arXiv:1803.01540v2 [math.QA] 17 Jun 2018

Elliptic Stable Envelopes and Finite-dimensional

Representations of Elliptic Quantum Group

Hitoshi Konno

Department of Mathematics, Tokyo University of Marine Science and Technology, Etchujima, Koto-ku, Tokyo 135-8533, Japan hkonno0@kaiyodai.ac.jp Abstract We construct a finite dimensional representation of the face type, i.e dynamical, elliptic quantum group associated with ^sl_N on the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis of the tensor product of the n-vector representations. The result is described in a combinatorial way by using the partitions of [1, n]. We find that the change of basis matrix from the standard to the Gelfand- Tsetlin basis is given by a specialization of the elliptic weight function obtained in the previous paper [33]. Identifying the elliptic weight functions with the elliptic stable envelopes obtained by Aganagic and Okounkov, we show a correspondence of the Gelfand-Tsetlin bases (resp. the standard bases) to the fixed point classes (resp. the stable classes) in the equivariant elliptic cohomology E_T (X) of the cotangent bundle X of the partial flag variety. As a result we obtain a geometric representation of the elliptic quantum group on E_T (X).

1 Introduction

It has long been conjectured that there is a parallelism between the infinite dimensional (quantum) algebras and (equivariant) cohomology, K-theory, and elliptic cohomology [17, 19]. In [16,39,40], finite-dimensional representations of symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebras g were constructed in terms of homology groups of quiver varieties. Their extension to the quantized universal enveloping algebras U_q(g) and to their affinization were constructed on equivariant K-theory of quiver varieties [18, 20, 39–41, 53, 55]. Note that Yangian Y (g) is obtained by replacing equivariant K-theory by equivariant homology [41, 54]. The basic tool in these works are convolution operation and correspondences in homology and equivariant K-theory. See for example [4]. However the elliptic case still remains conjecture.

Stable envelopes introduced by Maulik and Okoukov [35] are new tools to tackle this problem. For a quiver variety X, stable envelope is a map from the equivariant cohomology of the torus A-fixed point set X^A to the equivariant cohomology of X. It was extended to equivariant Ktheory [43] and equivariant elliptic cohomology [1]. In terms of stable envelopes Maulik and

Okoukov constructed rational R matrices geometrically and obtained a geometric realization of the Yangian Y_Q associated with a quiver Q [35]. Such geometric construction of R matrices was extended to the trigonometric [43] and the elliptic [1] cases. The stable envelopes also proved to be useful in solving integrable systems [2, 35, 49].

This new approach was enhanced by a discovery of a connection to the weight functions appearing in the hypergeometric integral solutions to the difference KZ equations. Gorbounov, Rimányi, Tarasov and Varchenko found an identification of rational weight functions with stable envelopes for torus-equivariant cohomology of the partial flag variety T^∗F_λ [21] and extended this to the trigonometric ones for the equivariant K-theory [44]. Furthermore they succeeded to construct a geometric representation of the Yangian Y (gl_N ) [21] and the quantum affine algebra U_q(^gl_N ) [44] on the equivariant cohomology and the equivariant K-theory, respectively. In these works, a correspondence between finite-dimensional representations of quantum groups on the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis of the tensor product of the vector representations and geometric representations is a key to construction. Furthermore Felder, Rimányi and Varchenko [14] proposed a geometric representation of the dynamical elliptic quantum group E_{τ,y}(gl_2) by using the ^sl_2 type elliptic weight function obtained in [13, 50].

The elliptic weight functions of type ^sl_N were derived in the previous paper [33] by using representation theory of the elliptic quantum group U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) [7, 24, 28, 29]. The U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) is a Drinfeld realization of the dynamical elliptic quantum group and is isomorphic to the central extension of Felder’s elliptic quantum group E_{q,p}(^sl_N ) [32]. Furthermore, in [33] their properties such as triangularity, transition property, orthogonality, quasi-periodicity and shuffle algebra structure were investigated. Comparing these properties with those of the elliptic stable envelopes in [1], we conjectured that the elliptic weight functions can be identified with the elliptic stable envelopes. Some of similar but slightly different results were presented in [46].

The purpose of this paper is to formulate a geometric representation of the higher rank dynamical elliptic quantum group associated with ^sl_N . Constructing the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis of the tensor product of the n-vector representations explicitly (Theorem 4.5), we obtain finite-dimensional representations of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) on it. In particular, we obtain an action of the half-currents of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and of the associated elliptic currents of U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) on the Gelfand- Tsetlin basis (Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 4.8). The resultant representations are described in a combinatorial way by using the partitions of [1, n]. It turns out that in the trigonometric and non-dynamical limit their combinatorial structures coincide with those of U_q(^sl_N ) on the equivariant K-theory obtained by Ginzburg and Vasserot [20, 55] and by Nakajima [41].

We then lift these representations to the geometric ones by identifying the elliptic weight functions with the elliptic stable envelopes. We make a direct comparison of the elliptic weight functions with the abelianization formula of the elliptic stable envelopes, which was obtained by Shenfeld [48] in the rational case and extended to the elliptic case in [1]. We also obtain an identification of certain specializations of the elliptic weight functions with the elliptic stable envelops restricted to the torus fixed points. In this restriction, the stable envelopes play a role of the change of basis matrix elements from the stable classes to the fixed point classes in E_T (T^∗F_λ). This allows us to define the fixed point classes in E_T (T^∗F_λ) as transformations from the stable classes.

We then find that this defining relation of the fixed point classes (5.15) is identical to the change of basis relation from the standard basis to the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis (4.2). Then a correspondence between the Gelfand-Tsetlin bases ( resp. the standard bases) and the fixed point classes (resp. the stable classes) in E_T (T^∗F_λ) yields a definition of the actions of the half-currents of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and of the elliptic currents of U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) on the fixed point classes in E_T (T^∗F_λ), and provides a geometric representation of the elliptic quantum group on E_T (T^∗F_λ) (Theorem 5.1 and Corollary 5.2).

In [46], a similar formula for elliptic weight functions of type ^sl_N and their triangularity and the orthogonality properties are presented without derivation. There the triangular property agrees with ours but the orthogonality property seems wrong due to a lack of the dynamical shift. There are also no formulas for the shuffle algebra in [46]. In addition, it seems that in [46] a different formulation of elliptic stable envelopes from the one in [1] is presented. The relation between them is not clear for us. However, we would like to stress that in [14, 46] there are neither statements on the definition of the fixed point classes in E_T (T^∗F_λ) nor the correspondence between the Gelfand-Tsetlin bases and the fixed point classes, which are the keys to our results.

A part of the results has been presented at the workshops “Elliptic Hypergeometric Functions in Combinatorics, Integrable Systems and Physics”, March 20-24, 2017, ESI, Vienna, “Topological Field Theories, String Theory and Matrix Models”, August 25-31, 2017, ITEP, Moscow, Infinite Analysis 17 “Algebraic and Combinatorial Aspects in Integrable Systems”, December 4-7, 2017, Osaka City University, “Geometric R-Matrices: From Geometry to Probability”, December 18-23, 2017, University of Melbourne, Creswick and at the MSJ Autumn meeting, September 12, 2017, Yamagata University.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prepare some notations including the elliptic dynamical R matrices. We also provide defining relations of the elliptic quantum groups E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N ), and their basic properties. Definition of the half-currents of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and thier relationship to the elliptic currents of U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) are also exposed. Section 3 is devoted to a summary of the properties of the elliptic weight functions obtained in [33], such as the triangular property, transition property, orthogonality, quasi-periodicity and the shuffle algebra structures. In Section 4, we discuss a construction of finite-dimensional representations of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) on the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis of the tensor product of the vector representations. In particular we show that the change of basis matrix from the standard to the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis is given by a specialization of the elliptic weight functions. In Section 5, we discuss an identification between the elliptic weight functions and the elliptic stable envelopes and give a geometric representation of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) on E_T (T^∗F_λ). In Appendix A we summarize a co-algebra structure of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N ). In Appendix B we present a proof of our main Theorem 4.7. In Appendix C we present a direct check of Corollary 4.8 for the relation (2.33).

2 Preliminaries

Through this paper we follow the notations in [33]. We here list the basic ones.

2.1 The commutative algebra H

• A = (a_{ij} ) (i, j ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N − 1}) : the generalized Cartan matrix of ^sl_N = ^sl(N, C ) [25]

• h = ~h ⊕ C d, ~h = h̄ ⊕ C c, h̄ = ⊕^{N−1}_{i=1} C h_i : the Cartan subalgebra of ^sl_N

• h^∗ = ~h^∗ ⊕ C δ, ~h^∗ = h̄^∗ ⊕ C Λ_0 , h̄^∗ = ⊕^{N−1}_{i=1} C Λ̄_i : the dual space of h

• α_i ∈ h̄^∗ (1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1) : simple roots such that < α_i, h_j >= a_{ji}

• Q = ⊕^{N−1}_{i=1} Zα_i : root lattice, P = ⊕^{N−1}_{i=1} ZΛ̄_i : weight lattice

Let {ϵ_j (1 ≤ j ≤ N)} be the orthonormal basis in R^N with the inner product (ϵ_j, ϵ_k) = δ_{j,k}. We set ϵ̄_j = ϵ_j − ∑_N k=1 ϵ_k/N (1 ≤ j ≤ N). Then we have a realization α_i = ϵ̄_i − ϵ̄_{i+1} and Λ̄_i = ϵ̄_1 + · · · + ϵ̄_i (1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1). For α ∈ h̄∗ we define h_α ∈ h̄ by < β, h_α >= (β, α) ∀β ∈ h̄∗. We regard h̄ ⊕ h̄^∗ as the Heisenberg algebra by

[h_α, β] = (α, β), [h_α, h_β ] = 0 = [α, β] α, β ∈ h̄^∗. (2.1)

Similarly,

• {P_α, Q_β} (α, β ∈ h̄^∗) : the Heisenberg algebra defined by

[P_α, Q_β] = (α, β), [P_α, P_β ] = 0 = [Q_α, Q_β ], (2.2)

Then we define • H = ∑_N j=1 C (P + h)_{ϵ̄j} + ∑_N j=1 C P_{ϵ̄j} + C c, where (P + h)_{ϵ̄j} is an abbreviation of P_{ϵ̄j} + h_{ϵ̄j} .

• H^∗ = ~h^∗ ⊕^N_{j=1} C Q_{ϵ̄j} : the dual space of H with paring < Λ_0, c >= 1, < Λ̄_i, h_j >= δ_{i,j}, < Q_α, P_β >= (α, β) and the others vanish.

• F = M_H∗ : the field of meromorphic functions on H^∗. 2.2 q-integers, infinite products and theta functions Let q be generic complex numbers satisfying |q| < 1. [n]_q = q^n − q^{−n} q − q^{−1} , (x; q)_∞ = ∞∏ n=0 (1 − xq^n), (x; q, t)_∞ = ∞∏ n,m=0 (1 − xq^nt^m).

Let r be a generic positive real number and set p = q^{2r}. We use the following Jacobi’s odd theta functions.

[u] = q^{u2r −u}Θ_p(z), Θ_p(z) = (z; p)_∞(p/z; p)_∞(p; p)_∞ (2.3) [u + r] = −[u], [u + rτ] = −e^{−πiτ} e^{−2πiu/r}[u], (2.4) where z = q^{2u}, p = e^{−2πi/τ} . For k ∈ R, we also need the theta function [u]^∗ whose elliptic nome is given by p^∗ = q^{2r∗} , r^∗ = r − k. We assume r^∗ > 0. [u]^∗ = q^{u2r∗ −u}Θ_p∗ (z). 2.3 The elliptic dynamical R-matrix of the ^sl_N type Let ^V = ⊕^N_{μ=1}Fv_μ be the N-dimensional vector space over F. The elliptic dynamical R-matrix R^±(z_1/z_2, Π) ∈ End_C ( ^V ⊗ ^V ) of type ^sl_N is given by R^±(z, Π) = ρ^±(z)R̄(z, Π), (2.5) R̄(z, Π) = N∑ j=1 E_{j,j} ⊗ E_{j,j} + ∑ 1≤j_1<j_2≤N ( b(u, (P + h)_{j1,j2} )E_{j1,j1} ⊗ E_{j2,j2} + b̄(u)E_{j2,j2} ⊗ E_{j1,j1} +c(u, (P + h)_{j1,j2} )E_{j1,j2} ⊗ E_{j2,j1} + c̄(u, (P + h)_{j1,j2} )E_{j2,j1} ⊗ E_{j1,j2} ) , (2.6) where E_{i,j}v_μ = δ_{j,μ}v_i, z = q^{2u}, Π_{j,k} = q^{2(P +h)j,k} , (P + h)_{j,k} := (P + h)_{ϵ̄j} − (P + h)_{ϵ̄k} , ρ^+(z) = q^{− N−1N} z^{N−1rN} {q^{2N} q^{−2}z}{q^2z} {q^{2N} z}{z} {pq^{2N} /z}{p/z} {pq^{2N} q^{−2}/z}{pq^2/z} , (2.7)

ρ^−(z) = ρ^+(pz), (2.8) b(u, s) = [s + 1][s − 1][u] [s]^2[u + 1] , b̄(u) = [u] [u + 1]

, (2.9) c(u, s) = [1][s + u] [s][u + 1] , c̄(u, s) = [1][s − u] [s][u + 1] and {z} = (z; p, q^{2N} )_∞. This R matrix is gauge equivalent to Jimbo-Miwa-Okado’s A^{(1)}_{N−1} face type Boltzmann weight [22] and can be obtained [30] by taking the vector representation of the universal elliptic dynamical R matrix [23].

The R^±(z, q^{2s}) satisfies the dynamical Yang-Baxter equation

R^{±(12)}(z_1/z_2, q^{2(s+h(3))})R^{±(13)}(z_1/z_3, q^{2s})R^{±(23)}(z_2/z_3, q^{2(s+h(1))}) = R^{±(23)}(z_2/z_3, q^{2s})R^{±(13)}(z_1/z_3, q^{2(s+h(2))})R^{±(12)}(z_1/z_2, q^{2s}), (2.10)

where q^{2h(l)j,k} acts on the l-th tensor space ^V by q^{2h(l)j,k} v_μ = q^{2<ϵ̄μ,hj,k>}v_μ, and the unitarity

R(z, q^{2s})R^{(21)}(z^{−1}, q^{2s}) = id_{^V ⊗ ^V} . (2.11)

2.4 The elliptic quantum groups E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) We consider the dynamical elliptic quantum group realized in the two ways E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N ). The elliptic algebra E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) is a central extension of Felder’s elliptic quantum group [11,32], whereas U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) is an elliptic and dynamical analogue [29,32] of Drinfeld’s new realization of the quantum affine algebra U_q(^gl_N ) [5]. For the details of the definitions we refer the reader to Sec.3 and Appendix D.1 in [32] and Appendix A in [33].

2.4.1 The elliptic algebra E_{q,p}(^gl_N )

For simplicity of presentation, we treat the elliptic algebra E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) as a unital associative algebra over F generated by ( the Laurent coefficients of) L^+_{ij}(z) (1 ≤ i, j ≤ N) and the central element q^{±c/2}. Let L^+(z) = ∑ 1≤i,j≤N Eij L + ij(z). In the level k ∈ R representation, where c = k, the defining relations are given as follows. g(P )^L_{ij} (z) = ^L_{ij}(z) g(P − < Q_{ϵ̄j} , P >), (2.12) g(P + h)^L_{ij} (z) = ^L_{ij} (z) g(P + h− < Q_{ϵ̄i} , P + h >), (2.13) R^{+(12)}(z_1/z_2, Π)^L^{+(1)}(z_1)^L^{+(2)}(z_2) = ^L^{+(2)}(z_2)^L^{+(1)}(z_1)R^{+∗(12)}(z_1/z_2, Π^∗), (2.14) where g(P + h), g(P ) ∈ F, and

R^{∗+}(z, Π^∗) = R^+(z, Π) | |_{p→p∗,r→r∗,[u]→[u]∗,P +h→P} with Π^∗_{j,l} = q^{2Pj,l} , p^∗ = pq^{−2k} = q^{2r∗} .

Setting ^L^−(z) = ^L^+(pq^{−k}z), we have from Proposition D.2 in [32]

R^{−(12)}(z_1/z_2, Π)^L^{−(1)}(z_1)^L^{−(2)}(z_2) = ^L^{−(2)}(z_2)^L^{−(1)}(z_1)R^{−∗(12)}(z_1/z_2, Π^∗), (2.15)

R^{±(12)}(q^{±k}z_1/z_2, Π)^L^{±(1)}(z_1)^L^{∓(2)}(z_2) = ^L^{∓(2)}(z_2)^L^{±(1)}(z_1)R^{±∗(12)}(q^{∓k}z_1/z_2, Π^∗),(2.16)

where

R^−(z, Π) = ρ^−(z)R(z, Π), ρ^−(z) = z^{2 N−1N} ρ^+(pz),

R^{∗−}(z, Π^∗) = R^−(z, Π) | p→p^∗,r→r^∗,[u]→[u]^∗,P +h→P . Definition 2.1. We define the half-currents of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ), F^±_{j,l}(z), E^±_{l,j} (z), (1 ≤ j < l ≤ N) and ^K^±_l (z) (1 ≤ l ≤ N), as the following Gauss components of ^L±(z).

^L^±(z) =

1 F^±_{1,2}(z) F^±_{1,3}(z) · · · F^±_{1,N} (z) 0 1 F^±_{2,3}(z) · · · F^±_{2,N} (z) . . ... ... ... . . . . ... 1 F^±_{N−1,N} (z) 0 · · · · · · 0 1

^K^±_1 (z) 0 · · · 0

0 ^K^±_2 (z) . . . . ... 0 0 · · · 0 ^K^±_N (z)

×

1 0 · · · · · · 0 E^±_{2,1}(z) 1

... . . E^±_{3,1}(z) E^±_{3,2}(z)

... ... . . . . . . ... 1 0 E^±_{N,1}(z) E^±_{N,2}(z) · · · E^±_{N,N−1}(z) 1

. (2.17)

One can express the half-currents in terms of the quantum minor determinant of the L operators [32]. For 1 ≤ a, b ≤ N, let us define ^L^+(z)_{a,a} = (^L^+_{i,j}(z))_{a≤i,j≤N} and

^L^+(z)_{a,b} = ^L^+_{ab}(z) ^L^+_{aa+1}(z) · · · ^L^+_{aN} (z) ^L^+_{a+1b}(z) ^L^+_{a+1a+1}(z) · · · ^L^+_{a+1N} (z) . . . . . . ^L^+_{Nb}(z) ^L^+_{Na+1}(z) · · · ^L^+_{NN} (z) for a > b (2.18)

= ^L^+_{ab}(z) ^L^+_{ab+1}(z) · · · ^L^+_{aN} (z) ^L^+_{b+1b}(z) ^L^+_{b+1b+1}(z) · · · ^L^+_{b+1N} (z) . . . . . . ^L^+_{Nb}(z) ^L^+_{Nb+1}(z) · · · ^L^+_{NN} (z) for a < b. (2.19)

Then we obtain

Theorem 2.2. [32] ^K^±_j (z) = N^{′−1}_{N−j+1}q- det ^L^±(z)_{j,j} ( q- det ^L^±(zq^{−2})_{j+1,j+1} )_{−1} , E^±_{k,j}(z) = ( q- det ^L^±(z)_{k,k} )_{−1} q- det ^L^±(z)_{k,j} , F^±_{j,k}(z) = q- det ^L^±(z)_{j,k} ( q- det ^L^±(z)_{k,k} )_{−1} (1 ≤ j < k ≤ N), where

N^′_k = N_k N_{k−1} , N_k = ∏ 1≤a<b≤k √ ρ^∗_0[a]^∗[1] ρ_0[a][1]^∗ ,

ρ_0 = − lim_{z→q−2} ρ^+(z) [1] [u + 1] = q^{r−N+2rN} (q^{2N} ; q^{2N} )_∞ (p; p)_∞ {q^{2N} q^{−4}}{pq^2}^2 {pq^4}{q^{2N} q^{−2}}^2 , ρ^∗_0 = ρ_0|_{p→p}∗_{,r→r}∗ Corollary 2.3. Let us set

^K(z) = ^K^+_1 (z) ^K^+_2 (zq^{−2}) · · · ^K^+_N (zq^{−2(N−1)}).

Then the q-determinant of ^L^+(z) is given by

q- det ^L^+(z) = N_N ^K(z)

and belongs to the center of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ).

Moreover from Proposition 6.4 in [32], we have

Corollary 2.4. For l = 1, · · · , N, the q-principal minor determinant q- det ^L^+(z)_{ll} is given by

q- det ^L^+(z)_{ll} = N_{N−l+1} ^K^+_l (z) ^K^+_{l+1}(zq^{−2}) · · · ^K^+_N (zq^{−2(N−l)})

and belongs to the center of the subalgebra E_{q,p}(^gl_{N−l+1}) of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ).

We define the elliptic algebra E_{q,p}(^sl_N ) as the quotient algebra E_{q,p}(^gl_N )/ < ^K(z) − 1 >.

2.4.2 The elliptic algebra U_{q,p}(^sl_N )

For simplicity of presentation, we treat the elliptic algebra U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) as a unital associative algebra over F generated by (the Laurent coefficients of) the elliptic currents E_j(z), F_j (z), K^+_l (z) (1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, 1 ≤ l ≤ N). In the level-k (k ∈ R) representation, the defining relations are given in the sense of analytic continuation as follows. For g(P ), g(P + h) ∈ F,

g(P + h)E_j (z) = E_j(z)g(P + h), g(P )E_j (z) = E_j(z)g(P − < Q_{αj} , P >), (2.20)

g(P + h)F_j (z) = F_j (z)g(P + h− < α_j , P + h >), g(P )F_j (z) = F_j (z)g(P ), (2.21)

g(P )K^+_l (z) = K^+_l (z)g(P − < Q_{ϵ̄l} , P >), g(P + h)K^+_l (z) = K^+_l (z)g(P + h− < Q_{ϵ̄l} , P >),

(2.22)

K^+_l (z_1)K^+_l (z_2) = ρ^{+∗}(z_1/z_2) ρ^+(z_1/z_2)

K^+_l (z_2)K^+_l (z_1), (2.23)

K^+_j (z_1)K^+_l (z_2) = ρ^{+∗}(z_1/z_2) ρ^+(z_1/z_2)

[u_1 − u_2 − 1]^∗[u_1 − u_2] [u_1 − u_2]^∗[u_1 − u_2 − 1]

K^+_l (z_2)K^+_j (z_1) (1 ≤ j < l ≤ N),

(2.24)

K^+_j (z_1)E_j (z_2) = [ u_1 − u_2 +^{j−N−k+1}_2 ]_∗ [ u_1 − u_2 +^{j−N−k+1}_2 − 1

]_∗ E_j (z_2)K^+_j (z_1), (2.25)

K^+_{j+1}(z_1)E_j (z_2) = [ u_1 − u_2 +^{j−N−k+1}_2 ]_∗ [ u_1 − u_2 +^{j−N−k+1}_2 + 1

]_∗ E_j(z_2)K^+_{j+1}(z_1), (2.26)

K^+_l (z_1)E_j (z_2) = E_j(z_2)K^+_l (z_1) (l ≠ j, j + 1), (2.27)

K^+_j (z_1)F_j (z_2) = [ u_1 − u_2 +^{j−N+1}_2 − 1 ] [ u_1 − u_2 +^{j−N+1}_2

] F_j (z_2)K^+_j (z_1), (2.28)

K^+_{j+1}(z_1)F_j (z_2) = [ u_1 − u_2 +^{j−N+1}_2 + 1 ] [ u_1 − u_2 +^{j−N+1}_2

] F_j (z_2)K^+_{j+1}(z_1), (2.29)

K^+_l (z_1)F_j (z_2) = F_j (z_2)K^+_l (z_1) (l ≠ j, j + 1), (2.30) [ u − v − a_{ij} 2 ]_∗ E_i(z)E_j (w) = [ u − v + a_{ij} 2 ]_∗ E_j (w)E_i(z), (2.31) [ u − v + a_{ij} 2 ] F_i(z)F_j (v) = [ u − v − a_{ij} 2 ] F_j (w)F_i(z), (2.32)

[E_i(z), F_j (w)] = δ_{i,j} q − q^{−1} ( δ ( q^{−k} z w ) H^−_i (q^{k/2}w) − δ ( q^k z w ) H^+_i (q^{−k/2}w) ) , (2.33)

K^−_l (z) = K^+_l (pq^{−k}z), (2.34)

H^±_j (z) = ϱK^±_j (q^{N−j−1}q^{k/2}z)K^±_{j+1}(q^{N−j−1}q^{k/2}z)^{−1} (2.35) z^{− 1r∗}_1 (p^∗q^2z_2/z_1; p^∗)_∞ (p^∗q^{−2}z_2/z_1; p^∗)_∞ { (z_2/z)^{1r∗}

(p^∗q^{−1}z/z_1; p^∗)_∞(p^∗q^{−1}z/z_2; p^∗)_∞ (p^∗qz/z_1; p^∗)_∞(p^∗qz/z_2; p^∗)_∞

E_i(z_1)E_i(z_2)E_j (z)

− [2]_q

(p^∗q^{−1}z/z_1; p^∗)_∞(p^∗q^{−1}z_2/z; p^∗)_∞ (p^∗qz/z_1; p^∗)_∞(p^∗qz_2/z; p^∗)_∞

E_i(z_1)E_j (z)E_i(z_2)

+ (z/z_1)^{1r∗}

(p^∗q^{−1}z_1/z; p^∗)_∞(p^∗q^{−1}z_2/z; p^∗)_∞ (p^∗qz_1/z; p^∗)_∞(p^∗qz_2/z; p^∗)_∞

E_j (z)E_i(z_1)E_i(z_2) } + (z_1 ↔ z_2) = 0, (2.36) z^{1r}_1

(pq^{−2}z_2/z_1; p)_∞ (pq^2z_2/z_1; p)_∞ { (z/z_2)^{1r} (pqz/z_1; p)_∞(pqz/z_2; p)_∞ (pq^{−1}z/z_1; p)_∞(pq^{−1}z/z_2; p)_∞

F_i(z_1)F_i(z_2)F_j (z)

− [2]_q (pqz/z_1; p)_∞(pqz_2/z; p)_∞ (pq^{−1}z/z_1; p)_∞(pq^{−1}z_2/z; p)_∞

F_i(z_1)F_j (z)F_i(z_2)

+ (z_1/z)^{1r} (pqz_1/z; p)_∞(pqz_2/z; p)_∞ (pq^{−1}z_1/z; p)_∞(pq^{−1}z_2/z; p)_∞

F_j (z)F_i(z_1)F_i(z_2) } + (z_1 ↔ z_2) = 0 (|i − j| = 1). (2.37)

where ϱ = (p; p)_∞(p^∗q^2; p^∗)_∞ (p^∗; p^∗)_∞(pq^2; p)_∞ . Proposition 2.5. [32] The following product belongs to the center of U_{q,p}(^gl_N ).

K(z) = K^+_1 (z)K^+_2 (zq^{−2}) · · · K^+_N (zq^{−2(N−1)}).

We define the elliptic algebra U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) as the quotient algebra U_{q,p}(^gl_N )/ < K(z) − 1 >.

2.4.3 Isomorphism between E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N )

Proposition 2.6. [32] Set E_j (zq^{j−N+1−c/2}) := μ^∗ ( E^+_{j+1,j}(zq^{c/2}) − E^−_{j+1,j}(zq^{−c/2}) ) , F_j (zq^{j−N+1−c/2}) := μ ( F^+_{j,j+1}(zq^{−c/2}) − F^−_{j,j+1}(zq^{c/2}) ) , where μ and μ^∗ satisfy μμ^∗ = − ϱ q − q^{−1} [0]^′ [1] . (2.38)

Then identifying ^K^+_l (z) with K^+_l (z), ^K^+_l (z), E_j (z), F_j (z) satisfy the defining relations of U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) in Sec.2.4.2.

Furthermore let us set H^±_j (z) := ϱ ^K^±_j (q^{N−j−1}q^{c/2}z) ^K^±_{j+1}(q^{N−j−1}q^{c/2}z)^{−1}.

Corollary 2.7. Under the constraint ^K(z) = 1, the generating functions H^±_j (z), E_j (z), F_j (z) (1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1) satisfy the defining relations of U_{q,p}(^sl_N ). Theorem 2.8. [32]

U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) ∼= E_{q,p}(^gl_N ).

Definition 2.9. The Gelfand-Tsetlin subalgebra G of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) as well as of U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) is defined to be a unital subalgebra generated by ( the Laurent coefficients of) ^K^+_l (z) (1 ≤ l ≤ N).

From (2.23)-(2.24) we obtain Proposition 2.10. The Gelfand-Tsetlin subalgebra G becomes a commutative subalgebra at the level 0 (c = 0).

2.4.4 Dynamical L operators and half-currents For later convenience ( see Sec.4) we introduce the dynamical L operators [24, 28] by L^±(z, P ) = ^L^±(z)e ∑_N j=1 π(h_{ϵj} )Q_{ϵ̄j} ,

where π(h_{ϵj} ) = E_{jj}. Then L^±(z, P ) commutes with the elements in F and satisfy the full dynamical RLL relations [11]

R^{±(12)}(z_1/z_2, Π)L^{±(1)}(z_1, P )L^{±(2)}(z_2, P + h^{(1)}) = L^{±(2)}(z_2, P )L^{±(1)}(z_1, P + h^{(2)})R^{±∗(12)}(z_1/z_2, Π^∗), (2.39) R^{±(12)}(q^{±c}z_1/z_2, Π)L^{±(1)}(z_1, P )L^{∓(2)}(z_2, P + h^{(1)}) = L^{∓(2)}(z_2, P )L^{±(1)}(z_1, P + h^{(2)})R^{±∗(12)}(q^{∓c}z_1/z_2, Π^∗), (2.40)

Accordingly we define the dynamical half-currents K^+_l (z), E^+_{j+1,j} (z, P ), F^+_{j,j+1}(z, P ) (1 ≤ l ≤ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1) as the corresponding Gauss coordinates of L^±(z, P ). Then the relation between the half-currents from ^L^±(z) and those from L^±(z, P ) is given as follows. Proposition 2.11. [32] ^K^±_l (z) = K^±_l (z)e^{−Qϵ̄}j , ^E^±_{j+1,j}(z) = e^{Qϵ̄}j+1 E^±_{j+1,j}(z, P )e^{−Qϵ̄}j , ^F^±_{j,j+1}(z) = F^±_{j,j+1}(z, P ).

3 Elliptic Weight Functions

In this section we summarize some basic properties of the elliptic weight functions obtained in [33].

3.1 Combinatorial notations

Let ^V = N⨁ μ=1 Fv_μ be the same as in Sec. 2.3 and consider its tensor product ^V^{~⊗ n}. The standard

basis of ^V^{~⊗ n} is given by {v_{μ1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ v_{μn} | μ_1, · · · , μ_n ∈ {1, · · · , N}}, where ~⊗ is defined in Appendix A.

Let [1, n] = {1, · · · , n}. For a vector v_{μ1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ v_{μn} , we define the index set I_l := { i ∈ [1, n] | μ_i = l} (l = 1, · · · , N) and set λ_l := |I_l|, λ := (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ). Then I = (I_1, · · · , I_N ) is a partition of [1, n], i.e. I_1 ∪ · · · ∪ I_N = [1, n], I_k ∩ I_l = ∅ (k ≠ l). We often denote thus obtained partition I by I_{μ1,···μn} . We also write v_I = v_{μ1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ v_{μn} . Let N = {m ∈ Z| m ≥ 0}. For λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ) ∈ N^N satisfying |λ| = λ_1 + · · · + λ_N = n, let I_λ be the set of all partitions I = (I_1, · · · , I_N ) of [1, n] satisfying |I_l| = λ_l (l = 1, · · · , N). We also set λ^{(l)} := λ_1 + · · · + λ_l, I^{(l)} := I_1 ∪ · · · ∪ I_l and let I^{(l)} =: {i^{(l)}_1 < · · · < i^{(l)}_{λ(l)} }. For I ∈ I_λ, all vectors v_I have the same weight ∑_n j=1 ϵ̄_{μj} , which we call the weight associated with λ. For each i^{(l)}_a (l = 1, · · · , N, a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)}), we consider the variables t^{(l)}_a ≡ t(i^{(l)}_a ) with t^{(N)}_a = z_a (a = 1, · · · , n), and set t = (t^{(l)}_a ) (l = 1, · · · , N, a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)}).

For λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ) ∈ N^N , |λ| = n, we consider in Sec.5 the partial flag variety F_λ = F(λ^{(1)}, · · · , λ^{(N−1)}, n) consisting of 0 = V_0 ⊂ V_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ V_N = C^n with dim_C V_l = λ^{(l)}. A representation theoretical meaning to this parametrization is given in [33].

3.2 The elliptic weight functions of type sl_N We consider the following elliptic weight functions [33].

~W_I (t, z, Π) = Sym_{t(1)} · · · Sym_{t(N−1)} ~U_I (t, z, Π), (3.1) ~U_I (t, z, Π) = N−1∏ l=1 λ^{(l)}∏

a=1 ( [v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + (P + h)_{μs,l+1} − C_{μs,l+1}(s)][1] [v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1][(P + h)_{μs,l+1} − C_{μs,l+1}(s)] | | | |_{i(l+1)b =i(l)a =s}

× λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 i (l+1) b >i (l) a [v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a ] [v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1] λ^{(l)}∏

b=a+1 [v^{(l)}_a − v^{(l)}_b − 1] [v^{(l)}_a − v^{(l)}_b ]

, (3.2) where we set t^{(l)}_a = q^{2v(l)a} (l = 1, · · · , N − 1, a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)}), z_k = q^{2uk} (k = 1, · · · , n), v^{(N)}_s = u_s (s = 1, · · · , n) and C_{μs,l+1}(s) := ∑_n j=s+1 < ϵ̄μj , hμs ,l+1 > (μs ≤ l). The symbol Symt^{(l)} denotes

the symmetrization over the variables t^{(l)}_1 , · · · , t^{(l)}_{λ(l)} .

For I = (I_1, · · · , I_N ) ∈ I_λ, let I_k = {i_{k,1} < · · · < i_{k,λk} } (k = 1, · · · , N). Then C_{μs,l+1} has the following combinatorial expression.

Proposition 3.1. C_{μs,l+1}(s) = λ_{μs} − λ_{l+1} − s̃ + m_{μs,l+1}(s) − 1 if s ≤ i_{l+1,λl+1} λ_{μs} − s̃ if s > i_{l+1,λl+1} where for s ∈ [1, n] we define s̃ by i_{μs,s̃} = s and m_{μs,l+1}(s) by m_{μs,l+1}(s) = min{1 ≤ j ≤ λ_{l+1} | s < i_{l+1,j} } for s ≤ i_{l+1,λl+1} . 3.3 Entire function version Let us set H_λ(t, z) := N−1∏ l=1 λ^{(l)}∏

a=1 λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 [ v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1 ] . (3.3)

The following gives an entire function version of the elliptic weight function.

W_I (t, z, Π) = H_λ(t, z)~W_I (t, z, Π) = Sym_t(1) · · · Sym_t(N−1) U_I (t, z, Π), (3.4)

where

U_I (t, z, Π) = N−1∏ l=1 λ^{(l)}∏

a=1

[ v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + (P + h)_{μs,l+1} − C_{μs,l+1}(s) ] [1] [(P + h)_{μs ,l+1} − C_{μs,l+1}(s)] | | | i^{(l+1)} b =i^{(l)}_a =s

× λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 i(l+1) b >i (l) a [ v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a

]^{λ(l+1)}∏ b=1 i(l+1) b <i (l) a [ v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1 ]^{λ(l)}∏ b=a+1 [v^{(l)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1] [v^{(l)}_b − v^{(l)}_a ] . (3.5)

Furthermore, in order to compare with the stable envelopes, it is convenient to consider the following expression. See Sec.5.3. W_I (t, z, Π) = W_I (t, z, Π) E_λ(t) = Sym_t(1) · · · Sym_t(N−1) U_I (t, z, Π), (3.6)

U_I (t, z, Π) = N−1∏ l=1 ∏_λ(l) a=1 u^{(l)}_I (t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π_{μi(l)a ,l+1}q^{−2Cμi(l)}a^{,l+1(i} (l) a ) ) ∏ 1≤a<b≤λ^{(l)} [v (l) a − v^{(l)}_b ][v^{(l)}_b − v^{(l)}_a − 1]

, (3.7) where t^{(l+1)} = (t^{(l+1)}_1 , · · · , t^{(l+1)}_{λ(l+1)} ), and

E_λ(t) = N−1∏ l=1 λ^{(l)}∏

a=1 λ^{(l)}∏

b=1 [v^{(l)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1], (3.8)

u^{(l)}_I (t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π_{j,k}) = [ v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + (P + h)_{j,k} ] [(P + h)_{j,k}] | | | i^{(l+1)} b =i^{(l)}_a × λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 i (l+1) b >i (l) a

[ v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a

]^{λ(l+1)}∏ b=1 i (l+1) b <i (l) a

[ v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1 ] (3.9)

for 1 ≤ j < k ≤ N. Remark. In the trigonometric (p → 0) and non-dynamical (neglecting the factors depending on P + h ) limit W_I and W_I coincide with W_I and ~W_I discussed in [44], respectively. See also [36, 37].

3.4 Properties of the elliptic weight functions 3.4.1 Triangular property

For I, J ∈ I_λ, let I^{(l)} = {i^{(l)}_1 < · · · < i^{(l)}_{λ(l)} } and J^{(l)} = {j^{(l)}_1 < · · · < j^{(l)}_{λ(l)} } (l = 1, · · · , N). Define a partial ordering ⩽ by I ⩽ J ⇔ i^{(l)}_a ≤ j^{(l)}_a ∀l, a. Let us denote by t = z_I the speciatization t^{(l)}_a = z_i(l)_a (l = 1, · · · , N − 1, a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)}) [44]. The weight function has the following triangular property. Proposition 3.2. For I, J ∈ I_λ, (1) W_J (z_I , z, Π) = 0 unless I ⩽ J. (2)

W_I (z_I , z, Π) = ∏ 1≤k<l≤N ∏ a∈I_k ∏ b∈Il a<b [u_b − u_a] ∏ b∈Il a>b [u_b − u_a + 1] .

For σ ∈ S_n, let us denote σ^{−1}(I) = I_{μσ(1)···μσ(n)} and σ(z) = (z_{σ(1)}, · · · , z_{σ(n)}). Following [44], let us set W_{σ,I} (t, z, Π) = W_{σ(I)}(t, σ(z), Π) and W_{id,I} (t, zΠ) = W_I (t, z, Π). Let us consider the matrix ^W_σ(z, Π), whose (I, J)th element is given by W_{σ,J} (z_I , z, Π) (I, J ∈ I_λ). We put the matrix elements in the decreasing order with respect to ⩽. Then Proposition 3.2 yields that the matrix ^W_{id}(z, Π) is lower triangular, whereas ^W_{σ0} (z, Π) with σ_0 being the longest element in S_n is upper triangular. In particular, for generic u_a (a = 1, · · · , n), ^W_σ(z, Π) is invertible.

3.4.2 Transition property Proposition 3.3. Let I = I_{μ1···μiμi+1···μn} ∈ I_λ. W_{I··· μi+1μi···} (t, · · · , z_{i+1}, z_i, · · · , Π) = ∑ μ^′_i,μ^′_{i+1} R̄(z_i/z_{i+1}, Πq^{−2 ∑n}j=i^{<ϵ̄μ}j^{,h>})^{μ′i μ′i+1}_{μi μi+1} W_{I··· μ′iμ′i+1···} (t, · · · , z_i, z_{i+1}, · · · , Π). (3.10)

Note that since H_λ(t, z) is a symmetric function in z_1, · · · , z_n, ~W_I (t, z, Π) has the same property.

3.4.3 Orthogonality Noting (3.6) and the remark in Sec.5.3 in [33], where E_λ(t, z) is the same as E_λ(t) in (3.8), we have the following property. Proposition 3.4. For J, K ∈ I_λ, ∑ I∈I_λ W_J (z_I , z, Π^{−1}q^2 ∑_n j=1<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>)W σ_0(K)(zI , σ0(z), Π) Q(z_I )R(z_I ) = δ_{J,K} ,

where ∑_n j=1 ϵ̄_{μj} is the weight associated with λ (Sec.3.1), and

Q(z_I ) = ∏ 1≤k<l≤N ∏ a∈I_k ∏ b∈I_l [u_b − u_a + 1],

R(z_I ) = ∏ 1≤k<l≤N ∏ a∈I_k ∏ b∈I_l [u_b − u_a].

In Sec.5.4, a consistency between this property and the formula in Theorem 4.5 becomes a key to obtain a geometric representation of the elliptic quantum group.^1

3.4.4 Quasi-periodicity Remember that we set t^{(l)}_a = q^{2v(l)a} , z_k = q^{2uk} and Π_{j,k} = q^{2(P +h)j,k} . Note that t^{(l)}_a → pt^{(l)}_a ⇔ v^{(l)}_a → v^{(l)}_a + r and t^{(l)}_a → e^{−2πi}t^{(l)}_a ⇔ v^{(l)}_a → v^{(l)}_a + rτ. From (2.4) and Proposition 3.1 we obtain the following statement.

1In [14, 46], the dynamical shift in the orthogonality relation is missing.

Proposition 3.5. For I ∈ I_λ, the weight functions W_I (t, z, Π) has the following quasi-periodicity. W_I (· · · , pt^{(l)}_a , · · · , z, Π) = (−1)^{λl+1−λl+2}W_I (· · · , t^{(l)}_a , · · · , z, Π), W_I (· · · , e^{−2πi}t^{(l)}_a , · · · , z, Π) = (−e^{−πiτ} )^{λl+1−λl+2} × exp − 2πi r (λ_{l+1} − λ_l)v^{(l)}_a −

λ^{(l+1)}∑

b=1 v^{(l+1)}_b + 2 λ^{(l)}∑

b=1 v^{(l)}_b − λ^{(l−1)}∑

b=1 v^{(l−1)}_b − (P + h)_{l,l+1} − λ_{l+1} ×W_I (· · · , t^{(l)}_a , · · · , z, Π) (1 ≤ a ≤ λ^{(l)}, 1 ≤ l ≤ N − 1).

Remark. For λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ) ∈ N^N , let x =^t(x^{(1)}_1 , · · · , x^{(1)}_{λ(1)} , · · · , x^{(N−1)}_1 , · · · , x^{(N−1)}_{λ(N−1)} ) ∈ C^M , where M = ∑_{N−1} l=1 λ^{(l)} = ∑_{N−1} l=1 (N − l)λ_l. From Proposition 3.5 one can deduce a symmetric integral M × M matrix N and a vector ξ ∈ (C /rZ)^M , which imply the following quadratic form N(x) =^txNx and the linear form ξ(x) =^txξ.

N(x) = − N−1∑ l=1 λ^{(l)}∑

a=1 λ^{(l)}∑

b=1 ( x^{(l)}_a − x^{(l)}_b

)_2 + N−2∑ l=1 λ^{(l)}∑

a=1 λ^{(l+1)}∑

b=1 ( x^{(l)}_a − x^{(l+1)}_b

)_2 + n λ^{(N−1)}∑

a=1 (x^{(N−1)} a )^2,

ξ(x) = − N−1∑ l=1 λ^{(l)}∑

a=1 x^{(l)}_a ((P + h)_{l,l+1} + λ_{l+1}) − λ^{(N−1)}∑

a=1 n∑ k=1 x^{(N−1)} a u_k. Then by Appel-Humbert theorem [34], a pair (N, ξ) characterizes a line bundle L(N, ξ) : (C^M × C )/Λ^M → C^M , where Λ = rZ + rZτ, with action ω · (x, η) = (x + ω, e_ω(x)η), ω ∈ Λ^M , x ∈ C^M , η ∈ C , and cocycle e_{nr+mrτ} (x) = (−1)^{tnNn}(−e^{iπτ} )^{tmNm}e^{2πir tm(Nx+ξ)}, n, m ∈ Z^M. Hence Span_C { W_I (t, z, Π) (I ∈ I_λ) } is a space of meromorphic sections of L(N, ξ).

3.4.5 Shuffle algebra structure

For λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ) ∈ N^N , |λ| = n, let z^{(n)} = (z_1, · · · , z_n) ∈ (C^∗ )^n. For I = I_{μ1···μn} ∈ I_λ, we denote by Π_I a set of dynamical parameters {Π_{μk ,j} = q^{2(P +h)μ}k^{,j} (k = 1, · · · , n, j = μ_k + 1, · · · , N)},where (P + h)_{j,k} ∈ C /rZ (1 ≤ j < k ≤ N), and set Π_λ = ∪_{I∈Iλ} Π_I .

Definition 3.6. For λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ) ∈ N^N , |λ| = n, we define M^{(n)}_λ (z^{(n)}, Π_λ) to be the space of moromorphic functions F (t; z, Π) of M variables t = (t^{(1)}_1 , · · · , t^{(1)}_{λ(1)} , · · · , t^{(N−1)}_1 , · · · , t^{(N−1)}_{λ(N−1)} ) such that

(1) F (t; z, Π) is symmetric in t^{(l)}_1 , · · · , t^{(l)}_{λ(l)} for each l ∈ {1, · · · , N − 1}.

(2) F (t; z, Π) has the quasi-periodicity F (· · · , pt^{(l)}_a , · · · ; z, Π) = F (t; z, Π), F (· · · , e^{−2πi}t^{(l)}_a ; · · · , z, Π) = exp { 2πi r ((P + h)_{l,l+1} − λ_l) } F (t; z, Π) (l = 1, · · · , N − 1, a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)}). Let us consider the subspace space M^{+(n)}_λ (z^{(n)}, Π_λ) := Span_C { ~W_I (t, z, Π) (I ∈ I_λ) } of M^{(n)}_λ (z, Π_λ). From Proposition 3.2, we obtain

Proposition 3.7. dim_C M^{+(n)}_λ (z^{(n)}, Π_λ) = n! λ_1! · · · λ_N ! . Consider a graded C -vector space M(z, Π) = ⨁ n∈N ⨁ λ∈NN |λ|=n M^{(n)}_λ (z^{(n)}, Π_λ)

with M^{(0)}_{(0,··· ,0)}(z^{(0)}, Π) = C 1.

Definition 3.8. For F (t; z^{(m)}, Π_I ) ∈ M^{(m)}_λ (z^{(m)}, Π_λ), G(t^′; z^{′(n)}, Π^′_I′ ) ∈ M^{(n)}_λ′ (z^{′(n)}, Π^′_λ′ ), we define the bilinear product ⋆ on M(z, Π) by

(F ⋆ G)(t^{(1)}_1 , · · · , t^{(1)}_{λ(1)+λ′(1)} , · · · , t^{(N−1)}_1 , · · · , t^{(N−1)}_{λ(N−1)+λ′(N−1)} ; z_1, · · · , z_{m+n}, Π_{I+I}′ ) := 1 ∏_{N−1} l=1 λ^{(l)}!λ^{′(l)}!

Sym^{(1)} · · · Sym^{(N−1)} [ F (t, z, Π_I q^{−2} ∑_n j=1<ϵ̄_μ′_j ,h> ) G(t^′, z^′, Π^′_I′ ) Ξ(t, t^′, z, z^′) ] , (3.11)

where I^′ = I^′_μ′_{1···μ′n} and

Ξ(t, t^′, z, z^′) = N−1∏ l=1 λ^{(l)}∏

a=1 λ^{′(l+1)}∏

b=1 [v^′_b^{(l+1)} − v^{(l)}_a ] [v^′_b^{(l+1)} − v^{(l)}_a + 1] λ^{′(l)}∏

c=1 [v^′_c^{(l)} − v^{(l)}_a + 1] [v^′_c^{(l)} − v^{(l)}_a ] .

In the LHS of (3.11), we set t^{(l)}_{λ(1)+a} := t^{′(l)}_a (a = 1, · · · , λ^{′(l)}), z_{m+k} := z^′_k (k = 1, · · · , n) and Π_{I+I}′ = {Π_{μk ,j} (k = 1, · · · , m + n, j = μ_k + 1, · · · , N)}, where Π_{μm+k ,j} := Π^′_μ′_{k ,j} (k = 1, · · · , n, j = μ^′_k + 1, · · · , N). This endows M(z, Π) with a structure of an associative unital algebra with the unit 1.

In [14], a sl_2 version of the ⋆-product is given.

Let us consider the subspace of M(z, Π).

M^+(z, Π) = ⨁ n∈N ⨁ λ∈NN |λ|=n M^{+(n)}_λ (z^{(n)}, Π_λ).

All the elements in M^+(z, Π) satisfy the following pole and wheel conditions. For F (t; z, Π) ∈ M^{+(n)}_λ (z^{(n)}, Π_λ),

1) there exists an entire function f(t; z, Π) ∈ Θ^+_λ (z^{(n)}, Π_λ) = Span_C { W_I (t, z^{(n)}, Π) (I ∈ I_λ) } such that

F (t; z, Π) = f(t; z, Π) H_λ(t, z) .

2) f(t; z, Π) = 0 once t^{(l)}_a /t^{(l+ε)}_c = q^{2ε} and t^{(l+ε)}_c /t^{(l)}_b = 1 for some l, ε, a, b, c, where ε ∈ {±1}, l = 1, · · · , N, a, b = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)}, c = 1, · · · , λ^{(l+ε)} and t^{(N)}_a = z_a.

Proposition 3.9. The subspace M^+(z, Π) ⊂ M(z, Π) is ⋆-closed.

4 Finite Dimensional Representations

In this section we construct finite dimensional tensor product representations of the elliptic quantum group E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) on the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis.

4.1 Finite dimensional tensor product representations Let (π_z, ^V_z) denote the N-dimensional dynamical evaluation representation of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ): ^V_z = ^V [z, z−1] with ^V = ⊕N_{μ=1}Fv_μ . The level-0 action of the L-operator ^L±(z) or the dynamical L-operator L^±(z, P ) introduced in Sec.2.4.4 is given by π_z(^L^±_{ij}(1/w))v_ν = π_z(L^±_{ij} (1/w, P )e^{−Qϵ̄j} )v_ν = N∑ μ=1 R̄(z/w, Π^∗)^{jν}_{iμ} v_μ

with e^{Qα} v_μ = v_μ (α ∈ h̄^∗), where Π^∗_{j,l} = q^{2Pj,l} as before.

The action on the tensor product space is obtained by the co-algebra structure presented in Appendix A.

Proposition 4.1. ^L^±(1/w) acts on ^V_w ~⊗ ^V_{z1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ ^V_{zn} by (π_{z1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ π_{zn} )Δ^{′(n−1)}(^L^±(1/w)) = R̄^{(0n)}(z_n/w, Π^∗q^2 ∑_{n−1} j=1 h^{(j)} )R(0n−1)(z n−1/w, Π^∗q^2 ∑_{n−2} j=1 h^{(j)} ) · · · R̄(01)(z 1/w, Π^∗).

Proof. It is enough to show the n = 2 case. (π_{z1} ⊗ π_{z2} )Δ^′(^L^±_{ij}(1/w))v_μ ~⊗ v_ν = ∑ k π_{z1} (^L^±_{kj} (1/w))v_μ ~⊗ π_{z2} (^L^±_{ik}(1/w))v_ν = ∑ k,μ^′,ν^′ R(z_1/w, Π^∗)^{jμ}_{kμ′} v_μ′ ~⊗ R(z_2/w, Π^∗)^{kν}_{iν}′ v_ν′ = ∑ μ^′,ν^′ ∑ k R(z_2/w, Π^∗q^{2h(1)} )^{kν}_{iν}′ R(z_1/w, Π^∗)^{jμ}_{kμ′} v_μ′ ~⊗ v_ν′ = ∑ μ^′,ν^′ ( R^{(02)}(z_2/w, Π^∗q^{2h(1)} )R^{(01)}(z_1/w, Π^∗) )_{jμν} iμ^′ν^′ v_μ′ ~⊗ v_ν′ .

To obtain the third equality we used (A.2).

It is also useful to write down the comultiplication fomula of the dynamical L-operator, which is equivalent to Proposition 4.1.

Proposition 4.2. The dynamical L-operator L^+(1/w, P ) acts on ^V_w ⊗ ^V_{z1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ ^V_{zn} , where ⊗ denotes the usual tensor product, by (π_{z1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ π_{zn} )Δ^{′(n−1)}(L^+_{ij}(1/w, P )) = N∑ k_1,··· ,k_{n−1}=1 L^+_{k1j} (z_1/w, P ) ⊗ L^+_{k2k1} (z_1/w, P + h^{(1)}) ⊗ · · · ⊗ L^+_{ikn−1} (z_n/w, P + n−1∑ j=1 h^{(j)}).

4.2 The Gelfand-Tsetlin basis Definition 4.3. The Gelfand-Tsetlin basis is a basis of the level-0 representation of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) or U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) consisting of the simultaneous eigenvectors of the Gelfand-Tsetlin subalgebra G in Definition 2.9.

We consider the the Gelfand-Tsetlin (GT) basis in ^V_{z1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ ^V_{zn} . Following [44] we construct it as follows. Firstly we realize S_n in terms of the elliptic dynamical R matrix in (2.6). Let define ~S_i(P ) by ~S_i(P ) := P^{(ii+1)}R^{(ii+1)}(z_i/z_{i+1}, Π^∗q^{2∑i−1}j=1^{h(j)} )s^z_i , where P : v ~⊗ w → w ~⊗ v, s^z_i f(· · · , z_i, z_{i+1}, · · · ) = f(· · · , z_{i+1}, z_i, · · · ) Then by using the dynamical Yang-Baxter equation (2.10) and the unitarity relation (2.11) one can show the following.

Proposition 4.4.

~S_i(P ) ~S_{i+1}(P ) ~S_i(P ) = ~S_{i+1}(P ) ~S_i(P ) ~S_{i+1}(P ), ~S_i(P ) ~S_j (P ) = ~S_j(P ) ~S_i(P ) (|i − j| > 1) ~S_i(P )^2 = 1. For λ ∈ N^N , |λ| = n, I = I_{μ1···μn} ∈ I_λ, we set v_I = v_{μ1···μn} := v_{μ1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ v_{μn} . We define the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis {ξ_I }_{I∈Iλ} by ξ_Imax := v_Imax , ξ_{si(I)} := ~S_i(P )ξ_I , (4.1) where I^{max} = I_{N · · · N} λN ··· 1 · · · 1 λ1 .

Let us consider the change of basis matrix ^X = (X_{IJ} (z, P ))_{I,J∈Iλ} : ξ_I = ∑ J∈I_λ X_{IJ} (z, P )v_J . (4.2) Here we put the matrix elements in the decreasing order I^{max} ⩾ · · · ⩾ I^{min}. Then by construction, ^X is a lower triangular matrix. Furthermore the following remarkable relationship between ^X and the specialized elliptic weight functions becomes a key to obtain a geometric interpretation of the results in the next subsection. See Sec.5.4. Theorem 4.5.

X_{IJ} (z, P ) = ~W_J (z^{−1}_I , z^{−1}, Π^∗q^2 ∑_n j=1<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>). (4.3) Proof. Let J = I_{μ1···μiμi+1···μn} ∈ I_λ. By definition, ξ_{si(I)} = ∑ J X_{si(I)J} (z, P )v_J = ~S_i(P )ξ_I = ∑ J X_{IJ} (s_i(z), P ) ~S_i(P )v_J = ∑ J,μ^′_i,μ^′_{i+1} X_{IJ} (s_i(z), P )R(z_i/z_{i+1}, Π^∗q^2 ∑_{i−1} j=1<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>)μi μi+1 μ^′_i μ^′_{i+1} vμ^1 ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ vμ^′_i ~⊗ vμ^′_{i+1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ vμ^n . Hence we obtain X_{si(I)J} (z, P ) = X_{IJ} (s_i(z), P ) (4.4) for μ_i = μ_{i+1}, and ( X_{si(I)J} (z, P ) X_{si(I)si(J)}(z, P ) ) = ( X_{IJ} (s_i(z), P ) X_{Isi(J)}(s_i(z), P ) ) P_2^tR(z_i/z_{i+1}, Π^∗q^2 ∑_{i−1} j=1<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>) μ_i,μ_{i+1} (4.5)

for μ_i > μ_{i+1}. Here we set

P_2 = 0 1 1 0 , R(z, Π^∗)_{μi ,μi+1} = R(z, Π^∗) μ_{i+1}μ_i μ_{i+1}μ_i R(z, Π ∗)^{μiμi+1} μ_{i+1}μ_i R(z, Π^∗)^{μi+1μi}_{μiμi+1} R(z, Π^∗)^{μiμi+1}_{μiμi+1} . (4.6)

Note that (4.4) and (4.5) determine the whole matrix elements in ^X recursively starting from X_Imax_Imax (z, P ) = 1. On the other hand, from Proposition 3.3 with replacing Π by Π^∗ we have

~W_J (t, s_i(z), Π^∗) = ~W_J (t, z, Π^∗) (4.7)

if μ_i = μ_{i+1}, and ( ~W_J (t, s_i(z), Π^∗) ~W_{si(J)}(t, s_i(z), Π^∗) )

= ( ~W_J (t, z, Π^∗) ~W_{si(J)}(t, z, Π^∗) ) P_2^tR(z_i/z_{i+1}, Π^∗q^{−2} ∑_n j=i<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>) μ_i,μ_{i+1} if μ_i ≠ μ_{i+1}. Using ( P_2^tR(z, Π^∗)_{μi ,μi+1} )_{−1} = P_2^tR(z^{−1}, Π^∗)_{μi ,μi+1} ,

we obtain in particular for μ_i > μ_{i+1} ( ~W_J (t, z, Π^∗) ~W_{si(J)}(t, z, Π^∗) )

= ( ~W_J (t, s_i(z), Π^∗) ~W_{si(J)}(t, s_i(z), Π^∗) ) P_2^tR((z_i/z_{i+1})^{−1} , Π^∗q^{−2} ∑_n j=i<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>) μ_i,μ_{i+1}(4.8)

Specializing t = s_i(z)_I and noting

~W_J (s_i(z)_I , z, Π^∗) = ~W_J (z_{si(I)}, z, Π^∗)

etc., we obtain from (4.7) and (4.8)

~W_J (s_i(z)_I , s_i(z), Π^∗) = ~W_J (z_{si(I)}, z, Π^∗) (4.9)

if μ_i = μ_{i+1}, and ( ~W_J (z_{si(I)}, z, Π^∗) ~W_{si(J)}(z_{si(I)}, z, Π^∗) )

= ( ~W_J (s_i(z)_I , s_i(z), Π^∗) ~W_{si(J)}(s_i(z)_I , s_i(z), Π^∗) ) P_2^tR((z_i/z_{i+1})^{−1} , Π^∗q^{−2} ∑_n j=i<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>) μ_i,μ_{i+1} (4.10) if μ_i > μ_{i+1}. Therefore one finds that ~W_J (z^{−1}_I , z^{−1}, Π^∗q^2 ∑_n j=1<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>) satisfy the same recur-

sion relations as (4.4) and (4.5) for X_{IJ} (z, P ). In addition their initial conditions coincide: ~W_{Imax} (z^{−1}_{Imax} , z−1, Π∗q^{2 ∑n}j=1^{<ϵ̄μ}j^{,h>}) = 1 = X_{ImaxImax} (z, P ). Example. The case N = 2, n = 3, λ = (2, 1). We have I_λ = {I_{211} ⩾ I_{121} ⩾ I_{112}} and

ξ_{211} ξ_{121} ξ_{112} = 1 0 0 c(u_{1,2}, P_{1,2}) b̄(u_{1,2}) 0 c(u_{1,3}, P_{1,2}) b̄(u_{1,3})c(u_{2,3}, P_{1,2} + 1) b̄(u_{1,3})b̄(u_{2,3}) v_{211} v_{121} v_{112} ,

where u_{i,j} = u_i − u_j. On the other hand we have

^W_{id}(z, Π^∗) =

~W_{I211} (z_{I211} , z, Π∗) 0 0 ~W_{I211} (z_{I121} , z, Π∗) ~W_{I121} (z_{I121} , z, Π∗) 0 ~W_{I211} (z_{I112} , z, Π∗) ~W_{I121} (z_{I112} , z, Π∗) ~W_{I112} (z_{I112} , z, Π∗)

= 1 0 0

[P_{1,2}−1+u_{2,1}][1] [u_{2,1}+1][P_{1,2}−1]

[u_{2,1}] [u_{2,1}+1] 0 [P_{1,2}−1+u_{3,1}][1] [u_{3,1}+1][P_{1,2}−1]

[u_{3,1}] [u_{3,1}+1]

[P_{1,2}+u_{3,2}][1] [u_{3,2}+1][P_{1,2}]

[u_{3,1}] [u_{3,1}+1]

[u_{3,2}] [u_{3,2}+1] .

4.3 Action of the elliptic currents In order to derive an action of the elliptic quantum group on the GT basis {ξ_I }, the following property of the symmetrization operators ~S_i(P ) is useful [44].

Proposition 4.6.

~S_i(P )Δ^{′(n−1)}(^L^±(w)) = Δ^{′(n−1)}(^L^±(w)) ~S_i(P + h^{(0)})

Proof. Use the dynamical Yang-Baxter equation.

Thanks to this proposition it suffices to construct an action of Δ^{′(n−1)}(^L^±(w)) on ξ_Imax .

From Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 4.1 we obtain the following level-0 action of the halfcurrents of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) on the GT basis. Note that at the level 0 we have L^−(w, P ) = L^+(pw, P ), hence K^−_j (w) = K^+_j (pw), E^−_{j+1,j} (w, P ) = E^+_{j+1,j}(pw, P ), F^−_{j,j+1}(w, P ) = F^+_{j,j+1}(pw, P ).

Theorem 4.7. Let {ξ_I | I ∈ I_λ, λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ) ∈ N^N , |λ| = n} be the GT basis of ^V_{z1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ ^V_{zn} . Under the abbreviation K^±_j (1/w) = (π_{z1} ⊗· · ·⊗π_{zn} )Δ′^{(n−1)}(K^±_j (1/w)), E^±_{j+1,j}(1/w, P ) = (π_{z1} ⊗· · ·⊗π_{zn} )Δ^{′(n−1)}(E^±_{j+1,j}(1/w, P )) and F^±_{j,j+1}(1/w, P ) = (π_{z1} ⊗· · ·⊗π_{zn} )Δ^{′(n−1)}(F^±_{j,j+1}(1/w, P )), we have

K^±_j (1/w)ξ_I = j−1∏ k=1 ∏ a∈I_k [u_a − v] [u_a − v + 1] | | | ± N∏ l=j+1 ∏ b∈I_l [u_b − v − 1] [u_b − v] | | | ± ξ_I , (4.11)

E^±_{j+1,j}(1/w, P )ξ_I = ∑ i∈I_{j+1} [P_{j,j+1} − u_i + v][1] [P_{j,j+1}][u_i − v] | | |_± ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠i [u_i − u_k + 1] [u_i − u_k] ξ_{Ii}′ , (4.12)

F^±_{j,j+1}(1/w, P )ξ_I = ∑ i∈I_j [P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1} + u_i − v − 1][1] [P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1} − 1][u_i − v] | | |_± ∏ k∈Ij ≠i [u_k − u_i + 1]

[u_k − u_i] ξ_I′i ,(4.13)

where w = q^{2v}, z_i = q^{2ui} (i = 1, · · · , n), I = (I_1, · · · , I_N ), and I^{i′} ∈ I_{(λ1,··· ,λj +1,λj+1−1,··· ,λN )} and I^{′i} ∈ I_{(λ1,··· ,λj −1,λj+1+1,··· ,λN )} are defined by (I^{i′} )_j = I_j ∪ {i}, (I^{i′} )_{j+1} = I_{j+1} − {i}, (I^{i′} )_k = I_k (k ≠ j, j + 1),

(I^{′i})_j = I_j − {i}, (I^{′i})_{j+1} = I_{j+1} ∪ {i}, (I^{′i})_k = I_k (k ≠ j, j + 1).

The symbols |_± distinguish contributions from the plus- and the minus-half-currents and specify their expansion directions as

[s + v] [s][v] | | |_+ = w s r Θ_p(q^{2s}w) Θ_p(q^{2s})Θ_p(w) expand in w

[s + v] [s][v] | | |_− = (pw) s r Θ_p(pq^{2s}w) Θ_p(q^{2s})Θ_p(pw) = −w^{sr} Θ_p(q^{−2s}/w) Θ_p(q^{−2s})Θ_p(1/w) expand in 1/w.

A proof is given in Appendix B.

Example. Let us consider the case N = 3, n = 5, λ = (2, 2, 1). We use the abbreviation ξ_{μ1μ2μ3μ4μ5} = ξ_{Iμ1μ2μ3μ4μ5} , as well as ^L^+_{ij} (1/w) = (π_{z1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ π_{zn} )Δ^{′(4)}(^L^+_{ij}(1/w)) on ^V_{z1} ~⊗ · · · ~⊗ ^V_{z4} . Noting Imax = I_{32211} ∈ I_λ, let us consider the action on ξ_{32211}.

• K^+_3 (1/w): from Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 4.1, we obtain

K^+_3 (1/w)ξ_{32211} = ^L^+_{33}(1/w)ξ_{32211} = b̄(u_2 − v)b̄(u_3 − v)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)ξ_{32211}.

• E^+_{3,2}(1/w, P ): similarly we have

^L^+_{32}(1/w)ξ_{32211} = c̄(u_1 − v, P_{2,3})b̄(u_2 − v)b̄(u_3 − v)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)ξ_{22211}.

Note that I_{22211} is the maximal partition in I_{(2,3,0)}. We also obtain

^L^+_{33}(1/w)ξ_{22211} = b̄(u_1 − v)b̄(u_2 − v)b̄(u_3 − v)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)ξ_{22211}.

Hence

E^+_{3,2}(1/w, P )ξ_{32211} = ^L^+_{33}(1/w)^{−1} ^L^+_{32}(1/w)ξ_{32211} = c(u_1 − v, P_{2,3}) b̄(u_1 − v) ξ^{22211}.

• F^+_{2,3}(1/w, P ): similaly we obtain ^L^+_{23}(1/w)ξ_{32211} = c(u_2 − v, P_{2,3} − 1)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)ξ_{33211} +b̄(u_2 − v)c(u_3 − v, P_{2,3})b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)v_{32311}.

Again note that I_{33211} is the maximal partition in I_{(2,1,2)}. From (4.1) we have v_{32311} = 1 b̄(u_{23}) ξ^{32311} − c(u_{23}, P_{2,3} − 1) b̄(u_{23}) ξ^{33211}.

Substituting this and using the identity

c(u_2 − v, P_{2,3} − 1) − b̄(u_2 − v) c(u_{23}, P_{2,3} − 1) b̄(u_{23}) c(u^3 − v, P^{2,3}) = c(u_2 − v, P_{2,3}) b̄(u_{32}) b̄(u_3 − v), we obtain

^L^+_{23}(1/w)ξ_{32211} = c(u^2 − v, P^{2,3}) b̄(u_{32}) b̄(u_3 − v)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)ξ_{33211} +b̄(u_2 − v) c(u_3 − v, P_{2,3}) b̄(u_{23}) b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)ξ_{32311}, where u_{ij} = u_i − u_j . Hence

F^+_{2,3}(1/w, P )ξ_{32211} = ^L^+_{23}(1/w)^L^+_{33}(1/w)^{−1}ξ_{32211} = c(u_2 − v, P_{2,3}) b̄(u_2 − v) 1 b̄(u_{32})ξ^{33211} + c(u_3 − v, P_{2,3}) b̄(u_3 − v) 1 b̄(u_{23})ξ^{32311}.

• K^+_2 (1/w): let us consider the action ^L^+_{22}(1/w)ξ_{32211} = b(u_1 − v, P_{2,3})b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)ξ_{32211} +c̄(u_1 − v, P_{2,3})c(u_2 − v, P_{2,3} + 1)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)v_{23211} +c̄(u_1 − v, P_{2,3})b̄(u_2 − v)c(u_3 − v, P_{2,3} + 2)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)v_{22311}.

On the other hand we have F^+_{2,3}(1/w, P )K^+_3 (1/w)E^+_{3,2}(1/w, P )ξ_{32211} = c(u_1 − v, P_{2,3}) c̄(u_1 − v, P_{2,3})

b̄(u_1 − v) b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)ξ_{32211} +c̄(u_1 − v, P_{2,3})c(u_2 − v, P_{2,3} + 1)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)v_{23211} +c̄(u_1 − v, P_{2,3})b̄(u_2 − v)c(u_3 − v, P_{2,3} + 2)b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)v_{22311}.

Therefore

K^+_2 (1/w)ξ_{32211} = ( ^L^+_{22}(1/w) − F^+_{2,3}(1/w, P )K^+_3 (1/w)E^+_{3,2}(1/w, P ) ) ξ_{32211} = b̄(u_4 − v)b̄(u_5 − v)

b̄(−u_1 + v) ξ^{32211}.

The last equality follows from the identity

b(u_1 − v, P_{2,3}) − c(u_1 − v, P_{2,3}) c̄(u_1 − v, P_{2,3}) b̄(u_1 − v) = 1 b̄(−u_1 + v).

Furthermore noting the formula

[s + u] [s][u] | | |_+ −

[s + u] [s][u] | | |_− = 1 [0]^′ δ(w) (4.14)

and using Propositions 2.6 and 2.11 we obtain the following level-0 action of the elliptic currents of U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) on the GT basis.

Corollary 4.8.

H^±_j (q^{j−N+1}/w)ξ_I = ϱ ∏ a∈I_j [u_a − v + 1] [u_a − v] | | | |_± ∏ b∈I_{j+1} [u_b − v − 1] [u_b − v] | | | |_± e^{−Qαj} ξ_I ,

E_j (q^{j−N+1}/w)ξ_I = μ^∗[1] [0]^′ ∑ i∈I_{j+1} δ(z_i/w) ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠i [u_i − u_k + 1] [u_i − u_k] e^{−Qαj} ξ_{Ii}′ ,

F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w)ξ_I = μ[1] [0]^′ ∑ i∈I_j δ(z_i/w) ∏ k∈Ij ≠i [u_k − u_i + 1] [u_k − u_i] ξ_I′i .

In the trigonometric and non-dynamical limit, the combinatorial structures of the formulas in this Corollary are the same as those in the geometric representation of U_q(^sl_N ) on the equivariant K-theory of the quiver variety of type A_{N−1} obtained by Ginzburg and Vasserot [20, 55], and by Nakajima [41]. One can directly check that these actions of the elliptic currents satisfy the defining relations of the level-0 U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) in the same way as in [41, 55]. We give a check of the most non-trivial relation (2.33) in Appendix C.

Proposition 4.9. The finite dimensional representation given in Corollary 4.8 is an irreducible highest weight representation with the highest weight vector ξ_{11···1}. The elliptic analogue of the Drinfeld polynomials of this representation are given by

P_1(w) = n∏ a=1 [u_a − v + 1], P_l(w) = 1 (l = 2, · · · , N − 1). (4.15)

Proof. The statement follows from a similar argument to Theorem 4.11 in [31] and E_j (1/w)ξ_{11···1} = 0 (j = 1, · · · , N − 1), H^+_1 (1/w)ξ_{11···1} = ϱ n∏ a=1 [u_a − v + 1] [u_a − v] ξ_{11···1}, H^+_l (1/w)ξ_{11···1} = ξ_{11···1} (l = 2, · · · , N − 1).

5 Geometric Representation

5.1 Equivariant elliptic cohomology Ell_T (X) For λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ) ∈ N^N , |λ| = n, let F_λ denote the partial flag variety as before and consider the cotangent bundle X = T^∗F_λ. Let us set T = A × C^∗ , A = (C^∗ )^n. The torus A has a natural action on F_λ and the extra C^∗ acts on the fibers of T^∗F_λ → F_λ by multiplication with weight ℏ. Let E = C^∗ /p^Z (|p| < 1). We regard the elliptic curve E as a group scheme over C . We follow [1, 14, 15, 17, 19, 46] for the definition of the T -equivariant elliptic cohomology Ell_T (X). The basic facts on Ell_T (X) are summarized as follows.

(1) The T -equivariant elliptic cohomology, Ell_T (X), is a functor from finite T -spaces X to superschemes, covariant in both T and X, satisfying a set of axioms ( [19], 4.1 in [15] and 2.1.2 in [1] ). In particular, Ell_T (X) is a scheme over Ell_T (pt) ∼= E^n × E. Moreover associated with a construction of X as a hyper-Kähler quotient T^∗P (_{N−1} ⨁ l=1 Hom(C^{λ(l)} , C^{λ(l+1)} ) ) //G

with G = ∏_{N−1} l=1 GL(λ^{(l)}, C ), we have a collection of tautological vector bundles {C^{λ(l)} } of rk = λ^{(l)} (l = 1, · · · , N − 1) over X and a map

Ell_T (X) → Ell_T (pt) × E^{(λ(1) )} × · · · × E^{(λ(N−1) )}, (5.1)

where E^{(m)} = E^m/S_m denotes the symmetric product of E. This map is expected to be an embedding near the origin of Ell_T (pt) (2.2 in [1]).

(2) The Thom class map Θ : K_T (X) → Pic(Ell_T (X)) is a map of a T -equivariant complex vector bundle ξ to a line bundle L^ξ_T over Ell_T (X). The line bundle L^ξ_T is called the Thom sheaf of ξ. See 2.3.2 in [1] and Definition 6.1 in [15].

(3) Let f : X → Y be a holomorphic map of T -spaces. Pull-back in the elliptic cohomology is the contravariant functoriality map Ell(f) : Ell_T (X) → Ell_T (Y ) ( (1.7.4) in [17] and 2.3.1 in [1]). If f is proper, pushforward is a morphism f_∗ : Ell(f)_∗Θ(−N_f ) → O_{EllT (Y )} of sheaves on Ell_T (Y ), where N_f = f^∗T Y − T X ∈ K_T (X). See (2.3.2) in [17] and (11) in [1].

(4) The dynamical parameter dependence is introduced by extending Ell_T (X) to E_T (X) := Ell_T (X) × E_{PicT (X)} where E_{PicT (X)} = Pic_T (X) ⊗_Z E, as a scheme over B_{T,X} = Ell_T (pt) × E_{PicT (X)}. The variables in the two factors of B_{T,X} , z_1, · · · , z_n, ℏ in Ell_T (pt) ∼= E^n × E and Π^∗_{j,j+1} (1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1) in E_{PicT (X)}, are called the equivariant and the Kähler parameters, respectively. See 2.4.3 in [1]. In Sec.5.3, we identify Π^∗_{j,j+1} with the dynamical parameters.

(5) E_{PicT (X)} and E^∨_{PicT (X)} := Hom(Pic_T (X), E) are dual abelian varieties each other. Hence there exists a universal line bundle UPoincaré over E^∨_{PicT (X)} × E_{PicT (X)}. By using a map c̃ : Ell_T (X) → E^∨_{PicT (X)}, which is obtained from the Chern class of line bundles over X (2.4.1 in [1]), one obtains a line bundle U on E_T (X) as U = (c̃ × 1)^∗ UPoincaré.

5.2 Elliptic stable envelopes 5.2.1 Chamber structure Let Hom_{grp}(C^∗ , A) be the space of one parameter subgroups ρ in A and Hom_{grp}(C^∗ , A) ⊗_Z R ⊂ Lie A be its real form. The latter space can be decomposed into finitely many chambers C defined as a connected component of the compliment of the union of hyperplanes given by ρ such that X^{ρ(C ∗ )} ≠ X^A [42].

The A-fixed points on X are described by the partitions in I_λ. Let X^A be the A-fixed point locus in X and X^A = ⨆ I∈I_λ FI a decomposition to connected components. Let ρ ∈ C. For every

S ⊂ X^A we define its attracting set Attr(S) = {(x, s), s ∈ S, lim_{t→0} ρ(t)x = s } ⊂ X × X^A, and denote by Attr^f (S) the full attracting set, which is the minimal closed subset of X that contains the diagonal S ×S and is closed under taking Attr(·). We then define a partial ordering on {F_I } by F_J ≤ F_I ⇔ Attr^f (F_I ) ∩ F_J ≠ ∅.

5.2.2 Definition For a pair (μ, ν), μ ∈ char(T ) = Hom(Ell_T (pt), E), ν ∈ Pic_T (X) = Hom(E, E_{PicT (X)}), let ς denote the automorphism of B_{T,X} ς(μν) : (z, Π^∗) → (z, ν(μ(z))Π^∗). Let ι : X^A → X be the inclusion map, which is proper. For each chamber C of Lie A, one can consider the polarization T^{1/2}X ∈ K_T (X) of X and its restriction T^{1/2}X|_XA to X^A. Let us denote by ind := T^{1/2}X|_XA_{,>0} the attracting part of T^{1/2}X|_XA . We have det ind ∈ Pic_T (X^A) and a translation ς(−ℏ det ind) : B_{T,X}A → B_{T,X}A . For the line bundle U_{EllT (X}A_) on Ell_T (X^A) × E_{PicT (X)} we set U^′ = (1 × ι^∗)^∗ς(−ℏ det ind)^∗ U_{EllT (X}A_), where ι^∗ is the pull-back of line bundles from X to X^A.

The elliptic stable envelop Stab_C is defined to be a map of O_{BT,X} -modules Θ(T^{1/2}X^A) ⊗ U^′ → Θ(T^{1/2}X) ⊗ U ⊗ · · · , where Θ(T^{1/2}X) denotes the Thom sheaf of a polarization, and · · · stands for a certain line bundle pulled back from B^′ = B_{T,X} /Ell_A(pt).

Stab_C is subjected to the following two conditions (3.3.4 in [1]).

(i) (triangularity) Let s_K be an elliptic cohomology class supported on F_K locally over B_{T,X} .

Then Stab_C(s_K ) is supported on Attr^f (F_K ). In particular if F_K < F_I we have Stab_C(s_K )|_{FI} = 0.

(ii) (normalization) Near the diagonal in X × F_K , we have

Stab_C = (−1)^{rk ind} j_∗π^∗,

where

F_K^π←− Attr(F_K )^j−→ X

are the natural projection and inclusion maps.

5.3 Direct comparison with the elliptic weight functions In this and the following subsections, we consider the elliptic weight functions W_I (t, z, Π^∗) obtained from W_I (t, z, Π) in (3.6) by replacing Π_{j,l} = q^{2(P +h)j,l} by Π^∗_{j,l} = q^{2Pj,l} , which also satisfy all the properties in Sec. 3 under the same replacement.

The symmetry structure in the target of (5.1) coincides with the one of the elliptic weight function W_I (t, z, Π^∗) with respect to the variables t^{(l)}_a (l = 1, · · · , N − 1, a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)}). This suggests that {t^{(l)}_a } can be identified with the Chern roots of the tautological vector bundles over X [3]. This structure as well as the quasi periodicity in Proposition 3.5 allow us to identify the elliptic weight functions W_I (t, z, Π^∗) with meromorphic sections of line bundles over E_T (X) near the origin of B_{T,X} .

More precicely one can compare the elliptic weight functions W_{σ0(I)}(t̃, σ_0(z^{−1}), Π^{∗−1}), where t̃ denotes a set of t-variables associated with the partition σ_0(I), with the abelianization formula of the elliptic stable envelopes [1, 48].

Let G be a reductive group acting on a vector space M. It induces the hamiltonian action on T^∗M. Let μ_G be the corresponding moment map. Let S ⊂ G be the maximal torus and let π_S : (Lie G)^∗ → (Lie S)^∗ be a projection, and set μ_S = π_S ∘ μ_G. For the hyper-Käler quotient X = μ^{−1}_G (0)//G, the associated abelian quotient

X_S = μ^{−1}_S (0)//S

is a hypertoric variety called the abelianization of X.

Let λ = (λ_1, · · · , λ_N ) ∈ N^N , I ∈ I_λ and λ^{(l)} = λ_1 + · · · + λ_l, I^{(l)} = {i^{(l)}_1 < · · · < i^{(l)}_{λ(l)} } (l = 1, · · · , N) as in Sec.3.1.

5.3.1 The case X = T^∗P(C^{(λ(l+1) )})

We follow a construction of Stab_C for X given in 3.4 from [1]. For a ∈ [1, λ^{(l)}], let us fix a variable t^{(l)}_a and regard it as the coordinate on GL(1)/p^Z = E = E^∨. The variable t^{(l)}_a gives the Chern root of the line bundle O(1) over X. We denote by Π^∗_{l,l+1} = q^{2Pl,l+1} the Kähler parameter dual to t^{(l)}_a .

Let us take a basis {e_i(l+1)_b (b = 1, · · · , λ^{(l+1)})} of C^{λ(l+1)} , on which the torus A^{(l+1)} acts as diag(t^{(l+1)}_1 , · · · , t^{(l+1)}_{λ(l+1)} ). Hence F_i(l+1)_b = C e_i(l+1)_b (b = 1, · · · , λ^{(l+1)}) give the A^{(l+1)}-fixed points. We chose the chamber C^{(l+1)} such that

F_i(l+1)_1 > F_i(l+1)_2 > · · · > F_i(l+1)_{λ(l+1)} .

Let ϕ^{(l)} : [1, λ^{(l)}] → [1, λ^{(l+1)}] be a map defined by i^{(l+1)}_{ϕ(l)(a)} = i^{(l)}_a . For a ∈ [1, λ^{(l)}], the elliptic stable envelopes Stab_C(l+1) (F_ϕ(l)_{(a)}) for X = T^∗P(C^{λ(l+1)} ) is then given by

f^{(l)}(t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π^∗_{l,l+1}q^{2(λ(l+1)−ϕ(l)(a))}) = [−v^{(l+1)}_{ϕ(l)(a)} + v^{(l)}_a + P_{l,l+1} + λ^{(l+1)} − ϕ^{(l)}(a)] [P_{l,l+1} + λ^{(l+1)} − ϕ^{(l)}(a)] × λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 b<ϕ(l)(a) [v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a ]

λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 b>ϕ(l)(a) [v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1], (5.2)

where we set t^{(l)}_a = q^{2v(l)a} , t^{(l+1)}_a = q^{2v(l+1)a} , t^{(l+1)} = (t^{(l+1)}_1 , · · · , t^{(l+1)}_{λ(l+1)} ), and made an identification ℏ = q^{−2}.

Let us compare this with (3.9). Let Ĩ = σ_0(I) with Ĩ^{(l)} = {ĩ^{(l)}_1 < · · · < ĩ^{(l)}_{λ(l)} } (l = 1, · · · , N) and consider the variables t̃^{(l)}_a ≡ t(ĩ^{(l)}_a ). Then one finds

ĩ^{(l)}_a = σ_0 ( i^{(l)}_{σ(l)0 (a)} ) , (5.3)

where σ^{(l)}_0 ∈ S_λ(l) denotes the longest element. Furthermore for a map ϕ̃^{(l)} : [1, λ^{(l)}] → [1, λ^{(l+1)}] such that ĩ^{(l+1)}_{ϕ̃(l)(a)} = ĩ^{(l)}_a , we have ϕ̃^{(l)}(σ^{(l)}_0 (a)) = σ^{(l+1)}_0 (ϕ^{(l)}(a)). (5.4)

We then find that (5.2) coincides with

u^{(l)}_{σ0(I)}(t̃^{(l)}_ã , t̃^{(l+1)}, Π^{∗−1}_{l,l+1}q^{−2(ϕ̃(l)(ã)−1)})

from (3.9) under the identification ã = σ^{(l)}_0 (a), b̃ = σ^{(l+1)}_0 (b), t^{(l)}_a = t(i^{(l)}_a ), t^{(l+1)}_b = t(i^{(l+1)}_b ), t^{(l)}_a = t̃^{(l)}_ã , t^{(l+1)}_b = t̃^{(l+1)}_{b̃} and in particular t^{(N)}_a = z^{−1}_{σ0(a)}. This is due to the identity ϕ̃^{(l)}(ã) − 1 = λ^{(l+1)} − ϕ^{(l)}(a), (5.5) and the equality such as

λ^{(l+1)}∏

b̃=1 ĩ (l+1) b̃ <ĩ (l) ã [~v^{(l+1)}_{b̃} − ~v^{(l)}_ã + 1] =

λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 b>ϕ(l)(a) [v^{(l+1)}_b − v^{(l)}_a + 1], (5.6)

which follows from

ĩ^{(l+1)}_{b̃} < ĩ^{(l)}_ã ⇔ b̃ < ϕ̃^{(l)}(ã) ⇔ b > ϕ^{(l)}(a).

5.3.2 The case X = T^∗Gr(λ^{(l)}, λ^{(l+1)}) We follow 4.4 in [1]. For each l (l = 1, · · · , N − 1), let S^{(l)} = diag(t^{(l)}_1 , · · · , t^{(l)}_{λ(l)} ) ⊂ GL(λ^{(l)}) be the maximal torus. The abelianization X_S(l) of X is given by

X_S(l) = (T^∗P(C^{λ(l+1)} ))^{λ(l)} .

Correspondingly the product

Stab^{S(l)}_{C(l+1)} (F_I(l) ) = λ^{(l)}∏

a=1 f^{(l)}(t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π^∗_{l,l+1}q^{2Cl,l+1(i(l)a )})

gives the elliptic stable envelopes for X_S(l) . Here F_I(l) = Span_C { e_i(l+1)_b | i^{(l+1)}_b = i^{(l)}_a (a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)})} = Span_C { e_i(l)_a (a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)})} are the A^{(l+1)}-fixed points, and t^{(l)}_a ’s are identified with the Chern roots of the tautological bundle over X. The dynamical shift C_{l,l+1}(i^{(l)}_a ) is given by C_{l,l+1}(i^{(l)}_a ) = 2(λ^{(l)} − a) − λ^{(l+1)} + ϕ^{(l)}(a). (5.7)

Note that this is identical to the one in Proposition 3.1 for i^{(l)}_a = s, μ_s = l.

Then the abelianization formula [1, 48] gives the stable envelopes Stab_C(l+1) (F_I(l) ) for X in terms of Stab^{S(l)}_{C(l+1)} (F_I(l) ) as follows.

Stab_C(l+1) (F_I(l) ) = Sym_t(l)

Stab^{S(l)}_{C(l+1)} (F_I(l) ) ∏ 1≤a<b≤λ^{(l)} [v (l) a − v^{(l)}_b ][v^{(l)}_b − v^{(l)}_a − 1] .

In particular, the case N = 2, where λ^{(2)} = n and t^{(2)}_b = z^{−1}_b , we have for a ∈ [1, λ^{(1)}]

f^{(1)}(t^{(1)}_a , z^{−1}, Π^∗_{1,2}q^{2C1,2(i(1)a )}) = [u_s + v^{(1)}_a + P_{1,2} + C_{1,2}(i^{(1)}_a )] [P_{1,2} + C_{1,2}(i^{(1)}_a )] ∏ 1≤b<ϕ^{(1)}(a) [u_b + v^{(1)}_a ] ∏ ϕ^{(1)}(a)<b≤n [u_b + v^{(1)}_a − 1].

The resultant Stab_C(2) (F_I(1) ) is the elliptic stable envelope for T^∗Gr(λ^{(1)}, n) given in (60) from [1]. Combining this with the identification between f^{(l)} and u^{(l)}_{σ0(I)} for l = 1 in the last subsection, we find

Stab_C(2) (F_I(1) ) = W_{σ0(I)}(t̃, σ_0(z^{−1}), Π^{∗−1}),

where t̃ = (t̃^{(l)}_a ) (l = 1, 2, a = 1, · · · , λ^{(1)}).

5.3.3 The case X = T^∗F_λ

Let N > 2. The partial flag variety F_λ = F(λ^{(1)}, · · · , λ^{(N−1)}, n) is given by a hyper-Kähler quotient

F_λ = P (_{N−1} ⨁ l=1 Hom(C^{λ(l)} , C^{λ(l+1)} ) ) //G

by the action of G = ∏_{N−1} l=1 GL(λ^{(l)}, C ), and has a description as a tower of Grassmannian bundles [3]

Gr(λ^{(l)}, λ^{(l+1)}) → F(λ^{(l)}, λ^{(l+1)}, · · · , λ^{(N−1)}, n) = Gr(λ^{(l)}, S_{l+1}) ↓ F(λ^{(l+1)}, · · · , λ^{(N−1)}, n), where S_1 ⊂ S_2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ S_{N−1} ⊂ C^n ⊗ O_F denotes the universal bundle. Correspondingly, the abelianization (F_λ)_S of F_λ by S = ∏_{N−1} l=1 S^{(l)} ⊂ G is a tower of product-of-projective-space bundles:

(P^{λ(l+1)−1})^{λ(l)} → F_l = P(V_{l+1}) ×_{Fl+1} · · · ×_{Fl+1} P(V_{l+1}) ↓ F_{l+1}, where F_l is the abelianization of F(λ^{(l)}, λ^{(l+1)}, · · · , λ^{(N−1)}, n), and

V_{l+1} =

λ^{(l+1)}⨁

j=1 O(0, · · · , 0,^j−1, 0, · · · , 0).

is the vector bundle on F_{l+1} corresponding to S_{l+1}. The abelianization X_S of X = T^∗F_λ containes T^∗(F_λ)_S as a dense open subset, and is obtained by gluing together the flopped versions of T^∗(F_λ)_S (5.1.2 in [48]).

For I = I_{μ1,··· ,μn} ∈ I_λ, let F_I denote the A = diag(z_1, · · · , z_n)-fixed point 0 ⊂ F_I(1) ⊂ · · · ⊂ F_I(N−1) ⊂ C^n and {t^{(l)}_a } be the Chern roots of the tautological bundle over X. We choose the chamber C consistently to the choice of C^{(l+1)} for T^∗Gr(λ^{(l)}, λ^{(l+1)}) (l = 1, · · · , N − 1). Namely z_b/z_a > 0 ⇔ a < b. Then the elliptic stable envelop for X_S is given by

Stab^S_C (F_I ) = N−1∏ l=1 λ^{(l)}∏

a=1 f^{(l)} ( t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π^∗_{μi(l)a ,l+1}q^{2Cμi(l)}a^{,l+1(i} (l) a ) ) . (5.8)

Here we defined for s ∈ I^{(l)}, μ_s ≤ l,

Π^∗_{μs,l+1} := l∏ k=μ_s Π^∗_{k,k+1}, q^{2Cμs,l+1(s)} := l∏ k=μ_s q^{2Ck,k+1(s)} (5.9)

with C_{k,k+1}(s) given in (5.7) for s = i^{(l)}_a . The factor λ^{(l)}∏

a=1 f^{(l)} ( t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π^∗_{μi(l)a ,l+1}q^{2Cμi(l)}a^{,l+1(i} (l) a ) )

is a contribution from T^∗Gr(λ^{(l)}, λ^{(l+1)}) with the Kähler parameters Π^∗_{μi(l)a ,l+1} dual to t^{(l)}_a . Note that for N > 2, μ_i(l)_a in general takes a value in the range [1, l] corresponding to the embedding structure F_I(1) ⊂ · · · ⊂ F_I(μ_{i(l)a} ) ⊂ · · · ⊂ F_I(l) ⊂ F_I(l+1) . The formulas in (5.9) are then natural in

the sense that the Kähler parameters as well as their dynamical shift q^{2Cμi(l)}a^{,l+1(i} (l) a ) are given as built-up contributions from a sequence of the Grassmannians filling a gap between F_I(μ_{i(l)a} ) and F_I(l+1) . Note that the resultant C_{μs,l+1}(s) coincides with the one in Proposition 3.1.

Then again the abelianization formula [1,48] yields the following expression of Stab_C(F_I ) for X = T^∗F_λ.

Stab_C(F_I ) = Sym_t(1) · · · Sym_t(N−1)

Stab^S_C (F_I ) ∏_{N−1} l=1 ∏ 1≤a<b≤λ^{(l)} [v (l) a − v^{(l)}_b ][v^{(l)}_b − v^{(l)}_a − 1]

= Sym_t(1) · · · Sym_t(N−1) N−1∏ l=1

∏_λ(l) a=1 f^{(l)}(t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π^∗_{μi(l)a ,l+1}q^{2Cμi(l)}a^{,l+1(i} (l) a ) ) ∏ 1≤a<b≤λ^{(l)} [v (l) a − v^{(l)}_b ][v^{(l)}_b − v^{(l)}_a − 1] . (5.10)

Under the same identification as in the previous subsections, we thus obtain

Stab_C(F_I ) = W_{σ0(I)}(t̃, σ_0(z^{−1}), Π^{∗−1}). (5.11)

5.3.4 Restriction to the fixed points For J ∈ I_λ, let us consider the restriction to the fixed point F_J i.e. the specialization t = z^{−1}_J given by t^{(l)}_a = z^{−1}_{j(l)a} (l = 1, · · · , N − 1, a = 1, · · · , λ^{(l)}). From (5.10) we obtain

Stab_C(F_I )|_{FJ} = Sym_t(1) · · · Sym_t(N−1) N−1∏ l=1

∏_λ(l) a=1 f^{(l)}(t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π^∗_{μi(l)a ,l+1}q^{2Cμi(l)}a^{,l+1(i} (l) a ) )|_{t=z}−1_J ∏ 1≤a<b≤λ^{(l)} [uj^{(l)}_a − uj^{(l)}_b ][uj^{(l)}_b − uj^{(l)}_a + 1] , where f^{(l)}(t^{(l)}_a , t^{(l+1)}, Π^∗_{μs,l+1}q^{2Cμs,l+1(s)})|_{t=z}−1_J = [u_j(l+1)_b − u_j(l)_a + P_{μs,l+1} + C_{μs,l+1}(s)] [P_{μs ,l+1} + C_{μs,l+1}(s)] | | |_{i(l+1)b =i(l)a =s}

× λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 i (l+1) b <s [u_j(l+1)_b − u_j(l)_a ]

λ^{(l+1)}∏

b=1 i (l+1) b >s [u_j(l+1)_b − u_j(l)_a − 1].

This is an elliptic and dynamical analogue of the formula in Theorem 5.2.1 in [48].

By using the identification (5.11) and the equivalence of the specializations t = z^{−1}_J ⇔ t̃ = σ_0(z^{−1})_{σ0(J)}, i.e. t^{(l)}_a = z^{−1}_{j(l)a} ⇔ t̃^{(l)}_ã = z^{−1}_{σ0(j̃(l)ã )}, where J̃ = σ_0(J), we obtain the following identification. Stab_C(F_I )|_{FJ} = W_{σ0(I)}(σ_0(z^{−1})_{σ0(J)}, σ_0(z^{−1}), Π^{∗−1}) = W_{σ0(I)}(z^{−1}_J , σ_0(z^{−1}), Π^{∗−1}), (5.12) where in the second equality we used the identity W_I (σ(z)_{σ(J)}, z, Π^∗) = W_I (z_J , z, Π^∗) ∀I, J ∈ I_λ, ∀σ ∈ S_n. 5.4 Geometric representation Let X = T^∗F_λ and fix a chamber C as above. By definition, the stable classes Stab_C(F_K ) (K ∈ I_λ) are triangular with respect to the fixed point classes {[I]}_{I∈Iλ} in E_T (X). See 3.3.4 in [1]. Namely we have the following expansion formula Stab_C(F_K ) = ∑ I∈I_λ Stab_C(F_K )|_{FI} R(z^{−1}_I )

[I]. (5.13)

Here we chose a normalization by R(z_I ) given in Proposition 3.4 for later convenience. We regard this as the definition of the fixed point classes.

From (5.12), we have

Stab_C(F_K )|_{FI} = W_{σ0(K)}(z^{−1}_I , σ_0(z^{−1}), Π^{∗−1}). (5.14)

Note also that by the replacement z → z^{−1} and Π → Π^{∗−1} one can rewrite Proposition 3.4 as ∑ I∈I_λ W_J (z^{−1}_I , z^{−1}, Π^∗q^2 ∑_n j=1<ϵ̄_{μj} ,h>)W σ_0 (K)(z −1 I , σ_0(z^{−1}), Π^{∗−1}) Q(z^{−1}_I )R(z^{−1}_I ) = δ_{J,K} .

Then using this and (5.14) one can invert (5.13) and obtain

[I] = ∑ J∈I_λ ~W_J (z^{−1}_I , z^{−1}, Π^∗q^{2 ∑n}j=1^{<ϵ̄μ}j^{,h>}) Stab_C(F_J ). (5.15)

Comparing this with Theorem 4.5, we find that (5.15) is identical to the relation (4.2) under the correspondence

the Gelfand-Tsetlin base ξ_I ⇔ the fixed point class [I],

the standard base v_J ⇔ the stable class Stab_C(F_J ).

On the basis of this correspondence as well as Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 4.8, we obtain the following statement on the level-0 action of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) on E_T (X).

Theorem 5.1. Under the same notation as Theorem 4.7, let us define the action of the halfcurrents K^±_j (1/w), E^±_{j+1,j} (1/w, P ), F^±_{j,j+1}(1/w, P ) on the fixed point classes by

K^±_j (1/w)[I] = j−1∏ k=1 ∏ a∈I_k [u_a − v] [u_a − v + 1] | | | |_± N∏ l=j+1 ∏ b∈I_l [u_b − v − 1] [u_b − v] | | | |_± [I], (5.16)

E^±_{j+1,j}(1/w, P )[I] = ∑ i∈I_{j+1} [P_{j,j+1} − u_i + v][1] [P_{j,j+1}][u_i − v] | | ± ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠i [u_i − u_k + 1] [u_i − u_k]

[I^{i′} ], (5.17)

F^±_{j,j+1}(1/w, P )[I] = ∑ i∈I_j [P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1} + u_i − v − 1][1]

[P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1} − 1][u_i − v] | | | ± ∏ k∈Ij ≠i [u_k − u_i + 1]

[u_k − u_i]

[I^{′i}].(5.18)

Then this gives an irreducible finite-dimensional representation of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) on E_T (X).

Corollary 5.2. The level-0 action of U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) on E_T (X) is given by

H^±_j (q^{j−N+1}/w)[I] = ϱ ∏ a∈I_j [u_a − v + 1] [u_a − v] | | | |_± ∏ b∈I_{j+1} [u_b − v − 1] [u_b − v] | | | |_± e^{−Qαj} [I],

E_j(q^{j−N+1}/w)[I] = μ^∗[1] [0]^′ ∑ i∈I_{j+1} δ(z_i/w) ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠i [u_i − u_k + 1] [u_i − u_k] e^{−Qαj} [I^{i′} ],

F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w)[I] = μ[1] [0]^′ ∑ i∈I_j δ(z_i/w) ∏ k∈Ij ≠i [u_k − u_i + 1] [u_k − u_i] [I^{′i}].

Remark. Similar correspondences between the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis and the fixed point classes were studied in [8,9,26,38,51]. In [38] for the level-(0,1) representation of the quantum toroidal algebra of type A, the Gelfand-Tsetlin basis on the q-Fock space [52] was identified with the fixed point basis of the equivariant K-theory of corresponding cyclic quiver variety [53]. Affine Yangian analogue of this result was obtained in [26]. In [8,9,51], certain geometric actions of the universal enveloping algebra U(gl_N ) on the Laumon spaces, of the affine Yangian of type A^{(1)}_{N−1} on the affine Laumon spaces and of the quantum toroidal algebra Ü_q(^sl_N ) on the K-theory of the affine Laumon spaces were constructed, respectively.

Acknowledgements

The author would like to thank Andrei Okounkov for stimulating discussions. He is also grateful to Vassily Gorbounov, Michio Jimbo, Yoshiyuki Kimura, Christian Korff, Andrei Negut, Masatoshi Noumi, Vitaly Tarasov, Yaping Yang and Paul Zinn-Justin for discussions, and to the organizers of the workshops “Elliptic Hypergeometric Functions in Combinatorics, Integrable Systems and Physics” and “Geometric R-Matrices: from geometry to probability” for kind invitation. His research is supported by the Grant-in -Aid for Scientific Research (C) 17K05195, JSPS.

A The H-Hopf algebroid structure of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N )

We summarize an H-Hopf algebroid structure based on the opposite coproduct to the one used in the previous papers [31, 32]. This opposite H-Hopf algebroid structure is used in Sec.4 to construct the finite dimensional representations of E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N ).

Let A denote E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) or U_{q,p}(^gl_N ). The A is bi-graded over H^∗ by A = ⨁ α,β∈H^∗ A_{α,β} A_{α,β} = { x ∈ A | | q_{P +h}xq_{−(P +h)} = q_{<α,P +h>}x, q_P xq_{−P} = q_{<β,P >}x ∀P + h, P ∈ H } , and possesses two moment maps μ_l, μ_r : F → A_{0,0} defined by μ_l( ^f) = f(P + h, p) ∈ F[[p]], μ_r( ^f) = f(P, p^∗) ∈ F[[p]]. The μ_l and μ_r satisfy μ_l( ^f)a = aμ_l(T_α ^f), μ_r( ^f)a = aμ_r(T_β ^f), a ∈ A_{α,β}, ^f ∈ F, where T_α = e^α ∈ C [R_Q ] denotes the automorphism of F T_α ^f = e^αf(P, P + h)e^{−α} = f(P + < α, P >, P + h+ < α, P >). Hence both E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) are the H-algebras [6, 27, 32].

Let A and B be two H-algebras. The tensor product A~⊗B is the H^∗-bigraded vector space with (A~⊗B)_{αβ} = ⨁ γ∈H^∗ (B_{γβ} ⊗_F A_{αγ} ), (A.1) where ⊗_F denotes the usual tensor product modulo the following relation. μ^B_l ( ^f)b ⊗ a = b ⊗ μ^A_r ( ^f)a, a ∈ A, b ∈ B, ^f ∈ F. (A.2) The tensor product A~⊗B is again an H-algebra with the multiplication (b ⊗ a)(d ⊗ c) = bd ⊗ ac (a, c ∈ A, b, d ∈ B) and the moment maps μ^{A ~⊗B}_l = 1 ⊗ μ^A_l , μ^{A ~⊗B}_r = μ^B_r ⊗ 1. (A.3) We also consider the H-algebra of the shift operators [6] D = { ∑ α ^f_αT_α | ^f_α ∈ M_{H∗} , α ∈ R_Q }, D_{α,α} = { ^fT_{−α} }, D_{α,β} = 0 (α ≠ β), μ^D_l ( ^f) = μ^D_r ( ^f) = ^fT_0 ^f ∈ M_H∗ . Then we have the H-algebra isomorphism A ∼= A ~⊗ D ∼= D ~⊗ A. (A.4)

The two H-algebras E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) are equipped with the common H-Hopf algebroid structure [32] defined by the two H-algebra homomorphisms, the co-unit ε : A → D and the (oposit) co-multiplication Δ^′ : A → A~⊗A ε(^L^+_{i,j} (z)) = δ_{i,j} T_{Qϵ̄i} (n ∈ Z), ε(e^Q) = e^Q, (A.5) ε(μ_l( ^f)) = ε(μ_r( ^f)) = ^fT_0, (A.6) Δ^′(^L^+_{i,j}(z)) = ∑ k ^L^+_{k,j}(z) ~⊗ ^L^+_{i,k}(z), (A.7) Δ^′(e^Q) = e^Q ~⊗ e^Q, (A.8) Δ^′(μ_l( ^f)) = 1~⊗μ_l( ^f), Δ^′(μ_r( ^f)) = μ_r( ^f)~⊗1, (A.9)

and the algebra antihomomorphism S : A → A

S(^L^+_{ij}(z)) = (^L^+(z)^{−1})_{ij} , S(e^Q) = e^{−Q}, S(μ_r(f̂)) = μ_l(f̂), S(μ_l(f̂)) = μ_r(f̂).

B Proof of Theorem 4.7

In this section we prove that the action of the half-currents (4.11)-(4.13) satisfies the defining relations of the elliptic algebra E_{q,p}(^gl_N ) at k = 0. From Lemma 6.10 in [32] it is enough to show the following relations, which are the dynamical counterpart of those listed in Sec.C.1 in [32] through Proposition 2.11. Or one can directly derive them from (2.39) with corresponding Gauss decomposition of the dynamical L-operator.

K^+_{j+1}(1/w_1)^{−1}E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_2, P )K^+_{j+1}(1/w_1) = E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_{j+1}, h >) 1 b̄∗(−v_{12}) − E^{+j+1,j}(1/w^1, P + < ϵ̄^{j+1}, h >) c^∗(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄∗(−v_{12}) , (B.1) K^+_{j+1}(1/w_1)F^+_{j,j+1}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_{j+1}, h >)K^+_{j+1}(1/w_1)^{−1} = 1 b̄(−v_{12})F^{+j,j+1}(1/w^2, P ) − c̄(−v_{12}, (P + h)_{j,j+1}) b̄(−v_{12}) F^{+j,j+1}(1/w^1, P ), (B.2) 1 b̄∗(v_{12})E^{+j+1,j}(1/w^1, P + < ϵ̄^{j+1}, h >)E^{+j+1,j}(1/w^2, P + < ϵ̄^j , h >)

−E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_{j+1}, h >)E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_j , h >) c^∗(v_{12}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄∗(v_{12}) = 1 b̄∗(−v_{12}) E^{+j+1,j}(1/w^2, P + < ϵ̄^{j+1}, h >)E^{+j+1,j}(1/w^1, P + < ϵ̄^j, h >) −E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_1, P + < ϵ̄_{j+1}, h >)E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_1, P + < ϵ̄_j , h >) c^∗(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄∗(−v_{12}) , (B.3)

1 b̄(−v_{12})F^{+j,j+1}(1/w^1, P )F^{+j,j+1}(1/w^2, P ) − F^{+j,l}(1/w^1, P )^2 c̄(−v_{12}, (P + h)_{j,j+1} − 2)

b̄(−v_{12}) = 1 b̄(v_{12})F^{+j,j+1}(1/w^2, P )F^{+j,j+1}(1/w^1, P ) − F^{+j,j+1}(1/w^2, P )^2 c̄(v_{12}, (P + h)_{j,j+1} − 2) b̄(v_{12}) , (B.4) E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_1, P )F^+_{j,j+1}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_j, h >) − F^+_{j,j+1}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_{j+1}, h >)E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_1, P )

= K^+_j (1/w_2)K^+_{j+1}(1/w_2)^{−1} c̄^∗(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄∗(−v_{12})

−K^+_{j+1}(1/w_1)^{−1}K^+_j (1/w_1) c̄(−v_{12}, (P + h)_{j,j+1}) b̄(−v_{12}) , (B.5)

where w_i = q^{2vi} (i = 1, 2) and we set v_{12} = v_1 − v_2. Note that at k = 0, p = p^∗, r = r^∗, hence b(u, P ) = b^∗(u, P ), b̄(u) = b̄^∗(u), c(u, P ) = c^∗(u, P ), c̄(u, P ) = c̄^∗(u, P ) etc. (B.1): Noting < ϵ̄_{j+1}, h_{j,j+1} >= −1, from (4.11) and (4.12) we have

LHS = ∑ k∈I_{j+1} c̄(u_k − v_2, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_k − v_2) b̄(u_k − v_1)^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠k b̄(u_{kl})^{−1}ξ_{Ik′} ,

RHS = ∑ k∈I_{j+1} ( c̄(u_k − v_2, P_{j,j+1} − 1) b̄(u_k − v_2) 1 b̄(−v_{12}) − c̄(u_k − v_1, P_{j,j+1} − 1) b̄(u_k − v_1) c(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(−v_{12}) )

× ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠k b̄(u_{kl})^{−1}ξ_{Ik′} .

Then the equality follows from the identity c̄(−v_2, s) b̄(−v_2) b̄(−v_1)^{−1} = c̄(−v^2, s − 1) b̄(−v_2) 1 b̄(−v_{12}) − c̄(−v_1, s − 1) b̄(−v_1) c(−v_{12}, s) b̄(−v_{12}) . (B.6)

One can prove (B.2) similarly.

(B.3): The action of the LHS on ξ_I yields ∑ a,b∈Ij+1 a≠b

( [v_{12} + 1][P − 1 − u_b + v_1][P + 1 − u_a + v_2] [v_{12}][u_b − v_1][u_a − v_2]

− [P + v_{12}][1][P − 1 − u_b + v_2][P + 1 − u_a + v_2] [P ][v_{12}][u_b − v_2][u_a − v_2] ) [u_{ab} + 1] u_{ab} ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠a,b b̄(u_{ak})^{−1}b̄(u_{bk})^{−1}ξ_{(Ia′ )b′}

= − [P − 1]

[P ] ∑ a,b∈Ij+1 a≠b [P + 1 − u_a + v_2][v_1 − u_b + P ][v_2 − u_b − 1] [u_a − v_2][u_b − v_1][u_b − v_2]

[u_{ab} + 1] [u_{ab}] × ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠a,b b̄(u_{ak})^{−1}b̄(u_{bk})^{−1}ξ_{(Ia′ )b′} where we set P = P_{j,j+1} and u_{ak} = u_a − u_k etc. The second equality follows from the identity

[v_{12} + 1][P − 1 − u_b + v_1][P ][u_b − v_2] − [P + v_{12}][1][P − 1 − u_b + v_2][u_b − v_1]

= −[P − 1][v_{12}][v_1 − u_b + P ][v_2 − u_b − 1].

Similarly the RHS of (B.3) yields ∑ a,b∈Ij+1 a≠b

( [v_{12} − 1][P − 1 − u_b + v_2][P + 1 − u_a + v_1] [v_{12}][u_b − v_2][u_a − v_1] − [P − v_{12}][1][P − 1 − u_b + v_1][P + 1 − u_a + v_1] [P ][v_{12}][u_b − v_1][u_a − v_1] ) [u_{ab} + 1] u_{ab} ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠a,b b̄(u_{ak})^{−1}b̄(u_{bk})^{−1}ξ_{(Ia′ )b′}

= − [P − 1]

[P ] ∑ a,b∈Ij+1 a≠b [P + 1 − u_a + v_1][v_2 − u_b + P ][v_1 − u_b − 1] [u_a − v_1][u_b − v_1][u_b − v_2]

[u_{ab} + 1] [u_{ab}] × ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠a,b b̄(u_{ak})^{−1}b̄(u_{bk})^{−1}ξ_{(Ia′ )b′} .

Taking the difference between the LHS and the RHS, we obtain − [P − 1]

[P ] ∑ a,b∈Ij+1 a≠b

( [P + 1 − u_a + v_2][v_1 − u_b + P ][v_2 − u_b − 1] [u_a − v_2][u_b − v_1][u_b − v_2]

− [P + 1 − u_a + v_1][v_2 − u_b + P ][v_1 − u_b − 1] [u_a − v_1][u_b − v_1][u_b − v_2] )

× [u_{ab} + 1] [u_{ab}] ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠a,b b̄(u_{ak})^{−1}b̄(u_{bk})^{−1}ξ_{(Ia′ )b′}

= [P − 1][P + 1][v_{12}] [P ] ∑ a,b∈Ij+1 a≠b [u_{ab} − 1][u_{ab} + 1] [u_{ab}] f(u_a, u_b)ξ_{(Ia}′_{)b}′ (B.7)

where the equality follows from the identity

−[P + 1 − u_a + v_2][v_1 − u_b + P ][v_2 − u_b − 1][u_a − v_1] + [P + 1 − u_a + v_1][v_2 − u_b + P ][v_1 − u_b − 1][u_a − v_2]

= [P + 1][v_{12}][u_{ab} − 1][P + v_1 + v_2 − u_a − u_b]

and we set

f(u_a, u_b) =

[P + v_1 + v_2 − u_a − u_b] [u_a − v_1][u_a − v_2][u_b − v_1][u_b − v_2] ∏ k∈Ij+1 ≠a,b b̄(u_{ak})^{−1}b̄(u_{bk})^{−1}.

Since f(u_a, u_b) = f(u_b, u_a) and (I^{a′} )^{b′} = (I^{b′} )^{a′} (a, b ∈ I_{j+1}, a ≠ b), the summation in (B.7) vanishes.

One can prove (B.4) similarly.

(B.5): In the LHS, noting < ϵ̄_j, h_{j,j+1} >= 1 we obtain

E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_1, P )F^+_{j,j+1}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_j, h >)ξ_I = ∑ a∈I_j c(u_a − v_2, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}) b̄(u_a − v_2) c̄(u_a − v_1, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_a − v_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈I_{j+1} b̄(u_{al})^{−1}ξ_I

+ ∑ a∈I_j ∑ b∈I_{j+1} c(u_a − v_2, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}) b̄(u_a − v_2) c̄(u_b − v_1, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_b − v_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1}

×b̄(u_{ba})^{−1}ξ_{(I}′_{a)b}′ , (B.8)

F^+_{j,j+1}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_{j+1}, h >)E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_1, P )ξ_I = ∑ b∈I_{j+1} c(u_b − v_2, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}) b̄(u_b − v_2) c̄(u_b − v_1, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_b − v_1) ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1} ∏ k∈I_j b̄(u_{kb})^{−1}ξ_I

+ ∑ a∈I_j ∑ b∈I_{j+1} c(u_a − v_2, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}) b̄(u_a − v_2) c̄(u_b − v_1, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_b − v_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1}

×b̄(u_{ba})^{−1}ξ_{(I}b′_)′a , (B.9)

where we set u_{ka} = u_k − u_a etc.. Since (I^{′a})^{b′} = (I^{b′} )^{′a} ∀a ∈ I_j, ∀b ∈ I_{j+1}, the second terms in (B.8) and (B.9) coincide each other. Hence we have ( E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_1, P )F^+_{j,j+1}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_j, h >) − F^+_{j,j+1}(1/w_2, P + < ϵ̄_{j+1}, h >)E^+_{j+1,j}(1/w_1, P ) ) ξ_I

= ∑ a∈I_j c(u_a − v_2, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}) b̄(u_a − v_2) c̄(u_a − v_1, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_a − v_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈I_{j+1} b̄(u_{al})^{−1}

− ∑ b∈I_{j+1} c(u_b − v_2, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}) b̄(u_b − v_2) c̄(u_b − v_1, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_b − v_1) ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1} ∏ k∈I_j b̄(u_{kb})^{−1} ξI . (B.10)

In the RHS of (B.5), noting Δ^{′(n−1)}(h_{j,j+1})ξ_I = (λ_j − λ_{j+1})ξ_I we obtain

K^+_j (1/w_2)K^+_{j+1}(1/w_2)^{−1} c̄(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(−v_{12}) ξ^I = c̄(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(−v_{12}) ∏ a∈I_j b̄(u_a − v_2)^{−1} ∏ b∈I_{j+1} b̄(v_2 − u_b)^{−1}ξ_I , (B.11)

K^+_{j+1}(1/w_1)^{−1}K^+_j (1/w_1) c̄(−v_{12}, (P + Δ^{′(n−1)}(h))_{j,j+1}) b̄(−v_{12}) ξ^I = c̄(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}) b̄(−v_{12}) ∏ a∈I_j b̄(u_a − v_1)^{−1} ∏ b∈I_{j+1} b̄(v_1 − u_b)^{−1}ξ_I . (B.12)

Hence

LHS − RHS = ∑ a∈I_j c(u_{a,2}, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}) b̄(u_{a,2}) c̄(u_{a,1}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_{a,1}) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈I_{j+1} b̄(u_{al})^{−1}

− ∑ b∈I_{j+1} c(u_{b,2}, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1})) b̄(u_{b,2}) c̄(u_{b,1}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(u_{b,1}) ∏ k∈I_j b̄(u_{kb})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1}

− c̄(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1}) b̄(−v_{12}) ∏ a∈I_j b̄(u_{a,2})^{−1} ∏ b∈I_{j+1} b̄(−u_{b,2})^{−1}

+ c̄(−v_{12}, P_{j,j+1} + λ_j − λ_{j+1}))

b̄(−v_{12}) ∏ a∈I_j b̄(u_{a,1})^{−1} ∏ b∈I_{j+1} b̄(−u_{b,1})^{−1} ξ_I , (B.13)

where we set u_{c,i} = u_c − v_i (c = a, b, i = 1, 2). For a ∈ I_j let us regard (· · · ) in the RHS as a function of u_a and denote it by F (u_a). It is not so hard to find

F (u_a + r) = F (u_a), F (u_a + rτ) = e^{− 2πir} F (u_a)

and all the residues at the poles u_a = v_1, v_2, u_k, u_l (k ∈ I_j, k ≠ a, l ∈ I_{j+1}) vanish. Hence F (u_a) should be identically zero, because F (u_a)[u_a]/[u_a + 1] becomes a order 1 elliptic function unless F (−1) = 0.

C A Direct Check of Corollary 4.8 for (2.33) at k = 0

In this section we give a direct check that the action of the elliptic currents in Corollary 4.8 satisfies (2.33). We start from the following partial fraction expansion formula, which can be obtained from (4.2) in [47] by changing the multiplicative notation to the additive one and setting t = v, b_k = u_k − 1 (k = 1, · · · , m), b_l = a_l + 1 (l = m + 1, · · · , n) and b_{n+1} = v + 2m − n.

Lemma C.1. m∏ k=1 [v − u_k + 1] [v − u_k] n∏ l=m+1 [v − u_l − 1] [v − u_l] = n∑ a=1 [v − u_a + 2m − n] [2m − n][v − u_a] ∏_m k=1[u_a − u_k + 1] ∏_n l=m+1[ua − ul − 1] ∏_{nj=1} ≠a [u_a − u_j ]

. (C.1)

Let us denote the LHS of (C.1) by F (v). Then Res_{v=ua} F (v)dv = 1 [0]^′ ∏_m k=1[u_a − u_k + 1] ∏_n l=m+1[ua − ul − 1] ∏_{nj=1} ≠a [u_a − u_j] .

Then from (4.14), we obtain

Lemma C.2.

F (v)|_+ − F (v)|_− = n∑ a=1 δ(z_a/w) Res_{v=ua} F (v)dv,

where z_a = q^{2ua} , w = q^{2v}.

Now let us check the relation (2.33).

1) the cases |i − j| > 1 and i = j + 1: It is obvious that (I^{′a})^{b′} = (I^{b′} )^{′a}, ∀a ∈ I_j, ∀b ∈ I_{i+1}. Hence [E_i(1/w_1), F_j (1/w_2)]ξ_I = 0.

2) the case i = j − 1: It is easy to show (I^{′a})^{b′} = (I^{b′} )^{′a}, ∀a, b ∈ I_j, (a ≠ b). Then E_{j−1}(q^{j−N} /w_1)F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_2)ξ_I = Ce^{Qαj−1} ∑ a,b∈Ij a≠b δ(z_a/w_2)δ(z_b/w_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈(I′a)j ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1}ξ_{(I′a)b′} ,

whereas F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_2)E_{j−1}(q^{j−N} /w_1)ξ_I = Ce^{Qαj−1} ∑ a,b∈Ij a≠b δ(z_a/w_2)δ(z_b/w_1) ∏ k∈(Ib′ )j ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1}ξ_{(Ib′ )′a} .

Here we set C = μμ^∗ ( [1] [0]^′

)_2 = − ϱ q − q^{−1} [1] [0]^′

. (C.2)

The last equality follows from (2.38). Noting ∏ l∈Ij ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1} = b̄(u_{ba})^{−1} ∏ l∈(I′a)j , ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1},

we obtain [E_{j−1}(q^{j−N} /w), F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w)]ξ_I = 0. 3) the case i = j: We have

E_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_1)F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_2)ξ_I = Ce^{−Qαj} ∑ a∈I_j ∑ b∈I_{j+1} δ(z_a/w_2)δ(z_b/w_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1} × b̄(u_{b,a})^{−1}ξ_{(I′a)b′}

+ ∑ a∈I_j δ(z_a/w_2)δ(z_a/w_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈I_{j+1} b̄(u_{al})^{−1}ξ_I , (C.3) whereas

F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_2)E_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_1)ξ_I = Ce^{−Qαj} ∑ a∈I_j ∑ b∈I_{j+1} δ(z_a/w_2)δ(z_b/w_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{bl})^{−1} × b̄(u_{b,a})^{−1}ξ_{(Ib′ )′a}

+ ∑ b∈I_{j+1} δ(z_b/w_2)δ(z_b/w_1) ∏ k∈I_j b̄(u_{kb})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{al})^{−1}ξ_I . (C.4)

Since (I^{′a})^{b′} = (I^{b′} )^{′a} ∀a ∈ I_j, ∀b ∈ I_{j+1}, the first terms in (C.3) and (C.4) coincide each other. Hence we obtain

[E_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_1), F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_2)]ξ_I = Ce^{−Qαj} ∑ a∈I_j δ(z_a/w_2)δ(z_a/w_1) ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈I_{j+1} b̄(u_{al})^{−1}

− ∑ b∈I_{j+1} δ(z_b/w_2)δ(z_b/w_1) ∏ k∈I_j b̄(u_{kb})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{al})^{−1} ξI . (C.5)

Let us set the eigenvalue of H^+_j (q^{j−N+1}/w) on ξ_I by ϱh_j (v) with ϱ in (2.38) i.e.

h_j (v) = ∏ k∈I_j [u_k − v + 1] [u_k − v] ∏ l∈I_{j+1} [u_l − v − 1] [u_l − v] . Then we have for a ∈ I_j and b ∈ I_{j+1}, ∏ k∈Ij ≠a b̄(u_{ka})^{−1} ∏ l∈I_{j+1} b̄(u_{al})^{−1} = −[0]^′ [1] Res_{v=ua} h_j (v)dv, ∏ k∈I_j b̄(u_{kb})^{−1} ∏ l∈Ij+1 ≠b b̄(u_{al})^{−1} = [0]^′ [1] Res_{v=ub} h_j (v)dv.

Therefore one can write (C.5) as

[E_j (q^j /w_1), F_j (q^j/w_2)]ξ_I = −

[0]^′C [1] e^{−Qαj} δ(w_1/w_2) ∑ c∈I_j ∪I_{j+1} δ(z_c/w_1) Res_{v=uc} h_j (v)dv ξ_I . (C.6)

Then from Lemma C.2 and (C.2), we obtain the desired formula.

[E_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_1), F_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_2)]ξ_I = ϱ q − q^{−1} δ(w_1/w_2) (h_j (v)|_+ − h_j (v)|_−) ξ_I = 1 q − q^{−1} δ(w_1/w_2) ( H^+_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_1) − H^−_j (q^{j−N+1}/w_1) ) ξ_I .

References

[1] M. Aganagic and A. Okounkov, Elliptic Stable Envelopes, Preprint 2016, arXiv:1604.00423.

[2] M. Aganagic and A. Okounkov, Quasimap counts and Bethe eigenfunctions, Preprint 2017, arXiv:1704.08746.

[3] A.Bertram, I.Ciocan-Fontainine and B.Kim, Gromov-Witten Invariants for Abelian and Nonabelian Quotients, J. Algebraic Geom. 17 (2008), 275-294.

[4] N.Chriss and V.Ginzburg, Representation Theory and Complex Geometry, 1994, Birkhäuser.

[5] V.G. Drinfeld, A New Realization of Yangians and Quantized Affine Algebras. Soviet Math.

Dokl.36 (1988) 212-216.

[6] P. Etingof and A. Varchenko, Solutions of the Quantum Dynamical Yang-Baxter Equation and Dynamical Quantum Groups, Comm.Math.Phys., 196, 1998, 591–640; Exchange Dynamical Quantum Groups, Comm.Math.Phys., 205, (1999) 19–52.

[7] R. M. Farghly, H. Konno and K. Oshima, Elliptic Algebra U_{q,p}(^g) and Qunatum Z-algebras, Algebras and Representation Theory (2014) June, DOI 10.1007/s10468-014-9483-x.

[8] B. Feigin, M. Finkelberg, I. Frenkel and L. Rybnikov, Gelfand-Tsetlin Algebras and Cohomology Rings of Laumon Spaces, Sel.Math.New Ser. 17 (2011) 337–361.

[9] B. Feigin, M. Finkelberg, A. Negut and L. Rybnikov, Yangians and Cohomology Rings of Laumon Spaces, Sel.Math.New Ser. 17 (2011) 573–607.

[10] B.Feigin and A.Tsymbaliuk, Bethe Subalgebras of U_q(^gl_n) via Shuffle Algebras, Selecta Math. (N.S.) 22 (2016), no. 2, 979–1011.

[11] G.Felder, Elliptic Quantum Groups, in Proceedings of the XIth ICMP, Paris 1994, Intern.

Press, Cambridge, MA, (1995) 211–218.

[12] G.Felder, Conformal Field Theory and Integrable Systems Associated to Elliptic Curves.

Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. 1, 2 (Zürich, 1994), 1247– 1255, Birkhäuser, Basel, 1995.

[13] G.Felder, V.Tarasov and A.Varchenko, Solutions of the Elliptic QKZB Equations and Bethe ansatz I, in Topics in Singularity Theory, V.I.Arnolds 60th Anniversary Collection, Advances in the Mathematical Sciences, AMS Translations, Series 2, v.180,(1997) 45–76.

[14] G.Felder, R.Rimányi and A.Varchenko, Elliptic Dynamical Quantum Groups and Equivariant Elliptic Cohomology, Preprint (2017), arXiv:1702.08060.

[15] N.Ganter, The Elliptic Weyl Character Formula, Compos. Math. 150 (2014) 1196–1234. [16] V. Ginzburg, Lagrangian construction of the enveloping algebra U(sl_n), C. R. Acad. Sci.

312 (1991) 907–912.

[17] V.Ginzburg, M.Kapranov and E.Vasserot, Elliptic Algebras and Equivariant Elliptic Cohomology I, Preprint (1995), arXiv:q-alg/9505012.

[18] I.Grojnowski, Instantons and Affine Lie Algebras, I : The Hilbert scheme and vertex operators, Math. Res. Letters 3 (1996) 275–291.

[19] I.Grojnowski, Delocalised Equivariant Elliptic Cogomology, In Elliptic Cohomology, vol.342 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. (2007) 114–121.

[20] V.Ginzburg and E. Vasserot, Langlands Reciprocity for Affine Quantum Groups of Type A_n, Internat. Math. Res. Notices 3 (1993) 67–85.

[21] V.Gorbounov, R.Rimányi, V.Tarasov and A.Varchenko, Cohomology of the Cotangent Bundle of a Flag Variety as a Yangian Bethe Algebra, J.Geom.Phys., 74 (2013) 56–86.

[22] M. Jimbo and T. Miwa and M. Okado, Solvable Lattice Models Related to the Vector Representation of Classical Simple Lie Algebras, Comm. Math. Phys. 116 (1988) 507–525.

[23] M. Jimbo, H. Konno, S. Odake and J. Shiraishi, Quasi-Hopf Twistors for Elliptic Quantum Groups, Transformation Groups 4 (1999) 303–327.

[24] M. Jimbo, H. Konno, S. Odake and J. Shiraishi, Elliptic Algebra U_{q,p}(^sl_2): Drinfeld Currents and Vertex Operators, Comm. Math. Phys. 199 (1999) 605–647 [25] V. G. Kac, Infinite Dimensional Lie algebras, 3rd. ed. Cambridge University Press, 1990. [26] R. Kodera, Affine Yangian action on the Fock Spece, Preprint (2015), arXiv:1506.01246. [27] E. Koelink and H. Rosengren, Harmonic Analysis on the SU(2) Dynamical Quantum Group, Acta.Appl.Math., 69, 2001, 163–220.

[28] T. Kojima and H. Konno, The Elliptic Algebra U_{q,p}(^sl_N ) and the Drinfeld Realization of the Elliptic Quantum Group B_{q,λ}(^sl_N ), Comm.Math.Phys.239 (2003) 405-447.

[29] H. Konno, An Elliptic Algebra U_{q,p}(^sl_2) and the Fusion RSOS Models, Comm. Math. Phys.

195 (1998) 373–403.

[30] H. Konno, Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups and Connection Matrices for the q-KZ Equations, SIGMA 2 (2006) Paper 091.

[31] H. Konno, Elliptic Quantum Group U_{q,p}(^sl_2), Hopf Algebroid Structure and Elliptic Hypergoemetric Series, J. Geom. Phys. 59 (2009) 1485-1511.

[32] H.Konno, Elliptic Quantum Groups U_{q,p}(^gl_N ) and E_{q,p}(^gl_N ), Adv.Studies in Pure Math.

76 (2018) 347-417.

[33] H.Konno, Elliptic Weight Functions and Elliptic q-KZ Equation, Journal of Integrable Systems 2 (2017) 1-43. doi: 10.1093/integr/xyx011.

[34] H.Lange and Ch.Birkenhake, Complex Abelian Varieties, Springer-Verlag, 1992. [35] D.Maulik and A.Okounkov, Quantum Groups and Quantum Cohomology , Preprint 2012, arXiv:1211.1287, [36] K.Mimachi, A Solution to Quantum Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov Equations and Its Application to Eigenvalue Problems of the Macdonald Type, Duke Math.J. 85 (1996) 635–658.

[37] K.Mimachi and M.Noumi, Representations of the Hecke Algebra on a Family of Rational Functions, Preprint 1996, unpublished.

[38] K. Nagao, K-Theory of Quiver Varieties, q-Fock Space and Nonsymmetric Macdonald Polynomials, Osaka J. Math. 46 (2009) 877-907.

[39] H.Nakajima, Instantons on ALE Spaces, Quiver Varieties and Kac-Moody Algebras, Duke Math. J. 76 (1994) 365–416.

[40] H. Nakajima, Quiver Varieties and Kac-Moody Algebras, Duke Math. J. 91 (1998) 515–560. [41] H.Nakajima, Quiver Varieties and Finite-dimensional Representations of Quantum Affine Algebras, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 14 (2001) 145–238.

[42] H.Nakajima, Lectures on Perverse Sheaves on Instanton Moduli Spaces, Preprint 2016, arXiv:1604.06316.

[43] A.Okounkov, Lectures on K-theoretic Computations in Enumerative Geometry. (2015), arXiv: 1512.07363.

[44] R.Rimányi, V.Tarasov and A.Varchenko, Trigonometric Weight Functions as K-theoretic Stable Envelope Maps for the Cotangent Bundle of a Flag Variety, J.Geom.Phys., 94 (2015) 81–119.

[45] R.Rimányi and A.Varchenko, Dynamical Gelfand-Tetlin Algebra and Equivarant Cohomology of Grassmannians, Preprint 2015, arXiv:1510.03625.

[46] R.Rimányi, V.Tarasov and A.Varchenko, Elliptic and K-theoretic Stable Envelopes and Newton Polytopes, Preprint 2017, arXiv:1705.09344.

[47] H.Rosengren, Elliptic Hypergeometric Series on Root Systems, Adv. Math. 181 (2004) 417–447.

[48] D. Shenfeld, Abelianization of Stable Envelopes in Symplectic Resolutions, PhD Thesis, Princeton University, (2013).

[49] A. Smirnov, Polynomials associated with fixed points on the instanton moduli space, Preprint 2014, arXiv:1404.5304

[50] V.Tarasov and A.Varchenko, Geometry of q-Hypergeometric Functions, Quantum Affine Algebras and Elliptic Quantum Groups, Astérisque 246 (1997) Société Mathématique de France.

[51] A. Tsymbaliuk, Quantum Affine Gelfand-Tsetlin Bases and Quantum Toroidal Algebra via K-theory of affine Laumon Spaces, Sel. Math. New. Ser. 16 (2010) 173–200.

[52] D.Uglov, Symmetric functions and the Yangian decomposition of the Fock and basic modules of the affine Lie algebra ^sl_N , Quantum many-body problems and representation theory, MSJ Memoirs, 1, Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, (1998) 183-241.

[53] M. Varagnolo and E.Vasserot, On the K-Theory of the Cyclic Quiver Variety, Int.

Math.Res.Notices 18 (1999) 1005–1028.

[54] M. Varagnolo, Quiver Varieties and Yangians, Lett.Math.Phys. 53 (2000) 273–283.

[55] E.Vasserot, Affine Quantum Groups and Equivariant K-theory, Transform. Groups 3 (1998) 269–299.