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The charge functions for n-dimensional partitions are known for n=2,3,4 in the literature. We give
the expression for arbitrary odd dimension in a recent work, and now further conjecture a formula
for all even dimensional cases. This conjecture is proved rigorously for 6D, and numerically verified
for 8D.

I. INTRODUCTION

The statistical enumeration of Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-
Sommerfield (BPS) states on toric Calabi-Yau n-folds
stands as a fundamental problem in both topological
string theory and enumerative geometry [1–3]. The key
to this program is the identification of n-dimensional par-
titions [4, 5], which provide a combinatorial realization
of the BPS Hilbert space. In these systems, the molten
crystal growth is governed by the underlying BPS al-
gebra [6–8], a symmetry structure whose representation
theory is encoded within the spectral properties of its
Cartan operators. The eigenvalues of these operators are
packaged into a single meromorphic object: the charge
function ψ(u). As a decisive factor in the algebraic boot-
strap procedure, ψ(u) determines the melting rules of
the crystal, where its simple poles are in one-to-one cor-
respondence with the box positions where a box can be
added to or removed from a partition [9, 10].

While the charge functions for low-dimensional par-
titions are well-established, they exhibit an evolution
toward increasing non-locality. For 3D partitions, the
affine Yangian of gl1 successfully describes the dynam-
ics through simple factorized rational kernels [10–12].
This framework precisely describes the algebraic struc-
ture behind Nekrasov instanton partition functions and
the AGT correspondence [13, 14]. However, moving to-
ward 4D solid partitions and higher dimensions necessi-
tates the inclusion of collective excitations known as box
clusters [10, 15, 16]. This transition reflects the growing
complexity of the instanton moduli space and the associ-
ated equivariant cohomology [13, 17–20]. Building upon
these developments, in our preceding work [21], a general
formula is proposed for arbitrary odd-dimensional parti-
tions, which is strictly proved for 5D case, and tested for
7D and 9D.

However, generalizing these results to arbitrary even
dimensions (n = 2K,K ≥ 3) remains a formidable task.
The primary difficulty lies in the asymmetric distribution
induced by odd-order product terms and the breaking
of pole-sign symmetry in even dimensions, which pre-
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a 4D partition. Green and red desig-
nate addable and removable box positions, respectively, while
black dots indicate sites where our method predicts a box
(either red or green) to be. The subfigures show slices at
l4 = 0, 1, 2 from left to right, all of which are consistent with
the melting rule.

vents the charge function from following the simple pat-
terns observed in lower dimensions [21, 22]. In this let-
ter, we overcome these obstacles by proposing a universal
conjecture for the charge functions of even-dimensional
partitions. We provide a rigorous proof for the 6D
case by introducing a lemma and apply an exhaustion
method [23, 24], and perform extensive numerical verifi-
cation via Monte Carlo sampling for 8D partitions. Our
formula completes the library of charge functions for all
dimensions, providing the essential data required to ex-
plore the BPS algebras of higher-dimensional Calabi-Yau
manifolds [25, 26].

II. PARTITIONS

First let us collect the necessary definitions relating
partitions, following the descriptions in [10, 21].
An n-dimensional partition ∆(n) should obey the melt-

ing rule: For any box □⃗ ∈ Zn
≥0 and any k = 1, 2, · · · , n, if

there exists □⃗′ ∈ ∆(n) with □⃗′ = □⃗+ e⃗k, then □⃗ ∈ ∆(n).
For instance, Fig.1 presents a schematic of an n = 4

partition satisfying the melting rule.
The canonical basis is defined as

e⃗i = (δ1i, δ2i, . . . , δni) , i = 1, 2, . . . , n, (II.1)

with δij the Kronecker delta.

A set of complex number hi called weight or flavor pa-
rameter, characterize the equivalent toric action on CYn
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as (x1, x2, · · · , xn) 7→ (eh1x1, e
h2x2, · · · , ehnxn). They

satisfy the Calabi-Yau condition:
∑n

i=1 hi = 0.
Here two fundamental sets are of particular impor-

tance:

A∆(n) ⊂ Zn
≥0 and R∆(n) ⊂ Zn

≥0, (II.2)

which consist of all boxes in the lattice Zn
≥0 that can

be added to or removed from ∆(n), respectively, while
ensuring the resulting configuration remains a valid n-
dimensional partition. We now define a projection map
c as follows1:

c : □⃗ =

n∑
i=1

lie⃗i 7−→
n∑

i=1

lihi, (II.3)

where the weight parameters {hi}i=1,...,n are generic
complex numbers satisfying the Calabi-Yau condition.

The projection c effectively identifies points in Zn
≥0

that differ by integer multiples of the vector
∑n

i=1 e⃗i.
Consequently, the decomposition in (II.3) is not unique.
To establish a unique representation, we introduce the
shifted coordinates l′i by setting the minimal component
to zero:

l′i = li −min{li | i = 1, 2, . . . , n}. (II.4)

This allows c to be expressed uniquely as

c =

n∑
i=1

l′ihi, l′i ≥ 0. (II.5)

In what follows, we shall use ℓ and ℓ′ as operators acting
on the projection value, specifically ℓ(c) = ℓ and ℓ′(c) =
ℓ′.
We define Pn as the set of all possible n-dimensional

partitions and P as the set of points in the projected
space:

Pn :=
{
∆(n) for any number of boxes

}
⊂ 2Z

n
≥0 , (II.6)

P :=

{
c =

n∑
i=1

lihi

∣∣∣∣∣ li ∈ Z

}
∼= Zn−1. (II.7)

Finally, we introduce a set of certain partitions at a

given box □⃗, denoted by G(□⃗). This set comprises all n-
dimensional partitions that possess at least one addable
or removable position whose projection coincides with

c(□⃗):

G(□⃗) = {∆(n) ∈ Pn | ∃ ˜⃗□ ∈ A∆(n) ∪ R∆(n) , c̃(
˜⃗□) = c(□⃗)}.

(II.8)

1Throughout this work, the coordinate components of a box □⃗
are denoted by li.

III. CHARGE FUNCTIONS

In this letter, we show that the charge functions ψ(u)
for arbitrary dimensional partitions ∆(n) can be explic-
itly constructed. These functions are characterized by
the following fundamental properties:

1. ψ∆(n)(u) is a meromorphic function of u whose
singularities are restricted to simple poles.

2. There exists a one-to-one correspondence be-
tween the poles of ψ∆(n)(u) and the projected

coordinates c(□⃗) associated with the addable

and removable boxes □⃗ ∈ A∆(n) ∪ R∆(n) .

In the following, we directly present the general expres-
sions of the charge functions for arbitrary dimension n,
distinguishing between the even and odd cases. A review
of the charge functions for lower-dimensional partitions
can be found in Appendix A.

a. Formula for arbitrary odd dimension (proposed
in [21], proved for 5D, and checked for 7D and 9D): In
dimension n = 2K + 1,K ≥ 1, the charge function reads

ψ∆(n)(u) = ψ0(u)ψ
′
∆(n)(u), (III.1)

with ψ0 = 1
u , and

ψ′
∆(n)(u) =

∏
□⃗∈∆(n)

φ
(2K+1)
1 (u− c(□⃗))

×
K∏

m=2

∏
ϕ2m⊂∆(n)

φ
(2K+1)
2m (u− c(ϕ2m)),

(III.2)

where

φ
(2K+1)
1 (u) =

∏K
m=1

∏
1≤l1<l2<···<l2m≤2K+1(u−

∑2m
i=1 hli)∏2K+1

i=1 (u− hi)
,

(III.3)

φ
(2K+1)
2m (u) =

1

u
. (III.4)

In the above, we introduce the p-box cluster

ϕp =
{
□⃗, □⃗+ e⃗s1 , □⃗+ e⃗s2 , · · · , □⃗+ e⃗sp−1

}
, where si are

p− 1 different integers in [1, n].
We also define

c(ϕp) = c(□⃗) +

p∑
i=1

hsi . (III.5)

b. Formula for arbitrary even dimension: We con-
jecture the form of the charge function in dimension
n = 2K,K ≥ 2,

ψ∆(n)(u) = ψ0(u)ψ
′
∆(n)(u), (III.6)
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where again ψ0 = 1
u , and

ψ′
∆(n)(u) =

∏
□⃗∈∆(n)

φ
(2K)
1 (u− c(□⃗))

×
K−1∏
m=2

∏
ϕ2m⊂∆(n)

φ
(2K)
2m (u− c(ϕ2m))

×
∏

ϕ2K⊂∆(n)

φ
(2K)
2K (u− c(ϕ2K))

×
∏

ϕ2K+1⊂∆(n)

φ
(2K)
2K+1(u− c(ϕ2K+1)).

(III.7)

and the exact forms for the factors are:

φ
(2K)
1 (u) =

∏2K
i=1(u+ hi)∏2K
i=1(u− hi)

×
K−1∏
m=1

∏
1≤l1<l2<···<l2m≤2K

(u−
2m∑
i=1

hli),

(III.8)

φ
(2K)
2m (u) =

1

u
, (m ∈ {2, 3, ...,K − 1}), (III.9)

φ
(2K)
2K (u) =

1

u2
, (III.10)

and

φ
(2K)
2K+1(u) = u2. (III.11)

It is easy to tell for n = 4, i.e. K = 2, (III.6) identifies
with the known formula for solid partitions as shown in
(A.8).

It is worth mentioning that the 2D case (A.2) is an
exception, since its dimension is too low to share the
common structure of p-box clusters.

IV. POTENTIAL FUNCTION

To characterize the analytic structure of the charge
functions, we introduce a potential function ω0,∆(n)(c),
which identifies the order of the pole at a projected point
c:

ω0,∆(n)(c) =


m, for a pole of order m,

0, for an analytic point,

−m, for a zero of order m.

(IV.1)

The explicit form of ω0,∆(n)(c) derived from (III.7), is
composed of a vacuum contribution and a partition-
dependent term:

ω0,∆(n)(c) = δ0,c + ω∆(n)(c). (IV.2)

with:

ω∆(n)(c̃) := ω∆(n),1(c̃) + ω∆(n),ϕp
(c̃), (IV.3)

where the single-box contributions are given by:

ω∆(n),1(c̃) :=
∑

□⃗∈∆(n)

( n∑
i=1

δ
c̃,c(□⃗)+hi

−
n∑

i=1

δ
c̃,c(□⃗)−hi

−
K−1∑
m=1

∑
0≤l1≤···≤l2m≤n

δ
c̃,c(□⃗)+

∑2m
i=1 hli

)
,

(IV.4)

and the cluster-dependent terms are defined via:

ωϕp
(c̃) :=


δc̃,c(ϕp) p ∈ {4, 6, ..., 2K − 2}
2δc̃,c(ϕp) p = 2K

−2δc̃,c(ϕp) p = 2K + 1

, (IV.5)

ω∆(n),ϕp
(c̃) :=

∑
p∈{4,6,...,2K}∪{2K+1}

∑
ϕp⊆∆(n)

ωϕp
(c̃).

(IV.6)

The potential function associated with a specific box □⃗
is naturally defined as ω∆(n)(□⃗) := ω∆(n)(c(□⃗)).
Using the potential function introduced above, we can

rewrite the charge function properties as:

1. ψ∆(n)(u) has only simple poles.

2. ∆(n) ∈ G(□⃗) ⇐⇒ ω0,∆(n)(□⃗) = 1.

Conjecture: The even dimensional charge function
(III.6) satisfies the properties above.

V. PROOF

Before proceeding to the proof, it is important to note
that the verification of the conjecture for any arbitrary
n-dimensional partition ∆(n) can be reduced to a specific
study of partitions within a hypercube geometry. Follow-
ing the proof strategy established in our previous work
for odd-dimensional cases [21], the global property of the
charge function is fundamentally determined by the lo-
cal configuration of the partition surface. This reduction
implies that proving the general conjecture is equivalent
to proving it for the cases where ∆(n) is a subset of a
d-dimensional hypercube HC(d)(for any d ≤ n). Conse-
quently, the entire conjecture rests upon the validity of
the following lemma, which we state as the core building
block for the subsequent proof.
We first define the hypercube HC:

A d-dimensional hypercube HC with its origin at □⃗ is
defined as a subspace with 2d elements in Zn

≥0:

HC(d)(□⃗, {eni
}di=1) := { ˜⃗□ | ˜⃗□ = □⃗+

d∑
i=1

δie⃗ni
, δi = 0, 1}.

(V.1)
For example, Fig.2 shows all six unique partitions of

the hypercube HC(2)(n = 6).
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FIG. 2. All six unique partitions of the hypercube HC(2)(n =
6). Red star marks the target box position. Cyan color rep-
resents an occupied box.

Lemma A. (proved for 6D and discussed for higher n)

For ∀ ∆(n) ⊆ HC(d)(⃗0, {e⃗ni
}),

ω0,∆(n)

 d∑
i=1

e⃗ni



=


1, if ∆(n) ∈ G

(
d∑

i=1

e⃗ni

)
,

≤ 0, if ∆(n) /∈ G

(
d∑

i=1

e⃗ni

)
.

(A1)

(A2)

To study Lemma A, We write HC(d)
(
0⃗, {e⃗ni

}di=1

)
=

HC(d) for short. We first claim that: if ∆(n) ⊆ HC(d),

∆(n) ∈ G

(
d∑

i=1

e⃗ni

)

⇐⇒

{
{∅, {⃗0}, HC(n) − {

∑n
i=1 e⃗i}, HC(n)} d = n,

{{HC(d) −
∑d

i=1 e⃗ni
}, HC(d)} d ≤ n.

(V.2)
This is easy to be checked by the melting rule.

For ease of understanding, we can take Fig.2 as an
example. A simple pole occurs at the target position only
when either the target position alone remains unfilled or
all positions are filled (Partition 5 and 6); otherwise, the
number of poles is less than one.

A. Some analytically check of Lemma 1

We offer a proof for Lemma A1:

∆(n) ∈ G(

d∑
i=1

e⃗ni
) ⇒ ω0,∆(n)(

d∑
i=1

e⃗ni
) = 1. (V.3)

First, it is direct to show:

w0,∅(

n∑
i=1

e⃗i) = w0,{0⃗}(

n∑
i=1

e⃗i) = 1, (V.4)

w0,HC(d)−{
∑d

i=1 e⃗ni
} = w0,HC(d) . (V.5)

To complete the prove of Lemma A1, all we need to prove
is:

w0,HC(d) = 1. (V.6)

We introduce the concept of d-neighbor as follows:
A configuration c is called a d-neighbor of c′ (where d <

n), denoted as c′
d−→ c, if and only if:

c = c′ +

d∑
i=1

hni
, (V.7)

for some index set {ni} with ni ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.

The number of n − m neighbor of c(
∑d

i=1 e⃗ni
) =∑d

i=1 hni
is:

|{c | c m−→
d∑

i=1

hni , c ∈ HC(d)}| = Cm
d . (V.8)

Noting that ∀ k ∈ {3, 5 . . . 2K − 3}, there’s one clus-

ter centered at each n − k neighbor of
∑d

i=1 e⃗ni that

contributes a pole to
∑d

i=1 e⃗ni . Each n-1-neighbor con-
tributes one zero. Additionally, in the cluster centered
at each n-1-neighbor, it contributes two poles. Thus, the
net contribution of each n-1-neighbor is one pole. In a
word, each n−m, (1 ≤ m ≤ n− 1) neighbor contributes
(−1)n+1 poles.

Case 1: n ̸= d

wHC(d) =

d∑
m=1

Cm
d (−1)m+1 = 1, (V.9)

and

w0,HC(d) = wHC(d) . (V.10)

Case 2: n = d

wHC(n) =

n−1∑
m=1

Cm
d (−1)m+1 − 2 =

n∑
m=0

Cm
d (−1)m+1 = 0,

(V.11)

w0,HC(n) = 1 + wHC(n) = 1. (V.12)

Thus we have completed the proof of Lemma A1.
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(a) Exhaustive enumeration for n = 6. (b) Monte Carlo sampling for n = 8.

FIG. 3. Numerical verification of the pole order at the target position □⃗ = (1, 1, . . . , 1) for even dimensional partitions within
a hypercube. The red dashed line represents the theoretical threshold ω = 1. (a) The 6D case shows all possible partitions,
forming a clear boundary. (b) The 8D case, obtained via sampling, shows a consistent distribution where all sampled states
satisfy ω ≤ 1. Note that the pole order equals 1 only for the limiting cases (N = 0, 1, 2n − 1, 2n).

B. Numerical Verification

For Lemma A2, we don’t give a analytical proof. In-
stead,we perform exhaustive enumeration and have it
proved for 6D. For 8D, we perform Monte Carlo sam-
pling tests and check its correctness.

For the 6D case, the total number of boxes in the hy-
percube HC(6) is 26 = 64. The size of the configura-
tion space is manageable (in total 7836132 cases), al-
lowing us to perform an exhaustive enumeration of all
possible partitions ∆(6) ⊆ HC(d), (d = 1, 2, ..., 6). We

calculate the pole order ω∆(6)(□⃗) at the target position

□⃗ = (1, 1, . . . , 1) for every unique partition.

The results for d = 6 are presented in Fig.3(a). The
horizontal axis represents the number of boxes N =
|∆(6)|, ranging from 0 to 64. The vertical axis shows
the calculated pole order. It is evident that for all
valid partitions, the pole order satisfies the condition
ω ≤ 1. The maximum value ω = 1 is achieved only when
N = 0, 1, 63, 64 , which is consistent with the theoretical
prediction that these are the only admissible configura-
tions in G(

∑
e⃗i) for the hypercube geometry. The distri-

bution of pole orders forms a characteristic “U” shape,
strictly bounded by the threshold line ω = 1.

For the 8D case, the hypercube HC(8) contains 28 =
256 boxes. The number of unique partitions (equal to the
Dedekind number M(8)) is astronomically large, mak-
ing exhaustive enumeration computationally intractable.
Therefore, we adopted an independent Monte Carlo sam-
pling approach. For each box number N ∈ [0, 256], we
generated a large number of random valid partitions sat-
isfying the melting rule and computed their potential
functions.

Figure 3(b) displays the results of the 8D sampling.
Similar to the 6D case, the sampled pole orders are
densely distributed below the threshold line. Despite
the significant increase in dimensionality and complex-
ity, no violations of the upper bound ω ≤ 1 were ob-

served. The density of the scatter plot (represented by
the transparency in the figure) indicates the statistical
distribution of the pole orders, confirming that the vast
majority of configurations lie well within the negative re-
gion, while the boundary conditions at N = 0, 1, 255, 256
correctly return to ω = 1.
These numerical results provide strong evidence sup-

porting our formula for even dimensional partitions, con-
firming that the constructed charge function correctly re-
produces the pole structure required by the BPS algebra
representation theory.

VI. CONCLUSION

By combining the even-dimensional charge functions
(n = 2K,K ≥ 2) proposed in this letter with our pre-
viously established results for odd dimensions, together
with the lower dimensional cases in the literature, we
have completed the library of charge functions for par-
titions in all dimensions, providing the essential founda-
tion for exploring the BPS algebras of higher-dimensional
toric Calabi-Yau manifolds.
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Appendix A: Lower Dimensions

a. Case n = 2: Young Diagrams For 2D partitions,
the Calabi-Yau condition specializes to

h1 + h2 = 0. (A.1)
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The corresponding charge function associated with the
Young diagram ∆(2) is given by:

ψ∆(2)(u) =
1

u

∏
□⃗∈∆(2)

φ
(2)
1 (u− c(ϕ1))

×
∏

ϕ2∈∆(2)

φ
(2)
2 (u− c(ϕ2))

∏
ϕ3∈∆(2)

φ
(2)
3 (u− c(ϕ3)) ,

(A.2)

where the factors are defined as

φ
(2)
1 (u) =

1

(u− h1)(u− h2)
,

φ
(2)
2 (u) = u2, φ

(2)
3 (u) =

1

u2
.

(A.3)

b. Case n = 3: Plane Partitions For 3D (plane)
partitions, the Calabi-Yau constraint takes the form

h1 + h2 + h3 = 0. (A.4)

The charge function for ∆(3) is expressed in terms of a

single species of factor φ
(3)
1 (u):

ψ∆(3)(u) =
1

u

∏
□⃗∈∆(3)

φ
(3)
1 (u− c(□⃗)), (A.5)

where

φ
(3)
1 (u) =

3∏
i=1

u+ hi
u− hi

. (A.6)

This 3D structure is known to be governed by the affine
Yangian of gl1 .

c. Case n = 4: Solid Partitions In the 4D case, the
Calabi-Yau condition reads

h1 + h2 + h3 + h4 = 0. (A.7)

The charge function for the solid partition ∆(4) incorpo-
rates both single-box and cluster contributions:

ψ∆(4)(u) =
1

u

∏
□⃗∈∆(4)

φ
(4)
1 (u− c(ϕ1))

×
∏

ϕ4∈∆(4)

φ
(4)
4 (u− c(ϕ4))

∏
ϕ5∈∆(4)

φ
(4)
5 (u− c(ϕ5)) ,

(A.8)

where the factors are defined by

φ
(4)
1 (u) =

∏4
i=1(u+ hi)

∏
1≤i<j≤4(u− hi − hj)∏4

i=1(u− hi)
,

φ
(4)
4 (u) =

1

u2
, φ

(4)
5 (u) = u2.

(A.9)

The factor φ
(4)
1 (u) also admits the following symmetric

representation:

φ
(4)
1 (u) =

∏
1≤i<j≤4

(u− hi − hj)

4∏
i=1

(u− hi)

×
∏

1≤i<j<k≤4

(u− hi − hj − hk).

(A.10)
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Genoud, and B. Rémy (Springer, London, 2013) pp. 1–13,
arXiv:1106.4301 [math.RT].

[19] S. K. Donaldson and R. P. Thomas, Gauge theory in
higher dimensions, in The Geometric Universe: Science,
Geometry, and the Work of Roger Penrose, edited by
S. A. Huggett, L. J. Mason, K. P. Tod, S. T. Tsou, and
N. M. J. Woodhouse (Oxford University Press, Oxford,

1998) pp. 31–47.
[20] M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman, Cohomological Hall

algebra, exponential Hodge structures and motivic
Donaldson-Thomas invariants, Communications in Num-
ber Theory and Physics 5, 231 (2011), arXiv:1006.2706
[math.AG].

[21] S. Xiang, H. Feng, K. Zhuo, T.-S. Chen, and K. Zhang,
Charge functions for odd dimensional partitions (2025),
arXiv:2512.07758 [math-ph].

[22] P. A. MacMahon, Combinatory Analysis, Vol. I and II
(Courier Corporation, 2004) this is a two-volume reprint
of the original 1915/1916 edition published by Cambridge
University Press. The original volumes are in the public
domain.

[23] G. Bonelli, N. Fasola, A. Tanzini, and Y. Zenkevich,
ADHM in 8D, coloured solid partitions and Donaldson–
Thomas invariants on orbifolds, Journal of Geometry and
Physics 191, 104910 (2023), arXiv:2011.02366 [hep-th].
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