposition 2.10, we concluded the proof. □

Corollary 2.24. Suppose that A, δuA are diagonalizable, and fix the argument arg(ut − us) = −τ . If the following
limit exists, and none of u1, . . . , uν lie inside the segment [us, ut] or the ray [ut,∞e−iτ ), then we have

lim
p→∞

(ut − us)
Assp−Ass · (ut − us)

p

(p− 1)!
(H [∞]

p )st · pAtt(ut − us)
−Att =

(S[τ ])st

2πi
, (2.55a)

lim
p→∞

(ut − us)
Attp−Att · (H [s]

p )t∗
p!

(ut − us)p
· pA(ut − us)

−A = (Cτ±ε)t∗. (2.55b)

Proof. Assume that Ass, Att and A have diagonalization

PsAssP
−1
s = Ds = diag(λ

(s)
1 , . . . , λ(s)

ns
),

PtAttP
−1
t = Dt = diag(λ

(t)
1 , . . . , λ(t)

ns
),

PAP−1 = D = diag(λ1, . . . , λn).

Choose c(s)i , c
(t)
j ∈ C such that λ(s)

i + c
(s)
i , λ

(t)
j + c

(t)
j ⩾ 1. By applying Corollary 2.23 and replacing the residue matrix

A with A+ c
(s)
i I, A+ c

(t)
j I respectively, from (2.18d) and (2.19d) in Proposition 2.9 we can rewrite (2.42a) and (2.42c)

as
∞∑
p=0

(Ps(H
[∞]
p )stP

−1
t )ij ·

(ut − ξ)p−(λ
(t)
j +c

(s)
i )

(p− (λ
(t)
j + c

(s)
i ))!

= (ξ − us)
−(λ

(s)
i +c

(s)
i )((λ

(s)
i + c

(s)
i )− 1)! ·

(Ps(S[τ ])stP
−1
t )ij

2πi
+O((ξ − us)

1−(λ
(s)
i +c

(s)
i )), (2.56a)

∞∑
p=0

(Pt(H
[s]
p )t∗P

−1)jl · (p− 1 + (λl + c
(t)
j ))!(ξ − us)

−(p+(λl+c
(t)
j ))

= (ξ − ut)
−(λ

(t)
j +c

(t)
j )((λ

(t)
j + c

(t)
j )− 1)! · (Pt(Cτ±ε)t∗P

−1)jl +O((ξ − ut)
1−(λ

(t)
j +c

(t)
j )), (2.56b)
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with γst = [us, ut], γt∞ = [ut,∞e−iτ ).
Let us only assume the existence of the limits in (2.55a), (2.55b). By applying Lemma 2.22 to (2.56a), (2.56b), we

can deduce that (2.55a), (2.55b) holds entrywise, thus completing the proof. □

We will provide the conditions for the existence of the limit in Corollary 2.24 in Section 3.

3 The Associated Difference Systems
In this section, we discuss the analytic property of the infinite matrix products in Corollary 2.24. We provide some explicit
convergence conditions of the infinite matrix products, and interpret them as solutions of the closely related µ×µ-blocked
difference equations for k = 1, ..., ν

Ψ(z + 1) = Lk(z)Ψ(z). (3.1)

3.1 Infinite Matrix Product as Solutions of Difference Systems
Let us first recall a bit more general case. Consider the µ× µ-blocked difference system

Ψ(z + 1) = vB̃(z)Ψ(z), (3.2)

where v is a diagonal matrix, and the coefficient matrix B̃(z) has a convergent expansion of the following form at z =∞,

B̃(z) = z

(
I +

B

z
+

∞∑
p=2

Bp

zp

)
, |z| > R. (3.3)

Let us further impose the following conditions:

• B̃(z) is a rational function with poles Λ = {λ1, . . . , λm} other than∞;

• v = diag(v1In1 , . . . , vµInµ) is invertible, where v1, . . . , vµ are distinct, with multiplicity n1, . . . , νµ;

• Coefficients B, (Bp)p⩾2 of the system (3.3) is divided into (n1, . . . , νµ)-blocks, and we denote B = (Bij)µ×µ as
a µ× µ-block matrix.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that

εB
2

:= max{∥B11∥, . . . , ∥Bµµ∥} <
1

4
. (3.4)

For z /∈ Z<0 + Λ, if |vs| < ε|vk| for every k ̸= s, and for some sufficiently small ε(z, B̃) > 0, then the following limit
exists

lim
p→∞

p−zI−Bss v
−p
s

p!

←−−p∏
m=1

vB̃(m+ z)


s∗

. (3.5)

For z /∈ Z>0 + Λ, if |vs| < ε|vk| for every k ̸= s, and sufficiently small ε(z, B̃) > 0, then the following limit exists

lim
p→∞

←−−−−1∏
m=−p

vB̃(m+ z)


∗s

(−vs)−p

p!
pzI+Bss . (3.6)

Proof. Denote Pst as the set of index sequences (pi)i∈N ∈ {1, . . . , µ}N, where

lim
i→∞

pi = s, p0 = t. (3.7)

For p ∈ Pst and m ∈ Z+, denote

βp
m(z) :=

(
m∏

k=1

(
I +

Bpmpm

k + z

)−1
)(

δpmpm−1 +
Bpmpm−1

m+ z
+

∞∑
p=2

(Bp)pmpm−1

(m+ z)p

)
m−1∏
k=1

(
I +

Bpm−1pm−1

k + z

)
,

βp(z) :=

←−−∞∏
m=1

βp
m(z).

Note that for any m ∈ N+ there exist constants C0, C1 independent of p such that∥∥∥∥∥
m∏

k=1

(
I +

Bpmpm

k + z

)−1
∥∥∥∥∥ ⩽ C0(z,B) ·m∥Bpmpm∥, (3.8)∥∥∥∥∥

m−1∏
k=1

(
I +

Bpm−1pm−1

k + z

)∥∥∥∥∥ ⩽ C0(z,B) ·m∥Bpm−1pm−1
∥, (3.9)
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thus we have

∥βp
m(z)∥ ⩽

{
C1(z,B̃)

m1−εB
, pm ̸= pm−1

1 + C1(z,B̃)

m2−εB
, pm = pm−1

, (3.10)

and βp(z) converges. To prove that the limit (3.5) exists, we only need to show that the series

∑
p∈Pst

εw(p)βp(z) =

∞∑
n=0

εn
∑

p∈Pst,w(p)=n

βp(z) (3.11)

is absolutely convergent, where w(p) := #{i ∈ N+ : pi ̸= s}. Since

∑
p∈Pst,w(p)=n

∥βp(z)∥ ⩽ 2n−1(µ− 1)n ·

(
∞∑

m=1

1

m2−2εB

)2n

C1(z, B̃)2nC2(z, B̃), (3.12)

the existence of the limit (3.5) is thus proved. The existence of the limit (3.6) is similar. □

If the number of distinct diagonal elements of v is µ = 1, then the control condition for vs in Proposition 3.1 will
automatically hold.

It is direct to verify that the limits (3.5) and (3.6) provide the canonical analytic solutions L +(z; v1, . . . , vµ),
L −(z; v1, . . . , vµ) to the difference equation (3.2).

Definition 3.2. For a fixed invertible v = diag(v1In1 , . . . , vµInµ), we introduce the canonical analytic solutions of
(3.2), when the following limits exists

L +(1 + z)−1 := v−(1+z)

 lim
p→∞

p−zI−δvB v−p

p!

←−−p∏
m=1

vB̃(m+ z)

 , z /∈ Z<0 + Λ, (3.13)

L −(z) :=

 lim
p→∞

←−−−−1∏
m=−p

vB̃(m+ z)

 (−v)−p

p!
pzI+δvB

 (−v)z, z /∈ Z>0 + Λ. (3.14)

When the convergence conditions are invalid, the corresponding analytic functions obtained through analytic continuation
are also denoted as L +(1 + z)−1, L −(z).

Remark 3.3. The canonical solutions given in Definition 3.2 are the same as those discussed by Birkhoff [3], although
the forms of the definitions differ slightly. Therefore, according to [3], the only singularities of L +(z)−1 and L −(z)
are precisely Z⩽0 + Λ and Z>0 + Λ.

Now back to our equation (3.1), in Proposition 3.1 and Definition 3.2, taking the diagonal matrix v = 1
ukI−u

k̂k̂
, and

the coefficient matrix vB̃(z) = Lk(z), leads to the analytic matrix functions

L +
k (1 + z)−1 := (ukI − uk̂k̂)

1+z

 lim
p→∞

p−zI−δvB (ukI − uk̂k̂)
p

p!

←−−p∏
m=1

Lk(m+ z)

 , z /∈ Z<0 + Λ, (3.15)

L −
k (z) :=

 lim
p→∞

←−−−−1∏
m=−p

Lk(m+ z)

 (uk̂k̂ − ukI)
p

p!
pzI+δvB

 (uk̂k̂ − ukI)
−z, z /∈ Z>0 + Λ. (3.16)

and denote the canonical analytic solutions of the system (3.2) as L +
k (z), L −

k (z), with the block matrix indices being
the same as those of Lk(z), which is (1, · · · , k − 1, k + 1, · · · , ν).
Theorem 3.4. Denote arg(ut − us) = −τ . Suppose that none of ui lies on the segment determined by us and ut, then
we have the following results

(S[τ ])st

2πi
= (ut − us)

Ass(L +
t (1−Ar

tt)
−1)st̂ ·

(
1

utI − ut̂t̂

At̂t

)
, (3.17a)

(S[τ ])st

2πi
= (Asŝ) ·L −

s (−Al
ss)ŝt(ut − us)

−Att . (3.17b)

If we additionally require that none of ui lies on the line determined by us and ut, then we have the following results

(C−1
τ±ε)∗s = (I∗t̂(utIt̂t̂ − ut̂t̂)) ·L

+
t (1−Al)t̂s(ut − us)

−Ass , (3.17c)

(Cτ±ε)t∗ = (ut − us)
Att(L −

s (−Ar)−1)tŝ · (Iŝ∗) . (3.17d)

Proof. First, assume that Akk and A are diagonalizable and are all non-resonant. According to Proposition 3.1, the right
side of (3.17a-3.17d) can be interpreted as matrix infinite products (3.15) and (3.16) under suitable parameters. Applying
Propositions 2.4 and 2.7 to Corollary 2.24, and applying (3.15) and (3.16) to vB̃(z) = Lk(z) or vB̃(z) = z2Lk(z)

−1, we
obtain (3.17a) and (3.17d). The (3.17b) and (3.17c) can be obtained by considering the conjugate system with coefficient
−u− A⊤

z
.
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Since the dependence of S[τ ] and Cτ±ε on A is analytic and the infinite product on the right hand side of (3.17a-
3.17d) locally uniformly converges with respect to A, the identities (3.17a-3.17d) also hold for non-diagonalizable A.
Thus, the proof is completed. □

Here the s-th row and column (L +
k (z)−1)s∗, (L −

k (z))∗s are first defined for

v(t0) = diag(v1In1 , . . . , t0vsIns , . . . , vµInµ)

with a sufficiently small real number t0 (by Proposition 3.1 they are analytic), and then are defined for the original given
v through the analytic continuation along v(t) = diag(v1In1 , . . . , tvsIns , . . . , vµInµ) by varying t from t0 to 1. Notice
that in this process, the Stokes matrix on the left side of (3.17a-3.17b) in Theorem 3.4 is always analytic, ensuring the
validity of this process.

3.2 Bilateral Infinite Matrix Product and Connection Matrices of Difference Sys-
tems
The connection matrix Lk(z) between the canonical analytic solutions L +

k (z) and L −
k (z) of the differential equation

(3.1) can be interpreted as a bilateral infinite matrix product. The sum of its residues (within one period) is given by the
corresponding Stokes matrices. That is

Proposition 3.5. The connection matrix Lk(z) := L +
k (z)−1L −

k (z) has period 1, and the sum of the residues in a
period is

ResLk(z)st = (uk − us)
−Ass

(S[τ ])sk(S[τ ′])kt

4π2
(ut − uk)

Att , k ̸= s, t, (3.18)

where we take the arguments arg(uk − us) = −τ , arg(ut − uk) = −τ ′.

Proof. Note that we have

Lk(z) = L +
k (1 + z)−1 · Lk(z) ·L −

k (z).

The singularities of Lk(z) are precisely the eigenvalues {−λ1, . . . ,−λnk} of −Akk, which provide all the singularities
of Lk(z) in a period. The non-resonant condition ensures that L +

k (1+z)−1 and L −
k (z) are analytic at these eigenvalues

z = −λi.
Without loss of generality, assume that Akk is semisimple and has a spectral decomposition.

Akk = λ1P1 + · · ·+ λnkPnk ,

from Theorem 3.4 we have

Resz=−λi Lk(z)st = (L +
k (1− λi)

−1)sk̂ ·
(
− 1

ukI − uk̂k̂

Ak̂kPiAkk̂

)
·L −

k (−λi)k̂t

= −
(
(L +

k (1−Ar
kk)

−1)sk̂ ·
(

1

ukI − uk̂k̂

Ak̂k

))
Pi · Pi

(
(Akk̂) ·L

−
k (−Al

kk)k̂t

)
= −(uk − us)

−Ass
(S[τ ])sk

2πi
Pi

(S[τ ′])kt

2πi
(ut − uk)

Att ,

and we finish the proof. □

4 Path Algebroid
We need to understand how to start from Sd to recover (S[τ ])st in Corollary 2.24 for any fixed d /∈ aS(u). To achieve this,
it is necessary to establish the connection between these Stokes matrices. We have already seen in Proposition 2.20 how
the path class with arguments provides these monodromy data, which naturally leads to the concept of the path algebroid
S and its representation. The similar algebroid structure has also appeared in resurgence theory [22]. Another work of
this section is to provide a new interpretation of the action of the braid group on Stokes matrices using the language of
the path algebroid.

4.1 Path Algebroid and its Representation
Definition 4.1 (Path algebroid). The path algebroid S(u1, . . . , uν ,∞) is an unital algebroid with

• ν + 1 objects u1, . . . , uν ∈ C, u∞ :=∞;

• For any two objects us, ut, the hom-set Hom(us, ut) is the complex linear space generated by δst :=

{
1s, s = t
0, s ̸= t

and all path classes with arguments in C \ {u1, . . . , uν} from us to ut. For any morphisms γst ∈ Hom(us, ut),
we have

1sγst = γst = γst1t.

When there is no ambiguity, we will denote 1s as 1.
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• For any two morphisms γsm ∈ Hom(us, um), γmt ∈ Hom(um, ut), the multiplication is defined by

γsmγmt := γsm
r◦ γmt − γsm

l◦ γmt. (4.1)

For any path class with arguments γsm from us to um, and γmt from um to ut, take the representative elements

γ̃sm = (γsm, θs, θm) and γ̃mt = (γmt, θm, θt). Denote γsm
l◦ γmt, γsm

r◦ γmt as paths in C \ {u1, . . . , uν ,∞},
each obtained by deviating γsm ◦ γmt to the left and right at um, respectively (see Figure 2).

γ̃sm
l◦ γ̃mt := (γsm

l◦ γmt, θs, θt), γ̃sm
r◦ γ̃mt := (γsm

r◦ γmt, θs, θt), (4.2)

γsm
l◦ γmt := (γ̃sm

l◦ γ̃mt)/ ∼, γsm
r◦ γmt := (γ̃sm

r◦ γ̃mt)/ ∼ . (4.3)

It can be seen that the composition
l◦, r◦ is well-defined, associative and compatible with each other, i.e.

(γsm1

l◦ γm1m2)
r◦ γm2t = γsm1

l◦ (γm1m2

r◦ γm2t), (γsm1

r◦ γm1m2)
l◦ γm2t = γsm1

r◦ (γm1m2

l◦ γm2t), (4.4)

Therefore, the multiplication defined in (4.1) is also associative. Moreover, the composition
l◦, r◦ each has el

s and er
s as

its identity elements, and any path class with arguments from us to ut(t ̸=∞) has the following inverse

(γst, θs, θt)
l◦−1 = (γop

st , θt + π, θs − π), (γst, θs, θt)
r◦−1 = (γop

st , θt − π, θs + π). (4.5)

Therefore, these path classes with arguments even form a groupoid.

Definition 4.2. A representation (S, V1, . . . , Vν) of the path algebroid S(u1, . . . , uν ,∞) refers to a family of complex
vector spaces {Vs : s = 1, . . . , ν,∞} with V∞ = V1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Vν , and morphism S satisfying

S(us) = Vs, Hom(us, ut)
S−→ Hom(Vs, Vt), S(γsmγmt) = S(γsm)S(γmt). (4.6)


s1


1t


s1�l 
1t


s1�r
1t


sm�
r

mt


sm�
l

mt


sm um 
mtus ut
ut

us

Figure 2: The composition (4.3) for m ̸= ∞ and m = ∞

Remark 4.3. Note that we have

(γst, θs, θt)
l◦ er

t = (γst, θs, θt + 2π), er
s

l◦ (γst, θs, θt) = (γst, θs − 2π, θt), (4.7a)

(γst, θs, θt)
r◦ el

t = (γst, θs, θt − 2π), el
s

r◦ (γst, θs, θt) = (γst, θs + 2π, θt), (4.7b)

provided that when the set G contains at least one path class with arguments between any two distinct objects us and ut,
then G can generate the entire path algebroid together with {el

s, e
r
s}s=1,...,ν,∞ and an additional relation (1 + el

s)
−1 =

1− er
s, under the multiplication (4.1).

Theorem 4.4. (Su,A, V1, . . . , Vν) is a representation of the path algebroid S(u1, . . . , uν ,∞), where Vi is the eigenspace
corresponding to the eigenvalue ui of u.

Proof. We have the set of generators G = {el
s, e

r
s,γ

(d)
st : s, t = 1, . . . , ν,∞; s ̸= t}. It suffices to prove that for any

path class with arguments γsm and generator γmt ∈ G, we have S(γsmγmt) = S(γsm)S(γmt).
For m = t, according to (4.7a), (4.7b) and (2.45) in Proposition 2.20, we can first verify that S(1−er

s) = e−2πiAss =
S(1 + el

s)
−1 and according to Definition 2.19 we have

S(γsmel
m) = S(γsm)(e2πiAmm − I) = S(γsm)S(el

m),

S(γsmer
m) = S(γsm)(I − e−2πiAmm) = S(γsm)S(er

m),

where A∞∞ := A.
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Next, we assume that m ̸= t. For t ̸=∞, according to (2.42a), (2.42b) and Corollary 2.21 we have

S(γsm
r◦ γ(d)

mt )− S(γsm
l◦ γ(d)

mt ) =


S(γsm)(S+

d − e−2πiδuAS−
d )mt, m ̸=∞, Im(umeid) > Im(ute

id)

S(γsm)(e2πiδuAS+
d − S−

d )mt, m ̸=∞, Im(ute
id) > Im(umeid)

S(γsm)(eπiAC−1
d (I − U

[∞]
d ))∗t, m =∞

= S(γsm)S(γ
(d)
mt ).

For t =∞, according to (2.42c), (2.42d) and Corollary 2.21 we have

S(γsm
r◦ γ(d)

mt )− S(γsm
l◦ γ(d)

mt ) = S(γsm)((I − U
[m]
d−π)Cd−πe

πiA)m∗

= S(γsm)(EmmS+
d−π(I − e−2πiMd)Cd−πe

πiA)m∗

= S(γsm)S(γ
(d)
mt ).

Thus, we complete the proof. □

In particular, starting from e2πiδuA and Sd in a specific direction d, or (S[τ ])st in Corollary 2.24, is sufficient to recover
Stokes matrices in all directions.

4.2 Stokes Matrices and Quantum Groups
Let us first recall the quantum group relations of the Stokes matrices.

Let us take the standard R-matrix R ∈ End(Cν)⊗ End(Cν) with q = eπiℏ ∈ C, see e.g., [17] [14],

R =

n∑
i ̸=j,i,j=1

Eii ⊗ Ejj + q

n∑
i=1

Eii ⊗ Eii + (q − q−1)
∑

1≤j<i≤n

Eij ⊗ Eji. (4.8)

Theorem 4.5. [34] For any h /∈ Q and distinct u1, ..., uν , consider the quantum confluent hypergeometric equation
(1.1) associated to a representation V . Assume that the direction d /∈ aS(u) is such that

Im(u1e
id) > Im(u2e

id) > · · · > Im(uνe
id),

then the (modified) Stokes matrices L± = q∓δuES±
d (u,−ℏE) ∈ End(V )⊗ End(Cν), of the quantum confluent hyper-

geometric equation (1.1) associated to a representation V , satisfy

R12L
(1)
± L

(2)
± = L

(2)
± L

(1)
± R12, (4.9)

R12L
(1)
+ L

(2)
− = L

(2)
+ L

(1)
− (u)R12. (4.10)

Here the convention is that if we write L± =
∑

i,j(L±)ij ⊗ Eij ∈ End(V )⊗ End(Cν), then

L
(1)
± :=

∑
i,j

(L±)ij ⊗ Eij ⊗ I, L
(2)
± :=

∑
i,j

(L±)ij ⊗ I ⊗ Eij , and R12 := I ⊗R

as elements in End(V )⊗ End(Cν)⊗ End(Cν).

Denote s±ij = S±
d (u,−ℏE)ij and hi = eii. By directly comparing both sides of (4.9), (4.10), we have the commuta-

tion relations between qhk and other elements:

qhi · qhj = qhj · qhi , (4.11a)

qhk · s±ij = s
±
ij · q

hk+δik−δkj , (4.11b)

as well as the commutation relations when the indices i1, j1, i2, j2 are distinct:

s+i1j1s
+
i2j2
− s+i2j2s

+
i1j1

q − q−1
=



s+i2j1 · s
+
i1j2

, i2 < i1 < j2 < j1
−s+i2j1 · s

+
i1j2

, i1 < i2 < j1 < j2

0,

i2 < i1 < j1 < j2
i1 < i2 < j2 < j1
i1 < j1 < i2 < j2
i2 < j2 < i1 < j1

, (4.12a)

s−i1j1s
−
i2j2
− s−i2j2s

−
i1j1

q − q−1
=



s−i2j1 · s
−
i1j2

, j2 < j1 < i2 < i1
−s−i2j1 · s

−
i1j2

, j1 < j2 < i1 < i2

0,

j1 < j2 < i2 < i1
j2 < j1 < i1 < i2
j2 < i2 < j1 < i1
j1 < i1 < j2 < i2

, (4.12b)

s+i1j1s
−
i2j2
− s−i2j2s

+
i1j1

q − q−1
=



s−i2j1 · s
+
i1j2

, i1 < j2 < j1 < i2
−q2(hi1−hi2

)s+i2j1 · s
−
i1j2

, j2 < i1 < i2 < j1

0,

i1 < j1 < j2 < i2
j2 < i2 < i1 < j1
i1 < j2 < i2 < j1
j2 < i1 < j1 < i2

, (4.12c)
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and the commutation relations when some of the indices coincide:

q · s+i1j1s
+
i2j2
− s+i2j2s

+
i1j1

q − q−1
=


q · s+i2j1 , i2 < i1 = j2 < j1
s+i2j1 · s

+
i1j2

, i2 = i1 < j2 < j1
s+i1j2 · s

+
i2j1

, i2 < i1 < j2 = j1

0,
i1 = i2 < j1 < j2
i1 < i2 < j1 = j2

, (4.13a)

q · s−i1j1s
−
i2j2
− s−i2j2s

−
i1j1

q − q−1
=


s−i1j2 , j2 < j1 = i2 < i1
s−i2j1 · s

−
i1j2

, j2 < j1 < i2 = i1
s−i1j2 · s

−
i2j1

, j2 = j1 < i2 < i1

0,
j1 < j2 < i1 = i2
j1 = j2 < i1 < i2

, (4.13b)

q · s+i1j1s
−
i2j2
− s−i2j2s

+
i1j1

q − q−1
=



q · s−i2j1 , i1 = j2 < j1 < i2
s+i1j2 , i1 < j2 < j1 = i2

s+i1j1 · s
−
i2j2

,
i1 < j2 = j1 < i2
j2 < i1 = i2 < j1

−q · q2(hi1−hi2
)s+i2j1 , j2 = i1 < i2 < j1

−q2(hi1−hi2
)s−i1j2 , j2 < i1 < i2 = j1

, (4.13c)

q · s+ijs
−
ji − q−1 · s−jis

+
ij

q − q−1
= 1− q2(hi−hj), i < j. (4.13d)

Equivalently, the above theorem can be stated as follows.

Theorem 4.6. [34] The Stokes matrices of the equation 1.1 induce a representation of Uq(glν) on V via the map

q±hj 7→ q±hj , fi 7→
1

q − q−1
s
+
i,i+1, ei 7→ −

1

q − q−1
qhi+1s

−
i+1,iq

−hi ∈ End(V ). (4.14)

Here recall that the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum group Uq(glν) is an associative algebra with generators {fi, ei, q±hj : 1 ⩽
i ⩽ ν − 1, 1 ⩽ j ⩽ ν} and relations [9]

q−hj = (qhj )−1, qhjfiq
−hj = qδij−δj,i+1fi, qhj eiq

−hj = qδi+1,j−δjiei, (4.15)

fiei − eifi =
qhi−hi+1 − qhi+1−hi

q − q−1
, fi2ei1 − ei1fi2 = 0, i1 ̸= i2, (4.16)

f2
i1fi2 − (q + q−1)fi1fi2fi1 + fi2f

2
i1 = 0, |i1 − i2| = 1; fi1fi2 = fi2fi1 , |i1 − i2| ⩾ 2, (4.17)

e2i1ei2 − (q + q−1)ei1ei2ei1 + ei2e
2
i1 = 0, |i1 − i2| = 1; ei1ei2 = ei2ei1 , |i1 − i2| ⩾ 2. (4.18)

4.3 A Morphism from the Algebroid S(u1, . . . , uν) to the Quantum Group Uq(glν)

Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 4.5 indicate that there exists a morphism π from S(u1, . . . , uν) to Uq(glν).

Corollary 4.7. Suppose that for direction d we have

Im(u1e
id) > Im(u2e

id) > · · · > Im(uνe
id),

then there is a morphsim π : S(u1, . . . , uν)→ Uq(glν), induced by

π(γ
(d)
i,i+1) = (q − q−1)fi, π(γ

(d)
i+1,i) = (q − q−1)q−hi+1eiq

hi , π(el
i) = q−2hi − 1, π(er

i ) = 1− q2hi .

Moreover, equations (4.11a-4.13d) provide the commutation relations for each pair of generators. It is natural to con-
sider the explicit commutation relation for other pairs of path classes with arguments under this morphsim. In order to to
represent the commutation relation for the representative elements γ̃s1t1 = (γs1t1 , θ

(1)
s , θ

(1)
t ), γ̃s2t2 = (γs2t2 , θ

(2)
s , θ

(2)
t )

of path classes with arguments, we need to introduce the following notation

γ̃s1t1 ∧ γ̃s2t2 :=
∑

m∈γs1t1
∩γs2t2

sgnm(γs1t1 , γs2t2)
(
γs1t1

m∗ γs2t2 , θ
(1)
s , θ

(2)
t

)(
γs2t2

m∗ γs1t1 , θ
(2)
s , θ

(1)
t

)

− δt1s2

δ
θ
(1)
t >θ

(2)
s

γ̃s1t1
r◦ γ̃s2t2

δ
θ
(1)
t <θ

(2)
s

γ̃s1t1
l◦ γ̃s2t2

+ δt2s1

δ
θ
(2)
t >θ

(1)
s

γ̃s2t2
r◦ γ̃s1t1

δ
θ
(2)
t <θ

(1)
s

γ̃s2t2
l◦ γ̃s1t1

, (4.19)

where |θ(1)t − θ
(2)
s |, |θ(2)t − θ

(1)
s | < π, and the intersection point m does not include endpoints. Here sgnm denotes the

orientation of γ1 and γ2 at the intersection point m.

sgnm(γs1t1 , γs2t2) :=



1,

s1 s2

t1t2

m

−1,
s2 s1

t2t1

m

(4.20)
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And γs1t1
m∗ γs2t2 represents a path that starts along path γs1t1 and, after reaching the intersection point m, turns onto

path γs2t2 . For example, for distinct us, um, ut and um /∈ [us, ut], we have

[us, um] ∧ [um, ut] = −[us, ut].

Lemma 4.8. The wedge defined in (4.19) satisfies the right Leibniz law. For the representative elements of path class
with arguments,

γ̃s1m = (γs1m, θ(1)s , θm), γ̃mt1 = (γmt1 , θm, θ
(1)
t ), γ̃s2t2 = (γs2t2 , θ

(2)
s , θ

(2)
t ),

we have

(γ̃s1mγ̃mt1) ∧ γ̃s2t2 := (γ̃s1m
r◦ γ̃mt1) ∧ γ̃s2t2 − (γ̃s1m

l◦ γ̃mt1) ∧ γ̃s2t2

= (γ̃s1m ∧ γ̃s2t2)γ̃mt1 + γ̃s1m(γ̃mt1 ∧ γ̃s2t2). (4.21)

Proof. Note that we have(
γ̃s1m

r◦ γ̃mt1

)
∧ γ̃s2t2 =

∑
p∈γs1m∩γs2t2

sgnp(γs1m, γs2t2)
(
γ̃s1m

p
∗ γ̃s2t2

)((
γ̃s2t2

p
∗ γ̃s1m

)
r◦ γ̃mt1

)
+

∑
p∈γmt1

∩γs2t2

sgnp(γmt1 , γs2t2)
(
γ̃s1m

r◦
(
γ̃mt1

p
∗ γ̃s2t2

))(
γ̃s2t2

p
∗ γ̃mt1

)

+

{
γ̃s1m

(
γ̃s2t2

r◦ γ̃mt1

)
, t2 = m, θm < θ

(2)
t

0, etc.

−

{ (
γ̃s1m

r◦ γ̃s2t2
)
γ̃mt1 , m = s2, θ

(2)
s < θm

0, etc.

+δt2s1

δ
θ
(1)
s <θ

(2)
t

γ̃s2t2
r◦ γ̃s1m

r◦ γ̃mt1

δ
θ
(1)
s >θ

(2)
t

γ̃s2t2
l◦ γ̃s1m

r◦ γ̃mt1

− δt1s2

δ
θ
(2)
s <θ

(1)
t

γ̃s1m
r◦ γ̃mt1

r◦ γ̃s2t2
δ
θ
(2)
s >θ

(1)
t

γ̃s1m
r◦ γ̃mt1

l◦ γ̃s2t2(
γ̃s1m

l◦ γ̃mt1

)
∧ γ̃s2t2 =

∑
p∈γs1m∩γs2t2

sgnp(γs1m, γs2t2)
(
γ̃s1m

p
∗ γ̃s2t2

)((
γ̃s2t2

p
∗ γ̃s1m

)
l◦ γ̃mt1

)
+

∑
p∈γmt1

∩γs2t2

sgnp(γmt1 , γs2t2)
(
γ̃s1m

l◦
(
γ̃mt1

p
∗ γ̃s2t2

))(
γ̃s2t2

p
∗ γ̃mt1

)

−

{
γ̃s1m

(
γ̃s2t2

l◦ γ̃mt1

)
, t2 = m, θm > θ

(2)
t

0, etc.

+

{ (
γ̃s1m

l◦ γ̃s2t2
)
γ̃mt1 , m = s2, θ

(2)
s > θm

0, etc.

+δt2s1
δ
θ
(1)
s <θ

(2)
t

γ̃s2t2
r◦ γ̃s1m

l◦ γ̃mt1

δ
θ
(1)
s >θ

(2)
t

γ̃s2t2
l◦ γ̃s1m

l◦ γ̃mt1

− δt1s2
δ
θ
(2)
s <θ

(1)
t

γ̃s1m
l◦ γ̃mt1

r◦ γ̃s2t2
δ
θ
(2)
s >θ

(1)
t

γ̃s1m
l◦ γ̃mt1

l◦ γ̃s2t2
.

Thus we have

(γ̃s1mγ̃mt1) ∧ γ̃s2t2 =

 ∑
p∈γs1m∩γs2t2

sgnp(γs1m, γs2t2)
(
γ̃s1m

p
∗ γ̃s2t2

)(
γ̃s2t2

p
∗ γ̃s1m

) γ̃mt1

+γ̃s1m

 ∑
p∈γmt1

∩γs2t2

sgnp(γmt1 , γs2t2)
(
γ̃mt1

p
∗ γ̃s2t2

)(
γ̃s2t2

p
∗ γ̃mt1

)
−

δms2

δ
θ
(2)
s <θm

γ̃s1m
r◦ γ̃s2t2

δ
θ
(2)
s >θm

γ̃s1m
l◦ γ̃s2t2

 γ̃mt1 + γ̃s1m

δt2m
δ
θm<θ

(2)
t

γ̃s2t2
r◦ γ12

δ
θm>θ

(2)
t

γ̃s2t2
l◦ γ12


+

δt2s1

δ
θ
(1)
s <θ

(2)
t

γ̃s2t2
r◦ γ̃s1m

δ
θ
(1)
s >θ

(2)
t

γ̃s2t2
l◦ γ̃s1m

 γ̃mt1 − γ̃s1m

δt1s2

δ
θ
(2)
s <θ

(1)
t

γ̃mt1

r◦ γ̃s2t2
δ
θ
(2)
s >θ

(1)
t

γ̃mt1

l◦ γ̃s2t2


= (γ̃s1m ∧ γ̃s2t2)γ̃mt1 + γ̃s1m(γ̃mt1 ∧ γ̃s2t2),

and we finish the proof. □

Proposition 4.9. Suppose that the representative element γ̃s2t2 of path class with arguments is not self-intersecting,
particularly with s2 ̸= t2. Under the morphsim S(u1, . . . , uν)

π−→ Uq(glν) induced by Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 4.5,
we have

π(γ̃s1t1 ∧ γ̃s2t2) =
q−t(γ̃s1t1

,γ̃s2t2
)π(γ̃s1t1)π(γ̃s2t2)− qs(γ̃s1t1

,γ̃s2t2
)π(γ̃s2t2)π(γ̃s1t1)

q − q−1
, (4.22)
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where |θ(2)s − θ
(1)
s |, |θ(2)t − θ

(1)
s |, |θ(2)t − θ

(1)
t |, |θ

(2)
s − θ

(1)
t | < π, and

s(γ̃s1t1 , γ̃s2t2) := δs1s2 sgn(θ
(2)
s − θ(1)s )− δs1t2 sgn(θ

(2)
t − θ(1)s ), (4.23)

t(γ̃s1t1 , γ̃s2t2) := δt1t2 sgn(θ
(2)
t − θ

(1)
t )− δt1s2 sgn(θ

(2)
s − θ

(1)
t ). (4.24)

Proof. By analytically moving the endpoint of γ̃s2t2 , we can assume that it is a representative element of γ(d)
s2t2

without
loss of generality. Subsequently, we only need to note that the right-hand side of equation (4.22) also satisfies the right
Leibniz law. From Lemma 4.8, it is suffices to verify the case where γ̃s1t1 is also a representative element of γ(d)

s1t1
or el

s,
er
s, which reduces to equations (4.11a)-(4.13d) given by Theorem 4.5.

It can be checked that once the local behavior of γs1t1 and γs2t2 at their endpoints is fixed, the wedge defined in (4.19)
remains invariant under homotopy. Thus, equation (4.22) actually provides the commutation relation between a path class
with arguments γs2t2 with a representative element that does not self-intersect and any path class with arguments γs1t1 .

□

Based on this proposition, we can also derive the commutation relations between any two path classes with arguments.
However, in this paper, we will not explore them in further detail.

4.4 Braid Group Actions on Path Algebroids and Stokes Matrices
Let Bν be the braid group with ν strands. For fixed u1, . . . , uν ∈ C, each σ ∈ Bν induces an isomorphism between two
path algebroids

S(u1, . . . , uν ,∞)
σ−→
∼=

S(uσ1, . . . , uσν ,∞). (4.25)

See Figure 3 for an illustration.

u4

u3


24
u1

u2 u3

u4u2�1
¡1

u1

�1
¡1
14= 
~�1

¡1(1)�1
¡1(4)= 
~24

Figure 3: Example of the action of the element σ1 in the braid group B4

Proposition 4.10. Suppose that (S, V1, . . . , Vν) is a representation of S(u1, . . . , uν ,∞), and σ is an element of the
braid group Bν . For every path class with arguments γ, we denote

(σS)(γ) := S(σ−1γ). (4.26)

Then, σ(S, V1, . . . , Vν) := (σS, Vσ−1(1), . . . , Vσ−1(ν)) is a representation of S(u1, . . . , uν ,∞).

In the rest of this section, let us take any fixed direction d such that

Im(u1e
id) > Im(u2e

id) > · · · > Im(uνe
id).

We define the generators σi of the braid group Bν that interchange ui and ui+1 by moving ui anticlockwise around ui+1

(during this process, we require that the projections of ui and ui+1 in the−d direction do not pass through the projections
of the other uk’s). On the one hand, the representation (S, V1, . . . , Vν) can be encoded into a pair of upper/lower
triangular (n1, . . . , nν)-block matrices X± = (X±

ij )ν×ν with entries

X+
st :=

 S(γ
(d)
st ) ; s < t

I ; s = t
0 ; s > t

, X−
st :=


0 ; s < t
I ; s = t

−S(γ(d)
st ) ; s > t

. (4.27)

Here recall that the paths γ(d)
st are defined in Proposition 2.20, and each entry X±

st has size ns×nt. On the other hand, the
new representation (σiS, Vσ−1

i (1)
, . . . , V

σ−1
i (ν)

) gives rise to another pair of upper/lower triangular (n
σ−1
i (1)

, . . . , n
σ−1
i (ν)

)-

block matrices (X̃+, X̃−) with

X̃+
st :=

 (σiS)(γ
(d)
st ) ; s < t

I ; s = t
0 ; s > t

, X̃−
st :=


0 ; s < t
I ; s = t

−(σiS)(γ
(d)
st ) ; s > t

. (4.28)

In this way, the braid group action of σ on the representations induce an action on the pair of upper/lower triangular
(n1, . . . , nν)-block matrices, to produce a pair of upper/lower triangular (nσ−1(1), . . . , nσ−1(ν))-block matrices, by
requiring

σi(X
+, X−) := (X̃+, X̃−), for σi ∈ Bν .
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Here X̃± are given by (4.28). Furthermore, by (4.28) the entries of σi(X
+, X−) can be written as explicit polynomials

of entries of X±. It is determined by the corresponding topological relation. For example, when −d = π
2

, Figure 3
shows that the (1, 4)-entry of the first component of σ1(X

+, X−) is

(σ1S)(γ
(d)
14 ) = S(σ−1

1 γ
(d)
14 ) = S(γ

(d)
24 ) + S(γ

(d)
21 )S(γ

(d)
14 ).

In general, we have the following result

Corollary 4.11. Suppose that X± = (X±
ij )ν×ν are upper/lower triangular (n1, . . . , nν)-block matrices, and all the

diagonal blocks X11, . . . , Xνν are identity matrices. Then the induced action of standard generator σi(1 ⩽ i ⩽ ν − 1)
of braid group Bν on (X+, X−) are pair of upper/lower triangular (n

σ−1
i (1)

, . . . , n
σ−1
i (ν)

)-block matrices

σi(X
+, X−) = (K−

i X+K+
i ,K−

i X−K+
i ), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ ν − 1, (4.29)

where the block matrices K±
i are

K−
i = diag

(
In1 , . . . , Ini−1 ,

(
−X−

i+1,i Ini+1

Ini O

)
, Ini+2 , . . . , Inν

)
, (4.30a)

K+
i = diag

(
In1 , . . . , Ini−1 ,

(
−X+

i,i+1 Ini

Ini+1 O

)
, Ini+2 , . . . , Inν

)
. (4.30b)

If we consider the representations of the path algebroids from the Stokes phenomenon of the differential equations,
then we obtain the braid group action on the space of Stokes matrices. When all multiplicities n1, ..., nν equal to one, it
recovers the well known braid group action on (non-blocking) Stokes matrices in the literature, see, e.g., [5,11]. Here we
give a new interpretation via the natural braid group action on the path algebroids.

The braid group action on the space of Stokes matrices was first introduced to characterize the monodromy represen-
tation of the nonlinear isomonodromy deformation equations of the linear system (2.1). It is a differential equation for
the (n1, . . . , νν)-block matrix valued function A(u1, ..., uν) with respect to the complex variables u1, ..., uν :

∂

∂uk
A(u) = [ad−1

u adEkA(u), A(u)], for every k = 1, . . . , ν, (4.31)

where

• Ek = diag(0, . . . , Ink
k-th

, . . . , 0) as an (n1, . . . , nν)-block diagonal matrix;

• For any ν × ν block matrix (Xij)ν×ν , denote ad−1
u X as an ν × ν block matrix with the (i, j)-block entry

(ad−1
u X)ij :=

{
1

ui−uj
Xij ; i ̸= j

0 ; i = j
. (4.32)

The equation (4.31) is deduced by the conditions that the Stokes matrices of the system (2.1) with residue matrix A(u) are
locally constant while varying u. See [18] for more details. Following Miwa [23], the solutions A(u) with u1, ..., uν ∈ C
have the strong Painlevé property: they are multi-valued meromorphic functions of u1, ..., uν and the branching occurs
when u moves along a loop around the fat diagonal

∆ = {(u1, ..., uν) ∈ Cν | ui = uj , for some i ̸= j}.

Under the Riemann-Hilbert-Birkhoff map, the monodromy of the solutions A(u) after the continuation along paths on
Cν \∆ can be described geometrically as the braid group action on the corresponding Stokes matrices.

Proposition 4.12. Suppose that A(u1, . . . , uν) satisfies the isomonodromy equation (4.31) corresponding to the system
(2.1) and σ is an element of the braid group Bν . Denote

σu := diag(u1In
σ−1(1)

, . . . , uνIn
σ−1(ν)

), (4.33a)

(σA)(uσ(1), . . . , uσ(ν)) := Pσ ·A(σ ↷ (u1, . . . , uν)) · P−1
σ , (4.33b)

where A(σ ↷ (u1, . . . , uν)) is the value of A(u) after continuing from (u1, . . . , uν) to (uσ(1), . . . , uσ(ν)) along σ, and
Pσ = (δiσ(j)Inj )ν×ν is the permutation matrix. As a representation of S(u1, . . . , uν), we have

σSu,A = Sσu,σA, (4.34)

σ(S+
d (u,A), S−

d (u,A)) = (S+
d (σu, σA), S−

d (σu, σA)). (4.35)

Proof. One first verifies that σSu,A,Sσu,σA are representations of S(u1, . . . , uν),

σSu,A(e
l
s) = Sσu,σA(e

l
s), s = 1, . . . , ν.

According to Remark 4.3, we only need to verify that for any distinct s, t ∈ {1, . . . , ν}, we have (σSu,A)(γ
(d)
st ) =

Sσu,σA(γ
(d)
st ), which can be guaranteed by the isomonodromy property. Then applying (4.34) in Proposition 4.12 and

(4.26) in Definition 4.10, one verifies (4.35). □
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Remark 4.13. One can also consider the isomonodromy deformation of the quantum confluent hypergeometric equation
(1.1), i.e., the equation

d

dz
F (z) =

(
u− ℏE(u)z−1) · F (z), (4.36)

where E(u) has the initial value E(u0) = E at a base point u0, and is such that the Stokes matrices are locally constant.
Then the matrix function E(u) satisfies the nonliear equation of the form (4.31). Applying Proposition 4.12 to this case,
while taking the base point u0, leads to a braid group action on the Stokes matrices of the equation (1.1). Together with
Theorem 4.5 or 4.6, one gets an action of σ ∈ Bν on the generators of quantum group Uq(glν). One checks by the
formula in Corollary 4.11 that the braid group action coincides with the action, introduced by [21]m and independently
by [19] and [31].

5 Quantum Stokes Matrices and Yangian
Having the preliminary given in the previous sections, we give proofs of Theorem 1.2, Proposition 1.5 and Theorem 1.6
in this section.

5.1 Proof of Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 1.5
Proofs of Theorem 1.2. Under assumption ℏ /∈ Q, the existence and uniqueness of the formal solution follow from
Proposition 2.4. But still to illustrate the process, we give a proof for our particular system.

The existence and uniqueness of the formal solution. Suppose that a representation ρ : U(glν) → End(V ) is
given. Let us first assume the system (1.1) associated to V ,

d

dz
F (z) =

(
u− ℏEV z−1

)
· F (z), (5.1)

has a formal solution of the form given in (1.3), i.e.,

F̂ (z) =

(
I +

∞∑
p=1

HV
p z−p

)
· euzz−ℏδEV

, δEV = diag(eV11, . . . , e
V
νν).

Here we denote XV := ρ(X) for any X ∈ U(glν), and each HV
p is an ν × ν matrix with entries valued in End(V ).

Then glugging (1.3) into the equation (1.1) and comparing the coefficients of z−m−1, we see that HV
m satisfies

[u,HV
m+1] = (−m+ ℏEV ) ·HV

m −HV
m · ℏδEV ∈ End(V )⊗ End(Cν). (5.2)

Let {Ekl}1≤k,l≤n be the standard basis of End(Cν). Recall that E =
∑

k,l ekl⊗Ekl, and u =
∑

i 1⊗uiEii. Plugging
HV

m =
∑

k,l Hm,kl ⊗ Ekl, with Hm,kl ∈ End(V ), into the equation (5.2) gives rise to∑
k,l

uk − ul

ℏ
Hm+1,kl ⊗ Ekl

=−
∑
k,l

m

ℏ
Hm,kl ⊗ Ekl +

∑
k,l,j

eVkjHm,jl ⊗ Ekl −
∑
k,l

Hm,kle
V
ll ⊗ Ekl. (5.3)

That is for k ̸= l

uk − ul

ℏ
Hm+1,kl = −

m

ℏ
Hm,kl +

n∑
j=1

eVkjHm,jl −Hm,kle
V
ll ∈ End(V ), (5.4)

and for k = l (replacing m by m+ 1 in (5.3)),

0 =
∑
j ̸=k

eVkjHm+1,jk −
m+ 1

ℏ
Hm+1,kk + [eVkk, Hm+1,kk] ∈ End(V ). (5.5)

Suppose HV
m is given, let us check that the above recursive relation has a unique solution HV

m+1. First note that, since
uk ̸= ul for k ̸= l, the identity (5.4) uniquely defines the ”off-diangonal” part Hm+1,kl (k ̸= l) of Hm+1 from Hm.
Furthermore, due to the assumption ℏ /∈ Q, we have −m+1

ℏ Id + adeV
kk

is invertible on End(V ) for any integer m + 1.

Thus, the condition (5.5) uniquely defines the ”diagonal” part Hm+1,kk of HV
m+1 from the off diagonal part.

The explicit form of Hp. Note that the system (1.1) associated to the representation V becomes a special case of the
System (2.1) of rank n = mν, where u = diag(u1Im, . . . , uνIm), with distinct u1, . . . , uν and multiplicity m, . . . ,m,
and the residue A = −ℏEV = −(ℏeVij)ν×ν is divided into (m, . . . ,m)-blocks.

Therefore, we can apply Proposition 2.4 to the system (5.1). In particular, from (2.7a), (2.7b) we have

(HV
1 )k̂k = − 1

ukI − uk̂k̂

ℏEV
k̂k, (5.6a)

(HV
p+1)k̂k = Lk(pI + ℏ(eVkk)r) · (HV

p )k̂k, (5.6b)

(HV
p )kk =

ℏ
pI + ℏ(eVkk)r − ℏeVkk

Ekk̂ · (H
V
p )k̂k, (5.6c)
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where

Lk(z) =
1

ukI − uk̂k̂

(
zI − ℏEV

k̂k̂ − ℏ2
(Ek̂kEkk̂)

V

(z − ℏ)I − ℏeVkk

)
. (5.7)

Let us inductively assume that for p ⩾ 1, we have

(eVkk)
r · (HV

p )k̂k = (HV
p )k̂ke

V
kk = diag(eVkk + I, . . . , eVkk + I︸ ︷︷ ︸

n − 1 terms

) · (HV
p )k̂k, (5.8)

thus we have

(HV
p+1)k̂k = Lk((p+ ℏ)I + ℏeVkk) · (HV

p )k̂k = Tk(p)
V · (HV

p )k̂k, (5.9a)

(HV
p )kk =

ℏEV
kk̂

p
(HV

p )k̂k. (5.9b)

It can be seen that the base case p = 1 holds for (5.8), and Tk(p) commutes with diag(eVkk+I, . . . , eVkk+I). Thus, (5.8)
also holds for p+1, and induction ensures that it holds for any p ⩾ 1. Therefore, (5.9a), (5.9b) also holds for any p ⩾ 1.

The above argument works for any V . Since the representations of U(glν) separates the elements in U(glν), we have
(1.4).

Yangian relations. In the end, the relation (1.6) can be directly verified. There is another way to check it: our Tk(λ),
arising from the formal solution of the quantum confluent hypergeometric equation (1.1), defines a (u1, ..., uν)-family
deformation O(u)k (as in (1.7)) of the map for each k = 1, ..., ν

Ok : Yℏ(glν−1)→ U(glν) ; T (λ)ij 7→ (λ+ ℏ(ekk + 1))δij − ℏeij − ℏ2 eikekj
λ
∈ U(glν), i, j ∈ {1, . . . , ν} \ {k}.

The map Ok is known as the Olshanski centralizer construction and is known to be an algebra homomorphism. See e.g.,
in [25, Theorem 1.12.1] for more details on the algebra homomorphism. Then one checks that the deformations O(u)k
are also algebra homomorphisms. □

Proof of Proposition 1.5. Suppose that a representation ρ : U(glν) → End(V ) is given. Let us consider the system
(1.1) associated to V . Such a system becomes a special case of the System (2.1), i.e., an mn × mn system (assume
m = dim(V )), where u = diag(u1Im, . . . , uνIm), with distinct u1, . . . , uν and multiplicity m, . . . ,m, and the residue
A = −ℏEV = −(ℏeVij)ν×ν is divided into (m, . . . ,m)-blocks.

Therefore, we can apply the results of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 3.4 to the system (1.1) associated to V . It gives rise
to the desired expressions in Prosition 1.5. □

5.2 Proof of Theorem 1.6
Proof of Theorem 1.6. The matrix T in Theorem 1.6 represents the infinite product of matrices Tk(m), i.e.←−−p∏

m=1

Tk(m)

(− 1

ukI − uk̂k̂

ℏEk̂k

)
p→∞∼ Tk̂k, (−ℏEkk̂)

←−−−−1∏
m=−p

Tk(m)

 p→∞∼ Tkk̂. (5.10)

Thus by Proposition 1.5 we have

Tst := (ut − us)
ℏess (S[τ ])st

2πi
(ut − us)

−ℏett , s ̸= t. (5.11)

Thus the commutation relations of the entries of T can be reduced to the commutation relations of the weights S of
segments under quantum system (1.1), as guaranteed by Proposition 4.9.

The segments [us, ut] with argument, as the path class with arguments, under the morphsim S(u1, . . . , uν)
π−→

Uq(glν) induced by Theorem 4.5, are mapped to

[us, ut] 7→ T̃st := (ut − us)
−ℏess · 2πiTst · (ut − us)

ℏett .

According to Proposition 4.9, for distinct indices s1, t1, s2, t2 and arg(ut2 − us2)− arg(ut1 − us1) ∈ (0, π), we have

T̃s1t1T̃s2t2 − T̃s2t2T̃s1t1 = 0, [us1 , ut1 ] ∩ [us2 , ut2 ] = ∅, (5.12a)

T̃s1t1T̃s2t2 − T̃s2t2T̃s1t1

q − q−1
= T̃s1t2T̃s2t1 , [us1 , ut1 ] ∩ [us2 , ut2 ] ̸= ∅. (5.12b)

For distinct indices s,m, t, we have

qT̃smT̃mt − T̃mtT̃sm

q − q−1
= −T̃st, arg(ut − um)− arg(um − us) ∈ (0, π), (5.13a)

q−1T̃smT̃mt − T̃mtT̃sm

q − q−1
= −T̃st, arg(ut − um)− arg(um − us) ∈ (−π, 0), (5.13b)

T̃msT̃mt − qT̃mtT̃ms = 0, arg(ut − um)− arg(us − um) ∈ (0, π), (5.13c)

q−1T̃smT̃tm − T̃tmT̃sm = 0, arg(um − ut)− arg(um − us) ∈ (0, π), (5.13d)

qT̃stT̃ts − q−1T̃tsT̃st

q − q−1
= q2(ess−ett) − 1, arg(us − ut)− arg(ut − us) = π. (5.13e)
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Applying qekkTstq
−ekk = qδsk−δktTst, we finish the proof. □
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